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ABSTRACT

We establish error estimates for the approximation of parametric p-Dirichlet problems
deploying the Deep Ritz Method. Parametric dependencies include, e.g., varying geometries
and exponents p € (1, 00). Combining the derived error estimates with quantitative approx-
imation theorems yields error decay rates and establishes that the Deep Ritz Method retains
the favorable approximation capabilities of neural networks in the approximation of high
dimensional functions which makes the method attractive for parametric problems. Finally,
we present numerical examples to illustrate potential applications.
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I InTRODUCTION

In the present work, we study the Deep Ritz Method for parametric p-Dirichlet problems both theoret-
ically and numerically. More precisely, for a given open set () C R?,d € N, a given exponent p € (1, ), and
a right-hand side f € L” (Q), we are seeking for a function u* € W'#(Q) that solves

—div(IVu'PVu) = f inQ, (1)
subjected to various boundary conditions and parametric dependencies. Encoding the boundary conditions
and parametric dependencies in a subspace U of W'?(Q), the variational problem (1)) is equivalently express-

ible as a minimization problem which is amendable to the Deep Ritz Method. More precisely, u* € W#(Q)
solves the variational problem (1) if and only if it is minimal for the p-Dirichlet energy E : U — R, defined by

E(v) :=1f|VU|pdx—fodx
P Ja Q

foreveryv € U. Motivated by recent empirical success in the application of neural network based methods to
parametric problemsHennigh et al.[(2021) as well as their relevance to engineering applications, we include
parametric dependencies in our analysis. For example, using one neural network as an ansatz function, we
solve simultaneously for a parametrized family of domains. Another example treats the exponentp € (1, o)
in the formulation of the p-Dirichlet problem as a parameter. We theoretically analyze the error made by this
approach also in the parametric setting.

Our theoretical results decompose the error of the Deep Ritz Method into optimization accuracy, expres-
sivity of the ansatz class and —in case the of the boundary penalty method for Dirichlet boundary conditions
— a term corresponding to the penalization parameter. Combining the error estimates with quantitative ap-
proximation results from the literature, we can — at least theoretically — derive error decay rates. Further, we
deduce that the potent expressivity of neural networks, especially in high dimensional settings, is retained
by the Deep Ritz Method for (parametric) p-Dirichlet problems. To the best of our knowledge, our results
present the first error estimates of the Deep Ritz Method for non-linear and parametric equations. Finally,
we present numerical results illustrating the application of the Deep Ritz Method to parametric p-Dirichlet
problems.
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NEeuraL NETWORK Basep METHODS TO SOoLvE PDEs Investigating artificial neural networks as ansatz clas-
ses for the solution of PDEs or PDE solution operators has recently gained interest due to its potential for
parametric families of PDEs, cf. |Li et al.| (2020b), inverse or data enhanced problems, cf.[Zhang et al.[(2018)
or|Zhu et al.|(2019), and the solution of PDEs in high spatial dimensions, cf. [E and Yu|(2018), Han et al.[(2018]
2017) or|Jentzen et al.|(2018). Among the most popular approaches are physics informed neural networks, cf.
Raissi et al.| (2019), neural operator methods|Li et al.{(2020b) and the Deep Ritz Method, cf. |E and Yu|(2018).
Both, the fact that neural network based methods usually circumvent the necessity of mesh formation and
the good approximation capabilities of neural networks for high dimensional functions Weinan et al.|(2019);
Wojtowytsch et al.|(2020); Jentzen et al.| (2018) motivate the investigation of neural network based methods
as an alternative to more traditional numerical schemes, such as finite elements or finite differences for
parametric and high dimensional problems.

ParaMETRIC PROBLEMS In the context of the Deep Ritz Method, we solve PDEs by minimizing their corre-
sponding energy formulation, if available. In this setting, a typical parametric problem is of the form

u,, = argmin E,(v), 2)

vel(p)

where p € P is a fixed parameter from the parameter space # CRY, NeN, and U(p) is a space of functions de-
fined on an open set Q(p) CIR?, d€ N, usually realized by a Sobolev space. Typical examples for the paramet-
ric dependence of E,, : U(p) — R, p € P, include parametric forcing terms, PDE coefficients and geometries.
More explicitly, we consider examples in which E,, : U(p) = R, p € P, for every p = (p1,p2,p3)T € P C RN
and v € U(p), takes the form

1
E,(v) = —f Vol dx — f(ps,-)vdx. ©)]
P1 Jaw,) Q(p2)

The approach to solve parametric problems with the Deep Ritz Method is to use neural networks that take
both a parameter p = (p1, p2, p3) " € P and a spatial variable x € Q)(p,) as an input, i.e., mapping of the particular
form ((p, x)" = up(p, x)) : Upeg, {p = (p1,p2,p3) "} X Q(p2) > R. Here, by 0 € ©, we denote the neural network’s
parameters and by © the neural network’s parameter space. Then, we consider the minimization problem

min £(0) = min &(up) = min f@ Ep(uo(p,-)) du(p), 4)

for some suitable measure p on #. Solving this minimization problem yields a solution of (2)) simultaneously
for the whole parameter space #. Incorporating PDE parameters in the above way directly into the ansatz
class constitutes a great benefit for engineering applications that often require the exploration of parameter
spaces. For an application of industrial scale (in the context of physics informed neural networks), we refer to
Hennigh et al {(2021), where a parametric geometry was used to determine the optimal design of a heat sink.

1.1 Main Contribution and Related Work

Let the energy of a parametric problem be given, i.e., & : U — R, where U is a function space prescribed
through the structure of the dependencies to a parameter space # C RN, N € N, for every v € U defined by

8(0) = L Ex(0) du(p), )

where E, : U(p) = R, p € @, is of the form (3). Our main results are several Céa type estimates for 8: U - R.
Denote by u* € U, a minimizer of (5) and let vy € U, O € O, denote the realization of a neural network with
parameter space O, then, it holds

pi(ve ') < (8(vo) - inf 8(y)) + inf pi(vy, u') =: 5(0) + 1(©). (6)

Here, p%, p% : U X U — R are problem-dependent error measures, in the context of the p-Dirichlet problem,
usually given (up to multiplicative constants) as the so-called natural distanceE]

* * * 2
P, 0) ~ 3, 0) ~ f@ [Fy (Vst) = Epy (V30| 2 e P)
where F), : R > R, p = (P1,p2,p3)" € P, is defined by Fp (a) = Ialga foralla e RY, compare to Section

for more details on the natural distance, and by V, the gradient with respect to the spatial variable x € Q(p
only is meant.

%For two functions g, : D — R, where D is an arbitrary set, we write ¢ ~  if and only if there exit constants ¢, C > 0
such thatcg <h < Cgin D.



The reasons we are interested in the estimate (6) are the following:

1. Itdecomposes the error p?(ve, u*) into a contribution 6(ve) capturing the effect of the (usually incomplete)
optimization accuracy and a term 1(®) that quantifies the expressivity of the ansatz class. This shows
the convergence of the Deep Ritz Method given successful optimization and growing ansatz classes.

2. Using results from the approximation theory literature, we employ the estimate (6) to deduce — at least
theoretically — error decay rates for the application of the Deep Ritz Method to the p-Dirichlet problem.
Note that for the natural distance no results are known in the literature. Hence, we discuss the relation
to Sobolev topologies, where a rich approximation theory is known.

3. Combining the estimate (6) with quantitative universal approximation theorems such as [Githring and
Raslan| (2021), we show that solving the p-Dirichlet problem with the Deep Ritz Method retains the
favorable approximation capabilities of neural networks for smooth functions, compare to Theorem 3}
This is especially useful if the PDE of interest is posed in high spatial dimensions, since here classical so-
lutions schemes are facing the curse of dimensionality. As we do not assume any lower-dimensionality
structure on the PDE, it is not possible to obtain a dimension independent result as inJentzen et al.|(2018)
or Barron!| (1993), yet a sufficient amount of smoothness (in the sense of Sobolev spaces) of the solution
leads to improved error decay rates. We stress that in all results that break the curse of dimensionality
some sort of assumptions are present and we propose the smoothness assumption as yet another.

Further, we also analyze the effect of the boundary penalty method and derive a result similar to the esti-
mate (6), with an additional term accounting for the boundary penalty. The conclusions as above, thus, apply
to the boundary penalty method. Finally, we present numerical results indicating that the Deep Ritz Method
is well-suited to solve parametric problems of the form analyzed theoretically.

To the best of our knowledge, there are no results in the literature that estimate the error of the Deep Ritz
Method for the p-Dirichlet problem so far. Existing results, such as Miiller and Zeinhofer| (2021); Xu (2020);
Jiao et al.| (2021); Duan et al.| (2021), treat only linear elliptic equations and none of these works consider
parametric settings. Error estimates for the p-Dirichlet exist in the finite element literature, e.g., Diening and
Rtizicka|(2007). However, the proofs don’t generalize to the case of the Deep Ritz Method, as the set of neural
networks of a given architecture does not possess a vector space structure and, hence, arguments based on
optimality criteria — such as Galerkin orthogonality — are not available and need to be circumvented.

II PRELIMINARIES

2.1 Functional analytical notation

For a (real) Banach space X equipped with norm || - [|x : X — Rso, we denote by X" its topological dual
space equipped with the dual norm |- [|x- : X* — Ry, defined by [[x"[lx- := supyy ; (x", x)x for every x* € X".
Here, (-, )x : X* X X = Ry denotes the duality pairing, defined by (x*, x)x = x*(x) for every x* € X*, x € X.

2.2 Standard function spaces

Throughout the entire section, if not otherwise specified, we denote by QC R%, deIN, abounded domain,
i.e., a bounded, connected and open set.

LEBESGUE SPACES. Forpe[1, o], we denote by LP(Q), the space of (Lebesgue—)measurable functions 1: Q — R
that are integrable in p—th power, i.e.,1 f [ulP dx < oo if p € [1, 00) and ess sup, ., |u(x)| < coif p = co. Endowed
with the norm ||ullyq) = (fQ [ulP dx)» ﬁ p € [1,00) and [[ullpyq) = esssup,|u(x)| < oo if p = oo, the space
LP(Q) forms a Banach space, which is separable if p € [1, 00) and reflexive if p € (1,0), cf. (Adams and
Fournier, 2003, Chapter 2).

SoBoLEv spacEes. For k€N and p€[1, o], we denote by Wr#(Q), the subspace of LP(Q) of functions with par-
tial distributional derivatives up to k-th order in L’(Q2). Endowed with the norm ||ul|w«r () := Zfzo (|D"u| Q)
the space W*#(Q) forms a Banach space, which is separable if p € [1, o0) and reflexive if p € (1, ), cf. (Adams
and Fournier, 2003, Chapter 3). For k € N and pe[1, o], we denote by W:#(Q), the closure of all compactly
supported smooth functions C(Q) in W (Q). If Q € RY, d € N, is a bounded Lipschitz domain, then
there exists a linear, continuous trace operator operator tr : W#(Q) — LF(9Q) such that tr(u) = ulyq for all
u e W (Q) N C%Q) and tr(u) = 0 for all u € Wé'P(Q). In particular, we will omit writing ‘tr” in this context,
e.g., we will employ the abbreviation [[ull;»q) = |ltr(u)llr9q). Further, in the context of a penalization scheme,
the following Friedrich’s inequality takes a crucial role:



Proposition 1 (Friedrich’s inequality). Let Q C R?, d € IN, be a bounded Lipschitz domain and p € (1,c0). Then,
there exists a constant cg(p) > 0 such that for every u € WP(Q), it holds

ity < P (V] g + Nl ) -

In particular, we have that (p — cg:(p)) € C°(1, 0).
Proof. See|Grisvard)| (2011). O

Tue space WP(div; Q). For p€[1, o], we denote by WF(div; Q), the subspace of LF(Q)? of vector fields with
distributional divergences in L7(C2). Endowed with the norm ||zl|wriv:q) = Idiv(2)l|rr) + 1zllr ), the space
WP(div; Q) is a Banach space, which is separable if p€[1, 0) and reflexive p € (1, 00), cf. Schwarz| (1995). For
p€[1, o], we denote by Wi (div; Q), the closure of all compactly supported smooth vector fields CZ°(€)? in
WrP(div; Q). If Q € R, d € IN, is a bounded Lipschitz domain, then there exists a linear and continuous
operator tr : WP(div; Q) — W57 (dQ), called normal trace operator, such that tr(z) - n = z|yq - n for every z €
Wr(div; Q)NCY(Q)? and tr(z)-n = 0 for everyz € Wg(div; Q). Further, we will omit writing ‘tr” in this context,
e.g., wewill employ the abbreviation ||z-n|lw-}»q) == IItr(z)-nllw-} »@q). Inthe context of a penalization scheme,
we need to resort to Green’s formula:

