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Abstract

In this paper, we introduce a tensor neural network based machine learning method
for solving the elliptic partial differential equations with random coefficients in a
bounded physical domain. With the help of tensor product structure, we can trans-
form the high-dimensional integrations of tensor neural network functions to one-
dimensional integrations which can be computed with the classical quadrature schemes
with high accuracy. The complexity of its calculation can be reduced from the ex-
ponential scale to a polynomial scale. The corresponding machine learning method
is designed for solving high-dimensional parametric elliptic equations. Some numer-
ical examples are provided to validate the accuracy and efficiency of the proposed
algorithms.
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1 Introduction

Numerical methods for stochastic elliptic partial differential equations (SPDEs) are vital
tools for solving equations that involve both randomness and elliptic operators. Stochastic
elliptic PDEs arise in various fields, including physics, finance, and engineering. These
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equations pose challenges due to the interplay between the elliptic operator and the
stochastic component. Efficient numerical methods for partial differential equations (PDEs)
with random field inputs is a key ingredient in uncertainty quantification (UQ). Random
field inputs, such as coefficients, loadings and domain, are spatially inhomogeneous, always
lead to the well-known SPDEs [2, 28].

There are several numerical methods and techniques that have been developed to tackle
SPDEs. Stochastic finite element method (SFEM) [19] introduces a stochastic basis expan-
sion to represent the random coefficients or boundary conditions and solves the resulting
deterministic system of equations using standard finite element method techniques. SFEM
has been extensively studied and applied to a wide range of problems. Stochastic spectral
method employs orthogonal polynomials (e.g., Legendre, Hermite or Laguerre) to repre-
sent the stochastic terms. By applying the Galerkin projection, the original SPDEs are
transformed into a system of deterministic equations, which can be solved using spectral
techniques. The convergence rate of this method is always faster than that of other meth-
ods. The generalized polynomial chaos (gPC) method [29] is an extension of extension of
the spectral method is also widely used for solving SPDEs.

Monte-Carlo and quasi-Monte-Carlo sampling strategies [22] of the random inputs, as
well as stochastic collocation methods [30], which have recently gained a lot of attention.
Monte-Carlo methods simulate the underlying stochastic processes and use statistical sam-
pling techniques to obtain approximate solutions. The idea is to generate a large number of
random samples and compute averages or moments of the solution. For example, Monte-
Carlo finite element method, involves simulating the underlying stochastic processes and
solving the deterministic equations repeatedly for different realizations. By averaging the
solutions, statistical estimates (e.g., mean, variance) of the solution can be obtained.

Due to its universal approximation property, the fully-connected neural network (FNN)
is the most widely used architecture to build the functions for solving high-dimensional
PDEs. There are several types of FNN-based methods such as well-known the deep Ritz [8],
deep Galerkin method [23], PINN [20], and weak adversarial networks [31] for solving high-
dimensional PDEs by designing different loss functions. Among these methods, the loss
functions always include computing high-dimensional integrations for the functions defined
by FNN. For example, the loss functions of the deep Ritz method require computing
the integrations on the high-dimensional domain for the functions which is constructed
by FNN. Direct numerical integration for the high-dimensional functions also meets the
“curse of dimensionality”. Always, the Monte-Carlo method is adopted to do the high-
dimensional integration with some types of sampling methods [8, 13]. Due to the low
convergence rate of the Monte-Carlo method, the solutions obtained by the FNN-based
numerical methods are difficult to obtain high accuracy and stable convergence process.
This means that the Monte-Carlo method decreases computational work in each forward
propagation by decreasing the simulation accuracy, efficiency and stability of the FNN-
based numerical methods for solving high-dimensional PDEs.

Recently, we propose a type of tensor neural network (TNN) and the corresponding
machine learning method which is designed to solve the high-dimensional problems with
high accuracy. The most important property of TNN is that the corresponding high-
dimensional functions can be easily integrated with high accuracy and high efficiency.
Then the deduced machine learning method can arrive high accuracy for solving high-
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dimensional problems. The reason is that the integration of TNN functions can be sepa-
rated into one-dimensional integrations which can be computed by the classical quadrature
schemes with high accuracy. The TNN based machine learning method has already been
used to solve high-dimensional eigenvalue problems and boundary value problems based
on the Ritz type of loss functions [25]. Furthermore, in [27], the multi-eigenpairs can also
been computed with machine learning method which is designed by combining the TNN
and Rayleigh-Ritz process. The high accuracy of this type of machine learning methods
depends on the fact that the high-dimensional integrations of functional of TNNs can be
computed with high accuracy.

Karhunen-Loéve (KL) expansion approximates the stochastic coefficients or boundary
conditions using a limited number of dominant modes. This way reduces the dimension-
ality of the problem and allows for efficient computations for the deduced deterministic
equations which can then be solved using traditional methods like FEM or FDM. Unfortu-
nately, the deduced deterministic problems are high-dimensional equations. Solving these
high-dimensional equations by the classical numerical methods always meets the “curse
of dimensionality”. In the present paper, we introduce the TNN based machine learn-
ing method for solving the deterministic parametric elliptic equations in a high-(possibly
infinite-) dimensional parameter space, arising as a projection of the SPDE via a trun-
cated M -term KL expansion. We consider a class of model elliptic problems characterized
by the additive dependence of the equation coefficients on the multivariate parameter,
corresponding to a random field that is linear in the random variable.

An outline of the paper goes as follows. In Section 2, the model elliptic problem with
random coefficient and its properties will be presented. Section 3 is devoted to introduce
the TNN structure, its numerical integration method and approximation property. In
Section 4, the TNN based machine learning method will be proposed to solve the deduced
high-dimensional deterministic equation. Section 5 gives some numerical examples to
validate the accuracy and efficiency of the proposed TNN based machine learning method.
Some concluding remarks are given in the last section.

