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Abstract

Thermal Energy Storage (TES) using Phase Change Materials (PCMs) represents a
critical technology for sustainable energy management and grid stability. This study
presents a novel Physics-Driven Deep Learning (PDDL) framework for modeling
the complex solid-liquid phase transition in a two-dimensional PCM-based TES
system integrated with finned heat exchangers. The system operates under transient
forced convection with cooling air, presenting a challenging Moving Boundary
Problem (MBP) characterized by intricate phase interface dynamics and strong
geometrical dependencies. Conventional numerical methods for such Stefan
problems face significant computational burdens due to repeated meshing
requirements at the evolving interface. To overcome these limitations, we develop a
multi-network PDDL approach that simultaneously predicts the solid phase
temperature field, fin temperature distribution, and the moving phase boundary
position. The architecture employs three specialized deep neural networks operating
in parallel, constrained by the governing physical laws of energy conservation and
interface conditions. Comprehensive validation against established analytical
benchmarks demonstrates the framework's exceptional accuracy in predicting
interface evolution and temperature distributions across various aspect ratios. The
model successfully captures the parametric influence of geometrical parameter on
solidification rates and thermal performance without requiring mesh regeneration.
Our approach provides an efficient computational paradigm for optimizing PCM-
based TES systems and offers extensibility to three-dimensional configurations and
multi-material composites, presenting significant potential for advanced thermal
energy system design.
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1. Introduction

Thermal energy storage (TES) has garnered significant attention as a critical
technology for enhancing energy efficiency and enabling the integration of
renewable energy sources. Energy storage through latent heat storage during the
melting and solidification processes of Phase Change Materials (PCMSs) occurs in
various fields, including solar water heating [1], electronic equipment cooling [2],
and thermal management for battery [3]. One of the notable advantages of PCMs is
the amount of energy they store or release during the phase change process. The high
storage capacity during an isothermal process has made latent heat storage preferable
to sensible heat storage [1]. In PCMs, the phenomenon of heat transfer is nonlinear
and transient, and the heat transfer problem accompanied by phase change involves
a moving solid-liquid interface, which is known as the Moving Boundary Problem
(MBP) [4-5]. The challenge lies in the nonlinear nature of the MBP, which limits
analytical solutions to only simple geometries and boundary conditions [6-8]. One
of the analytical solutions for the one-dimensional MBP, proposed in the nineteenth
century and developed thereafter, is known as the Stefan problem. Stefan formulated
and presented the motion of the solid-liquid interface and the temperature
distribution in a layer of freezing water [9].

In recent years, the scientific literature on modeling heat transfer during melting and
solidification processes has been developed [10-12]. Zalba et al. [13] conducted a
comprehensive review of thermal energy storage involving the MBP and presented
models and numerical solutions. Zivkovic and Fujii [14] simulated the transient
behavior of isothermal phase change with simple computations and proposed a
mathematical model based on enthalpy, which showed good agreement with
experimental results. Esen [15] developed a two-dimensional simulation model to
describe the transient behavior of a phase change unit using the enthalpy-based finite
difference method, and experimentally as well as theoretically investigated a
cylindrical phase change storage tank connected to a solar heat pump system for
space heating. Another challenge in using PCMs for thermal energy storage is their
relatively low thermal conductivity, and numerous studies have been conducted so
far to enhance the heat transfer rate in latent heat storage systems. Lamberg and Siren
[16] used internal fins to improve heat transfer in a confined PCM storage system
and presented a simplified analytical model that investigates the position of the
solid—liquid interface and the temperature distribution in the fin during the
solidification process, with a constant end-wall temperature in a two-dimensional
finned PCM storage system. Talati et al. [17] investigated horizontal plate-type



internal fins in a rectangular PCM storage unit to improve heat transfer and
compared this analytical model with a two-dimensional numerical solution based on
the enthalpy method for validation. As a result, considering the aforementioned
studies, PCM phase change in latent heat storage systems has been extensively
investigated experimentally, analytically, and numerically [18-21].

