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Abstract

We introduce GenAl4UQ, a software package for inverse uncertainty quantification in
model calibration, parameter estimation, and ensemble forecasting in scientific applications.
GenAI4UQ leverages a generative artificial intelligence (Al)-based conditional modeling
framework to address the limitations of traditional inverse modeling techniques, such as
Markov Chain Monte Carlo methods. By replacing computationally intensive iterative pro-
cesses with a direct, learned mapping, GenAI4UQ enables efficient calibration of model input
parameters and generation of output predictions directly from observations. The software’s
design allows for rapid ensemble forecasting with robust uncertainty quantification, while
maintaining high computational and storage efficiency. GenAlI4UQ simplifies the model
training process through built-in auto-tuning of hyperparameters, making it accessible to
users with varying levels of expertise. Its conditional generative framework ensures versatil-
ity, enabling applicability across a wide range of scientific domains. At its core, GenAI4UQ
transforms the paradigm of inverse modeling by providing a fast, reliable, and user-friendly
solution. It empowers researchers and practitioners to quickly estimate parameter distri-
butions and generate model predictions for new observations, facilitating efficient decision-
making and advancing the state of uncertainty quantification in computational modeling.
(The code and data are available at https://github.com/patrickfan/GenAI4UQ).

Keywords: Uncertainty Quantification, Inverse Modeling, Diffusion Models, Conditional
Distribution, Deep Learning

1. Introduction

Inverse modeling serves as a critical approach in scientific research, enabling researchers
to extract critical insights into complex systems by estimating parameters, generating pre-
dictions, and quantifying uncertainties [1]. Traditional approaches, such as Markov Chain
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Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling coupled with surrogate models, have been widely used to in-
fer model input parameters [10, 26, 22, 35]. However, these methods face notable drawbacks,
including excessive computational demands, substantial memory requirements, and compli-
cated sampling procedures [19]. Such limitations hinder their scalability and applicability in
high-dimensional or data-intensive problems [20, 33, 32].

Recent advances in artificial intelligence (AI), particularly in generative-based machine
learning (ML) models, have provided new opportunities for more efficient and robust in-
verse modeling techniques [34]. These models aim to learn data distributions and generate
realistic samples, offering a more efficient alternative to traditional techniques. Existing gen-
erative models include Variational Autoencoders (VAEs), Generative Adversarial Networks
(GANS), and normalizing flows, each leveraging different mechanisms to approximate data
distributions [11, 8, 12]. VAEs use probabilistic inference to map data into a latent space for
generating samples, whereas GANs employ a generator network to transform random noise
into realistic samples. Normalizing flows rely on invertible transformations to convert simple
distributions, such as Gaussians, into complex ones, enabling precise density estimation. De-
spite their potential, these models encounter several challenges. VAEs are restricted by their
predefined objective functions that constrain latent space representation, while GANs often
suffer from instability and mode collapse [16]. Normalizing flow models demand intricate ar-
chitectural designs to ensure tractable likelihood calculations, making them computationally
prohibitive for complex data transformations [31].

In response to these challenges, score-based diffusion models have emerged as an inno-
vative generative approach [24, 23, 34]. These models directly capture data distribution
dynamics by learning the gradient of the data’s probability density through neural networks.
By iteratively solving a reverse stochastic differential (SDE) equation, they generate high-
quality samples without requiring explicit normalization. Unlike previous generative tech-
niques, diffusion models provide greater architectural flexibility and more stable training
processes [25]. However, current diffusion model implementations still face significant com-
putational barriers. The iterative reverse sampling process demands precise score estimation
at each step, while unsupervised training requires extensive storage of forward stochastic
differential equation trajectories. These requirements substantially increase computational
complexity and memory consumption, particularly when handling complex datasets [30].