2 Model problem

In this section, we introduce the concerned model problem, the way to separate stochastic
and deterministic variables in the diffusion coefficient a(ω, x) with KL expansion, the
properties of the deduced deterministic problem. The content here is the preparation for
designing the TNN based machine learning method for the high-dimensional parametric
problems.

This paper is mainly concerned with the elliptic problem with stochastic diffusion co-
efficient a(ω, x). We assume the physical domain D ⊂ Rd, d ∈ N+ is a bounded open
set with Lipschitz boundary ∂D, and the probability space denoted by (Ω,B, P ), where Ω
denotes the outcomes, B ⊂ 2Ω the sigma algebra of possible events and P : B → [0, 1] a
probability measure. Here, we consider the following problem: Find u such that{

−div(a(ω, x)∇u(ω, x)) = f(ω, x), in D,
u(ω, x) = 0, on ∂D,

(2.1)
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for P -a.e.ω ∈ Ω, where f ∈ L2(Ω ×D), the diffusion coefficient a ∈ L∞(Ω ×D) and the
solution u(ω, x) are random fields in the spatial domain D.

In order to guarantee the existence, uniqueness and well-posedness of the problem,
following [1], we make the following assumption on the diffusion coefficient a(ω, x).

Assumption 1. Let a ∈ L∞(Ω×D) be strictly positive, with lower and upper bound

P

{
w ∈ Ω : amin ≤ ess inf

x∈D
a(ω, x) ∧ ess sup

x∈D
a(ω, x) ≤ amax

}
= 1, (2.2)

where the essential infimum and supremum are taken with respect to the Lebesgue measure
in D ⊂ Rd.

In order to formulate the variational formulation of the problem, we introduce the tensor
Hilbert space

L2
P (Ω;H

1
0 (D)) := L2

P (Ω)⊗H1
0 (D), (2.3)

where

L2
P (Ω) :=

{
ξ(ω)

∣∣∣ ∫
Ω
ξ2(ω)dP (ω) <∞

}
.

Then we multiply (2.1) with a test function v ∈ L2
P (Ω;H

1
0 (D)), integrate by parts

over the physical domain D and take expectations on both sides, yielding the variational
formulation for (2.1): Find u ∈ L2

P (Ω;H
1
0 (D)) such that for all v ∈ L2

P (Ω;H
1
0 (D))

b(u, v) := E
[ ∫

D
a(ω, x)∇u(ω, x) · ∇v(ω, x)dx

]
= E

[ ∫
D
f(ω, x)v(ω, x)dx

]
. (2.4)

Under Assumption 1, the bilinear form b(·, ·) is coercive and continuous. Hence, by using
Lax-Milgram lemma, the equation (2.4) is uniquely solvable for every f ∈ L2

P (Ω;H
−1(D)).

Here, the KL expansion is used to separate stochastic and deterministic variables in the
diffusion coefficient a(ω, x). First we assume the information about the diffusion coefficient
is known including its mean field

Ea(x) =

∫
Ω
a(ω, x)dP (ω), x ∈ D, (2.5)

and covariance

Ca(x, x
′) =

∫
Ω
(a(ω, x)− Ea(x))

(
a(ω, x′)− Ea(x

′)
)
dP (ω), x, x′ ∈ D. (2.6)

In this paper, we assume Ca(x, x
′) is an admissible covariance function which is defined

as follows.

Definition 2.1. A covariance function Ca(x, x
′) ∈ L2(D×D) given by (2.6) is said to be

admissible if it is symmetric and positive definite in the following sense

0 ≤
n∑

k=1

n∑
j=1

akCa(xk, xj)aj , ∀xk, xj ∈ D, ak, aj ∈ C. (2.7)
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Based on the random permeability a(ω, x) ∈ L2(Ω ×D), we can define the covariance
operator as

Ca : L2(D) → L2(D), (Cau)(x) :=
∫
D
Ca(x, x

′)u(x′)dx′. (2.8)

Given an admissible covariance function Ca(x, x
′) in the sense of Definition 2.1, the asso-

ciated covariance operator Ca is a symmetric, non-negative and compact integral operator
from L2(D) to L2(D). Therefore, it has a countable sequence of eigenpairs (λm, ϕm)m≥1

Caφm = λmφm, m = 1, 2 . . . ,

where the sequence (real and positive) of KL-eigenvalues λm is enumerated with decreas-
ing magnitude and is either finite or tends to zero as m → ∞. The corresponding KL
eigenfunctions φm(x) are assumed to be L2(D)-orthonormal, i.e.∫

D
φm(x)φn(x)dx = δmn, m, n = 1, 2, . . . .

Then we have the following expansion for the diffusion coefficient a(ω, x).

Definition 2.2. The KL expansion of a random field a(ω, x) with finite mean (2.5) and
admissible covariance (2.6) is given by

a(ω, x) = Ea(x) +
∑
m≥1

√
λmφm(x)Ym(ω). (2.9)

The family of random variables (Ym)m≥1 is given by

Ym(ω) =
1√
λm

∫
D
(a(ω, x)− Ea(x))φm(x)dx : Ω → R. (2.10)

It should be pointed out that Ym(ω) are centered with unit variance and pairwise
uncorrelated.

In order to parametrize the stochastic input, we make the following assumption on the
random variables Ym in the KL-representation (2.9) of a(ω, x).

Assumption 2. The following assumptions hold

(1) The family (Ym)m≥1 : Ω → R is independent.

(2) The KL-expansion (2.9) of the input data is finite, i.e. there exists M̄ < ∞ such
that Ym = 0 for all m > M̄ .

(3) Each Ym(ω) in (2.9), (2.10) is associated a complete probability space (Ωm,Σm, Pm),
m ∈ N with the following properties:

(a) The range Γm := Ran(Ym) ⊆ R of Ym is compact and is scaled to [−1, 1] for all
m.

