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Abstract

Complex systems often show macroscopic coherent behavior due to the interactions of microscopic agents like
molecules, cells, or individuals in a population with their environment. However, simulating such systems poses
several computational challenges during simulation as the underlying dynamics vary and span wide spatiotemporal
scales of interest. To capture the fast-evolving features, finer time steps are required while ensuring that the simu-
lation time is long enough to capture the slow-scale behavior, making the analyses computationally unmanageable.
This paper showcases how deep learning techniques can be used to develop a precise time-stepping approach for mul-
tiscale systems using the joint discovery of coordinates and flow maps. While the former allows us to represent the
multiscale dynamics on a representative basis, the latter enables the iterative time-stepping estimation of the reduced
variables. The resulting framework achieves state-of-the-art predictive accuracy while incurring lesser computational
costs. We demonstrate this ability of the proposed scheme on the large-scale Fitzhugh Nagumo neuron model and the
1D Kuramoto–Sivashinsky equation in the chaotic regime.
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1. Introduction

In the field of computational sciences and scientific computing, the numerical solution of partial differential equa-
tions (PDEs) is essential for understanding complex physical phenomena across a diverse range of disciplines, from
fluid dynamics and electromagnetism to structural mechanics and quantum physics [1, 2]. However, complex PDEs
often exhibit strong nonlinear behavior that makes it difficult or impossible to obtain analytical closed-form solutions.
Therefore, numerical techniques are commonly employed to obtain approximate solutions of PDEs. For instance, the
finite element analysis (FEA) [3] or the finite difference methods (FDM) [4] are used to approximate the derivative
term in the PDEs by discretizing the spatial domains of interest into a grid or mesh. However, a fine discretization
on complicated boundaries results in a large system of ordinary differential equations (ODEs) that can be computa-
tionally expensive to simulate. Additionally, PDEs governing physical laws often exhibit a multiscale nature, i.e.,
their behavior evolves on multiple distinct timescales that further increase the computational costs during numerical
solutions [5]. A common situation is when two FEA models of different scales exist. In this case, evaluating a single
element or time step of the large-scale FEA model requires at least one full simulation of the small-scale FEA model.
This incurs extensive runtimes and significant computational costs.

While the computational costs for such systems remain high, their online evaluations are a major concern in many
scientific and engineering applications requiring many system evaluations within a many-query framework. Some
prominent applications include parameter and design optimization [6], multi-objective optimization [7], uncertainty
propagation [8], high-throughput computing [9], and reinforcement learning (RL) [10, 11]. Even though expensive
computational simulations are essential to resolve all the relevant scales, the important quantities of interest can be
frequently characterized by a coarse-grained or average behavior [12]. However, determining the appropriate degree
of freedom for such coarse-grained representations has always been challenging. As a result, various research ef-
forts have been put into developing appropriate combinations of coarse-grained and fine-scale simulations that can
accelerate the intense simulations at a controlled accuracy. Prominent hybrid methods include the equation-free frame-
work (EFF) [13, 14], the heterogeneous multiscale method (HMM) [15], and the flow averaged integrator (FLAVOR)
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method [16]. These methods distinguish between a fine (micro) scale, which is expensive to simulate, and a coarse
(macro) scale. While EFF and HMM use coarse time steppers to simulate the evolution of macroscopic variables
through a microscopic simulation, the FLAVOR method uses averaging flows to study the behavior. However, the
accuracy of these methods is highly dependent on the separation of time scales, the time integrator used, and how
well the information is captured at each scale. In addition to these methods, the classical Fourier and wavelet-based
techniques can easily separate the coarse-grain and fine-grain features in both space and time [17]; however, these
methods focus on identifying exclusively temporal or exclusively spatial coherence, which restricts their use for dis-
covering models and predicting system states directly from data [18]. Nevertheless, these techniques are highly used
and serve as the mathematical foundation of multiresolution analysis (MRA) [19].

Recently, there has been growing interest in predicting the multiscale behavior of systems directly from obser-
vational data using data-driven methods based on machine learning (ML) [20]. In this direction, various neural
network-based schemes have been employed to forecast the solution of a multiscale system. For instance, ML meth-
ods have been used for various applications such as modeling dynamical systems [21, 22, 23, 24], in mesoscopic
material modeling [25], in biological systems [26, 27], and in molecular kinematics, [28, 29]. The EFF framework
has been extended with ML algorithms that learn the time interrogators and the transfer operators in an equation-free
manner [30, 31]. In addition, spare regression algorithms have been proposed to discover Poincare maps for multi-
scale problems [32] to discover slow timescale dynamics from signal exhibiting multiscale timescales [12]. Besides,
the idea of learning a flow map of dynamical systems using neural networks [33, 34, 35] has been extended to mul-
tiscale problems in [36], wherein a novel multiscale hierarchical time-stepping (HiTS) method has been proposed.
In particular, the authors have suggested using a hierarchy of neural network time stepper (NNTS) models that are
trained at different time steps and then coupled for multiscale purposes. However, as we will show in this paper, the
multiscale HiTS framework potentially suffers from huge computational expenses for systems governed by PDEs.

