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Abstract

In practice, physical spatiotemporal forecasting
can suffer from data scarcity, because collecting
large-scale data is non-trivial, especially for ex-
treme events. Hence, we propose BeamVQ, a
novel probabilistic framework to realize iterative
self-training with new self-ensemble strategies,
achieving better physical consistency and gen-
eralization on extreme events. Following any
base forecasting model, we can encode its de-
terministic outputs into a latent space and re-
trieve multiple codebook entries to generate prob-
abilistic outputs. Then BeamVQ extends the
beam search from discrete spaces to the con-
tinuous state spaces in this field. We can fur-
ther employ domain-specific metrics (e.g., Crit-
ical Success Index for extreme events) to filter
out the top-k candidates and develop the new
self-ensemble strategy by combining the high-
quality candidates. The self-ensemble can not
only improve the inference quality and robustness
but also iteratively augment the training datasets
during continuous self-training. Consequently,
BeamVQ realizes the exploration of rare but
critical phenomena beyond the original dataset.
Comprehensive experiments on different bench-
marks and backbones show that BeamVQ con-
sistently reduces forecasting MSE (up to 39%),
enhancing extreme events detection and prov-
ing its effectiveness in handling data scarcity.
Our codes are available at https://github.
com/easylearningscores/BeamVQ.
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Figure 1: The visualization of extreme marine heatwave
events shows that BeamVQ enhances Backbone models and
improves their ability to capture extreme events. Detailed
experimental results are provided in the experiments section.

1. Introduction
In physical spatiotemporal forecasting (e.g., meteorolog-
ical forecasting (Bi et al., 2023; Lam et al., 2022), fluid
simulation (Wu et al., 2024b; Wu et al.), and various multi-
physics system models (Li et al., 2020; Wu et al., 2024c)),
researchers typically need to capture physical patterns and
predict extreme events, such as heavy rainfall due to severe
convective weather (Ravuri et al., 2021; Doswell III, 2001),
marine heatwave (Frölicher et al., 2018), and intense turbu-
lence (Moisy & Jiménez, 2004)). However, they suffer from
the fundamental problem of data scarcity to ensure physical
consistency and accurately predict extreme events. Collect-
ing large-scale and high-resolution physical data can be ex-
pensive and even infeasible. Consequently, limited training
data can prevent data driven models (Sun et al., 2020; Zhu
et al., 2019) like physics-informed neural networks (Raissi
et al., 2019) from generalizing well, even though they have
adopted physical laws as prior knowledge. Furthermore,
extreme events occur infrequently in nature, making their
labeled data quite sparse and imbalanced throughout the
entire data set. Therefore, data-driven methods usually fail
to capture these low-probability phenomena.
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Existing studies on physical spatiotemporal forecasting be-
long to two categories, namely Numerical Methods and
Data-driven Methods. Traditional numerical methods like
finite difference and finite element simulate future changes
by solving physical equations (Jouvet et al., 2009; Rogallo
& Moin, 1984; Orszag & Israeli, 1974). Although these nu-
merical methods can be consistent with fundamental phys-
ical principles, they not only suffer incredibly expensive
computations but also can be infeasible, if we cannot fully
understand the underlying mechanism of complex or rare
physical events (Takamoto et al., 2022). Moreover, they
are sensitive to the input disturbance (aka. the Butterfly
Effect (Lorenz, 1972)), so they usually perturb initial condi-
tions with different random noises to make multiple predic-
tions for ensemble forecasting (Leutbecher & Palmer, 2008;
Karlbauer et al., 2024), resulting in even higher time costs.

Driven by large-scale data, deep learning has emerged
as the revolutionary approach for complex physical sys-
tems (Shi et al., 2015; Gao et al., 2022; Tan et al., 2022).
Some methods attempt to combine physical knowledge with
model training for better physical consistency and general-
ization (Long et al., 2018; Greydanus et al., 2019; Cranmer
et al., 2020). For example, PhyDNet (Guen & Thome, 2020)
and FNO (Li et al., 2020) add physics-inspired operators
into the deep networks. Some works also introduce gen-
erative settings into extreme weather simulations, but they
require numerical simulations to generate enough artificial
data (Zhang et al., 2023; Ravuri et al., 2021). Some works
like PINN (Raissi et al., 2019; Li et al., 2021; Hansen et al.,
2023) leverage physical equations as additional loss reg-
ularization, which only works on specific problems with
simplified equations and fixed boundary conditions. PreD-
iff (Gao et al., 2023) trains a latent diffusion model with
guidance from a physics-informed energy function. Since
these works manipulate physical prior as soft constraints to
optimize the statistical metrics across the existing data, they
rely on large-scale and high-quality data that is non-trivial
to collect. Worse still, extreme events are always a small
proportion of the full set, leading to poor prediction.

Some works in other files have explored various techniques
to alleviate the data shortage, but they focus on the classi-
fication tasks and exploit domain characters. For example,
Computer Vision (CV) develops data augmentation like
Mixup (Zhang, 2017), which mixes different images and
their labels to generate new samples. Natural Language Pro-
cessing (NLP) conducts self-training to make use of extra
unlabeled data with pseudo labels (Du et al., 2020). CV
also widely adopts self-ensemble like EMA models (Wang
& Wang, 2022) to improve the robustness. However, physi-
cal spatiotemporal forecasting cannot directly adopt these
domain-specific methods designed for classification tasks.
More details about all related works are in Appendix B.