Proposition 2 (Green’s formula). Let Q C RY, d € IN, be a bounded Lipschitz domain and p € (1,00). Then, for
every z € WP(div; Q) and v € W' (Q), it holds

fdiv(z)vdx =z n,V)w- 57 50 —fz-Vvdx.
Q Q

Proof. See (Schwarz,[1995| Proposition 2.1.2). o

2.3 Neural networks

Here, we introduce our used notation for the functions represented by a feed-forward neural network.
Consider natural numbers d, m, L, Ny, ..., N;, € IN and let

L
0 =((A1b),..., (AL b)) €©:= [[ RN xRN @)
1=1
be a tuple of matrix-vector pairs, where A; € RNNet gand b e RN forl =1,...,L. In particular, we always as-
sume that Ny = dand N} = m. The matrix-vector pairs (A;, b)) € RN?NeixRN, [ = 1, ..., L, induce affine-linear
mappings T; ‘RNt RN [=1,...,L. Then, a neural network function ug: RY —» R” with parameters 0 € ©
and activation function g : R — R is defined by

u§(x) := To(g(Tpa(g(--g(T1() inR" forallx € R

The set of all neural network functions of a certain architecture © is then given by 7§ := {uf | 6 € ®}. Here, d
denotes the input dimension, while m denotes the output dimension of the neural network. Apart from that, L
is called the depth and W := max;=o,.. 1. N; the width of the neural network. A neural network is called shallow,
if it has depth L = 2 and deep otherwise. The total number or parameters and the total number of neurons of such
a neural network is given by dim(®) and Y|, Ny, respectively. Throughout what follows, we restrict to the
case m =1 since we only consider scalar functions. If we have u=u$ for some 6 € ©, we say the function u can
be realized by the neural network 7§. Note that we often drop the superscript g if it is clear from the context.

In the following, we need the square of the ReLU activation function which is defined by ReLU? := max(0, -)*.

Theorem 3 (Quantitative Universal Approximation). Let Q € R, d € IN, be a bounded Lipschitz domain.
Moreover, let p € [1,00] and k € IN. Then, for every n € N and every u € W*(Q), there exists a fully-connected
ReLU?-network u, € W¥(Q) with parameter space O, of dimension ©O(n) such that, it holds

k=1
1\ 7
I = tallwisicy < ep) (5)  Mtlwisin

where c(p) > 0 depends only on p € [1,00] and d, k € IN.

Remark 4. Theorem [3]is a special case of (Giihring and Raslan| 2021, Theorem 4.9). It is proven there for a
wide range of activation functions and higher order Sobolev approximations. Furthermore, it is also shown
that the approximation rate is — up to a logarithmic factor — optimal, if one assumes that the weights are
encodable. We refer the reader to the original work for details.
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III  BRIEF REVIEW OF THE p-DIRICHLET PROBLEM

In this section, we give a brief review of the p-Dirichlet problem. To keep the presentation fairly simple,
we initially restrict ourselves to the p-Dirichlet problem subject to homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions. The latter, for a fixed exponent p € (1, o) and a fixed right-hand side f € Wé'P(Q)*, seeks for a function
u* € Wi#(Q) such that for every v € W;#(Q), it holds

f IVu'P=2Vu* - Vodx = (f, oywiry - (8)
Q

Resorting to the celebrated monotone operator theory, cf. (Ruzickal, 2004, Satz 1.39), it is readily seen that (8) ad-
mits a unique solution. In what follows, we reserve the notation u* € W(l)'p (Q) for this solution. For being amen-
able to the Deep Ritz Method, the variational problem (8) must be equivalently expressible as a minimization
problem. A minimization problem equivalent to is given by the minimization of the p-Dirichlet energy,
i.e., the energy functional E : W)?(Q)) — R, for every v € W}*(Q2) defined by

1
E(v) = ’ Vol dx = (f, v)wir) - )
Q

Since E : Wi#(Q) - Risa prope strictly convex, weakly coerciveﬁ and lower semi-continuous’|[functional,
the direct method in the calculus of variations, cf. Dacorogna|(2008), implies the existence of a unique minimizer.
More precisely, due to the convexity and Frechét differentiability of E: W}#(€Q2) = R, this minimizer coincides
with the solution u* € Wi#(Q) to .

In (Dondl et al., 2021}, Section 5.2), it has been established that the restrictions E,,:=E|y, : M, = R, n€N,
where (M,,),eN is a suitable conformal (i.e., M,, C Wé/” (Q) for all n € IN) and potentially non-linear sequence
of ansatz classes, a class of neural networks, for example, -converges to E : Wé"’ (€Q) — R with respect to
weak convergence in Wé"’(Q).

We are interested in error estimates for the minimization problem (9) for general classes M,, € Wy?(€Q),
n € IN, of ansatz functions, to be realized by neural networks. Due to the potential non-linearity of the ansatz
classes M,, € Wy#(Q)), n € IN, we cannot resort to Galerkin orthogonality relations, which usually play a de-
cisive role in the derivation of Céa type lemmata and, thus, error estimates, cf. Diening and Rtizicka| (2007).
Instead, we follow a commonly used approach from convex analysis and replace the missing Galerkin ortho-
gonality relations by co-coercivity properties of the strongly convex p-Dirichlet energy. To this end, we iden-
tify a suitable measure for the co-coercivity of the p-Dirichlet energy E : W}P(Q)) —» R at u* € Wi(Q), i,
we identify bi-variate, symmetric mappings p7, p3: Wy (Q) x W;#(Q) = Ry such that for every v € WiP(Q),
it holds

pro,u") < E(0) - E(w’) < p3(o,u"). (10)

Then, the two-sided estimate implies a Céa type lemma, which can be used to derive error estimates. An
intuitive — but also somewhat naive — approach is to choose (up to some multiplicative constants) p3(v, w) ~
p%(v, w) ~ |IVo — Vwl|fy ) for all v, w € Wé'V(Q). However, it turned out that this choice is not well-suited for
both an a priori and an a posteriori error analysis for the p-Dirichlet energy E : W#(Q) — R (and (§)) as, e.g.,
one obtains convergence rates that are sub-optimal for a discretization using linear finite element spaces, cf.
Barrett and Liu/(1993). The optimal choice results from the observation that by the Taylor expansion, cf.
for a justification, and the optimality condition DE(u*) = 0 in W(l)"’ (Q)*, for every v € Wé'p (QQ), we have that

1
E(v) - E(u) = (DEW"), v — u")wir) + f D*E(to+ (1 -t [v—u',vo—u](1-1)dt
) ‘ (11)
= f D*E(to+ (1 -t [v—u" o —u](1-1)dt.
0

With we observe that the optimal distance measures p?, p3 : Wi#(Q) x Wi#(Q) — R must form upper
(

7P
and lower bounds, resp., for the second variation of E : ngp Q- R, ie, 2. To identify such measures,

“For a Banach space X, a functional E : X — R U {+oo} is called proper if E(x) < oo for some x € X.

SFor a Banach space X, a functional E : X — R U {+o0} is called weakly coercive if from ||x]lx — oo, it follows that
E(x) — oo.

For a Banach space X, a functional E : X — R U {+oo} is called lower semi-continuous if from x, — x in X (1 — o0), it
follows that E(x) < liminf, . E(x,).



we make the ansatz that, uniformly with respect to v, w € Wj#(Q), it holds

1
IF(Vo) — F(Vw)lliz(g)d ~ fo D*E(to+ (1 = t)w) [v —w,v —w] (1 - 7)d7, (12)

i.e., p2(v,w) ~ p3(v,w) ~ [F(Vo) = F(VWw)|[?2(qye, for some (possibly non-linear) function F: R? — R? with F(0) =0.
The ansatz (12) has the particular advantage that, in terms of Lebesgue norms, we enter a linear level, while
all the non-linearity of the p-Dirichlet energy is covered by the function F : R? — R?. But how to identify F :
R? — R?? To this end, we consider the case w = 0 € W}#(Q), so that, uniformly with respect to v € W}P(Q),

1
EVOIE, 6 ~ f D?E(10) [0,0] (1 = 7) 7 ~ IVl (13)
0

where we used for the second equivalence that min{1, p — 1}|alP2[b]* < D?*¢(a) : b®b < max{1,p— 2}|a|7"2|b|2m
foralla € R?\{0}and b € R?, where ¢ € C}(R¥)NC%(IR?\{0}), defined by ¢(a) = %Ialp foralla € R, denotes the

p-Dirichlet density, as well as that fol i1 -1)dr = Fﬁ. The equivalence (13), in turn, suggests the choice
2

F@@):=la=a forallaeR". (14)
which guarantees that ||F (Vv)ll%z(Q)d = [IVollfp iy forallv e Wé'f’ (Q) and, thus, is sufficient for the ansatz
for the particular case w = 0 € W}#(Q). That even holds for all v, w € WP(Q) if F : R — R? is defined
by is shown in the subsequent section and for which we will resort to the following key properties of
F:RY — R%

Lemma5. Letp € (1,00) and d € IN. Then, there exists a constant c(p) > 0, depending onlyond € Nandp € (1, ),
such that the following statements apply:

(i) Foreverya,b € R?, it holds
C(p)_1 |F(a) — F(b)* < (lalP~2a — bl ~2b) - (a = b) < c(p) |F(a) — Fb)l*.
(i) For everya,b € RY, it holds
c(p)”" IF(@) — F(b)* < (lal + 1bly’?la — bI* < c(p) [F(a) — F(b)I*.

Proof. See (Diening et al., 2007, Appendix) or (Diening and Ettwein, 2008, Appendix). ]

Remark 6. By carefully reviewing the proofs in (Diening et al., 2007, Appendix), it can be found that for the
constants c(p) >0, p€ (1, ), in Lemma [5|depend continuously on p€(1, ®), i.e., it holds (p — c¢(p)) € C°(1, o).

Eventually, we introduce the compact notation p2 : W'#(Q) x W'?(Q) — R, for every v,w € W'#(Q)
defined by

P20, W) = [IF(V0) = FV0)I, 0 - (15)

Since p2 : W'(Q) x W'?(Q) — R arises naturally from the ansa and is the optimal distance measure
for the p-Dirichlet problem because of the two-sided estimate (10), it is usually referred to as the natural
distance in the literature, cf. |[Diening and Rtzicka| (2007); Diening et al. (2007); [Diening and Ettwein| (2008);
Kaltenbach and Ruazickal (2022).

Remark 7 (¢-Dirichlet problem). We could further consider more general convex functions ¢ € CH(IRY) than
the p-Dirichlet density. For example, we could consider ¢» € C}(IR?) to be given as ¢(a) := ¢(lal) for alla € RY,
where ¢ € C%(0, ) is a balanced N-function, cf.[Diening and RaZickal (2007); Kaltenbach and Rtzickal (2022),
i.e., satisfies the Az- and the V,-condition as well as ¢’(a) ~ a ¢”’(a) uniformly with respect to a > 0. In fact,
every result of this section, Section [[V| and Section E can be generalized to the ¢-Dirichlet problem,
i.e., a non-linear Dirichlet problem with so-called Orlicz-structure. To be more precise, for given right-
hand side f € W}?(Q)*, where W}#(Q) = {v € W} (Q) | (IVv]) € L}(€))} denotes the Orlicz-Sobolev space,
the @-Dirichlet problem seeks for a Orlicz-Sobolev function u* € Wé"f’ (Q) such that for every v € Wé"”(Q), it
holds

LA(Vu*) -Vodx = (f, v)wieq), (16)

where A : R — RY for every a € R? is defined by A(a) := D¢(a) = @' (lal) ;- In this case, the natural distance
is defined analogously but with F : R — R? for every a € R” is defined by F(a) := +/|A(a)llal5.
"For quadratic matrices A = (a;}); j=1,...4, B = (bi)i j=1,..4 € R™ A:B:= Z'f,]-:l a;;b;j denotes the Frobenius inner product.
8For vectorsa, b € RY, the matrix a®b € R4, defined by (a®b);; = a;b; foralli,j =1,...,d, denotes the dyadic product.
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IV Two-SipED ENERGY ESTIMATES IN THE NATURAL DISTANCE

In this section, we establish that the natural distance satisfies the ansatz and, thus, is an optimal
distance measure for the p-Dirichlet problem, which satisfies the desired two-sided inequality for the
p-Dirichlet energy. This, in turn, results in a Céa type lemma for the p-Dirichlet problem, which forms the
basis of an error analysis for approximations deploying the Deep Ritz Method. Unlike in Section[[II} we do
not restrict ourselves to homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions but examine general subspaces U of
W1P(Q) for which a Poincaré inequality applies, such as, e.g., Sobolev functions that vanish on subsets ', of
the boundary dQ that have positive (d — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure or that have vanishing integral
mean.