(b) The probability measure Pm deduces a probability density function ρm : Γm →
[0,∞] such that dPm(ω) = ρm(ym)dym, m ∈ N, ym ∈ Γm.
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(c) The sigma algebras Σm are subsets of the Borel sets on the interval Γm, i.e.
Σm ⊆ B(Γm).

In order to numerically treat the KL-expansion (2.9), we define the M -term truncated
KL-expansion as follows

aM (ω, x) = Ea(x) +

M∑
m=1

√
λmφm(x)Ym(ω). (2.11)

Replacing the random input a(ω, x) in (2.1) by its M -term truncated KL-expansion
aM (ω, x) in (2.12) leads to a M -dimensional parametric, deterministic variational formu-
lation. In addition, we further assume that the right-hand side f(ω, x) can be represented
as a finite-term K-L expansion as follows

f(ω, x) = Ef (x) +

M∑
m=1

√
µmψm(x)Ym(ω). (2.12)

Remark 2.1. This setting is referred to [5]. Since it is usual to have f and a independent,
because the loads and the material properties are seldom related. In such a situation we
have a(Y1(ω), · · · , YM (ω), x) = a(Ya,1(ω), · · · , Ya,Ma(ω), x) and f(Y1(ω), · · · , YM (ω), x) =
f(Yf,1(ω), · · · , Yf,Mf

(ω), x), with random vectors (Ya,1, · · · , Ya,Ma) and (Yf,1, · · · , Yf,Mf
)

independent, M =Ma +Mf .

In order to define the variational form for the stochastic problem (2.1), we introduce
the following function spaces: For

Γ := Γ1 × Γ2 × · · · , y = (y1, y2, · · · ) ∈ Γ,

we denote the space of all mappings v : Γ → R which are square integrable with respect
to the measure ρ(dy) = ρ(y)dy as L2

ρ(Γ), where ρ(dy) is a probability measure on Γ. If
H denotes a separable Hilbert space with norm ∥ · ∥H , we denote the Bochner space of
functions v : Γ → H such that ∥v(y, ·)∥H : y → R belongs to L2

ρ(Γ). In this paper, the
solution is required in the space

L2
ρ(H

1
0 ) := L2

ρ(Γ;H
1
0 (D)) ≃ L2

ρ(Γ)⊗H1
0 (D),

where ⊗ denotes the tensor product between separable Hilbert spaces.

By Assumption 2(1), the probability density ρ(y) is separable, i.e.

ρ(y) =
∏
m≥1

ρm(ym) (2.13)

with ρm(ym) satisfying Assumption 2(3)(b). Based on the above assumptions, we can
obtain the parametric, deterministic formulation of (2.1) in variational form: Find uM ∈
L2
ρ(H

1
0 ) such that

bM (uM , v) = ℓ(v), ∀v ∈ L2
ρ(H

1
0 ), (2.14)
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with

bM (uM , v) = E

[∫
D
aM (y, x)∇uM (y, x) · ∇v(y, x)dx

]

=

∫
Γ

∫
D
aM (y, x)∇uM (y, x) · ∇v(y, x)ρ(y)dxdy, (2.15)

and

ℓ(v) = E

[∫
D
f(y, x)v(y, x)dx

]
=

∫
Γ

∫
D
f(y, x)v(y, x)ρ(y)dxdy. (2.16)

Here, based on (2.12), the truncated KL-expansion has following expansions.

aM (y, x) = a0(x) +
M∑

m=1

ymψm(x), a0 = Ea, ψm(x) := λ1/2m φm(x). (2.17)

Now, we come to introduce some regularity results of the concerned problem (2.14). In
[24], it is proved that the weak solution u(y, ·) ∈ H1

0 (D) is analytic as a function of

y 7→ u(y, ·) ∈ H1
0 (D) from Γ to H1

0 (D).

The precise quantitative analysis on the size of the domain of analyticity is based on the
decay rate of the coefficients in (2.12). Here we consider two basic cases of coefficient
decay:

1. Exponential decay (see [24]):

ρm := ∥am∥L∞(D) ≤ C0 exp
(
−C1m

1/d
)
, ∀m ∈ N+. (2.18)

Note that the sequence ρ = (ρm)∞m=1 in (2.13) belongs to ℓp(N) for every p > 0.

2. Algebraic decay (see, e.g., [6, 7]): there is a constant s > 0 such that the following
bounds hold

ρm := ∥am∥L∞(D) ≤ C0m
−s/d, ∀m ∈ N+. (2.19)

Note that the sequence ρ = (ρm)∞m=1 in (2.13) belongs to ℓp(N) for every p > d0/s.

Based on the coefficient decay condition (2.18), it has been proved in [24] that the domain
of analyticity of the solution u of (2.1) as a function of ym increases exponentially in size
as m ↗ ∞. The following proposition gives the explicit bounds on all derivatives of u
with respect to ym which are suitable for either case 1 or 2.

Proposition 2.1. (see [24]). If the exponential decay condition (2.18) holds, u = uM (y, ·)
is the exact solution of (2.1) and M is large enough, then the following estimate

∥∥∂αy uM (y, ·)
∥∥
H1

0 (D)
≤

(
C |α|
a · |α|! ·

M∏
m=1

ραm
m

)
(2.20)

for all y ∈ Γ and α ∈ NM
0 where N0 denotes the set of all non-negative integers.
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3 Tensor neural network and its quadrature scheme

In this section, we introduce the TNN structure and the quadrature scheme for the high-
dimensional TNN functions. Also included in this section are a discussion of the approxi-
mation properties, some techniques to improve the numerical stability, and the complexity
estimate of the high-dimensional integrations of the TNN functions.

