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Abstract. We present a novel Asymptotic-Preserving Neural Network (APNN) approach utilizing even-odd
decomposition to tackle the nonlinear gray radiative transfer equations (GRTEs). Our AP loss demonstrates con-
sistent stability concerning the small Knudsen number, ensuring the neural network solution uniformly converges
to the macro solution. This APNN method alleviates the rigorous conservation requirements while simultaneously
incorporating an auxiliary deep neural network, distinguishing it from the APNN method based on micro-macro
decomposition for GRTE. Several numerical problems are examined to demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed
APNN technique.
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1. Introduction. Deep learning methods and deep neural networks (DNNs) have attracted
considerable attention in the scientific community, particularly in the context of resolving par-
tial differential equations (PDEs) [1, 4, 8, 25, 32, 34, 40]. The primary motivation behind these
approaches is to represent the solutions of PDE problems using deep neural networks. This re-
sults in high-dimensional and nonconvex minimization problems, setting them apart from classical
numerical methods. A significant advantage of deep learning methods is their mesh-free nature,
allowing them to handle PDEs in complex domains and geometries. Moreover, they offer flexibility
and ease of implementation, making them suitable for tackling high-dimensional problems. Despite
these advantages, deep learning methods do come with some potential drawbacks, including lengthy
training times, convergence challenges, and reduced accuracy. However, the concept of operator
learning provides a promising solution for a class of PDEs by training the neural network just
once [22, 29, 41, 24, 36, 38, 39, 5, 27, 37]. It is worth noting that certain aspects related to the con-
vergence theory of these methods still require further clarification. To explore alternative machine
learning approaches for solving partial differential equations, we recommend interested readers to
consult the exemplary review article [1].

In recent years, there has been extensive research on employing deep neural networks to tackle
multiscale kinetic equations and hyperbolic systems [7, 11, 18, 12, 31, 21, 2, 3, 28, 37, 13, 14, 19, 23,
20, 26]. These problems, characterized by features at multiple scales, have gained significant impor-
tance in various scientific investigations. When dealing with partial differential equations (PDEs),
there are several choices available to formulate the loss function, such as variational formulation
(DRM), least-squares formulation (PINN, DGM), weak formulation (WAN), and others. However,
when addressing multiscale kinetic equations, the conventional Physics-Informed Neural Networks
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(PINNs) may encounter instability due to the presence of small scales [31, 21, 12, 13, 37]. A crucial
consideration is determining what constitutes a “good” loss function, one that accounts for con-
servation, symmetry, parity, and other essential factors. An approach to resolve multiscale kinetic
equations using deep neural networks is to design a loss that captures the limiting macroscopic be-
havior, referred to as Asymptotic-Preserving (AP) loss, justifying the use of Asymptotic-Preserving
Neural Networks (APNNs) [12]. Accordingly, we proposed an APNN method for time-dependent
linear transport equations with diffusive scaling and uncertainties, based on micro-macro decom-
position, demonstrating that the loss exhibits AP behavior with respect to the Knudsen number
approaching zero. It is crucial to note that the APNN method, based on micro-macro decomposi-
tion, imposes strict conservation prerequisites. Failure to meet these criteria may lead to imprecise
outcomes in the deep neural network approximation. Consequently, we have made progress towards
refining the APNN approach by utilizing an even-odd decomposition to address time-dependent lin-
ear transport equations, thereby relaxing the stringent conservation prerequisites [13].

The gray radiative transfer equations (GRTEs) play a crucial role in modeling photon trans-
portation and energy interactions with surrounding substances, finding diverse applications in fields
such as astrophysics, inertial or magnetic confinement fusion, high-temperature flow systems, and
more [6, 33, 35]. However, achieving precise simulations of GRTEs presents a formidable challenge
due to their complex nature characterized by high dimensionality, strong coupling nonlinearity,
and multiscale features arising from varying opacities exhibited by background materials. In a re-
cent study [21], the authors proposed a model-data asymptotic-preserving neural network method
based on micro-macro decomposition for GRTEs, demonstrating promising results in simulating the
nonlinear non-stationary behavior of these equations. Building upon this valuable work, we have
introduced a novel APNN method based on even-odd decomposition to solve the nonlinear GRTEs.
Our approach features a novel AP loss that exhibits uniform stability concerning the small Knud-
sen number, ensuring that the neural network solution converges uniformly to the macro solution.
Notably, this APNN method relaxes the stringent conservation prerequisites while simultaneously
introducing an auxiliary deep neural network, setting it apart from the APNN method based on
micro-macro decomposition for GRTEs.

This paper comprises the following outline: In Section 2, a detailed illustration of Asymptotic-
Preserving Neural Networks based on micro-macro decomposition and even-odd decomposition for
gray radiative transfer equations and the construction of the AP loss functions are given. Numerous
numerical examples are presented in Section 3 to demonstrate the effectiveness for both APNN
methods. The summary of the contributions and findings of the paper is concluded in Section 4.

