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Abstract

Ritz neural networks have been widely used to solve differential equations, in which
the key step is to approximate the definite integral involved in the loss function,
so the selection of quadrative methods is particularly important for neural networks
to approximate the solution. In this paper, some examples are used for numerical
comparison. First, we introduce the boundary value problem model of Dirichlet and
Neumann boundaries. Secondly, the neural network is constructed to train the model.
In addition, the methods of compound trapezoidal quadrature, compound Simpson
quadrature, three-point Gauss quadrature and Monte Carlo quadrature are introduced
in detail. Then, the numerical comparison and analysis of the examples show that the
three-point Gauss quadrature method is better. Finally, the sensitivity of neural
network parameters was further studied, and the accuracy of neural network was
improved with the increase of training set. When the number of neurons reached 4,
increasing the number of neurons could not significantly improve the accuracy, while
increasing the number of hidden layers and changing the activation function had no

significant impact.
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RG0SR Aoy JT R TV, WA IR T. AR 25056, 75 Lk AT WA R 40 DA AL JE G 1t 77 R 2L 1 oK
i, SRARAEFE R, VH R A T, RS e A ) R, A 4 SR A T v BN PR . s ) A R R DA L Bl
A3 B4 O ZE I 25 SR A T FEBE 5 T kA, 19984F Lagaris [11)45 75 F2 HP P10 8 S5 e it —
AMRIGAE, 15 2H SRR T FER 7. J5 K Raissi [12]3¢ 25 T35 B £ M 45 (PINN),
T3 V57 R AW G 73 77 R e FLid R o A it ik 22, % Bk 72 e LAk sR 8, AR5 9 B 2tk
i) 70 SH AP 0 3 252 P ) A 28 R B R (DA 2R ) AR Sk . SRR SE [13)3RHH T IR 2G5
% (DRM), 8 B 22777, tas i o sk, W )5 07 R B SR A A A8 40 T 20 AR A Il i, AR A2
BEEAR SR 3 K, /D Is SRR, 1E & i m Tl o 7R K . H. Sheng 55 [14] $#2H —Fh & D4 M
2% (PFNN)J73%, W] DA s fig o 52 2% JUART B — 2R = aifE ). J. Chen%¥ [15]% H 547 K & fhi
THET AR SRR B 5 1 AU K bR BCR SR A = 4wl 20 7 A%, 15 SR R P A 2 T 288 R
B J5i%. J. Taylor 5§ [16]2% T IR BEAE B 5 22 5 ik 2. AR HUE I Wil 77 FE R AE. DL B & Fb
TE R 3 T A M2 BA B AF AT S M. 2 AeEe ). JEERMERIATIRESE, SRR &, Hid
I

SR A 28 9 288 76 SR AR 0 R HAZAE = BR A%, F 43 2% R B0 R N 1, AS BB ™ A% IR UE 5 V23 1
WSt [17), AT REAFAE I A IGO0, 7R FH A 22 I 2 SR AR T 20 7 RE ) St e — AN SRR TV, A5
i HH A0 2R R B A Bk R 28, ER T AR R ) BB T R A, SRARDT VR B U AN 2, e e AN R
R I 4. R, AR SCE ST A BERAL. A SimpsonsRAR, = fiGausss R LL & SRR Y
SRAU IR HEAT BUE LB 4. 15, -AI151 N T Dirichlet F1NeumanniZl 348 o) @A AL, Hk, #4
G ST ZR. 746, VRN T EEBERIL. B & Simpson>RA, = fiGauss>RF LA
KRR RAATT. A G, BT BUE LB i, 45 SRR = S Gausss R £ B I, B Ja xf
FHER ) 28 23 BURRURR PR RORE — 2P I AL, AR I 2% RS FE Bt A VI 2R B3 KT 42 /5, Aph 2 o 1A 34
I, P38 D wh 22 o B R A R BH S B RS B T ek 2 A5 AN B e O R AR R KR RE

AR ARy 2 N R 7R85 =5, BAT5IN T Dirichlet f1NeumanniZ 5 3248 i AR 7555
=, ARG T A 2 AT RN SR, AE SO, RATVEAN 28 1 SRAR DT, RS T, AT
SEAIEAT BUE M. AEEB /ST, AT X 28 S HUBUREBEAT I 7. R385 6710, FRANG H T —Lb4h
WHETHE.