Thus, the aim of the paper is two-fold: (i) to discover a coordinate system in which the underlying dynamics
of multiscale signals can be represented accurately on a few representative bases, and (ii) to provide a time-stepping
scheme that marches the reduced coordinates forward in time. While we apply deep autoencoders (AEs) to accomplish
the former goal, we make use of the multiscale HiTS estimation process to achieve the latter goal. In this way, we
extend the applicability of the multiscale HiTS method to PDEs. Thus, the proposed method of latent hierarchical
time-stepping (L-HiTS) learns an end-to-end mapping that accurately yet efficiently predicts the multiscale behavior
of the PDEs from data. Although the multiscale HiTS scheme has been demonstrated for PDEs [36], the need for
real-time applications and tasks for non-stationary dynamics calls for more efficient computations that the proposed
scheme intends to address. The result is that the L-HiTS method maintains the same accuracy level as the multiscale
HiTS method while providing significant computational speedups. To summarize, the key contributions of this paper
are as follows:

1. We present a novel data-driven time-stepping scheme for systems governed by time-dependent PDEs involving
multiscale physics. The proposed L-HiTS method is based on the joint discovery of the coarse-grained variables
and flow maps inside the latent space, allowing for parallelization.

2. The L-HiTS scheme incurs lesser computational costs both at the training stage and testing stage than the
multiscale HiTS method while delivering state-of-the-art prediction accuracy.

3. We demonstrate the applicability of the L-HiTS scheme for systems exhibiting multiscale and chaotic behaviors,
representing real-world phenomena.

4. To make our work more accessible, we have provided open-source Python scripts that can be used to reproduce
the results.

The remainder of the manuscript is as follows. In Section 2, we briefly introduce the multiscale analysis for predicting
the solution of PDEs in a data-driven fashion. Next, in Section 3, we present how deep AEs can be used to learn a
coordinate transformation that represents the actual dynamics onto a latent space and then how the existing multiscale
HiTS scheme can be implemented in this latent space to achieve the task of prediction. We describe the idea and
present a numerical algorithm. Thereafter, in Section 4, we show the application of the proposed scheme on two
canonical PDEs. Finally, in Section 5, we discuss the sensitivity analysis for different choices of network parameters
and present the conclusion of the study along with some drawbacks of the method that can be taken up in a future
study.
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2. Problem setup

This section provides an overview of the general methodology for predicting multiscale PDEs. To proceed with
the idea, consider a nonlinear, continuous-time, multiscale dynamical system of the form:

ut = N(u,ux,uxx, . . . , x), (1)

where t is the time ∈ [0,T ], x ∈ [0, n] is the spatial variable and N(.) is the nonlinear function of u(x, t) and its
derivatives. Using spatial discretization schemes such as the FEA, FDM, or the spectral method [3], the PDE system
(1) can be approximated by a system of ODEs given by:

ẋ(t) = N(x(t;µ)), , x(t0) = x0, (2)

where x ∈ Rn of dimension n represents the state vector, and µ ∈ Rp denotes the system parameters, such as varying
initial or boundary conditions. For a fine discretization, n is typically high, resulting in a large-scale initial value
problem to be solved. Traditionally, the time solution of the ODE system (2) is obtained by employing different time-
stepping integration schemes, including the explicit/implicit, fixed/adaptive, and one-step/multi-step methods with
varying degrees of stability [37]. These numerical methods take successive time steps ∆t into the future in an iterative
manner to construct the discrete solutions for x(t). Given the initial condition x(t0), these methods approximate the
discrete-time flow map

x(t + ∆t) = N(x(t),∆t) ≜
∫ t+∆t

τ=t
N(x(τ), τ)dτ, (3)

usually via the Taylor-series expansion [38, 39, 40]. However, the accuracy of these methods depends upon the
local step size ∆t employed during the integration, making such time discretization local in nature. For instance,
the classical ode45 method uses a fixed-step, fourth-order Runga-Kutta scheme that incurs a local truncation error
of O(∆t5) at every step of the solution and a global truncation error of O(∆t4). In contrast, neural networks-based
time-stepper models like those in [36, 33] learn a discrete flow map N() directly that progresses the state variables
forward in time without being restricted by local step size limitations. Of the various neural network architectures
available, residual neural networks (ResNets) are commonly used because they have lesser training times and work
similar to that of a fixed-step, first-order Euler’s scheme (see, e.g., Refs. [41, 33, 42, 43]).

