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Abstract

Physics-Informed Neural Networks (PINNs) have been widely used for solving partial
differential equations (PDEs) of different types, including fractional PDEs (fPDES)
[29]. Herein, we propose a new general (quasi) Monte Carlo PINN for solving fPDEs
on irregular domains. Specifically, instead of approximating fractional derivatives by
Monte Carlo approximations of integrals as was done previously in [31], we use a
more general Monte Carlo approximation method to solve different fPDEs, which is
valid for fractional differentiation under any definition. Moreover, based on the ensem-
ble probability density function, the generated nodes are all located in denser regions
near the target point where we perform the differentiation. This has an unexpected
connection with known finite difference methods on non-equidistant or nested grids,
and hence our method inherits their advantages. At the same time, the generated nodes
exhibit a block-like dense distribution, leading to a good computational efficiency of
this approach. We present the framework for using this algorithm and apply it to sev-
eral examples. Our results demonstrate the effectiveness of GMC-PINNSs in dealing
with irregular domain problems and show a higher computational efficiency compared
to the original fPINN method. We also include comparisons with the Monte Carlo
fPINN [31]. Finally, we use examples to demonstrate the effectiveness of the method

in dealing with fuzzy boundary location problems, and then use the method to solve
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the coupled 3D fractional Bloch-Torrey equation defined in the ventricular domain of
the human brain, and compare the results with classical numerical methods.
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1. Introduction

Fractional derivatives, as more general forms of derivatives, can describe physical
systems with long-term memory and long-range interactions, so fractional partial dif-
ferential equations (fPDEs) have been widely used in modeling systems with memory,
spatial nonlocality, and power-law characteristics [[1} 2} 13} 14]. Since fractional integrals
and fractional derivatives satisfy the commutation law only in special cases, no analytic
solution to the definition of integral can be obtained even for linear problems. So many
numerical methods for fPDEs have been developed [, 16,7, [8], for example, [9] first de-
veloped the time-space spectral method and inverse problem for time-space fractional
Fokker-Planck equation, which can enjoy high accuracy. Jia and Jiang [10] used expo-
nential wave integrator method to study the improved uniform error bounds for long-
time dynamics of the space fractional Klein-Gordon equation with weak nonlinearity.
For high-dimensional time-space fPDEs on irregular domains, the main challenge is
due to Lévy flights on how to choose a suitable adaptive mesh at the boundaries or
use higher-order numerical techniques. Nevertheless, various classical methods have
been generalized from low-dimensional regular domains to high-dimensional irregular
domains [[11} 12} 13} 14, [15]]. Specifically, the authors of [16] proposed a new unstruc-
tured mesh Galerkin finite element method (FEM) with Crank-Nicolson time-stepping
for solving the 2D time-space fractional PDEs on an irregular convex domain. They
showed that their method can achieve smaller errors than the structured mesh finite el-
ement method. For 3D problems, a class of RBF-based differential quadrature method
was proposed in [17] for the space fractional diffusion equation on 3D irregular do-
mains. The radial basis function (RBF) was used as trial function, and the fractional
derivatives were presented by weighted linear combinations. Numerical results showed
that this method was convergent with desirable accuracy and compared favorably to fi-

nite difference method in terms of global errors. However, it is worth noting that due



to the non-locality and singularity of fractional derivatives, high computational cost
and high memory cost are required when using classical numerical methods to solve
fPDEs. Although many fast algorithms [[18} 119} 20, 21} 22] have been developed to im-
prove computational efficiency for simple domains, it is still very important to develop
more efficient numerical methods for high-dimensional fPDEs on irregular domains.

Recently, a new Monte Carlo method was proposed to approximate fractional-order
differentiation [23l 24]]. This method starts from the Griinwald-Letnikov definition
of fractional derivative, constructs a probability distribution function that conforms to
fractional differentiation, and then uses the Monte Carlo method to obtain sample nodes
that conform to fractional order. This method generates nodes that are denser near the
estimated point and less dense at the starting position, similar to known finite difference
methods on non-equidistant or nested grids. Hence, it can be used effectively to solve
fPDEs om irregular domains; moreover, it can allow for parallelization. However, since
its expression consists of the functional value of the objective function at the generating
sample nodes, it cannot be used in the numerical solution of fractional PDEs in classical
methods.