Machine Learning (ML) and Artificial Neural Networks (ANNSs) have long attracted
the attention of researchers in a wide range of scientific and engineering applications
[22-23]. Recently, ANNSs were used to evaluate convective heat transfer coefficients
by training on experimental data obtained from liquid crystal thermography and
transient conduction analysis [24]. In another study Kim and Lee [25],
Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) were employed to predict turbulent heat
transfer based on wall information obtained from Direct Numerical Simulations
(DNS). Therefore, over the years, given the availability of large volumes of data,
researchers have developed data-driven models due to their superior performance;
however, these models required historical data and lacked the capability to learn
beyond the dataset [26]. In recent years, the application of Physics-Informed Neural
Networks (PINNS) for solving various and complex problems in different scientific
and engineering fields, particularly in fluid mechanics and heat transfer, has gained
considerable attention [27-28]. In 2019, Raissi et al. [29] introduced PINNSs as an
innovative and new framework in deep learning. Unlike traditional machine learning
methods, which are data-driven, PINNs rely mainly on physical constraints,
Incorporating governing physical equations and boundary conditions directly into
the neural network’s loss function. This approach reduces dependence on large
datasets, whose collection is costly and difficult [30-31]. Moreover, PINNs do not
require time-consuming meshing processes and are mesh-free.

The efficiency of PINNSs in parametric conditions is notable, as they can approximate
responses for different input values within a single training process, unlike
traditional Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) methods, which require numerous
costly simulations, thus making PINNs an efficient and powerful tool for
optimization [32]. Computationally, the parametric surrogate model can reduce
computation time by about 14% compared to traditional CFD methods [33]. For
example, Lu et al. [34] used an innovative inverse design approach for finned heat
sink systems and demonstrated the application of PINNSs in conjugate heat transfer
and fluid mechanics. They employed a specialized hybrid PINN to parameterize
geometric and operational inputs, enabling the identification of optimal heat sink
designs by backtracking from desired targets. Ghaderi et al. [35] specifically



investigated the ability of PINNs to learn the magnetic field response as a function
of design parameters in two-dimensional (2D) Magneto Hydro Dynamic (MHD)
problems and proposed an innovative framework for efficient analysis and
optimization. The physical and geometric parameters are injected into the network
input, and the capability of the PINN method in addressing parametric and inverse
problems is demonstrated. A parametric solution for problems related to PCM has
not yet been explored in the existing literature. However, research has been
conducted on the application of PINNs in PCM-related studies [36-38].

As the literature review indicates, the use of fins to enhance heat transfer in TES
systems has been a subject of interest. However, no previous study has addressed
this problem using PINN methods. The moving boundary inherent in this problem's
physics presents a challenge, as standard PINN solvers are inadequate, necessitating
modifications to the network architecture. Furthermore, the time-dependent nature
of the physics and the known challenges of PINNSs in such problems require
methodological adaptations. In this study, we aim to simulate the solid-fluid moving
boundary problem in TES by modifying the network structure and employing
adaptive techniques, such as adaptive sampling and adaptive weighting. The
geometric parameter, defined as the ratio of fin length to cell height (where a cell
comprises half of the fin and half of the PCM), is incorporated as a variable input
into the learning process, and simulations are conducted for various values of this
parameter. The proposed method is designed to predict the solid-liquid interface
position, fin temperature, and temporal evolution of the solid fraction for different
values of this geometric parameter.

2. Problem Description

The application of solidification in PCM was investigated in the studies by Mosaffa
et al. [18] and Kothari et al. [39], with the corresponding geometry illustrated in
Figure 1. Given that the liquid was initially at the solidification temperature, only
the solid temperature and fin temperature within the PCM were considered as
functions of time and space, and the liquid temperature was assumed to be constant.
The problem was modeled in two dimensions and heat conduction mode was
considered in this study, while the material properties were assumed to be constant.
The geometric dimensions of the problem are provided in Table 1. Due to symmetry,
only one-quarter of the domain was analyzed to reduce computational costs. Paraffin



is utilized as PCM while the fin is made from Aluminum and the relevant physical
properties for the problem under investigation are provided in Table 2.
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Figure 1. Schematic of the problem domain



Table 1. Geometrical specifications of the PCM and the fin.

Notation Definition Value
Ly Length of fin [5-25] mm
l, Half height of cell 10 mm
) Half thickness of fin 0.5mm
P= ii Cell aspect ratio Prin = 1, Ppax =5
c

Table 2. Thermo-physical properties of the PCM and fin.

