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For anticipating critical transitions in complex dynamical systems, the recent approach of
parameter-driven reservoir computing requires explicit knowledge of the bifurcation parameter. We
articulate a framework combining a variational autoencoder (VAE) and reservoir computing to ad-
dress this challenge. In particular, the driving factor is detected from time series using the VAE in
an unsupervised-learning fashion and the extracted information is then used as the parameter input
to the reservoir computer for anticipating the critical transition. We demonstrate the power of the
unsupervised learning scheme using prototypical dynamical systems including the spatiotemporal
Kuramoto–Sivashinsky system. The scheme can also be extended to scenarios where the target
system is driven by several independent parameters or with partial state observations.

In complex dynamical systems ranging from ecologi-
cal [1] and climate systems [2] to infrastructure [3] and so-
cial [4, 5] networks, critical transitions can occur in which
the system undergoes an abrupt and often catastrophic
switch to a characteristically different final state [4, 6].
Anticipating critical transitions is important to disaster
prediction and prevention, risk mitigation, and resilience
enhancement [7, 8]. If an accurate model of the system
is available with the knowledge of the bifurcation param-
eter and its possible variation into the future, computa-
tions can be carried out to anticipate a critical transition.
The typical real-world scenario is that the mathematical
model of the underlying system is not available, so one
must rely on observational or measurement data to antic-
ipate critical transitions but this can be quite challenging.

There are two main approaches to data-based antici-
pation of critical transitions [Sec. S1 in Supplementary
Information (SI) [9]]. One is based on finding the system
equations from data using sparse optimization [10], which
is effective if the equation structure of the underlying sys-
tem is particularly simple. The second approach is based
on machine learning [11–17]. A recent method [13, 17] is
parameter-driven reservoir computing [18, 19] for nonlin-
ear and complex dynamical systems [20–25]. Specifically,
in conventional reservoir computing, the neural network
is trained to learn the “dynamical climate” of the target
system. However, parameter-driven reservoir computing
also enables the neural network to learn how the dynam-
ical climate changes with a system parameter [13, 17],
which was applied to anticipating crises [13], abrupt on-
set or destruction of synchronization in coupled oscillator
systems [15], amplitude death [26], and the occurrence of
periodical windows [27]. Parameter-driven reservoir com-
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puting has also been exploited for constructing digital
twins of nonlinear systems [17] and for anticipating tip-
ping in real-world systems such as the potential collapse
of Atlantic Meridional Overturning Circulation [28]. A
limitation is that the knowledge of the time-dependent
bifurcation parameter is required.

In this Letter, we develop a machine-learning frame-
work that combines a variational autoencoder (VAE)
with parameter-driven reservoir computing to address
the challenge of anticipating critical transitions without
explicit knowledge of the bifurcation parameter. In par-
ticular, we use VAE to extract the parameter that drives
the system towards a critical point from the available
time series data. This is essentially unsupervised learn-
ing leading to a “parameter” of the system and its vari-
ations. With this information, parameter-driven reser-
voir computing is then exploited to anticipate a critical
transition. We demonstrate the power of the unsuper-
vised learning scheme using prototypical nonlinear dy-
namical systems. We also generalize the framework to
scenarios where the target system is driven by more than
one independent parameter or only partial state obser-
vation is available. While the previous parameter-driven
reservoir-computing scheme is data-driven and requires
no system models, it still needs knowledge about the bi-
furcation parameter whose variations leads to a critical
transition. Our unsupervised-learning framework relaxes
this requirement in that no prior knowledge of the system
parameter is needed. In fact, the bifurcation parameter
and its variations can be faithfully extracted from data.
This makes machine-learning based prediction of critical
transitions a step closer to real applications.

Figure 1 outlines the main features of our proposed ar-
chitecture of unsupervised leaning for anticipating crit-
ical transitions, tailored to scenarios where the bifurca-
tion parameter is not accessible. A VAE is first trained
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FIG. 1. Integrated architecture of VAE and parameter-driven
reservoir computing. The VAE consists of the encoder and
the decoder, with the latent distribution parameter extracted
from the input data in the bottleneck, and it identifies the bi-
furcation parameter and extracts its variations. The input to
the reservoir computer consist of the time-series data from the
target system and the VAE-extracted parameter variations,
and the output is the prediction of long-term dynamics.

to extract the parameters characterizing the system dy-
namics and provide multi-step prediction. In particular,
the VAE has an encoder and a decoder. When presented
with a time-series dataset, the encoder extracts the la-
tent parameters generating the dynamic variations in the
dataset, and the decoder employs the latent parameters
encapsulating essential information about the dynamics
to reconstruct the time series from the given initial con-
dition. The trained VAE serves as the input parameter
component in parameter-driven reservoir computing.