ResNets are a special class of deep neural networks constructed by stacking multiple residual blocks [43]. Each
residual block comprises simple feedforward layers that include identity skipped connections, allowing information
to bypass the residual layers (cf. Figure 1). ResNets have been shown to outperform traditional feedforward neural
networks (FNNs) in some applications, particularly in computer vision and image classification tasks [43]. The key
advantage of ResNets is that they address the issue of vanishing gradients, a common problem in deep FNNs [33].
ResNets incorporate the identity operator into the network to have the network effectively estimate the residual of the
input-output mapping. The ResNet block comprises L hidden layers, along with an identity operator that adds the
input x(t) back into the output. The architecture describes the following mapping;

x(t + ∆t) = x(t0) +N(x(t); W), x(t0) = x0, (4)

where W represents the weights of the neural networks, andN(:; W) : Rn → Rn is the nonlinear flow map learned by
the network given as:

N(x(t); W) = aL(WL(. . . a1(W1)) . . . )), (5)

where ak (k = 1, .., L) is the activation function used at layer k, and Wk corresponds to weights for the kth layer. The
weights are obtained by minimizing the prediction loss function W∗

pred given as:

W∗
pred = arg min

W

1
p × T

p∑
i=1

T∑
j=1

[
Lpred(x̂i

t+ j∆t, x
i
t+ j∆t)
]
, (6)

where Lpred denotes the discrepancy error between the true state x(t) and the predicted state x̂(t). It has been well
observed that ResNets work much similarly to a fixed step explicit Euler scheme [41, 33]. This connection has been
further exploited to develop continuous normalizing flows [42].
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Layer 1

Layer 2

Layer L

x(t0)

N(x(t; W))

x(t0 + ∆t) = x(t0) +N(x(t); W)

ResNet Block

x(t0)

x(t0 + ∆t)

N(x(t; W))

Figure 1: Residual neural network architecture

However, when dealing with systems exhibiting multiscale phenomena, a single discrete flow map operator N()
may not provide an accurate estimation across various time scales. As shown in [36], an NNTS model trained on
coarse time steps fails to capture fine-scale information, while the prediction accuracy of the one trained on finer steps
reduces rapidly due to the autoregression-based estimation process. This issue is addressed by using a combination
of neural network models trained at different timescales, which can effectively capture both coarse and fine-scale
behaviors. However, this approach requires extensive offline computational costs for training and cross-validating the
model combinations, especially when dealing with large datasets. To overcome this drawback in the multiscale HiTS
scheme, we propose the L-HiTS framework. This data-driven scheme remains computationally inexpensive while
maintaining prediction accuracy at par with the multiscale HiTS scheme. This can have practical applications for
systems that involve large datasets, such as PDEs. In the following, we describe the general methodology and the
algorithm for the L-HiTS method.

3. Latent Hierarchical Time-Stepping (L-HiTS) scheme for multiscale PDEs

In order to accurately and efficiently predict dynamics, we need to complete two machine learning tasks. Firstly,
we need to find a coordinate transformation that can represent the original multiscale dynamics onto a smaller sub-
space, using only a few latent variables. To achieve this, we use deep AE networks. Secondly, we need to discover
the discrete-time flow maps for predictions within the latent space. This is done by using the multiscale HiTS scheme
on the latent variables. Both tasks are described in more detail below.