Paraffin : :
Property (PCM) Aluminum Fin
Density, p (kg/m?3) 830 2770
1920 (solid)
Specific heat, ¢ (J/kg-K) 875
3260 (liquid)
0.514 (solid)
Thermal conductivity, k (W/m-K) 177

0.224 (liquid)

Latent heat of fusion, L (J/kg) 251000 -

Melting/solidification temperature, T,,, (°C) 32 -

Given the geometry illustrated in Figure 1 and the stated assumptions, the governing
equations for the PCM and the fin simplify to Equations (1) and (2):

62TS 62TS _ (pC) OTS

9x% | 9y? k/ ot @
=) % @
dx? = 0y? k/; ot

In these equations, T and T represent the temperatures of the solid PCM and the
fin, respectively. Known the nature of the problem under investigation, both of these
temperature fields are functions of the spatial coordinates (x,y) and time (t). Given
the physics of the problem and its governing equations, appropriate initial and



boundary conditions are required for the simulation. The boundary conditions
governing the problem are given by Equations (3) to (11). The specific formulation
of Equations (6) to (9) is a direct consequence of the geometrical configuration
adopted, as illustrated in Figure 2(b), which exploits the inherent symmetry of the
problem to simplify the model. Furthermore, in these equations, h represents the
convective heat transfer coefficient with an assigned value of 65 W/m2-K, and T,
denotes the ambient air temperature, set at 10°C. Since the problem is classified as
a MBP, the interface between the phase-change material phases evolves with time.
This dynamic introduces an additional unknown into the system, consequently
necessitating an extra boundary condition for moving interface to achieve a well-
posed formulation. This boundary condition is expressed in Equations (10) and (11)
to achieve a closed system of equations.
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The initial conditions governing the PCM, the fin, and the moving interface (S) are
specified in Equations (12) to (14).

Ty(x,,0) = Ty, (12)



Tr(x,y,0) =Ty, (13)

S(x,0) =0 (14)

In addition to the introduced equations, a one-dimensional model has also been
considered in this study for comparative purposes. For a detailed examination and a
more comprehensive understanding of the underlying physics, please refer to
Supplementary.

3. Solution Methodology

In this section, the chosen methodology for this research as illustrated in Figure 2, is
explained. This approach leverages the governing physical equations, along with the
initial and boundary conditions, to facilitate learning without relying on any pre-
existing CFD data. Unlike conventional numerical methods, this technique
eliminates the need for equation discretization or mesh generation within the
solution domain. Instead, points are selectively sampled within the physical domain,
and the neural network optimization process is conducted directly at these locations.
Given the physics of the problem under investigation, it was essential to generate
these points adaptively to accurately capture the moving boundary. Consequently,
as depicted in Figure 2, the input layer of the neural network incorporates adaptively
selected and dynamically varying spatial coordinates (x*,y*), temporal coordinate
(t*), and geometric parameter (P*). A key point to emphasize is that the geometric
parameter in this study was treated as a variable input to the network, enabling its
integration into the learning process. Thus, upon a single training execution, the
proposed method is capable of delivering predictions for various values of the P*
parameter. Due to the coupled nature of the governing equations, three parallel
neural networks were employed to simultaneously predict the dimensionless solid
temperature and heat fluxes (Ts,qsy,qsy), fin temperature and heat fluxes
(T¢, 45 » q5,), and the moving interface position (S*). A single network is
insufficient for this system because the interface depends only on x* and t*, whereas
the temperature fields depend on the full spatial domain (x*,y*) and t*. Additionally,
the fin is significantly thinner than the PCM region; therefore, using a single shared
network for both domains could cause the learning process to underrepresent the fin
compared to the PCM, compromising accuracy.



3.1. Pre-training Strategy

A pre-training strategy was implemented using one-dimensional analytical solutions
from [18] to initialize the networks. This approach provides the network with
physical intuition regarding interface dynamics and temperature distributions,
offering significant advantages over conventional initialization methods like Xavier
initialization. The pre-training ensures the network begins with physically
meaningful approximations, accelerating convergence and improving solution
accuracy.