Physics-informed neural network (PINNs) [25]], is an algorithm that combines phys-
ical models with deep learning, and has been widely used in solving PDEs [26, 27, |28
29,130]. One of its many advantages lies in the ability to construct solutions directly
using neural networks (NNs), and then use the loss function to correct the known la-
beled data in combination with the governing equations to make it an approximate
solution that truly satisfies the known conditions. Therefore, with the help of PINNs,
we can apply this new Monte Carlo method effectively to solve fPDEs. In previous
work [31]], the authors combined the Monte Carlo method and fPINN to solve the for-
ward and inverse problems involving fPDEs. However, they only used the Monte Carlo
method to approximate the integral in the fractional differentiation for the Caputo frac-
tional derivatives, but this apparoach cannot be directly applied to other cases, e.g.,
the Riemann-Liouville fractional derivatives. Moreover, it uses unbiased estimators
for the loss function, which requires the setting of a range of priori parameter distribu-
tions. While this can reduce the computational cost, it also increases the reliance on

a priori experience. Therefore, it would also be interesting to develop a more general



MC method that does not rely on manual and empirical settings.

In this paper, we propose a new Monte Carlo PINNs method for solving fPDEs on
irregular domains. We first extend the Monte Carlo method to the approximation of
the fractional derivatives of the right-sided, develop two different quasi-Monte Carlo
methods to implement it, and successfully apply it to simulate numerical solutions of
fPDEs with the help of PINNs. Compared to the original fPINN method, Monte Carlo
PINN uses sample nodes that are block-distributed, and the approximate expression is
the average of their corresponding function values, so it is able to achieve a reduction
in storage requirements and computational costs by organizing its generation points,
which enables it to have better computational efficiency. Moreover, since its node dis-
tribution is similar to finite difference methods on non-equidistant or nested grids, this
allows our method to better adapt to the shape of the boundary for irregular boundary
problems, thus ensuring the accuracy of numerical simulations. We present several
examples that further demonstrate the effectiveness of our method. In particular, we
test a very interesting numerical example, the fuzzy boundary location problem, that
is, we obtain the fPDE solution when the boundary region is uncertain. This problem
often arises in situations where it is difficult to accurately measure the precise location
of a domain. We compared the numerical results of our method with those of fPINN,
and found that our method is able to achieve the same or even better numerical ac-
curacy while guaranteeing higher computational efficiency. Finally, we simulated the
real problem of human cerebrovascular blood flow and compared the results with those
simulated by traditional methods, which again proved the validity of our method.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section[2]presents the general form of
fPDEs. Extended Monte Carlo methods and the new Monte Carlo PINNs method are
described in detail in Section[3] Sectionfd]presents the numerical examples to verify the
effectiveness of our method for fPDEs on irregular domains. Finally, some conclusions

are summarized in Section[3]



2. Problem statement

The general form of fPDEs can be expressed as
CDU(x,1) + L (i, (— ) Bty i, 1) = F(%,0), X EQ, 1 € (0,T],
u(x,0) = up(x), x € Q, )]
u(x,t) =u(x,t), x€dQ, r € (0,7],
where u(x,t) represents the exact solution, f(x,?) is the forcing term, and § DY repre-

sents the Caputo time fractional derivative operator, defined as [§]]

1 t
CD%u(x,1) := m/o (t—s5)" %" (x,5)ds, n—1 < &t < n, (2)
and (fA)g is the Riesz fractional derivative operator [8]]
Nt o . RL\B. | RLNB
(=A)zu(x,t) :=cg (xlbDXu +x Dx,u), 3)

withm—1 < B <m, cp = — 55577y and

1 am
f]I;DEM(X,t) = Wﬁ/ (X*T)m_ﬁ_lu(x+(ffx),t)df,
won x @
D () = g [ e -0 P Gk (£ 0

where x5, X, are the lower and upper bounds of Q with respect to x,
x;p i=inf{x: (x,¢) € @ x (0,T]}, X, :=sup{x:(x,t) € Qx(0,T]}. ®)

RLDEM RLDE u,

In case of high-dimensional spaces, {*Dfu} and {fLDEubu} mean {8-Du, K

XIb
g’;D? u} and {fLDEuh u, ;“Dﬁ U fLDfuhu}, respectively. .Z(+) is a linear or nonlinear
space differential operator containing possible orders of space derivatives. For simplic-
ity, here we take .Z(-) := (—/\)P/2 as an example. By applying the new Monte Carlo
PINNSs, we will solve fPDEs, in the form above but not limited to this, on irregular

domains.

