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Abstract
Data-centric methods have shown great potential in understanding

and predicting spatiotemporal dynamics, enabling better design and

control of the object system. However, pure deep learning models

often lack interpretability, fail to obey intrinsic physics, and struggle

to cope with the various domains. While geometry-based methods,

e.g., graph neural networks (GNNs), have been proposed to further

tackle these challenges, they still need to find the implicit physi-

cal laws from large datasets and rely excessively on rich labeled

data. In this paper, we herein introduce the conservation-informed

GNN (CiGNN), an end-to-end explainable learning framework, to

learn spatiotemporal dynamics based on limited training data. The

network is designed to conform to the general conservation law

via symmetry, where conservative and non-conservative informa-

tion passes over a multiscale space enhanced by a latent temporal

marching strategy. The efficacy of our model has been verified in

various spatiotemporal systems based on synthetic and real-world

datasets, showing superiority over baseline models. Results demon-

strate that CiGNN exhibits remarkable accuracy and generalization

ability, and is readily applicable to learning for prediction of var-

ious spatiotemporal dynamics in a spatial domain with complex

geometry.
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1 Introduction
The principled and accurate modeling and simulation of spatiotem-

poral dynamical systems play an important role in many science

and engineering applications, e.g., physics, meteorology, ecology,

social science, material science, etc. Classical approaches are primar-

ily rooted in the use of well-posed physics-based models, governed

by a system of partial differential equations (PDEs) under certain

initial conditions (ICs) and boundary conditions (BCs), where the

solutions could be achieved by a properly chosen numerical solver

[3]. Nevertheless, the complexity of real-world problems poses

grand challenges that traditional physics-based techniques strug-

gle to address, especially when the prior knowledge of physics is
incomplete or repeated forward analyses are required to assimilate

data.

The ever-growing availability of data opens up a new avenue

to tackle these challenges, resulting in data-centric methods lever-

aging the power of machine learning. Tremendous efforts have

been recently placed on developing statistical or deep learning

approaches for modeling [10, 32, 40], predicting [6, 49, 50, 65], dis-

covering [11, 16, 55], and controlling [5, 64] the complex behavior
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of nonlinear dynamics. Moreover, graph neural networks (GNNs)

[63, 66], which integrate topological structures with an inherent

connection to the physical world, are uniquely positioned to ad-

dress above issues. Above all methods learn representations from,

but highly rely on, rich labeled datasets, which are often expen-

sive to acquire from experiments or simulations in most scientific

and engineering problems. Due to the model’s over-parameterized

black-box nature, issues arise in the context of explainability, over-

fitting, and generalizability. Embedding the prior knowledge to

form physics-informed learning has shown the potential to allevi-

ate these fundamental issues [30], producing more robust models

for reliable prediction [2].

To this end, we propose an end-to-end explainable learning

framework, aka conservation-informed GNN (CiGNN), to learn

complex spatiotemporal dynamics based on limited training data.

The network is designed to conform to the general differential form

of conservation law with a source term for spatiotemporal dynam-

ics, essentially acting as a prior knowledge-based inductive bias

to the learning process. Due to the existence of source terms (e.g.,

internal reaction, damping, external input), the system might be

subjected to entropy inequality leading to a non-conservative state.

Inspired by Noether’s theorem, we depict the conservation property

and entropy inequality via the fundamental principle of symmetry

[54], and then propose a symmetry-preserved MPNN (SymMPNN)

module for feature representation learning which accounts for sym-

metric and asymmetric information passing in graph edges. The

learning process is resorted to a multi-mesh graph which enables

the network to capture local and non-local spatial dependency, fa-

cilitating the acquisition of more detailed information across scales.

To improve the stability and accuracy of long-term rollout predic-

tion, we design a latent time integrator in the network as a time

marching strategy which models the temporal dependency between

sequenced latent embeddings extracted from each SymMPNN layer.

The efficacy of CiGNN has been demonstrated on both synthetic

and real-world observed datasets for modeling various types of

spatiotemporal dynamics within different domain geometric config-

urations. The primary contributions can be summarized as follows:

• We design a novel model to preserve the general conserva-

tion law based on the fundamental principle of symmetry.

• Our proposed spatial and temporal schemes effectively con-

trol the error accumulation for long-term prediction.

• The CiGNN exhibits remarkable accuracy with limited train-

ing data (e.g., a few or dozens of datasets), and possesses gen-

eralization capability (over ICs, BCs and geometry meshes)

in learning complex spatiotemporal dynamics, showing su-

periority over several representative baselines.

2 Related Works
Over the past few decades, classical numerical methods [14, 27]

were dominated in the forward and inverse physics problems. How-

ever, the development of this field reaches a bottleneck until the

emergence of deep learning methods, which changes the status

quo.

Physics-informed learning. As one of the most popular frame-

work, the seminal development of the physics-informed neural

network (PINN) [29, 45] has enabled learning in small data regimes

for forward and inverse analyses of PDEs, where the loss function

is regularized by the PDE residual. Such a differentiable paradigm

has kindled enthusiastic attention in the past few years, which,

together with its variant schemes, has been demonstrated effective

in modeling and discovering a wide range of complex systems in-

cluding fluid flows [46], subsurface transport [23], cardiovascular

systems [4], deformation of solid continua [39], material consti-

tutive relations [52], governing equation discovery [12], among

many others. However, PINN generally has the need of explicit

governing equations and the issue of scalability, resorting to the

use of fully-connected neural networks and mesh-free point-wise

training.

Neural operators. Another framework, neural operator, is de-

signed to learn the underlying Green’s functions of PDEs, offering

an alternative to model spatiotemporal dynamics, which possess

generalizability and do not require a prior knowledge of the explicit
PDE formulation [61, 62]. Neural operators, including DeepONet

[37], Fourier neural operator (FNO) [35], and their variant algo-

rithms [34, 57], have taken remarkable leaps in approximating the

solution of PDE systems. However, the generalizability of these

models largely depends on the richness of the labeled training data.

When the complexity of the considered system remains high (e.g.,

multi-dimensional spatiotemporal dynamics in an irregular domain

geometry), these methods might suffer from scalability issues with

deteriorated performance.

Geometric learning. Recently, geometric learning of system

dynamics has drawn great attention [22, 43, 58], where graphs, re-

gardless of Euclidean or non-Euclidean meshes, are employed to

represent physical features and provide naturally structured rela-

tionships (e.g., spatial proximity) with interpretability [9, 36, 60].

For example, message-passing neural networks (MPNNs) have been

regarded as an effective form of graph neural network (GNN) in

simulating dynamics of particle assembly [53], continuum media

[42] and rigid bodies [21], as well as forecasting global weather [33].

In particular, when the explicit PDE formulation is completely un-

known or partially missing, a recent study [25] shows that forcibly

encoding the law of thermodynamics into the GNN architecture

can boost the generalizability of the model for simulation of quasi-

static deformable bodies. Moreover, the model in [19] is designed

to deal with lattice meshes and the graph solver in [28] is rooted in

the assumption of conservative systems to update the discretized

conservation equation in the latent space via hard encoding.

3 Preliminary and Problem Statement
Learning to predict the dynamics of complex spatiotemporal sys-

tems based on limited training data (e.g., sparsely, and perhaps

non-uniformly, sampled in space and time) is regarded as a great

challenge [7]. Our objective is to tackle this challenge via creating

a new explainable and generalizable learning framework adaptable

to a broad category of spatiotemporal dynamics. Drawing from

the fundamental insights of physics, we recognize the existence of

numerous conservation laws within the physical realm. In general,

the strong form of these conservation laws necessitates that, in

order for a conserved quantity at a specific point to alter, there

must exist a flow or flux of that quantity either into or out of that

point. For example, the conservation law with a source term for
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Figure 1: Schematic of the CiGNN model. a, The main network architecture. b, The space block that defines a multi-mesh graph
to account for different scales and transforms the physical system state to a low-dimensional graph representation. c, The
SymMPNN block that is designed for learning high-dimensional graph representation. d, The Flux update component that
passes symmetric and asymmetric information in graph edges. e, The time block that marches the sequenced high-dimensional
features.

spatiotemporal dynamics can be presented through a continuity

equation, given by

𝜕u
𝜕𝑡

+ ∇ · F (u) = s(u; x, 𝑡) (1)

where u(x, 𝑡) ∈ R𝑑 denotes the system state variable vector com-

posed of 𝑑 components, x ∈ R𝑚 the𝑚-dimensional spatial coor-

dinate, 𝑡 the time, ∇ the Nabla operator, F (·) ∈ R𝑚×𝑑
the flux

function, and s(·) ∈ R𝑑 the source term. This equation models the

evolution of the system state u(x, 𝑡) over time as the composition

of local flux term and the source term.

Now we consider an unstructured mesh of a 𝑚-dimensional

domain (regardless of regular or irregular geometry), where the sys-

tem state measured at a generic discrete time step 𝑡𝑘 (𝑘 = 1, 2, ...,𝑇
′
)

is denoted by u(𝑡𝑘 ) ∈ R𝑁×𝑑
. Here, 𝑁 represents the number of

graph nodes (observation grid points) and 𝑇
′
the number of time

steps. Our aim is to establish a model to learn spatiotemporal dy-

namics on a predefined graph 𝐺 = (𝑉 , 𝐸,𝑤), which underlines

the intrinsic mapping between the input state variable u(𝑡𝑘 ) and
the output subsequent 𝑠 time series {û(𝑡𝑘+1

), . . . , û(𝑡𝑘+𝑠 )}. Here,
𝑉 is a set of nodes, 𝐸 a set of edges connecting the nodes 𝑉 , and

𝑤 (·, ·) : 𝐸 → R1
the edge weight function. For simplicity,𝑤 (u𝑖 , u𝑗 )

is expressed by 𝑤𝑖 𝑗 and 𝑤 (u𝑗 , u𝑖 ) by 𝑤 𝑗𝑖 . In the same way, this

simplicity also applies to the edge update function 𝐹 (·, ·).

Conservation on graph. Given on the theory of graph calculus,

the general conservation law in Eq. 1 can be reformulated into a

discrete form on graph (see Appendix Subsection B.2 for detailed

derivation), shown as follows.

𝜕u𝑖
𝜕𝑡

=
1

2

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

(√
𝑤 𝑗𝑖𝐹 𝑗𝑖 −

√
𝑤𝑖 𝑗𝐹𝑖 𝑗

)
+ 𝑠 (u𝑖 ) . (2)

We realize that the conservation term can be formulated by the

skew-symmetric tensor and the inequality by the symmetric tensor

[56]. Instead of constructing such tensors directly, we implicitly

build a learnable scheme to retain the above structure property,

namely,

𝜕u𝑖
𝜕𝑡

=
∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

(
𝐹 𝑗𝑖 − 𝐹𝑖 𝑗︸    ︷︷    ︸

skew-symmetric

+𝜙
(
𝐹 𝑗𝑖 + 𝐹𝑖 𝑗

)︸         ︷︷         ︸
symmetric

)
, (3)

where 𝜙 (·) is a differential function to model the inequality and,

meanwhile, learn the unknown source term (e.g., entropy inequal-

ity). Here, the skew-symmetric and symmetric features on the right-

hand side of Eq. 3 are constructed to approximate the conservation

and inequality principles, respectively. Meanwhile, we omit the

coefficient of 1/2 for convenience.

4 Methodology
Wedevelop a learning scheme that conforms to the conservation law

shown in Eq. 1. More details are described in Appendix Section B.

We will release the source code and data at https://www.github.com
after peer review.

https://www.github.com
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4.1 Conservation-informed graph neural
network

The CiGNN architecture is composed of five key blocks, as shown

in Figure 1a, including the space block, the encoder, the SymMPNN

block, the time block, and the decoder. Here, the encoder lifts

the low-dimensional quantities to a high-dimensional represen-

tation, and in the meantime the decoder projects the updated high-

dimensional latent features to the evolved physical state. The space

block (see Figure 1b) defines a multi-mesh graph to account for

different scales and transforms the physical system state to a low-

dimensional graph representation (e.g., node features, graph topol-

ogy). Given the fact that the disturbance of existing source, such

as internal reaction, damping or external input, breaks down the

conservation, the system will be subjected to entropy inequality.