Building on these advancements, this study introduces GenAI4UQ), an efficient and user-
friendly software that employs a conditional generative framework to address multiple chal-
lenges in inverse modeling. The software supports model parameter estimation, prediction
variable forecasting, and robust uncertainty quantification, offering a comprehensive solution
to these interconnected tasks. A key innovation of GenAI4UQ is its novel methodology for
estimating the score function and generating labeled data pairs. By bypassing traditional
iterative and computationally expensive techniques, the method introduces a training-free
mini-batch Monte Carlo estimator to approximate the score function directly. To further
enhance efficiency, the estimated score function is used to solve an ordinary differential equa-
tion (ODE), producing labeled data for model training. A fully connected neural network
(FCNN) is then trained in a supervised learning framework with a simple mean squared
error (MSE) loss function. Auto-hyperparameter tuning is seamlessly integrated into the
training process, simplifying optimization, enhancing overall model performance, and mak-
ing the software accessible to users of all expertise levels. This efficient workflow significantly



reduces computational complexity and provides a practical pathway to solving inverse mod-
eling problems more effectively. The GenAI4UQ software offers several key advantages:

e Efficient parameter estimation and forecasting: The method generates output pre-
dictions and calibrates the model input parameters with high computational efficiency,
significantly reducing the time and resources required.

e Comprehensive Uncertainty Quantification: Using its generative framework, the
approach delivers ensemble forecasts that capture the full complexity of parameter un-
certainties, providing valuable insights into predictive reliability.

e Improved Computational Efficiency: The method minimizes processing time and
memory usage, overcoming critical limitations of conventional inverse modeling approaches,
making it suitable for a wide range of scientific problems.

By addressing critical computational challenges, GenAI4U(Q opens new avenues for scientific
research, such as earth system model calibration, surface hydrology, subsurface geological
carbon storage, and beyond. It provides a scalable and efficient framework for tackling the
challenges of parameter inference and uncertainty quantification, paving the way for more
effective scientific modeling.

2. Mathematical Foundation of GenAI4UQ

We briefly overview the mathematical foundation of the GenAI4UQ software, and refer
to our previous works [15, 17, 3, 16] for more details. Unlike traditional inverse modeling
techniques, our approach efficiently generates ensemble forecasts that comprehensively cap-
ture parameter uncertainties while dramatically reducing computational complexity. The
proposed GenAI4UQ conditional generative framework is illustrated in Figure 1. The core
innovation lies in our novel score function estimation strategy. By implementing a novel
Monte Carlo estimator that estimates the score function, we can generate labeled data
through solving an ODE equation, effectively circumventing critical limitations of existing
diffusion-based models. Through a supervised ML framework implemented via a FCNN and
mean squared error optimization, we create a flexible framework for ensemble forecasts and
robust uncertainty quantification. This approach represents a transformative advancement
in inverse modeling, simultaneously simplifies inverse modeling processes while substantially
improving computational efficiency and predictive performance across multidisciplinary sci-
entific applications.

2.1. Generative Al-based Conditional Framework

This section presents the methodologies of GenAI4UQ. We develop a parametric condi-
tional generative model G leveraging a finite training dataset Dy = {(x;,y;)}/_, C R? x R
The core objective is to train G through a neural network architecture capable of gener-
ating probabilistic ensemble forecasts for the parameters of interest. Mathematically, the
conditional generative model can be expressed as:

X = G(Y,Z; ) where Y € RY, Z € R?, (1)
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Figure 1: Workflow of the proposed GenAI4UQ conditional generative framework. (a) Initial data prepara-
tion, where X represents model parameters or prediction variables, and Y denotes corresponding observa-
tions. (b) Labeled data pair generation using the developed Monte Carlo estimator; (¢) Supervised training
of a fully connected neural network to learn the conditional mapping; (d) Comprehensive model evaluation
and uncertainty quantification.

where function G transforms observation variables Y and a reference variable Z into target
parameter variables X, with ¢ representing the model’s parameters.

The goal is to generate ensemble forecasts for target variables based on a given observation
y. This is achieved by sampling Z from a standard Gaussian distribution and feeding the
observation and sampled variables into the model G, effectively sampling from the target
conditional distribution.