Theorem 8. Let Q C IR?, d € IN, be a bounded domain, fe WP (Q), pel,o0),and U C WP (Q) a closed subspace
such that Poincaré’s inequality applies, i.e., there exists a constant cp > 0 such that for every v € U, it holds

lollr @) < cplVollpqy - 17)
Moreover, let E : U — R for every v € U be defined by

1
E(U) = —f |V7)|p dx — (f, U>Wl,p(Q) .
P Ja

Then, the following statements apply:

(i) There exists a unique minimizer u* € U for E: U — R
(ii) There exists a constant c(p) > 0, depending only on p € (1, 00) and d € IN such that for every v € U, it holds

e(p)™ pR(o,u) < E(0) - E@) < clp) pi(o, 1),
where F: R? — R? is defined by (). In particular, we can choose c(p) > 0 such that (p = c(p)) € C°(1, c0).

Remark 9. For p=2, we have c(p)=1 and equality, i.e., E(v)—E(u*)= %lle—Vu*Iliz(Q)d =p%(v,u*) for allve U.
Remark 10. For the closed subspace U of W'#(Q), we have, e.g., in mind W;’;’ (Q):={ve W (Q) | v=0inTp},
where I'p C dQ satisfies 7% 1(I'p) > 0, or W(Q)/R := {v € W#(Q) | fQ vdx = 0}, or closed subsets of these
spaces.

Remark 11. Theorem|8lalso applies for U = W#(Q) if f € W'P(QQ)* vanishes on constants and if we drop the
uniqueness in point (i). More precisely, for U = W'#(Q)/R, Theorem[8lalready implies the existence of a min-
imizer u* € W'?(Q)/R of E : W"7(Q)/R — R, cf. Remark Since f € W'#(Q)* vanishes on constants, this

implies E(v) = E(v — J% vdx) > E(u*) for allv € W(Q), i.e., u* € W(Q)/R is minimial for E : W'7(Q) — R.
In particular, for every c € R, u* + ¢ € W#(Q) is minimal for E : W?(Q) — R, due to E(u* + ¢) = E(u").

An immediate consequence of Theorem|§]is the following Céa type lemma.

Corollary 12 (Céa Type Lemma). Let the assumptions of Theorem[8|be satisfied. Moreover, let M C U be an arbitrary
subset. Then, there exists a constant c(p) >0, depending only on p € (1, c0) and d €IN, such that for every ve M, it holds

2 * . 2 [~ %
pr( 1) < c(p) (6 + Inf pi(5, 1)),

where & := 5(v) = E(v) — infsepm E(D). In particular, we can choose c(p) > 0 such that (p + c(p)) € C°(1, o0).

Remark 13. For the conformal subset M of U, we have, e.g., in mind a set of all neural network realizations
9"(5 of a certain architecture ® CRN, NelN, and activation function p:IR— R or modifications of this set, e.g.,
using multiplicative weights to enforce homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions on I'p or additive in-
tegral mean corrections to enforce a vanishing integral mean constraint.

Proof of Corollary (I2). Let v € M be fixed, but arbitrary. Then, by referring to Theorem 8} we find that
-1 2 . . ~ . o .
c(p)” pr(v,u’) < E(v) ;21& E@®) + ;2& E(®) - E(u")

. 2/~
<6 +c(p) 1}3& pr(d,u). O

The proof of Theorem|8|is based on thejustification of the Taylor expansion (11)) and, then, to establish the
equivalence (12). To trace the later, in the following lemma, we first fall back to the finite dimensional case.



Lemma 14 (Point-wise Estimate). Let p € (1, 00) and d € IN. Then, there exits a constant c(p) > 0, depending only
ond e Nandp € (1,00), such that for every a,b € RY with |a| + |b] > 0, we have that

1
c(p)"' [F(a) — F(b)* < f D*¢(ta+ (1 —1)b): (a—b)® (a—b) (1 — 1) d7 < c(p) |[F(a) — F(b)*,
0

where ¢ € C1(RY) N C2(IRY \ {0}), defined by ¢(a) = %Ialp for all a € RY, denotes the p-Dirichlet density. In particular,
we can choose c(p) > 0 such that (p + c(p)) € C°(1, o).

Proof. We introduce the abbreviation n? : RYxIR%\{(0,0)T} — Ry, for every a, b € R? with |a|+|b| > 0 defined by

1
(a,b) == f qub(m +(1-7)b):(@-b)®@-b)(1-r1)dr.
0

Using D2 (a) : b®b > min{1, p — 1}|al'2|bJ? for alla € RY \ {0}, b € RY (cf. (RGzickal 2004, p. 73, ineq. (1.35))),
for every a,b € R? with |a| + |b| > 0, we obtain

1
12(a,b) > min{1,p — 1} f lta+ (1 - )bP2la— b (1 - 7)dr. (18)
0

Apart from that, with the help of Jensen’s inequality applied with respect to the measure du = (1 - 7)d7, i.e.,
in particular, we use that du([0, 1]) = %, for every a,b € R? with |a| + |b] > 0, we observe that

1 P 1 P 1
(Zfo |ta + (1 - 7)bj(1 — 1) dT) = (j; |ta + (1 — 1)b) dy(’[)) < j{; ITa + (1 — )bl dp(t) . (19)

Then, we continue in by incorporating and, thus, find that for every a,be R with |a| + |b| >0, it holds

1 2
n%(a,b) > min{1,p — 1}f lta + (1 —7)bf (1 —1) d’c%
" ,, 20)
. ( f ) la — b
> min{l,p —1}(2 a+(1-17)b(1-1)dt| ———.
Lp=1(2 | fa+(=on 1 -nde] i
There exists a constant ¢ > 0, depending only on d € IN, such that for every a,b € R?, it holds
1

Zf |Ta + (1 = 7)b| (1 = 71)d7 > c(la| + |b]), (21)

0

which readily follows from the fact the both sides define norms on R x R? and, thus, need to be equivalent.
Using (21)) in (20), for every a,b € R? with |a| + |b| > 0, we deduce that

7(a,b) > min{l,p - 1} & (al + [b)"2[a - bP .

Eventually, resorting to Lemma5, we conclude the existence of a constant c(p) > 0, depending only ond € N
and p € (1, 00), with (p = c(p)) € C%(1, ), such that for everya,b € RY with |a| + |b| > 0, it holds

n(a,b) = c(p)~! |[F(a) — F(b)*.

On the other hand, since also D?*¢(a) : b® b < max{1,p — 2}lal~2|b|? for alla € R? \ {0}, b € R, which, again,
follows very similarly to (Razicka), 2004, p. 73, ineq. (1.35)), we find that

1
n*(a,b) < max{1,p - 2} f Ita + (1 —7)bP~2 (1 = 7)dta - b*. (22)
0

Since, appealing to (Diening et al., 2007, Appendix, Lemma 6.1), there is a constant c(p) > 0, depending only
ond € N and p € (1,00), with (p = c(p)) € C°(1, ), such that for every a,b € R? with |a| + [b| > 0, it holds

1
f 2 + (1= 0o 2 dt < c(p) (lal + b2,
0

we deduce from (22) that for every a, b € R? with [a|+[b| > 0, itholds n?(a, b) < max{1, p—2}c(p)(lal+|bl)’~2la—b[?,
which, resorting again to Lemma ] eventually, completes the proof of Lemma m]



Now we have it all at our disposal to prove Theorem|§|

Proof of Theorem |8} ad (i). The p-Dirichlet energy E : U — R is proper, strictly convex, continuous and, thus,
lower semi-continuous. In addition, the validity of Poincaré’s inequality (17), in a standard manner, i.e., in
combination with the e-Young inequality, cf. &D or (#7), guarantees the weak coercivity of E : U — R, so
that the direct method in the calculus of variations yields, cf. [Dacorognal (2008), the existence of a unique
minimizer u* € Uof E: U — R.

ad (ii). We proceed similar to (Diening and Kreuzer, 2008, Lemma 16.). Again, we employ the notation
¢ € CHRY) NCZ(R?\{0}), defined by ¢(a) = 1 sl foralla € IRY, for the p-Dirichlet density. Since D¢ € C°(R%)?
with [D¢(a)| = [alP~! for all a € RY, the p- D1r1chlet energy is continuously Frechét differentiable with

(DE(u),v)y = f D¢(Vu) - Vodx = (f, v)wir(q)
Q

forall u,ve U. In particular, due to the minimality of u* € U, we have that DE(u*)=0in U, i.e., for every ve U,
it holds

(DE(u), v)y = 0. 23)

However, E : U — Ris not twice contmuously Frechét differentiable. Therefore, we consider regularizations
(¢e)es0 € C2(RY), defined by ¢, (a) = 1 (é + |a?)% for every ¢ > 0and a € R?, having the following properties:

(@) ¢:(a) > Pa) (e > 0) foralla € ]R" and ¢, (a) < 27 /p(lal + &) foralla € RY,
(B) (Do:)(a) = (Do)(a) (¢ = 0) foralla € R? and |(D¢.)(a)| < 2T (Ialp Ly el 1) for alla € RY,
() (D%¢.)(a) — (D*p)(a) (e — 0) for all a € R? \ {0} and |(D%¢.)(a)| < (p — 1)2'T *(eP2 + |aP-2) for all 2 € RY,

Inasmuch as (¢ )eso € C? (R?) satisfies (c), (B) and (y), it is easily checked that for every ¢ > 0, the regularized
p-Dirichlet energy E* : U — R, for every v € U defined by

E(v) = f@ 6:(V0) dx — (£, Dhwircy

is twice continuously Frechét—differentiable. In consequence, using Taylor’s formula and Fubini’s theorem,
for every ¢ > 0 and v € U, we obtain

1
Ef(v) — E(u") = (DE*(u"),v — u" )y + f D*Eé(to+ (1 - 1)) [v—u',v—u'] (1 -1)dr (24)
0

1
= f D¢ (Vu™) - V(v —u*)dx + f f D2¢)S(TVU +(1-7)Vu'): Vo -u)®V(@w—-u)dx(1-1)dt
) 0 Ja

C
1
= f Do (Vu™) - V(v —u")dx + f sz(j)s(TVv +(1-7)Vu'): Vo -u)®V(@w—-u")dx(1 - 1)drt.
Q aJo

Next, given both (a), (B) and (y), it is allowed to apply Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem in (24).
Hence, by passing for ¢ — 0 in (24), using in doing so, for every v € U, we find that

1
E(v) - EW) = L Do(Vu™) - V(v —u*)dx + L fo D2¢(TVU +(1-7)Vu): Vo -u)®V(@w-u*)(1-1)drdx
1
=(DEW"),v —u"yy + f f DZdJ(TVv +(1-7)Vu):Vo-u")®V(@w—-u*)(1 —1)drdx (25)
QJo

1
= f f chp(TVv +(1-7)Vu): Vo -u)®V(@w-u*)(1-1)drdx.
aJo

Apart from that, resorting to Lemma 14} we deduce the existence of a constant c(p) > 0, depending only on
d € Nand p € (1,00), with (p - c(p)) € C°(1, ), such that for every v € U, it holds

1
c(p) " pi(o,u’) < f f D*p(tVo + (1 = 7)Vu') : V(o — u) @ V(v — u*) (1 — 1) dt dx < c(p) p2(v,u”) . (26)
QJo

Eventually, by combining (25) and (26), we conclude the assertion of Theorem 8| O



V Bounpary PENALTY

In the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions, a common approach is to approximately enforce the latter
by a soft penalty. More precisely, to approximate homogeneous Dirichlet boundary conditions, for given a
feW(Q), pe(1, ), and a (large) penalty parameter A >0, we consider the boundary penalized p-Dirichlet
energy E) : W#(Q) — R, for every v € W'#(Q) defined by

1 A
E/\(Z)) = EL |V0|p dx + ; LQ |’U|p ds — <f, ’U)Wl,p(g) . (27)

In the limit A — oo, we obtain a homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition. The natural distance measure,
in this case, is the boundary penalized natural distance pz , : W'#(Q) x W'#(Q) — R, forevery v, w € W'#(Q)
defined by '

p}zrl/\(v/ w) = ||F(Vv) - F(Vw)HiZ(Q)d +A ”F(U) - F(w)”iZ(aQ) . (28)
Let us denote by u* € W#(Q), the solution of the p-Dirichlet problem with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition, i.e., the minimizer of over W}?(Q), and by uj € W'#(Q) the minimizer of over W7(Q)).
Then, we can analyze the effect of the penalty.
Theorem 15 (Boundary Penalty). Let QCIR?, d€IN, be a bounded domain, f € LV (QQ), p€(1, o), and MC WP(Q).