To mitigate the problem of data scarcity in physical spa-
tiotemporal forecasting, we propose Beam Search with Vec-
tor Quantization (BeamVQ) to improve physic consistency
and generalization on extreme events. At its core, it ex-
tends the beam search from discrete states typically in NLP
to continuous state spaces of this field, enabling the self-
ensemble of top-quality outputs for iterative self-training.
Specifically, BeamVQ as a plugin, we can follow previous
works to train a base spatiotemporal predictor to generate
deterministic outputs. And we construct a variational quan-
tization framework with a vector code book to realize the
vector quantization (VQ) mechanism, which discretizes the
continuous output spaces of the base prediction. There-
fore, we can conduct beam searches through the time steps
in physical spatiotemporal forecasting, in a similar way
to NLP sentence generation. Through the beam search,
we can filter out top-k good-quality candidates with any
metrics (even the non-differentiable ones that cannot be
directly optimized), leading to better exploration of possi-
ble future evolution paths. Then BeamVQ develops a new
self-ensemble strategy by combining all the top-k candi-
dates. Besides improving the final predicting quality and
robustness, the self-ensemble of top candidates can work as
additional pseudo samples to iteratively augment the data
set for continuous self-training, resulting in better physical
consistency and generalization even on extreme events. For
example, Figure 1 demonstrates our capability in extreme
marine heatwave events, whose frequency ranges from one
to three annual events (Oliver et al., 2018).

In summary, BeamVQ has the following main contributions:

Novel Methodology. We introduce the BeamVQ frame-
work, which discretizes outputs via Vector Quantization.
By combining Beam Search and self-ensemble strategies,
it efficiently explores possible future evolution paths. This
approach can significantly enhances the capture of extreme
events and increases prediction diversity.

New Training Strategy. During the self-training phase, we
incorporate "pseudo-labeled" samples from beam search
into the training data and iteratively update the model. This
process effectively compensates for the lack of real labels
and indirectly optimizes any metrics for better physical
consistency.

Consistent Improvement. We conduct systematic evalua-
tions on multiple datasets, including meteorological, fluid,
and PDE simulations, and on different backbone networks
such as CNN, RNN, and Transformer. BeamVQ reduces the
average MSE by 18.97% ∼ 39.08%, showing consistent
and significant improvements in accuracy, extreme event
capture, and physical plausibility, demonstrating our effec-
tiveness in mitigating data scarcity.
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2. Method
Problem Definition. We investigate spatiotemporal pre-
diction tasks spanning meteorological forecasting (Bi et al.,
2023), computational fluid dynamics (Wu et al., 2024b), and
PDE-based systems (Wu et al., 2024c). The observational
data is structured as a 4D tensor X ∈ RT×C×H×W , where
T denotes temporal steps, C represents physical variables
(temperature, pressure, velocity fields), and (H,W ) specify
spatial resolution. Our objective is to learn a parametric
mapping fΘ : Xt 7→ Ŷt+1 that predicts subsequent system
states from historical sequences Xt = {X1, ...,Xt}. The
parameters Θ are optimized through maximum likelihood
estimation:

Θ∗ = argmax
Θ

T∑
i=1

logP (Yi
t+1|Xi

t; Θ) (1)

where P (Yi
t+1|Xi

t; Θ) defines the predictive distribution.
The optimized model enables multi-step forecasting via iter-
ative rollout Ŷt+k = fΘ({Xt, Ŷt+1, ..., Ŷt+k−1}), crucial
for applications requiring temporal extrapolation in climate
modeling (Bi et al., 2023), combustion dynamics (Anony-
mous, 2024), and fluid simulations (Wu et al.).

Architecture Overview. Our framework comprises three
core stages of progressive refinement, as shown in Figure
2. Initially, we train a base spatiotemporal predictor fΘ
that processes historical observations Xt ∈ R1×C×H×W

(single-step training) to generate next-step predictions
Ŷt+1 = fΘ(Xt). Subsequently, we develop a Top-K VQ-
VAE hϕ through codebook-based pretraining, where the
encoder eϕ maps Ŷt+1 to latent code z, quantized via K-
nearest codebook vectors {q(k)}Kk=1 ⊂ C, followed by de-
coder dϕ reconstruction to yield diverse outputs {Ỹ(k)

t+1}.
During joint optimization, we employ a non-differentiable
metric M (e.g., Critical Success Index (Gao et al., 2022))
to select the optimal reconstruction Ỹ∗

t+1, then minimize
∥Ỹ∗

t+1 −Yt+1∥22 to refine fΘ, while augmenting training
data with ensemble averages of top-K ′ candidates. For
multi-step inference, beam search (Steinbiss et al., 1994)
maintains K trajectory candidates per step, progressively
selecting optimal sequences through metric-guided pruning.

2.1. Stage 1: Pre-training the Base Prediction Model

We first develop a foundational predictor fΘ that learns
deterministic spatiotemporal dynamics from observational
data. The model ingests input tensors Xt ∈ R1×C×H×W

(single-step temporal context during training) and generates
predictions Ŷt+1 = fΘ(Xt) through parametric mapping
fΘ : RC×H×W → RC×H×W . Architectural implementa-
tions are task-adaptive: Fourier Neural Operators (FNO) (Li
et al., 2020) for spectral systems governed by PDEs, Vision
Transformers (Dosovitskiy, 2020) for global dependency

modeling, or ConvLSTM (Shi et al., 2015) networks for
local spatiotemporal correlations. The parameters Θ are
learned by minimizing the reconstruction error:

Lbase = E
∥∥∥Ŷt+1 −Yt+1

∥∥∥2
2

(2)

where the expectation is over training pairs (Xt,Yt+1).
Optimization employs gradient-based methods
(Adam) (Kingma & Ba, 2014) with learning rate an-
nealing, ensuring stable convergence. This stage establishes
a strong deterministic prior that captures dominant physical
patterns - for instance, FNO architectures learn Green’s
functions in Fourier space for fluid dynamics, while
transformer variants attend to long-range atmospheric
interactions. The trained fΘ∗ provides initial point estimates
for subsequent uncertainty-aware refinement.