2.2. Score Function Approximation

In probabilistic generative modeling, transforming a known distribution (such as Gaus-
sian) to a complex target distribution involves solving a reverse-time SDE. However, the
stochastic nature of this process creates non-unique mappings between initial state Z; and
the final state Z;. To address this, we propose a deterministic transformation using an ODE:

1
dZ; = |6(t)Z; — 572(t)V(Zt, t)| dt; with ; Zy = X|Y and Z; = Z, (2)

Where drift and diffusion coefficients are defined through alternative relationships:

_ dlog 2 dp} dlogv:
i) = P and 7°(t) = 3 5 P (3)
To align the reference distribution with a standard Gaussian, we strategically define



transformation processes:
w=1-t, p>=t for te]0,1]. (4)

The score function, S(Z;,t), representing the gradient of the log probability density, is
challenging to determine directly. In this work, we utilize Monte Carlo techniques to estimate
the intricate score function, utilizing dataset samples to generate probabilistic representa-
tions. The estimation process involves carefully constructed weight functions that capture
the underlying data distribution characteristics. Specifically, it can be reformulated as:

_ Zy — 2o

,02 wt(Zta ZO)dZOa (5)
t

S(Zy,t) .= V. log Qi(Z;) = /Rd

where the auxiliary weight function wy(Z;, Zy) is determined by

wt(Zt, Zo) = wt(Zt, [X|Y]) = Qt\O (ZtHX|YDp(Y’X)p(X) (6)

_ / Quo (ZIX/[Y) p(Y|X')p(X))aX'[Y

herein p(X) and p(Y|X) represent the probability density functions of the target variable
and the corresponding likelihood function.

Leveraging initial state Z, samples, the mini-batch Monte Carlo estimator is employed to
approximate the score function’s integrals and expectations, providing an effective estimation
of the underlying probabilistic gradient. Based on the reverse-time ODE, the dataset samples
D, = {(x;,y;)};]-, follow the target distribution Qo(Zo), originating from Q1(Z1) = N (0, I,).
Therefore, S(Z;,t) can be approximated as:

N
- Zy — oy |X;
8(200) = 8(20) = 3 -2 Mg 1, 1) )
n=1 t
This estimation utilizes a mini-batch {(x;,,y;,)})_; extracted from the dataset Dy with a

batch size N < J. The weight w,(Z;, [x;,|y]) is computed via:

Q1o (Zi]x5,)p(y1%;,)p(%5,)
> et Quo(Zilx;, )p(y x5, )p(%5,,)

where Q40(Z¢|x;,) represents the Gaussian distribution. The weight w;(Z;, Zy) is fundamen-
tally determined by the normalized probability density values {Qqo(Z;|x;,) ;.

wi(Z, [x5,|¥]) = @i(Z, [x5,1¥]) = (8)

2.3. Labeled Data Pair Generation and Conditional Mapping Learning

To learn the conditional generative model in the supervised learning framework, we need
to generate labeled data pairs. First, we randomly sample M reference variable samples
Z = z,...,zy by drawing from a standard Gaussian distribution. Subsequently, each
sample undergoes an inverse transformation via ODE integration from ¢t = 1 to ¢t = 0 to
derive the state Zy = X,,|ym, utilizing the proposed score function estimation method and
the reference dataset. This process allows us to compile a generated labeled dataset that



captures the relationship between initial states, observations, and reference variables. The
resulting data pairs are collected to generate the training dataset:

Dirain = {(XmsYm, Zm) : Zo = Xm|Ym, for m=1,... M}. (9)

where Z; represents the transformed initial state conditioned on the observation.

This methodical approach enables precise mapping between the input variables and the
target states, facilitating subsequent model training and generative modeling. Subsequently,
the generative model defined in Eq. (1) undergoes supervised training using MSE loss. Upon
training completion, the model G enables ensemble forecasting of target variables and uncer-
tainty quantification by processing given observations alongside Gaussian-distributed sam-
ples.

The proposed approach offers significant computational advantages through indepen-
dent labeled data generation, enabling full parallelization and dramatically reducing dataset
preparation overhead. Unlike conventional MCMC methods—which often require hundreds
of thousands to millions of model evaluations for new observations—our trained conditional
generative model can generate ensemble forecasts in seconds, providing rapid and effective
uncertainty quantification.