Moreover, assume that [Vu'P=2Vu* - n € LF (0Q). Then, there exists a constant c(p) > 0, depending only on d € N
and p € (1, 00), such that for every v € M and A > 1, it holds

. - _1
P2(v, u") + “UHZ’(&Q) < 2(6A +c(p) (z}g& pf%(v, uy) + A P)), (29)
where 6, = 6,(v) := Ex(v) — infsem EA(D). In particular, we can choose c(p) > 0 such that (p — c(p)) € C°(1, o).

Proof. We divide the proof into three main steps:
Step I. Repeating the regularization arguments in the proof of Theorem |8} we are able to show that for every
veMand A > 1,itholds

c(p)™ piA (0, uy) < Ex(v) = Ea(u}) < c(p) p 1 (0,14}) - (30)

Step II. Next, we need to estimate the distance of u* € Wéff’(Q) and 1 € W'#(Q). Tothisend, let A > 1be fixed,
but arbitrary. Then, the minimality of u} € W?(Q) and u* = 0 in LF(dQ) yield
Ex(uy) < Ex(u’) = E(u). @31

Thus, using for every ¢ > 0, the e-Young inequality with constant c(p, €) = (pg:;p , we deduce from that

1 * /\ % * 4 *
IV g+ 5 IR ey < GO+ ey ) I g + € 0 - (32)

In addition, owing to Friedrich’s inequality (cf. Theorem([T)), there exists a constant cg(p) > 0, only depending
ond € Nand p € (1,), with (p = cg(p)) € C(1, ), such that

1310y < crep) (VIR o + 13 IE ) (33)
Hence, choosing ¢ = 5—p min{A, 1}, ie., € = o if A > 1, in (B2), using (83) in doing so, we find that
1 P ATRRRT * P’ 1 14 A
I, g+ 5 6 oy < EGE) 4 eI 0 + 5 IV g+ 2 1600 - (34)

Absorbing the last two terms on the right-hand side of in the left-hand side, we obtain

i 1P < l
zp HMAHU’(&Q) - 2p

p

A
=P *
IV g+ 10

Lr(Q) (35)

< E@) +cp, ) IfI) -

Asu*e Wé"’(Q) is minimal for E : W(l)"” (Q) — R, which, in turn, is Frechét differentiable, for every v € W(l)"‘J (Q),
we have that

f Vi P2Vu* - Vodx = f fodx. (36)
Q Q
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Due to f € L7 (Q), from (36), we deduce that [Vu*[P~2Vu* € WF'(div; Q) with —div([Vu*P=2Vu*) = f in LV (Q).
In particular, appealing to Proposition[2 for every v € W'#(Q), we have that

f IVu'P2Vu* - Vodx — f IVu'P2Vu* - nods = f fodx. (37)
Q oQ Q
Similarly, as u} € W#(Q) is minimal for E, : W?(Q) — R, which is Frechét differentiable, for every ve W?(Q),
we have that
f IVuj\lp_ZVuj\ -Vodx + /\f Iuj\lp_zuj\ vds = f fodx. (38)
Q oQ Q

Subtracting from (B7), choosing v := u* — u € W#(Q), we observe, using that u* = 0 on LP(dQ) and
— (i P~2uy)uy = —luilP < 0 and (B5), that

fQ (IVu*I”*ZVu* - IVu’;IHW}) ~(Vu' = Vuy)dx = fa . (IVM*I’HVu* e+ A |P*2uj\) (u—uy)ds

< - Vi P2Vu' - n uy ds (39)
Q

, L
<) VP2 Va -]y ) (GO + AR, ) A7
Thus, appealing to Lemma 5 i.e., there exists a constant c(p) > 0, depending only on d € IN and p € (1, ),

with (p — ¢(p)) € C°(1, o), such that
c(p)‘1 pl%(u*, uy) < f (IVu*IP_ZVu* - IVuj\I”_ZVuj\) ~(Vu' = Vu)dx,
we conclude from (39) that "
PR, 13) < c(p) [V P2Vart |, o) (EGE) + 1AL, (Q))%A*% : (40)

Step I1I. Combining (30), (34) and (40), we obtain a constant c(p) > 0, depending only ond € Nand p € (1, o),
with (p - c(p)) € C°(1, o), such that for every v € M and A > 1, it holds

PH@ 1) +10IF) 50y < 2(pF(,143) + IF(©) = FG)IR oy + PE@, 183) + IF@)IE )
< 2(p7 (@ 13) + pR0u" 13) + 1431 )

<2 (o0 -+ e inf p3,(@,13) + 177 ;

VI ParamEeTrrIiCc PROBLEMS

In this section, we generalize our results, in particular, Theorem[8} to parametric problems. In principle,
the procedure is quite analogous: We establish the existence of a minimizer of our parametric problem. This,
again, is closely related to the validity of a corresponding parametric Poincaré inequality. Then, we deduce
that the minimizer of our parametric problem for each fixed parameter is minimizer of the respective original
p-Dirichlet problem and resort to Theorem [§}

To start with, we examine a parametric problem with a varying exponent. Meaning that —in the simplest
case — we are looking for a function ((p, x) = u*(p, x)) : # xQ — Rsuch that u*(p, -) solves the p(p)-Dirichlet
problem with exponent p(p). The following proposition formalizes and generalizes this idea, allowing the
exponent to be a function p : # — IR. Treating a parametric problem of this form as a minimization problem
requires non-standard function spaces.

Proposition 16 (Variable Exponents). Let QCRR?, deIN, and # CRN, N €N, be bounded domains and p € L™ (P)
such that there exist p~,p* € (1, 00) with p~ < p(p) < p* for a.e. p € P. Moreover, we define the variable exponent

Lebesgue spaczﬂ

PO@ x Q) = {v e LY@ xQ) ‘ f f lo(p, x)P®) dx dp < oo},
P JQ

“Here, L°(# x Q) denotes the space of scalar (Lebesgue-)measurable functions on & x Q.

11



and the variable exponent Bochner—Lebesgue space
U= {v e PN(@ x Q) | v(p,-) € WHPI(Q) for ae. p € P,|V,0| € PP x Q)},

where the gradient V, for a.e. p € P is to be understood with respect to the variable x € Qonly. For fixed f € LV O(#xQ),
ie, feLY(PxQ)and [, [/ |f(p, 0P dxdp < oo, where p’ € L*(P) is defined by p’(p) := p(’;g’_l forallp € @,
we define variable exponent p-Dirichlet energy 8 : U — R for every v € U by

1
&) = f [— f IV.o(p, )PP dx — f f(p,-)v(p,-)dx]dp.
o 1p(P) Jo Q
Then, the following statements apply:

(i) There exists a unique (parametric) minimizer u* € Uof & : U — R.
(i) Forae. pe®, u'(p,-)e WiPP(Q) is a unique minimizer of E,,: WiP*®)(Q) - R, for every ve WP (Q) defined

by
1 f
E,(v) = — | |[VolPPdx —f ,)odx.
p(v) o) Jo Qf(P )
(iii) Fora.e. p € P and v e WPP)(Q), it holds

PPN [Fo(V0) = Fo(Vatt' (0, Naieye < Ep@) = Eplat'(p,) < clp(p)) [|Fo(V0) = Fo(Vetr™ (0, D[y

where F, : RT > RY, p € B, for every p € P is defined by F,(a) = |u|p(szafor alla € RY and c(p(p)) > 0 is the
constant from Theorem 8]

Remark 17. (i) For the variable exponent p € L*(#), we actually have in mind the identity mapping, i.e.,
p(p) =p1forallp = (p1,...,pn)" € &P. Since, however, Propositionalso applies for general p € L*(®)
such that thereexistp™, p* € (1, o) withp™ < p(p) < p* fora.e. p € P, weimmediately consider this case,
in order to keep potential future applications within the realm of possibﬂitias well.

(ii) Since (p > c(p)) € C°(1, 00) in Theoremas wellasp € L*(#L) in Proposition from Proposition(iii),
for every v € U, it follows that

ess infpemc(p(p))*1 pé(v, u’) < 8(v) — ') < ess supPE@c(p(p))ng(v, u’),
2
where p2,(v,u) := [ ||Fp(Vi(p, ) = Fo(Vatt'(p, -))HLZ(W dp forallv € U.

Proof. ad (i). The space U equipped with the norm || - [l = || - [Io@xq) + I1Vx - [l0(@xq), Where

ollonay = inf{/\>0| f f
P JQ

denotes the Luxembourg norm, cf. [Diening et al.|(2011)), forms a reflexive Banach space, cf. (Kaltenbach|
2021, Proposition 3.7 & Proposition3.9) or (Kaltenbach and Rtzi¢kal [2021} Proposition 3.6 & Proposition 3.7@
Apparently, 8 : U — R is strictly convex and continuous. In addition, for every v € U, due to Poincaré’s
inequality applied for a.e. fixed p € &, which is allowed since v(p, ) € Wé'p(P)(Q) fora.e. p € #, we have that

[ 1ot 0r® axap < [ diam@y® [ 19,060,900 arap
2 Ja 17 Q
< (1 + 2diam(Q))"" f f IV o(p, )PP dxdp,
2 Ja
i 1 : . . . . (p(p)e) 7' )
which foreveryv € Uand ¢ € (0, F]’ using for a.e. p € P, the e-Young inequality with c(p(p), €) = T
implies that
60)> [ s [ Waatp, 0 axdp - [ [ clplo) lfte, )P - elotp, 3P ddp
o P(P) Jo 2 Ja
1 ) . + ( ) (p_((:)l—(pi)/ ’( )
> | = — &(1 + 2diam(Q))” Vio(p, ) dxdp — ——~— If(p, )P ¥ dxdp.
P 2 Jao (p*) 2 Ja

10More precisely, these references prove only the case N = 1, since therein & represents a time interval in an unsteady
fluid flow problem. However, the proofs can be generalized verbatimly to the case N > 1, so that we will refrain from
proving these results again at this point.

p(p)
@ dxdp < 1}

(41)

(42)
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Hence, since f fQ [o(p, )PP + |V,o(p, )PP dxdp — oo if [|[v]lyy — oo (cf. (Diening et al., 2011, Lemma 3.2.4))
from and fore € (0, }%] sufficiently small, we conclude that from |[v|[;; — oo, it follows that §(v) — oo,
i.e., &: U —Risweakly coercive, so that the direct method in the calculus of variations, cf. Dacorognal(2008),
yields the existence of a unique minimizer #* € U of § : U — R.

ad (ii). A standard calculation shows that & : U — R is continuously Frechét differentiable with

(Dé(u),wu=f@(DE,,(u(p,-)),v(p,-))Wé,mm(g)dp

for all u,v € U. Therefore, due to the minimality of u* € U, for every v € U, we necessarily have that

0= (D&Y, 0)u = | DE, (o, ) op, Mg 43)
@P

Inasmuch as W7 (Q) < Wi+ ®(Q) densely for a.e. p € & and W}#"(Q) is separable and, thus, contains a
countable dense subset (Yx)ken € Wi (Q), the subset ()i lies even densely in Wi#®)(Q) for a.e. p € 2.
Next, choosing v = @i € U in for arbitrary ¢ € C;°(#) and k € N, we further deduce that

L (DE,(u"(p, ), Yowirw @(p)dp = 0, (44)

so that for each fixed k€N, the fundamental lemma of calculus of variations implies that fora.e. pe®,itholds
(DE,(u*(p, ")), Yrywrw(q) = 0. This, since the countable union of sets of zero measure has still zero measure,
we deduce from {@4) that for a.e. p € P, it holds for all k € N

(DE, (' (p, ), prowirena) = 0. (45)
As (Yi)ken is dense in WiPP)(Q) fora.e. pe P, from we infer that fora.e. p €@, itholds for allve W}7#)(Q)
(DE, (" (p,-)), ’()>w(1),n(p)(Q) =0.