2. Methodology.

2.1. The gray radiative transfer equation and its diffusion limit . Consider the scaled
form of the gray radiative transfer equations in a bounded domain τ ×D × S2 [21]:

(2.1)



ε2

c

∂I

∂t
+ εΩ · ∇I = σ

(
1

4π
acT 4 − I

)
,

ε2Cv
∂T

∂t
= σ

(∫
S2
I dΩ− acT 4

)
,

BI = 0,

I(t = 0, x,Ω) = I0(x,Ω),

T (t = 0, x) = T0(x),
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where I(t, x,Ω) is the radiation intensity at time t ∈ τ , space point x ∈ D, and angular direction
Ω ∈ S2, T (t, x) is the material temperature, a, c, σ denote the radiation constant, scaled speed of
light, opacity and Cv is the scaled heat capacity. B is the boundary operator for I. The parameter
ε > 0 is called the Knudsen number which characterizes the ratio of mean free path over the system
characteristic length.

In the context of a one-dimensional scenario, the GRTE simplifies to

(2.2)


ε2

c

∂I

∂t
+ εµ

∂I

∂x
= σ

(
1

2
acT 4 − I

)
, (t, x, µ) ∈ τ ×D × [−1, 1],

ε2Cv
∂T

∂t
= σ

(∫ 1

−1

I dµ− acT 4

)
, (t, x) ∈ τ ×D.

When the temperature of the material aligns with the temperature of radiation, expressed as Tr =
( 1
ac

∫
I dΩ)1/4, equation (2.1) transitions into the scaled linear transport model

(2.3)
ε2

c
∂tI + εΩ · ∇I = σ

(
1

4π

∫
S2

I dΩ− I

)
,

in 1D case, one can obtain

(2.4)
ε

c

∂I

∂t
+ µ

∂I

∂x
=

σ

ε

(
1

2

∫ 1

−1

I dµ− I

)
.

Equation (2.1) represents a relaxation model about the radiation intensity within the context of local
thermodynamic equilibrium, with the emission source originating from the background medium,
as dictated by the Planck function corresponding to the local material temperature, more pre-
cisely, σacT 4/4π. As the parameter ϵ tends towards zero, while disregarding boundaries and initial
moments, the radiation intensity denoted as I converges towards a Planck function at the local

temperature [17]. This can be stated as I(0) = ac
(
T (0)

)4
/4π. Additionally, the local temperature

T (0) satisfies a diffusion equation:

(2.5)
∂

∂t

(
CvT

(0)
)
+ a

∂

∂t

(
T (0)

)4

= ∇ · ac
3σ

∇
(
T (0)

)4

.

Inspired by the recent works of [31, 21, 13] for solving gray radiative transfer equations based
on micro-macro decomposition, we shall derive the corresponding APNN method for GRTEs based
on even-odd decomposition.

2.2. Micro-macro decomposition method for GRTEs. First, let’s review the APNN
method based on micro-macro decomposition to solve GRTEs[31, 21]. In this paper, we consider
the 1d case for GRTEs under diffusive scaling and given by

ε2

c

∂I

∂t
+ εµ

∂I

∂x
= σ

(
1

2
acT 4 − I

)
, (t, x, µ) ∈ τ ×D × [−1, 1],

ε2Cv
∂T

∂t
= σ

(∫ 1

−1

I dµ− acT 4

)
, (t, x) ∈ τ ×D.
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Decompose the radiative intensity I(t, x, µ) into the equilibrium ρ(t, x) and the non-equilibrium
part g(t, x, µ) as follows:

I(t, x, µ) = ρ(t, x) +
ε

√
σ0

g(t, x, µ), ⟨g⟩ := 1

2

∫ 1

−1

g(t, x, µ′) dµ′ = 0.

Here, σ0 > 0 is a referred opacity constant.
Let us define the operator Π(·)(µ) : ⟨·⟩ and the identity operator Id. By using these operators,

one can derive the micro-macro system for the gray radiative transfer equations:

(2.6)



1

c
∂tρ+

1
√
σ0

⟨µ · ∂xg⟩ = −1

2
Cv∂tT,

ε2

c
∂tg + ε (Id−Π) (µ · ∂xg) +

√
σ0µ · ∂xρ = −σg,

ε2Cv∂tT = σ
(
2ρ− acT 4

)
.

When ε → 0, the above system formally approaches the so-called asymptotic limit or asymptotic
behavior, yielding the so-called asymptotic limit equations for the gray radiative transfer equations:

1

c
∂tρ+

1
√
σ0

⟨µ · ∂xg⟩ = −1

2
Cv∂tT,

√
σ0µ · ∂xρ = −σg,

0 = σ
(
2ρ− acT 4

)
,

which exactly results in the nonlinear diffusion limit equation

∂

∂t
(CvT ) + a

∂

∂t
(T )

4
= ∇ · ac

3σ
∇ (T )

4
.