3.1 Tensor neural network architecture

This subsection is devoted to introducing the TNN structure and some techniques to
improve the stability of the corresponding machine learning methods. The approxima-
tion properties of TNN functions have been discussed and investigated in [25]. In order
to express clearly and facilitate the construction of the TNN method for solving high-
dimensional PDEs, here we will also introduce some important definitions and properties.

TNN is built by the tensor products of one dimension functions which come from
d subnetworks with one-dimensional input and multi-dimensional output, where d de-
notes the spatial dimension of the concerned problems which will be solved by the ma-
chine learning method in this paper. For each i = 1, 2, · · · , d, we use Φi(xi; θi) =
(ϕi,1(xi; θi), ϕi,2(xi; θi), · · · , ϕi,p(xi; θi)) to denote a subnetwork that maps a set Ωi ⊂ R to
Rp, where Ωi, i = 1, · · · , d, can be a bounded interval (ai, bi), the whole line (−∞,+∞) or
the half line (ai,+∞). The number of layers and neurons in each layer, the selections of
activation functions and other hyperparameters can be different in different subnetworks.
TNN consists of p correlated rank-one functions, which are composed of the multipli-
cation of d one-dimensional input functions in different directions. Figure 1 shows the
corresponding architecture of TNN.

In order to improve the numerical stability, we normalize each ϕi,j(xi) and use the
following normalized-TNN structure:

Ψ(x; c, θ) =

p∑
j=1

cjϕ̂1,j(x1; θ1)ϕ̂2,j(x2; θ2) · · · ϕ̂d,j(xd; θd) =
p∑

j=1

cj

d∏
i=1

ϕ̂i,j(xi; θi), (3.1)

where each cj is a scaling parameter which describes the length of each rank-one function,
c = {cj}pj=1 is a set of trainable parameters, {c, θ} = {c, θ1, · · · , θd} denotes all parameters

of the whole architecture. For i = 1, · · · , d, j = 1, · · · , p, ϕ̂i,j(xi, θi) is a L2-normalized
function as follows:

ϕ̂i,j(xi, θi) =
ϕi,j(xi, θi)

∥ϕi,j(xi, θi)∥L2(Ωi)
. (3.2)

For simplicity of notation, ϕi,j(xi, θi) denotes the normalized function in the following
parts.

The TNN architecture (3.1) and the architecture defined in [25] are mathematically
equivalent, but (3.1) has better numerical stability during the training process. From
Figure 1 and numerical tests, we can find the parameters for each rank of TNN are
correlated by the FNN, which guarantee the stability of the TNN-based machine learning
methods. This is also an important difference from the tensor finite element methods.
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Figure 1: Architecture of TNN. Black arrows mean linear transformation (or affine trans-
formation). Each ending node of blue arrows is obtained by taking the scalar multiplication
of all starting nodes of blue arrows that end in this ending node. The final output of TNN
is derived from the summation of all starting nodes of red arrows.

In order to show the reasonableness of TNN, we now introduce the approximation
property from [25]. Since there exists the isomorphism relation between Hm(Ω1×· · ·×Ωd)
and the tensor product space Hm(Ω1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ Hm(Ωd), the process of approximating
the function f(x) ∈ Hm(Ω1 × · · · × Ωd) by the TNN defined as (3.1) can be regarded
as searching for a correlated CP decomposition structure to approximate f(x) in the
space Hm(Ω1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ Hm(Ωd) with the rank being not greater than p. The following
approximation result to the functions in the space Hm(Ω1 × · · · × Ωd) under the sense of
Hm-norm is proved in [25].

Theorem 3.1. [25, Theorem 1] Assume that each Ωi is an interval in R for i = 1, · · · , d,
Ω = Ω1 × · · · × Ωd, and the function f(x) ∈ Hm(Ω). Then for any tolerance ε > 0,
there exist a positive integer p and the corresponding TNN defined by (3.1) such that the
following approximation property holds

∥f(x)−Ψ(x; θ)∥Hm(Ω) < ε. (3.3)
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Although there is no general result to give the relationship between the hyperparameter
p and error bounds, we also provide an estimate of the rank p under a smoothness assump-
tion. For easy understanding, we focus on the periodic setting with Id = I × I × · · · × I =
[0, 2π]d and the approximation property of TNN to the functions in the linear space which
is defined by Fourier basises. Note that similar approximation results of TNN can be
extended to the non-periodic functions. For each variable xi ∈ [0, 2π], let us define the
one-dimensional Fourier basis {φki(xi) :=

1√
2π
eikixi , ki ∈ Z} and classify functions via the

decay of their Fourier coefficients. Further we denote multi-index k = (k1, · · · , kd) ∈ Zd

and x = (x1, · · · , xd) ∈ Id. Then the d-dimensional Fourier basis can be built in the tensor
product way

φk(x) :=
d∏

i=1

φki(xi) = (2π)−d/2eik·x. (3.4)

We denote

λmix(k) :=
d∏

i=1

(1 + |ki|) and λiso(k) := 1 +
d∑

i=1

|ki|. (3.5)

Now, for −∞ < t, ℓ <∞, we define the space Ht,ℓ
mix(I

d) as follows (cf. [10, 16])

Ht,ℓ
mix(I

d) =

u(x) =
∑
k∈Zd

ckφk(x) : ∥u∥Ht,ℓ
mix(I

d)
=

∑
k∈Zd

λmix(k)
2t · λiso(k)2ℓ · |ck|2

1/2

<∞

 .(3.6)

Note that the parameter ℓ governs the isotropic smoothness, whereas t governs the mixed
smoothness. The space Ht,ℓ

mix(I
d) gives a quite flexible framework for the study of problems

in Sobolev spaces. See [10, 11, 16] for more information on the space Ht,ℓ
mix(I

d).

Thus, [25] gives the following comprehensive error estimate for TNN.