3. The General Monte Carlo PINNs Method

In this section, we introduce a new Monte Carlo PINNs to apply it to Eq. (I).
Before describing the details of the method, we first extend the Monte Carlo method to

approximate right-sided fractional differentiation.



3.1. Monte Carlo method for right-sided fractional differentiation

The Monte Carlo method for fractional differentiation [23}24] is a new approxima-
tion method. This method defines a sequence of fractional order dependent probability
distribution functions based on the Griinwald-Letnikov defined fractional differential
operators. It then uses the Monte Carlo method for nodal sampling based on this prob-
ability distribution function to construct approximate expressions for fractional differ-
entiation at different fractional orders. Under this idea, an approximate expression for

the left-sided fractional-order differentiation of f(x) can be written as

Xipy DY f(x) ~ f(x)

BV . 1E 1Y
= % Ga= G DCfx=jh) =5 X 3 L (=D/Cif e — (¥ Y+ ),
(6)

j=0 m=1 j=0
where x;;, represents the left bound of the domain with respect to x; « is the order of

the fractional derivative, o € (n,n+ 1); h is the step-size, h = (x — x;) /N, where N
is the number of approximate points; K is the repeat time and {Y,,(,a),m =1,..,N} are
the sample nodes on ¢ generated by Monte Carlo method; and c) represents binomial
coefficient. This method can be used for approximation of all three types of fractional
derivatives: the Caputo, the Griinwald-Letnikov, and the Riemann-Liouville fractional
derivatives.

In the original paper [24] only the expression for approximating the left-sided frac-
tional derivative is presented. Therefore, we should derive an approximation of the
right-sided fractional derivatives in order to be able to approximate the Riesz fractional
derivative operator. As an example, we only show the derivation process of o € (1,2).
The derivation steps are also applicable to other values of «.

Similarly, let us first recall that the Griinwald-Letnikov fractional derivative on

Ly (R) defined as [8],

SLp% f(x) = lim &/% f(x), @ >0, h >0, (7)
h—0

Xub

where

1 ¢ (71)ka(a71)~~((xfk+1)

k, f(x+kh), )

k=0



where x,;, represents the right boundary of the domain with respect to x, & is the step

size, h = (x5 —x)/N, and N is the number of approximation points.

We set
Io+1)
=v(ok)=(—1F—""~ 9
thus
my=1,m =v(a,l)=—0o <0, andmy >0, fork=2,3,.... (10)

In addition, the coefficient m; can be regarded as the series expansion coefficient of
(1-2)% Yr omi=0. Thus, Y7 (—v(a,k)) = 1.

Since

imk:O:l—oH—imk,
k=0 wk:2 (11

1=2—a+) m,
k=2

letY € 1,2,... be a discrete random variable such that

PY=1)=pr=pi(a)=2—ac(0,1),

12)
T(o+1) (
PY=k)=p; = =mp= (-1l 50, k=273,...
( ) Pk pk(a) ny ( ) k'F(a—k+1) >0, 5y eeey
thus,
Y =1 (13)

k
Note that E(Y) < oo, but Var(Y) = eo.

1

Then, we have

imkf(x—&-kh) = f(x)+ imkf(x—kkh)
k=0 k=

=1

=f(x)—af(x+h)+ imkf(x+kh)
k=2

=)

= f() + (=24 pr(a) f(x+h) + ¥ mefx+kh) (4
k=2

=

= f(x) =2f(x+h)+ Y mf(x+kh)

=1
= f(x) =2f(x+h)+Ef(x+kh),
if the stochastic process &,(x) = f(x+ Yh) is such that for a fixed f,z, and h, E f(x+
Yh) < oo.



Let 11,Y>,...,Y,,... be independent copies of the random variable Y, then by the

strong law of large numbers
1N
NZf(x+Ynh)—>Ef(x+Yh),N—>oo, (15)
n=1

with probability one for any fixed ¢ and A. Thus,
o 1 1 ¥
Nn = 7 f ) =20 (et )+ 5 ) flx+Yah)], (16)

n=1

with probability one converges to 7%, f(x), & € (1,2). Furthermore, same as [24], we

have
o 1,1 1Y
Ny = 1 (G (FO) =2f (cth) + 5 Y fOe+ Yah)), an
n=1
Next, we replace the sample ¥; by its Monte Carlo simulations. Define
J
Ej=Y pi (18)
i=1
where p; = p;(a), then
O=Ey<E<E<..<E;j<..withp,=E—E_,. (19)

Here, we take F as a random variable uniformly distributed on [0, 1], then
P(Ej,1<F<Ej)=pj, (20)

and to generate Y € 1,2,... we setY =k if E;_; < F < Ej. The right-sided fractional
derivatives of the function (1 —x)? for different fractional orders & are presented in
Fig. |1|to demonstrate the correctness of our method, where x € (0, 1).