Since the purpose of the VAE is processing time series
to extract information about the parameter variations,
we use a deep convolution neural network (DCNN) as the
encoder. The DCNN detects dynamical features from the
input time series and outputs µ and σ that parameterize
the Gaussian distribution of the bifurcation parameter z
for each input x. For the decoder, we employ a feedfor-
ward neural network (FNN) that propagates a given ini-
tial condition x0 for several time steps through a feedback
loop. Multiple-step predictions x̂ are generated via iter-
ative single-step prediction by the decoder FNN, where
the output of the last one-step prediction x̂ becomes the
input for the next iteration. All iterations are also modu-
lated by the extracted parameter z. That is, the decoder
works in a similar fashion to parameter-driven reservoir
computing, but with a simpler structure that allows back-
propagation through the entire VAE. The initial value x0

is chosen from a random training sample x. The training
goal of the VAE is reconstructing the time series imme-
diately after x0 for a certain length. Overall, during the
training phase, the VAE is optimized to align the output
of the decoder with a time-series example from the nor-

mal region of the dataset. The overarching objective of
the VAE architecture is enabling the decoder to influence
the encoder in extracting a small number of meaningful
and informative latent parameters. After the training,
this collaborative process ensures that the VAE identi-
fies the bifurcation parameters from the time-series data
at the VAE’s information bottleneck [Sec. S2 in SI [9]).

More specifically, the encoder uses the input series x
to provide a normal distribution as an output for each la-
tent parameter z with mean µz and variance σ2

z . For the
training, samples of each latent parameter z are taken ac-
cording to z = µz + σzϵ from the distribution N (µz, σ

2
z)

where ϵ ∼ N (0, 1) is independently sampled for every
training example during each training step. The de-
coder uses these samples along with an initial condition
x0 of the target system for predicting its time series up
to an arbitrary future time T into the future. Provid-
ing the decoder with a randomly sampled initial con-
dition ensures the focus of the encoder on deciphering
the parameters characterizing the dynamics of the data
rather than encoding a particular state of the system.
The end-to-end training process contains: (1) a mean-
squared error loss between the predicted propagation se-
ries x̂p from the decoder and the target time series x,
and (2) the VAE regularization term Rz = E1+E2+E3,
with the following meanings of the three terms. The
first term E1 = DKL[q(z, x)||q(z)pD(x)] is the mutual
information among the latent variables and the input
data, where DKL denotes the Kullback-Leibler (KL) di-
vergence, pD(x) is the data distribution, and q(z, x) is
the joint distribution of the latent parameters and the
data. The second term E2 = DKL[q(z)||

∏
i q(zi)] mea-

sures the total correlation among the latent parameters
[q(z) =

∫
dxq(z, x), with q(zi) =

∫
dxΠi ̸=jdzjq(z, x)].

The third term E3 =
∑

i DKL[q(zi)||p(zi)] regularizes the
latent space [p(zi) = N (0, 1)], ensuring that each latent
variable follows a standard normal distribution to avoid
overfitting and maintain generalizability. After the VAE
is trained, the input time series x and the detected latent
variable z as the control parameters are used as input for
training the parameter-driven reservoir computer. For
evaluation, the output prediction of the reservoir com-
puter is monitored for any change in the dynamics and
possible system collapse by changing the latent parame-
ter beyond the VAE extracted regime [see Sec. S3 in SI [9]
for details of parameter-driven reservoir computing].