2.2. Stage 2: Top-K VQ-VAE Pre-training

We construct a variational quantization framework hΦ =
(eΦ, C, dΦ) to learn diverse reconstructions from determin-
istic predictions. Given the base model output Ŷt+1, the
encoder eΦ projects it to latent code:

z = eΦ(Ŷt+1) ∈ Rdz (3)

A codebook C = {ci}Ni=1 ⊂ Rdz with N entries enables
Top-K vector quantization:

q(k) = argmin
c∈C

∥z− c∥22 for 1 ≤ k ≤ K (4)

The decoder dΦ reconstructs K variants through parallel
decoding:

Ỹ
(k)
t+1 = dΦ(q

(k)), 1 ≤ k ≤ K (5)

The training objective combines three components:

LVQ = ∥Ỹ(1)
t+1 −Yt+1∥22︸ ︷︷ ︸
Reconstruction

+ ∥sg[z]− q(1)∥22︸ ︷︷ ︸
Codebook Learning

+β ∥z− sg[q(1)]∥22︸ ︷︷ ︸
Commitment

(6)
where sg[·] denotes stop-gradient operator and β balances la-
tent commitment. This design ensures: (1) Accurate primary
mode reconstruction via Ỹ

(1)
t+1 optimization; (2) Codebook

diversity preservation through Top-K retrieval; (3) Stable
encoder-codebook alignment via commitment loss.

We conducted several experiments to verify the effect of
selecting different K. And we use an optimization to explain
how to choose K to achieve the best performance.
Theorem 1. The best selection of K is determined by the
numerical solution of the following optimization problem

argmin
π

h(π,T) := π⊤ATπ, (7)

subject to


∑N

i=1 πiTi ≤ α,∑N
i=1 πi = 1,

0 ≤ πi ≤ m−1, 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

(8)
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Figure 2: Architecture Overview of BeamVQ. (a) Stage 1: Base Model Training: A deterministic predictor

(FNO/ViT/ConvLSTM) learns single-step mappings Xt

fΘf−−→ Ŷt+1 via MSE minimization. (b) Stage 2: Top-K VQ-VAE:
Latent code z from encoder eΦh

is quantized to K nearest codebook vectors {q(k)}, decoded to diverse predictions {Ỹ(k)
t+1}.

(c) Joint Optimization: The optimal reconstruction Ỹ∗
t+1 (selected by metric M ) guides base model refinement, while

top-K ′ ensemble Ȳt+1 enables self-training.

where πi is the sampling probability of the augmented data

For details of the proof, please refer to Appendix C.

The pre-trained hΦ∗ establishes a structured latent mani-
fold (Han et al., 2018) that encapsulates both predictive
fidelity and uncertainty, which will be leveraged in Stage 3
for probabilistic refinement.

2.3. Stage 3: Joint Optimization

We develop a dual-phase optimization framework to refine
the base predictor fΘ using the frozen Top-K VQ-VAE hΦ.
The process iterates between:

Ŷt+1 = fΘ(Xt), {Ỹ(k)
t+1}Kk=1 = hΦ(Ŷt+1) (9)

where hΦ remains fixed with Φ = Φ∗ from Stage 2. A
domain-specific metric M (e.g., Critical Success Index)
evaluates each reconstruction:

s(k) = M(Ỹ
(k)
t+1,Yt+1), k ∈ [1,K] (10)

Optimization Cycle is as follows:

1. Optimal Guidance: Select the highest-scoring variant

k∗ = argmax
k

s(k), Lguide = ∥Ỹ(k∗)
t+1 −Yt+1∥22 (11)

2. Ensemble Distillation: Aggregate top-K ′ candidates

Ȳt+1 =
1

K ′

K′∑
k=1

Ỹ
(ktop)
t+1 (12)

where ktop indexes the K ′ highest s(k).

3. Parameter Update:

Θ← Θ− η∇Θ(Lguide + λ∥Ŷt+1 − Ȳt+1∥22) (13)

The frozen VQ-VAE acts as an uncertainty-aware teacher:
Lguide aligns predictions with metric-optimal reconstruc-
tions. Ensemble distillation Ȳt+1 mitigates exposure bias
through data augmentation. Hyperparameter λ balances
direct supervision and distributional smoothing

2.4. Inference Stage with Beam Search

We propose a novel beam search protocol that synergizes the
base predictor fΘ with the diversity-generating VQ-VAE
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hΦ. The algorithm maintains B candidate trajectories to
balance exploration (via codebook variations) and exploita-
tion (through metric-guided selection), crucial for chaotic
systems where small deviations amplify exponentially. The
procedure (Algorithm 1) operates in three phases:

Initialization: Generate K initial variants from Xt using
the VQ-VAE’s decoding diversity

Iterative Rollout: At each step n, expand B candidates into
B ×K possibilities using the codebook

Trajectory Selection: Retain top-B paths based on accu-
mulated scores s(b,k)n =

∑n
m=t+1 S(Ỹ

(b,k)
m )

Algorithm 1: Beam Search with Codebook Variations

Input: Initial state Xt ∈ RC×H×W , beam width B,
horizon N

Output: Optimal trajectory {Ỹ∗
t+1, ..., Ỹ

∗
t+N}

// Phase 1: Initialization
Ŷt+1 ← fΘ(Xt)

{Ỹ(k)
t+1}Kk=1 ← hΦ(Ŷt+1)

Bt+1 ← Top-B
(
{(Ỹ(k)

t+1, S(Ỹ
(k)
t+1))}Kk=1

)
// Phase 2: Iterative Rollout
for n← t+ 2 to t+N do
Cn ← ∅
foreach beam b ∈ Bn−1 do

Ŷ
(b)
n ← fΘ(Ỹ

(b)
n−1)

{Ỹ(b,k)
n }Kk=1 ← hΦ(Ŷ

(b)
n )

for k ← 1 to K do
s
(b,k)
n ← s

(b)
n−1 + αn−tS(Ỹ

(b,k)
n )

Cn ← Cn ∪ {({Ỹ sequence}, s(b,k)n )}
end

end
Bn ← argmax

S⊂Cn

|S|=B

∑
(·,s)∈S s

end
// Phase 3: Terminal Selection
{Ỹ∗} ← argmax

(Y,s)∈Bt+N

s

return {Ỹ∗
t+1, ..., Ỹ

∗
t+N}

Key Enhancements Our beam search extends conven-
tional approaches through:

• Codebook-Driven Diversity: The VQ-VAE generates
K physically-plausible variations at each step, avoiding
mode collapse in chaotic systems. For weather predic-
tion, this captures alternative storm trajectories that single-
point estimates miss.