2.3. Even-odd decomposition method for GRTEs. Next, we shall continue our investi-
gation in the realm of GRTEs under the influence of diffusive scaling, focusing exclusively on the
one-dimensional scenario, as represented by the following expression:

ε2

c

∂I

∂t
+ εµ

∂I

∂x
= σ

(
1

2
acT 4 − I

)
, (t, x, µ) ∈ τ ×D × [−1, 1],

ε2Cv
∂T

∂t
= σ

(∫ 1

−1

I dµ− acT 4

)
, (t, x) ∈ τ ×D.

By decomposing the equation and establishing distinct even and odd parities, we can proceed as
follows:

(2.7)
r(t, x, µ) =

1

2
[I(t, x, µ) + I(t, x,−µ)], 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1,

j(t, x, µ) =

√
σ0

2ε
[I(t, x, µ)− I(t, x,−µ)], 0 ≤ µ ≤ 1,
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here, we set σ0 > 0 as a reference opacity, maintaining its significance as in the previous context
and one can obtain

(2.8)


ε2

c
∂tr +

ε2
√
σ0

· µ∂xj = σ

(
1

2
acT 4 − r

)
,

ε2

c
√
σ0

∂tj + µ∂xr = − σ
√
σ0

j.

Let us denote ρ = ⟨r⟩ =
∫ 1

0
r(t, x, µ) dµ. Integrating over µ, the first equation yields:

(2.9)
ε2

c
∂tρ+

ε2
√
σ0

· ⟨µ∂xj⟩ = σ

(
1

2
acT 4 − ρ

)
.

Finally, the GRTEs can be reformulated as an even-odd system:

(2.10)



ε2

c
∂tr +

ε2
√
σ0

· µ∂xj = σ

(
1

2
acT 4 − r

)
,

ε2

c
√
σ0

∂tj + µ∂xr = − σ
√
σ0

j,

1

c
∂tρ+

1
√
σ0

· ⟨µ∂xj⟩ = −1

2
Cv

∂T

∂t
,

ε2Cv
∂T

∂t
= σ

(
2ρ− acT 4

)
,

ρ = ⟨r⟩ .

As ε tends to zero, the aforementioned equation formally converges to

(2.11)



1

2
acT 4 = r,

µ∂xr = − σ
√
σ0

j,

1

c
∂tρ+

1
√
σ0

· ⟨µ∂xj⟩ = −1

2
Cv

∂T

∂t
,

ρ =
1

2
acT 4.

Upon substituting these equations into the third equation, we will obtain:

∂

∂t
(CvT ) +

∂

∂t

(
aT 4

)
= ∇ · c

3σ
∇

(
aT 4

)
,

yielding precisely the diffusion equation (2.5).
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2.4. Solving GRTEs by DNNs. Firstly, let us introduce the conventional notations com-
monly used for DNNs 1. An L-block ResNet [10] is recursively defined as follows:

(2.12)

f
[0]
θ (x) = W [0]x+ b[0],

f
[l]
θ (x) = f

[l−1]
θ (x) + σ ◦ (W [l−1]

2 σ ◦ (W [l−1]
1 f

[l−1]
θ (x) + b

[l−1]
1 ) + b

[l−1]
2 ), 1 ≤ l ≤ L− 1,

fθ(x) = f
[L]
θ (x) = W [L−1]f

[L−1]
θ (x) + b[L−1],

here, we have W
[l]
1 ,W

[l]
2 ∈ Rml+1×ml , and bl1, b

l
2 ∈ Rml+1 . The dimensions are defined as follows:

m0 = din = d, representing the input dimension, and mL = d0, representing the output dimension.
Additionally, σ denotes a scalar function, and ”◦” denotes an entry-wise operation. In general,
ResNet is composed of several residual blocks, with each block consisting of one input, two weight
layers, two activation functions, one identical (shortcut) connection, and one output. We represent
the set of parameters as θ.

To solve the gray radiative transfer equation using DNNs, a representative approach is known
as Physics-Informed Neural Networks. The vanilla PINN method formulates the PINN loss as the
least squares of the residual of the GRTE, in combination with boundary and initial conditions. In
the PINN method, it is often necessary to employ two DNNs to parameterize I(t, x, µ) and T (t, x),
respectively:

(2.13) INN
θ (t, x, µ) := σ+

(
ĨNN
θ (t, x, µ)

)
≈ I(t, x, µ),

(2.14) TNN
θ (t, x) := σ+

(
T̃NN
θ (t, x)

)
≈ T (t, x),

which σ+ is a scalar function to keep them positive if necessary.
The PINN empirical loss for the GRTE can be expressed as follows:

(2.15) Rε
PINN = Rε

residual +Rε
boundary +Rε

initial,

where Rε
residual,Rε

boundary,Rε
initial are denoted by

(2.16)

Rε
residual =

1

Nint

Nint∑
i=1

|ε
2

c
∂tI

NN
θ (ti, xi, µi) + εµi∂xI

NN
θ (ti, xi, µi)

− σ(
1

2
ac(TNN

θ (ti, xi))
4 − INN

θ (ti, xi, µi))|2

+
1

Nint

Nint∑
i=1

|ε2Cv∂tT
NN
θ (ti, xi)− σ(

∫ 1

−1

INN
θ (ti, xi, µ) dµ− ac(TNN

θ (ti, xi))
4)|2,

Rε
boundary =

1

Nbdy

Nbdy∑
i=1

|BINN
θ (ti, xi, µi)|2,

Rε
initial =

1

N0

N0∑
i=1

|TNN
θ (0, xi)− T0(xi)|2 +

1

N0

N0∑
i=1

|INN
θ (0, xi, µi)− I0(xi, µi)|2.