We introduce a multi-layer SymMPNN module (see Figure 1c–d) as
the core component for high-dimensional feature representation

learning, where we construct symmetric and asymmetric matrices

to pass non-conservative information in graph edges. In the next

work, instead of treating the SymMPNN module as a step-by-step

learning and acquisition of higher-order information in space, we

view the multi-layer message-passing mechanism of SymMPNN

as a process of cascaded transmission over time. This implies that

implicit latent time intervals, either fixed or non-fixed, can be gen-

erated between the SymMPNN layers. Hence, we propose a simple

but effective latent time integrator (see the time block depicted

in Figure 1e) to march the sequenced high-dimensional features,

which improves the stability and accuracy of long-range multi-step

rollout prediction. Moreover, we provide a pseudo-code describing

our proposed graph operator, as shown in Algorithm 1. More details

of design motivation are shown in Appendix Subsection B.3.

4.2 Network architecture
4.2.1 Encoder. The Encoder lifts the physical state into latent fea-

tures represented in a high-dimensional space. The encoded initial

node features h0

𝑖
∈ R𝑐 imply the physical state u𝑖 at the 𝑖th node,

the corresponding position feature x𝑖 and the node type, where 𝑐

denotes the channel size (aka, the dimension of the latent space).

The encoded initial edge features e0

𝑖 𝑗
∈ R𝑐 capture the relative

positional information between the connected 𝑖th and 𝑗th nodes.

Additionally, a variety of variables, such as angles, are encoded to

enhance the expressiveness of the edge feature representation. The

corresponding formulations are given by

h0

𝑖 = 𝜙𝑒𝑛𝑣 (u𝑖 ∥ x𝑖 ∥ κ𝑖 ∥ . . . ) , (4a)

e0

𝑖 𝑗 = 𝜙𝑒𝑛𝑒

( (
x𝑗 − x𝑖

)
∥ 𝑑𝑖 𝑗 ∥ 𝜗𝑥𝑖 𝑗 ∥ 𝜗

𝑦

𝑖 𝑗
∥ . . .

)
, (4b)

where 𝜙𝑒𝑛𝑣 (·) and 𝜙𝑒𝑛𝑒 (·) represent the learnable functions (e.g.,

MLPs); x𝑗−x𝑖 a vector that reflects the relative information between

the 𝑖th and 𝑗 th nodes; 𝑑𝑖 𝑗 the relative distance in the physical space;

κ𝑖 the 𝑖th node type; and 𝜗𝑥
𝑖 𝑗
, 𝜗

𝑦

𝑖 𝑗
the angle information of edge in

different directions. In addition, (· ∥ ·) denotes the concatenation.

4.2.2 Processor. The Processor employs a graph with exclusively

inter-node connections, where spatial and channel information

from the local neighborhood of each node is aggregated through

connections to adjacent nodes [53]. As shown in Figure 1a, it it-
eratively processes the high-dimensional latent features using a

Algorithm 1: Conservation-informed Graph Operator

Input: The current states g𝑙 , h𝑙
𝑖
, e𝑙

𝑖 𝑗
.

Output: The next states g𝑙+1, h𝑙+1

𝑖
, e𝑙+1

𝑖 𝑗
.

while stop condition is not reached do
for each edge e𝑙

𝑖 𝑗
do

Gather sender and receiver nodes h𝑙
𝑖
, h𝑙

𝑗
;

Compute output edge e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗

= 𝜙𝑙𝑒

(
g𝑙 , h𝑙

𝑖
, h𝑙

𝑗
, e𝑙

𝑖 𝑗

)
;

end
for each edge e𝑙,∗

𝑖 𝑗
do

Obtain the reversed edge e𝑙,∗
𝑗𝑖

with the edge e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗
;

Get the new edge state e𝑙+1

𝑖 𝑗
with the flux function:

e𝑙+1

𝑖 𝑗
=

(
e𝑙,∗
𝑗𝑖

− e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗

)
+ 𝜙𝑙

(
e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗

+ e𝑙,∗
𝑗𝑖

)
;

end
for each node h𝑙

𝑖
do

Aggregate e𝑙+1

𝑖 𝑗
of per receiver, get the sum of the

edge features ē𝑙+1

𝑖
=

∑
𝑗∈N𝑖

e𝑙+1

𝑖 𝑗
;

Compute the new node-wise feature

h𝑙+1

𝑖
= 𝜙𝑙𝑣

(
g𝑙 , h𝑙

𝑖
, ē𝑙+1

𝑖

)
;

end

Aggregate all edges and nodes ẽ𝑙+1 =
𝑁∑
𝑖
ē𝑙+1

𝑖
,

˜h𝑙+1 =
𝑁∑
𝑖
h𝑙+1

𝑖
;

Compute new global features g𝑙+1 = 𝑓𝑔

(
g𝑙 , ˜h𝑙+1, ẽ𝑙+1

)
;

end
return the next states g𝑙+1, h𝑙+1

𝑖
, e𝑙+1

𝑖 𝑗
.

sequence of SymMPNN layers. For each layer, each node exchanges

information with itself and its neighbors. Furthermore, the archi-

tecture incorporates residual connections between each processing

layer, which allow for direct message passing at different scales.

This part introduces the core component of the architecture, the

conservation-informed graph operator (see Algorithm 1). The de-

sign of information passing across nodes and edges is inspired by

the conservation on graph as shown in Eq. 3. Given a graph with

available node and edge features, the mathematical formulation

for the message-passing mechanism at each SymMPNN layer is

defined as

e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗

= 𝜙𝑙𝑒

(
h𝑙𝑖 ∥ h

𝑙
𝑗 ∥ e

𝑙
𝑖 𝑗

)
, (5a)

e𝑙+1

𝑖 𝑗 =

(
e𝑙,∗
𝑗𝑖

−w𝑙 ◦ e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗

)
︸               ︷︷               ︸

asymmetric

+𝜙𝑙
(
e𝑙,∗
𝑗𝑖

+ e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗

)
︸           ︷︷           ︸

symmetric

, (5b)

h𝑙+1

𝑖 = 𝜙𝑙𝑣

(
h𝑙𝑖 ∥

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

e𝑙+1

𝑖 𝑗

)
, (5c)

where h𝑙
𝑖
∈ R𝑐 and h𝑙

𝑗
∈ R𝑐 denote the high-dimensional node

features at nodes 𝑖 and 𝑗 , respectively, at the 𝑙th SymMPNN layer;
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e𝑙
𝑖 𝑗

∈ R𝑐 the high-dimensional edge features between the 𝑖th and

𝑗th nodes; e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗

∈ R𝑐 and e𝑙,∗
𝑗𝑖

∈ R𝑐 the corresponding intermediate

edge features (e.g., bidirectional) inferred to represent symmetric

and asymmetric information passing; 𝜙𝑙𝑒 (·) the edge update func-
tion (e.g., MLP); w𝑙 ∈ R𝑐 the trainable weights shared over the

entire graph for the 𝑙th layer; N𝑖 the neighborhood node’s index

set for node 𝑖; and ◦ the Hadamard product. Here, e𝑙+1

𝑖 𝑗
facilitates

the learning process by strictly obeying the conservation law and

the inequality principle. 𝜙𝑙𝑣 (·) is a node update function (e.g., MLP)

and 𝜙𝑙 (·) a flux update function (e.g., MLP) for symmetric message

passing.

We found that, when w𝑙 ≡ 1, the proposed CiGNN model

achieves a more reliable performance. For comparison purpose,

we remove the symmetric update part as shown in Eq. 5b while

only keeping the asymmetric portion. Thus, we obtain two variant

models, namely, CiGNN
−
(w𝑙 ≡ 1) and CiGNN

∗
(w𝑙 ≠ 1, which is

trainable).

4.2.3 Decoder. The Decoder maps updated high-dimensional la-

tent features back to the original physical domain, which receives

input from the Processor and generates the predicted increment

for the last time step as output. This increment is then added as

residue to the initial state to determine the new state. The learning

process at the Decoder is given by

û𝑖 (𝑡 + Δ𝑡) = 𝜙𝑑𝑒𝑣

(
h𝐿𝑖

)
+ u𝑖 (𝑡) , (6)

where 𝜙𝑑𝑒𝑣 (·) is a differentiable function (e.g., MLP) and 𝐿 the total

number of SymMPNN layers.

4.3 Spatial and temporal learning strategies
4.3.1 Space Block with multi-mesh strategy. Consider a graph with

𝐺 = (𝑉 , 𝐸), where 𝑉 denotes the node set and 𝐸 the edge set. The

multi-mesh strategy involves three steps: (1) defining 𝐺𝑘
as the

initial graph; (2) randomly discarding a proportion of nodes in𝐺𝑘

to generate a new graph 𝐺𝑘+1
as the subsequent initial graph; (3)

iteratively repeating the second step, and aggregating all graphs

into 𝐺 . We organize the generated graphs by layers, designating

the graph with the most node count as the topmost layer and the

one with the fewest nodes as the bottom layer. In other words, as

𝑘 increases (𝑘 = 0, 1, 2, ...), the resulting graph structure𝐺𝑘+1
con-

tains fewer nodes. Then, we define a refinement ratio 𝑟 ∈ [0, 1] to
characterize the relationship between node numbers in the context

graph. For instance, if 𝐺𝑘
has 𝑁 nodes, then the subsequent graph,

𝐺𝑘+1
, will have 𝑟𝑁 nodes. We specifically set the refinement ratio

𝑟 to 0.1 in this study. Experimental results concerning the selection

of 𝑟 are discussed in Appendix Table S7. The overall graph 𝐺 can

be conceptualized as the union of all edges and nodes:

𝐺 =
⋃
𝑘

𝐺𝑘 , 𝐺𝑘 =

(
𝑉𝑘 , 𝐸𝑘

)
, 𝑘 = 0, . . . ,𝑚. (7)

Noting that the nodes in 𝐺𝑘+1
are always the node subset of 𝐺𝑘

,

and the edge reconstruction process can capture information across

extended distances. This leads to a multi-scale mesh distribution,

enabling the network to capture both local and non-local rela-

tionships and learn complex detailed information. Meanwhile, the

multi-mesh technique performs edge reconstruction only during

pre-processing (e.g., not training), following the randommasking of

nodes at each level. As shown in Figure 1b, the mask operation gen-

erates numerous subgraphs, which can alleviate the over-reliance

on local information and enhance node-level feature extraction.

Generally, the multi-mesh strategy can facilitate acquiring the key

structural information.

4.3.2 Time Block with trainable temporal integration. We treat the

multi-layer message-passing mechanism of SymMPNN as a process

of cascaded transmission over time. A series of fixed or non-fixed

sub-time intervals Δ𝑡∗
𝑗
are generated implicitly, e.g., Δ𝑡∗

𝑗
∈ [0,Δ𝑡𝑘 ],

where 𝑗 = 0, 2, ..., 𝐿 − 1 and Δ𝑡𝑘 denotes the physical time step.

Given this assumption, each SymMPNN layer can be regarded as the

evolution of information over one time interval. This is equivalent to

the sub-stepping process commonly used in numerical integration

methods. Additionally, a Taylor series expansion shows that the

method is consistent if and only if the sum of the coefficients 𝛼 𝑗 is

equal to one, described as

h𝐿 = h0 +
𝐿−1∑︁
𝑗=0

𝛼 𝑗K𝑗 s.t.

𝐿−1∑︁
𝑗=0

𝛼 𝑗 = 1, (8a)

K𝑗+1 = 𝜑 𝑗+1

(
𝑡 + Δ𝑡∗𝑗 , h

0 + 𝛽 𝑗K𝑗

)
, (8b)

where 𝛼 𝑗 , 𝛽 𝑗 are scalar, K0 = h0
the initial node features, 𝜑 𝑗+1 the

learnable function in the ( 𝑗 + 1)th SymMPNN block, and 𝐿 the total

number of SymMPNN layers.

Notably, this temporal integration strategy is realized on the

high-dimensional space, so the coefficients 𝛼 𝑗 , 𝛽 𝑗 are also learnable

latent features. K𝐿 denotes the output of final SymMPNN layer,

which is the 𝐿-order approximation of solution. Each increment

in our method can be viewed as the product of the coefficients 𝛽 𝑗
and an estimated slope specified by each function 𝜑 𝑗 . The total

increment is the sum of the weighted increments. To this end,

we employ a trainable 1D convolutional filter to approximate the

coefficients in Eqs. 8a and 8b, as shown in Figure 1d. This temporal

integration strategy does not lead to extra cost for network training

and inference.