3.2. Adaptive Sampling Algorithm

An enhanced adaptive sampling technique dynamically updates collocation points
during training based on the evolving interface position. This method serves two
critical purposes:

1. Interface Resolution Enhancement: By concentrating sampling density near
the moving interface, the algorithm captures sharp gradients and complex
interface dynamics with improved accuracy.

2. Domain-Aware Point Allocation: The method automatically distinguishes
between solid and liquid regions, assigning collocation points to the
appropriate  phase-specific governing equations, ensuring physical
consistency throughout the optimization process.

The sampling strategy incorporates curvature-based weighting, prioritizing regions
with high interface complexity to maximize computational efficiency.

3.3. Adaptive Loss Weighting

An adaptive weighting mechanism dynamically balances the contribution of
different physical constraints during training. This approach addresses several
challenges inherent in multi-physics PDDL optimization:

Loss Scale Disparity: Different physical terms naturally exhibit varying
magnitudes, potentially dominating the optimization process

Training Dynamics: The relative importance of boundary conditions, interface
conditions, and PDE residuals evolves during training

Convergence Stability: Fixed weights often lead to imbalanced constraint
satisfaction and suboptimal solutions



The weighting scheme employs an exponential formulation with moving average
t

L .
% where wi represents the weight
Ly

for loss component k at timestep ¢, T = 0.8 controls the update smoothing, and £
denotes the individual loss terms at timestep t. This formulation automatically
increases weights for struggling loss components while reducing emphasis on well-
satisfied constraints.

updates the equation wi = twf™' + (1 — 1)

3.4. Hybrid Optimization Strategy

A two-phase optimization approach combines the complementary strengths of Adam
and L-BFGS algorithms:

Adam Optimization Phase: The Adam optimizer conducts initial training for
20,000 epochs, efficiently navigating the high-dimensional parameter space to
establish approximate solutions for both temperature fields and interface
position. This phase benefits from Adam'’s robustness to noisy gradients and
adaptive learning rates.

Adaptive L-BFGS Refinement Phase: Following initial convergence, the
algorithm transitions to L-BFGS optimization with a cyclic adaptive sampling
strategy. Each L-BFGS cycle begins with point cloud updates based on the
current interface prediction, followed by multiple L-BFGS iterations on fixed
collocation points. This hybrid approach maintains optimization stability while
accommodating interface evolution.

Algorithm 1 summarizes the complete training workflow, which integrates pre-
training, adaptive sampling, loss weighting, and hybrid optimization to achieve
robust convergence for the challenging two-phase Stefan problem with moving
interface. The implementation details of the proposed methodology, corresponding
to this research, are available in the GitHub repository.


https://github.com/imRaajee/PDDL-2D-Stefan

Solid!

-

Solid

Solid

Adaptive Weighting
(r 1)
for k in [GE, BC, 1] » w®= 1w + (1 - ) % v

——

S
Liotar = Zic €KLy

=

Transfer
Learning
v

Adaptive Sampler

New Point Cloud

—

Figure 2. The architecture of the proposed Physics-Driven Deep learning (PDDL) framework

introduced in this study.

Algorithm 1 Adaptive PDDL for Two-Phase Stefan Problem

= =
bl

: Pre-training
Prepare analytical solution: {(x;,t;,s
Train networks to minimize: y (s — s?279¢%)2 + (Ty T;amet)2
Train for Ny epochs with Adam (Ir =5 x 1074)
Phase 1: Adam Optimization with Adaptive Sampling
for i = 1 to Nagam do
S + Nety(P3) > Predict interface
Penhanced + AdaptiveSampling(S, Peor)
Compute losses: Ly, Lic, Lint, Lpde
Update weights: wy + 0.8wg + O.QP?%W
[-:total — Z e "k ‘Ck
Update networks: € + 0 — nVaLoial
end for
Phase 2: Adaptive L-BFGS Refinement
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17: Prized + AdaptiveSampling(.S, Peor)
18: fDI‘jZ 1 to Nrgras do

19: Compute Ligtar 00 Pized

20: L-BFGS step with strong Wolfe line search
21: if |AL|| < 10~* then break

22 end if

23: end for

24: end for

25: Final Refinement
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Pfinar « AdaptiveSampling(Sinar, Peot)

: L-BFGS optimization on Pfina

Output: Trained networks and interface evolution




To incorporate the governing equations, initial conditions, and boundary conditions
into the proposed methodology, the equations presented in the previous section have
been non-dimensionalized. This procedure is adopted because non-
dimensionalization balances the various terms in the loss function, thereby
improving and stabilizing the learning process. For this purpose, the dimensionless
variables are defined according to Equation (15).