1BAAI.2020. Suggested Notation for Machine Learning. https://github.com/mazhengcn/suggested-notation-for-
machine-learning.
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Here, Nint, Nbdy, N0 are the number of sample points of corresponding domains.
For the APNN method based on micro-macro decomposition, three DNNs are employed to

parameterize ρ(t, x), T (t, x), and g(t, x, µ). Therefore, three networks are utilized in this approach:

(2.17) ρNN
θ (t, x) := σ+

(
ρ̃NN
θ (t, x)

)
≈ ρ(t, x),

(2.18) TNN
θ (t, x) := σ+

(
T̃NN
θ (t, x)

)
≈ T (t, x),

(2.19) gNN
θ (t, x, µ) := g̃NN

θ (t, x, µ)− ⟨g̃NN
θ ⟩(t, x) ≈ g(t, x, µ).

Notice that

⟨gNN
θ ⟩ = ⟨g̃NN

θ ⟩ − ⟨g̃NN
θ ⟩ = 0, ∀ t, x.

Remark 2.1. In Eq. (2.19), we highlighted the construction of gNN
θ , which is essential in for-

mulating the APNN loss, as illustrated in [12]. When considering ⟨g⟩ = 0, [21] introduces this
condition as a soft constraint in the loss of APNN.

The APNN empirical risk for the GRTE based on micro-macro decomposition can be repre-
sented as:

(2.20) Rε
APNN-MM = Rε

residual +Rε
boundary +Rε

initial,

where Rε
residual,Rε

boundary,Rε
initial are denoted by

(2.21)

Rε
residual =

1

Nint

Nint∑
i=1

|1
c
∂tρ

NN
θ (ti, xi) +

1
√
σ0

〈
µ · ∂xgNN

θ

〉
(ti, xi) +

1

2
Cv∂tT

NN
θ (ti, xi)|2

+
1

Nint

Nint∑
i=1

|ε
2

c
∂tg

NN
θ (ti, xi, µi) + ε (Id−Π)

(
µ · ∂xgNN

θ

)
(ti, xi, µi)

+
√
σ0µi · ∂xρNN

θ (ti, xi) + σgNN
θ (ti, xi, µi)|2

+
1

Nint

Nint∑
i=1

|ε2Cv
∂TNN

θ

∂t
(ti, xi)− σ(2ρNN

θ (ti, xi)− ac(TNN
θ (ti, xi))

4)|2,

Rε
boundary =

1

Nbdy

Nbdy∑
i=1

|B(ρNN
θ +

ε
√
σ0

gNN
θ )(ti, xi, µi)|2,

Rε
initial =

1

N0

N0∑
i=1

|TNN
θ (0, xi)− T0(xi)|2 +

1

N0

N0∑
i=1

|(ρNN
θ +

ε
√
σ0

gNN
θ )(0, xi, µi)− I0(xi, µi)|2.

For the APNN method based on even-odd decomposition, four DNNs are utilized to parame-
terize ρ(t, x), T (t, x), r(t, x, µ), and j(t, x, µ), respectively. Hence, four networks are employed in
this approach:

(2.22) ρNN
θ (t, x) := σ+

(
ρ̃NN
θ (t, x)

)
≈ ρ(t, x),
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(2.23) TNN
θ (t, x) := σ+

(
T̃NN
θ (t, x)

)
≈ T (t, x),

(2.24) rNN
θ (t, x, µ) := σ+

(
r̃NN
θ (t, x, µ) + r̃NN

θ (t, x,−µ)
)
≈ r(t, x, µ),

(2.25) jNN
θ (t, x, µ) := j̃NN

θ (t, x, µ)− j̃NN
θ (t, x,−µ) ≈ j(t, x, µ).

Indeed, through the APNN method based on even-odd decomposition, one can automatically ensure
that rNN

θ (t, x, µ) and jNN
θ (t, x, µ) satisfy the even-odd properties without any explicit constraints.