As can be seen from Fig. [I] the fit gets better as N and K increase, proving the
validity of our method to approximate the right-sided fractional derivatives. In addition,
it is worth noting that F can also be selected as a low discrepancy sequence. Next, we
test the Sobol and Halton sequences separately and give the corresponding steps of the

algorithm.

3.2. Quasi-Monte Carlo method for fractional differentiation

In this subsection, we show how to approximate the fractional differentiation using

the quasi-Monte Carlo method. The difference with the Monte Carlo method is that the



Derivative of order 1.2 of the function (1 - x)? with x € (0, 1
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Derivative of order 1.6 of the function (1 x)? with x (0, 1)
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Figure 1: Results of the Monte Carlo method of the right-sided fractional derivatives of the function (1 —x)?
at different numbers of N,K for different fractional orders o. For the case @ = 1.2: (a) K = N = 10,
L? error = 5.63¢ 2. (b) K = N = 100, L? error = 9.94e 3. (c) K = N = 3000, L2 error = 6.1e>. For the
case o = 1.6: (d) K =N =10, L? error = 1.11e"!. (¢) K = N = 100, L? error = 2.61e 2. (f) K = N = 3000,

L2 error = 9.95¢ 5.

samples are selected in low-discrepancy sequences instead of random sampling. The
two main steps of the algorithm are as follows.

Step 1. Defining Ej = Z{:l pi, where p; = p;(a) (same as Eq. (12)), then 0 = Ey <
Ei<Ey<..<E;<.. withp;=E—E;1;

Step 2. Taking F is a chosen random variable on the Sobol sequence (or the Halton
sequence), then

P(E;_1 <F <Ej)=pj, (1)

and to generate Y € 1,2,... wesetY =k ivak,l <F< Ek.

We have similarly tested the above methods numerically. In Fig. 2] the Sobol and
Halton Monte Carlo methods are used to approximate the left-sided and right-sided
fractional derivatives of x* and (1 —x)2 at different fractional orders, respectively. The
numerical results prove the effectiveness of the above method, and by comparing with

the exact numerical results, it can be found that the quasi-Monte Carlo method can



(a) () (© (@

Figure 2: Results of the Quasi-Monte Carlo method (Sobol/Halton) of the left-sided and right-sided fractional
derivatives of x> and (1 —x)? at N = K = 1000 for different fractional orders . For left-sided fractional
derivative of x2: (a) o = 1.3, L? error = 4.51e™* and L? error = 4.47¢*. (b) o = 1.8, L? error = 5.07¢*
and L? error = 4.91e™*. For right-sided fractional derivative of (1 —x)?: (c) o = 1.3, L? error = 4.49e*

and L? error = 4.18¢*. (d)at = 1.8, L? error = 4.96e~* and L? error = 4.88e .

achieve better convergence accuracy than Monte Carlo method at smaller N and K.
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Figure 3: Schematic of the General Monte Carlo PINN method.

3.3. The PINN Solver

Based on the approximation formula for fractional-order differentiation given in
the previous subsection, a new Monte Carlo PINN is introduced for solving fPDEs on
irregular domains in this subsection, as shown in Fig. 3] Here, we take Eq. (I) as an
example and set o € (0,1) and 8 € (1,2).

Using Monte Carlo approximations (6) and for the left- and right-sided deriva-
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tives, we can get the following fully discrete scheme for the left-hand-side of Eq. (I)).

1 1Y ;
U—Kgﬂmﬁ—ﬁgﬂm—m%m

IbNx
Y u(x—Y, P ])  (22)
n=1

1 1 Ib
+Cﬁ{@(@[u(xaf) —2u(x—"hy,t) + TN,

1 ub Ny

1
-2 ”bh Y-<th)”bh
rra (“hhf i, 1) = 2ulx+ I 1) 4 5 ]; u(x+Y, o))},

where K;, "PKy, "0 K, represent the repeat times; #;, lbp  ubhy are step sizes with respect
)N, Ibp;
(01, X; i =1 /Ny, Phy = (X =) /"2 Ny, and “hy = (X, — X) /Ny {1} (g0 )N

and{Y j<x”b> }jbzl\i" represent the samples generated by Monte Carlo method for oD, x , DE ,

andeB

X, TESpEctively.