X S P—P,. kgt
x* =—, y* = X’ S* =—, P* = . min , t* = al 2
I, I, I Prax = Pmin PsCsle
a7, oTy (15)
* TS — T°° * Tf — T°° * dx * dx
Iy = o = ST T, UTT,-T
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Using the introduced dimensionless variables, the equations from the prior section
can be expressed as shown in Equations (16) to (33). A critical point to note is that
during the network training, the right-hand side of these equations (the physics-
informed residuals) must converge towards zero. Furthermore, as evident from the
formulations, the computational time is reduced by defining the Fourier heat flux.
This transformation allows terms originally involving higher-order derivatives to be
reformulated in terms of first-order derivatives, enhancing computational time.
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S*(x*,0) =rics (24)
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In the aforementioned equations, Ja represents the Jakob number, Bi, denotes the
solid PCM Biot number, Bi, is the fin Biot number, and a;  signifies the ratio of
the thermal diffusivity of the solid phase to that of the fin, as defined by Equation
(34).

Cs(Tm B Too) . hlc . hlc kspfcf
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Based on the aforementioned equations, the loss function for the neural network
illustrated in Figure 2 can be formulated as presented in Equation (35). In this
equation, Ngg, Nic, and N denote the number of collocation points sampled from
the governing equations, initial conditions, and boundary conditions, respectively.
A key aspect of the adaptive sampling strategy employed in this study is that N is
not a fixed hyperparameter; rather, its value is dynamically adjusted by the algorithm



to preferentially reduce the loss in the vicinity of the moving boundary, thereby
enhancing predictive accuracy around this critical region.

NGE,i Nic,i NBc,i

6 3 9
1 1 1
Liotal = Z NI Z ée; + Z IO Z Tiei + z— Z The, (35)
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The methodology section previously introduced the strategy used for selecting
collocation points within the solution domain; this approach is elaborated here. As
illustrated in Figure 3, the point distribution is generated using the Latin Hypercube
Sampling (LHS) technique. Figure 3(a) presents the distribution that would be
obtained for a non-parametric PINN, with a fixed P* = 1. However, for the
parametric PDDL employed in this study, the distribution must be modified to
account for the geometric parameter P*, defined as the aspect ratio between . and
l. As shown in Figure 3(b), variations in the right-side symmetry and horizontal

boundaries result in a range of admissible point locations between x* = 0.5 and
x* = 2.5. In this figure, all point clouds generated at each time step are visualized
together to illustrate the full span of sampled domains. Moreover, Figure 3(c)
highlights the distinction between the initially generated background points and the
additional collocation points introduced dynamically by the adaptive refinement
algorithm during training. This adaptive mechanism effectively concentrates points
near the evolving interface, which is essential for accurately resolving its motion and
capturing the underlying physics. Algorithm 2 details the curvature-aware adaptive
sampling procedure that dynamically refines collocation points near the moving
interface.
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Figure 3. Domain point selection using Latin Hypercube Sampling (LHS): (a) Initial training
point distribution; (b) Fixed and adaptive points during the adaptive sampling process; (c) Point
distribution near the moving interface using adaptive sampling.

Algorithm 2 Adaptive Sampling Procedure

1: procedure ADAPTIVESAMPLING(S, Peor)

2: Sort points by z-coordinate

3 Compute interface normals: n = (—s,,1)//1 + s2
4 Calculate curvature: x = |8,/ (1 + s2)%/2

5: Sample Neyirq = 500 points using curvature weights
6

7

8

9

Generate points: Xeztra = X + 0én, & ~ N(0,1)
Separate domains:
Pootia = {x |y < s(x) — 0.001}
Pliquia = {x | y > s(x) + 0.001}
10: 'Pﬂm’d = 'Pgoi
11: return Enhanced point cloud
12: end procedure