The APNN empirical risk for the GRTE based on even-odd decomposition is

(2.26) Rε
APNN-EO = Rε

residual +Rε
constraint +Rε

boundary +Rε
initial,

where Rε
residual,Rε

constraint,Rε
boundary,Rε

initial are denoted by
(2.27)

Rε
residual =

1

Nint

Nint∑
i=1

|ε
2

c
∂tr

NN
θ (ti, xi, µi) +

ε2
√
σ0

µi∂xj
NN
θ (ti, xi, µi)

− σ(
1

2
ac(TNN

θ (ti, xi))
4 − rNN

θ (ti, xi, µi))|2

+
1

Nint

Nint∑
i=1

| ε2

c
√
σ0

∂tj
NN
θ (ti, xi, µi) + µi∂xr

NN
θ (ti, xi, µi) +

σ
√
σ0

jNN
θ (ti, xi, µi)|2

+
1

Nint

Nint∑
i=1

|1
c
∂tρ

NN
θ (ti, xi) +

1
√
σ0

〈
µ∂xj

NN
θ

〉
(ti, xi) +

1

2
Cv

∂T

∂t
(ti, xi)|2

+
1

Nint

Nint∑
i=1

|ε2Cv
∂TNN

θ

∂t
(ti, xi)− σ(2ρNN

θ (ti, xi)− ac(TNN
θ (ti, xi))

4)|2,

Rε
constraint =

1

Nint

Nint∑
i=1

|ρNN
θ (ti, xi)−

〈
rNN
θ

〉
(ti, xi)|2,

Rε
boundary =

1

Nbdy

Nbdy∑
i=1

|B(rNN
θ +

ε
√
σ0

jNN
θ )(ti, xi, µi)|2,

Rε
initial =

1

N0

N0∑
i=1

|TNN
θ (0, xi)− T0(xi)|2 +

1

N0

N0∑
i=1

|(rNN
θ +

ε
√
σ0

jNN
θ )(0, xi, µi)− I0(xi, µi)|2.

The following diagram 1 illustrates the idea of APNN-MM and APNN-EO methods for solving
the GRTEs.

Finally, we present a schematic plot depicting our Asymptotic-Preserving Neural Network based
on even-odd decomposition for GRTEs in Figure 2.

3. Numerical results. In this section, we have conducted several numerical experiments to
validate the performance of our proposed APNN method for solving GRTEs. As the operators
involving µ in the loss function of APNNs are represented as integrals, we approximate these
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Fig. 1. The idea of APNN-MM and APNN-EO for solving the GRTEs.

integrals using the Gauss-Legendre quadrature rule with the number of quadrature points set to
16.

The reference solutions are obtained by spherical harmonics method [9, 16] and we will check
the relative ℓ2 error of the solution s(x) of APNN method, e.g. for 1d case,

(3.1) error :=

√∑
j

|sjnn − sjref|2/
∑
j

|sjref|2,

where snn is the neural solution approximation, and sref is the reference solution.

3.1. Experiment setting. In the experiments, we utilize ResNet with the activation function
σ(x) = gelu(x) for all the test problems. For the linear transport problem, we employ 2-block
ResNets with units of 128 for ρ and 256 for g, r, j, and f . In [13], we find that the numerical
performance of this structure for the nonlinear problems is better than general MLP. On the other
hand, for the stationary and time-dependent nonlinear GRTE problems, we use 3-block ResNets
with units of 96 for ρ and T , and 128 for g, r, j. The spatial domain of interest, denoted as
D := [xL, xR], covers the interval [0, 1] for the linear transport equation and stationary nonlinear
GRTE, while it spans [0, 2] for the time-dependent nonlinear GRTEs. To train the networks, we
utilize the Adam optimizer [15] version of the gradient descent method with Xavier initialization.
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Fig. 2. Schematic plot of APNNs based on even-odd decomposition for solving the GRTEs.

In the process, hyperparameters, such as neural network architecture, learning rate, and batch size,
need to be tuned to achieve a satisfactory level of accuracy [30]. In each iteration, we use 2048
random sample points for the domain, 512 for the boundary, and 1024 for the initial condition.
Additionally, to enhance numerical performance, we employ a decreasing annealing schedule for the
learning rate. We use an exponential decay strategy for an initial learning rate η0 = 10−3 with a
decay rate of γ = 0.96 and a decay step of p = 500 iterations:

ηt = η0 · γ⌊ t
p ⌋,

here, the variable t represents the current t−th iteration step, and the symbol ⌊·⌋ denotes the floor
function.

3.2. Problem 1: APNNs for solving the linear transport equation. As a warm-up
task, we apply APNNs based on micro-macro and even-odd decomposition to solve the 1D linear
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radiative transfer under the diffusion regime with ε = 10−3, i.e.,

(3.2)


ε

c
∂tI + µ∂xI =

σ

ε
(⟨I⟩ − I) , (x, µ) ∈ D × [−1, 1],

I(t, xL, µ > 0) = 1, I(t, xR, µ < 0) = 0,

I(0, x, v) = 0,

where σ = 1. For the corresponding AP loss of the linear transport equation, please refer to [12, 13].
Figure 3 shows the estimated density ρ using DNNs (PINN, APNNs based on micro-macro and

even-odd decomposition) in comparison to the reference solution at time t = 0.1. The relative ℓ2

error of PINN, APNNs based on micro-macro and even-odd decomposition are 1.98× 10−1, 1.52×
10−2, 9.90× 10−3. The results demonstrate that the approximated solutions obtained through the
APNNs exhibit superior accuracy compared to the poor performance of the PINN method.