Eventually, since for a.e. p € @, the p(p)-Dirichletenergy E,, : WIPP)(Q) — Ris strictly convex, fora.e.p € @,
the slice u*(p, -) € W;#*)(Q) is a unique minimizer of E, : Wi##)/(Q) — R.

ad (iii). Follows from point (ii) and Theorem O

Remark 18. Proposition[I6]also applies for the variable exponent Bochner-Lebesgue space
U:={ve PP xQ) | v(p,) € Up) forae. p € P, V.0 € ')(P x Q)

where either U(p) := WP(P)(Q) for T'p € 9Q with s#%-1(T'p) > 0 or U(p) :== W#)(Q)/R. In fact, analogous
arguments as in (Kaltenbach) 2021} Proposition 3.7 & Proposition 3.9) show that U equipped with || - [l :=
Il - lpo@xay + Vs - Tllo@xq) forms a reflexive Banach space for these choices and for a.e. p € &, a Poincaré
inequality with a constant which can be bounded independently of p € # applies. Then, the same arguments
as in Remark [TT] show if feL/"O(® x Q) satisfies fQ f(p,-)dx =0 for a.e. p€ P, then Proposition [T6 also
applies for the variable exponent Bochner-Lebesgue space

U:={ve PP xQ)|v(p,) € WHPI(Q) forace. p € P, |Vyo| € PP x Q)
if we drop the uniqueness in point (i) in Proposition|16]

Next, we examine a parametric problem with a varying right hand side.

Corollary 19 (Variable Right-Hand Sides). Let ) C R, deN,and @ C RN, N € N, be bounded domains and
p € (1, 00). Moreover, we define Bochner—Lebesgue space

U = LP(P, W (Q)).
For fixed f € LV (P x Q), we define the variable right-hand side p-Dirichlet energy & : U — R for every v € U by

&(v) :=L [%LWW(P#)WCM—fo(PI')U(Pr')dx]dP-

Then, the following statements apply:
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(i) There exists a unique (parametric) minimizer u* € U of & : U — R.
(i) Forae. p € P, u'(p,-) € WyP(Q) is a unique minimizer of E,,: WiP(Q) — R, for every v € Wy#(Q) defined by

E,(v) = 1‘f|VZJl7’J dx—ff(p,-)vdx.
P Ja o)
(iii) Fora.e. p € P and v € WyP(Q), it holds

C(P)_l “P(VU) - F(vxu*(l’/ ))“iZ(Q)d < Ep(v) - Ep(u*(P/ )) < C(P) “F(VZJ) - P(qu*(P/ ))”iZ(Q)d ’
where c(p) > 0 is the constant from Theorem

Proof. Follows from Proposition [16|for constant exponent p(-) = p € L¥(&). O

To conclude this section, we examine a parametric problem with a varying domain.

Proposition 20 (Variable Domains). Let Q € R?, d € R?, a bounded Lipschitz domainand p € (1,0). Moreover, let
©p: Q> Q(p), peP:=(0,T), T>0, the induced flow of a smooth, compactly supported vector field v:R x R — R, cf.
(Delfour and Zolésio, 2011}, Chapter 4). For the non-cylindrical domain Q= pep {p} X Q(p), we define the variable
domain Bochner—Lebesgue space

U= (@, Wy Q) = {u € /(Q) | u(p, ) € W (Q(p)) for all p € @, [V, € L' (Q)},

where the gradient V, for a.e. p € P is to be understood with respect to the variable x € Q(p) only. For fixed fe LV (Q),
we define the variable domain p-Dirichlet energy &: U — R for every v € U by

1
8(0) = f [— f IV.0(p, P d - f f(p,-)v(p,-)dx]dp-
2 P Jagp) Q(p)
Then, the following statements apply:

(i) There exists a unique (parametric) minimizer u* € Uof & : U — R.
(ii) Fora.e. pe @, u'(p,*) € Wé’p(Q(p)) is a unique minimizer of E, : Wé’p(Q(p)) — R, for every v € W(l)'f’(Q(p))
defined by

E,(v) = lf Vol dx — f(p,)vdx.
P Ja) Q(p)
(iii) Fora.e. p € @ and v € WyPP)(Q), it holds

c(p) "M IF(Vo) — F(V.ut' (p, '))”%Z(Q(P))d < Ep(v) - Ep,(u'(p, ) < c(p) IE(Vo) — (V' (p, '))||iz(Q(P))d /
where c(p) > 0 is the constant from Theorem

Remark 21. (i) For the induced flow ¢, : Q — Q(p), p € # = (0,T), T < 0, we actually have in mind the
expansion mapping, i.e., ,(x) = pix forallx € Qand p = (p1,...,pn)" € P, where Q C RY, d e N, is
star-shaped with respect to a ball containing the origin, e.g., Q = B{(0). Since, however, Proposition[20]
applies for general induced flows ¢, : Q— Q(p), p€ P :=(0,T), T >0, we immediately consider this case,
in order to keep potential future applications within the realm of possibility.

(ii) Since (p — c(p)) € C°(1, ) in Theorem from Proposition (iii), for every v € U, it follows that
essinfyepc(p) ! p5 (v, u") < (V) — 8(u*) < ess SUP e C(P) p(v,u),
where p2 (v, u) = [, IIF(Vso(p,-)) - F(Vst'(p, M2y e I for all v € U
Proof. ad (i). The space U equipped with the norm || - [l := || - lr(@)HI IV - | I (),forms a reflexive Banachspace,
cf. (Négele| 2015 Proposition 3.17 & Corollary 3.25) or Nagele et al.|(2017); Négele and Razicka|(2018). Ap-

parently, & : U — R s strictly convex and continuous. Apart from that, for every v € U, due to Poincaré’s
inequality applied for each fixed p € #, which is allowed since v(p, -) € Wé'p (Q(p)) for all p € P, we have that

f f fo(p, x)P dxdp < f (2diam(Q(p))y’ f V,0(p, 0P dxdp
2 JQ(p) P Q(p)

(46)
S(l+25updiam(Q(p)))p f f V. 0(p, )PP dxdp,
2 J(p)

pEP
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which foranyv € U and ¢ € (0, 1], using for each p € @, the e-Young inequality with constantc(p, €) := %,
implies that

1 M dxde — AW — IPdxd
E(0) > L - fQ  Va(p, ) dedp f@ fQ AN el dxp

1 . (pe)' " ,
2(;—6(1+23upd1am(Q(p)))p) f@ fQ | Weolp, ) dxdp - pgp, f@ fQ it dxdp.

pPEP

(47)

From ({#6) and @7) for & >0 sufficiently small, using that, by assumption, sup ., diam(Q(p)) < o we conclu-
de that from |[v||y; — o0, it follows that §(v) — o0, i.e., & : U — R is weakly coercive, so that the direct method in
the calculus of variations, cf. |[Dacorognal(2008), yields the existence of a unique minimizer u* € U of §: U - R.

ad (ii). A direct calculation shows that € : U — R is continuously Frechét differentiable with

(D&(@), o) = L (DE(u(p, ), o(p, Ny dp

for all u,v € U. Therefore, due to the minimality of u* € U, for every v € U, we necessarily have that

0 =(D&"), v)u = f@ (DE,(u"(p, ), v(p, Dwir@epy dp - (48)

Since Wé’p (€Q(0)) is separable, there exists a countable dense subset (x)ren < Wé'p(Q(O)). Apart from that, ap-
pealing to (Négele, 2015, Lemma 2.1), for any p € #, the pull-backs (((p;l)*lpk)keN =Y O(P;l)kelN - W(l)"”(Q(p)),
are dense in Wy?(Q(p)). In addition, (Nagele etal., 2017, p. 6 ff.) shows that (1, )ren = (t = () Pidken € U.
Next, choosing v = g1, € U in for arbitrary ¢ € C7(#) and k € IN, we further deduce that

L (DE,(u"(p, ), Y (p, Nwirer) p(p) dp =0,

so that, owing to the countability of (), )ien € U, the fundamental lemma of calculus of variations implies
that for a.e. p € #, it holds for all k € N

(DE, (' (p,")), (@) Yidwireay = 0.
As (@) Yiken is dense in Wi (Q(p)) for all p € P, we find that for a.e. p € @, itholds for allv € Wj*(Q(p))
(DE,(u"(p, ), v)wirw(q) = 0.

Eventually, since for every p € @, the p-Dirichlet energy E,, : Wi #(Q(p)) — Ris strictly convex, fora.e.p € &,
the slice u*(p, -) € W;*(Q(p)) is a unique minimizer of E, : Wy#(Q(p)) — R.

ad (iii). Follows from point (ii) and Theorem O
Remark 22. Proposition [20]also applies for the variable domain Bochner-Lebesgue space
U= L(@,U() = {0 L(Q) | v(p,) € Ulp) for ae. p € 2, V50l € /(Q)},

where either U(p) := WP (Q(p)) for T'p C 9Q with 7#71(Tp) > 0 or U(p) := W#(Q(p))/R. In fact, analogous
arguments as in (Nagele, 2015, Proposition 3.17 & Corollary 3.25) show that U equipped with || - [ly =
I ller) + 11 Vx - (o) forms a reflexive Banach space for these choices and for every p € #, a Poincaré
inequality with a constant that can be bounded independently of p € & applies. Then, the same arguments
asin Remarkshow if fe LV (Q) satisfies fQ - f(p,-)dx=0for a.e. p€ P, then Proposition[I6|also applies for
the variable domain Bochner-Lebesgue space

U =L@, W(QO) = [o € X(Q) | o(p, ) € W(Qp)) for ae. p € 2,IVxol € /(Q),

if we drop the uniqueness in point (i) in Proposition[20]

"Here, we exploit that there exists K> 0 such that K™! <det(D¢,) <Kin Q(p) forall p € &, cf. (Nagele et al} 2017 (3.1)).
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VII ERrRRrOR DEecay Rates AND IMmPLICATIONS TO HiGH DIMENSIONAL PROBLEMS

In this section, we derive error decay rates combining the results of both Section[[V]and Section [V with
Theorem([3] Here, we discuss two exemplary settings. First, we compute the error decay rate for a p-Dirichlet
problem with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions. Second, we consider a p-Laplace problem with
a parametric variable exponent, again, including the case of a parametric variable right-hand side, and a
p-Laplace problem with a parametric variable domain. Recall our central estimate from Section [[V|states
for every v € M that

ph(o, 1) < clp) 5.+ c(p) inf p3(0,1)) )

where u* € U minimizes the p-Dirichlet energy E: U — R over the closed subspace UC W'#(QQ) and MC U is an
arbitrary subset. Further, pz: UX U — R, again, denotes the natural distance, c(p) >0 is a constant depending
(continuously) on p € (1,0) and d € N, and 6 := 6(v) := E(v) — infsem E(9) quantifies the energy mismatch
between v € M an the energy minimum over M. Note that for parametric problems considered in Section
we derived similar estimates, adapting the choice of p2 : U X U — R and the space U, cf. Proposition
and Remark|17|as well as Proposition 20|and Remark

To derive error decay rates from equation (49), we need to estimate the term involving the infimum. Note
that, with respect to the natural distance p?, the error decay rate equals the approximation rate with respect
to p? for functions in U. However, in the context of neural networks, the natural distance pZ has not yet been
studied from an approximation theoretic viewpoint. Therefore, we require its relation to Sobolev topologies,
where approximation results are known, cf. Theorem 3|

Lemma 23 (Relation between natural distance and W'#-semi norm). Let Q C R?, d € IN, be a bounded domain
and p € (1,00). Then, there exists a constant c(p) > 0, depending only on d € IN and p € (1, 00), such that the
following relations apply:

() Ifp € [2,00), then for every u,v € W'P(Q), it holds
-1 p 2 P2 2
e(p) ™ IVu = Vo], ., < pp(,0) < cp) (IVullsay + IVOlly) V1 = Vo, g, -

(i) Ifp € (1,2), then for every v,w € W#(Q), it holds
p2-p)

c(p)™ pp(u,0) < Vi = Volly, . < cp) (IIVully @y + IVolloy)

p%(u, v)g .