4. Results

This section presents the simulation results obtained using the methodology
introduced in the Methodology section. For validation, the results from the PDDL
approach were compared with those from the studies by Mosaffa et al. [18] and
Kothari et al. [39]. Figure 4 compares the location of the solid-liquid moving
boundary within the PCM at two different times with one-dimensional analytical
solutions. As can be observed, the PDDL method successfully predicted the interface
location with high accuracy, effectively capturing the growth of the solid layer
within the PCM over time from Figure 4(a) to 4(b). Furthermore, given the one-
dimensional nature of the modeling in the referenced studies, some discrepancies
between the results of the present method and theirs are to be expected.
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Figure 4. Comparison of the solid-liquid interface position within the PCM obtained from the
present study with one-dimensional solutions from Mosaffa et al. [18] and Kothari et al. [39] for
a geometric parameter P* = 2. (a) t* = 1.61; (b) t* = 3.23.

Subsequently, the fin temperature was examined as a metric to evaluate the proposed
solution against the one-dimensional results. As observed in Figure 5, the fin
temperature calculated by the proposed method exhibits satisfactory agreement with
the temperature profile derived from the one-dimensional approximation of the
problem. As the figure indicates, although the proposed two-dimensional solution
follows the general trend of the one-dimensional fin temperature variation, a
maximum error of 0.4% is observable in the results. This error margin can be
attributed to the high thermal conductivity of the fin material, which results in
negligible temperature variation along the fin's length. Over time, heat transfer from
the PCM to the surrounding air causes the PCM temperature to decrease.



Consequently, the fin temperature, which facilitates this heat transfer process, also
decreases with time, as illustrated in the figure.
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Figure 5. Comparison of the fin temperature obtained by the present method with the results
from the studies by Mosaffa et al. [18] and Kothari et al. [39] for a geometric parameter P* = 2.

The solid fraction within the PCM, which indicates the proportion of the storage unit
that has solidified at any given moment, served as another metric for comparing the
results of the proposed method with the one-dimensional benchmark solution. Figure
6 compares the temporal evolution of the solidification fraction obtained from the
present study with the results from the one-dimensional reference study. As the
figure demonstrates, the proposed method successfully predicts the solidification
history, showing strong agreement between the PDDL results and the one-
dimensional solution in this regard.
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Figure 6. Temporal evolution of the solid fraction in the PCM predicted by the PDDL method,
compared against one-dimensional solutions, for a geometric parameter P* = 2.

Based on the parametric study conducted in this research, the contours of
dimensionless temperature and the location of the solid-liquid interface for various
values of the parameter P+ are presented in Figure 7. By incorporating the P*
parameter as an input to the neural network, the proposed method is capable of
generating predictions across the parameter range after a single training process.
Furthermore, to maintain consistency with the validated results, the contours are
displayed at the same two normalized time instances as before. The complete set of
results obtained using the PDDL method is available in the GitHub repository
associated with this study; here, we confine our presentation to a representative
subset of results within the ¢* and P* ranges. As illustrated in the figure, the
progression of solidification is evident across all P* values, with a larger portion of
the PCM transitioning to the solid phase as normalized time increases. Furthermore,
at a specific time instant, a decrease in the P* parameter, which corresponds to a
lower aspect ratio, accelerates the solidification process. Consequently, a larger
volume fraction of the PCM is occupied by the solid phase.


https://github.com/imRaajee/PDDL-2D-Stefan
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Figure 7. Contours of the dimensionless temperature and the solid-liquid interface position
predicted by the PDDL method.

For a more detailed analysis of the results obtained by the PDDL-based solution,
Figure 8 illustrates the temporal evolution of the solid fraction for different values
of the geometric parameter P*. At the maximum normalized time shown on the



horizontal axis, which is determined by the specified range for the normalized
temperature in the PDDL framework, an increase in the p* parameter leads to a
decrease in the solid fraction of the PCM. This observation indicates that a larger
p*value, representing a higher aspect ratio and consequently a larger initial volume
of liquid PCM, requires a longer time to complete the solidification process.
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Figure 8. Temporal evolution of the solid fraction for different values of the geometric
parameter P*.