(a) Left: PINN. (b) Middle: APNN-MM. (c) Right: APNN-EO.

Fig. 3. Plot of density at time t = 0.1 (ε = 10−3): Approximated by PINN, APNNs based on micro-macro
and even-odd decomposition (marker) vs. reference solution (line).

3.3. Problem 2: APNNs for solving the stationary nonlinear GRTE. Next, we focus
our attention on solving the steady-state equation of GRTE. Consider the 1D steady nonlinear gray
radiative transfer equations [31, 21] given by

(3.3)



εµ
∂I

∂x
= σ

(
acT 4 − I

)
, (x, µ) ∈ D × [−1, 1],

ε2
∂2T

∂x2
= σ

(
acT 4 − ⟨I⟩

)
, x ∈ D,

I(xL, µ > 0) = 1, I(xR, µ < 0) = 0,

T (xL) = 1, T (xR) = 0,

where a = c = σ = 1.



12 KEKE WU, XIZHE XIE, WENGU CHEN, HAN WANG AND ZHENG MA

The micro-macro system for the stationary GRTEs is written as follows,

(3.4)



1
√
σ0

· ⟨µ∂xg⟩ =
∂2T

∂x2
,

√
σ0 · µ∂xρ+ ε (µ∂xg − ⟨µ∂xg⟩) + σg = 0,

ε2
∂2T

∂x2
= σ

(
acT 4 − ρ

)
.

Furthermore, the stationary GRTEs can be reformulated into the following even-odd system:

(3.5)



ε2
√
σ0

· µ∂xj = σ
(
acT 4 − r

)
,

µ∂xr = − σ
√
σ0

j,

1
√
σ0

· ⟨µ∂xj⟩ =
∂2T

∂x2
,

ε2
∂2T

∂x2
= σ

(
acT 4 − ρ

)
,

ρ = ⟨r⟩ .

Figure 4 and 5 depict the performance achieved by the Asymptotic-Preserving Neural Networks
based on micro-macro decomposition and even-odd decomposition, respectively. The relative ℓ2

errors of ρ and T obtained through APNNs based on micro-macro decomposition are 9.42 × 10−4

and 5.09 × 10−3, while for APNNs based on even-odd decomposition, the errors are 6.26 × 10−4

and 9.12× 10−4.
The results clearly indicate that the approximate solutions obtained through the Asymptotic-

Preserving Neural Networks based on even-odd decomposition outperform those from micro-macro
decomposition. One evident reason for this comparison is that the number of parameters in the
even-odd decomposition method is higher than the second method.

3.4. Problem 3: APNNs for solving the time-dependent nonlinear GRTE. Note that
the previous examples solely considered inflow boundary conditions. In this study, we explore the
GRTEs with smooth initial conditions transitioning from the kinetic regime (ε = 1) to the diffusion
regime (ε = 10−3):

ε2

c

∂I

∂t
+ εµ

∂I

∂x
= σ

(
1

2
acT 4 − I

)
, (t, x, µ) ∈ τ ×D × [−1, 1],

ε2Cv
∂T

∂t
= σ

(
2 ⟨I⟩ − acT 4

)
, (t, x) ∈ τ ×D,

I(t, xL, µ) = I(t, xR, µ),

I(0, x, µ) =
1

2
acT (0, x)4, T (0, x) =

3 + sin(πx)

4
,

where a = c = 1, Cv = 0.1, σ = 10. The computational region is defined as [0, 2], and periodic
boundary conditions are enforced at both ends. The time interval considered in the study is [0, 0.5].

For comparison, we are interested in examining two key quantities: the material temperature

denoted as Te = T and the radiation temperature represented as Tr =
(

1
ac

∫ 1

−1
I dµ

) 1
4

.
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Fig. 4. Plot of density and temperature (ε = 10−3): Approximated by APNN based on micro-macro decom-
position (marker) vs. reference solutions (line). The relative ℓ2 error of ρ and T by APNNs based on micro-macro
decomposition are 9.42× 10−4, 5.09× 10−3.

Figure 6 and 7 illustrates the approximated material temperature Te = T at space x = 0.0025
and the radiation temperature Tr at times t = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 using APNN based on micro-macro
decomposition and even-odd decomposition under the kinetic regime.

Figure 8 and 9 illustrates the inferred material temperature Te = T at spatial position x =
0.0025 and the radiation temperature Tr at time instances t = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5, employing the APNN
methodology grounded on the micro-macro decomposition and even-odd decomposition approach,
within the diffusion regime.

Table 1 documents the relative ℓ2 error of Te and Tr by APNN based on micro-macro de-
composition at time t = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5 for the kinetic regime (ε = 1) and diffusion regime
(ε = 10−3).