It is worth noting that since the data points in the sample set {Y;} generated by the
Monte Carlo method show a block distribution, we need to perform a simple classifi-
cation process to reduce the computational cost. The improvement in computational
speed of this technique is not obvious when a smaller number of approximation points
is chosen, but it becomes more obvious as the number of approximation points in-
creases. As can be seen in Fig. ] for an approximation with 100 total points, the num-
ber can be reduced to about 20 representative points after classification to eliminate
repeats, which means that the storage is reduced by 80% but there are also substantial
computational savings.

Then, we consider the training data set 2 = (Zequ; Dini, Pbouna)- By using the

network output as an approximated solution, we can define the loss function as follows,
Loss(0 = {weights,biases}) = wgMSEg + oyMSE; + opMSEg (23)

where

18
MSEg = Np YL (unns xi, ) — £ (xi0) [,
=1 (24)

1 N 1 M
MSEB = Nig Z ‘MNN(X,'JZ') — u(x,-,ti)|2, MSE[ = ﬁ[ Z ‘MNN(X,',O) — M()(Xi)‘z.
i=1 i=1

Here wg, w; and wp are penalty weights, which we choose manually here but a better

method is available in [36]]. Ng,N; and Np represent the number of collocation points,

11

n=1>



sample set {Y’'} for a = 0.5 after organized

0.00 0.22 0.40 0.55 0.60.69  0.7567%).81. 8186 BIMNIENEENE00

(a)

sample set {Y'} for a = 1.5 after organized

0.00 0.47 0.56 0.61 0.70 0.74).77.80 0.8 85 SANHNNHNEEYE00

Figure 4: The generating point distribution of the reduced set {¥;}. Using the Monte Carlo method to
generate a total of 100 approximation points reduces to 21, 22 respectively, for (a) o« = 0.5; (b) ox = 1.5,

after classification.

initial condition points and boundary condition points, respectively. An optimization
method, e.g. Adam, is then used to find the optimal parameter 6 to minimize the value
of the loss function, thus obtaining an approximated solution that satisfies the objective

equation.

4. Numerical experiments

In this section, several numerical examples are presented to demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness of our method for solving fPDEs on irregular domains. Specifically, the
effectiveness of our method in solving the forward problems of the 2D fPDEs on irreg-
ular domains is demonstrated by solving the 2D space fractional Poisson equation and
the 2D time-space fractional diffusion equation on unit disk and heart-shaped domains,
and by comparing the numerical results with the original fPINN method. Numerical
results and computational speed are also presented for different number of approxima-
tion points. In addition, the forward problem for the 3D coupled time-space fractional
Bloch-Torrey equation on ventricular domain of the human brain is solved and the
results are compared with classical numerical methods. We test our method on an in-

teresting and practical problem, and the results show the potential of our approach in

12



dealing with fPDEs with fuzzy boundary locations. Finally, numerical results verify
the effectiveness and accuracy of our method as well as an application of MRI in the
brain.
We express the numerical accuracy in terms of the L? relative error and point-by-
point error, respectively.
L? relative error = \/ Lifu(xi, 1) - ﬁ(x[,t,-)]z , Point-wise error = u(xi,1i) — 4lXi 1)

Zi[u(xivti)}z M(X,’,[l‘)
(25)

where u represents the exact solution and # is the approximated solution. Similar to
PINNS, the Xavier initialization method [32] and the Adam+L-BFGS method [33]] are
used to optimize the loss function. Unless stated otherwise, the neural network struc-

ture and method parameters used are presented in the Table 1.

Approximate points N 50 Repeat times K 50
Hidden layer 5 Neurons 20 Activation function tanh
Optimizer Adam + L-BFGS LR le™? Iteration 30w

Table 1: Parameters used in the numerical results.

