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Abstract Interface problems depict many fundamental physical phenomena and widely apply in the engineering.
However, it is challenging to develop efficient fully decoupled numerical methods for solving degenerate interface prob-
lems in which the coefficient of a PDE is discontinuous and greater than or equal to zero on the interface. The main
motivation in this paper is to construct fully decoupled numerical methods for solving nonlinear degenerate interface
problems with “double singularities”. An efficient fully decoupled numerical method is proposed for nonlinear degen-
erate interface problems. The scheme combines deep neural network on the singular subdomain with finite difference
method on the regular subdomain. The key of the new approach is to split nonlinear degenerate partial differential
equation with interface into two independent boundary value problems based on deep learning. The outstanding
advantages of the proposed schemes are that not only the convergence order of the degenerate interface problems on
whole domain is determined by the finite difference scheme on the regular subdomain, but also can calculate VERY
BIG jump ratio(such as 1012 : 1 or 1 : 10'2) for the interface problems including degenerate and non-degenerate
cases. The expansion of the solutions does not contains any undetermined parameters in the numerical method. In
this way, two independent nonlinear systems are constructed in other subdomains and can be computed in parallel.
The flexibility, accuracy and efficiency of the methods are validated from various experiments in both 1D and 2D.
Specially, not only our method is suitable for solving degenerate interface case, but also for non-degenerate interface
case. Some application examples with complicated multi-connected and sharp edge interface examples including de-

generate and nondegenerate cases are also presented.
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1 Introduction

Nonlinear degenerate interface problems can depict many fundamental physical phenomena in chem-
ical and mechanical engineering, physics and many other applications[16] 57, 36, 44, 40) 2T]. For
the standard interface problems, it has attracted great interests in numerical computations, such as
finite element method[21], B [IT] 14, (5], finite difference method[I}, 59} [7, [6], finite volume element

method [47, 18] 12, 61, [48], spectral method[42] B2 [13], least-squares method [52] and references

therein. There has been a great deal of rigorous mathematical theory and numerical analysis to deal

with degenerate PDE[45] 46, (177, [5, 43} (501 201 €L 9], 60]. To the best of our knowledge, degenerate
interface problems have received less attention so far, a few notable approaches can be found in the
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literature to handle the degenerate PDE with interface[58], 59, [§]. As is well known, the difficulty
lies in the “double singularities” for nonlinear degenerate interface problems, namely, degeneracy
and interface. Generally speaking, the most expensive part work of numerical schemes on standard
sharp interface problems|28] [30, [26] B1] is how to approximate the jump conditions very well. For
example, there are many methods are interesting but the technique to treat the jump conditions is
quite complicated. Nevertheless, our proposed approach based on deep neural network uses differ-
ent, simple and natural techniques to treat the singularities compared with the above references,
and hence obtains numerical method to solve nonlinear degenerate interface problems. In fact, the
challenge work of numerical simulation on nonlinear degenerate interface problems are how to de-
sign the numerical methods not only to reduce the singularities affect at degenerate points, but also
are less dependent or independent of the jump conditions. Due to nonlinear degenerate interface
problems possess “double singularities”, it is usually required extremely fine grids such as adaptive
mesh or graded mesh to reduce singularity affect. Obviously, it is impossible to use uniform grids
to numerically solve nonlinear degenerate interface problems for the traditional numerical methods.
The main goal of this paper is to present an efficient and fully decoupled finite difference methods
with uniform grids based on deep neural network for solving nonlinear degenerate interface problems.

On the other hand, the deep neural network (DNN) models have achieved great successes in
artificial intelligence fields including high-dimensional problems in computer vision, natural language
processing, time series analysis, pattern and speech recognition. It is worth noting that even if
there is a universal approximation theoretical results about the single layer neural network, the
approximation theory of DNN still remain an open question. However, this should not prevent us
from trying to apply deep learning to other problems such as numerical weather forecast, petroleum
engineering, turbulence flow and interface problems. There are two main techniques to solve PDEs
with deep learning, the first is to parameterize the solution of PDEs by the deep neural network
(DNN). One of methods is that a universal approximation based on a neural network and point
collocation are used to transform the PDE into an unconstrained minimization problem. The other
one is that the original problem is transformed an optimization problem with variational form based
on representing the trail functions by deep neural networks. Recently, we have noticed there are
some gratifying works by using mesh free methods with DNN model to solve PEDs and interface
problems|29] 24} [49] 4]. However, we will use structured mesh method with deep learning to deal
with degenerate interface problems which is a challenge and is always of great interests. Although
boundary conditions are absent on the singular sub-domains, which is known to be the extreme ill-
posedness, it is shown that the DNN approach still has some merits in structured grids method. In
addition, we use a hybrid asymptotic and augmented compact finite volume method to realize using
semi-decoupling numerical method based on a uniform Cartesian mesh for solving 1D degenerate
interface problem[58]. This inspires us to develop fully decoupled numerical method for solving the
degenerate PDE with interface. Although there have been a great deal of nice works for interface
problems[37, 27, 56} [8, 59, 28, B0}, 26], [49, [47, 49] 21], there are quite a few fully decoupled numerical
methods on the uniform grids for solving such interface problems, even to mentioned interesting
degenerate interface problems.

In this paper, we focus on constructing fully decoupled numerical algorithms based on deep
learning for solving the degenerate interface problems. This method not only effectively reduces
the influence of the degeneracy and interface but also provides an accurate solutions on a uniform
Cartesian mesh. We construct two DNN structures near the interface instead of the whole domain,
and find the optimal solution by minimizing the mean squared error loss that consists of the equation
and the interface conditions. These two parts are linked by its normal derivative jump conditions.
We use DNN to treat considered problems on singular sub-domains near the interface to get a
solution, then obtain two independent decoupled boundary value sub-problems without interface on



regular sub-domains. We can compute those two nonlinear systems in parallel. We find that the
proposed our approach is simple, easy to implement reducing lots efforts in handling jump conditions
and also its ability to use existing method for solving nonlinear sub-problmes without interface. The
choice of the singular sub-domain is more natural since we use a uniform grids, and programming
of the new scheme is a straightforward task due to fully decoupled algorithms. Although deep
learning has shown remarkable success in various hard problems of artificial intelligence areas, limited
approximatability of deep learning with uniform grids results in two general boundary value sub-
problems to get satisfactory approximations of the solutions for solving such nonlinear degenerate
interface problems. A loss, no bad thing or a blessing in disguise. In fact, if deep learning has the
ability to strictly decoupled the degenerate interface problems at the interface into two degenerate
PDEs, we probably obtain nonlinear ill-conditioned systems for the corresponding discrete sub-
problems. At this moment, we have to look for other special methods to treat degenerate PDE or
interface problems likewise the litratures[38], 58], and references therein.