Table 1
The relative ℓ2 error of Te and Tr by APNN based on micro-macro decomposition at time t = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5

for the kinetic regime (ε = 1) and diffusion regime (ε = 10−3).

ε
Error APNN-MM

Te Tr(t = 0.1) Tr(t = 0.2) Tr(t = 0.3) Tr(t = 0.4) Tr(t = 0.5)

1 9.25e-4 7.01e-4 1.50e-3 2.43e-3 3.42e-3 4.37e-3
0.001 3.11e-3 1.22e-3 2.14e-3 2.81e-3 3.26e-3 3.57e-3

Table 2 documents the relative ℓ2 error of Te and Tr by APNN based on even-odd decomposition
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Fig. 5. Plot of density and temperature (ε = 10−3): Approximated by APNN based on even-odd decomposition
(marker) vs. reference solutions (line). The relative ℓ2 error of ρ and T by APNNs based on even-odd decomposition
are 6.26× 10−4, 9.12× 10−4.

at time t = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5 for the kinetic regime (ε = 1) and diffusion regime (ε = 10−3).

Table 2
The relative ℓ2 error of Te and Tr by APNN based on even-odd decomposition at time t = 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5

for the kinetic regime (ε = 1) and diffusion regime (ε = 10−3).

ε
Error APNN-EO

Te Tr(t = 0.1) Tr(t = 0.2) Tr(t = 0.3) Tr(t = 0.4) Tr(t = 0.5)

1 8.70e-4 1.47e-3 2.65e-3 3.44e-3 3.77e-3 3.78e-3
0.001 3.80e-3 8.83e-4 1.61e-3 2.28e-3 2.90e-3 3.46e-3

3.5. Problem 4: APNNs for solving another time-dependent GRTE . Finally, we
have solved an initial boundary value incompatibility problem, where the opacity (σ = 10cm−1)
is temperature-independent, and the heat capacity (Cv = 1 GJ/cm3/KeV) in the context of one-
dimensional time-dependent GRTEs. This slab, with a thickness of 0.25 cm, starts in an equilibrium
state at 1 KeV and is subject to reflection and incident Planckian source conditions at the left and
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Fig. 6. Plot of the approximated material temperature Te = T at space x = 0.0025 and the radiation temperature
Tr at time t = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 with APNN based on micro-macro decomposition under the kinetic regime.

right boundaries, respectively.

ε2

c

∂I

∂t
+ εµ

∂I

∂x
= σ

(
1

2
acT 4 − I

)
, (t, x, µ) ∈ τ ×D × [−1, 1],

ε2Cv
∂T

∂t
= σ

(
2⟨I⟩ − acT 4

)
, (t, x) ∈ τ ×D,

I(t, 0, µ > 0) = I(t, 0,−µ),

I(t, 0.25, µ < 0) =
1

2
ac(0.1)4,

I(0, x, µ) =
1

2
acT (0, x)4, T (0, x) = 1,

where ε = 1, a = 0.01372, c = 29.98, Cv = 1, σ = 10. The computational region is defined as [0,0.25],
and the time interval considered in the study is [0, 1].

Figure 10 illustrates the estimation of the approximate material temperature Te = T and radia-
tion temperature Tr using the APNN method based on even-odd decomposition in a dynamic state.
The estimations are presented at spatial location x = 0.0025 and time instances t = 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8.

Table 3 records the relative ℓ2 errors of Tr at time instances t = 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, and of Te at
spatial location x = 0.0025 for the APNN method based on even-odd decomposition in the dynamic
state (ε = 1).

4. Conclusion. In this research article, we present a new APNN approach for the nonlinear
gray radiative transfer equations, which is built upon the even-odd decomposition technique. This
novel method aims to efficiently solve the nonlinear gray radiative transfer equations. Our method
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Fig. 7. Plot of the approximated material temperature Te = T at space x = 0.0025 and the radiation temperature
Tr at time t = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 with APNN based on even-odd decomposition under the kinetic regime.

Table 3
The relative ℓ2 error of Te and Tr by APNN based on even-odd decomposition at time t = 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 for

the kinetic regime (ε = 1).

ε
Error APNN-EO

Te Tr(t = 0.2) Tr(t = 0.4) Tr(t = 0.6) Tr(t = 0.8)

1 1.05e-4 6.54e-4 6.39e-4 5.00e-4 4.81e-4

introduces an auxiliary deep neural network, distinct from the micro-macro decomposition-based
APNN method for GRTEs, and is designed to relax the strict conservation requirements while
maintaining uniform stability concerning the small Knudsen number. As a result, the neural net-
work solution converges uniformly to the macro solution, ensuring reliable results even at small
scales. To validate the superiority of our proposed method, we conducted several experiments.
Initially, we applied the Physics-Informed Neural Network and APNN methods to solve the linear
transport equation under the diffusion regime. The results revealed that PINN failed to accurately
resolve this simplest GRTE with small scales, further highlighting the advantages of our APNN
method. Additionally, we tested the stationary nonlinear GRTE with inflow boundary conditions
and a Knudsen number of ε = 10−3 using APNNs based on both micro-macro and even-odd decom-
position. These two APNN methods demonstrated excellent performance in handling the problem.
Finally, we tackled the time-dependent nonlinear GRTEs with different boundary conditions, con-
sidering both the kinetic regime (ε = 1) and the diffusion regime (ε = 10−3) using APNNs based
on micro-macro and even-odd decomposition. The numerical results exhibited the efficacy of our
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Fig. 8. Plot of the approximated material temperature Te = T at space x = 0.0025 and the radiation temperature
Tr at time t = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 with APNN based on micro-macro decomposition under the diffusion regime.