5 Experiments
5.1 Datasets and Baselines.
To verify the efficacy of CiGNN for learning complex spatiotempo-

ral dynamics on graphs, we consider four different systems shown

in Appendix Table S2, e.g., the 2D Burgers equation, a 3D Gray-

Scott (GS) reaction-diffusion (RD) system, the 2D incompressible

flow past a cylinder (CF), and the Black Sea (BS) hydrological obser-

vation (see Figure 2). The datasets of the first three systems were

spatiotemporally down-sampled (e.g., 5-fold in time) from high-

fidelity data generated by direct numerical simulations considering

different ICs, BCs, and meshes, while the last one was compiled

from field measurements. Additional information, including data

generation statistics and example trajectories, can be found in Ap-

pendix Table S3. We selected four baseline models for comparison

(see Appendix Subsection C.3 for more details), including deep op-

erator network (DeepONet) [38], Fourier neural operator (FNO)

[35], mesh-based graph network (MGN) [42], and message-passing
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Table 1: Summary of each model’s performance in terms of prediction error, e.g., aggregated root mean square error (RMSE)
between the predicted and ground truth test data. Here, “–” denotes the model is unable or unsuitable to learn the dynamics
(e.g., inapplicable to handle irregular mesh). “MP-PDE∗” means that no gradient is backward propagated except for the last step.
The bold values and underlined values represent the optimal and sub-optimal results on various datasets. “Pro.” means the
promotion value which is calculated from the optimal and sub-optimal results. The one-step prediction results are shown in
Appendix Table S9.

Model 2D Burgers (Δ𝑡 = 0.001 s) 3D GS RD (Δ𝑡 = 0.001 s) 2D CF (Δ𝑡 = 0.01 s) 2D BS (Δ𝑡 = 1 day)

DeepONet 3.7752 × 10
−1

1.3954 × 10
1

9.1095 × 10
−1

2.8696 × 10
0

FNO 1.6005 × 10
−2

1.5184 × 10
−1

– –

MGN 1.8955 × 10
−2

1.0350 × 10
−2

1.5790 × 10
−1

6.9512 × 10
−1

MP-PDE
∗

1.6280 × 10
−2

1.0186 × 10
−2

2.4511 × 10
−1

9.0051 × 10
−1

MP-PDE 1.5551 × 10
−2

1.0843 × 10
−2

1.6412 × 10
−1

6.9621 × 10
−1

CiGNN 4.2916 × 10−3 8.3840 × 10−3 1.2561 × 10−1 6.5503 × 10−1

Pro. (%) ↑ 72.4 17.7 20.4 5.7
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Figure 2: Diagrams of irregular domains. a, Schematic dia-
gram of the CF example setup with the fluid flowing in from
the left (inflow) to the right (outflow). b, The geographic and
sensor information of the BS Real-world dataset.

PDE solver (MP-PDE) [8], with hyperparameters listed in Appendix

Tables S11–S13.

5.2 Loss function
The training procedure is to minimize the discrepancy between the

labeled and the predicted data. The loss function of our model is

defined as

L(𝜽 ) = 1

𝑑𝑆𝑁𝑇

𝑆∑︁
𝛼=1

𝑣𝑒𝑐 (Û(𝛼 ) ) − 𝑣𝑒𝑐
(
U(𝛼 ) )2

2

, (9)

which calculates the aggregated mean square errors (MSE) between

the rollout-predicted data Û(𝛼 ) ∈ R𝑁×𝑑×𝑇
and the training la-

bels U(𝛼 ) ∈ R𝑁×𝑑×𝑇
to optimize the trainable parameters (𝜽 ) in

our model. Here, 𝑣𝑒𝑐 (·) denotes the vectorization operation; 𝑑 the

system dimension; 𝑁 the total number of mesh grid points; 𝑇 the

number of rollout time steps in training; and 𝑆 the total number of

grouped training samples.

5.3 Evaluation metrics
The root mean squared error (RMSE) and the Pearson correlation

coefficient (PCC) are utilized as the evaluation metrics, given by

𝑅𝑀𝑆𝐸 (U, Û) =
√︂

1

𝑑𝑁𝑇

𝑣𝑒𝑐 (Û) − 𝑣𝑒𝑐 (U)
2

2

, (10a)

𝑃𝐶𝐶𝑠 (U, Û) =
𝑐𝑜𝑣

[
𝑣𝑒𝑐 (Û), 𝑣𝑒𝑐 (U)

]
𝜎u𝜎û

, (10b)

where Û ∈ R𝑁×𝑑×𝑇
and U ∈ R𝑁×𝑑×𝑇

denote the predicted and

true system states, respectively; 𝑐𝑜𝑣 [·, ·] the covariance function;
𝜎u and 𝜎û the standard deviations of U and Û, respectively; and 𝑇
the total number of considered time steps. In addition, introducing

noise to the training data can stabilize the model and improve the

generalization ability for learning spatiotemporal dynamics [42, 53].

Therefore, we add a small amount of Gaussian noise in the training

data to improve the CiGNN’s performance.

5.4 Training settings and computational
resources

For a fair comparison, we train each model ten times and select the

one with the median performance according to the evaluation of

the validation datasets. We train all models for 1,000 epochs and set

early stopping with a patience of 100 epochs. We utilize the GELU

activation function [41] for all MLP hidden layers , while linear

activation is considered for the output layers. Additionally, layer

normalization is applied after each MLP to improve the training

convergence, except for those in the Decoder. All models are trained

using the Adam Optimizer [31] and the ReduceLROnPlateau learn-

ing scheduler [41] which decays the learning rate by a factor of 0.8.

The encoder module consists of a 2-layer MLP with a hidden size

of 128, and the decoder has a 2-layer MLP with a hidden size of 128.

We only use 4 SymMPNN blocks for the processor, where 2 layer
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MLPs with a hidden size of 128 are employed as the node, edge

and flux update functions. The same hyperparameters are used

in MGN, MP-PDE, and CiGNN. Notably, all the hyperparameters

are selected from various ranges. For example, the learning rate is

selected from the set [10
−1, 10

−2, 10
−3, 10

−4, 10
−5]. More details

about the hyperparameter test are given in Appendix Tables S4 to

S8. The models were trained on the NVIDIA A100 GPU (80GB) on

an Intel(R) Xeon(R) Platinum 8380 CPU (2.30GHz, 64 cores) server.

More details are given in Appendix Section D.

5.5 Results
5.5.1 2D Convection-Diffusion system. The results listed in Table 1

show that CiGNN consistently outperforms other baseline models

in the context of prediction accuracy. Figure 3a displays the distri-
bution of prediction errors as well as the predicted snapshots at a

typical time step (0.995 s) by different methods. The CiGNN model

lifts the prediction accuracy by 1∼2 orders of magnitude in terms

of MSE metric compared with all other baselines. Due to the mesh-

less and point-wise nature of DeepONet, it falls short in scalable

modeling of higher dimensional spatiotemporal dynamics. Given

the squared domain with structured grid mesh, FNO produces a

moderate prediction result in the situation with limited training

data. The performance of MP-PDE aligns with that of MGN. Note

that MP-PDE is a derivative of MGN with the primary distinction

in their decoder components, e.g., MGN employs multilayer per-

ceptron (MLP) while MP-PDE utilizes convolution for decoding.

Despite discrepant performance of other models, CiGNN general-

izes well to ICs and maintains a high prediction accuracy, which

demonstrates notable strength and shows clear superiority over

the baselines.

5.5.2 3D Reaction-Diffusion system. The results reported in Table 1
once again show our CiGNN model achieves the best performance.

Figure 3b displays the prediction error distribution and typical

snapshots for the GS RD system at 713.75 s. Similar to the previous

example, FNO, renowned for its potency in the realm of operator

learning, appears to inadequately grasp the underlying dynamics

of the GS RD equation in the regime of small training data. Unfor-

tunately, DeepONet exhibits little progress in learning the intricate

evolution of the 3D system states, e.g., the prediction over time

still deviates clearly from actual values yielding large errors. The

results serve to substantiate that both MGN and MP-PDE, based on

the multi-step rollout training strategy, maintain robustness. How-

ever, CiGNN still outperforms other models, showing its superior

potential in learning spatiotemporal dynamics in a 3D space.

5.5.3 2D Flow past a cylinder. Our model CiGNN generalizes well

over 𝑅𝑒 and BCs as well as graph meshes in the CF example, which

again outperforms the baselines as depicted in Table 1. Figure 3c
displays the snapshots of the predicted flow field at time 8.55 s

in the generalization test, where the cylinder size and position as

well as the domain mesh remain different from those in the train-

ing datasets. Notably, generalizing the learning model on various

CF datasets poses grand challenges due to the varying mesh node

counts and graph structures, exacerbated by the introduction of

random cylinder positions that lead to variant Reynolds numbers.

Since FNO struggles with irregular mesh structures, we opted not
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predicted by CiGNN and other baselines. More results are
shown in Appendix Figures S2–S3. a, The 2D viscous Burgers
equation example. b, The 3D Gray-Scott equation example. c,
Schematic diagram of the CF example setup with the fluid
flowing in from the left (inflow) to the right (outflow).

to include it in the comparison experiments. The point-wise mesh-

less learning scheme of DeepONet might suffer from the scalability

issue, which, as a result, leads to failure in the CF example. The distri-

bution of performance for MGN remains a similar trend illustrated

previously. However, MP-PDE shows deterioration compared to the

previous two examples. Overall, CiGNN surpasses other baseline

models in various degrees. Figure 3c shows two additional general-

ization test results concerning varying domain meshes as well as

different locations and sizes (e.g., from small to large) of the cylinder.

It can be seen from Figure 3c that as the cylinder size decreases,
𝑅𝑒 increases and the flow becomes more turbulent. Nevertheless,

CiGNN can still accurately predict the turbulent flow dynamics.
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Table 2: Ablation results on four datasets. Here, the symbol “–” represents that Task #2 on CF dataset does not exist since
multi-mesh strategy is not utilized. The bold values and underlined values represent the optimal and sub-optimal results on
various datasets.

Task Method 2D Burgers (Δ𝑡 = 0.001𝑠) 3D GS RD (Δ𝑡 = 0.001𝑠) 2D CF (Δ𝑡 = 0.01𝑠) 2D BS (Δ𝑡 = 1𝑑𝑎𝑦)

#1 w/o flux update 1.0012 × 10
−2

1.3138 × 10
−2

1.4526 × 10
−1

6.9581 × 10
−1

#2 w/o multi-mesh 9.8175 × 10
−3

1.1101 × 10
−2

– 6.9456 × 10
−1

#3 w/o temporal 9.2089 × 10
−3

9.5921 × 10
−3

1.2740 × 10
−1

6.5589 × 10
−1

#0 CiGNN (Full) 4.2916 × 10−3 8.3840 × 10−3 1.2561 × 10−1 6.5503 × 10−1

5.5.4 2D Hydrological dynamics forecast of the Black Sea. We em-

ploy the trained CiGNNmodel to conduct a 20-day-long forecasting

of the hydrological dynamics of the Black Sea. Figure 4a–b show the

results of the predicted water flow velocities and sea surface temper-

ature. It is evident that our model effectively captures the evolution

patterns of the hydrological dynamics, especially for low-frequency

information that dominates the overall trend (as can be seen from

the predicted snapshots). The correlation values for both the veloc-

ity and temperature fields consistently lie above 0.8, indicating an

accurate prediction even in the presence of unknown uncertainties.

The correlation curve in Figure 4c–d illustrates that the prediction

of the temperature exhibits relatively scattered with a larger de-

viation. This might be because the temperature data, captured at

a depth of 12 meters below sea level, remains less susceptible to

the influence of other external factors. Yet, this real-world dataset

considered in this example encompasses numerous elusive vari-

ables that are absent from our model’s training data which consists

solely of velocity and temperature variables. Consequently, this

limitation hampers accurate predictions of localized high-frequency

information, deteriorating the performance of CiGNN. Commonly,

this issue can be ameliorated by augmenting the training data with

pertinent variables to enhance the model’s predictive capability.

5.6 Ablation study
To gain deeper insights into how each component of the model

affects its overall performance, we conducted an ablation study

based on the aforementioned datasets. The results show that the

removal of each module leads to deteriorated performance of the

model as shown in Table 2. We summarize the observations as

follows:

• Results in Task #1 demonstrate that, while the promotion

may vary, both the conservative and inequality principles

play significant roles across different datasets.

• Results in Task #2 indicate that a larger number of edges in

the global context leads to more accurate prediction. Our

proposed trade-off strategy of constructing sparse graphs at

different scales greatly improves performance.

• Results in Task #3 show that our temporal learning strategy

effectively mitigates error propagation issues with a high-

order scheme. In particular, we observe that the performance

of the temporal strategy is sensitive to the size of the single-

step time interval.