Theorem 3.2. Assume function f(x) ∈ Ht,ℓ
mix(I

d), t > 0 and m > ℓ. Then there exists a
TNN Ψ(x; θ) defined by (3.1) such that the following approximation property holds

∥f(x)−Ψ(x; θ)∥Hm(Id) ≤ C(d) · p−(ℓ−m+t) · ∥u∥
Ht,ℓ

mix(I
d)
, (3.7)

where C(d) ≤ c · d2 · 0.97515d and c is independent of d. And each subnetwork of TNN is
a FNN which is built by using sin(x) as the activation function and one hidden layer with
2p neurons, see Figure 1.

The TNN-based machine learning method in this paper will adaptively select p rank-one
functions by training process. From the approximation result in Theorem 3.2, when the
target function belongs to Ht,ℓ

mix(Ω), there exists a TNN with p ∼ O(ε−(m−ℓ−t)) such that
the accuracy is ε. For more details about the approximation properties of TNN, please
refer to [25].

10



3.2 Quadrature scheme for TNN

In this section, we introduce the quadrature scheme for computing the high-dimensional
integrations of the high-dimensional TNN functions. Due to the low-rank of TNN, the
efficient and accurate quadrature scheme can be designed for the TNN-related high-
dimensional integrations which are included in the loss functions for machine learning
methods. The detailed numerical integration scheme for TNN functions with the poly-
nomial scale computational complexity of the dimension will be designed here. When
calculating the high-dimensional integrations in the loss functions, we only need to calcu-
late one-dimensional integrations as well as their product.

The method to compute the numerical integrations of polynomial composite functions
of TNN and their derivatives has already designed in [25]. For the sake of completeness,
we also introduce the quadrature scheme here. For more information, please refer to [25].

In order to describe the differentiation of TNNs and their composition with a polyno-
mial, we define the following index sets

B :=

{
β = (β1, · · · , βd) ∈ Nd

0

∣∣∣ |β| := d∑
i=1

βi ≤ m

}
,

A :=

α = (αβ)β∈B ∈ N|B|
0

∣∣∣ |α| :=∑
β∈B

αβ ≤ k

 ,

where m and k are two positive integers, |B| and |A| denote the cardinal numbers of B
and A, respectively. It is easy to know that

|B| =
m∑
j=0

(
j + d− 1

j

)
, |A| =

k∑
j=0

(
j + |B| − 1

j

)
,

and the scales of magnitudes of |B| and |A| are O
(
(d +m)m

)
and O

(
((d +m)m + k)k

)
,

respectively.

In the following parts of this paper, the parameters in (3.1) will be omitted for brevity
without confusion. The activation function of TNN is selected to be smooth enough such
that Ψ(x) has partial derivatives up to order m. In this section, we assume the integrand,
denoted by F (x), includes the k-degree complete polynomial of d-dimensional TNN and
its partial derivatives up to order m that can be described as follows

F (x) =
∑
α∈A

Aα(x)
∏
β∈B

(
∂|β|Ψ(x)

∂xβ1
1 · · · ∂xβd

d

)αβ

, (3.8)

where the coefficient Aα(x) has the decomposition form with rank less than q in the tensor
product space L2(Ω1)⊗ · · · ⊗ L2(Ωd)

Aα(x) =

q∑
ℓ=1

B1,ℓ,α(x1)B2,ℓ,α(x2) · · ·Bd,ℓ,α(xd), (3.9)

where Bi,ℓ,α(xi) denotes the one-dimensional function in L2(Ωi) for i = 1, · · · , d and
ℓ = 1, · · · , q. Thanks to the tensor product structure of F (x), the high-dimensional
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multiple integral
∫
Ω F (x)dx for the TNN can be decomposed into the sum of products of

one-dimensional integrations which can be computed by common numerical quadrature.
In order to describe the decomposition, for each α = (α1, · · · , α|B|) ∈ A, we define the
following set

Bα :=
{
β = (β1, · · · , βd) ∈ B

∣∣ αβ ≥ 1
}
.

By the definition of the index set A, the cardinal of Bα has the estimate |Bα| ≤ k for any
α ∈ A.

With the help of TNN structure (3.1) of Ψ(x), the products in (3.8) can be further
decomposed as∏

β∈Bα

(
∂|β|Ψ(x)

∂xβ1
1 · · · ∂xβd

d

)αβ

=
∑

β∈Bα,ℓ=1,··· ,αβ ,
1≤jβ,ℓ≤p

 ∏
β∈Bα

αβ∏
ℓ=1

∂β1ϕ1,jβ,ℓ(x1)

∂xβ1
1

 · · ·

 ∏
β∈Bα

αβ∏
ℓ=1

∂βdϕd,jβ,ℓ(xd)

∂xβd
d

 . (3.10)

With the help of expansion (3.10), we can give the following expansion for F (x)

F (x) =
∑
α∈A

q∑
ℓ=1

∑
β∈Bα,ℓ=1,··· ,αβ ,

1≤jβ,ℓ≤p

B1,ℓ,α(x1)
∏
β∈Bα

αβ∏
ℓ=1

∂β1ϕ1,jβ,ℓ(x1)

∂xβ1
1



· · ·

Bd,ℓ,α(xd)
∏
β∈Bα

αβ∏
ℓ=1

∂βdϕd,jβ,ℓ(xd)

∂xβd
d

 . (3.11)

Based on the decomposition (3.11), the high-dimensional integration
∫
Ω F (x)dx can be

decomposed into the following one-dimensional integrations∫
Ω
F (x)dx =

∑
α∈A

q∑
ℓ=1

∑
β∈Bα,ℓ=1,··· ,αβ ,

1≤jβ,ℓ≤p

∫
Ω1

B1,ℓ,α(x1)
∏
β∈Bα

αβ∏
ℓ=1

∂β1ϕ1,jβ,ℓ(x1)