proposed APNN method in accurately solving these complex GRTEs under various conditions. In
conclusion, our research showcases the remarkable capabilities of the novel APNN method, which
effectively handles the solution of nonlinear GRTEs and achieves impressive results across different
regimes and boundary conditions.

REFERENCES

[1] C. Beck, M. Hutzenthaler, A. Jentzen, and B. Kuckuck, An overview on deep learning-based approxima-
tion methods for partial differential equations, Discrete and Continuous Dynamical Systems - B, 28 (2023),
pp. 3697–3746.

[2] G. Bertaglia, Asymptotic-preserving neural networks for hyperbolic systems with diffusive scaling, in Advances
in Numerical Methods for Hyperbolic Balance Laws and Related Problems, Springer Nature Switzerland,
2023, pp. 23–48.

[3] G. Bertaglia, C. Lu, L. Pareschi, and X. Zhu, Asymptotic-preserving neural networks for multiscale hy-
perbolic models of epidemic spread, Mathematical Models and Methods in Applied Sciences, 32 (2022),
pp. 1949–1985.

[4] Z. Cai, J. Chen, and M. Liu, Least-squares ReLU neural network (LSNN) method for linear advection-reaction
equation, Journal of Computational Physics, (2021), p. 110514.

[5] Q. Cao, S. Goswami, and G. E. Karniadakis, Laplace neural operator for solving differential equations,
Nature Machine Intelligence, 6 (2024), pp. 631–640.

[6] S. Chandrasekhar, Radiative transfer, Courier Corporation, 2013.
[7] Z. Chen, L. Liu, and L. Mu, Solving the linear transport equation by a deep neural network approach, Discrete

and Continuous Dynamical Systems - S, 15 (2022), pp. 669–686.
[8] W. E and B. Yu, The Deep Ritz Method: A deep learning-based numerical algorithm for solving variational

problems, Communications in Mathematics and Statistics, 6 (2018), pp. 1–12.
[9] K. F. Evans, The spherical harmonics discrete ordinate method for three-dimensional atmospheric radiative

transfer, Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences, 55 (1998), pp. 429–446.



18 KEKE WU, XIZHE XIE, WENGU CHEN, HAN WANG AND ZHENG MA

Fig. 9. Plot of the approximated material temperature Te = T at space x = 0.0025 and the radiation temperature
Tr at time t = 0.1, 0.3, 0.5 with APNN based on even-odd decomposition under the diffusion regime.

[10] K. He, X. Zhang, S. Ren, and J. Sun, Deep residual learning for image recognition, in Proceedings of the
IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition, 2016, pp. 770–778.

[11] H. J. Hwang, J. W. Jang, H. Jo, and J. Y. Lee, Trend to equilibrium for the kinetic Fokker-Planck equation
via the neural network approach, Journal of Computational Physics, 419 (2020), p. 109665.

[12] S. Jin, Z. Ma, and K. Wu, Asymptotic-preserving neural networks for multiscale time-dependent linear trans-
port equations, Journal of Scientific Computing, 94 (2023), p. 57.

[13] S. Jin, Z. Ma, and K. Wu, Asymptotic-preserving neural networks for multiscale kinetic equations, Commu-
nications in Computational Physics, 35 (2024), pp. 693–723.

[14] S. Jin, Z. Ma, and T.-A. Zhang, Asymptotic-preserving neural networks for multiscale Vlasov–Poisson–
Fokker–Planck system in the high-field regime, Journal of Scientific Computing, 99 (2024), p. 61.

[15] D. P. Kingma and J. Ba, Adam: A method for stochastic optimization, in International Conference for
Learning Representations, 2015.

[16] V. Kourganov, Basic methods in transfer problems, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 97 (1963), p. 98.
[17] E. Larsen, G. Pomraning, and V. Badham, Asymptotic analysis of radiative transfer problems, Journal of

Quantitative Spectroscopy and Radiative Transfer, 29 (1983), pp. 285–310.
[18] J. Y. Lee, J. W. Jang, and H. J. Hwang, The model reduction of the Vlasov–Poisson–Fokker–Planck system to

the Poisson–Nernst–Planck system via the deep neural network approach, ESAIM: Mathematical Modelling
and Numerical Analysis, 55 (2021), pp. 1803–1846.
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