Now we first present Example 4.1 and Example 4.2 to show the effectiveness and
accuracy of our method on 2D fPDEs on different geometric domains. We perform
numerical experiments for each example separately on the following two different do-

mains:

unit disk Q; = ||x_xcentre||% + Hy_ycentreH% <1,
(26)

x=1.6sint,
y=1.3cost—5cos2t—2cos3t—cos4t,

Qo = {(£,9) : ||+ [I9I* < * +?, where{

where ¢ € [0,27].
Example 4.1. We consider the following 2D space fractional PDEs with initial and

boundary conditions:
(~ )& uley) + (- L)W ulxy) = fy). () €. @7)
with boundary conditions
u(x,y) = up(x,y), (x,y) € Q. (28)

13



The fractional operators (fA),?i/ % and (—A)ey/ ? are defined as

1 2 1
NP e (. D% +,D* YN | e S— )1 )Y
( )XX 2008(71'06/2) (le x +x x,,;,)’ ( )yy 2COS(7’Cﬁ/2) (y1b y "’y yuh)7
29
where v, DY, DY ysz,g and .vDﬁ,b are the left-sided and right-sided Riemann-Liouville

fractional derivatives defined over the x5, x,,5, y;5 and y,;, respectively.
The exact solution is (x —x5)° (X —X)> (v — y1p)> (Vi — ¥)>, Where X1, Xup Yibs Yub

are the low and upper bound to x and y, respectively. The general form of the forcing

term is
fx,y) = filx,y) + fo(x, ). (30)
1159) =gy S o) )
- A ) (g ) y
L . .
(= 0)* %+ )} )0 =)
faloy) = (D EWlT) (s (o)

2005(?) r@4-p)

3|y + yun|*T(5) _ _
—W((}’—ylb)4 B+()’uh—)’)4 ﬁ) 32)

3ie + yw|L(6) (G=yn) P+ 0w —3)>P)

r6-p)
- 1“(35(_723)(@ —315)° 7P+ ur =)0 ) o — 1) (x5 — ).

We first consider the validity of the above equations over the region Q. In Table 2,
we present the errors and computational times of the fPINN method ([29]), the Monte
Carlo fPINN method ([31]]), and our new (quasi) Monte Carlo PINN method for Exam-
ple 1 at different approximation points. Compared with the original fPINN method, it
can be seen that our method is able to guarantee the same or even better numerical ac-
curacy while exhibiting faster computation speed. Moreover, it can be clearly seen that
the convergence accuracy becomes better as the number of approximation points in-

creases, and the computational speed of our method is better compared to fPINN in the

14



case of a larger number of approximation points. Compared to the method in [31], since
we are using the fractional differentiation in 2D space defined by Riemann-Liouville
fractional derivatives for this example, we need to use ’tf.gradients’ to compute the in-
teger order derivatives outside the integral after using the approximate integrals. This
will cause the computation time to increase substantially with the increase in the num-
ber of sample points. However, for irregular boundaries, it is not possible to use any
tricks to make the approximate solution automatically satisfy the boundary conditions.
Thus, it is not possible to achieve the computational time of the original paper with
respect to this problem. Since it is still based on the fPINN method in general, its ac-
curacy does not differ much from that of fPINN. This also shows that our method may

have a generalization advantage over the Monte Carlo fPINN of [31].

Table 2: Comparison of performance between fPINN method ([29]), the Monte Carlo fPINN method
([31]1), and our new (quasi) Monte Carlo PINN method for Example 4.1 on Q (disk) with @ = 1.7, =

1.5. For each method, we set the number of iterations to 300K.

N=K fPINN [29) Monte Carlo PINN {31 Sobol Monte Carlo PINN Halton Monte Carlo PINN
accuracy time to run ten iterations accuracy time to run ten iterations aceuracy time to run ten iterations accuracy time to run ten iterations
8 37401 0.03 291e-01 0.03 27901 0.02 35701 0.02
16 1.73e-01 0.05 1.45¢-01 0.06 1.35¢-01 0.03 1.58e-01 0.03
32 6.71e-02 0.09 5.97e-02 0.10 5.33e-02 0.05 6.2e-02 0.05
64 3.97e-02 0.15 1.42e-02 0.17 2.43e-02 0.1 2.57e-02 0.1

128 9.54e-03 0.26 8.06e-03 0.28 7.79¢-03 0.16 8.11e-03 0.16

We then similarly present the validity of the method for the above equations over
the region Q, in Fig. 5] Again, it can be seen that our method is able to achieve the

same or even better numerical accuracy, proving the effectiveness of our method again.