3.1. Discovery of coordinates using deep autoencoders

Autoencoders are a special class of neural networks that learn to compress the input data into a lower-dimensional
representation and then reconstruct the original data from the learned representation. In this study, we incorporate
deep AE models to learn a mapping f : x(t) → x̂(t) from the input state vector x(t) to its predicted output x̂(t) such
that x̂(t) ≈ x(t), where f : Rn → Rn. We use the encoder function of the autoencoder as a restricting operator that
takes the input state measurements x(t) from the dynamical system of dimension n and map it to a latent state vector
z(t) ∈ Rz (z << n) given as:

z(t) = fE(x(t); WE), (7)
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where fE() is the nonlinear function learned by the encoder, and WE are the weights of the encoder network. The
latent vector z(t) is then passed through a decoder function that acts as a lifting operator, i.e., the decoder maps the
latent vector z(t) back to the high-dimensional reconstructed state vector x̂(t) given as:

x̂(t) = fD(z(t); WD), (8)

where fD(z(t); WD) is the nonlinear function learned by the decoder network, and WD represents its weights. Thus,
an AE network combines the restricting and lifting mechanisms to produce the reconstructed state x̂ given as:

x̂(t) = fD(fE(x(t); WE)); WD). (9)

The reconstructed state is obtained by finding the optimal weight matrix W =WE ,WD that minimizes the reconstruc-
tion loss function W∗

recon, given as:

W∗
recon = arg min

W

1
N

N∑
i=1

[Lrecon(x̂(ti), x(ti))] , (10)

whereLrecon denotes the discrepancy error between x(t) and x̂(t). The condition z << n serves as a regularization term
that prevents the AE model from learning an identity function. The schematic diagram of an AE is shown in Figure 2.

x(t) ∈ Rn

fE(x(t); WE)
x̂(t) ∈ Rnz(t) ∈ Rz

fD(z(t); WD)
Encoder function Decoder function

Restricting Operator Lifting Operator

Figure 2: Schematic diagram of an autoencoder. The high dimensional input state x(t) is restricted using an encoder
function fE to obtain latent vector z(t), which is then passed through the lifting mechanism of the decoder function fD

to obtain reconstructed state vector x̂(t).

The use of an autoencoder model to identify the coarse-grained dynamics has several practical advantages. Firstly,
the neural network-based design of the model enables it to be scaled up to a large size, which can be difficult with linear
embedding-based techniques [44]. Secondly, the AE model describes both the encoding and decoding transformations
employed during the process. This can be used within the EFF framework for multiscale applications, as demonstrated
in a recent study [30].

3.2. Discovery of multiscale flow maps using deep residual neural networks
Once the latent coordinates are obtained using a deep AE model, we proceed to discover the flow-map represen-

tations of the latent variables. We accomplish this by using the multiscale HiTS scheme (described in [36]) within
the latent space. The multiscale HiTS scheme involves learning different flow-map representations across various
temporal scales. This is done using a hierarchy of deep neural network times steppers. The scheme uses deep ResNet
models as building blocks to learn different flow-maps that advance the system dynamics forward in time. Given
the data collected from the system at a unit time-step ∆t sub-sampled uniformly at different multiples of ∆t, i.e.,
∆tm = 2m−d∆t (d = 1, 2, . . . ,m), the multiscale HiTS scheme learns multiple flow maps Nm(, ;∆tm) that captures the
system dynamics across timescales. The NNTS model with a large temporal gap captures the slow scale behavior,
while the NNTS model with the smallest temporal gap captures the fast scale features of the system.

After learning the different flow map representations, the scheme couples the output of different NNTS models
RN1, RN2,. . . , RNm using an iterative vectorized fashion (see Algorithm 1 of [36]). The process involves using the
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Figure 3: Block diagram of the proposed L-HiTS method

NNTS model with the largest temporal gap first to make predictions. These predictions are then passed on to the
next level NNTS model, and its outputs are stacked together with the previous one. This process continues until the
smallest NNTS model is used. After rearranging the predictions, an interpolation scheme is used to determine the
predictions between time steps. By doing this, the error propagation from individual NNTS models can be eliminated.
Before coupling the individual NNTS models for multiscale applications, the HiTS scheme uses a cross-validation
step to filter out the best possible combination of NNTS models. This step is essential as the accuracy of individual
NNTS models may vary, which could lead to inaccurate predictions after coupling. However, this process can be
computationally expensive, especially for large-scale systems where the sampled data is extensive. To address this
shortcoming, an adaptive hierarchical time stepping (AHiTS) method has been proposed [45] which adapts the time-
step, i.e., the choice of NNTS model during the simulation, based on system dynamics.