2. [o)ERiR A

E X HAE R, HopsE XN ¢ R™ LT p M v %9 3 AR #Dirichlet fINeumann 14 5 4% 14,
IFpUly =09, TpNTx =0, HfnpirsbkmaE, SR
G(z,u(x), Vu(z), Viu(z)) = f,z € Q,
u(x) =0,z € Tp,
Vu(z) - n=g,xely. (1)
MRitzJ5 % (18] &, 13 2@ A& T = [, Ade + [, Fdx + er Bdz, "B £R7i

() 5iE %M g MREIFy, FRARTTRE (D)W S fAHKR Y, ARR TR RS
G(x,u(z), Vu(z), Viu(x))HRFIF 5.
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3. ML

H 7 R (1) 922 90 T QTR OE A MR IR ML = 5 [, Ade + [, Fdz + [, Bdz, %4
77 RE (1)K filt A2 LI fse /A ) @ FRATT I 25 0 22 W9 2% I 4 iU, 4R J5 S5 TiDirichletis 5 5% 1
BRI Q) BB IERU,,. (2,0), Hdo ZME MK SH, RN EMWE. WK 1, KRRk
JitiDirichletiZ 5t 2& 14 T A I SR 43, I € LI ZR 43 (M f# U, 5 JtiDirichletild 5t 4 1 5 15 21 4
28 o 45 3BT ARU,,,, (z, 0). AT X O(x) B¥, W2 )5 F2(1) KIDirichleti 7 4 fF HAE % [19], 2
U,y = ®(2)Up. ¥U,n 5 ANTK RE P BEAT V5L, 2208 KBRS EONR 5y, FIH B 3030 v 5 AR
B2 H, AN F R SRAR DT R AR A 1, R — A TR 4.
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Figure 1. Neural network structure

1. FhE L4t

4. kFFE

FRATTFH B AR R BT 5 pR B B S 2 1 2H & 1 B AR 4y, ﬁﬁﬁ%}ff flx)de = 3 p_, Arflzy).
FEARCH, FERFH SR, GaussRALL L4~ B R
4.1. EEKEAAK

A f (2) IR EL, [a, PRI IX TR, 45 [a, b]56 53 A A /NX ], ANX K EER = =B K, g
RMACHNzE = a+kh (k= 0,1,..n), TB[zx, xpn A Nz, WEGHE R E & Simpsonsk
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T, g a)+2Zf(xk + f(b))
k 1
S = 2 (7(a) @145 o) 125 ) + 70)
k=0 k=1
RERAABAFRE A T, &1 = [* fla)de, f(x) € C[a,b], WS EBE IR BRI & Simpson

;ki \Wﬁf:

-7, ~ = [ s = =00 - @)
- Sy~ mzl/ﬂ) = GV 0) - 1)

4.2. Gauss KFRAT,

Gauss 3R AL € AEXE][-1,1] A, 1 Kizo, o1, . . . 2, MG IR AR AR 2 50

[RCEE) PN

A2+ 1A [20].
WA X [ [a,b] 2 AT & 1, W& ﬁ}z?ﬁi = boap 4 obb gy = 84t fE[ab] LR FAL
F-1,1) ERIRY, 30 f(a)da ~ be (252t + bEa)dt.

a

4.3. RFFRZKEANK

19984 Caflisch [21]56 T 5805 R B SREEAT T — ARk, KA AR R B 73 0 7m O AE B L 5 A B
BUE B S B E R KON, WRRRECA S, o NEENLIF &, WAHT = [, f(z)de = E(f(z)),
FOM R FAREIERE = L300 fa) , FRBT Il FRIEmME [22], X AEfMn, #8
HE(F) =1

xR — 4 X ] _E P BENLAS BER, 7E X [a,b], BEALEBAN &S, Bl € [a,0], Vi=1,...,n, K
ARS? fla)de = =20 F(a) 23] KT RZEM T EaBEKT T, BERF - 1| gs_ 00 2%

FrR P %E’Jw%m PLO( ) s

5. B{ESH

Ritz 48 W 4% 25 A A R SR BT VRIEAL T FE M (), N T XA TR SR AR 75 1R A T 5B be e o #r,
BATH 1) T AN ] FR2HEAT BUE 5256, B Pytorch VA 2 STHE 2R+ S H50{H 1] L.
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) @ 1