The purpose of the paper is to develop a new fully decoupled numerical method based on DNN
technique that not only effectively reduces the influence of the singularities and interface, but also
provides a new way to realize completely decoupled method with different ideas compared to the
existing methods to treat degenerate interface problems. It does not need any extra efforts to
treat the cases between degenerate interface and general interface. The proposed approach has
advantages of fully decoupled two problems without interface with uniform grids. Since our fully
decoupled method is independent of the interface and the jump conditions, it not only results in
two independent sub-problems, but also can easily treat the cases of VERY BIG jump ratio(such
as 1012 : 1 or 1 : 10'2). In addition, the computational costs is almost the same for homogenous
jump case and non-homogeneous jump case, this numerically demonstrates fully decoupled property
of our method. The methods of this paper are sufficiently robust and also can easily handle 1D
case and 2D case. In particular, it is easily to handle hard problems such as sharp-edge interface
problems. Our method can robustly and efficiently apply to both of the general interface problems
and degenerate interface problems, while an effective method to solve general interface problems is
not suitable for solving such nonlinear degenerate interface problems. It is demonstrated that our
method is a simple and straight method to deal with quit hard works. It should be mentioned that
the convergence order of the schemes on entire domain for solving such degenerate PDE with interface
can be determined by the convergence order of the sub-problems on regular sub-domain. Numerical
experiments show that the proposed approach is able to effectively approximate the solutions of such
hard degenerate interface problems. Numerical results have shown great improvement comparing to
the existing methods for solving hard cases[2]. From the method[58] we know that it is impossible
to split degenerate or general interface problems into two independent boundary value problems.
Nevertheless, it is realized our algorithms to be completely decoupled for solving degenerate interface
problems due to using dee learning. Although there are a few analytical results, the reason why
deep neural networks coupled with traditional numerical methods have performed so well for solving
degenerate interface problems still largely remains a mystery. This encourage us to consider the
theoretical approximation analysis in the future.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section [2] we give some preliminaries about
the Deep Neural Networks and follow this with the process on the interface and fully-decoupling
two sub-problems. In section [3] we construct Deep Neural Network structure and finite difference
scheme. We present some numerical experiments including some interesting models in mathematical
physics area in section[d] Some concluding remarks are given in the final section.
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Figure 1: Images of the activation functions.

2 Deep Neural Network

The definition and attributes of the deep neural network (DNN), particularly its approximation
property, are briefly discussed in this section [49].

In order to define a DNN, we will need two steps. The first is a (vector) linear function of the
operator T' : R™ — R™, defined as T'(x) = Ax + b, where A = (a;;) € R™*", « and b are in
R™ and R™ respectively. A nonlinear activation function ¢ : R — R is the second. The rectified
linear unit (ReLU), a commonly used activation function, is defined as ReLU(x) = max(0,z)[35].
The exponential linear unit (ELU) will be used as the activation function in this paper, defined
as ELU(z) = max(0,2) + min(0,e” — 1), it is mainly used to avoid the problem of gradient dis-
appearance (Fig. The (vector) activation function o : R"™ — R™ can be defined by applying
the activation function in an element-wise manner. We can define a continuous function F(x) by
acomposition of linear transforms and activation functions using these definitions, i.e.,

F(;L-):TkoooTk_lc\aoTk_Qo-~-oTO(:1:)7 (2.1)

where T%(z) = A;x + b; with A; and b; are undetermined matrices and vectors respectively, o(z)
being the element-wisely specified activation function to make meaningful, the dimensions of
A; and b; were chosen. All indeterminate coefficients (e.g., 4; and b;) in are denoted as
0 € O, where 0 is a high-dimensional vector and © is the space of 8. The DNN representation of a
continuous function can be viewed as

F = F(a;0). (2.2)

Let F = {F(x;0) | @ € O} denote the set of all expressible functions by the DNN parametrized by
0 € ©. The approximation property of the DNN, which is relevant to the study of a DNN model’s
expressive power, have been discussed in other papers[25] [53]. To accelerate the training of the
neural network, we use the Adam optimizer [33]version of the stochastic gradient descent (SGD)
method in two-dimensional case[4].
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Figure 2: A diagram of the deep neural network architecture
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3 2D Degenerate Elliptic Interface Problem

3.1 Problem description

Consider the following nonlinear degenerate elliptic equation with the interface,
~V - (B(z)Vu) = f(z,u), in Q- UQT, (3.1)
[u] =w, on T,
[B(x)Vu-n]=v, on T,
u =g, on df.

where Q is a bounded domain in R?, with Lipschitz boundary 92, and the interface I is closed and
divides  into two disjoint sub-domains Q= and Q7; w and v are two functions defined only along
the interface I'. The function f(x,u) contains v and denotes the nonlinearity, and has different
nonlinear forms with respect to u. § is weakly degenerate coefficient functions (degenerate points
belong to the interface), it is also mentioned other poor properties such as oo > 8 > 0 (8 tends to 0
on the interface). [u] = ut(z)—u (z) = w and [3(z)Vu-n] = T (z)Vu-n—F~ (z)Vu™ -n = v are
the difference of the limiting values of u(z) from Q7 and 2~ respectively. Finally, g is a determined
function on the boundary 0f.

3.2 DNN-FD method

In this research, we focus on using DNN to develop fully-decoupled numerical methods for solving
degenerate interface problems. First, we divide the domain 2 into uniform Cartesian meshes, we
use DNN to solve examined problems on singular sub-domains near the interface, then extract
two decoupled boundary value sub-problems on regular sub-domains with no interface. Those two
nonlinear systems can be computed in parallel by finite difference method,

o { e, e T 32
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Figure 3: A diagram of the method in one-dimensional case

—V-(5+(w)Vu+):f+(:1:,u+)7 wEQ%
(M) < ut =uf(x;07), zeTlt, (3.3)
ut =g, xed.

where f*, B* and u* are the functions in QF respectively; Q; and s are regular domains shown
in Fig and uf (x;6%) are the result of the deep neural network in the next section.

The proposed method has the advantage of totally decoupling the original problems while using
uniform grids. Because our fully decoupled technique is independent of the interface and jump
conditions, it not only yields two nondegenerate sub-problems, but it can also easily handle the
interface problems with large jump ratios. This method can easily handle both 1D and 2D cases. It
is very simple to deal with difficulties like sharp-edge interface issues. While an effective approach
for handling general interface problems is not suitable for solving such nonlinear degenerate interface
problems, our method can be used robustly and efficiently to both general and degenerate interface
problems.

3.2.1 Deep Neural Network Structure

In recent years, deep neural network has shown its strong ability in various fields[54, 23, 39] [15],
mainly reflected in nonlinear fitting ability, high-dimensional data processing ability, excellent fault
tolerance ability and strong feature extraction ability. Here, we apply it to the element mesh near
the interface to solve the nonlinearity, degeneration and interface singularity of the original problem.

We apply DNN in the banded degenerate domain composed of near interface element grid in
Fig[dl We construct the DNN structure on this domain instead of the whole area to approximate
the solution u. The reason is that we want to solve the singularity on the interface through the
characteristics of DNN, in order to avoid the influence of regular domains on the accuracy of DNN.
And the regular domains can be improved by better numerical methods. The problem is naturally
separated into two nonsingular sub-problems[34], 22] [49],

(@) (z: 0) up (£;07), ifaxeQ \Q, (3.4)
u(x) = u(x; 0) = .