In particular, we have that (p — c(p)) € C°(1, c0).
Proof. The proof of this Lemma is deferred to the end of the section. O

We are now in the position to derive error decay rates. As a first result, we consider a pure Neumann
problem without parametric dependencies. We use a Neumann problem as this corresponds to an uncon-
strained minimization problem over the space W'#(Q) and this simplifies the derivation of error decay rates.
However, pure Dirichlet boundary conditions via penalization can also be considered using Theorem [I5]
Theorem 24. Let f € WYP(Q)*, p € (1, o), be such that {f, owir) = 0 for all c € R. Moreover, let u* € W (Q) a
weak solution of the p-Laplace problem with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions, i.e., u* € W¥(Q) is minimal
for E: WY(Q) — R, for every v € W'(Q) defined by

E(v) = 1 f [VolP dx — (f, v)wir(q) - (50)
P Ja

Assume that u* € W (Q) for some k > 1. Then, for every n € IN, there exists a parameter space ©,, of dimension O(n)
such that for any 0 € ©,, the corresponding fully connected ReLU?-network ug € W' (Q) satisfies

k1
d

<

1 1\5
5 + 1 llwencey (2)

1 L
57 + 1 llwenccy (2)

AN

) if p € [2,00)
T fpe

where 6,,:=06,(ug) = E(ug) —infyco, E(uty) is the optimization error and c(p) > 0 depends only on p€ (1, 00) and d € N.

IVug — Vil < c(p) -

[N
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Remark 25 (Implications to High-Dimensional Problems). In the above result we are interested in the error
decay rates, especially with respect to the spatial dimension d €IN. Ignoring constants and the contribution 6,
of inaccurate optimization, we obtain the rates 2/p-(k—1)/d and p/2-(k—1)/d for p > 2 and p < 2, respectively.
This shows that, up to the factors 2/p or p/2, the error decay rate is the same as the approximation rate.
Thus, the favorable approximation capabilities of neural networks for high dimensional smooth functions
are retained by the Deep Ritz Method for p-Dirichlet problems.

Remark 26 (Comparison to Finite Element Methods). It is possible to approximate W*”(Q)) functions by
finite element ansatz functions with the rate (k — 1)/d. Following the proof of Theorem [24} this yields the
same error decay rates as a neural network ansatz class. However, this requires finite element ansatz classes
of polynomial degree k — 1, cf. Ern and Guermond| (2004). Using neural networks, one ansatz class realizes
the convergence rates of finite element ansatz spaces of arbitrary high order.

Proof. adp € [2,00). If p € [2, 00), then we estimate using the relation of the natural distance to Sobolev norms
(cf. Lemma[23), Céa’s Lemma[12]and the Quantitative Universal Approximation Theorem (cf. Theorem [3)

:(U)—l ||Vl 0 AV} ”pp( v < 02(116/ ll*) < (f(p) (6n + Jg@fn 02(%, *))
< C(F) (6 inf (va “LP Q) Hvu*“LP Q d)p ||VL Vu' || )
n Ve®, PIILP(Q) Q) Y 7(Q)?

* p_z
< c(p) (8n + (IVunllpy + V6 llay) et = 4 lynp )

1\27
“@&+meﬂﬂ }

where u, € W(Q) is the ReLU?-network from TheoremB]whlch satisfies ||Vullr @yt < c(p) |lu ”wk "

adpe(l,2]. If pe(l,2], then, again, using the relation of the natural distance to Sobolev norms (cf. Lemma
and Céa’s Lemma (12| we obtain

o ol
IVitg = Vitllay < ¢®) (IVuollap + IV lay) * (65 + it oy =) (51)

Hence, it remains to estimate the first factor in (5I). Using that f € W#(Q)* vanishes on constant functions,
the Poincaré-Wirtinger inequality and the e-Young inequality, for every v € W'?(Q) and ¢ > 0, it holds

E©) = SVl o + <f,v—fvdx>
Q WL (Q)

v—fvdx
Q

l /
> (;; - ecp) V01, e = (&) 1y

(52)

IIVUII (@ IfIF)
ray e Wir(Q)

€)= %. Hence, choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small in (52), for every v € W'#(Q), we find that

IVolly @y < ep) (E@) + I flnqy) (53)

Using that —infyce, E(uy) > 0, which follows from the fact that u,, = 0 for ) = 0 € ®,, and E(u*) < E(0) =
this implies that

where c(p,

IVuolly < e(p) (Ewo) + 1 fllyn, ) <) (65 +1 f||wlm) ). (54)

Employing again and E(u*) < E(0) = 0, we get |[Vu'|lp < c(p) lIf | WW(Q)* and, consequently, using (54),

2 Z;p —p
(IVugllrcy + Ve ||U<Q) p)(é” +||f||;vi,p@)»)z Sc@)( +||f||;$1;>9)

2-p 1 1 1
Since 6, 62 = 5; ,assuming 6, < 1, it holds 62 +6,, < 26,, which provides the missing estimate to establish
the assertion. O
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Theorem 27. Letp € L®(P) besuch that2 < p~ < p(p) < p* < oo fora.e. p € Pandlet f € LV’ O(PXQ) be such that
fQ f(p,)dx=0fora.e. pe P, where P CR¥,dp €N, is a parameter space and QC R, dg €N, the physical domain.
Moreover, letu* € U = {v € LP\Y(@PxQ) | v(p,-) € WHPN(Q) for a.e. p € P,|V,v| € LP)(PXQ)} be aweak solution
of the parametric p(-)-Laplace problem with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions and right-hand side f, i.e.,
u' € U is minimal for 8 : U — R, for every v € U defined by

— [ )y ]
&) L [p(p) fQ IV.o(p, PP dx fQ £(p,3)0(p, %) dx| dp.

Assume that u* € W' (@ x Q) for some k > 1. Then, for every n € IN, there exists a parameter space ©,, of dimension
O(n) such that for any 0 € ®,, the corresponding fully-connected ReLU?-network ug € W'" (% x Q) satisfies

2(k—1)
+ 1\ %+,
D) — *(p, )PP 1P -
[ Waalo, )= Vi, 8 dp < ) {m e e (1) ] ,
where 6, = 0,(ug) = &(up)—infyco, &(uy) is the optimization error and c(p) > 0 only depends on p~, p* € [2, 00) and
dQ € IN.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Theorem[24} resorting to the relation of the natural distance to Sobolev norms
(cf. Lemma [23) first for a.e. p = p(p) € P and then for p = p*, the Céa’s type lemma for parametric variable
exponents (cf. Remark@ (ii) & Remark D and the embedding ' (Q) — LF®)(Q) with constant 2(1 + |Q])
(cf. (Diening et al., 2011}, Corollary 3.3.4)) valid for a.e. p € #, we find that

LXQ |qu6(P/ ) - qu*(P/ .)|P(P) dp < C(p) (L ”FP(VXMQ(P/ )) - FP(qu*(P/ ))”iZ(Q)d dp)
< () (6n + inf f IEp (Ve p, ) = Fp Vit (b, WIEs o dp])
e® |Jo

. . p(p)-2 .
<cp)(on + inf f (IIVu¢(P, Moy + IV (p, -)IIW(Q)d) IV (p, ) = V' (p, ')”iﬁ(ﬁ)(Q)d dPD
/o

. [ N p*-2 .

< c(p) (6n + inf f (1930 (e, My + IV, Mo ) Wty ) = Vi (o, Py g dp])

nlJP
. [ " pt-2 %112

< C(P) On + inf (Hvulpum*(,@xg)d +|[Vu ”LV*(@xQ)d) ”qulp - Vu ”U’*(@xQ)d

. pr-2 .
< ) (6n + (IVsalls oyt + IV It gecre)  Mitn =0 ||§VL,,+(@XQ)L,)

1 2k-1)
et dot+dgp
<cp) [6” + llu ”;/kr%’(@xo) (E) ) ’

where u, e W/ (@#xQ) is ’Fhe ReLU?-network fr_om Theorem @ satisfying ||Vl (gxy < c(p)llu*llz\; k_p 2+ (@0
and c(p) > 0 a constant which depend only on p~,p* € [2, 00) and d € IN. A

Theorem 28. Letp € [2,00), ¢, : Q — Q(p), p € P, an induced flow and f € LP (Q), where Q = Upes (P} X Q(p),
be such that ﬁ)(P) f(p,-)dx =0fora.e p € P, where P C Ré%,dy € N, isa parameter space and () C R%, dg €N,
is the physical domain. Moreover, let u* € LP(P, WP(C)(-))) be a weak solution of the parametric p-Laplace problem
with homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions and right-hand side f, i.e., w* € LP(®, WP (Q(")) is minimal for
& : LP(P, W (Q()) = R, for every v € LP(P, W# (")) defined by

- 1 P dx —
= V.o(p, d , ,x)dx| dp.
8(v) f [P f(P)I ov(p, x)|P dx f(P) f(p, x) v(p, x) x] P

Assume that uw* € WS (Q) for some k > 1. Then, for every n € IN, there exists a parameter space ©,, of dimension O(n)
such that for any 0 € ©,,, the corresponding fully-connected ReLU?-network ug € W*"(Q) satisfies

1

2(k-1)
o +p
B P P -
IVaro = Vaar Il . < c(p) [6n 1l (n) ] '

where 6, :=6,(ug) = E(ug) —infyce, E(uy) is the optimization error and c(p) >0 only depends on p € [2, o) and do € N.
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Proof. Similarly to the proof of Theorem 24} resorting to the relation of the natural distance to Sobolev norms
(cf. Lemma|23) for a.e. p € & applied in Q(p) and the Céa’s type lemma for parametric variable exponents
(cf. Remark|17|(ii) & Remark[L8), we find that

fIque(P, = V' (p, )P dp < c(p) (f IF(Viuo(p, ) — F(V.u' (p, ))||Lz(9(p) )
< c(p) (6n + J?f f IF(Vauy(p, ) = F(Veu' (p, ))||L2(Q o) ])

. p * 2
< C(p) (6” + wlél(afn _L (”vuhl’(Pl ')”U’(Q(p))d + ”Vu (Pr ')”LP(Q(p))d) ||Vu4z(P/ ) - Vu (PI ')”Lp(Q(P))d dp])

| . -2
< c(p) (5n + inf (1l + IV ) IVstty = Vi ||U(Q)d])

* p_2 *
< () (00 + (Il + IV sy it = 1By )

1 2(k-1)
do+dgp
< c(p) (6 10 gy (=) ] ,

where u,, € W'7(Q) is the ReLU?-network from Theoremlsatlsfymg IVl oy < c(p)llu -

wkv(Q) and c(p) > 0
a constant which depend only on p € [2, 00) and dg € IN. ]

Proof of Lemma The following proof is inspired by (Nakov and Toulopoulos, 2021, Section 3.1).

ad (i) By referring to LemmaE](ii), we deduce the existence of a constant c(p) >0, depending only ond € N
and p € (1, 00), with (p = ¢(p)) € C°(1, o), such that for every u, v € W(Q), it holds

IV — VUHU,(Q)d < f [Vu — Vol(IVul + [Vol)P 2 dx < c(p) pA(u, v),

and, using Holder’s inequality with respect to (g, 1%2),

c(p)™ pA(u,v) < f IVu — Vol*(|[Vu| + [Vo|)P~2 dx
Q

2 =2
< ( f Vi - Vol dx)p ( f (V] + Vol dx) ’
Q Q

p-2
< (IVully iy + IVollay)  IVe = VoI,

ad (ii) By referring to Lemma 5| (ii), we deduce the existence of a constant c(p) > 0, depending only on

deNandpe (1, oo) with (p - ¢(p)) € C°(1, ), such that for every u, v € W#(Q), using Holder’s inequality
with respect to —, ) it holds

2-p
2
IVu - Vvllm)d—( f Vit = Vol (Vul + Vo)~ 2dx) ( f (|Vu|+|Vv|)de)
P
(2-p)2
< (IVullyyp + IVllay) ( f Vit = Vol (IVul + Vi)~ de)

p2-p)

< o(p) (IVullpy + IVolly) © p2(,0)*,

and
-1 2 _ U2 p-2
c(p) ™! pA(u,0) < f Vi — Vo2 ((Vu] + [Vol)P 2 dx

» [Vu— Vo7 Vol*P
f Vit = Vol g vapes 4 < IVt = Vell, g 0

19



VIII NumericAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present numerical examples of parametric p-Dirichlet problems and comment on the
practical aspects of the method. To resolve problems of the form (4)) in practice, one needs to choose an ansatz
class, an optimization algorithm and a quadrature rule.