—u"(z) = sin(z),z € (0,7),
u(0) =0,
u'(r) = —1. (2)

U TT R RS W iR R u(z) = sin(z).

i) /22

v/ (10) = 10 . (3)
TR BIRE AR Ru(x) = %

BEXSTRE(2)s (3)5EHE AR U 5 AR R R L B e T RE(2)s (3) M9l [ I 3fe LA IR
Mo € V, V = Hy(Q), R0 KA 724k, B2 HAuwe V, Yo e V, J = [ u'v'dr —
Jo sin(m)vdx—fFN(—l)vdx, J =], u’v’dx—fﬂ(—l)vda:—fFN 10vdz. 25 € LTTHE (2)(22(?719.3 11
BRRHEL = 5 [, u'v'de — [ sin(z)vde — [ (~Dvdz, L= 3 [qu'v'de — [o(~1)vdx — [ 10vdz.

A LA R B2 F — A BRUEUZ & 10 MM I8, Adam AL ES. Sigmoid B B )
M2 W 4 AT I R SR R, X A 28 R 4 ) SR RU, SE BiDirichletil 5t 5% F, 2@(x) = =, N
28 W 4% 38 3T AR U, = xU,. 0] /L ¥ X TE)[0, n] &Il 73 9314 &8 BE (0 /N X ], $ 2k O L =
5 Jo UlnUnnde — [osin(@)Upndz — [i. (=1)Upnde. 182 K X IR [0,10] %l 73 15 A4 BR )/ X

nn nn

8], BERBHCHL = 3 [, Ul Ubdz — [o(~1)Unndz — [ 10Unde . Forb3E 52 66 UG (0355,

nn nn

KHBIR T ERE SR, B & Simpson>RFL, = fiGauss RKFH.

Table 1. Problem 1 Relative error of L?, CPU running time and number of iterations under different quadrature
methods

1.1 AFSREUNE T RLAARN R, CPUIBATIN 8] Sk R

R IA 2.199175 x 102 183 5054
2 4 Simpson 2.238300 x 1074 288 5100
= Gauss 1.796842 x 10~* 102 4126

WA 1N 2, F&oR 1 el AT el 2 AE AN [FI SR AR5 3% N I LAAR XS iR 22 CPUISAT IR ] Sz ARk
e JATRIAE FIRE R 22 W 28 AR G571 s R, = FoRBUGIRAERE 2. CPUIBATIN ), 5 AIK
B ERAME. BIRE = 8 Gauss R ERCR T iy, 72 BOE A2 47 I8 8] BT 2 SE MRS B2, 2
A SimpsonsK A B [F] (KRS FE 75 2258 2 (R 8], 100 525 06 T SR A AR BEARDG B, ILIET 2 AN 3,
J&s 1 IR AL MR 2 A ] = s Ganss SRBR 5V A0 50 (L 98 A3 300 AR PO 65 156 100 LA R R L 453 % R 0
ARAL. T SRR B SRARAIR I =M OR AR5 VA TR 2R 2 (SR A A REE BUALT RS L, 15 & 4

DOI: 10.12677 /aam.2024.135226 2385 I FH#e e t J


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.135226

S IEHFESE

Table 2. Problem 2 Relative error of L2, CPU running time and number of iterations under different quadrature
methods

2. W2 RNESRATIE T RL2 MR ZE. CPUBATI A M3

DI AVIRES lu —unn L2 INFIA] (s) AL
=Ry YA 1.422728 x 102 124 2932
H A Simpson 5.545139 x 1075 172 2008
= s Gauss 3.515455 x 107° 89 2279
1.0 === u NN
0.0_ + u:exact
0.8
. -0.2 D
g B
—
0_4_ 0.4 %
-0.6 02 f:
08| 0.0] /
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 00 05 10 15 20 25 30
epoch x

Figure 2. Problem 1 Image of loss function value, numerical solution and approximation solution under
three-point Gauss quadrature method