The VAE regularization term Rz measures: (1) how
much information about the data is captured by the la-
tent representation (E1), (2) the redundancy or depen-
dencies among the different latent variables (E2), and (3)
the closeness of the distribution of each dimension of z
to N (0, 1), where the distribution parameters µz and σ2

z

both are uniform across different input x (E3). Work-
ing together, these three components force the VAE to
learn a parameter representation with minimal informa-
tion and independent parameters [29]. As a result, the
hidden parameters can be identified through the statis-
tics of µz and σ2

z generated by the VAE encoder for each
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FIG. 2. Principle of VAE identification of the bifurcation
parameters. The VAE designates latent-parameter channels
whose number is larger than the actual number of the bifur-
cation parameters. With the time series data from distinct
bifurcation-parameter values as the input to the VAE, each
latent parameter channel produces values that follow a sta-
tistical distribution with mean µz and variance σ2

z . Shown
are schematic probability distributions of (a) µz and (b) σ2

z ,
which correspond, respectively, to the true bifurcation param-
eter (light blue) and a “false” latent parameter that does not
correspond to any actual parameter (dark blue).

dataset. That is, a faithful latent parameter should have
a high variance in µz and a low mean of σ2

z , indicating
that the extracted parameter is precise and informative,
as illustrated in Fig. 2 with the light colors. In contrast,
a parameter collapsing to the prior and failing to provide
useful information will display a low variance in µz and
high mean σ2

z , as shown schematically in Fig. 2 with dark
colors. Intuitively, a high level of variance in µz indicates
that the latent variables have captured the key informa-
tion about the data that can aid the reconstruction of the
time series. However, a trivial channel with low variance
in µz would yield almost the same µz for every input, re-
gardless of variations in their underlying dynamics, and
is thus uninformative. A low mean σ2

z ensures that the
latent variables are not only informative but also precise,
thereby reducing the uncertainty. This precision is regu-
lated by both the KL divergence term E3 and the mutual
information term E1, as uncertain latent variables would
reduce the overall information captured by the VAE.

To demonstrate our unsupervised-learning scheme
for anticipating critical transitions, we use simulated
datasets from the chaotic Lorenz system [30] with one
or two bifurcation parameters and the 1D wave system
described by the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation [31, 32].

The Lorenz system is given by ẋ1 = σ(x2 − x1), ẋ2 =
x1(ρ− x3)− x2, and ẋ3 = x1x2 − βx3, where σ, ρ, and β
are parameters. We first consider the case where the two
parameters σ and β are fixed: σ = 10 and β = 8/3, and
ρ is the single bifurcation parameter. Figure 3(a) shows
the bifurcation diagram of the system versus ρ. As ρ
decreases, a critical transition leading to a sudden change
in the dynamics of the system occurs. For 24 < ρ <
36, the system functioning is “normal” in the sense that
the system exhibits healthy oscillations. As ρ decreases,
a boundary crisis [33] occurs at the critical value ρc ≈
23.99 (indicated by the red dotted line), after which the
oscillations cede following a chaotic transient.

For training the VAE, we randomly sample the pa-

      

        

         

     
      

FIG. 3. Unsupervised-learning based anticipation of a critical
transition in the chaotic Lorenz system with ρ as the single
bifurcation parameter for β = 8/3 and σ = 10. (a) Bifurca-
tion diagram. The VAE is trained with time series from the
interval specified by the two vertical blue dashed lines. (b)
VAE identification of the bifurcation parameter according to
the behaviors of the variance of the mean µz of the latent
parameter (blue) and the mean of its variance σ2

z (red) for
the five parameter channels in the VAE. (c) VAE-detected
parameter versus the ground truth physical parameter (green
dots) and the linear fitting (solid yellow line). (d) Histogram
of the predicted critical point ρ∗ obtained from 1000 random
realizations of the reservoir computer. The resulting distri-
bution centers about the ground truth ρc ≈ 24.06.

rameter ρ ∈ [25 35], as indicated by the two blue vertical
lines in Fig. 3(a). During the training, the VAE uses
five latent parameter channels. Since we have only one
varying bifurcation parameter, the trained VAE should
only make use of one latent channel, and the rest four
channels will collapse to the prior. Figure 3(b) shows
the statistics of the extracted distribution of the five la-
tent parameter channels. There is one channel with a
high variance in µz (blue bins) and a low mean σ2

z (red
bins), which shows that the VAE has correctly detected
the number of hidden parameters. For this particular
channel, the high variance in µz means that the VAE
has captured the driving factor that alters the dynami-
cal features in the time-series data. The low mean value
of the variance σ2

z implies that the corresponding Gaus-
sian distribution from sampling z is almost an impulse
function with a narrow width, so we have z ≈ µz. Given
these features in the µz and σ2