Table 3: Results of ablation tests on the temporal integration
strategy for the 2D Burgers dataset. Here, TCN stands for
the temporal convolutional network and LSTM denotes the
long short-term memory network. Each model was trained
for 1000 iterations with one-step strategy. The integration
strategies are denoted by “P1” (our proposed 1D convolution
filter), “P2” (2D convolution filter), “P3” (TCN with 1D con-
volution filter), and “P4” (LSTM).

Case

No. of

layers

Temporal

strategy

No. of

parameters

RMSE

C1 4 None 514,950 9.5812 × 10
−2

C2 16 None 1,901,958 1.7593 × 10
−1

C3 4 P1 (ours) 515,007 6.9040 × 10−2

C4 16 P1 (ours) 1,902,567 1.2442 × 10
−1

C5 4 P2 514,993 8.3591 × 10
−2

C6 16 P2 1,902,001 1.6049 × 10
−1

C7 4 P3 514,968 8.7441 × 10
−2

C8 16 P3 1,902,012 1.6872 × 10
−1

C9 4 P4 779,142 1.2820 × 10
−1

C10 16 P4 2,166,150 2.2104 × 10
−1

We also consider two variants of CiGNN, namely, CiGNN
−
and

CiGNN
∗
, where only the asymmetric information passing is consid-

ered in the SymMPNN blocks. As depicted in Appendix Table S10,

the result shows the efficacy of the symmetric information-passing

component. In the case of BS dataset, CiGNN
∗
outperforms CiGNN,

which indicates that the effective learning of the inequality term in

real-world scenarios is not fully guaranteed.

Moreover, we provide the ablation results on comparison of var-

ious temporal integration strategies shown in Table 3. It is evident

that a 4-layer CiGNNmodel with the simplest 1D convolution filter-

based strategy (denoted by C3, with minimal parameter overhead)

achieves the best performance, surpassing other strategies including

the 2D convolution filtering, TCN and LSTM, demonstrating that

our temporal strategy (1D Conv filter) plays a key role in CiGNN to

improve the model’s long-term rollout prediction accuracy. More

detailed discussion can found in Appendix Subsection E.3.

6 Conclusion
This paper introduces an end-to-end graph-based deep learning

model (namely, CiGNN) to predict the evolution of complex spa-

tiotemporal dynamics. The CiGNN model is designed to preserve
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the general differential form of conservation law with a source

term based on the fundamental principle of symmetry. To this end,

we devise a novel SymMPNN module, equipped with symmetric

asymmetric information passing in graph edges, for graph repre-

sentation learning. The embedding of such a prior knowledge into
the network architecture design amounts to adding an inductive

bias to the learning process, relaxing the need for heavy training

data. Moreover, the performance of CiGNN is further lifted by a

multi-mesh spatial strategy and a latent temporal integrator. The

resulting graph learning model is explainable and, meanwhile, the

trained model generalizes to predict complex spatiotemporal dy-

namics over varying ICs, BCs and geometry meshes. The efficacy of

the CiGNNmodel was evaluated in forecasting the dynamics of a va-

riety of spatiotemporal systems (e.g., convection-diffusion system,

reaction-diffusion system, flow past a cylinder, and the hydrologi-

cal dynamics of the Black Sea) based on both synthetic and field-

observed datasets. Given limited training data, we demonstrated

that the CiGNN model identifies well the underlying dynamics and

shows remarkable accuracy.

Despite its demonstrated efficacy and potential, CiGNN is faced

with two main challenges that need to be addressed in the future.

On one hand, the brute-force implementation of CiGNN might

suffer from the computational bottleneck (e.g., themulti-step rollout

training requires heavy memory overhead that depends linearly

on the number of rollout steps), which would result in a scalability

issue. On the other hand, the present model is only deployed to

model a classical fluid dynamics problem (e.g., flow past a cylinder),

whereas its capacity for predicting highly complex turbulent flows

(e.g., large 𝑅𝑒 , complex BCs that induce wall effect, etc.) remains

unknown. We aim to systematically tackle these challenges in our

future study.
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A Background
The study of spatiotemporal dynamics aims to explore and elucidate

the dynamic behavior, pattern formation, instability, and predictive

capabilities of complex systems. Understanding spatiotemporal

dynamics is crucial for addressing practical challenges in various

domains, including physics, chemistry, engineering, climate science,

etc. Recently, machine learning (ML) has shown great promise in

modeling domain-specific scientific problem governed by partial

differential equations (PDEs). In this paper, we focus on graph

neural networks (GNNs) to learn spatiotemporal PDE systems.

A.1 Conventional GNNs
A classic GNN [59] is composed of three main components: an

embedding layer for the input features, a stack of GNN layers, and

a final task-based layer. In a graph 𝐺 = (𝑉 , 𝐸) where 𝑉 contains

𝑛 = |𝑉 | nodes and 𝐸 is the set of edges, the connectivity of the graph

is represented by the adjacent matrix A ∈ R𝑛×𝑛 . Here, A𝑖 𝑗 = 1 if

there exists an edge between the nodes 𝑖 and 𝑗 , otherwise A𝑖 𝑗 = 0.

The degree matrix is denoted as D ∈ R𝑛×𝑛 .

A.2 Conventional MPNNs
For simplicity, we describe the process of message-passing neural

networks (MPNNs) [17] on the undirected graph 𝐺 with node fea-

tures h𝑖 and edge features e𝑖 𝑗 . The forward pass has two phases, a

message-passing phase and an update phase. The message-passing

phase is expressed by message function 𝜙𝑒 and the update phase

is described by vertex update function 𝜙𝑣 . The network layers are

indexed by 𝑙 and h𝑙=0
denotes the node features of the initial input

layer. During these two phase, the hidden state h𝑙+1

𝑖
at node 𝑖 in

the graph are updated by the messages e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗

and its last hidden state

h𝑙
𝑖
according to

e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗

= 𝜙𝑙𝑒

(
h𝑙𝑖 ∥ h

𝑙
𝑗 ∥ e

𝑙
𝑖 𝑗

)
, (S1a)

h𝑙+1

𝑖 = 𝜙𝑙𝑣
©«h𝑙𝑖 ∥

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

e𝑙,∗
𝑖 𝑗

ª®¬ , (S1b)

where in the 𝑙th layer, the edge feature between 𝑖th node and 𝑗th

node is indicated by e𝑙
𝑖 𝑗
. The edge feature e𝑙+1

𝑖 𝑗
is updated along

the message propagation 𝜙𝑙𝑒 . Here, the message function 𝜙𝑙𝑒 and

vertex update function𝜙𝑙𝑣 are both learnable differentiable functions

(e.g., MLPs). The operation (· ∥ ·) denotes concatenation operation

between the embedding features. The symbol N𝑖 in the function

𝜙𝑙𝑣 denotes the neighbor’s index set of the 𝑖th node in graph 𝐺 .

A.3 Variables Notation
Moreover, we present a summary of the variable notations used in

our paper, as detailed in Table S1.

B Methodology
This section provides the supplementary information for themethod-

ology described in the Main Text.

B.1 Preliminary of Graph Calculus
Let 𝐺 = (𝑉 , 𝐸) be a connected finite graph, which includes |𝑉 |
nodes and |𝐸 | edges containing all edges between vertices in 𝑉 .

In the scalar or vector field, the sum of degrees is formulated as∑
𝑢𝑖 ∈𝑉 𝑑𝑒𝑔(𝑢𝑖 ) = 2|𝐸 |, where the symbol 𝑑𝑒𝑔(𝑢𝑖 ) denotes the num-

ber of edges that are incident to the vertex 𝑢𝑖 . Under the aforemen-

tioned conditions, we furnish the relevant definitions below.

Definition 1: With a vertex function f: 𝑉 → C, the symbol ∇𝑖 𝑗 𝑓
for 𝑗 ∈ N𝑖 is described as follows:

∇𝑖 𝑗 𝑓 = 𝑓
(
𝑢 𝑗

)
− 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) , (S2)

whereN𝑖 denotes all other nodes within the neighborhood of node

𝑢𝑖 and we simplify the subscript 𝑢𝑖𝑢 𝑗 as 𝑖 𝑗 .

Definition 2:With a vertex function f:𝑉 → C, the symbol ∇𝑖 𝑗 𝑓 2

for 𝑗 ∈ N𝑖 is defined as

∇𝑖 𝑗 𝑓 2 = 𝑓
(
𝑢 𝑗

)
2 − 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 )2 . (S3)

Definition 3: With any vertex function f: 𝑉 → C and g: 𝑉 → C,
the symbol ∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑓 𝑔) for 𝑗 ∈ N𝑖 is formulated as follows:

∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑓 𝑔) = 𝑓
(
𝑢 𝑗

)
𝑔
(
𝑢 𝑗

)
− 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) 𝑔 (𝑢𝑖 )

= 𝑓
(
𝑢 𝑗

) (
𝑔
(
𝑢 𝑗

)
− 𝑔 (𝑢𝑖 )

)
+
(
𝑓
(
𝑢 𝑗

)
− 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 )

)
𝑔 (𝑢𝑖 )

= 𝑓
(
𝑢 𝑗

)
∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑔) + ∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑓 ) 𝑔 (𝑢𝑖 )

=
(
∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑓 ) + 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 )

)
∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑔) + ∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑓 ) 𝑔 (𝑢𝑖 )

= ∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑓 ) ∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑔) + 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) ∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑔) + ∇𝑖 𝑗 (𝑓 ) 𝑔 (𝑢𝑖 ) .

(S4)

Definition 4: For 𝑗 ∈ N𝑖 , the gradient of vertex function 𝑓 at any
𝑢𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 is given by

∇𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) =
(
∇𝑖 𝑗 𝑓

)
. (S5)

Definition 5: For 𝑗 ∈ N𝑖 on 𝐺 , the scalar product of any vector
field W (𝑢𝑖 ) =

(
𝑤𝑖 𝑗

)
and U (𝑢𝑖 ) =

(
𝑢𝑖 𝑗

)
is given by

W (𝑢𝑖 ) · U (𝑢𝑖 ) =
∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

𝑤𝑖 𝑗𝑢𝑖 𝑗 . (S6)

Specifically, we have

|W (𝑢𝑖 ) |2 =
∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

𝑤2

𝑖 𝑗 . (S7)

Definition 6: If 𝑓 is a scalar function (i.e., a real-valued or complex-
valued function) and W (𝑢𝑖 ) is a vector field, their pointwise product
can be written as follows:

(𝑓W) (𝑢𝑖 ) = 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) ·W (𝑢𝑖 ) , (S8)

where the function 𝑓 scales each component of the vector field

W (𝑢𝑖 ) at every point 𝑢𝑖 in space.

Definition 7: For 𝑢𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 , the directional derivative of function 𝑓

along a vector field W (𝑢𝑖 ) is defined by

∇W 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) = W · ∇𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) =
∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

𝑤𝑖 𝑗∇𝑖 𝑗 𝑓 . (S9)

Then, the directional derivative of a function 𝑓 along ∇𝑓 has the

form of

∇∇𝑓 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) =
∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

∇𝑖 𝑗 𝑓 ∇𝑖 𝑗 𝑓 = |∇𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) |2 . (S10)
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Table S1: Variables notation used in our paper.

Application Domain Variable Description Symbol Role

2D Burgers Equation

x-component of velocity 𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input / Predicted

y-component of velocity 𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input / Predicted

2D Navier-Stokes Equation vorticity 𝑤 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input/Predicted

2D Gray-Scott Equation

concentrations of chemical species𝑈 𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input/Predicted

concentrations of chemical species 𝑉 𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input/Predicted

3D Gray-Scott Equation

concentrations of chemical species𝑈 𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) Input/Predicted

concentrations of chemical species 𝑉 𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) Input/Predicted

2D Cylinder Flow Dataset

x-component of velocity 𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input/Predicted

y-component of velocity 𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input/Predicted

pressure 𝑝 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input / Predicted

2D Black Sea Dataset

x-component of water flow velocity 𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input/Predicted

y-component of water flow velocity 𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input/Predicted

temperature in water depth of 12.5 meter 𝑇 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) Input/Predicted

Global Field

x-direction of space coordinate 𝑥 Input

y-direction of space coordinate 𝑦 Input

z-direction of space coordinate 𝑧 Input

time coordinate 𝑡 Input

time increment Δ𝑡 Input

space increment Δx Input

discrete timestamp at 𝑘th step 𝑡𝑘 Input

Definition 8: For the vector field W (𝑢𝑖 ) at 𝑢𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 , its divergence
can be defined by

𝑑𝑖𝑣 (W (𝑢𝑖 )) = ∇ ·W (𝑢𝑖 ) =
∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

𝑤𝑖 𝑗 . (S11)

Then, the divergence of ∇𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) at 𝑢𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 , also named the laplacian

operator, is given by

𝑑𝑖𝑣 (∇𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 )) =
∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

∇𝑖 𝑗 𝑓 = ∇2 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) . (S12)

Divergence theorem: For 𝑗 ∈ N𝑖 ,𝑢𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 , if𝑤𝑖 𝑗 = −𝑤 𝑗𝑖 , we have∫
𝐺

𝑑𝑖𝑣 (W (𝑢𝑖 )) =
∑︁
𝑢𝑖 ∈𝑉

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

𝑤𝑖 𝑗 = 0. (S13)

Proof. Set𝑤𝑖 𝑗 = 0 for any 𝑢 𝑗 ∉ N (𝑢𝑖 ), then we have∑︁
𝑢𝑖 ∈𝑉

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

𝑤𝑖 𝑗 =
∑︁
𝑢𝑖 ∈𝑉

∑︁
𝑢 𝑗 ∈𝑉

𝑤𝑖 𝑗

=
1

2

∑︁
𝑢𝑖 ∈𝑉

∑︁
𝑢 𝑗 ∈𝑉

𝑤𝑖 𝑗 +
1

2

∑︁
𝑢𝑖 ∈𝑉

∑︁
𝑢 𝑗 ∈𝑉

𝑤 𝑗𝑖

= 0.