2. W =g Gauss RITTIE TR REBUEMBUE M BT EI1E

B, WescAT AT HAR LA

6. MBS HBURIE D

P22 I 2 AT — € I BR BOE T BE 7, (B A28 I 255 38 30T AR I AN TT RE 58 A T T BB, I R4
IR/ INRIAE 28 X 2% 25 S e XA A 7 A 5. SRS I AR 2 T el B0 DU s R A+
WEL AT DUR B EARIEIT ORI RET A U SRA. TR A UIZRER AR/, e R 248 55 P SR
JEE R R 505 5 T 3 A A 22 X 2% G PEE PR A2 4K

6.1. JZREK N

A a MR, SR 2RI K /NHEAT ISR, DR IR e I R /N X 4ot 22 ) 2% g
(RIRZ IR, FHL? A %5 2 2 U A RUE TR 2 TR A B R . 2 i SCL2 58K 2 = ([, f2d=)3,
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Figure 3. Problem 2 Image of loss function value, numerical solution and approximation solution under
three-point Gauss quadrature method

3. 2= 5 Gauss KA 715 T 9% bR B BB, &I A AR

f e C*(Q). AL AXRE XK

”Ue — UnnH2

L? TR =
NSRS T

HorhUe 2 ) B EUERR, U, 22 W28 (18 T

X i) /LA ) @2 SR R B SRR S A T SRR DT VEEAT SRR, F — N BGEE A 10 Mg
TG+ Adam fRAt2%. Sigmoid BE R ENAHE ML AT ISR, SRR PSRBT, SR URIBIR 24K IR 43
AIBEALIEHL100,1000,10000,100000 /> s FEAT HUE SLE; RABRIESREUTR, BRI AU 246K Ik 43 3 i
32,64,128,256 A~ s 74T H B 5256

Table 3. Relative error of L? for different N under monte carlo quadrature

R 3. FRFRP KRBT AN LA R %

YIZRA(N) N =100 N = 1000 N = 10000 N = 100000
I 1 3.338754 x 107! 4.515734 x 1072 2.085530 x 102 3.608620 x 10~
i) # 2 1.982314 x 101 3.753440 x 1072 1.212293 x 1072 2.259647 x 1073

Table 4. Relative error of L? for different N under compound trapezoid quadrature

T 4. AP RBT AFN K LA 3R 2%

Y2 RL(N) N =32 N =64 N =128 N = 256
I 1 4.220813 x 1072 1.212235 x 1073 3.093445 x 10~* 2.199953 x 10~*
i) #512 2.381799 x 1073 5.128075 x 10~* 1.549647 x 10~* 5.301916 x 10~*

UL 3RIER 4, R TAEANREIVIZREE S in) AL LA n) @21 L2AH X R 22, B & I ZR 58 N 1) B bk R el
K, ZRZEBEID. EXNNGIEFRES, IZRER RN OS], H 20 I TR R, %
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6.2. HZMBEEFRE

2N 2R X 2% (A e 4 T T RS RR SO, AT BRI R AUSE =2 1) H A e K, BRI 75 221 2R 0
SHAAEAR L, N T INGRR R IR, B a3 T I e M 22 I 48 N SRR, 0] L R 5 93274
R, R BR2916 T 5, W8 = FORARITELE A R IR 270 T MR IR ZE 4 i 224k

Table 5. Problem 1 Relative error of L? for different neurons under three quadrature methods

= 5. [ =MRBUNE T AR T LA 3R 2%

A TT(q) =Ry i % & Simpson — fiGauss
g=1 2.491040 x 10~ 2.505580 x 10" 2.406169 x 10~
q=2 1.654949 x 10! 1.748590 x 1073 1.655599 x 1073
q=4 1.755143 x 1072 1.521407 x 10~* 2.227213 x 1074
q=238 1.581488 x 102 1.483948 x 104 1.161781 x 10~
q=16 2.795062 x 1072 2.049432 x 10~ 1.176479 x 104
q=32 1.818506 x 1072 3.772021 x 1074 2.318206 x 10~*

Table 6. Problem 2 Relative error of L? for different neurons under three quadrature methods

R 6. [ 2= MREUNE A FEME T L2 AR R %

A TT(q) RS 5 4 Simpson — i Gauss
qg=1 1.693368 x 10~2 1.718070 x 10~2 1.793181 x 1072
q=2 1.600680 x 102 4.595825 x 1073 4.749406 x 1073
q=4 1.538911 x 1073 6.090653 x 10~° 7.938960 x 10~°

=38 1.763098 x 10~3 3.815646 x 10~° 3.137327 x 107°
q=16 1.812437 x 103 4.077426 x 10~° 3.143023 x 10~°
q=32 1.870956 x 1073 8.203752 x 10~° 2.602972 x 107°

WA 5T 6, JEoR 1 Ir) LA r) RE2AE AN [F) #2270 T L2AH R 3R 22 f AR A B AR 5FIEE 6 AT BL
B, ZRE = RORA A AP A R R, — MR AN DU 32 pR A0 B2 Mk, AE M 22 e R B
I, BB LT SRS IS N, HACEIR R4 i, B AR AR IR 2 TR B AR A, U P e
2 TC BRI A W B R IRE.