z , the extracted µz can
be interpreted as an estimation of the identified bifurca-
tion parameter whose variations are responsible for the
time series x from different values of the bifurcation pa-
rameter. For performance evaluation, we compare the
extracted latent parameter from the VAE with the true
parameter used to generate the simulated datasets, as
shown in Fig. 3(c). Remarkably, the detected parameter
ρ∗ is linearly related to the true parameter ρ randomly
chosen from the normal distribution. This linear relation
suggests a one-to-one correspondence between the non-
trivial latent and the ground truth parameter, as shown
by the yellow fitting line in Fig. 3(c).
The VAE estimated parameter ẑ = µz and the corre-

sponding time series data allow us to train the reservoir
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computer: for each ẑ value, training is done such that
the reservoir machine can predict the state evolution of
the input data for several Lyapunov times. In the test-
ing phase, we apply a parameter change ∆ẑ. For each
resulting parameter value, we test whether the predicted
attractor is the ground-truth chaotic attractor, where ∆ẑ
can be varied systematically for the critical point ρ∗ to
be determined. Figure 3(d) shows a histogram of the
predicted critical point ρ∗, where the linear parameter
transformation ρ∗ = C1ẑ+C2 is used with C1 = 4.3 and
C2 = 28.5 so as to map the z values to the real domain
ρ∗. Averaging over an ensemble of 1000 independent ran-
dom reservoir realizations, the value of the critical point
lies in the interval ρ∗c ≈ 24 ± 0.5, as shown in Fig. 3(d).
These results show that the parameter-driven reservoir
computer, with the parameter information provided by
the VAE, is capable of accurately predicting the crisis.

Note that mapping the final prediction of the transi-
tion point back to the ground-truth parameter space of
ρ is solely for validating the proposed method. In an ap-
plied scenario where the ground-truth value or even the
bifurcation parameter is not known, relying on predic-
tions in the latent space of ẑ, as determined by the VAE,
is sufficient for both forecasting and monitoring, as the
VAE-extracted latent variable naturally takes on the role
of an effective bifurcation parameter.

   

   

      

   

FIG. 4. Predicting critical transition in the nonlinear wave
system described by the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation.
Two examples of sustained and transient spatiotemporal
chaos are shown for (a) ϕ = 199.94 ≤ ϕc and (b) ϕ = 200.14 ≥
ϕc. (c) Variance of µz (blue) and mean of σ2

z (red) for the
five parameter channels in the trained VAE. (d) VAE’s de-
tected parameters versus the ground truth parameter (green
dots) and linear fitting (yellow solid line). (e) Histogram of
the predicted critical point ϕ∗ and the relative errors with
respect to the ground truth ϕc ≈ 200.04. The distribution is
collected from 210 random reservoir realizations.

We next study the spatiotemporal system described
by the Kuramoto-Sivashinsky equation [31, 32]: ∂tu =
−ν∂4

xu − ϕ(∂2
xu + u∂xu), where u(t, x) is the dynamical

variable at position x and time t, ν = 4 is the damping
coefficient and ϕ is a bifurcation parameter. The spatial
domain is 0 ≤ x ≤ π with the periodic boundary condi-
tion. A critical transition occurs at ϕc ≈ 200.04, where
there is sustained and transient spatiotemporal chaos for

ϕ < ϕc and ϕ > ϕc, respectively. Two examples are
shown in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), respectively. For training
the VAE, we randomly sample 500 points in ϕ ∈ [184 199]
that belongs to the regime of sustained spatiotemporal
chaos. During the training, the VAE uses five latent
parameter channels. Figure 4(c) shows that only one
channel exhibits a high variance in µz and a low mean
σ2
z , indicating that the unsupervised learning scheme has

correctly identified the hidden parameter. Figure 4(d)
shows the extracted latent parameters ẑ in comparison
with the ground truth parameters ϕ for generating the
datasets (represented by the green points). The results
suggest the existence of a linear transformation mapping
the estimated parameter ẑ to the real values ϕ, as in-
dicated by the yellow line in Fig. 4(d). The detected
parameter z along with their corresponding time-series
data are then used to train the parameter-driven reservoir
computer. To make predictions, a new control parameter
value is generated with a small change ∆ẑ, and the out-
put of the reservoir computer is evaluated to determine
whether the predicted state corresponds to sustained or
transient chaos. Figure 4(e) shows a histogram of the
predicted critical point ϕ∗, where the linear transforma-
tion ϕ∗ = C1ẑ + C2 with C1 = −4.5 and C2 = 191.13 is
used to bring back the z to the real parameter ϕ∗. The
histogram reveal that about 57% of the predicted values
of ϕ∗ have relative error |δ| < 2%. For the accuracy re-
laxed to |δ| < 10%, the fraction of correct prediction be-
comes 98%. These results indicate that our unsupervised
learning framework is applicable to anticipating critical
transitions in spatiotemporal chaotic systems.