(S14)

B.2 Conservative Property of CiGNN
Despite the complex behavior exhibited in spatiotemporal dynamic

systems, conservation laws provide a means to simplify the anal-

ysis of these systems. For instance, in fluid dynamics, the conser-

vation of mass (also named continuity equation) is the key to the

problem-solving. Our proposed graph approximator is inspired by

this conservation principle linking the flux of a vector field through

a closed surface to its divergence within the enclosed volume. Sup-

pose volume V is a compact subset of R3
and S (also indicated

with 𝜕V) is its piecewise smooth boundary, we have the detailed

description shown as follows.

Theorem 1: If there is a continuously differentiable tensor field F
on a neighborhood of V , then we have that a volume integral over
the volume V is equal to the surface integral over the boundary of
the volumeV : ∭

V
(∇ · F)𝑑V =

∬
S

(F · n̂)𝑑S, (S15)

where n̂ is the outward-pointing unit normal. The conservation

principle (e.g., the divergence-free condition) formulated in The-

orem 1 implies that while the flow quantity within a local region

changes over time, the global net flow in and out remains nearly

constant. For further explanation, within the graph𝐺 , we denote

𝑓 𝑙𝑜𝑤𝑖 𝑗 as the flow that leaves from the node 𝑖 , and 𝑓 𝑙𝑜𝑤 𝑗𝑖 the flow

that enters to the node 𝑖 . In a scalar or vector field, we consider that

𝑓 𝑙𝑜𝑤𝑖 𝑗 ≥ 0 and 𝑓 𝑙𝑜𝑤 𝑗𝑖 ≤ 0. Here, a key assumption underlying

the physics law is that 𝑓 𝑙𝑜𝑤𝑖 𝑗 = −𝑓 𝑙𝑜𝑤 𝑗𝑖 , for (𝑖, 𝑗) ∈ 𝐺 . Then, the

conservation principle on the edge, or the divergence measurement

on one vertex reads

𝑓 𝑙𝑢𝑥𝑖 =
∑︁

(𝑖,· ) ∈𝐺
𝑓 𝑙𝑜𝑤𝑖 · +

∑︁
( ·,𝑖 ) ∈𝐺

𝑓 𝑙𝑜𝑤 ·𝑖 , (S16)

where 𝑓 𝑙𝑢𝑥𝑖 denotes the total flow quantity through the 𝑖th node,

and 𝑓 𝑙𝑜𝑤𝑖 · and 𝑓 𝑙𝑜𝑤 ·𝑖 the flows that leave and enter the node
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𝑖 . Subsequently, an easy corollary of Theorem 1 is described as

follows.

Corollary 1: If the volumeV can be partitioned into some separate
parts V1,V2, . . . ,V𝑛 , the flux out Φ(V) of the original volume V
should be equal to the sum of flux through each component volume,
namely,

Φ (V) = Φ (V1) + Φ (V2) + · · · + Φ (V𝑛) . (S17)

Given the above corollary, for a large domain, we can divide it

into multiple subdomains for separate processing. Thus, we extend

this theorem to the graph for learning spatiotemporal dynamics

(e.g., PDEs) due to the essentially existence of subdomains of graph

itself. Let𝐺 = (𝑉 , 𝐸,𝑤) be a undirected graph, where 𝑉 is a set of

nodes, 𝐸 a set of edges connecting the nodes 𝑉 , and 𝑤 : 𝐸 → R1

the edge weight function. For simplicity,𝑤 (𝑢𝑖 , 𝑢 𝑗 ) is expressed by

𝑤𝑖 𝑗 and𝑤 (𝑢 𝑗 , 𝑢𝑖 ) is expressed by𝑤 𝑗𝑖 .

Definition 1: With a vertex function 𝑓 ∈ H (𝑉 ) along the edge
𝑒𝑖 𝑗 ∈ 𝐸, the weighted graph derivative (or weighted difference) of 𝑢𝑖
is expressed as:

𝜕𝑢 𝑗
𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ) :=

√
𝑤𝑖 𝑗

(
𝑓
(
𝑢 𝑗

)
− 𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 )

)
, (S18)

where the edge weight function𝑤𝑖 𝑗 associates to every edge 𝑒𝑖 𝑗 a

value, namely,𝑤 (𝑢𝑖 , 𝑢 𝑗 ). Similarly,𝑤 𝑗𝑖 associates to every edge 𝑒 𝑗𝑖
a value, namely,𝑤 (𝑢 𝑗 , 𝑢𝑖 ).

Definition 2: Based on the weighted graph derivative, we define
the linear weighted gradient operator on graphs∇𝑤 : H(𝑉 ) → H(𝐸)
as:

(∇𝑤 𝑓 ) (𝑢𝑖 , 𝑢 𝑗 ) = 𝜕𝑢 𝑗
𝑓 (𝑢𝑖 ). (S19)

Definition 3: The adjoint operator ∇∗
𝑤 of a edge function 𝐹 ∈

H (𝐸) at a vertex 𝑢𝑖 ∈ 𝑉 has the following form:

(∇∗
𝑤𝐹 ) (𝑢𝑖 ) =

1

2

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

√
𝑤𝑖 𝑗 (𝐹 𝑗𝑖 − 𝐹𝑖 𝑗 ), (S20)

whereN𝑖 denotes the neighborhood node’s index set for node 𝑖 . For

simplicity, we simplified 𝐹 (𝑢𝑖 , 𝑢 𝑗 ) as 𝐹𝑖 𝑗 and 𝐹 (𝑢 𝑗 , 𝑢𝑖 ) is simplified

by 𝐹 𝑗𝑖 .

Theorem 2: For all 𝑓 ∈ H (𝑉 ), 𝐹 ∈ H (𝐸), the linear adjoint
operator ∇∗

𝑤 : H(𝐸) → H(𝑉 ) of the weighted gradient operator
should satisfy the following condition:

< ∇𝑤 𝑓 , 𝐹 >H(𝐸 )=< 𝑓 ,∇∗
𝑤𝐹 >H(𝑉 ) . (S21)

Definition 4: Using the linear adjoint operator, the weighted di-
vergence operator on graphs can be expressed as:

𝑑𝑖𝑣𝑤 := −∇∗
𝑤 . (S22)

With above definition, we immediately get the following infer-

ence that the divergence on a graph can be interpreted as the 𝑓 𝑙𝑢𝑥

of the edge function in each vertex of the graph. Then we rewrite

the original PDE in Eq. 1 into the graph form as follows

𝜕𝑢𝑖

𝜕𝑡
+ 𝑑𝑖𝑣𝑤 (𝐹 (𝑢𝑖 )) = 𝑠 (𝑢𝑖 ), (S23)

where 𝑠 (·) represents the source term. Then, substituting Eqs. S20

and S22 into Eq. S23, we get the following equation:

𝜕𝑢𝑖

𝜕𝑡
=

1

2

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

√
𝑤𝑖 𝑗

(
𝐹 𝑗𝑖 − 𝐹𝑖 𝑗

)
+ 𝑠 (𝑢𝑖 ). (S24)

It is noted that in a directed graph,𝑤𝑖 𝑗 may not be equal to𝑤 𝑗𝑖 ,

which aligns with the actual situation that there exist conservation

and inequality terms which govern the dynamics. Hence, we re-

write Eq. S24 and obtain the following equation on a directed graph:

𝜕𝑢𝑖

𝜕𝑡
=

1

2

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

(√
𝑤 𝑗𝑖𝐹 𝑗𝑖 −

√
𝑤𝑖 𝑗𝐹𝑖 𝑗

)
+ 𝑠 (𝑢𝑖 ). (S25)

We realize that the conservation term can be formulated by the

skew-symmetric tensor and the inequality by the symmetric tensor

[56]. Instead of constructing such tensors directly, we implicitly

build a learnable scheme to retain the above structure property,

namely,

𝜕𝑢𝑖

𝜕𝑡
=

∑︁
𝑗∈N𝑖

(
𝐹 𝑗𝑖 − 𝐹𝑖 𝑗︸    ︷︷    ︸

skew-symmetric

+𝜙
(
𝐹 𝑗𝑖 + 𝐹𝑖 𝑗

)︸         ︷︷         ︸
symmetric

)
, (S26)

where 𝜙 (·) is a differential function to model the inequality and,

meanwhile, learn the unknown source term (e.g., entropy inequal-

ity). Here, we omit the coefficient of 1/2 for convenience. Here, the

skew-symmetric and symmetric features on the right-hand side

of Eq. S26 are constructed to approximate the conservation and

inequality principles, respectively. In particular, we use the addition

operation rather concatenation for the symmetric part in Eq. S26

to guarantee the invariance and interchangeability.

Note that the above derivation is done in the physical space,

which inspires us to design a learnable model (e.g., CiGNN) in

the latent space following a similar setting. The graph network is

not restricted to highly regular structures, which, instead, can be

applied to represent abstract relationships on any irregular meshes.

B.3 Spatial and Temporal Strategies
The motivations of our network design are two-fold in terms of

feature extraction of spatial patterns and temporal evolution, re-

spectively.

B.3.1 Spatial strategy. Firstly, GNNs have shown great potential

for modeling spatiotemporal systems thanks to their inherent ca-

pacity to capture the dynamics in the physical world using graph

structures. However, a critical observation reveals that current GNN

models tend to overemphasize node features while neglecting the

crucial aspect of edge features [20]. In particular, leveraging GNNs

for modeling spatiotemporal dynamics should be able to include

both explicit temporal changes in node states and implicit inter-

actions via edges. The existing GNN models focus on processing

edge features to align with data distribution without obeying a
prior knowledge of physics principles. Hence, we introduce two
forms of prior knowledge to ensure the GNN model conforming

to the general conservation law, namely, symmetry (e.g., conser-

vation) and asymmetry (e.g., entropy inequality), and design the

SymMPNN block as a core graph learning module. These concepts

draw inspiration from the well-known conservation law and prin-

ciple of symmetry. Imposing hard constraints on GNN models via

symmetry can facilitate the network convergence, enhance the

model’s interpretability, and improve the ability of spatial feature

representation learning.
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Table S2: Basic information of datasets.

Dataset Domain

Physical

parameters

No. of

nodes

Trajectory

length

Train/Validation/Test

trajectories

Boundary

condition

Force

term

2D Burgers Square [0, 1]2
(𝑢, 𝑣) 2,500 (50

2
) 1,000 60 (50/5/5) Periodic No

3D GS RD Cubic [0, 96]3
(𝑢, 𝑣) 13,824 (24

3
) 3,000 10 (5/3/2) Periodic No

2D CF Irregular (𝑢, 𝑣, 𝑝) 3,000∼5,000 1,000 220 (200/10/10) Unknown No

2D BS Irregular (𝑢, 𝑣,𝑇 ) 1,000∼40,000 365 29 (25/3/1) Unknown Unknown

B.3.2 Temporal strategy. Predicting the temporal evolution of dy-

namics can be cast as a Markov process. A simple approach to

model such an evolution is resorted to numerical discretization

and integration over time. Explicit time integration schemes are

favorable and preferred in deep learning (e.g., MPNNs [42]) in the

context of temporal forecasting (e.g., rollout prediction schemes),

thanks to their straightforward implementation in a computational

graph. However, if the time step between two evolved states is too

big, it may cause instability issue. We are motivated to address this

issue by proposing a learnable sub-stepping method. To this end, we

view the message-passing process of the feedforward SymMPNN

layers as the temporal propagation of dynamics at a finite number

of sub-steps. Hence, we design a trainable temporal integrator to

sequentially march the latent features of the SymMPNN layers so

as to improve the model’s performance for long-range temporal

prediction.