OrprtimizaTioN In principle, every algorithm to solve unconstrained minimization problems can be used to
solve (). We use a combination of Adam and L-BFGS. The former is a gradient descent method with adaptive
moment estimation (cf. Kingma and Ba| (2014)). The latter is a quasi-Newton method (cf. [Liu and Nocedal
(1989)), which we employ in the later stages of the optimization for its fast local convergence properties.

QuaprATURE In practice, the integrals appearing in (4) need to be approximated. For lower dimensions (<2),
we employ a fine grid of the form H?zl eiZ, i > 0,i€{l,d},d =1,2,and compute the integrals weighting all
points in the grid by the reciprocal of the amount of grid points in the domain Q or # X (), respectively. Here,
the number of integration points is chosen such that no further improvement can be observed upon refining.
We found that this lies well within reasonable computational complexity. For three or more dimensions,
we resort to a combination of random integration points that are re-sampled every few iterations, e.g., for
the parameter space &, and a fine grid of the form Hle €iZ,e;>0,ief{l,...,d},d=1,2, e.g., for the spatial
domain Q. In doing so, we deliberately select a coarser grid with respect to the parameter dimension to
benefit from transfer learning between the parameters.

NETWORK ARCHITECTURES Our estimate in Corollaryapplies to any ansatz class and the particular choice
of network architecture and activation function enters through the ansatz class” expressivity and its behavior
under the chosen optimizer. We usually use a simple fully-connected architecture, possibly with a random
Fourier embedding to mitigate spectral biasTancik et al.|(2020); Hennigh et al.| (2021). Further, we frequently
encode (homogeneous) Dirichlet boundary conditions directly into the architecture by multiplying the
ansatz functions by a fixed smooth function vanishing only on the boundary of the computational domain.

The neural network training is performed employing TensorFlow (version 2.8.2), cf. |Abadi et al.| (2015),
ona ColLab Pro, i.e., with a single Tesla P100-PCIE-16GB and 13.9GB RAM as well as access to a High-RAM
run-time environment. After the neural network training, the trainable variables of the network are extracted
and, subsequently, stored in a FEniCS (version 2019.1.0), cf. |[Logg and Wells| (2010), ‘Expression’ class for a
straightforward comparison of the trained neural network to exact solutions or (if the latter are not given)
to finite element solutions obtained on an adequately refined triangulation, exploiting the access to various
quadrature formulas provided by FEniCS that are employed for error computation. All plots are generated
using the Matplotlib (version 3.5.1) library, cf. Hunter| (2007).

8.1 Variable Right Hand Side

In this section, we examine a parametric Dirichlet problem, i.e., 2-Dirichlet problem, on a fixed domain
Q:=(-1,1) CRwithhomogeneous Dirichletboundary condition and a parameter-dependent right-hand side
f € LA(P x Q), where ® = (0, 6), for every (p,x)" € P x Q defined by

f(p,x) = p” sin(pmx).

More precisely, we are interested in approximating for each fixed p € &, the unique minimizer 1, € Wy*(Q2)
of the Dirichlet energy E,, : Wj*(Q2) — R, for every v € W;*(Q) defined by

E,(v) ::% fo [Vol? dx — fQ f(p,)vdx.

Due to Corollary for this, it suffices to approximate the unique parametric minimizer u* € L@, W;*(Q))
of the variable right-hand side Dirichlet energy &:L*(®, W;*(Q)) = R, for every v € L*(®, W}*(Q)) defined by

8(v) = L [% fQ Vo(p, )P dx — fg f(Pw)v(p,-)dX]dp.

The unique parametric minimizer u* € L*(®, W;*(QQ)) for every (p,x)" € # x Q is given via

u'(p,x) = %( sin(pmx) — sin(pn)x).
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To approximate the parametric minimizer u* € L?(, W(l)'2 (©))), we deploy a fully-connected feed-forward
neural network with a Gaussian Fourier embedding to mitigate spectral bias and four hidden layers of width
16 whose realization is denoted by vy € L*(®, W?(Q)). Then, the total number of trainable variables is 1.393,
where 528 variable are associated with the Gaussian Fourier embedding. As activation function, we employ
the approximated GELU activation function, cf. [Hendrycks and Gimpel (2016), i.e., g : R — IR, for every

x € R defined by
X 2 3
g =3 |1+tanh| /= (x +0.044715x°) | ~ xD(x), (55)

where @ is the cumulative distribution of a 77(0, 1) random variable. The homogeneous Dirichlet boundary
condition is enforced by means of the multiplicative weight € C*(Q), defined by n(x) := (1 — x)(1 + x) for
all x € Q, i.e,, we do not employ vg € L*(®, W'(Q)) for the approximation of the parametric minimizer
u* € L*(P, Wy*(QQ)) but the function ug := nvg € L2(P, W;*(Q)). The neural network is trained using 20.000
steps of the Adam optimization algorithm with a fixed learning rate of ¢ := 1le—3. At each training step, we
employ the same 7 = 100.000 equi-distant interior points in # X Q). To be more precise, at each training step,
we employ the same Cartesian grid generated by 1, = 100 equi-distant points {p,, ..., p, }in & and n, = 1000
equi-distant points {xi,...,x, }in Q, ie., we employ {p;,...,p, } X {x1,...,x,,}. Here, we deliberately select
a coarser grid with respect to the parameter dimension to benefit from transfer learning between the
parameters.

In Figure[T} we depict the trained parametric neural network realization ug € L*(®, Wy*(€2)) and the pa-
rametric minimizer u* € L*(®, Wj*(Q0)), their gradients and respective point-wise errors. In it, we clearly ob-
serve that the error at the limiting parameters p = 6 is relatively high, which may be traced back to the fact
that transfer learning with respect to the parameters in this case is restricted to one direction.

In Figure%and Figure@ forp =2,3,4,5, we compare theslice uy(p, ) € W(l)'Z(Q) of the trained parametric
neural network realizationug € L*(%, Wy *(QQ)) to the slice i}, = u*(p, -) € Wy*((2) of the parametric minimizer
uw el*(®, Wéfz(Q)). In it, we observe that the errors are evenly distribute(g and not concentrated anywhere.

1y € LX(®, WIA(Q)) Vg € LA(P x Q)

|1l oooo
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Figure 1: Plots of the trained parametric neural network realization ug € L?(, Wéfz(Q)) (top left) and its spa-
tial gradient V,up € L& x Q) (top right), the parametric minimizer u* € L*(®, Wj*(Q2)) (middle left) and
its spatial gradient V,u* € L*(# x Q) (middle right), and the error ug — u* € L*(, W}*(Q)) (bottom left) and
its spatial gradient V.u" — Viug € L*(# X Q) (bottom right).
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Figure 2: Forp = 2,3,4,5, plots of the slice ug(p, -) € Wé'Z(Q) (solid colored line; left) of the trained parametric
neural network realization ug € L*(®, W)*(Q0)), of the slice u*(p, ) € W}*(Q2) (dashed black line; left) of the
parametric minimizer u* € L*(®, W;*(Q)), and the point-wise error u*(p, -) — s (p, ) € Wy*(Q) (solid colored
line; right).
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Figure 3: For p = 2,3,4,5, plots of the slice V,ug(p, -) € L>(Q) (solid colored line; left) of the gradient of the
trained parametric neural network realization ug € L*(%, Wy*(Q0)), of the slice Viu'(p,-) € L*(Q) (dashed
black line; left) of the gradient of the parametric minimizer u* € L*(®, W(l)'Z(Q)), and the point-wise error
V' (p,-) — Veug(p, -) € L*(Q) (solid colored line; right).

8.2 Variable Exponent

In this section, we examine a parametric p-Dirichlet problem on a fixed domain Q := (-1,1) € R with
homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition, a fixed right-hand side f := 1 and a parameter-dependent ex-
ponent p € C*(%P), defined by p(p) = p for all p € P, where & = (1.5,6). More precisely, we are interested
in approximating for each fixed p € &, the unique minimizer u, € W}#*)(Q) of the p(p)-Dirichlet energy
E, : Wi#®P(Q) — R, for every v € W#®)(Q)) defined by

1
— P(P) Jy —
E,(v): ) L [VolP'?) dx fQ vdx. (56)

Due to Proposition[16] for this, it suffices to approximate the unique parametric minimizer #* € U, where U
is the variable exponent Bochner-Lebesgue space defined in Proposition [I6] of the variable exponent p(-)-
Dirichlet energy & : U — R, for every v € U defined by

- [ L PO dy — . ]
0= [ [p(P) [ R

The unique parametric minimizer u* € U for every (p,x)" € & x Q is given via

it ).

u(p,x) =
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To approximate the parametric minimizer u* € U, we deploy a fully-connected feed-forward neural
network with four hidden layers of width 16. The total number of trainable variables is 881. In accordance
with [Li et al|(2020a), as activation function, we employ the s2ReLU activation function, i.e., ¢ : R = R, for
every x € R defined by

g(x) = sin(2mx) max{x, 0} max{1 — x, 0} .

Similar to Section 8.1} the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition is enforced by means of the multipli-
cative weight n € C*(Q), defined by 1(x) := (1 — x)(1 + x) for all x € Q. Then, the resulting neural network
realization is again denoted by u#g € U. Ateach training step, we employ the same n; = 100.000 equi-distant
interior points in & X (), as in Section i.e., a Cartesian grid generated by n, = 100 equi-distant points
py,---s Pn},} in # and n, = 1000 equi-distant points {xi, ..., x, } in Q, with a coarser grid with respect to the
parameter dimension to benefit from transfer learning between the parameters.

In Figure[d} we depict the trained parametric neural network realization uy € U and the parametric min-
imizer u* € U, their gradients and respective point-wise errors. In it, we clearly observe that for each fixed
parameter p € # with p >3, the errors are mostly concentrated near the origin x=0. The same observation is
made in Figure[f|and Figure[6| which contain plots of slices of trained parametric neural network realization
ug € U, the parametric minimizer u* € U, their gradients and respective point-wise errors for p = 2,3,4,5.
This observation may be traced back to the fact that for each fixed parameter p € &, the parametric minimizer
u(p,-)e W(l)’P(P) (Q) has its point of lowest regularity at the origin x=0 and is otherwise smooth. In addition,
we find that for each fixed parameter p € # with p < 3, the errors are not only concentrated at the origin.
Apart from that, at the limiting parameters p=1.5 and p =6 the errors are highest, which, as in Sectionh
may be traced back to the fact that transfer learning with respect to the parameters direction in this case is
limited to one direction.

In Figure[pland Figure[f) for p = 2,3,4,5, we compare the slice ug(p, -) € Wi#*)(Q) of the trained para-
metric neural network realization ug € U to the slice u*(p, -) € Wé"’(P)(Q) of the parametric minimizer u* € U.

ug e U Vg € LPO(P x Q)

3
Vo € PO(P x Q)

Figure 4: Plots of the trained parametric neural network realization ug € U (top left) and its spatial gradient
Vg € LPO(P X Q) (top right), the minimizer u € U (middle left) and its spatial gradient V,u* € LPO(P x Q)
(middle right), and the errors u* — ug € U (bottom left) and its spatial gradient Viu* — Vg € LFO(P x Q)
(bottom right).
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Figure 5: For p = 2,3,4,5, plots of the slice ug(p,-) € Wé"’(P)(Q) (solid colored line; left) of the trained
parametric neural network realization ug € U, of the slice u*(p, ) € Wé'p(P)(Q) (dashed black line; left) of the
parametric minimizer #* € U, and the point-wise error u*(p, -) —us(p, ) € Wé"’ #)(Q) (solid colored line; right).

p =20 p =20 p =30 p =30
2 0.02 2 0.01 1
— Vag(p, ) €L"P(Q) — V' (p, )= Vaag(p, ) €LVP(Q) — Vaug(p, ) €LMP(Q) i
14 < Var'(p, ) LPON(Q) 14 + Var(p, ) eLPP(Q) 0.00 1
04 0 —0.01
. . 0024 | — Var'(p,)=Varo(p, ) L'P(Q)
- T T T T T - T T T T T T T T T T
-10 05 00 0.5 1.0 -10 05 00 05 1.0 -10  -05 00 0.5 1.0
p =40 X p =50 p =250
2 2
— Vag(p,-)€LPP(Q) Vaug(p, ) LPPI(Q) 0.02 4
1 - Var(p,) eLMO(Q) o - Var(p, ) eLFO(Q) '
000 A~~~ A~ | [ T .
i 0.00
0 0
oo d T V(e )= Vamelp, ) ePVQ) R 0024 — Vat'(p,)=Viug(p,-) € LFP(Q)
71 1 T T T T T ) T T T T T 71 1 T T T T T T T T T T
-10 -05 00 05 1.0 -10 -05 00 05 1.0 -1.0  -05 00 05 1.0 -1.0  -05 00 0.5 1.0

Figure 6: For p = 2,3,4,5, plots of the slice V,ug(p, ) € LP®)(Q)) (solid colored line; left) of the gradient of the
trained parametric neural network realization uy € U, of the slice V,u*(p, -) € LP*)(Q) (dashed black line; left)
of the gradient of the parametric minimizer u* € U, and the point-wise error V,u*(p, -) — Viug(p, -) € LFF(Q)
(solid colored line; right).