Additional tests have been performed for the Lorenz
system with two bifurcation parameters [Sec. S4 in SI [9]].
The issue of partial state observation is addressed [Sec. S5
in SI [9]] and a chaotic ecosystem violating the sparsity
condition has also been tested [Sec. S6 in SI [9]]. For all
the systems tested, the selection of the optimal hyperpa-
rameters is described in Sec. S7 in SI [9].

To summarize, our unsupervised learning framework
integrates VAE with parameter-driven reservoir comput-
ing, where VAE is used to identify the key bifurcation
parameter(s) and its (their) variations. The extracted
parametric information is fed into a parameter-driven
reservoir computer for anticipating critical transitions.
The framework was tested using diverse examples in dif-
ferent settings. In all cases, the robustness and accuracy
in anticipating critical transitions were demonstrated.
Our work advocates the use of modern machine learning
methods in predicting the future behaviors of nonlinear
and complex dynamical systems in real-world scenarios,
with potential applications in different fields.

This work was supported by AFOSR under Grant
No. FA9550-21-1-0438 and by ARO under Grant
No. W911NF-24-2-0228. L.-W.K. was supported by the
Eric and Wendy Schmidt AI in Science Postdoctoral Fel-
lowship, a Schmidt Futures Program.
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Appendix A: Previous approaches to anticipating
critical transitions and limitations

Previously, anticipating critical transitions leading to
a system collapse was done by using the sparse optimiza-
tion approach to finding the governing equations of the
target dynamical system [10] or by exploiting reservoir-
computing based machine learning [13]. Both approaches
have limitations: the former requires that the system
equations have a sparse structure and the latter necessi-
tates information about the bifurcation parameter whose
variations lead to a critical transition. The machine-
learning approach can thus be categorized as supervised
learning. The main motivation for our work is the real-
world situations where nothing about the system parame-
ters is known and the only available information is some
time-series data observed or measured from a number
of dynamical variables of the system. To anticipate a
critical transition in such a case, the parameter varia-
tions need to be “learned” from the data without any
“teacher,” rendering unsupervised the learning process.
The main contribution of our work is an unsupervised
learning framework tailored to anticipating critical tran-
sitions induced by parameter changes but no prior infor-
mation about any parameter of the system is needed.

1. Sparse optimization for finding the governing
equations from data

An earlier approach to anticipating critical transitions
was articulated [10] in 2011, which is based on finding
the governing equations of the system from data [34–
36]. The idea is that the equations of certain nonlin-
ear dynamical systems possess a sparse structure: they
contain a small number of terms expressible in terms
of elementary mathematical functions, such as power-
series or Fourier-series terms. Well studied, paradigmatic
systems in nonlinear dynamics such as the Lorenz sys-
tem [30], the Rösller system [37], the Hénon map [38],
and the standard map belong to this category. For such
systems with a “simple” equation structure, the prob-
lem of finding the governing equations becomes that of
finding the coefficients associated with these terms in a
power series or a Fourier series, which can be solved by
the standard sparse-optimization methods such as com-
pressive sensing [39–43]. This equation-finding approach
was extended to solving a variety of problems in nonlin-
ear systems and complex networks [44, 45] such as un-
veiling the structure of complex oscillator networks [46]
and social networks [47], data-driven forecasting of syn-
chronizability of complex networks [48], detection of hid-
den nodes [49, 50], and reconstruction of propagation or
spreading networks [51].