3. The GenAI4UQ Software’s Features and Design Principles

This section outlines the design and features of the GenAI4U(Q software, a comprehen-
sive ML platform designed for model calibration, uncertainty quantification, and predictive
forecasting. The software integrates advanced hyperparameter optimization frameworks,
overfitting prevention mechanisms, and an adaptive software architecture, making it easy
to use even without prior ML knowledge. Users only need to provide their own data to
leverage the software’s powerful capabilities. Key innovations include automated hyperpa-
rameter tuning using the Ray Tune framework, dynamic resource allocation for parallelized
computation, and comprehensive early stopping mechanisms to prevent overfitting. The
modular software architecture streamlines the workflow, allowing users to optimize models
and evaluate results with minimal effort.

3.1. Auto Hyperparameter Tuning Framework

Effective hyperparameter optimization is crucial for developing robust ML models, partic-
ularly in complex neural network architectures. Our research implements an advanced auto
hyperparameter tuning approach utilizing the Ray Tune framework, a sophisticated scal-
able platform within the Ray distributed computing ecosystem. This innovative framework
enables efficient parallel training of ML models across diverse computational environments,
providing a robust methodology for systematically exploring and optimizing model hyper-
parameters [14].

We employed two complementary hyperparameter search strategies to determine the op-
timal configuration for our FCNN: grid search and random search [2]. Grid search system-
atically explores hyperparameter configurations by combining predefined sets of parameter
values, creating a comprehensive but computationally intensive mapping of potential model
settings. Random search offers a more efficient alternative by independently sampling pa-
rameter values from a uniform distribution, particularly advantageous in high-dimensional



spaces where certain hyperparameters demonstrate varying impacts on model performance.
Our hyperparameter tuning strategy strategically applies these search methods to differ-
ent model parameters. Grid search is employed for discrete, structural parameters such as
the number of nodes, number of layers in the fully connected neural network, and batch
size. Conversely, random search is utilized for continuous parameters like learning rate and
dropout rate, which require more flexible exploration strategies.

Furthermore, the developed software demonstrates remarkable computational adaptabil-
ity by automatically detecting and leveraging available computational resources. The frame-
work intelligently identifies the training environment, preferentially utilizing GPU accel-
eration when available. In GPU-absent environments, the system seamlessly transitions to
multi-core CPU processing, enabling simultaneous parallel trials to expedite hyperparameter
exploration.

While the default configuration includes 10 trials, the framework provides users with
extensive customization options. Researchers can dynamically adjust the number of trials,
search space, and exploration strategies to suit specific research requirements. The default
parameters, carefully selected to balance performance and efficiency, include a learning rate
sampled from a logarithmic uniform distribution between 10~* and 1072, the number of
neurons per layer chosen from [32, 64, 128], and one or two hidden layers. Additional settings
include a dropout rate sampled uniformly between 0.01 and 0.3, batch sizes of either 32 or 64,
and a maximum of 1000 epochs for training. These defaults provide a strong starting point,
yielding generally excellent results in most scenarios. However, users retain full flexibility to
define their own hyperparameter search configurations to address domain-specific challenges
effectively.

3.2. Querfitting Prevention Mechanisms

We present a comprehensive approach to data preprocessing and model development,
designed to ensure robust evaluation and maximize model effectiveness. The input dataset
is strategically partitioned into training and testing subsets to support a reliable assessment
framework. Using our developed conditional generative model, we aim to capture the under-
lying data distribution comprehensively through the training dataset. It is important to note
that our method can generate an unlimited number of samples for training the conditional
generative model G. These generated training data pairs follow the statistical distribution
of the prepared sample data but are not identical to the original samples. By default, the
system generates 20,000 training data pairs; however, users have the flexibility to customize
this value according to their specific needs.

To further enhance model performance and generalization, we implement an additional
data-splitting strategy during the training of the FCNN. Specifically, the generated dataset
in Eq. 9 is further subdivided into training and validation sets. This process incorporates
a custom-built overfitting prevention mechanism, which systematically regulates training
dynamics. By mitigating the risk of overfitting, this approach ensures that the model gen-
eralizes effectively to unseen test data, maintaining high predictive accuracy across diverse
samples.