3.3. Combining deep AEs and multiscale HiTS scheme for multiscale predictions

The proposed L-HiTS scheme combines the use of coordinates and flow maps for multiscale predictions within
the latent space. We begin by collecting p trajectories of the dynamical system state x(t) at t f instances of the unit
time step ∆t and stack inside a matrix X given as:

Xi = [xi(t0) xi(t0 + ∆t) . . . xi(t0 + t f∆t) ], (11)

where i ∈ 1, . . . , p. The data is divided into training, validation, and testing datasets. The training data is compressed
using the restricting action of the encoder function within the AE model to obtain the latent variables z(t). These
latent variables are then fed to individual NNTS models RN1 to RNm as per the respective step sizes. For instance,
the RN1 model uses the first t f − 1 entries of z(t), i.e., [zi(t0), ..., zi(t0 + (t f − 1)∆t)] as the input and one ∆t ahead
entries, i.e., [zi(t0 +∆t), . . . , zi(t0 + t f∆t)] as the output. By doing so, each NNTS model learns its respective flow map
Nm(z(t);∆tm) to obtain the future predictions of the latent variables from a given initial condition t0, which is given
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as:
z(t0 + ∆tm) = z(t0) +Nm(z(t);∆tm). (12)

After the individual responses are obtained, we use the validation dataset to cross-validate the NNTS models for
coupling, as described above. Using iterative vectorized computations from [36], we obtain the future predictions in
the latent space. The solution thus obtained is finally lifted using the decoder function within the AE model. Figure 3
provides a summary of the L-HiTS scheme. We can use the L-HiTS scheme to obtain future state predictions for any
testing initial condition x0. For an unknown system parameter µtest, we pass the testing initial condition through the
encoder block to obtain the initial condition in the latent space z0. We then utilize the multiscale HiTS framework to
initialize the iterative one-step ahead predictions within the latent space for a given time span [t0,T ]. The predictions
within the latent space are then obtained directly using the multiscale HiTS scheme. Finally, we pass the solutions
obtained through the decoder function to reconstruct the original state variable ˆx(t). The pseudocode for the L-HiTS
procedure can be found in Algorithm 1. In the next section, we will demonstrate the application of the L-HiTS scheme
using numerical simulations.

Algorithm 1 : L-HiTS Algorithm
Input: ResNet models: RN1,.., RNm, initial condition x0
Output: Reconstructed states x̂.

1: sort(RN models) ◦ in descending order as per trained step sizes.
2: Z = list{}
3: z = fE(x0) ◦ Encode the initial condition
4: append(Z, z) ◦ Append the encoded initial condition to z
5: for k=1,2,. . . ,m do
6: Qk := number of forward steps.
7: zc = stack(z) ◦ stack states together
8: zn = RNk.forward(zc, z) ◦ use Algorithm 1 of [36] to obtain zn

9: append(zn, z) ◦ update the predicted states
10: end for
11: rearrange(z)
12: Interpolate(z)
13: X̂ = fD(z) ◦ Decode the reduced states
14: return(x̂) ◦ Return the reconstructed states

4. Simulation results

To demonstrate the application of the L-HiTS scheme, we consider two benchmark PDEs. The FitzHugh-Nagumo
(FHN) model [46, 47] and the 1D Kuramoto-Sivashinsky (KS) equation [48, 49]. To facilitate comparison with the
multiscale HiTS method, all the model parameters and data structures are kept the same. To test the accuracy of the
methods, we use the mean squared error (MSE) as a metric for comparison. All the simulations are performed using
the open source Python API for PyTorch framework running on hp workstation Z1 with 11th Gen Intel(R) Core (TM)
i7-11700 @2.5GHz CPU. However, the code that we accompany with this manuscript is written to take advantage of
faster computations via GPU if available.

4.1. The FitzHugh-Nagumo model

The FHN model is a simplified 2D version of the Hodgkin-Huxley model that describes the activation and deacti-
vation dynamics of a spiking neuron. The membrane potential is described by a single variable, u(x, t), known as the
inhibitor, and the activation/deactivation dynamics of the voltage-gated ion channels are represented by another vari-
able, v(x, t), known as the activator. The governing equation consists of two coupled nonlinear differential equations
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Figure 4: Results for the FHN model: (Plot A:) plot of the MSEs for autoencoder and PCA for testing dataset against
varying latent dimensions (Plot B-C:) evolution of latent variables z1(t) and z2(t) obtained from AE and L-HiTS
scheme, (Plot D:) true state u(x, t), (Plot E:) predicted state û(x, t) from the L-HiTS scheme, (Plot F:) MSE between
û(x, t) and û(x, t), (Plot G:) true state v(x, t), (Plot H:) predicted state v̂(x, t) from the L-HiTS scheme, (Plot I:) MSE
between v̂(x, t) and v̂(x, t).

that describe the time evolution of u(x, t) and v(x, t) given as;