C Dataset and Baselines
We evaluate the performance of our proposed method and baseline

models on three simulated datasets and one real-world weather

data. For the generated datasets, we consider three different types of

PDE systems, including 2D viscous Burgers equation, 3DGray-Scott

Reaction-Diffusion (GS RD) equation, and 2D unsteady incompress-

ible Cylinder Flow (CF). Moreover, the real-world dataset is the

atmospheric dynamics in the Black Sea (BS) field, where no explicit

governing equations are considered. The detailed information of

generating specific datasets can be found in Table S3. We compare

our model with four representative baseline models, outlined as

follows. And we make every effort to strike a balance between

the model performance and the parameter count (e.g., typically

aiming to keep it within the range of 500,000 to 600,000). The pa-

rameters of the relevant baseline models are shown from Table S11

to Table S13. Notably, all the hyperparameters are obtained from

various ranges. For example, the learning rate is selected from the

set [10
−1, 10

−2, 10
−3, 10

−4, 10
−5].

C.1 Dataset Description
C.1.1 2D Burgers Equation. Convection-diffusion systems emerge

from the interplay of the diffusion and convection (advection) pro-

cesses, describing scenarios where particles, energy, or other physi-

cal attributes are transported in time and space. One of the most

well-known PDEs used to model such phenomena is the viscous

Burgers equation, commonly found in simplified fluid mechan-

ics, nonlinear acoustics, and gas dynamics, expressed as (with the

source term omitted) 𝜕u/𝜕𝑡 = D∇2u − u · ∇u. Here, D ∈ R𝑑×𝑑
denotes the diffusivity tensor, ∇2u characterizes the diffusion, and

u · ∇u represents the convection (or advection). In this example,

we consider a 2D incompressible flow (u = [𝑢, 𝑣]𝑇 ) described by

the Burgers equation, subjected to a randomized IC in a squared

domain with periodic BCs.

C.1.2 3D Reaction-Diffusion system. The reaction-diffusion (RD)

process is an interesting phenomenon commonly seen in nature,

e.g., the interaction among chemical or biological substances, the

formation of Turing patterns in the skin of tropical fishes, etc. Such

a process emphasizes the role of intrinsic material diffusion and

localized reactions in shaping system dynamics in space and time.

Mathematically, it can be represented by the following PDE: 𝜕u/𝜕𝑡 =
D∇2u+R(u), where u ∈ R𝑑 represents the concentration variables,

D ∈ R𝑑×𝑑 the diffusion coefficient matrix, and R(u) the reaction
term. Herein, we consider a GS RD equation in a 3D space (e.g.,

x ∈ R3
), which describes the reaction and diffusion of two chemical

species (u = [𝑢, 𝑣]𝑇 ). The reaction equations for this system read

R𝑢 = −𝑢𝑣2 + 𝛼 (1 −𝑢) and R𝑣 = 𝑢𝑣2 − (𝛼 + 𝛽)𝑣 , where 𝛼 and 𝛽 are

the coefficients prescribing the reaction process.

C.1.3 2D Flow past a cylinder. We further consider a more chal-

lenging example (e.g., 2D fluid flow past a cylinder) to test the

generalization ability of CiGNN over BCs. In practice, cylinder

flow analysis is indispensable in scenarios such as fluid around

bridge foundations, offshore drilling platform supports, underwater

pipelines, and jetty piles. Here, the incompressible fluid flows into

a channel (1.2 m × 0.41 m) from left to right and passes a circular

cylinder located near the left boundary, as depicted in Figure 3c. The
flow dynamics can be modeled by the Navier-Stokes (NS) equation

given by

𝜕u
𝜕𝑡

+ ∇ · (u ⊗ u) = 1

𝑅𝑒
∇2u − 1

𝜌
∇𝑝, (S27a)

∇ · u = 0, (S27b)

where u = [𝑢, 𝑣]𝑇 ∈ R2
denotes the vector field of fluid velocity, 𝜌

the fluid density, and ⊗ the dyadic tensor product. Note that the

pressure field 𝑝 ∈ R1
constrains the flow and serves as a Lagrange

multiplier to enforce the divergence-free condition of the fluid in

Eq. S27b. The Reynolds number 𝑅𝑒 dictates the complexity of the

fluid, e.g., turbulence occurs when 𝑅𝑒 ≫ 1. For the particular ex-

ample considered herein, the value of 𝑅𝑒 is inversely proportional

to the cylinder size. We herein consider the location of the circular

cylinder varies (resulting in the change of BCs) for the generation

of different datasets (see Figure 3c), while the inflow velocity re-

mains constant. Hence, 𝑅𝑒 is no longer a constant. As the fluid

moves around the cylinder, the reduced cross-sectional area leads

to accelerated velocity and decreased pressure along its path.
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Table S3: Computational parameters for datasets generation. 𝛿𝑥 and 𝛿𝑡 denote the spatial and time spacing, respectively.

Dataset PDE Parameters Size 𝛿𝑡 (𝑠) 𝛿𝑥

2D Burgers Eq. S28 𝜈 = 0.01, 𝜆,𝛾 ∼ N(0, 1), 𝑐 ∼ N(−1, 1) 1, 001 × 2 × 50
2

0.001 0.02

2D CF – 𝜈 = 0.001,𝑈𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛 = 1𝑚/𝑠 1, 001 × 3 × [3, 000, 5, 000] 0.01 –

3D GS RD Eq. S30 𝐷𝑢 = 0.2, 𝐷𝑣 = 0.1, 𝛼 = 0.025, 𝛽 = 0.055 3, 001 × 2 × 48
3

0.25 2

2D BS – – – – –

C.1.4 2D Hydrological Black Sea Dataset. Despite satisfactory per-

formance, the CiGNN model is only tested on simulated datasets

for systems governed by well-posed PDEs in the previous examples.

However, in real-world problems, the field observation data often

contains vast uncertainties induced by measurement noise, variant

boundary and source conditions, etc., posing a grand challenge for

data-driven modeling of complex spatiotemporal dynamics. For

example, predicting precipitation in a coastal area can be substan-

tially affected by unforeseeable extreme weather events. In light

of the practical application of CiGNN, we have intentionally con-

sidered a real-world problem in the field of oceanography, namely,

forecasting the hydrological dynamics of the Black Sea.

The Black Sea dataset consists of monthly and daily ocean fields

of the BS basin, e.g., the daily averagedwater flow velocities𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡)
and 𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) and sea surface temperature 𝑇 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡), recorded from

June 1, 1993 to June 31, 2021, with a horizontal resolution of 1/27
◦×

1/36
◦
and 31 levels of sea elevation

1
. It is noted that the multi-year

field observations located in an irregular domain encompass an

intrinsic nature, e.g., low spatial and temporal resolution, limited

long-term data sequence, inherent noise, data gaps, and unknown

environmental influences such as immeasurable effects of climate

change, among others, which would result in critical challenges

in establishing a robust learning model for accurate forecasting.

Nevertheless, considering the periodic patterns of the hydrologi-

cal time series, we encode the cyclical timestamp into our CiGNN

model to capture effectively the variations in specific portions of

the dataset.

C.2 Dataset Generation
C.2.1 2D Burgers Equation. In our work, we consider the Burgers

equation in a 2D setting, which is given by

𝜕𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡 ≥ 0)
𝜕𝑡

= 𝜈∇2𝑢 − 𝑢
𝜕𝑢

𝜕𝑥
− 𝑣

𝜕𝑢

𝜕𝑦
, (S28a)

𝜕𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡 ≥ 0)
𝜕𝑡

= 𝜈∇2𝑣 − 𝑢
𝜕𝑣

𝜕𝑥
− 𝑣

𝜕𝑣

𝜕𝑦
, (S28b)

𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡 = 0) = 𝑢0 (𝑥,𝑦), (S28c)

𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡 = 0) = 𝑣0 (𝑥,𝑦) . (S28d)

Here 𝜈 > 0 represents the viscous property of the fluid, and

𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) and 𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑡) denote the velocity components at the indi-

cated spatial and temporal coordinates. Specifically, we leverage

periodic boundary conditions to generate the simulation datawithin

a spatial domain of Ω = (0, 1)2
and a time duration of 𝑡 ∈ [0, 1]. The

viscous coefficient 𝜈 is set to 0.01. Additionally, the initial conditions

1
https://data.marine.copernicus.eu/product/BLKSEA_MULTIYEAR_PHY_007_004/

description

𝑢0 (𝑥,𝑦) and 𝑣0 (𝑥,𝑦) for each component are generated with:

�̃�0 (𝑥,𝑦) =
𝑛𝑎∑︁
𝑎𝑖=0

𝑛𝑏∑︁
𝑏 𝑗=0

𝜆𝑢 cos (𝜄) + 𝛾𝑣 sin (𝜄), (S29a)

𝑢0 (𝑥,𝑦) =
1

3

×
(
2 × �̃�0 (𝑥,𝑦)

max �̃�0 (𝑥,𝑦)
+ 𝑐𝑢

)
, (S29b)

𝑣0 (𝑥,𝑦) =
𝑛𝑎∑︁
𝑎𝑖=0

𝑛𝑏∑︁
𝑏 𝑗=0

𝜆𝑢 cos (𝜄) + 𝛾𝑣 sin (𝜄), (S29c)

𝑣0 (𝑥,𝑦) =
1

3

×
(
2 × 𝑣0 (𝑥,𝑦)

max 𝑣0 (𝑥,𝑦)
+ 𝑐𝑣

)
, (S29d)

𝜄 = 2𝜋 ((𝑎𝑖 −
𝑛𝑎

2

)𝑥 + (𝑏 𝑗 −
𝑛𝑏

2

)𝑦), (S29e)

where 𝑁 = 10, 𝛿𝑡 = 0.001, 𝛿𝑥 = 𝛿𝑦 = 1/50, 𝜆𝑢 , 𝛾𝑢 , 𝜆𝑣, 𝛾𝑣 ∼ N(0, 1),
and 𝑐𝑢 , 𝑐𝑣 ∼ N(−1, 1). The ground-truth data is calculated using a

4th-order Runge–Kutta time integration method [51].

C.2.2 3D GS RD Equation. The 3D GS RD equation is expressed

by:

𝜕𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡 ≥ 0)
𝜕𝑡

= 𝐷𝑢∇2𝑢 − 𝑢𝑣2 + 𝛼 (1 − 𝑢), (S30a)

𝜕𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡 ≥ 0)
𝜕𝑡

= 𝐷𝑣∇2𝑣 + 𝑢𝑣2 − (𝛽 + 𝛼)𝑣, (S30b)

𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡 = 0) = 𝑢0 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧), (S30c)

𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡 = 0) = 𝑣0 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) . (S30d)

where𝑢 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) and 𝑣 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑡) are the concentrations of chemical

species. 𝐷𝑢 and 𝐷𝑣 are the corresponding diffusion coefficients for

𝑢 and 𝑣 , respectively. 𝛽 is the conversion rate, 𝛼 is the in-flow rate

of 𝑢 from the outside, and (𝛼 + 𝛽) is the removal rate of 𝑣 from the

reaction field.

The simulation datasets are obtained by solving the following

initial-boundary value problem on Ω = [0, 96]3
with periodic

boundary conditions. Moreover, we define 𝐷𝑢 = 0.2, 𝐷𝑣 = 0.1, 𝛼 =

0.025, 𝛽 = 0.055, 𝛿𝑡 = 0.25, 𝛿𝑥 = 2. The initial conditions 𝑢0 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧)
and 𝑣0 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) for each component are generated as follows:

𝑢0 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) = (1 − 𝑟𝑡) × 1 + 𝑟𝑡 × 𝜆𝑢 , (S31a)

𝑣0 (𝑥,𝑦, 𝑧) = 0 + 𝑟𝑡 × 𝜆𝑣, (S31b)

where 𝑟𝑡 = 0.1 and 𝜆𝑢 , 𝜆𝑣 ∼ N(0, 1). The ground-truth data is also

generated by using the 4th-order Runge–Kutta time integration

method.