Mitigating overfitting represents a critical challenge in developing robust ML models.
Our research addresses this challenge through a multi-dimensional early stopping strategy
designed to ensure optimal model generalization and prevent performance degradation. The



core of our overfitting prevention mechanism involves a dynamic validation loss tracking al-
gorithm. By continuously monitoring the model’s performance, the system saves checkpoints
when the average validation loss demonstrates a statistically significant improvement beyond
a predefined minimum delta threshold.

Another critical component of the strategy is a comprehensive generalization gap metric
that quantifying the performance difference between training and validation datasets to
identify potential overfitting. Mathematically calculated as the difference between average
validation and training losses, an ideal generalization gap remains minimal. This metric
carefully evaluates the divergence between training and validation performance, enabling
the mechanism to detect early signs of overfitting. When potential overfitting is identified,
the system can trigger appropriate interventions, such as checkpoint preservation or training
termination.

The last aspect of our approach is the trend detection mechanism that analyzes the
contextual relationship between training and validation loss trajectories. This algorithm im-
plements an adaptive analysis capable of detecting complex overfitting patterns. Specifically,
the system interrupts training when it observes a consistent decrease in training loss concur-
rent with an increase in validation loss, persisting beyond a predefined patience threshold.

By implementing this comprehensive strategy, our model training process strikes an op-
timal balance between thorough exploration of the model’s learning potential and prudent
management of computational resources. The approach represents a sophisticated mech-
anism for monitoring and controlling the learning process, ultimately contributing to the
development of more robust and generalizable ML models.

3.8. Modular Software Architecture for Automated Model Development

The proposed software architecture is illustrated in Figure 2. The central control script,
main.py, serves as the entry point, initiating the entire workflow that integrates multiple spe-
cialized modules for model training, hyperparameter optimization, and comprehensive eval-
uation. The train_model.py module acts as a critical hub, simultaneously engaging multiple
components to streamline the model development process. It first interfaces with utils.py to
capture user-defined configurations, allowing dynamic specification of data locations and hy-
perparameter search ranges, thereby providing substantial flexibility in experimental setup.
Concurrently, data.py performs critical dataset preprocessing, implementing stratified split-
ting techniques to generate robust training and validation datasets. A novel contribution lies
in the implementation of a training-free mini-batch Monte Carlo estimator within utils.py
to solve ODE, which generates labeled training data pairs from the user defined datasets
and that can represent the original dataset distribution. The module leverages Ray Tune
for sophisticated hyperparameter optimization, systematically exploring the predefined pa-
rameter space to identify optimal model configurations. The neural network architecture,
implemented in models.py, employs a FCNN design, capable of capturing complex nonlinear
relationships within the dataset. Following model training, evaluation.py conducts rigor-
ous performance assessment, interfacing with visualization.py to generate results analysis
that facilitate deeper insights into model behavior, performance metrics, and underlying
data characteristics. This design empowers users with minimal ML expertise to perform
sophisticated scientific computing tasks. They only need to provide their own datasets in



utils.py and can leverage the software’s capabilities for model calibration, uncertainty quan-
tification, and efficient predictive forecasting. The code can be found in the repository:
https://github.com/patrickfan/GenAI4UQ.

Figure 2: Flow chart for software architecture and component interactions: it shows the interconnections
between different modules and the sequential/parallel processing steps in the GenAI4UQ software pipeline.

4. Demonstration of GenAI4UQ in Diverse Scientific Scenarios

In this section, we demonstrate the versatility and robustness of the proposed GenAI4UQ
methodology through three diverse case studies: (1) Bimodal Function Calibration, (2)
Calibration of the Earth System Model-Land Model at the Missouri Ozark AmeriFlux Site,
and (3) High-Dimensional Target Variable Forecasts in Geological Carbon Storage.

For each example, we detail the model training performance and evaluation of target
variable estimations with uncertainty quantification, demonstrating how the methodology
adapts to distinct scientific challenges while maintaining computational efficiency and pre-
diction accuracy.