8.3 Variable Domain

In this section, we examine a parametric Dirichlet problem, i.e., 2-Dirichlet problem, on the variable do-
main Q(p) := (—p, p), p € P, where @ = (1, 2), with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition, and a fixed
right-hand side f := 1 € L*(Q), where Q := | pew 1P} X Q(p). More precisely, we are interested in approximat-
ing for each fixed p € P, the unique minimizer u, € W(l)'z(Q(p)) of the Dirichlet energy E,, : W&’z(Q(p)) - R,
for every v € Wy*(Q(p)) defined by

1
E,(0) ;:EL()vadx—L()vdx.
p r

Due to Proposition for this, it suffices to approximate the unique parametric minimizer u* € L?(%,
W32(Q)(-))), where L2(@, W 2(€)(-))) is the variable domain Bochner-Lebesgue space defined in Proposition
of the variable domain Dirichlet energy & : L2(®, Wy(Q("))) = R, for every v € L*(®, Wy*(CX(-))) defined by

1
&) = = V,o(p, ) dx — ,)dx|dp.
(©) fm[zf%)| o(p, )P dx fg@v(p)x] p

The unique parametric minimizer u* € L*(®, Wéz(Q())) for every (p,x)" € Qis given via
2 _ 42

w(p,x) = Eo >
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To approximate the parametric minimizer u* € L>(%, W}2(€(-))), we deploy a fully-connected feed-for-
ward neural network with four hidden layers of width 16 and realization vy € L?(#, W'2(Q)(-))). Then, the
total number of trainable variables is 881. As activation function, we employ the approximated GELU activa-
tion function, cf. (55). Similar to Section 8.1} the homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition is enforced by
means of the multiplicative weight 1 € C*(# x Q), defined by 1(p, x) :=(p —x)(p +1)/p* for all (p, x) T €Q, i.e.,
we do not use vy € L2(®, W*(C)(-))) for the approximation of the parametric minimizer u* € L(®, Wy *(€X()))
but the function ug = nvg € L*(P, W;*(Q())). The neural network is trained using 20.000 steps of the Adam
optimization algorithm with a fixed learning rate of ¢ := le—3. At each training step, we employ the same
nine = 685.608 equi-distant interior points in & X Q. To be more precise, at each training step, we employ the
same grid generated by first choosing 1, = 100 equi-distant interior points {py, ..., p, } in & and, then, for
each of these points p € & choosing n,(p) = 2000p equi-distant interior points {x1(p), ..., Xu,(»)(P)} in Q(p),
i.e., we employ U, {p;} X {x1(p,), ..., Xu,(v)(p;)}- We deliberately select a coarser grid with respect to the pa-
rameter dimension to benefit from transter learning between the parameters.

In Figure[d] we depict the trained parametric neural network realization ug € L*(®, W;(€)("))) and the
parametric minimizer u* € L*(®, Wé'Z(Q(~))), their gradients and respective point-wise errors.

In Figureﬁand Figure@ for p = 2,3,4,5, we compare the slice up(p, ) € Wéfz(Q(p)) of the trained para-
metric neural network realization ug € L*(%, Wy*(Q("))) to the slice 1}, = u'(p,") € Wy*(Q(p)) of the para-
metric minimizer u* € L*(®, Wi2(Q("))).

- Vael*Q
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Figure 7: Plots of the trained parametric neural network realization ug € L*(®, Wy*(CQ)(-))) (top left) and
its spatial gradient V,up € L*(Q) (top right), the parametric minimizer u* € L2(®, W}*(Q())) (middle left)
and its spatial gradient V,u* € L*(Q), and the error u* — ug € L2(P, Wy(Q("))) (bottom left) and its spatial
gradient V,u* — Vg € L2(Q) (bottom right).
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Figure 8: For p = 1.2,1.4,1.6,1.8, plots of the slice ug(p,-) € W(l)'Z(Q(p)) (solid colored line; left) of the
trained parametric neural network realization ug € L2(®, W}*(CX(-))), of the slice u*(p, -) € W}*(Q(p)) (dashed
black line; left) of the parametric minimizer u* € L*(%, Wy*(€X(-))), and the point-wise error u*(p, -) —tg(p, ) €
Wi (Q(p)) (solid colored line; right).

p=12 p=12 p=14 p=14
N — Ve, )e2Q(p) | 008 = Var(p,)-Vano(p, ) €LAQ(p) N — Vg, )eL2Q(p) | 0041 = Var(p,)~Vano(p, ) €L3Qp)
= Va'(p,) €LX(Qp)) = Var(p,) €LA(Q(p)
0.02 0.02
0 0
0.00 0.00
21— : : -0.02 -— r - -2 T r - -0.02 T T -
-1 0 1 -1 0 1 -1 0 1 -1 0 1
p =16 p =16 p=18 p=18
2] — Vaug(p, -)GL:(Q(/*}) 00504 Vet (p )= Vatelp, ) €L(QUp)) 24 Vatto(p, ~)€L22(Q(p)) 0050 1 Vaar'(p, ) = Vxtto(p, ) €LX(Q(p))
- Var(p, ) €LAQ(p) e Ve (p,) ELO(p)
0.025 0.025 4
0 01
o004 | T 0.000
-2 . : : -2
-1 0 1

4 0 1 4 0 1 4 0 1

Figure 9: For p = 1.2,1.4,1.6,1.8, plots of the slice V,ug(p, -) € L*(Q(p)) (solid colored line; left) of the gradient
of the trained parametric neural network realization ug € L2(%, W3(€X())), of the slice V. u*(p, -) € L*(Q(p))
(dashed black line; left) of the gradient of the parametric minimizer u* € L*(®, Wé'z(Q(-))), and the point-wise

error Vo' (p, -) — Vaug(p, -) € L2(Q(p)) (solid colored line; right).

8.4 Parametric Right-Hand Side and Exponent

In this section, we examine a 7-dimensional, parametric p(-)-Dirichlet problem on a fixed domain Q) :=
B%(0) € R? with a pure Neumann boundary condition, parameter-dependent right-hand side f € C*(#x()),
forevery p := (A,0,x0,yo,p)" € P = (3£, F)x(0.2,0.5)x(-0.3,0.3)x(-0.3,0.3)%(1.8,2.2) C R°and (x, )" € Q
defined by

A 1
flp,x,y) = 75 SXP ( - F)(X, y)" — (xo, }/O)T|2),

and parameter-dependent exponent p € C®(#), defined by p(p) = p for every p = (A, 0,%0, yo,p)" € P.
More precisely, we are interested in approximating for each fixed p € #, a minimizer u,, € W'*%)(Q) of the
p-Dirichlet energy E,, : W'#®)(Q) — R, for every v € W##)(Q) defined by

L PE) gy 4 L 2 gy — .
E,(v): p(P)fQWvI P dx+2j(;|v| dx Lf(p,)vdx. (57)

Very similar to Proposition[16jor Remark[I8) for this, it suffices to approximate a minimizer u* € U, where U is
the variable exponent Bochner-Lebesgue space defined in Remark|[18} of the variable exponent p(-)-Dirichlet
energy 8 : U — R, for every v € U defined by

= 1 IPe) g 1 I dx — . -d]d
8(0) - f@ [p(p) fQ Ve(p, )PP dx + 2 fQ fo(p, P dx fQ f(p,)0(p, ) dx|dp.
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To approximate the parametric minimizer #* € U, we deploy a fully-connected feed-forward neural net-
work four hidden layers of width 32 and realization vg € U. The total number of trainable variables is 3.457.
As activation function, we employ the s2relu activation function, cf. |Li et al.| (2020a). The neural network is
trained using 200 epochs consisting each of 300 steps of the Adam optimization algorithm with a fixed learn-
ing rate of € := le—3. At each epoch, we employ nins = 140.625 interior points in & X Q). More precisely, at
each epoch, we employ a grid generated by the Cartesian product of n, = 25 uniformly random distributed
points {p, ..., pn“} in & and a Cartesian grid of n, = 75x75 = 5.625 equi-distant points {x;,...,x, }in Q, ie.,
weemploy {py, ..., p, } X{x1,..., xy,}. Again, we deliberately selecta coarser grid with respect to the param-
eter dimension to benefit from transfer learning between the parameters. Since the authors are not aware of
an exact representation formula of the parametric minimizer u* € U, to examine the accuracy of the trained
neural network realization ug € U, we compare for #;ang = 1.200 uniformly randomly sampled parameters
P € Prand = {p1,---, Py} the slice up(p,-) € WPP)(Q) to the respective continuous Lagrange minimizer
u;(p) € PY(T;,) of E, : PY(7,) = R, where ], is a triangulation of Q, obtained using gmsh (version 4.6.0), cf.
Geuzaine and Remacle|(2020), with mesh-size i = 3.125e-2, i.e., 8.272 degrees of freedom. For any p € P;ang,
u (p) € P1(7y) is approximated deploying the Newton line-search algorithm of PETSc, cf. Balay et al.| (2019),
with an absolute tolerance of 7, =1e—8 and a relative tolerance of 7,;=1e-10. The linear system emerg-
ing in each Newton step is solved deploying PETSc’s generalized minimal residual method (GMRES).
Using a midpoint (i.e., barycenter) quadrature rule with respect to J,, we obtain the absolute errors

1
s = 14 (p) = 1o, My = 2.863e-2,
rand p=(A,0,%0,40,p)" €Prand
. (58)
1
= - IVuy, (p) = Vaug(p, )l p = 3.229e-2,
rand Pz(ArerOryOrp)T €Prand
and the relative errors
1 I} (p) — uo(p, )y @
v - AL & = 27122,
Nrand P=(A0.20,50P)T €Prand ”uh(P)”LP(Q)
: (59)
Wip 1 IVu (p) — Vauo(p, )l @p
rel = C =9.476e-2.
Mrand ”vuh(P)”LP(Q)d

P=(A,(T,X() Yo ,P)T €Prand

Figure [10]indicates that the absolute errors, cf. (58), and relative errors, cf. (59), for n;anq = 1.200 ran-
domly sampled points from the parameter space & are already sufficiently accurate, and randomly sampling
additional points will change the error value only slightly.

In Figure[11] for the generic parameter p=(27,0.3,0,0,2)T €, we depict the slice of ug(p, -) € W7*)(Q)
of trained parametric neural network realization u € U, the continuous Lagrange minimizer u; (p) € Wire)(Q)),
their gradients and respective point-wise errors. In it, we see that although training on the generic parameter
p=(2m,0.3,0,0,2)" € ® was not done directly, high accuracy was already achieved using transfer learning
only.
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Figure 10: Plots of the error evolutions of ¢2 , e""”, e/ and e, cf. and(59), for increasing number of
randomly uniform sampled parameters in P, i.e., for fyang € {20, ...,1.200}. Starting from the first dot that
represents the mean error of 20 randomly uniform sampled parameters in @, for k € {1,...,60}, the k-th dot

represents the mean of the (k — 1)-th dot and new 20 randomly uniform sampled parameters in &.
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ug(p,) € WP(Q) 5 (p) € WHP(Q) uj(p) = ug(p, ) € WHPI(Q)
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Figure 11: Plots of the parametric neural network realization ug(p, -) € W®)(Q) (top left), the modulus of its
gradient [V ug(p, )| € L'¥)(Q) (bottom left), the continuous Lagrange minimizer u¢(p) € WP(P)(Q) (top mid-
dle), the modulus of its gradient |Vu; (p)| e LP®)(Q) (bottom middle), the error uy, (pg—ug(p, e WWPP(Q) (top
right), and the modulus of its gradient |Vu; (p) —V.ug(p, -)| € LP?)(Q) (bottom right) for p=(27,0.3,0,0,2)" € P
and mesh-size h = 3.125e-2, i.e., 8.272 degrees of freedom.
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