ϵ
∂u
∂t

(x, t) = ϵ2
∂u2

∂x2 (x, t) + f(u(x, t) − v(x, t) + 0.05,

∂v
∂t

(x, t) = 0.5u(x, t) − 2v(x, t) + 0.05,
(13)
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where f(u) = u(u − 0.1)(1 − u). The model exhibits multiscale behavior with activator u(x, t) showing fast dynamics,
whereas inhibitor v(x, t) has slower dynamics. The difference is controlled by the parameter ϵ = 0.015. The initial
and boundary conditions are taken from [50]. Using Lattice Boltzmann (LB) method [51], (13) is discretized using
n = 202, grid points in space and T = 5120 grid points in time. We utilize the LB method to collect data from six
different initial conditions in order to derive the true solution of the system similar to [50, 30]. We consider four initial
conditions for training purposes, one for validation, and a different initial condition is used for testing the accuracy of
the L-HiTS method. To identify the latent space, we use the principle component analysis (PCA) method and AE by
comparing the MSE of reconstruction on the test data. Figure 4, plot A shows the comparison in terms of MSE against
the number of latent dimensions z. As can be seen, AE outperforms PCA by identifying a nonlinear subspace that
effectively reduces the dimensionality to z = 2, and then the latent dimension size remains constant. This indicates
that the underlying solution space has an intrinsic dimensionality of order two. The various network parameters for
this case are enlisted in Appendix A, Table 5. The plots B and C of the same figure show the evolution of the two
latent variables obtained from the AE model and the corresponding predictions from the L-HiTS scheme. As can
be seen, the true and predicted dynamics are graphically indistinguishable. Numerically, the accuracy of the L-HiTS
scheme for varying latent dimensions for both latent and reconstructed variables can be seen in Table 1. The results
show that the MSE plateaus after the latent dimension of z = 2, which is also reflected in the MSEs of the output
predictions and we use this for initialization of the L-HiTS scheme. The plots D-I of Figure 4 show the corresponding
space-time plots for both the variables u(x, t) and v(x, t) which shows a good agreement between the true and the
predicted solution. The computational costs of the L-HiTS method are shown in Table 2, where the efficiency of the
L-HiTS scheme against the multiscale HiTS scheme can be observed both during the training and prediction stages.

4.2. The 1D Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation

To test the proposed L-HiTS scheme on a more challenging system, we take the 1D KS equation that exhibits
spatiotemporal chaos and is used to describe various physical phenomena such as chemical reactions, turbulence, and
flame fonts. The system dynamics are described by a fourth-order nonlinear PDE defined as:

ut = −uux −
1
2

uxx − uxxxx (14)

for x ∈ [−L/2, L/2] with n = 120 grids points and a periodic boundary condition u(0; t) = u(L; t) and some given
initial conditions. We simulate the KS equation using a fourth-order stiff time-stepping (ETDRK4) method [52] with
t ∈ [0, 5121] with a step size of ∆t = 0.05. We consider the case of L = 22 as considered in [53, 30] for which the
system exhibits a structurally stable chaotic attractor,i.e., an inertial manifold in which the long-term behavior of the
system lies. For the training phase of the L-HiTS method, we take µtrain = 10 random, periodic initial conditions,
µval = 5 initial conditions for the validation, and µtest = 5 random initial conditions for testing purposes. For the
identification of the latent space, we compare the PCA and AE models in terms of reconstruction MSE in the test data
as a function of latent dimension z, graphically shown in plot A of Figure 5 and numerically enlisted in Table 1. We
observe that the MSE plateaus after z = 8, in agreement with [53, 30]. Thus, we chose a latent dimension of z = 8 for
the L-HiTS framework. We also compared the different latent variables obtained by the L-HiTS scheme against the
testing data encoded within the latent space. These are shown in plots B-I of Figure 5, and the corresponding hyper-
parameters, including the network architectures of the AE and different ResNet models, are enlisted in Appendix A,
Table 6. As observed, the L-HiTS method correctly estimates the evolution of the latent variables in time.