4.1. Example 1: Bimodal Function Calibration

We first apply GenAI4UQ to a simple yet illustrative one-dimensional bimodal problem.
The forward model g(X) is defined as:

9(X) = X2, (10)



where X follows a uniform prior distribution U([—2,2]) over the interval [-2,2]. The obser-
vation variable Y is characterized by:

Y =9(X) +¢, (11)

with measurement noise ¢ drawn from a Gaussian distribution N'(0,0?) characterized by
o = 0.01.

4.1.1. Data Preparation and Model Training

The initial prior dataset Dpyior comprises 10,000 samples of X randomly drawn from the
uniform distribution, paired with corresponding Y values generated through the forward
model. To generate labeled data Dy, the reverse-time ODE in Eq. 2 is solved to pro-
duce 20,000 samples. The labeled dataset is used to train the FCNN employing our auto
hyperparameter tuning framework, which optimally configures parameters such as the learn-
ing rate, number of layers, and dropout rate. The optimal hyperparameter configuration is
automatically saved for reproducibility.

Figure 3 demonstrates the training performance. In Figure 3a, the convergence of training
and validation losses indicates effective learning without overfitting. Figure 3b, shows the
linear relationship between true and predicted values during validation, with an R? score close
to 1, illustrating the model’s ability to accurately capture the underlying data distribution.
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Figure 3: Training performance for the bimodal case. (a) Training and validation loss curves over epochs,
demonstrating stable convergence without overfitting. (b) Validation results showing the linear relationship
between true and predicted values, with an R? value close to 1, indicating the model’s high accuracy in
capturing the data distribution.

4.1.2. Evaluation with Test Dataset

Following neural network training, we evaluate the model’s performance by evaluating
it on a held-out test dataset that remains completely unseen during both the labeled data
generation and FCNN training processes. Figure 4 illustrates the posterior distribution es-
timates for four randomly selected test cases. The results exhibit the characteristic bimodal
distribution by sampling 2,000 standard Gaussian random variables through the trained gen-
erative model. The accuracy of the predictions is evidenced by the high density of true values
lying well within the high-probability regions of the estimated posterior, particularly near
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the peaks of the bimodal distributions. This outcome validates the high-fidelity inference
capability of our GenAI4UQ software.
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Figure 4: Posterior distribution estimation for input parameter X in the bimodal case, evaluated on four
randomly selected test samples. The red lines indicate the true values.

4.2. Example 2: Calibration of the Earth System Model-Land Model

The Energy Exascale Earth System Model (E3SM) Land Model (ELM) plays a critical
role in understanding ecosystem responses to climate change and in developing strategies
for mitigation and adaptation [7, 13, 18]. This example highlights the effectiveness of the
GenAI4UQ approach in calibrating key parameters of ELM and quantifying their uncertainty
using observed latent heat flux (LH) measurements from the Missouri Ozark AmeriFlux for-
est site. Even with a limited dataset, our method demonstrates robust parameter estimation
and uncertainty quantification.

4.2.1. Data Preparation and Model Training

To calibrate ELM parameters, we use annual average LH measurements from 2006 to
2010 as observational data, which are provided by Gu et al., [9]. Based on sensitivity anal-
ysis [17, 21, 29], eight parameters were identified for calibration. These include the rooting
distribution depth factor (variable 0), specific leaf area at the canopy top (variable_1), frac-
tion of leaf nitrogen in RuBisCO (variable_2), fine root carbon-to-nitrogen ratio (variable_3),
fine root-to-leaf allocation ratio (variable 4), base rate of maintenance respiration (vari-
able_5), critical day length for autumn senescence onset (variable_6), and growing degree
days required for spring leaf-out (variable_7). Each parameter has a biologically meaningful
range defined by previous studies, encompassing the diversity of environmental conditions
represented in ELM [18].

Given observed LH data y, the objective is to estimate the posterior distribution p(X|Y =
y) for these eight parameters X. Despite the limited dataset size (1,000 samples), the
generative framework in GenAI4UQ facilitates robust inference. Using the data, we construct
a labeled dataset Dy,pe by solving the reverse-time ODE in Eq. 2. The FCNN generator G is
trained on this dataset to learn the mapping between observations and ELM input parameter
distributions. Once trained, G is used to generate 2,000 posterior samples of X from standard
Gaussian random variables, effectively approximating the posterior distribution.