The sparsity condition required for this approach is in
fact self-sabotage: while it is the reason that the pow-
erful sparse-optimization methods are applicable, it also
represents a condition that many real-world systems do

not meet. As such, this approach is limited to systems
whose equation structures are sparse. There were also
previous works on anticipating a common class of critical
transitions known as tipping at which a “normal” stable
steady state of the system is destroyed and replaced by
another one that can be catastrophic (e.g., population
extinction in an ecosystem) [7, 52–60] through detect-
ing early-warning signals [12, 61–68]. These methods are
based on the observation that, as the system approaches
a tipping point, the statistical fluctuations of the dynam-
ical variables would increase dramatically, as the lead-
ing eigenvalue associated with the stable steady state is
about to approach zero.

2. Limitation of previous parameter-driven
reservoir computing

A limitation of parameter-driven reservoir computing
is that it requires the knowledge of the bifurcation or con-
trol parameter that may change with time. In particular,
during the standard training process [13], the bifurcation
parameter values need to be injected into the neural net-
work together with the state time series of the target
system. If the exact parameter values are not known,
the relative trend of the parameter may also suffice. For
instance, suppose we have four different training data
sequences, such as the population time series of some
animal species collected from four different locations la-
beled as A, B, C, and D, respectively. Suppose there is
one dominant parameter, the average temperature, which
makes the population dynamics different among the four
places. Then, to make any interpolation or extrapola-
tion possible, we at least need to know the order (de-
scending or ascending) of the parameter among the four
data sets, be it A-B-C-D or A-C-B-D, for example. With
different orders, we could end up with qualitatively dif-
ferent results, especially if we perform an extrapolation,
as we may have the parameter tendency qualitatively
wrong. Overcoming this difficulty requires identifying
uncontrolled dynamical parameters that cause the vari-
ations in the dynamics of a set of observed trajectories.
This ensures interpretability [69] without compromising
the flexibility inherent in machine learning. Simply learn-
ing a black-box predictor for each trajectory does not pro-
vide an accurate extrapolation of the dynamics’ changes
among different trajectories [70].
It was demonstrated that the parameters governing the

dynamics of a complex nonlinear system can be encoded
in the learned readout layer of a reservoir computer [71].
Another approach is a variational-autoencoder (VAE)
architecture consisting of an encoder that extracts the
physical parameters characterizing the system dynamics
and a decoder that acts as a predictive model and prop-
agates an initial condition forward in time given the ex-
tracted parameters [29]. It is worth noting that VAEs are
widely used for dimensionality reduction and unsuper-
vised learning tasks [72] and for studying a wide variety
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of physical phenomena.

Appendix B: Variational autoencoders (VAEs)

VAEs [73, 74] are a generative model in unsupervised
learning with the advantages of learning intricate and
continuous latent representations of complex datasets.
VAEs combine the principles from variational inference
with deep neural networks to efficiently capture the un-
derlying structure of the input data. The core of a
VAE architecture is an encoder-decoder framework, as
shown in Fig. 5(a). The encoder part can be regarded
as a stochastic process that samples a representation
z ∼ Qϕ(z|x) of the input data x from a distribution
Qϕ(z|x) parameterized by the functions of the input,
where ϕ represents the encoder parameters. This dis-
tribution typically follows a Gaussian form with mean µ
and standard deviation σ. More specifically, the encoder
first yields the distribution parameters (µ, σ) = qϕ(x) for
each input data x. Then the sampling process is denoted
as z = µ + σϵ, where ϵ is drawn from a standard nor-
mal distribution. The decoder part, with a generative
process that can be formulated as x̂ ∼ Pθ(x̂|z), is re-
sponsible for the task of reconstructing the input data x
from the sampled latent variable z, with θ representing
the decoder parameters.

The training goal of a VAE is maximizing the evidence
lower bound (ELBO), which is a variational approxima-
tion of the logarithmic-likelihood of the data. The ELBO
encompasses two key components: a reconstruction term
and Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence between the ap-
proximate posterior and the prior distributions of the la-
tent variables, where the former ensures accurate data
reconstruction and the latter regularizes the learned la-
tent space, preventing it from deviating excessively from
a predefined prior distribution (often a unit Gaussian).
The training of a VAE is thus a minimax optimization
problem - maximizing the reconstruction fidelity while
minimizing the channel capacity in the bottleneck. The
overall loss function can be written as

L =
1

N

N∑
i=1

(xi − x̂i)
2
+KL

(
qϕ(z|x) ∥ p(z)