In the final part of the study, the maximum and minimum fin temperatures at the end
of the solidification process were examined for different values of the parameter p*.
As shown in Figure 9, an increases in the P* parameter, which corresponds to a higher
aspect ratio, results in a higher maximum temperature. Furthermore, it can be
observed that as P+ increases, the difference between the minimum and maximum
fin temperatures also increases, reaching its peak value at p* = 4.7.
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Figure 9. Minimum and maximum fin temperatures at the end of the solidification process for
various values of the geometric parameter P*.

Conclusion

This study successfully developed and validated a Physics-Driven Deep Learning
(PDDL) framework for simulating the complex Moving Boundary Problem (MBP)
in phase change material solidification with fin enhancement. The proposed multi-
network architecture demonstrated exceptional capability in simultaneously
predicting the solid-liquid interface evolution, fin temperature distribution, and
temporal solid fraction progression across various geometric configurations. By
incorporating physical constraints directly into the learning process through adaptive
sampling and loss balancing, the method effectively captured the intricate dynamics
of the phase transition process under convective boundary conditions. The
parametric formulation enabled comprehensive analysis of geometric influences on
solidification behavior, providing valuable insights for thermal energy storage
system optimization. Quantitative validation against established one-dimensional
analytical solutions confirmed the framework'’s accuracy and reliability in handling
moving boundary challenges without requiring mesh regeneration. The method's
mesh-free nature, coupled with its ability to learn from physical principles rather



than extensive labeled data, represents a significant advancement over conventional
numerical approaches. These findings highlight the strong potential of PDDL
methods for complex multiphysics problems involving interface tracking. The
framework's architecture readily extends to three-dimensional configurations, multi-
material systems, and other applications where precise interface prediction is critical,
such as crystal growth, biomedical engineering, and advanced manufacturing
processes. Future work will focus on experimental validation and extension to more
complex boundary conditions and material systems.
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Supplementary: One-Dimensional Problem Modeling

As mentioned in the main text, the problem can be modeled in one dimension to
derive an analytical solution. Figure S1 (a) provides a schematic of the one-
dimensional configuration. As shown, for the 1D modeling, the domain is divided
into two distinct regions: in Region 1, a one-dimensional model of the solid phase is
constructed, while in Region 2, a one-dimensional representation of the fin is
achieved using the control volume approach, as illustrated. An important observation
from Figure S1 (b) is that the two-phase region and the associated temperature
variation within it are neglected in this model. Furthermore, temperature changes
within the liquid phase are also disregarded, meaning all modes of heat transfer
(conduction, convection, and radiation) within the liquid are omitted from the
analysis. Figure S1 (c) illustrates the assumption of a linear temperature profile
within the solid region, which is adopted to derive the fin temperature equation. This
simplifying assumption is justifiable given the thin nature of the solid layer formed
on the fin, making the linear approximation reasonably acceptable.
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Figure S1. (a) Schematic diagram of the one-dimensional problem modeling, depicting the
control volume defined within each sub-region. (b) Depiction of the solid, two-phase, and liquid
regions in the PCM problem, with the assumption of a temperature change occurring only within
the solid region. (c) Derivation of the temperature equation for the fin, based on the assumption
of a linear temperature distribution across the thin solid layer formed on the fin. (d) Application
of the mass and energy conservation equations to establish the boundary condition for the solid

phase undergoing phase change.

Based on the control volume illustrated in Figure S1(a-c), the energy equations for
the solid phase and the fin within their respective sub-domains can be simplified as
presented in Equations (S.1) and (S.2), respectively.
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In addition to the aforementioned equations, the required initial conditions can be
specified by Equations (S.2) to (S.6), and the boundary conditions by Equations (S.7)
to (S.10). A critical point to note is that in Region 1, the moving boundary is
characterized solely by X (t), which is a function of time, whereas in Region 2, it is
characterized by Y (t). Utilizing this system of equations along with the specified



initial and boundary conditions enables the derivation of the analytical solution
presented in the Results section.

T,(x0) =T, (S.3)
7,(x0) =T, (S4)
X(0)=0 (S.9)
Y(0)=0 (S.6)

To derive the boundary condition for the solid phase undergoing phase change, the
conservation equations can be formulated as illustrated in Figure S1 (d). By
assuming equal densities for the liquid and solid phases, the equation can be
simplified (Equation (S.9)).
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