' uf (z;0%), ifzeQt\Q,.
u (2:07) = (| — zo| + 1)g(z0) + & — 20|t (;07). (3.5)



where @ = (07;0%) € O, the exact interface is the zero level set of the following level set function
#(xy) = 0. § is an extension of g near the interface and |.| is the Euclidean distance. @, will
be obtained from deep learning networks. The construction of equation (3.5) aims to ensure the
uniqueness of the solution. Similarly, depending on the shape of the interface, u; (z;07) will also
be constructed correspondingly. If the first jump condition across the interface is homogeneous, only
one function u¢(x;0) can be used to approximate the solution u. The structure of DNN with four

Xidq
X X
2J2

X )i1j,01 Xi 41 \\
a, X]2+1,j2+1 \
Xij425 Q B /
N /

Q +

Figure 4: A diagram of the method in two-dimensional case

hidden layers has been given in the Fig[2] The following is the selection of sampling points, which is
divided into two types: one is to select interior points {mk}iw:ll, {wk}i\fl which are random on the
degenerate domains; and the other is the nodes {xk}jkvi’l on the element grids. In order to define
the discrete loss function, all sampling points {z )}y, {Zr}e,, {@x}e?, need to meet the first

condition in (3.1),

Mi+Ms/2
1
L =_— -V 8" Vu, (xx;0) — [~ 2 Q7\Q .
O =y L 1TV A Vet S @teea o 60
Mo+ M: /2
L2(0) = ; Zs \—V~B+Vu+(wk~0) —f+(£ltk)|2 T € Q+ \QQ (37)
M2+M3/2 P t I )

The nodes {wk}g/[jl also need to meet the jump conditions across the interface,

M3
2 + . - . 2
LS(O) = E ; ‘ut (:Bi;’j;r,e) Uy (mi;,jlz»e) - w| ) (3'8)
M3
2 T+ —, - 2
La(8) := 3= D IB* VU (@i j:0) - m = B Vuy (@, ;50) - — ol (3.9)
k=1



This structure is to solve the singularity and geometric irregularity on the interface. If we sample
points directly from the interface, the separated sub-problems will be also degenerate.

In particular, there may be two cases for nodes, the first case is that the intersection of the
interface and the grid is not a grid node shown in the Figl] such as a;, we can process by nodes
close to the intersection in the horizontal or vertical direction,

|Uzr (mihh ; 0) — U ($i1+1,j1 ) 9) - w|27 (310)

|5+Vu?'(mil7jl;0) ‘n— B Vu (T 41,5,;60) - n— v|2. (3.11)

The second case is that the interface just intersects with the grid at the node, such as ay. We need
to deal with it through the four nodes around it,

uf (s 530) = Uy (Tiz12,5230) — W + 0 (Tiy11,55-1;0) = U (Tiy41,554150) —w[*,  (3.12)
|BTVu (20, 4,;0) -1 — B~ Vuy (€iyi2.,;0) -1 —v]*+ (3.13)
B Vuf (@iy41,5,-150) -1 = B Vg (Tig1,5,41;0) -1 — .
now, we are ready to define the total discrete loss function as follows:
L(O) = wlLl(O) + w2L2(0) + ngg(e) + w4L4(0), (314)

where w;,t = 1,2,3,4 are weights, which are used to solve the problem with large jump ratios.
Therefore, each discrete loss function can be compared by the same order of magnitude. After we
get the approximation of the gradient with respect to 8y, we can update each component of 6 as
0L(0)
1
O =0l —n—p| (3.15)
6=67

where 6 is any component of 8 and 7 is the learning rate. For the sake of simplicity, n is usually
taken as 10~ unless specified.

3.2.2 Finite Difference Scheme

On the regular domain, we can use better numerical methods to improve the accuracy of the whole
regions. Here we use the finite difference method[6]. Take one of these areas as an example,

V- (BT (x)Vut) = fH(z,u), =€y,
1) ¢ ut =uf(z;0%), xelt
ut =g, x€df.

Suppose that the function ™ has the following nodes (x1;,#2;) on the domain Q = [a,b] x [¢,d],
where
a=219g<T1] <T1g < - <T; << Tiy_1<Tiny =D,

c:x20<x21<$22<"'<$2j<"'<$2M_1<$2M:d~

The steps are hy and hy respectively, and x1; = 19 +ihy (i = 0,1,--- ,N), x2; = 229 + jh2 (j =
0,1,---,M). By Taylor formula, numerical calculation usually uses the following first-order central
difference quotient and second-order central difference quotient to approximate the first-order partial
derivative and second-order partial derivative of the function u™ at the node (x1,,z2;) respectively,

+ ot + ot
P e Vot et Vi R S S VL& VB ¥ V- 3.16
x Uiy = Iy s Oy Uy hy . (3.16)




52 ut — Uy — 2ug; + ul” Li 52 4t = Uij+1 — 2Ug5 + uid’*{ (3.17)

xT1 1_7 h% To z] h%

where 1,119 = T1; & h1/2, T2j11/0 = T2; + ha/2, u;; is the approximate value of the function ut

at the node.

For the equation (II), the difference quotient is used to approximate the partial derivative at the
nodes, and the following difference equations can be obtained on the domain (2s:

a:1 (574]6"”1 lj) (6+65E2 13) = ;57 (318)

where + = ft (@1, w25, u; ) By substituting q3 16[) and q3 17D into 43 18[) we can get
1
+ ut + + + + +
2 ( i+1/2,5%i+1,5 (5i+1/2,j + 5#1/2,3‘) Uiy + 51‘71/24“2'71,]‘) +
11 (3.19)
+ + + + + + + _ ot
n2 (ﬁi»j+1/2“ivj+1 - (5i7j+1/2 + 5@3‘—1/2) ug; + 51‘,3‘—1/2“1-,]'71) = fiy-
where 5;; = BJ" ($1i7x2j)? ﬁlttl/lj = ﬁ"" (xliil/Q?l‘Qj)? ﬁ?fjil/Q = ﬁ+ (x1i7x2ji1/2)’ 7 = 17 . 7]\f_
1L,j=1,---,M—1.
After discretizing the boundary value conditions, we can get
M
U;Z = U?—(mmﬂfzﬁeﬂa (3917:,11721') € {ﬂ3k}k=31 .
ug; = 90j, Uk = gNj» Uiy = Gi0s Uing = Gina,i =0, N, j=0,---, M. (3.20)

where g;; = g(21;,22;). Finally, the following iterative method is used to solve (3.19)), set an
initial value u;;(o) (i=1,---,N—1,7 = 1,--- .M — 1) and construct the sequence u;’;(m) (i =
1, N-1,7=1,--- , M —1,m=0,1,---) according to the following formula:

+(m) +(m) uF ™
(5z+1/23 Uit 7( 1+1/2]+61 1/2])uzj +ﬁz 1/2] i— 1,])+

) o) ) o) (3.21)
+(n m +(n m
(5 J+1/2 z,]—i?l ( l]+1/2+/81,j 1/2) U+ +61] 1/2ui,j—nl) :fz-; .