Figure 5 demonstrates the training performance. Figure 5a shows that training and val-
idation losses converge smoothly, indicating effective learning without overfitting. Figure
5b illustrates the strong linear relationship between true and predicted values during val-
idation, with an R? score close to 0.8. This high accuracy, achieved despite the limited
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data (1,000 sample data), demonstrates the method’s capability to learn complex parameter
distributions.
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Figure 5: Training performance for the ELM parameter calibration case. (a) Training and validation loss
curves over epochs. (b) Validation results with an R? analysis.

4.2.2. Evaluation with Test Dataset

To assess model performance, we evaluate it on a held-out test dataset. Figure 6 presents
the estimated posterior distributions for the eight parameters for one randomly selected test
case. Each subplot shows the marginal posterior distribution for a single parameter, with
the true parameter value indicated by the red line. The results confirm the accuracy of
the predictions, as the true parameter values fall well within the high-probability regions of
the estimated posterior distributions. This demonstrates the model’s ability to capture the
underlying data distribution effectively. Additionally, the varying widths of the marginal
distributions reflect the uncertainty levels associated with each parameter. For example, pa-
rameters with broader distributions indicate higher uncertainty, while narrower distributions
signify greater confidence in the estimation.

These findings validate the efficacy of the GenAI4UQ framework in generating high-
fidelity parameter estimates and uncertainty quantification, even when working with limited
data. By capturing the intricate relationships between observations and parameter dis-
tributions, our approach offers a reliable and computationally efficient solution for ELM
calibration.

4.3. Example 3: High-Dimensional Target Variable Forecasts in Geological Carbon Storage

Geological Carbon Storage (GCS), where CO; is captured and securely stored under-
ground, offers an effective solution for reducing atmospheric COy emissions [4, 27, 5]. Suc-
cessful GCS deployment requires robust tools for monitoring and predictive analysis to man-
age risks such as pressure buildup and potential leakage, ensuring safe, permanent storage
and building confidence in the technology [6]. This process typically involves iterative cali-
bration of reservoir models, which can be computationally intensive, especially for large-scale
systems [3]. In this example, we leverage GenAI4UQ to forecast the entire pressure field dis-
tribution based on observation variables at injection wells. Despite the high-dimensional
nature of the target variables, our method demonstrates remarkable performance.
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Figure 6: Posterior distribution estimation for eight input parameters in the ELM model parameter calibra-
tion case, evaluated on one randomly selected test samples. The red lines indicate the true values.

4.8.1. Data Preparation and Model Training

The dataset used in this study is based on reservoir simulations conducted by Wen et
al. (2022) [28]. The numerical experiments simulate a COs injection process into a radially
symmetrical system, where supercritical COs is injected through a vertical well with a radius
of 0.1 m. The well configuration supports injection across either the full reservoir thickness
or a specific depth range. Key simulation parameters include a 30-year injection duration,
an injection rate between 0.2 and 2 Mt/year, and reservoir thicknesses ranging from 12.5
to 200 m. The reservoir features no-flow vertical boundaries at the top and bottom, with a
vertical cell dimension of 2.08 m to account for reservoir heterogeneity. The radial extent of
the reservoir is set to 100,000 m, with 200 radially discretized grid cells ensuring accurate
representation of COy plume migration and pressure buildup. The simulations generated 24
temporally distributed pressure snapshots; for this work, we focus on the final snapshot with
a high-dimensional pressure distribution with dimensions of 64 x 128. The dataset comprises
4,500 reservoir simulations, providing diverse scenarios for training and evaluation.

To enhance computational efficiency, the high-dimensional pressure field distributions
are reduced to a latent space of dimension 20 using a convolutional autoencoder with skip
connections (code available in the repository). 10 observations at the injection well are
extracted to serve as input features. The conditional generative model is trained on the
the data pairs of the corresponding 10-dimensional observations at the injection well and
corresponding 20-dimensional latent space representations. Upon the completion of training,
the model G can efficiently generate ensemble predictions of pressure field distributions based
on injection well measurements.