)
, (B1)

where xi and x̂i are the ith data point and the recon-
structed point, respectively. Here, the second term is the
regularization term Rz. It is equivalent to the expres-
sion in the main text where Rz is decomposed into three
terms Rz = E1+E2+E3. While the decomposed expres-
sion enables an intuitive understanding, the expression in
Eq. (B1) facilitates numerical calculation. The optimiza-
tion of the VAE parameters with respect to this loss func-
tion can be achieved through backpropagation. Overall,
the advantages of VAEs are modeling complex data dis-
tributions and generating novel samples from the learned
latent space, making them particularly well-suited for
diverse applications such as data generation and dimen-

sionality reduction. A special feature of VAEs that is par-
ticularly relevant to our work is their ability to extract in-
formative latent parameters from time-series data. When
combined with parameter-driven reservoir computing, the
framework makes it possible to anticipate critical transi-
tions even without direct knowledge about the bifurcation
parameter, as its variations can be extracted solely from
the time series data.

                  

   

                            

               

   

          

            

    

        

          

       

                                      

                           

 

                  

                    

                

        

                         

        

          

     

           

      

                

     

                        

      

   

   

FIG. 5. VAEs and parameter-driven reservoir computing. (a)
Structure of a VAE. (b) Structure of parameter-driven reser-
voir computing, where the input consists of two components:
time-series data and the values of the VAE-extracted bifurca-
tion parameter. (c) Scheme of training for predicting critical
transitions. The light blue region represents the regime of
normal system operation while the light orange region de-
notes the parameter regime of collapse. A critical transition
from normal operation to collapse occurs at the parameter
value pc, and p0 < pc is the current operation point. Histori-
cal time-series data from a small number of parameter values
in the normal regime are used for training, as indicated by
the four vertical dashed green lines. Prediction is done for
p = p0 +∆p, where ∆p > 0 is a parameter drift.
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Appendix C: Parameter-driven reservoir computing

Reservoir computing is a class of recurrent neural net-
works [18, 19, 75] capable of self dynamical evolution.
The core of reservoir computing is a hidden layer that
contains a complex network of mutually interacting non-
linear neurons. The architecture consists of an input
layer, the reservoir network in the hidden layer (the recur-
rent layer), and an output layer. The reservoir network
and the input layer are both randomly predetermined and
fixed throughout the training and testing phases; Only
the output layer is optimized according to the training
data and the loss function, where a ridge regression is
usually sufficient for the optimization. The training pro-
cess is thus finding a linear combination of the nonlinear
response signals generated in the reservoir network.

Parameter-driven reservoir computing has an input pa-
rameter channel in addition to the data input channels,
as shown in Fig. 5(b), which enables each neuron in the
network to receive specific parameter values associated
with input time-series data [13], making the reservoir
computer “aware” of the parameter changes in the target
system. The training process is illustrated in Fig. 5(c),
where p is the bifurcation parameter of the target sys-
tem. As p varies, a critical transition occurs at pc that
separates the regime normal system functioning (p < pc,
light blue) and collapse after a transient (p > pc, light
orange). Assume that p increases slowly with time and
let p0 be the parameter value of the current system op-
eration. The training is done using the historical time
series from a small number of distinct parameter values,
all to the left of p0 in the normal regime, as indicated by
the four vertical dashed green lines in Fig. 5(c). For each
of these parameter values, training is done such that the
reservoir computer generates accurate short-term predic-
tion of the system’s state evolution. This adaptive train-
ing paradigm empowers the reservoir computer with the
ability to anticipate critical transitions induced by pa-
rameter variations. In particular, to predict a potential
system collapse in the future, we assume a parameter
change ∆p > 0 and let the reservoir computer generate
the dynamical behavior at the future parameter value
p0 +∆p through self evolution. For p0 +∆p < pc, a well
trained reservoir computer should generate the normal
attractor of the target system. However, for p0+∆p > pc,
the reservoir computer should generate an attractor that
is indicative of system collapse.

Appendix D: Unsupervised learning for anticipating
critical transition of Lorenz system with two

independent bifurcation parameters

For a real-world system, the presence of multiple bi-
furcation parameters can be expected. Can our unsuper-
vised learning framework be effective for anticipating a
critical transition in such a case? As a concrete example,
we consider the Lorenz system with ρ and β as the two

independent bifurcation parameters.