4 Numerical examples

In this section, we present some numerical results to illustrate the expected convergence rates for
different configurations. The convergence order of the approximate solutions, as measured by the
errors, is denoted by

order = logy (||uzn — UHLZ [ Mlun — U||L2) )

where uy, is the numerical solution with space step size h and u is the analytical solution.

4.1 1D degenerate interface with homogeneous jump conditions

Example 4.1. The degenerate differential equation with the homogeneous interface condition will
be solved in Q= = (0,1),Q2" = (1,2), and the interface point o = 1. The boundary condition and
the source function are chosen so that the exact solution is[58]

u(z) = T%(—exp(l—x)l/Q—i-l),er*,
L A (exp(z—DY2—1),2€QF.



Table 1: L? errors and convergence orders (7~ /7 = 10'?/1) for Example

[[un — u”L?(Ql) [[un — uHLQ(Q2) [[un — UHLz(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
10 4.77E —03 — 6.14E — 03 — 4.39E — 03 —
20 1.15E — 03 2.0508 1.73E — 03 1.8239 1.22E — 03 1.8462
40  3.02E — 04 1.9286 4.70E — 04 1.8830 3.10E — 04 1.9767
80  7.77E — 05 1.9608 1.23E — 04 1.9278 8.07E — 05 1.9428
160 1.98E — 05 1.9668 3.19E — 05 1.9520 2.03E — 05 1.9864
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Figure 5: Comparison between exact and DNN-FD solutions for Example (N=160).

The coefficient j is
5= —(1-2)?,2€Q,
T rH @ - 1DV et

Hence, the interface jump conditions,
[u =w=0, [Bu;]=v=0.

We test the current method for the classical interface problem with homogeneous jump conditions.
The network used 4 intermediate layers. The width of each layer is 6 and the number of sampling
points is 202, including 200 interior points and two grid nodes. The numerical results of the current
method for the very big jump ratios (7= /7+ = 10'?/1 and 7= /7+ = 1/10'?) are shown in Table
and Table 2] respectively. It can be seen clearly that the convergence orders reach the second order
for the numerical solution in L? norms. Fig shows the comparison between the exact solution and
the numerical solution for the very big jump ratios when N=160. In Fig[6] we present the decay
of the loss function during the training process respectively, eventually the error between the DNN
solution and the exact solution reduces to about O(10~%) near the interface.

Many other well-known methods usually give the numerical results with the jump ratios (77 /71 =

Table 2: L? errors and convergence orders (7~ /77 = 1/10'2) for Example

[Jun — U||L2(Q1) [[un — UHLQ(Q2) l[un — UHL2(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
10 1.42E — 02 — 7.75E — 03 — 7.30E — 03 —
20  2.94E — 03 2.2767 2.23E — 03 1.7977 1.84E — 03 1.9834
40 6.61E—04 2.1546 5.23E — 04 2.0903 4.76E — 04 1.9547
80 1.57E — 04 2.0719 1.34E — 04 1.9623 1.16E — 04 2.0376
160 3.60E — 05 2.1253 3.24E — 05 2.0512 2.80E — 05 2.0496
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Figure 6: The decay of the loss functions for Example [4.1] (N=160).

Table 3: L? errors and convergence orders (7~ /77 = 10'2/1) for Example

[|un _u||L2(Ql) [[un _uHL‘Z(Qz) [[un _UHLZ(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
10 1.23E — 02 — 5.80E — 03 — 6.54E — 03 —
20  4.00E — 03 1.6279 1.57E — 03 1.8822 1.64E — 03 1.9962
40 1.03E — 03 1.9515 4.07E — 04 1.9519 4.55E — 04 1.8471
80  2.68E — 04 1.9493 9.93E — 05 2.0349 1.15E —04 1.9853
160 6.83E — 05 1.9706 2.61E — 05 1.9251 3.02E — 05 1.9303

103/1 and 7~ /7" = 1/10?) for the one-dimensional or two-dimensional interface problems[27], while

it can be calculated by the method used in this paper with the jump ratios (7= /7 = 10'2/1 and 7= /71 = 1/1012).
The time for the deep neural network required to simulate the function is approximately 1263 seconds

when N=160.

4.2 1D degenerate interface with nonhomogeneous jump conditions

Example 4.2. In this example, the computational domain and interface (a point) are the same as
in the previous example. The source function f(z,u) are chosen such that the exact solution is as
follows[58]:
(1-2)*%) zeq
(z—=DYV2) +5,z €t
The coefficient S is

5= B~ =7"(1-2)3 e,

T Bt =1tz -2z e Q.

The experiment satisfies the following jump conditions,

1 2
[u] =w =05, [Buz] =v= §T+ + 57'7.

This is an experiment with nonhomogeneous jump conditions and the requirements for the nu-
merical algorithms problem is higher and stricter to the numerical algorithms. First, we present the
convergence order of the variables with large jump ratios (77 /77 = 10'2/1 and 7~ /7+ = 1/10'?)
in Table 3] and Table [4 namely. It can be seen that the convergence orders for the case of nonho-
mogeneous jump conditions are the second order. Fig[Th shows the comparison between the exact
solution and the numerical solution for the large jump ratio when N=80. In Fig[7p, we plot the
decay of the L? norm error between the DNN solution and the exact solution during the training
process with the large jump ratio (77 /7 = 10'?/1) when N=80 (case 2).
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Table 4: L? errors and convergence orders (7~ /77 = 1/10'2) for Example

[[un — u”L?(Ql) [[un — uHLQ(Q2) [[un — UHLz(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
10 3.15E —03 — 1.37E — 02 — 8.52E — 03 —
20  7.70E — 04 2.0327 4.24E — 03 1.6935 2.32E — 03 1.8730
40 2.22E-04 1.7951 9.79E — 04 2.1154 6.08E — 04 1.9346
80  5.74E — 05 1.9508 2.75E — 04 1.8321 1.56E — 04 1.9637
160 1.45E — 05 1.9761 6.53E — 05 2.0745 4.02E — 05 1.9545

— Ture — case 1
7 {/=— DNN-FD 2004 — case 2
5

1504

Loss

4 1.00

0.50
24
0.004
1 T T T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

000 025 050 075 100 125 150 175 200 Epachs
(a) 7= /7T =10'2/1 (b) The decay of the loss functions

Figure 7: Comparison between exact and DNN-FD solutions for Example (N=80).