The training performance is illustrated in Figure 7. Figure 7a shows the convergence of
training and validation loss curves, indicating effective learning without overfitting. Figure 7b
highlights the strong linear relationship between true and predicted values during validation,
with an R? score close to 0.98. This result demonstrates the model’s exceptional ability to
learn complex parameter distributions and accurately reconstruct high-dimensional outputs.

13

600 650 700 750 800 850 900 950 1000
variable_7



(a) Training and Validation Loss Over Epochs (b) Validation results
25 - Data points
—— Fit line (R?2=0.98)

—— Training Loss (MSE)
Validation Loss (MSE) 2.0

15

1.0

0.5

Predicted Value

0.0

-0.5

-1.0

-15
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 -15 -10 -05 00 05 10 15 20 25
Epochs Real Value

Figure 7: Training performance for the High-Dimensional zParameter Estimation in Geological Carbon
Storage. (a) Training and validation loss curves over epochs. (b) Validation results with an R? analysis.

4.8.2. Evaluation with Test Dataset

The model’s performance was evaluated on a held-out test dataset to ensure its general-
izability and reliability. Figure 8 presents the marginal posterior distributions of 20 latent
variables for a randomly selected test case. Each subplot highlights the predicted proba-
bility density for an individual parameter, with the true parameter values marked by red
lines. The results highlight the model’s ability to accurately capture the underlying data
distribution. The true parameter values consistently fall within the high-probability regions
of the estimated posterior distributions, demonstrating capability to generate accurate and
uncertainty-aware predictions. Furthermore, the varying widths of these distributions re-
flect parameter-specific uncertainty, offering insights into the confidence levels of individual
predictions.

In addition to posterior inference, the ability of GenAI4UQ to reconstruct and predict
high-dimensional pressure distributions was evaluated. Figure 9 compares the true pressure
distributions, the reconstructed fields from the convolutional autoencoder, and the predicted
fields from the conditional generative model for three randomly selected test cases. The rela-
tively accurate reconstructions highlight the effectiveness of dimensionality reduction, which
retains essential features of the high-dimensional data while significantly reducing computa-
tional complexity. This dimensionality reduction is critical for efficient training and robust
predictions, especially in scenarios with limited sample sizes and high-dimensional target
variables. The predictions (third column) closely match the ground truth pressure fields
(first column), demonstrating the model’s ability to accurately forecast spatial field distribu-
tions. The high accuracy observed across all test cases indicates that the model accurately
captures the spatial evolution of the pressure field under different reservoir dynamics.

These results demonstrate the potential of GenAI4UQ as an efficient and reliable tool for
forecasting pressure distributions in GCS applications, enabling robust risk assessment and
enhancing confidence in subsurface CO4 storage technology.

5. Conclusions

This study introduces GenAlI4UQ), a software package for tackling complex inverse un-
certainty quantification challenges in model calibration, parameter estimation, and ensemble
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Figure 8: Marginal posterior distributions for 20 latent variables in the pressure distribution forecasts for a
GCS test case. The red lines mark the true parameter values.

forecasting through a conditional generative Al framework. By replacing traditional inverse
modeling methods with a direct, learned mapping, GenAI4UQ not only addresses compu-
tational inefficiencies but also offers a scalable and robust alternative for a wide array of
scientific applications.

The effectiveness of the proposed framework is validated across three distinct examples,
demonstrating its capability to accurately estimate target variable distributions and provide
uncertainty-aware predictions. These case studies highlight the adaptability of GenAI4UQ
to diverse problem domains, from simple bimodal problems to sophisticated environmental
and geological systems. The integration of automated hyperparameter tuning and overfitting
prevention mechanisms ensures optimal performance while requiring minimal user expertise
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Figure 9: Pressure field predictions for three test cases. The first column shows the true distributions,
the second column displays the reconstructed fields using a convolutional autoencoder, and the last column
illustrates the predictions from GenAl4UQ, averaged over 2,000 ensemble forecasts.

in ML. Its user-friendly design, computational efficiency, and focus on inverse uncertainty
quantification make it a valuable tool for researchers aiming to unlock insights from complex
datasets.
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