• Exponential Score Discounting (Wang et al., 2024):

The term αn−t (α ∈ (0, 1]) in the scoring function priori-
tizes recent accuracy, crucial for non-stationary processes.
This implements:

s(b,k)n =

n∑
m=t+1

αn−mS(Ỹ(b,k)
m ) (14)

• Dynamic Beam Pruning: The selection operator
argmaxS solves a knapsack-like optimization to max-
imize total score while maintaining beam width B. This
is equivalent to:

Bn = maximize
S

∑
(·,s)∈S

s s.t. |S| ≤ B (15)

The whole algorithm of the proposed BeamVQ is summa-
rized in Algorithm 2.

Algorithm 2: Unified Framework of BeamVQ
Input: Historical observations Xt, prediction horizon

N
Output: Optimal trajectory {Ỹ∗

t+1, ..., Ỹ
∗
t+N}

// Stage 1: Base Model Training
Initialize predictor fΘ
Train fΘ via minΘ ∥Ŷt+1 −Yt+1∥22
// Stage 2: VQ-VAE Codebook Learning
Learn encoder eΦ, decoder dΦ, codebook C
Generate K variants {Ỹ(k)

t+1} per prediction
// Stage 3: Joint Optimization
while not converged do

Generate candidates {Ỹ(k)
t+1} via hΦ

Select best candidate Ỹ∗
t+1 using metric M

Update fΘ with Ỹ∗
t+1 and top-K ′ ensemble

end
// Stage 4: Beam Search Inference
Initialize beam with top-B candidates
for n = t+ 1 to t+N do

Expand each beam with K codebook variants
Keep top-B trajectories by accumulated scores

end
return Best trajectory from final beam

3. Experiment
In this section, we verify the effectiveness of our method
by evaluating 5 benchmarks and 10 backbone models. The
experiments aim to answer the following research questions:
RQ1. Can BeamVQ enhance the performance of the base-
lines? RQ2. How does BeamVQ perform under data-scarce
conditions? RQ3. Can BeamVQ have better physical align-
ment? RQ4. Can BeamVQ produce long-term forecasting?
Appendix D also has additional results.
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Table 1: Performance comparison of various models with and without the BeamVQ method across five benchmark tests
(SWE(u), RBC, NSE, Prometheus, SEVIR), using MSE as the evaluation metric. We bold-case the entries with lower MSE.
“Improvement” represents the average percentage improvement in MSE achieved with BeamVQ.

MODEL

BENCHMARKS

SWE (U) RBC NSE PROMETHEUS SEVIR

ORI + BEAMVQ ORI + BEAMVQ ORI + BEAMVQ ORI + BEAMVQ ORI + BEAMVQ

RESNET 0.0076 0.0033 0.1599 0.1283 0.2330 0.1663 0.2356 0.1987 0.0671 0.0542
CONVLSTM 0.0024 0.0016 0.2726 0.0868 0.4094 0.1277 0.0732 0.0533 0.1757 0.1283
EARTHFORMER 0.0135 0.0093 0.1273 0.1093 1.8720 0.1202 0.2765 0.2001 0.0982 0.0521
SIMVP-V2 0.0013 0.0010 0.1234 0.1087 0.1238 0.1022 0.1238 0.0921 0.0063 0.0032
TAU 0.0046 0.0031 0.1221 0.0965 0.1205 0.1017 0.1201 0.0899 0.0059 0.0029
EARTHFARSEER 0.0075 0.0059 0.1454 0.1023 0.1138 0.0987 0.1176 0.1092 0.0065 0.0021
FNO 0.0031 0.0024 0.1235 0.1053 0.2237 0.1005 0.3472 0.2275 0.0783 0.0436
NMO 0.0021 0.0004 0.1123 0.1092 0.1007 0.0886 0.0982 0.0475 0.0045 0.0029
CNO 0.0146 0.0016 0.1327 0.1086 0.2188 0.1483 0.1097 0.0254 0.0056 0.0053
FOURCASTNET 0.0065 0.0061 0.0671 0.0219 0.1794 0.1424 0.0987 0.0542 0.0721 0.0652

IMPROVEMENT(%) +39.08% +18.97% +35.83% +33.65% +35.27%

Figure 3: The prediction results of marine extreme heatwave events include: A visual comparison (from left to right):
ground truth labels, SimVP+BeamVQ prediction results on day 10, and SimVP prediction results on day 10. The cumulative
changes of RMSE over prediction time. The cumulative changes of CSI over prediction time.