Second, to compare with the methods in the literature[58], we also calculate the results of this
experiment with the jump ratio (v~ /7 = 107/1). In Fig, we plot the decay of the loss functions
during the training process with jump ratios (7~ /7 = 107/1 and 7~ /77 = 10'?/1) when N=80.
It can be seen that dealing with a smaller jump ratio is more simple and efficient. Finally, using this
example, the two methods can calculate homogeneous and nonhomogeneous degenerate problems in
one dimension, and the choice of coefficients can be constant, variable, or with singular properties.
The advantage of the DNN-FD method is that the jump ratio of the calculated coeflicients is bigger
than that of the method in[58]. The method can also be extended to two-dimensional degenerate
interfaces with the large jump ratio in the next section. This example takes approximately 1298
seconds when N=160, showing that the current method has no essential difference whether the jump
conditions are homogeneous or not.

4.3 2D degenerate interface with nohomogeneous jump conditions

Example 4.3. In this example, we consider the interface problem with nonhomogeneous jump
conditions. The exact solution is[27]

() = u(z)=af+23+2,2€Q,
N =1-2a%—a23,xzecQt.

The coefficient j is

§= { B =7 (~cos(a +a3 — (0.5)) + 1), € 0
ﬂ+ - 7'+(3 — 331.%'2),:13 e Ot

where Q- = {z|jz |< 0.5},Q7 = Q\Q~,Q = [-1,1] x [-1,1], and » = /2% + z3. The exact
interface is the zero level set of the following level set function,

o(x) = x% + x% - (0.5)2.

12



Table 5: L? errors and convergence orders (7~ /77 = 10'%/1) for Example

[[un _uHL?(Ql) [[un _UHL2(Q2) [[un —UHL2(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
10 x 10 1.45E — 02 — 1.15E — 02 — 8.16E — 03 —
20 x 20 4.19E — 03 1.7978 3.32E — 03 1.7981 2.45E — 03 1.7335
40 x 40 1.09E — 03 1.9396 8.56E — 04 1.9553 6.29E — 04 1.9636
80 x 80 2.83E — 04 1.9458 2.23E — 04 1.9366 1.61E — 04 1.9598
160 x 160 7.40E — 05 1.9367 5.73E — 05 1.9651 4.15E — 05 1.9598

1 ~

0T _— s

o5 T~ —

x2 ] x1

(a) DNN-FD Solution (b) Exact Solution

Figure 8: Comparison between exact and DNN-FD solutions for Example when N=160
(7= /7t =1/10'7).

We reconstruct the example from the literature[27] to degenerate it near the interface. It is a two-
dimensional degenerate elliptic equation with nonhomogeneous jump conditions. The network used 6
intermediate layers. The width of each layer is 15 and the number of sampling interior points is 2000.
In the running of the SGD method, we generate a new batch every 10 steps of updating. The numer-
ical results of the present method for large jump ratios (7~ /7% = 10'°/1 and 7~ /7+ = 1/10'°) are
shown in Table [5] and Table [6] respectively. It can be seen that the convergence orders for the case
of nonhomogeneous jump conditions are the second order. Fig[8shows the comparison between the
exact solution and the numerical solution for the large jump ratio (’7'7 JTT = 1/1010) when N=160.
In Fig[9] we plot the decay of the loss functions during the training process with large jump ratios
(t7/77 = 10'°/1 and 7~ /7% = 1/10'°) when N=160. The two-dimensional case is more difficult
than the one-dimensional case and takes more sampling points, but there is no essential difference
in methods. The error between the DNN solution and the exact solution is also reduced to ap-
proximately O(10~%) near the interface. This example shows that this method can be effectively
extended to two-dimensional or even higher dimensional degenerate interface problems, and can also
effectively solve the coefficients with the large jump ratio.

Table 6: L? errors and convergence orders (7~ /7 = 1/10%) for Example

[[un _uHL?(Ql) [[un —UHLz(m) [[un —UHLz(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
10 x 10 2.45E — 02 — 1.37E — 02 — 2.52E — 02 —
20 x 20 6.12E — 03 2.0020 3.70E — 03 1.8898 6.22E — 03 2.0208
40 x 40 1.53E — 03 2.0000 9.55E — 04 1.9564 1.54E — 03 2.0114
80 x 80 3.82E — 04 2.0001 2.52E — 04 1.9202 3.84E — 04 2.0059
160 x 160 9.57E — 05 2.0000 5.92E — 05 2.0905 9.59E — 05 2.0028
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Figure 9: The decay of the loss functions for Example (N=160).

Table 7: L? errors and convergence orders (8~ /8% = 10'°/1) for Example

[[un _UHL2(91) [[un _UHLZ(QQ) [[un _“HLZ(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
10 x 10 1.44E — 02 — 4.36E — 02 — 1.37E — 03 —
20 x 20 3.56E — 03 2.0221 1.15E —03 1.9252 3.27E — 03 2.0646
40 x 40 8.98E — 04 1.9891 2.96E — 04 1.9548 8.26E — 04 1.9857
80 x 80 2.26E — 04 1.9891 2.08E — 05 1.9727 7.55E — 04 1.9849
160 x 160 5.68E — 05 1.9926 1.91E — 05 1.9840 5.27E — 05 1.9869

4.4 2D nondegenerate interface with homogeneous jump conditions

Example 4.4. In this example, we consider the nondegenerate interface problem with high contrast
diffusion coefficients with homogeneous jump conditions. The exact solution is[24]

(@) u‘(w):g%i,weﬁ_,
ul\xr) = 3 -
(@) = 15 + (ﬁ% - ﬁ%) (0.5)%,z € Q.
where Q- = {z|jz |< 0.5},Q7 = Q\Q~,Q = [-1,1] x [-1,1], and r = /27 + 23. The exact

interface is the zero level set of the following level set function,
¢(x) = 21 + 25 — (0.5)%

The method used in this paper can compute not only degenerate problems, but also nonde-
generate problems. The numerical results of the present method for large jump ratios (3~ /8% =
10'°/1 and B~ /BT = 1/10'°) are shown in Table [7| and Table [§ respectively. It can be seen easily
that the numerical solution has second-order convergence in the L? norm.

Table 8: L? errors and convergence orders (8~ /8%t = 1/ 1010) for Example

Huh_uHL?(Ql) ||Uh—UHL2(Q2) [[un —UHL2(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
10 x 10 2.12E — 02 — 1.10E — 03 — 1.43E — 02 —
20 x 20 5.47E — 03 1.9531 2.74E — 03 2.0102 3.59E — 03 1.9984
40 x 40 1.33E — 03 2.0349 6.91E — 04 1.9912 8.96E — 04 2.0032
80 x 80 3.26E — 04 2.0310 1.73E —05 1.9975 2.35E — 04 1.9304
160 x 160 7.91E — 05 2.0471 4.30E — 05 2.0075 6.14E — 05 1.9364
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(a) DNN-FD Solution (b) Exact Solution

Figure 10: Comparison between exact and DNN-FD solutions for Example [£.4] when N=160
(67/B8T = 10'/1).

> ~— 05
x2 4 x1 x2 EE x1

(a) DNN-FD Solution (b) Exact Solution

Figure 11: Comparisons between exact and DNN-FD solutions for Example [£.4 when N=160
(B=/8* = 1/10"°).