C.2.3 2D CF Dataset. The CF dataset simulates the temporal evo-

lution of incompressible flow past a long cylinder. It poses chal-

lenges to dynamics prediction due to the occurrence of periodic

flow patterns. In this paper, we simulate CF datasets with various

 https://data.marine.copernicus.eu/product/BLKSEA_MULTIYEAR_PHY_007_004/description
 https://data.marine.copernicus.eu/product/BLKSEA_MULTIYEAR_PHY_007_004/description
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positions of the cylinder and different sizes of the diameter of cylin-

ders using the COMSOL software
2
. We define the spatial domain

as 𝑥 ∈ [0, 1.2] [𝑚] and 𝑦 ∈ [0, 0.41] [𝑚] and the time duration as

𝑡 ∈ [0, 10] [𝑠]. In addition, we generate CF examples with the no-slip

boundary condition.

Furthermore, we fix the median initial velocity𝑈𝑚𝑒𝑎𝑛 = 1 [m/s]
and viscosity 𝜈 = 10

−3 [Pa · s], but modify the radius sizes 𝑟 and

the positions (𝑐𝑥 , 𝑐𝑦) of cylinders. To be more specific, we sam-

ple these two parameters uniformly where 𝑟 ∈ [0.04, 0.081],𝐶 ∈
[0.1, 0.31] × [0.1, 0.31] (unit: [m]).The Reynolds numbers 𝑅𝑒 are

within [800, 1600]. Figure S1 shows the flow pattern around the

cylinder in a free flow.

C.2.4 2D Real-world Black Sea Dataset. The Black Sea (BS) dataset
is obtained using theNucleus for EuropeanModeling of theOcean (NEMO)

3

general circulation ocean modelwithin the Black Sea domain. The

NEMO model is driven by atmospheric surface fluxes computed

through bulk formulation, utilizing ECMWF ERA5 [26] atmospheric

fields with a spatial resolution of 0.25
◦
and a temporal resolution

of 1 hour. Additionally, the NEMO model is online coupled to the

OceanVar assimilation scheme [15], allowing for the assimilation

of sea level anomaly along-track observations from Copernicus Ma-

rine Environment Monitoring Service (CMEMS)
4
datasets. In our

paper, we preprocess the spatial information by uniformly sampling

1,000 points from the total computational domain including over

40,000 real measurement points for model learning and prediction.

Furthermore, we divide the data into annual units and resample the

dataset with one snapshot per day to enable effective learning of

periodic information in time series data. The training dataset spans

from June 1, 1993, to December 31, 2017, the validation dataset

covers January 1, 2018, to December 31, 2020, and the test dataset

comprises data from January 1, 2021, to June 31, 2021.

C.3 Baseline Description
C.3.1 FNO. FNO is a well-recognized neural operator architecture

for scientific modeling, which holds the capability to approximate

any continuous operator [35]. This framework is primarily com-

posed of stacked fourier layers, where each layer comprises two

components. The first component performs a series of operations,

including fourier transformation, linear transformation, and in-

verse fourier transformation on the input. The second component

incorporates a linear transformation. Subsequently, the outputs

from these two components are combined through summation and

passed through an activation function to produce the final output.

C.3.2 MGN. MGN [42] introduces a “Encoder-Processor-Decoder”

framework for training mesh-based simulations with graph neural

networks. This framework enables the network to convey messages

on a mesh graph during forward simulations. Here, the encoder

captures node-specific physical information, the processor facili-

tates message passing across the graph, and the decoder generates

prediction results. The efficacy of MGN has been demonstrated

across diverse physical systems, such as solid deformation, cloth

dynamics, and fluid behavior.

2
https://cn.comsol.com/model/flow-past-a-cylinder-97

3
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1464816

4
https://marine.copernicus.eu/

C.3.3 MP-PDE. MP-PDE [8] serves as one of the state-of-the-art

(SOTA) neural PDE solvers. It introduces two techniques (i.e., the

pushforward technique and the temporal bundling technique) to

address the instability issue arising from error accumulation in

multiple-step predictions within autoregressive models. Specifi-

cally, the pushforward technique involves backpropagating solely

through the last step after unrolling multiple steps, augmented by

introducing adversarial perturbations to enhance model stability.

The temporal bundling technique, on the other hand, is designed for

the simultaneous prediction of multiple future steps. It effectively

reduces solver call’s frequency and thus alleviates distribution drift

and mitigates error accumulation. For a fair comparison, we omit

the temporal bundling technique from the experiment, while main-

taining all other settings consistent with the original method.

C.3.4 DeepONet. DeepONet [38] is another popular neural operator-
based PDE solver. It comprises two distinct sub-networks: the

branch network and the trunk network. They are responsible for

encoding the input function and the value of the output function

at a specific position, respectively. DeepONet significantly mini-

mizes generalization errors and efficiently learns operators from

the relatively small dataset.

D Experimental Setup
D.1 Treatment of Boundary Condition
We consider hard encoding of BCs to facilitate the network op-

timization and improve the solution accuracy. For example, the

periodic padding technique has demonstrated effective to improve

the model’s performance [48]. The specific implementations are:

(1) labelling the nodes with different types to augment the input

features and distinguish the boundary nodes; (2) padding on the

boundary nodes with specified values when computing training

loss. In particular, we consider two types of BCs, namely, periodic

and Dirichlet. For the system with periodic BCs, we augment the

graph by adding a set of ghost nodes and conduct periodic padding

based on the predicted boundary node features [48]. When the

Dirichlet BCs are known, we directly pad the boundary node fea-

tures with the ground truth boundary values. Note that there is no

specific treatment of BCs in the original GNN baseline models, such

as MeshGraphNet [42] and MP-PDE [8]. To be fair, this method of

BC encoding is used as a plug-in for all relevant models.

D.2 Data Normalization
We consider two aspects of the normalization in this work, namely,

data normalization and parameter normalization. Instead of normal-

izing the input and target labels to be zero-mean and unit-variance,

we learn on-the-fly the mean value and standard variance value,

which have demonstrated to improve the convergence speed in the

training stage. With respect to the parameter normalization, we

employ the LayerNorm function [41] in the CiGNN model.

E Experimental Results
E.1 Hyperparameter Tests
The proposed model contains several hyperparameters (e.g., the

standard deviation of Gaussian noise and the mask ratio) which

https://cn.comsol.com/model/flow-past-a-cylinder-97
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.1464816
https://marine.copernicus.eu/
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Table S4: Results of CiGNN and other baseline models under diverse Gaussian noises. The abbreviation “Std.” represents the
standard deviation. The relevant parameters are set as follows: batch size of 10, rollout step of 1 during training, 4 SymMPNN
layers, 1 mesh layer, and 1,000 epochs.

Dataset Std. of Noise (𝜎) FNO MGN MP-PDE CiGNN (Ours)

2D

Burgers

0 1.7089 × 10
−1

1.1953 × 10
−1

9.2760 × 10
−2

7.4002 × 10
−2

1×10
−4 1.6544 × 10−1 9.8201 × 10−2 8.1960 × 10−2 6.9040 × 10−2

1×10
−3

1.7066 × 10
−1

1.3491 × 10
−1

8.8580 × 10
−2

7.3760 × 10
−2

1×10
−2

1.7107 × 10
−1

1.2661 × 10
−1

9.7470 × 10
−2

7.5030 × 10
−2

1×10
−1

2.2164 × 10
−1

3.0238 × 10
−1

2.4177 × 10
−1

4.7619 × 10
−1

1 3.0831 × 10
−1

3.4646 × 10
−1

3.1215 × 10
−1

3.7220 × 10
−1

Table S5: Results of CiGNN with various activation functions on four datasets. The relevant parameters are set as follows: 4
SymMPNN layers, 1 mesh layer, 1 rollout step in the training stage, and 1,000 epochs

Model Activation Function 2D Burgers 2D CF 3D GS RD 2D BS

CiGNN

(Ours)

ReLU 7.7310 × 10
−2

9.5346 × 10
−1

8.6100 × 10
−2

7.9486 × 10
−1

ELU 7.4026 × 10
−2

9.6696 × 10
−1

1.2320 × 10
−1

7.9322 × 10
−1

GELU 6.9040 × 10−2 9.4314 × 10−1 6.1142 × 10−2 7.9282 × 10−1

Swish 7.6870 × 10
−2

9.6265 × 10
−1

8.1300 × 10
−2

7.9904 × 10
−1

Table S6: Results of CiGNN and other baseline models under different rollout steps. The relevant parameters are as follows: 4
SymMPNN layers, 1 mesh layer, and 1,000 epochs.

Dataset No. of Rollout Step FNO MGN MP-PDE CiGNN (Ours)

2D

Burgers

1 1.6544 × 10
−1

9.8201 × 10
−2

8.1960 × 10
−2

6.9040 × 10
−2

2 1.6393 × 10
−1

9.8660 × 10
−2

8.1804 × 10
−2

6.0010 × 10
−2

5 1.5432 × 10
−1

8.1890 × 10
−2

6.8288 × 10
−2

4.4463 × 10
−2

10 1.4335 × 10−1 6.1840 × 10−2 5.5547 × 10−2 9.1300 × 10−3

Table S7: Results of CiGNN on four datasets about the number of mask ratio. The relevant parameters are set as follows: 4
SymMPNN layers, 2 mesh layers, 1 rollout step and 1,000 epochs.

Model No. of Mask Ratio 2D Burgers 2D CF 3D GS RD 2D BS

CiGNN

(Ours)

0% 6.9040 × 10
−2 9.4314 × 10−1 6.1142 × 10

−2
7.9282 × 10

−1

30% 7.1350 × 10
−2

9.4556 × 10
−1

6.3600 × 10
−2

7.9322 × 10
−1

60% 6.5840 × 10
−2

9.4418 × 10
−1

6.8900 × 10
−2

8.2190 × 10
−1

90% 6.4780 × 10−2 9.4327 × 10
−1 4.5912 × 10−2 7.9185 × 10−1

Table S8: Results of CiGNN on four datasets about the number of mesh layers. The relevant parameters are set as follows: 4
SymMPNN layers, and 1,000 epochs. Here, the symbol “– ” represents the phenomenon that there are not enough nodes to form
a new mesh.

Model No. of Mesh Layer 2D Burgers 2D CF 3D GS RD 2D BS

CiGNN

(Delaunay)

1 6.9040 × 10
−2 9.4314 × 10−1 6.1142 × 10

−2
7.9282 × 10

−1

2 6.4780 × 10
−2

9.43271 × 10
−1

4.5912 × 10
−2

7.9185 × 10
−1

3 6.4610 × 10−2 9.43298 × 10
−1 4.5803 × 10−2 7.9101 × 10−1

4 – 9.43275 × 10
−1

9.46512 × 10
−2

–



KDD ’25, August 3–7, 2025, Toronto, ON, Canada. Yuan Mi et al.

0.0

1.6

0.8

Velocity Magnitude

0

30

15

Vorticity

-1.0

0.6

x 103

-0.2

Pressure

-0.4

-1.4

0.5

X-axis Velocity

-0.8

0.8

0.5

Y-axis Velocity

0.0

1.6

0.8

Initial Velocity Magnitudea b c

d e f

U
 (m

/s)

u
(m

/s)

v
(m

/s)

w
(1

/s)

U
 (m

/s)

p
(Pa)

Figure S1: The snapshots of 2D unsteady incompressible CF dataset. a, the initial velocity magnitude U. b–c, the velocity
components u and v at 𝑡= 5 s. d, the velocity magnitude U at 𝑡= 5 s. e, the vorticity w at 𝑡= 5 s. f, the pressure p at 𝑡= 5 s.

Table S9: Summary of each model’s performance in terms of prediction error, e.g., aggregated root mean square error (RMSE)
between the predicted and ground truth test data. Here, “–” denotes the model is unable or unsuitable to learn the dynamics
(e.g., inapplicable to handle irregular mesh). “Multiple∗” means that no gradient is backward propagated except for the last
step. The bold values and underlined values represent the optimal and sub-optimal results on various datasets.