Example 4.2. Next, we consider the following 2D time-space fractional diffusion

equation with initial and boundary conditions on three different regions Q

6 Dfu(x, 1) = = Ky (= 2)8hu(x, 1) — Ko (= 2) u(x, y,1) 33)
+ /(1) (1) € Qix (0,71,
u(x,3,0) = up(x,y), (x,y) € Q;, u(x,y,1) =0, (x,y) € dQ; x (0,T]. (34)
We consider the exact solution u(x,y,t) = (x —x1) (Xup — X)> (y — y15)> (i — ¥)* cost,

and thus
f(x’)’;f) :fl (xvyvt) +f2(anat) +f3(x7y7t)' (35)
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Figure 5: Point-wise error distribution of Example 4.1 on €, under different methods. (a) fPINN method,
L2 error = 9.43¢ 2. (b) Monte Carlo method, L? error = 4.72¢ 2. (¢) Sobol Monte Carlo method, L? error =
4.19¢~2. (d) Halton Monte Carlo method, L2 error = 4.51e 2. Here we set N = 16 and the network structure

to 1 layer with 200 neurons.

fieyt) = (x—xp)° (xup —)° (v = yp)? Gup — ) cos(t + ?), (36)
X, X, 3
fxy,t) = 2cos(71ra/2) {l lbljg4bf|a1;(4> ((x=21)> ™+ oy —)>~%)

3l + 2w *T(5)

G- a) ((x =)+ (up —2)*)

RENG 7
e e ) 4 (=)
30(7)

- m((x —x15)° "%+ (s = X))} = 1)’ s — ) cos 1),
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_ 1 ly
filent) = 5 T By

3|y +yuw|’T(5) 4B 4B
— (=) P+ O —y)"")

3 F(S_ﬁr)ﬁ ’ b (38)
+W((y_ylb)5ﬁ+(Yub_Y)5B)

- 1“:(55(7;3)(@ =315) 7P+ (G = )P )} = 1) (5 — ) cos (1),

+yub‘3r(4)

(=) P+ uw—y)*F)

For simplicity, we take K = 1, K, = 1 and T = 1 in this example. As in Example 4.1,
we also present the effect of different number of approximation points on numerical
accuracy and computational speed under different methods in Table 3. The results show
that our method still achieves good numerical accuracy, and the computational speed
advantage over the fPINN method is more obvious as the number of approximation
points increases.

Table 3: Comparison of performance between fPINNs [29] and our method on Example 4.2 (2D time-

space fractional diffusion equation) on Q; for & = 0.3, 8; = 1.7, B, = 1.5. For each method, we set the

number of iterations to 100K.

N=K PINN Monte Carlo PINN Sobol Monte Carlo PINN Halton Monte Carlo PINN

accuracy time 1o run ten iterations accuracy

20 5.79e-01 0.09 2.59-01 0.05 1.72e-01 0.05 3.06e-01 0.05
40 8.98¢-02 0.13 7.64¢-02 0.07 6.61¢-02 0.07 7.34¢-02 0.07
80 4.11e-02 0.24 4.01e-02 0.15 3.82e-02 0.15 4.12e-02 0.15

Example 4.3. Here we consider the following 3D time-space fractional Bloch-

Torrey equation on the ball Q = (x,y,z) : \/x2 +y2 422 < r = 1/2 with homogeneous
initial and boundary conditions [34]
KGDu(x,y,2,1) = KgR?P u(x,y,2,1) + f(x,3,2,1),
u(x,y,z,0) =0, (x,y,z) € Q, (39)
u(x,y,2,t) =0, (x,y,2,¢) € R> Qx (0,T],
where
R =R p2P 1 Rep2P R p2b (40)

where RZD,%ﬁ is the Riesz fractional derivative operator [34]]

EDPf(x) = (s D £ (x) +: D2 f(x)). (41)

1
 2cos(nP)
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With exact solution u(x,y,z,t) = 242 (x> +y*> + 72 — r*)? and

fyz,1) =h(x,/1? =y* = 22) + h(y, V1r? = x* = 22) + h(z,/1? = x2 —y?)

32K, 5 (42)

+mt2*“(x2+y2+zz—r2)
" M) = B (B (g g2 g ()
cos(B/2) T3 —2P)
- P )@
+ gy ()P =),

For simplicity, we take Ky = 1, Kg =1 and T = 1. Here, we only discuss the
performance of the Halton Monte Carlo method for fitting the numerical solution to
this problem. In Fig. [6| the overall point-wise error and the point-wise error on the
y = 0 cross section are shown in Fig. [6(a) and Fig. [f[b), respectively. As can be seen
from the figures, our method is able to solve the 3D fractional irregular region problem

and achieve good numerical accuracy, again proving the effectiveness of our method.

Point-wise error distribution

0.10 Point-wise error distribution

Point-wise error

() (b)

Figure 6: Point-wise error distribution of Example 4.3 under Halton Monte Carlo method, L? error =

3.18e 2. (a) Error distribution over the entire region. (b) Error distribution over the y = 0 cross section.