Fig[T0] and FiglT1] show the comparison between the exact solution and the numerical solution
for large jump ratios (7= /77 = 10'°/1) and (7~ /7% = 1/10'°) when N=160 respectively. Due to
the application of numerical methods on regular domains, the accuracy of this method is higher
than that in [24], and because of the fully decoupled format, it can handle the problem with higher
coeflicients and the larger jump ratio.

4.5 2D nondegenerate flower shape interface

Example 4.5. In this example, we consider the flower shape interface problem. The exact solution
is[27]

w(z) = { u”(x) =Tz} + 723+ 6,2 € Q™
ut(x) =5 — 522 — bzl xz € QF.

The coefficient 3 is
5= B~ = (2% —23+3)/T,xeQ,
Bt = (x122+2)/5,x € QF.

The exact interface is the zero level set of the following level set function,
¢ = (x1 — 0.02vV5)2 + (x2 — 0.02v/5)2 — (0.5 + 0.25sin(56))2,

with { z(0) = 0.02v/5 + (0.5 + 0.2sin(50)) cos(6),

y(0) = 0.02v/5 + (05 + 02sin(50))sin(9), < 12

The peculiarity of this example is that the problem has a complex smooth interface. It is designed
to examine the performance of the DNN-FD method in dealing with geometric irregularities. Our
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Table 9: L? errors and convergence orders of the DNN-FD method for Example

[[un _uHLQ(Ql) [[un —U||L2(92) [[un —U||L2(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
10 x 10 1.03E — 02 — 1.36E — 02 — 1.30E — 02 —
20 x 20 2.63E — 03 1.9754 3.61E — 03 1.9145 3.51E — 03 1.8912
40 x 40 6.56E — 04 1.9834 8.85E — 04 2.0285 8.98E — 04 1.9652
80 x 80 1.66E — 04 2.0000 2.19E — 04 2.0098 2.32E — 04 1.9522
160 x 160 4.16E — 05 1.9979 5.18E — 05 2.0847 5.96E — 05 1.9609

(a) DNN-FD Solution (b) Exact Solution
Figure 12: Comparison between exact and DNN-FD solutions for Example when N=160.

(a) S.;ampling points in Q~ (b) Sampling points in Q1

Figure 13: The diagram of sampling points for Example [1.5]
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Table 10: L? errors and convergence orders of the DNN-FD method for Example

[[un — uHL2(521) [[un — UHL2(Q2) l[un — uHLZ(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
10 x 10 1.50E — 02 — 7.13E — 02 — 2.37E — 02 —
20 x 20 3.63E — 03 2.0449 1.31E —03 2.4440 7.46E — 03 1.6659
40 x 40 1.42E — 03 1.3528 4.75E — 04 1.4647 1.36E — 03 2.4552
80 x 80 3.64E — 04 1.9644 1.21E — 04 1.9729 3.23E — 04 2.0752
160 x 160 9.15E — 05 1.9942 2.97E — 05 2.0255 8.36E — 05 1.9503

method also has advantages in dealing with complex interface problems. This method becomes
simple and efficient by applying a deep neural network near the interface. We present a grid re-
finement analysis in Table [9] that successfully reached the second order. Fig[l3]shows the sampling
points in the area of the method in this paper. It can be seen from the figure that we will set more
sampling points near the curve with the large radian. Similarly, as dealing with the singularity and
non-smoothness of the interface, we will set more sampling points. We take the points by sections
based on different degeneracies, large jump ratios, and other conditions to show the properties of the
interface well. Fig[12] shows the comparison between the exact solution and the numerical solution
when N=160.

4.6 2D nondegenerate happy-face interface

Example 4.6. In this example, we consider the following more general self-adjoint elliptic interface
problem,
-V - (B(x)Vu(x)) + o(x)u(x) = f(x), in Q.

The example is a happy-face interface and the coefficients f* are symmetric positive definite matri-
ces. The exact solution is[47] 27]

(@) = u(x) =Tt + 723+ 1,z €Q,
| ut(z) =552 — 523, x € Q.

The coefficient 3 is

T1x2+2 x120+1 _ 22 —23+3 2?2 —23+1
pra)=( """ . By =( "5 ) > :
122+ 1 T2+ 3 ri—x5+1 zi—x5+4

The exact interface can be viewed in the literature[27]. The other coefficient o is

o(@) = o~ (x) =maz?+1,x €O,
| oT(x) =22+ 2% -2,z € Q.

The difficulty of the example is that the interfaces have kinks around ears and mouth. We present
the convergence results in Table Numerical results indicate that the DNN-FD solution always
converges to the exact solution with second-order accuracy. And the exact solution and the numerical
solution are compared in Fig[T4 when N=160.
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Figure 14: Comparison between exact and DNN-FD solutions for Example when N=160.

Table 11: L? errors and convergence orders of the DNN-FD method for Example

||Uh—UHL2(Ql) [[un _UHL2(S22) [[un —U||L2(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order Error Order
20 x 20 2.48E — 02 — 2.55E — 02 1.99E — 02 —
40 x 40 5.89E — 03 2.0780 6.13E — 03 2.0584 5.52E — 03 1.8529
80 x 80 1.50E — 03 1.9669 1.56E — 03 1.9718 1.41E — 03 1.9680
160 x 160 3.85E — 04 1.9667 3.99E — 04 1.9710 3.53E — 04 1.9982
320 x 320 9.38E — 05 2.0388 9.742E — 05 2.0348 9.30E — 05 1.9246

4.7 2D nondegenerate sharp-edged interface

Example 4.7. In this example, we consider the nonsmooth interface problem. The exact solution
is[8, 28]
u” (@) = Tzt + 723 + 6,
u(m): u+((1;): T+ T2+ 1, if 21 + 29 >0,
sin (x1 + x2) + cos (x1 + x2), if z1+ 22 <O0.
The coefficient 3 is
5= B™ = (2} —23+3)/T,xeQ,
N T=8zecOt.

The exact interface is the zero level set of the following level set function,

To — 2T, if 1 + 22 >0,
p(x) = .
xo+x1/2, ifx;+ax<0.

For nonsmooth interface problems, the method used in this paper can also be applied the numerical

Table 12: L* errors and convergence orders of the DNN-FD method for Example [4.7]

llun — ull oo ) IFVE[S]
N Error Order  Order
20 x 20 1.51E — 02 — —
40 x 40 3.64E — 03 2.0544 1.3132
80 x 80 1.09E — 03 1.7943 1.0505
160 x 160 3.06E — 04 1.7793 1.0106
320 x 320 8.96E — 05 1.7716 1.0139
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(a) DNN-FD Solution (b) Exact Solution
Figure 15: Comparison between exact and DNN-FD solutions for Example [£.7] when N=320.