3.1. Experimental Settings

Benchmarks & Backbones. Our dataset spans multi-
ple spatiotemporal dynamical systems, summarized as fol-
lows: • Real-world Datasets, including SEVIR (Veillette
et al., 2020); • Equation-driven Datasets, focusing on
PDE (Takamoto et al., 2022) (Navier-Stokes equations,
Shallow-Water Equations) and Rayleigh-Bénard convec-
tion flow (Wang et al., 2020); (3) Computational Fluid
Dynamics Simulation Datasets, namely Prometheus (Wu
et al., 2024b). We select core models from three different
fields for analysis. Specifically: • Spatio-temporal Predic-
tive Learning, we choose ResNet (He et al., 2016), Con-
vLSTM (Shi et al., 2015), Earthformer (Gao et al., 2022),
SimVP-v2 (Tan et al., 2022), TAU (Tan et al., 2023), Earth-
farseer (Wu et al., 2024a), and FourcastNet (Pathak et al.,
2022)as representative models; • Neural Operator, we
compare models like FNO (Li et al., 2020), NMO (Wu et al.,
2024c) and CNO (Raonic et al., 2023);

Metric. We use Mean Squared Error (MSE) as the evalua-
tion metric to assess each model’s prediction performance.
Additionally, to thoroughly evaluate the model’s perfor-
mance on specific tasks, we employ metrics such as Root
Mean Squared Error (RMSE), Critical Success Index (CSI),
Structural Similarity Index (SSIM), relative L2 error, and

Turbulent Kinetic Energy (TKE). More details can be found
in Appendix A.

Implementation details. Our method trains with MSE
loss, uses the ADAM optimizer (Kingma & Ba, 2014), and
sets the learning rate to 10−3. We set the batch size to
10. The training process early stops within 500 epochs.
Additionally, we set our code bank size as 1024× 64, beam
size K as 5 or 10, and the threshold as the first quartile of all
candidate’s scores, which we find suitable for all backbones.
We implement all experiments in PyTorch (Paszke et al.,
2019). Training and inference for all our experiments run
on a single NVIDIA A100-PCIE-40GB GPU.

Table 2: Comparison of backbones on marine heatwaves to
evaluate BeamVQ’s ability to capture extreme events.

MODEL
MSE PROMOTION (%)

ORI +BEAMVQ

U-NET 0.0968 0.0848 12.40%
CONVLSTM 0.1204 0.0802 33.38%
SIMVP 0.0924 0.0653 29.33%
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Figure 4: The BeamVQ plugin improves physical consistency and prediction accuracy. (a) shows a visual comparison of
the actual target, predicted results, and errors at different time steps. (b) displays the changes in SSIM, RMSE, and relative
L2 error over time steps. (c) compares the turbulent TKE. (d) presents the energy spectrum at different wavenumbers.

(a) (b) (c) (d)

M
SE

The number of  vectors (L)

Figure 5: The t-SNE visualization in (a), (b), and (c) shows the Ground-truth, ConvLSTM and ConvLSTM+BeamVQ
predictions, respectively. (d) shows the analysis of the Codebank parameters.

3.2. BeamVQ improves all backbone models (RQ1)

As shown in Table 1, BeamVQ significantly improves per-
formance across five benchmark tests and ten backbone
models. After introducing BeamVQ, all models show a
decreasing trend in MSE, with average improvements rang-
ing from 18.97% to 39.08%. For example, in the RBC
fluid convection task, ConvLSTM’s MSE decreases from
0.2726 to 0.0868 (a 68.15% improvement), indicating a
strong enhancement in capturing complex physical dynam-
ics. Earthformer’s MSE in the NSE turbulence prediction
task drops sharply from 1.8720 to 0.1202 (a 93.58% im-
provement), demonstrating BeamVQ’s advantage in mod-
eling high-dimensional chaotic systems. Even advanced
models like SimVP-v2 and TAU see MSE reductions of
49.21% and 50.85%, respectively, in the SEVIR extreme
weather prediction task, proving BeamVQ’s compatibility
with advanced architectures. In the Prometheus combustion
dynamics task, the FNO operator reduces MSE by 34.47%
(from 0.3472 to 0.2275), highlighting its enhanced ability

to incorporate physical constraints. FourcastNet’s MSE in
the RBC task decreases from 0.0671 to 0.0219 (a 67.36%
improvement). The lightweight ResNet model’s MSE in the
SWE shallow water equations task drops by 56.58% (from
0.0076 to 0.0033), demonstrating that significant accuracy
gains can be achieved without complex architectures.

3.3. BeamVQ helps alleviate data scarcity (RQ2)

In scientific computing, data scarcity is a core challenge. We
use extreme marine heatwaves as a scenario closely linked
to human activities and economic development. To evaluate
model performance, we adopt RMSE (numerical accuracy)
and CSI (extreme-event capture). We compare U-Net, Con-
vLSTM, and SimVP as backbone networks. Table 2 and
Figure 3 present the results, followed by our analysis. First,
Table 2 shows that BeamVQ significantly lowers MSE on
the extreme marine heatwave task (e.g., ConvLSTM’s error
decreases from 0.1204 to 0.0802, SimVP’s from 0.0924
to 0.0653). Even in data-scarce scenarios, these models
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better capture dynamic changes and improve overall pre-
diction accuracy. Second, Figure 3 compares day-10 visu-
alizations and plots RMSE and CSI over time, indicating
that BeamVQ generates distributions closer to the real sea
temperature fields. The cumulative RMSE remains lower
for models with BeamVQ, and CSI stays high, suggesting
stronger sensitivity to extreme events and more accurate
forecasts throughout the prediction period.

3.4. BeamVQ Boosts Physical Alignment (RQ3)

Figure 4 shows that BeamVQ significantly enhances phys-
ical consistency and prediction accuracy. In Figure 4(a),
comparing actual targets, predicted results, and errors at
different time steps reveals better detail and physical consis-
tency with smaller errors when using BeamVQ. Figure 4(b)
shows that BeamVQ improves SSIM by 23.40%, and re-
duces RMSE and relative L2 error by 37.07% and 45.46%,
respectively, indicating stronger robustness in spatiotem-
poral prediction. Figure 4(c) compares turbulent kinetic
energy (TKE), demonstrating more accurate capture of
TKE changes, especially in small-scale turbulence. Fig-
ure 4(d) displays the energy spectrum at different wavenum-
bers, where BeamVQ maintains better physical consistency
in high-wavenumber regions—indicative of more accurate
small-scale vortex prediction. Overall, BeamVQ not only
improves numerical accuracy but also better captures the
essence of physical phenomena.