To predict the chaotic dynamics within the latent space, we use m = 11 NNTS models trained on the outputs from
the encoder. After coupling the individual NNTS models, the output is reconstructed using the decoder function within
the AE model. The original and reconstructed space-time plots are shown in plots J and K of Figure 5 respectively,
with the error in plot L. The results show that the L-HiTS scheme satisfactorily reconstructs the true chaotic dynamics
of the KS equation. Furthermore, the computational costs of the L-HiTS scheme against the multiscale HiTS scheme
are presented in Table 2. As expected, the L-HiTS method yields almost one order of magnitude saving than the
multiscale HiTS scheme in predicting dynamics and a lesser training time while maintaining the same accuracy. This
substantiates our observation that learning multiple flow maps of the system within the latent space yields an efficient
state prediction in the original solution space.
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Figure 5: Results for the 1D KS equation: (Plot A:) plot of MSEs for autoencoder and PCA for testing dataset against
varying latent dimensions, (Plot B-I:) evolution of the latent variables z1(t), . . . , z8(t) obtained from the AE model and
L-HiTS scheme, (Plot J:) true solution of the state u(x, t), (Plot K:) predicted state û(x, t) from the L-HiTS scheme,
(Plot L:) MSE between u(x, t) and û(x, t)
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Table 1: MSEs for the FHN model and KS equation obtained using the L-HiTS method for varying dimensions of latent space

Latent dimension FHN model KS equation

Latent space Reconstruction Latent space Reconstruction
(MSE) (MSE) (MSE) (MSE)

1 2.34 × 100 2.44 × 10−1 6.79 × 101 2.26 × 100

2 1.47 × 10−3 1.37 × 10−4 5.01 × 101 2.41 × 100

4 2.42 × 10−2 2.20 × 10−3 4.73 × 101 1.30 × 100

6 2.79 × 10−2 3.60 × 10−3 1.90 × 10−2 4.05 × 10−3

8 2.13 × 10−3 2.88 × 10−4 1.35 × 10−3 1.50 × 10−3

10 5.96 × 10−3 9.97 × 10−4 3.16 × 10−3 1.42 × 10−3

Table 2: Comparison of accuracy and computational cost

Technique FHN model KS equation

Training Prediction ℓ2-norm Training Prediction ℓ2-norm
time time error time time error

Multiscale-HiTS [36] 1767s 8.08s 2 × 10−4 1982s 20.88s 4 × 10−3

L-HiTS (proposed) 1248s 3.52s 2 × 10−4 1624s 2.86s 4 × 10−3

5. Discussions and conclusion

In this section, we provide some additional comments regarding the sensitivity of the L-HiTS scheme for different
network choices, followed by some concluding remarks toward the end.

5.1. Effect of different latent dimensions

To evaluate the sensitivity of the L-HiTS method for different latent sizes, we calculate the mean square errors
for both the latent and reconstruction states, as shown in Table 1. Additionally, we plot the MSEs for different time
steps during the forecasting stage, as presented in Figure 6. Our results indicate that for both test cases, increasing the
latent dimension of the autoencoder model reduces the mean square error. This means that a larger dimension of the
latent space implies that there are more basis functions to express the encoded information about the system, which is
in agreement with [23]. However, we found that the MSE saturates beyond z = 2 for the FHN system and z = 8 for
the case of the KS equation, indicating that no further improvement in forecasting accuracy can be achieved.

In the context of machine learning, the relationship between accuracy in latent space and reconstruction accuracy
is complex and can vary depending on the model architecture and the specific application. In general, there isn’t a
direct correlation where higher accuracy in latent space straightforwardly results in higher reconstruction accuracy.
However, our findings are aligned with [23], wherein authors have established a similar relationship between the
latent dimensions and reconstruction accuracy. The authors therein report a reduced L2 reconstruction error as the
latent dimension of the autoencoder model is increased. Besides, there are contexts and specific methods where
improvements in latent representation can enhance reconstruction quality, such as the use of sparse and denoising
autoencoders [54, 53], variational autoencoders [55], and deep embedding clustering[56]. While our framework
currently incorporates a basic version of the autoencoder, it can easily incorporate these variations of autoencoders
with only minor adjustments. This will ensure that the relationship between latent space and reconstruction will
remain consistent.

5.2. Effect of individual and multiple models within the latest space

To check the effect of individual NNTS models on the quality of output prediction and computational costs, we
use each individual NNTS model within the latent space and compare that with the coupling framework used in the
L-HiTS scheme. The results are shown in Tables 3 and 4. As observed from the results, models with small time
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Figure 6: Sensitivity analysis: mean square error of state predictions at different time-steps for varying latent space
dimension z.