Table 13: L? errors and convergence orders of the DNN-FD method for Example

[[un _uHL?(Ql) [[un —U||L2(92) [[un —U||L2(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
20 x 20 2.57E — 02 — 1.39E — 02 — 2.09E — 02 —
40 x 40 6.13E — 03 2.0584 3.54E — 03 1.9708 5.84E — 03 1.8436
80 x 80 1.56E — 03 1.9718 8.57E — 04 2.0487 1.48E — 03 1.9716
160 x 160 3.99E — 04 1.9710 2.17E - 04 1.9818 3.74E — 04 1.9898
320 x 320 9.74E — 05 2.0348 5.36E — 05 2.0160 9.79E — 05 1.9364

results of the current method are given in Table[I1] In Table[1I] we present a grid refinement analysis
that successfully achieves the second order. In other words, the proposed method is not sensitive
to the grid for the solution and interface. In Table We also calculated the logarithmic ratios
of L* errors. Although the scheme is the second order one and costs too much expensive works
on the interface, it is so hard to get satisfactory results in [48] because of nonsmooth property of
the interface. And the solution w has a singularity at (0,0) with blow-up derivatives. Our method
has approximately the second-order convergence, the numercial results are much better than ones of
IFVE method. Fig[Th| shows the comparison between the exact solution and the numerical solution
when N=320.

4.8 2D nondegenerate five-pointed star interface

Example 4.8. In this example, we consider the five-pointed star interface problem. The exact
solution is[28§]
(@) = { u (z) =8,z €0,
ut(x) = 22 + 23 + sin(x + 22),x € Q.
The coefficient 3 is
BT =1Lzecq,
p= { ﬁ+ = 2—|—Sin(1‘1 -‘1-372),% e Ot.

The exact interface is the zero level set of the following level set function,

Rsin(6:/2 7r2z 2
Sin(9t/2—9+9(r—27r(i—1)/5) 7,0 + S <0,+ m(2i=2) )

Rsin(6:/2) 17(21 2) 77(21 1)
o(r,0) = 072100, 2T O b <h<0,+
9 - in(8 ge

with 0, = n/5,0, = n/7,R = 6/7 and i = 1,2,3,4,5. This example presents a more difficult
challenge, that is, considering that the interface consists of several sharp-edged nonsmooth interfaces.
Our method can also be applied after special processing for more complex nonsmooth interfaces,
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Figure 16: Comparison between exact and DNN-FD solutions for Example [4.8] when N=320.

Table 14: L? errors and convergence orders of the DNN-FD method for Example

[[un *UHL2(91) [[un *UHL2(QZ) [[un *UHLZ(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
20 x 20 1.30E — 02 — 1.50E — 02 — 1.88E — 02 —
40 x 40 3.54E — 03 1.8772 3.63E — 03 2.0499 5.10E — 03 1.8842
80 x 80 7.97E — 04 2.1508 1.42E — 03 1.3528 1.24E — 03 2.0385
160 x160 2.49E — 04 1.6769 3.64E — 04 1.9644 3.02E — 04 2.0391
320 x 320 6.11E —05 2.0268 9.25E — 05 1.9795 8.11E —05 1.8973

such as the five-pointed star interface. The numerical results of the current method for in Table
It can be seen that even if the non-smoothness of the interface changes, our method can always
maintain the second-order accuracy. The exact solution and the numerical solution are compared in
Fig[16] when N=320.

4.9 2D degenerate five-pointed star interface

Example 4.9. In this example, we consider the degenerate five-pointed star interface problem. The
exact solution is[2§]

u~ (x) = 6 + sin(2mxy ) sin(27az), x € O,
u(x) = T a2 2 +
ut(x) = o1 + 25 + sin(z1 + z2),x € Q.

The coefficient 3 is

BY = (w1 — SALDY2 4 (wy — FALD Y2 3 € Q.

62{ BT =(r1— 2P+ (22— )P xeQ,

7sin(mw/3)

The exact interface is the same as in the previous example. In the last example, we reconstruct
the examples from the original literature[28]. We will challenge one which is combining degenerate
and nonsmooth interface problems, where the degenerate points are respectively the two angles of
the five-pointed star on the positive and negative domains. Furthermore, because the solution of
the problem is nonlinear, the difficulty of this example increases once again. The choice of the
activation function has also changed, and the selected nonlinear activation function offers a good
approximation to the solution of the problem. The numerical results of the current method are
shown in Table The experimental results have the second-order accuracy in the L? norm. Fig
shows the comparison between the exact solution and the numerical solution when N=320.
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(a) DNN-FD Solution (b) Exact Solution
Figure 17: Comparison between exact and DNN-FD solutions for Example when N=320.

4.10 2D degenerate interface with large jump conditions

Example 4.10. This example is based on the addition of a large jump ratio to Example [£:9] The
boundary condition and the source function are chosen so that the exact solution is[58]

T3 4+ 7234+ 6,2 € Q7
u(z) = 2 2 4
3 + 23 + sin(z1 + x2), 7 € Q.

The coefficient 3 is

5:{ Bm =7 ((21 - )+ (22 - §)?),x € O,

Bt =1t (g1 — LIELDY2 4 (g, - SIEA0Y2) 4 € OF

Tsin(mw/3) 7sin(m/3)

The exact interface is the zero level set of the following level set function,

Rsin(6:/2)
sin(6¢/2—040,.—2m(i—1)/5)

Tr(Qz 2)

<60,.+

-6, + ==

Rsin(6:/2 7T(2z 2) T 21 1
9 — sin(Gt/2+98—9(T—/273(i—1)/5) 7, 0r + <0<0,+ 00,
¢(T7 ) - < 0

with 6, = 7 /5,0, =n/7,R=6/7 and i = 1,2, 3,4,5.

Figure 18: The DNN-FD solution for Example [4.10] when N=320 (7~ /7% = 1: 10'7).
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Table 15: L? errors and convergence orders of the DNN-FD method for Example (r=/rt =1:
1010).

[[un _“HL2(91) [[un _UHL2(Q2) [[un _UHL2(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
20 x 20 1.30E — 02 — 1.50E — 02 — 1.88E — 02 —
40 x 40 3.54E — 03 1.8772 3.63E — 03 2.0499 5.10E — 03 1.9842
80 x 80 7.67E — 04 2.1508 1.42E — 03 1.3528 1.24E — 03 2.0325
160 x160 1.49E — 04 1.6769 3.64E — 04 1.9644 3.02E — 04 1.8991
320 x 320 5.12E — 05 2.0268 9.25E — 05 1.9795 8.11E — 05 1.8273

Table 16: L? errors and convergence orders of the DNN-FD method for Example (r=/rF =
1010 : 1).

[[un _uHL2(Ql) [[un _UHL2(Q2) [[un —UHL2(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
20 x 20 1.29E — 02 — 1.50E — 02 — 1.88E — 02 —
40 x 40 3.54E — 03 1.8772 3.63E — 03 2.0499 5.10E — 03 1.8842
80 x 80 7.97E — 04 2.1508 5.12E — 03 1.3528 1.24E — 03 1.9385
160 x160 2.49E — 04 1.6769 3.62E — 04 1.9644 3.02E — 04 1.8591
320 x 320 6.11E — 05 2.0268 8.15E — 05 1.9795 8.11E — 05 1.7903

Our method can also be applied in the five-pointed star interface with large jump ratios. The
numerical results of the current method for in Table and TabldI6l It can be seen that even
if the non-smoothness of the interface changes, our method can always maintain the second-order
accuracy. The numerical solution is shown in Figl[T8 when N=320.