3.5. BeamVQ Excels In Long-term Dynamic System
Forecasting (RQ4)

In our long-term forecasting experiments on the SWE bench-
mark, we compare different backbone models by evaluating
the relative L2 error for three variables (U, V, and H). We
input 5 frames and predict 50 frames. For the SimVP-v2
model, using BeamVQ reduces the relative L2 error for
SWE (u) from 0.0187 to 0.0154, SWE (v) from 0.0387 to
0.0342, and SWE (h) from 0.0443 to 0.0397, with the 3D
visualization of SWE (h) shown in Figure 6 [I]. For Con-
vLSTM, applying BeamVQ reduces the relative L2 error
for SWE (u) from 0.0487 to 0.0321, SWE (v) from 0.0673
to 0.0351, and SWE (h) from 0.0762 to 0.0432. For FNO,
using BeamVQ reduces the relative L2 error for SWE (u)
from 0.0571 to 0.0502, SWE (v) from 0.0832 to 0.0653, and
SWE (h) from 0.0981 to 0.0911. These results, obtained
under a consistent experimental protocol, underscore the
efficacy of BeamVQ in systematically mitigating prediction
errors over extended time horizons, thereby enhancing the
stability and robustness of each model’s forecasts. Overall,
BeamVQ significantly enhances the long-term forecasting
accuracy of these backbone models, offering promising im-
plications for its application in complex dynamical systems
and real-world fluid dynamics scenarios.

Table 3: We compare different backbones on the SWE
Benchmark for Long-term Forecasting.

MODEL
SWE

(U) (V) (H)

SIMVP-V2 ORI 0.0187 0.0387 0.0443
+BEAMVQ 0.0154 0.0342 0.0397

CONVLSTM ORI 0.0487 0.0673 0.0762
+BEAMVQ 0.0321 0.0351 0.0432

FNO ORI 0.0571 0.0832 0.0981
+BEAMVQ 0.0502 0.0653 0.0911

CNO ORI 0.1283 0.1422 0.1987
+BEAMVQ 0.0621 0.0674 0.0965

Table 4: Ablation studies on the NSE benchmark.

VARIANTS MSE TKE

FNO 0.2237 0.3964
FNO+BEAMVQ 0.1005 0.1572
FNO+BEAMVQ (W/O BEAMS) 0.1207 0.2003
FNO+BEAMVQ (W/O SELFT) 0.1118 0.1872
FNO+BEAMVQ (W. MSE) 0.1654 0.2847
FNO+VQVAE 0.1872 0.3652
FNO+PINO 0.1249 0.2342

3.6. Interpretation Analysis & Ablation Study

Qualitative Analysis Using t-SNE. Figure 5 shows t-SNE
visualizations on the RBC dataset: (a) ground truth, (b)
ConvLSTM predictions, and (c) ConvLSTM + BeamVQ
predictions. In (a), the ground truth has clear clusters. In (b),
ConvLSTM’s clustering is blurry with overlaps, indicating
limited capability in capturing data structure. In (c), ConvL-
STM + BeamVQ yields clearer clusters closer to the ground
truth, demonstrating that BeamVQ significantly enhances
the model’s predictive accuracy and physical consistency.

Analysis on Code Bank. We train FNO+BeamVQ on NSE
for 100 epochs with a learning rate of 0.001 and batch size
of 100. In the VQVAE codebank dimension experiment,
increasing the number of vectors L notably reduces MSE.
When L = 1024 and D = 64, the MSE reaches a minimum
of 0.1271. Although MSE fluctuates more at L = 256
or 512, overall, higher L helps improve accuracy. Most
training losses quickly stabilize within 20 epochs; L = 512
and D = 128 notably shows higher stability, but L = 1024
and D = 64 achieves the lowest MSE.

Ablation Study. We use NSE with FNO for ablation. Vari-
ants: (I) FNO; (II) FNO+BeamVQ; (III) FNO+BeamVQ
(w/o Beamsearch); (IV) FNO+BeamVQ (w/o self-Training);
(V) FNO+BeamVQ (w MSE); (VI) FNO+VQVAE; (VII)
FNO+PINO (Li et al., 2024). Table 4 shows FNO starts
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with an MSE of 0.2237 and a TKE error of 0.3964. Adding
BeamVQ drops them to 0.1005 and 0.1572. Omitting Beam-
search or self-training increases MSE but still outperforms
the base. VQVAE and PINO yield MSEs of 0.1872 and
0.1249, with TKE errors of 0.3652 and 0.2342. Overall,
BeamVQ significantly enhances accuracy.

4. Conclusion
We propose BeamVQ, a unified framework for spatio-
temporal forecasting in data-scarce settings. By combining
VQ-VAE with beam search, BeamVQ addresses limited la-
beled data, captures extreme events, and maintains physical
consistency. It first learns main dynamics via a deterministic
base model, then encodes predictions with Top-K VQ-VAE
to produce diverse, plausible outputs. A joint optimiza-
tion process guided by domain-specific metrics boosts accu-
racy and extreme event sensitivity. During inference, beam
search retains multiple candidate trajectories, balancing ex-
ploration of rare phenomena with likely system trajectories.
Extensive experiments on weather and fluid dynamics tasks
show improved prediction accuracy, robust extreme state
detection, and strong physical consistency. Ablation studies
confirm the crucial roles of vector quantization and beam
search in enhancing performance.
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A. Metric
Mean Squared Error (MSE) Mean Squared Error (MSE) is a common statistical metric used to assess the difference
between predicted and actual values. The formula is:

MSE =
1

n

n∑
i=1

(yi − ŷi)
2 (16)

where n is the number of samples, yi is the actual value, and ŷi is the predicted value.