FLRBATTE 52 o 2 e B N10, 1L 2R a3 93270 5, T A2 916175 55, WLEE = riGauss3K
BUNEAEA R BGEUZ N ARRT R Z20 224k, HAd sRAUT A3,

WA 7, JeoR 1 LA ]2 1E = i GaussSRARJTVE T, AR RRRZ B LA IR ZE 1038 1k, R
AT LR BB A SCIR] L IR 2 W 28 2 AR L), R BcAT FRAIRIR 2, SR E TR TR B R 46 R B4 2k
BRI B ) JR PR dme IME S I IR e, SN T SRR . AR — S ] B AR, T BE R R A — R 2 K
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Table 7. Relative errors of L? for different hidden layers under three-point Gauss quadrature

R 7. =HCaussREL T ASF FRGEE 1 LA 5% 2

B2 (K) K=1 K =2 K=3 K=4 K=6

AT 1.796842 x 107* 8.260422 x 10~* 4.171868 x 10~* 4.407180 x 10~ 2.198020 x 10~*
M2 3.515455 x 107° 2.705897 x 1077 2.831219 x 107° 2.682122 x 10~° 1.625073 x 1075

F Ak, BN R 28 n] A I T BRSIE, BRI 268 5 i 2 iy SR DL ) PSR . (LK I 2 45 44 1)
B TR, IR IR P4 AT RE I 38 B A R i /ME. [24].

6.3. BUEERH

T R B ) A 8 ) 2% 1 B SEE S, T B R R AR IR A 7T i) U e L, A RO R UE
G, AECHIANE . fERE M BN #E b, @B BE T R AL B, 3B R il i /M, 772
X458 R bR HGHEAT SR T S A R R AN I 25, TR LG E 7% B0 BR BUR IE S ] T AR SO AT
1 R B B :Sigmoid. Tanh. SiLU. Softplus & Linear.

Table 8. Problem 1 Relative error of L?, CPU running time and iteration times of different activation functions
under compound Simpson quadrature

= 8. M1 24 Simpson KA T A F S BB LM XHR 2. CPUBATI 8] J iRk E

WS PR AL lu —unn]z2 I T (s) BRI EL

Sigmoid 2.238300 x 10~ 288 5100
Tanh 1.405257 x 104 277 687
SiLU 2.008837 x 10~* 285 4126

Softplus 4.274102 x 104 283 5299
Linear 4.018386 x 1072 282 656

W2 8, IR T MR AR OSBRI N I L2ARRXT 1R ZE . CPUIBATIN [A] JOEARR S, Mk ?2HmT
DA H B0 BR A — 1 802 A 28 IR 28 R BT A RO B2 MR, R AR e 0 BRI A R
M, AT AR BOE pR 2 A BRIA BI10720R05 . FEAHZE A KIS [E] P, 28 248 [F] RS BER, Tanh 05 B
B BEER IR B D, Sigmoid M Softplustilil B X K £ .

7. B4

AR I T Ritz A48 WX 25 SRR 77 FEXT TLRR SR AR 7 VAR T BUE PE A 73 AT I A 48 X 255 S 40 U
BIF 5. AT [ R TR R — 5] 1~ X A SR AR 5 v AT BUE LL B T, 45 SRR IH = 55 GausssR AR 7 AR B
194, FEA KR (7] BE s 1k B SE U7 RS B . KA N 48 S BUBURTE I T A5, 24 )11 R AR 4 I A 28 )
ZREE WA R, fE U EIARI4AN, BRI IS e E A GE I g SR B, T D SO 2 2 E
RS 45038 B M 25 A OB, L2 FE B8 U4 U0 4 0 2 4l 0 2 T SRR 1 2
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