4.11 2D interface problem with non analytical solution

Example 4.11. In this example, we consider the five-pointed star interface problem with non
analytical solution which is constructed from Example The coefficient 3 is

g B =Lmeor
| Bt =2+sin(zy +22), € QT

The exact interface is the zero level set of the following level set function,

Rsin(6:/2) w(21—2) w(2i—1)

(r, 0) = { sin(&t/2—}-%0—6(r9—/273(i—1)/5) — 7,0, + ( 5 ) <O <0+ ( 5 )v
’ - sin(60: /2 w(21—3 w(21—2

Sn(0:/2—0+0,—2n(i—1)/5) _ |» O+ =5 <O0<0 + =5

with 0; = 7/5,0, =7/7,R=6/7 and i = 1,2,3,4,5. We change the f~ () = | — x¢|(1+2log |z —
xo|), where ¢(xg) = 0. This example presents a more difficult challenge, that is, considering that
the interface consists of several sharp-edged nonsmooth interfaces and has non analytical solution.
Our method can also be applied this example. The numerical results of the current method for in
Table [17] where f, is the right term calculated by the numerical solution uj. Due to the lack of the
analytical solution to the equation, we define L? errors and convergence orders of the equation as
the reference of stability during the operation. This value is stable around a constant, confirming
the feasibility of the method. The numerical solution is shown in Fig[I9 when N=320.
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Table 17: L? errors and convergence orders of f and f; for Example

Hfh—fHLZ(Ql) ||fh_f||L2(Qz) ||fh—f||L2(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
20 x 20 2.57E — 02 — 1.39E — 02 — 2.09E — 02 —
40 x 40 6.13E — 03 1.5584 3.54E — 03 1.4708 5.84E — 03 1.4436
80 x 80 1.56E — 03 1.3718 8.57E — 04 1.5487 1.48E — 03 1.4716
160 x 160 3.99E — 04 1.4710 2.17E —04 1.4818 3.74E — 04 1.5898
320 x 320 9.74E — 05 1.4348 5.36E — 05 1.5160 9.79E — 05 1.5364

Figure 19: The DNN-FD solution for Example when N=320.
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Table 18: L? errors and convergence orders with (4.1)) for Example

[[un *UHL2(91) [[un *UHL2(92) [[un *UHLZ(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
20 x 20 5.99E — 03 — 1.60E — 03 — 3.39E — 03 —
40 x 40 1.45E — 04 1.9267 4.77E — 04 1.7577 8.92E — 04 1.9234
80 x 80 3.66E — 04 1.9746 1.42E — 05 1.7503 1.99E — 04 2.1647
160 x 160 1.04E — 04 1.9919 2.83E — 05 2.3223 4.79E — 05 2.0076
320 x 320 2.50E — 05 2.0653 7.61E — 06 1.8912 1.34E — 05 1.8996

4.12 2D Linear elasticity interface problem
Example 4.12. Finally, we will consider the example with physical significance that is a linear
elasticity PDE with a discontinuous stress tensor as follows,
~V - T = f(x,u), in Q- UQT,
[u] =w, on T,
[T-n]=wv, onT,
u =g, on Jf).

One application of the linear elasticity problem is to model the shape and location of fibroblast cells
under stress. Let u = (uq, u2)T denote the displacement field. Then, the strain tensor is

1
o=73 (Vu+ (Vu)T).
then the elasticity tensor T is a linear transformation on the tensors. In the isotropic case, we have
To =ATr(o)1 +2u (U + UT) .

where A and p are lamé constants, Tr(.) is the trace operator, and 1 is the identity matrix. In this
case, the above parameters satisfies the following relationships

- E \ = Ev
F=ot+y)y "~ 0+ -2v)
where E is Young modulus and p,v are Poisson’s ratio. The interface is defined in the polar
coordinate 0 50
sin
=0.5 .
T + 7
We set the computational domain @ = [—1,1] x [—1,1]. The Dirichlet boundary condition and

homogeneous jump conditions are determined in this example. Then we choose two groups of the
Poisson’s ratio and the shear modulus as follows[I0]

v~ =024, inQ"; ©~ =2000000, in Q7;
v= = (4.1)
vt =020, inQT. ut = 1500000, in QF.
and
v = 0.24, in Q" 4~ = 2000000, in Q"
v= S = (4.2)
vt =0.00024, in QF. ut = 1500000, in Q.

The network used 6 intermediate layers. The width of each layer is 20 and the learning rate n
is 5 x 10~4.In Fig we plot the profiles of the DNN-FD solution, which are the displacements in
x1 and x5 coordinates, respectively. The corresponding numerical results are shown in Table L8 and
Table We find that the DNN-FD solutions have the second-order accuracy in the L? norm.
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Figure 20: The DNN-FD solution for Example with (4.1) when N=320.

Table 19: L? errors and convergence orders with (4.2)) for Example

[[un _u||L2(§21) [[un —U||L2(92) [[un —U||L2(Q)
N Error Order  Error Order  Error Order
20 x 20 4.08E — 03 — 1.82E — 03 — 1.38E — 03 —
40 x 40 1.01E — 04 2.0108 3.25E — 04 2.4939 3.20E — 04 2.1162
80 x 80 2.23E — 04 2.1886  8.59E — 05 2.2130 6.35E — 05 2.3367
160 x 160 5.17E — 05 2.1108 2.36E — 05 1.9278 1.50E — 05 2.0828
320 x 320 1.40E — 06 1.8868 5.26E — 06 2.1720 3.53E — 06 2.0864
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5 Conclusions.

Numerical methods for solving nolinear degenerate interface problems is one of fundamental iusses
in scientific computations, it is challenge to design effective and robust fully decoupled numerical
method for such degenerate interface problems. In this paper, fully decoupled finite difference
method based on deep neural network for solving degenerate interface problems including 1D and
2D cases is proposed. It is shown that we can adopt uniform grids to solve degenerate PDE with
interface. There are no unknown augmented parameters in the discrete schemes, and no more extra
conditions and works to be required for designing numerical approximation algorithms. In fact, some
augmented variables is obtained by adopting DNN technique, the degenerate interface problem is
completely decoupled two independent to the case of other degenerate or singular problems. The
accuracy of the proposed fully decoupled algorithms has been demonstrated by solving various
examples including degenerate and nondegenerate cases. In particular, the fully decoupled properties
of the algorithm make the method capable of easy handling the jump ratio from the case of semi-
decoupling BIG jump (such as 107 : 1 or 1 : 107) to the case of fully decoupled VERY BIG jump
(such as 102 : 1 or 1: 10'2) conditions. An interesting typical sharp edge example with degenerate
five-pointed star interface shows that our approach works very well for those very hard problems.
Numerical examples confirm the effectiveness of the fully decoupled algorithms for solving degenerate
interface problems.
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