∂xβ1
1

 dx1

· · ·
∫
Ωd

Bd,ℓ,α(xd)
∏
β∈Bα

αβ∏
ℓ=1

∂βdϕd,jβ,ℓ(xd)

∂xβd
d

 dxd. (3.12)

The expansion (3.12) gives the hint to design the efficient numerical scheme to compute
the high-dimensional integration of the TNN function F (x). Without loss of generality,

for the i-th one-dimensional domain Ωi, we choose Ni Gauss points {x(ni)
i }Ni

ni=1 and the

corresponding weights {w(ni)
i }Ni

ni=1 to compute the one-dimensional integrations included in
(3.12), where i = 1, · · · , d. Then we can give the following splitting numerical integration
scheme for

∫
Ω F (x)dx:∫

Ω
F (x)dx ≈

∑
α∈A

q∑
ℓ=1

∑
β∈Bα,ℓ=1,··· ,αβ ,

1≤jβ,ℓ≤p

 N1∑
n1=1

w
(n1)
1 B1,ℓ,α(x

(n1)
1 )

∏
β∈Bα

αβ∏
ℓ=1

∂β1ϕ1,jβ,ℓ(x
(n1)
1 )

∂xβ1
1
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· · ·

 Nd∑
nd=1

w
(nd)
d Bd,ℓ,α(x

(nd)
d )

∏
β∈Bα

αβ∏
ℓ=1

∂βdϕd,jβ,ℓ(x
(nd)
d )

∂xβd
d

 . (3.13)

The simplicity of the one-dimensional integration makes the scheme (3.13) reduce the
computational work of the high-dimensional integration of the d-dimensional function
F (x) to the polynomial scale of dimension d. Let us denote N = max{N1, · · · , Nd} and
N = min{N1, · · · , Nd}. The following theorem comes from [25].

Theorem 3.3. [25, Theorem 3] Assume that the function F (x) has the expansion (3.8),
where the coefficient Aα(x) has the form (3.9). We use Gauss quadrature points and cor-
responding weights to the integration of F (x) on the d-dimensional tensor product domain
Ω. If the function Ψ(x) involved in the function F (x) has TNN form (3.1), the efficient
quadrature scheme (3.13) has 2N -th order accuracy. Let T1 denote the computational
complexity for the 1-dimensional function evaluation operations. The computational com-

plexity can be bounded by O
(
dqT1k

2pk
(
(d +m)m + k

)k
N
)
, which is the polynomial scale

of the dimension d.

Remark 3.1. Other types of one-dimensional quadrature schemes can also be adopted
to do the d-dimensional integration. In numerical examples, we decompose each Ωi into
subintervals with mesh size h and choose Ni one-dimensional Gauss points in each subin-
terval. Then the deduced d-dimensional quadrature scheme has accuracy O(h2N/(2N)!),
where the included constant depends on the smoothness of F (x).

Remark 3.2. In this paper, we assume Ω = Ω1 × · · · × Ωd and each Ωi is a bounded
interval (ai, bi). It is worth mentioning that a similar quadrature scheme can also be given
for unbounded Ωi. In [27], in addition to Legendre-Gauss quadrature scheme for bounded
domain, we discuss Hermite-Gauss quadrature scheme for the whole line Ωi = (−∞,+∞)
and Laguerre-Gauss quadrature scheme for the half line Ωi = (ai,+∞). The computational
complexity of these integrations is also polynomial order of d.

4 TNN based machine learning method

In this section, we introduce the TNN-based machine learning method to solve the elliptic
diffusion problem with stochastic diffusion coefficient. We assumed the physical domain
D = D1 × · · · ×Dd with Di = [ai, bi] for i = 1, · · · , d. It is noted that the tensor product
structure plays an important role in reducing the dependence on dimensions in numerical
integration. We will find that the high accuracy of the high-dimensional integrations of
TNN functions leads to the corresponding machine learning method has high accuracy for
solving the high-dimensional parametric elliptic equations.

For designing the TNN based machine learning method, we build the following TNN
function

Ψ(y, x) =

p∑
k=1

ck

 M∏
j=1

ϕ̂j,k(yj)

d∏
i=1

ψ̂i,k(xi)

 , (4.1)

where y = [y1, · · · , yM ]⊤ and x = [x1, · · · , xd]⊤.
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In order to treat the boundary condition, following [25], for i = 1, · · · , d, the i-th
subnetwork ψi(xi; θi) is defined as follows:

ψi(xi) := (xi − ai)(bi − xi)ψ̂i(xi)

=
(
(xi − ai)(bi − xi)ψ̂i,1(xi), · · · , (xi − ai)(bi − xi)ψ̂i,p(xi)

)⊤
,

where ψ̂i(xi; θi) is an FNN from R to Rp with sufficiently smooth activation functions,
such that Ψ(y, x) ∈ L2

ρ(H
1
0 ).

The trial function set V is modeled by the TNN structure Ψ(y, x) where the parameters
take all the possible values and it is obvious that V ⊂ L2

ρ(H
1
0 ) by selecting the appropriate

activation function.

Based on the Ritz method, the solution Ψ∗(y, x) of the following optimization problem
is the approximation to the problem (2.14)

Ψ∗(y, x)

= arg min
Ψ(y,x)∈V

∫
Γ

∫
D

[
1

2
aM (y, x) |∇xΨ(y, x)|2 − f(y, x)Ψ(y, x)

]
ρ(y)dxdy. (4.2)

We can also use the strong form of the stochastic partial differential equation to build the
optimization problem to produce the TNN approximation. The corresponding optimiza-
tion problem can be defined as follows

Ψ∗(y, x) = arg min
Ψ(y,x)∈V

∫
Γ

∫
D
|div (aM (y, x)∇xΨ(y, x)) + f(y, x)|2 ρ(y)dxdy. (4.3)

In practical implementation, the method (4.3) always has better accuracy than the one
(4.2). But the required memory for the method (4.3) is more than that for the one (4.2)
since we need to compute the second order derivatives of the trial function Ψ(y, x).