Model Rollout Step 2D Burgers (Δ𝑡 = 0.001𝑠) 3D GS RD (Δ𝑡 = 0.001𝑠) 2D CF (Δ𝑡 = 0.01𝑠) 2D BS (Δ𝑡 = 1𝑑𝑎𝑦)

DeepONet Pointwise 3.7752 × 10
−1

1.3954 × 10
1

9.1095 × 10
−1

2.8696 × 10
0

FNO

One 2.2132 × 10
−2

1.4958 × 10
−1

– –

Multiple 1.6005 × 10
−2

1.5184 × 10
−1

– –

MGN

One 1.7820 × 10
−1

9.8030 × 10
−3

9.3177 × 10
−1

9.9725 × 10
−1

Multiple 1.8955 × 10
−2

1.0350 × 10
−2

1.5790 × 10
−1

6.9512 × 10
−1

MP-PDE

One 1.4210 × 10
−1

1.0190 × 10
−2

9.3982 × 10
−1

9.9533 × 10
−1

Multiple
∗

1.6280 × 10
−2

1.0186 × 10
−2

2.4511 × 10
−1

9.0051 × 10
−1

Multiple 1.5551 × 10
−2

1.0843 × 10
−2

1.6412 × 10
−1

6.9621 × 10
−1

CiGNN

One 4.7870 × 10
−2

9.4229 × 10
−3

8.2013 × 10
−1

9.2701 × 10
−1

Multiple 4.2916 × 10−3 8.3840 × 10−3 1.2561 × 10−1 6.5503 × 10−1

Table S10: Summary of performance of CiGNN and its variants. CiGNN− and CiGNN∗ are two variants of CiGNN, where in the
SymMPNN block only the asymmetric information passing is considered.

Model Rollout Step 2D Burgers (Δ𝑡 = 0.001𝑠) 3D GS RD (Δ𝑡 = 0.001𝑠) 2D CF (Δ𝑡 = 0.01𝑠) 2D BS (Δ𝑡 = 1𝑑𝑎𝑦)

CiGNN

One 4.7870 × 10
−2

9.4229 × 10
−3

8.2013 × 10
−1

9.2701 × 10
−1

Multiple 4.2916 × 10−3 8.3840 × 10−3 1.2561 × 10−1 6.5503 × 10
−1

CiGNN
− One 5.0001 × 10

−2
1.1274 × 10

−2
8.2866 × 10

−1
9.0891 × 10

−1

Multiple 5.2239 × 10
−3

1.0675 × 10
−2

1.3678 × 10
−1

6.1735 × 10
−1

CiGNN
∗ One 5.6548 × 10

−2
9.7794 × 10

−3
8.2520 × 10

−1
9.0788 × 10

−1

Multiple 5.6090 × 10
−3

9.7826 × 10
−3

1.3302 × 10
−1 6.1515 × 10−1

affect the performance of the trained model. In this part, we in-

vestigate the sensitivity of these hyperparameters w.r.t. model per-

formance. Throughout these experiments, we maintain the batch

size consistent with the settings used in the other baseline mod-

els. The raw data consists of different low-resolution data, e.g., the

resolution of Burgers equation is [50 × 50] and GS RD equation

[24× 24× 24]. Except for the BS dataset, which comprises 365 time

steps, all other datasets consist of 1,000 time steps.

The quantities of the training/validation/test datasets in the hy-

perparameter test are given as follows: 10/5/5 (Burgers), 5/3/3 (GS-

RD), 50/5/5 (CF) and 10/5/1 (BS). Note that given the underper-

formance of DeepONet under conditions of fewer parameters and

limited training data, we have excluded its related experiments

from certain tests.

E.1.1 Stability and training noise. In the stage of training, we

adopt a data augmentation strategy by adding the Gaussian noise

𝜖 ∈ N (0, 𝜎) to the input variables. Unlike the “denoising” scheme,
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we utilize this method to learn the shifting from the input dis-

tribution to its corresponding output distribution. The existing

research [42, 53] has shown that adding Gaussian noise to the in-

puts during training facilitates training stability and alleviates error

accumulation. As depicted in Table S4, various Gaussian noises 𝜖 ex-

hibit distinct effects on model performance. We empirically observe

that, across all models, the optimal performance is achieved when

injecting noise with a standard deviation 𝜎 = 1 × 10
−4

. Conversely,

introducing noise at other levels, such as 𝜎 = 1× 10
−1

, proves to be

detrimental. As mentioned earlier, the substantial offset of nodes

within the graph structure leads to a notable increase in solution

errors.

E.1.2 Activation function. In this part, we conduct a test on activa-

tion functions (e.g., Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) [1], Exponential

Linear Unit (ELU) [13], Gaussian Error Linear Unit (GELU) [24]

and Swish [47]). Note that we select 𝜎 = 1 × 10
−4

as the standard

deviation of the noise, based on the results in Table S4. As shown in

Table S5, different activation functions yield varied performances

across diverse datasets. This emphasizes the necessity to avoid a

one-size-fits-all approach, especially when applying the same ac-

tivation function to different datasets. The experimental results

reveal comparable performance among all activation functions on

the 2D BS dataset. Moreover, GELU exhibits superior performance

on all datasets. Thus, we consider it as a general activation function

setup for the majority of datasets in this study.

E.1.3 Effect of rollout steps. Regarding the number of rollout steps,

we observe that the multi-step prediction approach employed in tra-

ditional numerical methods can be seamlessly integrated into neural

networks during the training stage. This coupling scheme can ef-

fectively alleviate the issue of error accumulation in long-sequence

predictions. As depicted in Table S6, training with long-horizon

snapshots manifests improved performance while short-range train-

ing shows poor convergence. Therefore, the rollout steps play a

critical role in learning spatiotemporal dynamics, particularly the

complex PDE systems. A larger number of rollout steps facilitates

the learning capability of models for spatiotemporal dynamics as

well as long-horizon forecasting.

E.2 Parametric Study on Multiscale Learning
As shown in Table 2, implementing a multi-scale approach shows

promise in augmenting model performance and mitigating errors.

However, we also find that an excessive number of scales may re-

sult in information loss, as indicated by our following experiments.

Multi-scale modeling on graphs shares fundamental principles with

its counterpart on Euclidean structures. Given the distinctive charac-

teristics of graph structures, we introduce a specialized multi-scale

method designed for scaling up and down. This method enhances

the efficacy of GNNs in multi-scale modeling. Furthermore, the

multi-scale approach facilitates performance improvement without

a significant increase in GPU consumption. In our experiments, we

fix the number of mini-scale latent dimensions at 128 and employ

the Delaunay triangulation algorithm [44] for mesh generation. We

train the network using the Adam optimizer [31] with 1000 epochs

until convergence. The initial learning rate is set to 0.0001 and is

decreases by a factor of 0.8 every 100 iterations. For the initializa-

tion of network parameters (e.g., weights and biases), we employ

Xavier initialization [18].

E.2.1 Effect of mask ratio. We focus on evaluating long-range de-

pendencies within a single-scale problem. Our goal is to understand

the impact of long-range dependencies on model performance both

theoretically and empirically and quantify their effects. In this ex-

periment, a mask ratio of 0 and 1 corresponds to identical conditions

for two sets of experimental results. When the mask ratio is 0, it

signifies that the reconstructed second-layer mesh undergoes no

masking operations, indicating complete alignment with the topo-

logical structure of the first-layer mesh. Conversely, a mask ratio of

1 implies that the second-layer mesh to be reconstructed is entirely

blocked, resulting in the model utilizing only the first-layer mesh.

We select a representative case for the numerical experiments, and

a similar rationale applies to other systems. As shown in Table S7,

our results indicate that, during the masking process, preserving

excessive edge information does not necessarily yield better out-

comes as expected. The experimental results suggest that a limited

amount of global edge information proves to be more effective.

E.2.2 Effect of mesh layers. Based on the results presented in Table

S7, we have selected the specific parameters that produce the most

significant performance improvement for each model. Specifically,

we choose a mask ratio of 0.9 in this paper. As illustrated in Table

S8, we observe that employing more mesh layers generally leads

to relatively better performance, with exceptions such as the CF

dataset. This discrepancy can be attributed to variations in node

positions between the training and test datasets, which results in

distinct computed graphs. Hence, we avoid increasing the number

of mesh layers in the experiments involving the CF dataset. It is

noteworthy that each graph of the Burgers equation comprises

only 2,500 points, so a mask ratio of 0.9 allows for up to 2 rounds

of mask operations. As the third layer consists of only 2 nodes, it

is insufficient to form a complete mesh cell. A similar situation

exists for the BS dataset, as each graph contains only 1,000 nodes.

Considering the possibility of isolated points, we limit themaximum

mesh layer to 3 in our work. Our experimental results show that the

model can reduce errors when the number of local edges increases.

In discrete spatial domains, additional points contribute to a more

continuous function representation within the integral domain.

E.3 Ablation Study on Temporal Strategies
We hypothesize that the message-passing process of the feedfor-

ward SymMPNN layers can be viewed as the temporal propagation

of dynamics of a multi-degree-of-freedom (MDOF) system, e.g., the

channel features can be regarded as the MDOF state. In that case,

the output latent graph features of any two adjacent SymMPNN

layers should present a clear correlation. We use the Burgers dataset

to test this hypothesis based on a CiGNN model with 4 SymMPNN

layers. The resemblance of these feature patterns supports the

aforementioned hypothesis. Hence, incorporating a temporal in-

tegration scheme to sequentially march the latent features of the

feedforward SymMPNN layers has the potential to improve the

model’s performance for long-range temporal prediction. To this

end, we considered four different temporal integration strategies

in combination with two depths of CiGNN models (e.g., 4 and 16

SymMPNN layers) as listed in Table 3. It is evident that a 4-layer



KDD ’25, August 3–7, 2025, Toronto, ON, Canada. Yuan Mi et al.

CiGNN model with the simplest 1D convolution filter-based strat-

egy (denoted by C3, with minimal parameter overhead) achieves

the best performance, surpassing other strategies including the 2D

convolution filtering, TCN and LSTM. However, a deeper model

(e.g., 16 layers) may lead to the over-smoothness issue. The results

demonstrate that the proposed temporal integration strategy plays

a key role in CiGNN to improve the model’s long-term rollout pre-

diction accuracy especially when the prediction time step remains

large.
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Figure S2: The system state snapshots predicted by CiGNN and other baseline models. a, the snapshots of 2D viscous Burgers
equation at 𝑡= 0.955 s. b, the snapshots of 3D Gray-Scott equation at 𝑡= 713.75 s. c, the snapshots of 2D incompressible flow past
a cylinder at 𝑡= 8.55 s. The coordinate and radius for this case is (0.30 m, 0.20 m,0.08 m).
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Figure S3: The generalization test snapshots of 2D unsteady incompressible CF dataset at 𝑡= 8.55 s. The coordinates and radius
for Figures a to d are (0.30 m, 0.30 m, 0.08 m), (0.15 m, 0.10 m, 0.07 m), (0.15 m, 0.25 m, 0.04 m), and (0.10 m, 0.10 m, 0.04 m). The
test datasets are employed to evaluate the generalization ability of the trained models over the change of BCs due to different
positions of the cylinder.

Table S11: Range of training hyperparameters for DeepONet

Dataset

Branch

Layers

Trunk

Layers

Learning rate Weight decay

Hidden

dimension

Batch

size

Rollout

Step

2D Burgers 3 1 5×10
−4

1×10
−5

512 10 1

2D CF 1 3 5×10
−4

1×10
−5

512 1 1

3D GS RD 3 1 5×10
−4

1×10
−5

512 5 1

2D BS 3 2 5×10
−4

1×10
−5

512 10 1

Table S12: Range of training hyperparameters for FNO

Dataset

No. of

Layers

Std. of Noise Learning rate Weight decay

Hidden

dimension

Modes

Batch

size

Rollout

Step

2D Burgers 4 1×10
−4

1×10
−4

1×10
−8

32 8 10 10

3D GS RD 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−8

16 5 10 10
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Table S13: Range of training hyperparameters for MGN, MP-PDE, CiGNN and its two variants. The number of latent layers in
Processor block is 4 and the hidden dimension is 128.

Model Dataset

No. of

Layers

Std. of Noise Learning rate Weight decay

Hidden

dimension

Mask

Ratio

Batch

size

Rollout

Step

MGN

2D Burgers 4 1×10
−4

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 – 10 10

2D CF 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 – 10 10

3D GS RD 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−8

128 – 5 2

2D BS 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 – 30 20

MP-PDE

2D Burgers 4 1×10
−4

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 – 10 10

2D CF 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 – 10 10

3D GS RD 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−8

128 – 5 2

2D BS 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 – 30 20

CiGNN

2D Burgers 4 1×10
−4

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 0.9 10 10

2D CF 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 0.9 10 10

3D GS RD 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−8

128 0.9 5 2

2D BS 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 0.9 30 20

CiGNN
−

2D Burgers 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 0.9 10 10

2D CF 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 0.9 10 10

3D GS RD 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−8

128 0.9 5 2

2D BS 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 0.9 30 20

CiGNN
∗

2D Burgers 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 0.9 10 10

2D CF 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 0.9 10 10

3D GS RD 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−8

128 0.9 5 2

2D BS 4 1×10
−2

1×10
−4

1×10
−4

128 0.9 30 20
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