Relative L2 Error Relative L2 error measures the relative difference between predicted and actual values, commonly used
in time series prediction. The formula is:

Relative L2 Error =
∥Ypred − Ytrue∥2
∥Ytrue∥2

(17)

where Ypred is the predicted value and Ytrue is the actual value.

Structural Similarity Index Measure (SSIM) The Structural Similarity Index (SSIM) measures the similarity between two
images in terms of luminance, contrast, and structure. The formula is:

SSIM(x, y) =
(2µxµy + C1)(2σxy + C2)

(µ2
x + µ2

y + C1)(σ2
x + σ2

y + C2)
(18)

where µx and µy are the mean values, σx and σy are the standard deviations, σxy is the covariance.

B. Related Work
• Numerical Methods and Ensemble Forecasting: they are the traditional methods to realize physical spatial-temporal

forecasting (Jouvet et al., 2009; Rogallo & Moin, 1984; Orszag & Israeli, 1974; Griebel et al., 1998), which employ
discrete approximation techniques to solve sets of equations derived from physical laws. Although these physics-driven
methods ensure compliance with fundamental principles such as conservation laws (Karpatne et al., 2017; Karnopp et al.,
2012; Pukrushpan et al., 2004), they require highly trained professionals for development (Lam et al., 2022), incur high
computational costs (Pathak et al., 2022), are less effective when the underlying physics is not fully known (Takamoto
et al., 2022), and cannot easily improve as more observational data become available (Lam et al., 2022). Moreover,
traditional numerical methods usually perturb initial observation inputs with different random noises, which can alleviate
the problem of observation errors. Then Ensemble Forecasting (Leutbecher & Palmer, 2008; Karlbauer et al., 2024) can
average the outputs of different noisy inputs to improve the robustness.

• Data-Driven Methods: Recently, data-driven deep learning starts to revolutionize the space of space-time forecasting for
complex physical systems (Gao et al., 2022; Wu et al., 2024a; Li et al., 2020; Tan et al., 2022; Shi et al., 2015; Pathak
et al., 2022; Wu et al., 2023; Bi et al., 2023; Lam et al., 2022; Zhang et al., 2023). Rather than relying on differential
equations governed by physical laws, the data-driven approach constructs model by optimizing statistical metrics such
as Mean Squared Error (MSE), using large-scale datasets. These methods (Wang et al., 2022b; Shi et al., 2015; Wang
et al., 2018; Tan et al., 2022; Gao et al., 2022; Wu et al., 2024a) are orders of magnitude faster, and excel in capturing
the intricate patterns and distributions present in high-dimensional nonlinear systems (Pathak et al., 2022). Despite their
success, purely data-driven methods fall short in generating physically plausible predictions, leading to unreliable outputs
that violate critical constraints (Bi et al., 2023; Pathak et al., 2022; Wu et al., 2024c).

Previous works have tried to combine physics-driven methods and data-driven methods to get the best of both worlds.
Some methods try to embed physical constraints in the neural network (Long et al., 2018; Greydanus et al., 2019;
Cranmer et al., 2020; Guen & Thome, 2020). For example, PhyDNet (Guen & Thome, 2020) adds a physics-inspired
PhyCell in the recurrent network. However, such methods require explicit formulation of the physical rules along
with specialized designs for network architectures or training algorithms. As a result, they lack flexibility and cannot
easily adapt to different backbone architectures. Another type of methods (Raissi et al., 2019; Li et al., 2021; Hansen
et al., 2023), best exemplified by the Physics-Informed Neural Network (PINN) (Raissi et al., 2019), leverages physical
equations as additional regularizers in neural network training (Hansen et al., 2023). Physics-Informed Neural Operator
(PINO) (Li et al., 2021) extends the data-driven Fourier Neural Operator (FNO) to be physics-informed by adding

12



BeamVQ: Beam Search with Vector Quantization to Mitigate Data Scarcity in Physical Spatiotemporal Forecasting

soft regularizers in the loss function. However, PDE-based regularizers not only impose multiple-object optimization
challenges (Krishnapriyan et al., 2021; Wang et al., 2022a) but also only work in limited scenarios where has simplified
physical equations and fixed boundary conditions. More recently, PreDiff (Gao et al., 2023) trains a latent diffusion
model for probabilistic forecasting, and guides the model’s sampling process with a physics-informed energy function.
However, PreDiff requires training a separate knowledge alignment network to integrate the physical constraints, which is
not needed in our method.

Most importantly, all the above-mentioned works require large-scale datasets to train for good performance, while
collecting scientific data can be expensive and even infeasible sometimes. Still worse, they can suffer from the poor
prediction of extreme events, since there are sparse and imbalance extreme event data even in the large datsets.

• Data Augmentation: CV has a long history of employing data augmentation to improve generalization. Traditionally,
almost all CV works manipulate the semantic invariance in images to conduct various data pre-processing, such as
random cropping, resizing, flipping, rotation, color normalization, and so on (Kumar et al., 2024). More recently, CV has
developed advanced techniques, such as mixup, to generate new data samples by combining different images and their
labels, which can achieve even better generalization. However, these data augmentation techniques are domain-specific,
which is based on the domain knowledge of CV (Kumar et al., 2024). Other fields, such as NLP, audio, and physical
spatiotemporal forecasting, cannot directly adopt the same data augmentation techniques.

• Self-training: it has proved to be an effective semi-supervised learning method that exploits the extra unlabeled data (Du
et al., 2020). Typically, self training first gives the pseudo labels on the unable data. Then it estimates the confidence of its
own classification, and adds the high-confidence samples into training sets to improve the model training. However, our
work does not have access to extra unlabeled data, making it improper to employ the existing self-training strategies.