In this paper, the gradient descent (GD) method is adopted to minimize the loss function
L(θ). The GD scheme can be described as follows:

θ(k+1) = θ(k) − η∇L(θ(k)), (4.4)

where θ(k) denotes the parameters after the k-th GD step, η is the learning rate (step
size). In (4.4), the loss function is defined as

L :=

∫
Γ

∫
D

[
1

2
aM (y, x) |∇xΨ(y, x)|2 − f(y, x)Ψ(y, x)

]
ρ(y)dxdy, (4.5)

for the method (4.2) and

L :=

∫
Γ

∫
D
|div (aM (y, x)∇xΨ(y, x)) + f(y, x)|2 ρ(y)dxdy, (4.6)

for the method (4.3). In practical learning process, we use Adam optimizer [15] to choose
the learning rate adaptively and get the optimal solution Ψ∗(y, x).
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5 Numerical examples

In this section, we provide three numerical examples of solving the elliptic diffusion prob-
lem with stochastic diffusion coefficients by TNN-based machine learning method. Since
the KL eigenpairs can be computed by some classical numerical methods, such as standard
finite element method and spectral method, here we only consider analytically known KL
expansions and their tensorized versions.

Generally speaking, ones are interested in deterministic statistics of u(ω, x) rather than
in the random solution itself. Therefore, in the following numerical examples, we will show
the results regarding the deterministic statistics of u(ω, x).

To demonstrate the convergence behavior and accuracy of approximations using TNN,
we define the L2 projection operator P : L2

ρ(H
1
0 ) → span{Ψ(y, x; θ∗)} as follows:

⟨Pu, v⟩L2 = ⟨u, v⟩L2 :=

∫
Γ

∫
D
u(y, x)v(y, x)ρ(y)dxdy, ∀v ∈ span {Ψ(y, x; θ∗)} ,

for u ∈ L2
ρ(H

1
0 ).

And we define the H1 projection operator Q : L2
ρ(H

1
0 ) → span{Ψ(y, x; θ∗)} as follows:

⟨Qu, v⟩H1 = ⟨u, v⟩H1 :=

∫
Γ

∫
D
∇xu(y, x) · ∇xv(y, x)ρ(y)dxdy, ∀v ∈ span{Ψ(y, x; θ∗)},

for u ∈ L2
ρ(H

1
0 ).

Then we define the following relative errors for the approximated function Ψ(y, x; θ∗)

eL2 :=
∥u− Pu∥L2

ρ(Γ;L
2(D))

∥f∥L2(D)
, eH1 :=

∥u−Qu∥L2
ρ(Γ;H

1(D))

|f |H1(D)
. (5.1)

5.1 Zero-order coefficients

In the first example, we consider the case of spatially homogeneous stochastic coefficients,

aM (y, x) = 1 +
M∑

m=1

amym, (5.2)

for the truncated sequence of (spatially homogeneous) coefficients am = (1 +m)−α(m =
1, · · · ,M) with algebra decay rates α = 2. Here, we set D = (0, 1). The variables ym
(m = 1, 2 · · · ,M) are independently and identically distributed and follow the uniform
distribution on [−1, 1]. Here, we wish to construct an equation that has the analytical

solution u(y, x) = sin(πx)
M∏

m=1
sin
(
π
2 ym

)
. For this aim, the right hand side load is set to

be

f(y, x) =

(
1 +

M∑
i=1

aiyi

)
· π2 sin(πx)

M∏
m=1

sin
(π
2
ym

)
. (5.3)
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In this example, we choose M = 10, 20, 50 and 100, the computational probability
domain is set to be Γ = Γ1 × · · · × ΓM , where Γi = [−1, 1] for i = 1, · · · ,M . In order
to do the high-dimensional integration for the TNN functions, we decompose the physical
domain D and the probability space Γj (j = 1, · · · ,M) into 200 subintervals and choose
16 Gauss points on each subinterval respectively.

Each subnetwork in TNN is set to the FNN with 3 hidden layers, 100 nodes in each
layer is adopted to build the subnetwork for the TNN function. Here we select sin(x) as
the activation function and choose p = 50.

For M = 10, 20, we use the strong form to build the loss function (4.6) and solve
the optimization problem (4.3) to obtain the approximation of the problem (2.14). The
Adam optimizer with learning rate 0.0005 is adopted for the first 100,000 steps. Then the
LBFGS optimizer with learning rate 0.5 is carried out for the next 10,000 steps. For the
case of M = 50, 100, we use the weak form to build the loss function (4.5) and solve the
corresponding optimization problem (4.2) to produce the approximation of the problem
(2.14). The Adam optimizer with learning rate 0.0001 is adopted for the first 95,000 steps.
Then the LBFGS with learning rate 0.1 is carried out for the next 5,000 steps.

The corresponding final errors are listed in the Table 1, where we can find the TNN based
machine learning method can solve the high-dimensional stochastic partial differential
equations with high accuracy. Figure 2 shows the relative errors eL2 and eH1 versus the
number of epochs.

Table 1: Errors of Example 1.

M eL2 eH1

10 6.515e-08 2.047e-07
20 3.606e-07 1.133e-06
50 5.345e-06 1.720e-05
100 6.506e-06 2.226e-05

5.2 Variable stochastic coefficients

In the second example, we consider the case of variable stochastic coefficients

aM (y, x) = 1 +
M∑

m=1

am(x)ym (5.4)

for the truncated sequence of coefficients am(x) = (1 +m)−2 sin(mπx) (m = 1, · · · ,M).
Here, we also set D = (0, 1).