Table 3: FHN model: comparison of MSE and CPU times across various NNTS models at a latent dimension of z = 2

Model MSE (x − x̂) CPU times (seconds)
RN1 3.73 × 10−1 1.22
RN2 3.55 × 10−1 0.66
RN4 2.36 × 10−1 0.29
RN8 3.52 × 10−3 0.14
RN16 2.26 × 10−3 0.07
RN32 8.07 × 10−3 0.04
RN64 6.04 × 10−2 0.01
RN128 2.58 × 10−1 0.01
RN256 2.92 × 10−1 0.006
RN512 3.14 × 10−1 0.003
RN1024 2.85 × 10−1 0.002
L-HiTS 1.37 × 10−4 3.52

steps yield accurate short-term predictions; however, the error quickly accumulates due to autoregressive predictions,
making the overall reconstruction quite poor. In contrast, networks with larger temporal gaps yield better long-term
predictions but fail to capture information between steps. Thus, models with intermediate time steps, such as RN16
in the case of the FHN model and RN64 in the case of the KS equation, balance out the two factors, resulting in
a better MSE that the proposed method effectively captures, thus outperforming any individual NNTS model. The
computation time, on the other hand, accelerates as the step size grows, and the proposed method provides a good
trade-off between accuracy and efficiency.

5.3. Concluding remarks
In this study, we propose a novel framework that enhances the computational efficiency of multiscale PDEs. Our

strategy is based on the idea of learning coordinates and flow maps using deep neural networks that enable rapid
and accurate predictions of future states. The proposed L-HiTS method uses deep autoencoder networks to learn
suitable latent coordinates that represent the dynamics on a low-dimensional basis. Then, we make use of the existing
multiscale HiTS method within the discovered latent space to obtain multiple flow maps that march the latent variables
in time. The predictions are then lifted to the original space using the decoder function of the AE model. The method
outperforms any individual neural network time stepper model in terms of accuracy and the original multiscale HiTS
method in terms of computational costs. We demonstrate the application of the proposed scheme on two large-scale
PDEs with multiscale physics.
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Table 4: KS equation: comparison of MSE and CPU times across various NNTS models at a latent dimension of z = 8.

Model MSE (x − x̂) CPU times (seconds)
RN1 1.97 0.79
RN2 2.77 0.37
RN4 2.68 0.19
RN8 2.47 0.09
RN16 1.67 0.04
RN32 1.10 0.02
RN64 1.09 × 10−2 0.01
RN128 8.74 × 10−2 0.009
RN256 4.04 × 10−1 0.0055
RN512 9.69 × 10−1 0.0037
RN1024 1.29 0.0029
L-HiTS 1.50 × 10−3 2.86

Although the proposed method works well, there are some potential drawbacks that can be taken up in a future
study. Firstly, the proposed method assumes full-state observations, meaning that all the time-dependent states are
available across a diverse range of operating conditions. However, in many practical scenarios, only partial measure-
ments are available. To address this issue, a time delay embedded of the partial measurements can be used ( see, e.g.,
[57, 58]) within the L-HiTS framework to make it more practical. Secondly, the L-HiTS framework uses fixed step
size-based predictions of the latent states within the individual ResNet models. This can be computationally expensive
if some of the latent variables evolve faster than the rest. To address this issue, an adaptive time-step-based strategy
can be used within the latent space, where the time step can be adjusted based on the evolving dynamics.
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A. Hyperparameters for L-HiTS method

Table 5: Various hyper-parameters for the FHN model

Parameters Values
Spatial dimension n 202
Temporal dimension T 5120
Time step ∆t 0.01
Latent dimensions z 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10
AE architecture 100: 100: 100: z: 100: 100: 100
No. of epochs for training AE models 5000
Activation function ReLU
Batch size 32
Learning rate 1e − 03
No. of epochs for training ResNet models 20000
Step sizes for ResNet models ∆t, 2∆t, 4∆t, 8∆t, 16∆t, 32∆t, 64∆t, 128∆t, 256∆t, 512∆t, 1024∆t
ResNet architecture 128: 128: 128: 128: 128: 128
Training data size 4 × 5120× 202
Validation data size 1 × 5120× 202
Testing data size 1 × 5120× 202

Table 6: Various hyper-parameters used for the 1D KS equation

Parameters Values
Spatial dimension n 120
Temporal dimension T 5121
Time step ∆t 0.05
Latent dimensions z 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10
AE architecture 120: 120: 100: z: 100: 120: 120
No. of epochs for training AE models 5000
Activation function ReLU
Batch size 32
Learning rate 1e − 03
No. of epochs for training ResNet models 20000
Step sizes for ResNet models ∆t, 2∆t, 4∆t, 8∆t, 16∆t, 32∆t, 64∆t, 128∆t, 256∆t, 512∆t, 1024∆t
ResNet architecture 1024: 1024: 1024
Training data size 10 × 5121× 120
Validation data size 5 × 5121× 120
Testing data size 5 × 5121× 120
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