Then, we test a very interesting and practical problem. Consider Example 4.3
where the location of the boundary is fuzzy, i.e., the location of its boundary is not
known exactly. For simplicity, assume that the real boundary is outside the wall of a
sphere of radius 0.5, but the actual measured fuzzy boundary is the wall of a sphere of

radius 0.6. We performed numerical simulation of this model and comparison of the
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numerical results of our method with the original fPINN simulation of it. We show the
results in Fig. [/] From the figure we can see that our method is able to achieve better

numerical accuracy compared to the original fPINN method.

oint-wise error under PINN method

(a) (d) ()

Figure 7: Point-wise error distribution of fuzzy boundary location problem under different methods. (a)

dataset. (b) fPINN method, L2 error = 9.18¢~!. (c) Halton Monte Carlo method, L2 error = 4.17e~!.

Example 4.4. Finally, we consider the following 3D coupled time-space fractional
Bloch-Torrey equation [34]]
0% 1 DEM,(x,y,2,1) = DUPP 2R M, (x,y,2,1) + A (1) My (x,y,2,1), )
0* DM, (x,y,z,1) = DUP 2R My (x,y,2,1) + A (1) My (x,y,2,1),
with
M,(x,y,z,0) =0, M (x,y,z,0) =100, V(x,y,z) € Q, 45)
My (x,y,2,1) = 0, My(x,y,2,t) = 0, ¥(x,y,2,t) € R3\Q x (0,T],
where A (¢) = zyG, and denote the constant g = YG, = 100mm~'s~!. It is well known
that since the diffusion of water molecules can be different for different tissue struc-
tures, the apparent diffusion coefficient (ADC) contrast is different for each tissue.
The value of ADC usually determined by fitting the experimental data with the solu-
tion of the Bloch-Torrey equation. In this example, the magnetization is defined as
|My| = /M2 + Myz, which is the signal we receive in the MRI device. For more infor-
mation about the model, the reader is referred to the literature [35]].
In this example, we set 7 = 100 ms and the diffusion coefficient D is 1 x 103 mm? /s;
also, ® =2 x103sand u =5 x 10~ >mm.

We constructed the dataset using only 1000 model interior points, as shown in Fig
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Figure 8: Residual points for Example 4.4 (Iength units in mm).

1e7 t=0.1 a=09.28=19
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Figure 9: Simulation results for Example 4.4 under ot = 0.9,23 = 1.9. (a) Loss values at# = 0.1. Comparison
with results in literature [34]: (b) Plot of Re|S(#)|/|S(0)| versus Im|S()|/|S(0)| of Qrop fromt =0to =0.1.
(c) Plot of variation of |S(¢)|/|S(0)| of the region Qgror.

[8] The signal is defined by
S(t) = M, (x,1)dX, (46)

and

ReS(t) = My (x,t)dx, ImS(t) = My (x,1)dx, (47)

Qror Qror
where Qrop € Q is a cube with length 2 mm in the middle of , as shown the square

in Fig. [8] Since the model is more complex and taking more training points will lead
to slower computation, the 4D data space covered by the model will be very sparse

if the temporal variable ¢ and spatial variables x,y,z are randomly sampled and paired
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together directly under the premise of taking 1000 pairs of equations for training points.
Therefore, we use here an iterative optimization training method, in which we train
time ¢ sequentially from small to large, and ensure that the coordinates of the x,y, z data
sets are the same at each time layer. We show the results in Fig. [0 from which we
can see that the numerical results are in good agreement with those obtained by the

traditional numerical methods.

5. Summary

In this paper, we developed a new (quasi) Monte Carlo method for approximating
fractional differentiation and successfully applied it to solving fPDEs by combining
it with PINNs. This method is not only able to approximate the Griinwald-Letnikov,
Caputo, and Riemann-Liouville fractional derivatives, but also due to the lumped distri-
bution nature of the sample dataset generated by the Monte Carlo method, it is compu-
tationally fast while ensuring numerical accuracy. Several numerical examples demon-
strated the effectiveness of our method, including a realistic application. By comparing
our method with the original fPINN method [29] and the Monte Carlo fPINN method
[31]], we found that our method has better numerical accuracy as well as faster com-
putation speed, and its applicability is broader compared to the Monte Carlo fPINN
method. Moreover, our approach allows parallelization of computations on GPUs, al-

though this was not pursued in the current study.
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