Similarly, we assume that the exact solution

u(y, x) = sin(πx)

M∏
m=1

sin
(πym

2

)
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Figure 2: The relative errors during training process in Example 1.

and the load is chosen accordingly

f(y, x) = π2 sin(πx)
M∑
i=1

sin
(πyi

2

)
+

M∑
m=1

(
π

1 +m

)2

sin(mπx) sin(πx)ym

M∏
i=1

sin
(πyi

2

)
−

M∑
m=1

mπ2

(1 +m)2
cos(mπx) cos(πx)ym

M∏
i=1

sin
(πyi

2

)
.

In this example, we investigate the numerical performance for the cases M = 10, 20, 50
and 100. Here, the computational probability domain is also set to be Γ = Γ1 × · · · ×ΓM ,
where Γi = [−1, 1] for i = 1, · · · ,M . In order to do the high-dimensional integration for
the TNN functions, we also decompose the physical domain D and the probability space
Γj (j = 1, · · · ,M) into 200 subintervals and choose 16 Gauss points on each subinterval
respectively.

The FNN with 3 hidden layers, 100 nodes in each layer is also adopted to build the
subnetwork for the TNN function. Here we select sin(x) as the activation function and
choose p = 50.

For M = 10, 20, we also use the strong form to build the loss function (4.6) and solve
the optimization problem (4.3) to obtain the approximation of the problem (2.14). The
Adam optimizer with learning rate 0.0005 is adopted for the first 100,000 steps. Then
the LBFGS optimizer with learning rate 0.5 is carried out for the next 10,000 steps. For
the case of M = 50, 100, we also use the weak form to build the loss function (4.5) and
solve the corresponding optimization problem (4.2) to produce the approximation of the
problem (2.14). The Adam optimizer with learning rate 0.0001 is adopted for the first
95,000 steps. Then the LBFGS with learning rate 0.1 is carried out for the next 5,000
steps.

The corresponding final errors are listed in the Table 2, where we can find the TNN based
machine learning method can solve the high-dimensional stochastic partial differential
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equations with high accuracy. Figure 3 shows the relative errors eL2 and eH1 versus the
number of epochs.

Table 2: Errors of Example 2.

M eL2 eH1

10 6.206e-08 1.950e-07
20 2.832e-07 8.898e-07
50 5.803e-06 1.830e-05
100 6.031e-06 1.941e-05
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Figure 3: The relative errors during training process in Example 2.

5.3 Exponential decay coefficients

In the third example, the variable stochastic coefficients is set to be exponential decay
coefficient, i.e.,

aM (y, x) = 1 +
M∑

m=1

0.5 exp(−m) sin(mπx)ym. (5.5)

Here, we also set D = (0, 1). Here, in order to make the exact solution is

u(y, x) = sin(πx)

M∏
m=1

sin
(πym

2

)
,

we set the load to be

f(y, x) = π2 sin(πx)

M∑
i=1

sin
(πyi

2

)
+ 0.5π2

M∑
m=1

exp(−m) sin(mπx) sin(πx)ym

M∏
i=1

sin
(πyi

2

)
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−0.5π2
M∑

m=1

m exp(−m) cos(mπx) cos(πx)ym

M∏
i=1

sin
(πyi

2

)
.

In this example, the numerical experiments are performed to investigate the accuracy
for the cases M = 10, 20, 50 and 100. The computational probability domain is also
Γ = Γ1×· · ·×ΓM with Γi = [−1, 1] for i = 1, · · · ,M . In order to do the high-dimensional
integration for the TNN functions, the physical domain D and the probability space Γj

(j = 1, · · · ,M) are decomposed into 200 subintervals and 16 Gauss points are used on
each subinterval.

Here, the FNN with 3 hidden layers, 100 nodes in each layer is also adopted to build
the subnetwork for the TNN function. Here we select sin(x) as the activation function
and choose p = 50.

For M = 10, 20, we use the loss function (4.6) and the optimization problem (4.3) to
obtain the approximation of the problem (2.14). The Adam optimizer with learning rate
0.0005 is adopted for the first 100,000 steps and the LBFGS optimizer with learning rate
0.5 for the sequent 10,000 steps. For the case of M = 50, 100, we use the loss function
(4.5) and the corresponding optimization problem (4.2) to produce the approximation of
the problem (2.14). The Adam optimizer with learning rate 0.0001 is adopted for the first
95,000 steps and the LBFGS with learning rate 0.1 for the sequent 5,000 steps.

The final errors are listed in the Table 3 lists the final errors, which shows that the
TNN based machine learning method can solve the high-dimensional stochastic partial
differential equations with high accuracy. The relative errors eL2 and eH1 versus the
number of epochs are shown in Figure 4 .

Table 3: Errors of Example 3.

M eL2 eH1

10 3.609e-08 1.141e-07
20 5.958e-07 1.872e-06
50 5.983e-06 1.898e-05
100 6.855e-06 2.198e-05

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we design a type of TNN based machine learning method for solving the el-
liptic partial differential equations with random coefficients in a bounded physical domain.
Different from the general FNN-based machine learning method, TNN has the tensor prod-
uct structure and then the corresponding high-dimensional integration can be computed
with high accuracy. Benefit from the high accuracy of the high-dimensional integration, the
TNN based machine learning method can solve the high-dimensional differential equations
with high accuracy. We believe that the ability of TNN based machine learning method
will bring more applications in solving linear and nonlinear high-dimensional PDEs. These
will be our future work.
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Figure 4: The relative errors during training process in Example 3.
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[4] I. Babǔska, R. Tempone, and G. E. Zouraris, Galerkin finite element approximations
of stochastic elliptic partial differential equations, SIAM J. Num. Anal., 42(2) (2002),
800–825.
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