• Self-ensemble: it is well known that Ensemble methods can enhance the performance (Caruana et al., 2004) and improve
the robustness (Tramèr et al., 2017). Since Ensemble of different models needs high training costs of multiple models,
self-ensemble (Wang & Wang, 2022) typically makes use of different states in the training process to be free of extra
training costs. However, existing self-ensemble cannot explore rare but critical phenomena beyond the original dataset.

C. Detailed Mathematical Proof
Proof of Theorem 1

Now we have N augmented data and we need to select the best from them. We consider both the quality and the diversity of
these data and get the sampling strategy from an optimization problem.

We model the sampling strategy as a multinomial distribution supported on all the augmented data S = {Xj}Nj=1, which
means that the sampling strategy π = (π1, ..., πN )⊤ is the corresponding probabilities of selecting X1, ...,XN , then we can
model the expectation of the similarity as:

EYx,Yx′∈C{g(x, x′) | S}

=

∫
g(x,x′)π(x)PrS(Yx ∈ C | x = x)π(x′)PrS(Yx ∈ C | x = x′)dxdx′

=

N∑
i,j=1

g(Xi,Xj)πiπjPrS(Yx ∈ C | x = Xi)PrS(Yx ∈ C | x = Xj),

where the set C denotes the criterion of selection we are using, the function g can be chosen as any similarity metric function
and x means a random variable.

The core to solving the above optimization problem is to use predictive inference to approximate the conditional probability
of {Yx ∈ C} given x = X Let µ(x) := E(Y | X = x) be the oracle associated with (X, Y ). Denote θj = I{Yj ∈ C}.
As the augmented data X1, ...,XN are independently identically distributed, θ1, ..., θN can be regarded as independent
Bernoulli(q) variables with q = Pr(Yj ∈ C). The probability distribution of the predicted result Wj for j = 1, ..., N is

Pr(Wj | θj) = (1− θj)f0 + θjf1,

where f0 and f1 are the conditional distributions of Wj on Yj ∈ C or not.
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Denote T (w) =
(1−q)f0(Wj)

f(Wj)
, we can rewrite the expectation of the similarity as

EYx,Yx′∈C{g(x, x′)|S} =
N∑

i,j=1

g(Xi,Xj)πiπj(1− Ti)(1− Tj) = π⊤ATπ,

Next, we use the expectation to control the quality of the data.

E{I(Yx ̸∈ C) | S} =
N∑
i=1

Pr(Yi ̸∈ C | Xi)πi =

N∑
i=1

πiTi ≤ α,

In all, the optimization problem can be modeled as

argmin
π

h(π,T) := π⊤ATπ, (19)

subject to


∑N

i=1 πiTi ≤ α,∑N
i=1 πi = 1,

0 ≤ πi ≤ m−1, 1 ≤ i ≤ N.

(20)

where m is used to control the maximum selection.

The best selection of K is determined by the strategy π which serves as the solution to the above optimization problem.

D. Additional Experiments
D.1. Long-term forecasting experiment expansion

In the long-term forecasting experiments, we compare the performance of different backbone models on the SWE benchmark,
evaluating the relative L2 error for three variables (U, V, and H). Our setup inputs 5 frames and predicts 50 frames. For the
SimVP-v2 model, using BeamVQ reduces the relative L2 error for SWE (u) from 0.0187 to 0.0154, SWE (v) from 0.0387 to
0.0342, and SWE (h) from 0.0443 to 0.0397. We visualize SWE (h) in 3D as shown in Figure 6 [I]. For the ConvLSTM
model, applying BeamVQ reduces the relative L2 error for SWE (u) from 0.0487 to 0.0321, SWE (v) from 0.0673 to 0.0351,
and SWE (h) from 0.0762 to 0.0432. For the FNO model, using BeamVQ reduces the relative L2 error for SWE (u) from
0.0571 to 0.0502, SWE (v) from 0.0832 to 0.0653, and SWE (h) from 0.0981 to 0.0911. Overall, BeamVQ significantly
improves the long-term forecasting accuracy of different backbone models.

Ground-Truth

SimVP-V2 + BeamVQ

Error
ResNetResNet + BeamVQGround-Truth

🔥

20m
10m

20m

20m 40m
30m

55 mHRR Growth
Ventilation

(a) (b)

(c)
I II

T = 50T = 40T = 30T = 20T = 10T = 1

Figure 6: I. 3D visualization of the SWE(h), showing Ground-truth, SimVP-V2+BeamVQ predictions, and Error at T=1, 10,
20, 30, 40, 50. The first row shows Ground-truth, the second SimVP-V2+BeamVQ predictions, and the third Error. II. A
case study. Building fire simulation with ventilation settings added to Wu’s Prometheus (Wu et al., 2024b). (a) Layout and
HRR growth. (b) Comparison of physical metrics for different methods. (c) Ground-truth, ResNet+BeamVQ, and ResNet
predictions.
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D.2. Experiment Statistical Significance

To measure the statistical significance of our main experiment results, we choose three backbones to train on two datasets to
run 5 times. Table 5 records the average and standard deviation of the test MSE loss. The results prove that our method
is statistically significant to outperform the baselines because our confidence interval is always upper than the confidence
interval of the baselines. Due to limited computation resources, we do not cover all ten backbones and five datasets, but we
believe these results have shown that our method has consistent advantages.

Table 5: The average and standard deviation of MSE in 5 runs

MODEL

BENCHMARKS

NSE SEVIR

ORI + BEAMVQ ORI + BEAMVQ

CONVLSTM 0.4092±0.0002 0.1277±0.0001 0.1762 0.0007 0.1279±0.0009
FNO 0.2227±0.0003 0.1007 ±0.0002 0.0787±0.0012 0.0437±0.0013
CNO 0.2192 ±0.0008 0.1492±0.0011 0.0057±0.0005 0.0053±0.0006
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