Figure 6(a) shows a 2D bifurcation diagram of the sys-
tem with respect to the parameters ρ and β. For pa-
rameters in the blue region, the system functioning is
“normal” in the sense that its dynamical behavior ex-
hibits “healthy” oscillations. The points belonging to
the yellow region correspond to an abnormal behavior of
the system. These two regions are separated by a crit-
ical curve (a one-dimensional set of critical points) as
indicated by the red dotted line. Near these points, the
variation of parameters leads to a sudden change in the
dynamics triggered by a boundary crisis [33].

For training the VAE we randomly sample 500 points
with ρ ∈ [25 35] and β ∈ [0.8 2.66], as indicated by
the blue rectangle in Fig. 6(a). Similar to the case of
a single bifurcation parameter, during the training, the
VAE uses five latent parameter channels. The number
of hidden parameters is determined using the statistics
of the extracted distribution parameters µz and σ2

z for
each dataset. In particular, Fig. 6(b) shows the statistics
of the extracted distribution of the five latent parameter
channels. There are two channels with a high variance in
µz and a low mean σ2

z , indicating that the unsupervised
learning framework has correctly detected the number
of hidden parameters. To evaluate the method’s perfor-
mance, we plot the extracted latent parameters (z1 and
z2) from the learning scheme (shown as points) against
the true physical parameters (ρ and β) used for gener-
ating the simulated datasets, as depicted in Fig. 6(c),
where dark (light) purple points correspond to the first
(second) latent parameter. The results indicate that the
latent parameters can be interpreted as a linear combi-
nation of the ground truth parameters, where the shaded
surfaces represent the results of the linear combination of
the actual ground truth parameters.

Using the VAE’s detected parameter and their corre-
sponding time series data, we train the parameter-driven
reservoir computer. For each pair of the detected param-
eters, training is done such that the reservoir machine can
predict the state evolution of the input data for several
Lyapunov times. After the training, we apply parameter
changes ∆z1 and ∆z2 in a systematic fashion by divid-
ing the parameter plane into two sets of potential testing
points. The first set comprises points with healthy behav-
ior but lying outside the training rectangle, as depicted
by the light blue points in Fig 6(a). The second set con-
sists of points from the yellow region in Fig 6(a), which
generate an abnormal behavior in the sense of lack of os-
cillations in the long-term dynamics. For each resulting
parameter value, we assess whether the predicted system
state represents a chaotic attractor. The outcomes of one
iteration of the reservoir computer are shown in Fig. 6(d),
where the green and red dots represent the predictions
of the healthy and unhealthy behavior, respectively. The
red (green) points within the first (second) set indicate an
unhealthy (healthy) behavior wrongly labeled as healthy
(unhealthy). For illustrative purposes, we apply a linear
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FIG. 6. Unsupervised learning for anticipating critical transition of Lorenz system with two independent bifurcation parameters
ρ and β. (a) 2D bifurcation diagram with respect to the parameter plane (ρ, β) for σ = 10. The VAE is trained with time
series taken within the blue regime in which the system operates normally. The training parameter values is indicated by the
light blue dashed lines. (b) Identification of the bifurcation parameters from the variance of the mean µz (blue) and the mean
of the variance σ2

z (red) for the five parameter channels in the VAE. (c) VAE’s detected parameter values in comparison with
the ground truth physical parameters, where the dark and light purple dots corresponding to the first and second extracted
latent parameter, respectively. Each shaded surface represents a linear combination of the ground truth parameters (dark and
light purple). (d) Predicted parameter points transformed into the real domain. The red dots represent points with unhealthy
behaviors where the reservoir computer output exhibits a critical transition, while the green red dots denote healthy behaviors
- those without any critical transition.

transformation:

[ρ∗ β∗]T = C[z1, z2, 1]
T ,

where

C =

(
1.74 −2.45 30.15
−0.48 −0.33 1.72

)
,

to bring the detected parameters z1 and z2 to their real
values ρ∗ and β∗. To assess the prediction performance,
we compute the false positive rate (FPR) and a false neg-
ative rate (FNR), where the former represents the frac-
tion of the red points in the first set and the latter is the

fraction of the green points in the second set. We obtain
FPR ≈ 23% and FNR ≈ 1%. A low FNR is desirable be-
cause it indicates a small miss rate, suggesting that our
unsupervised learning framework is capable of predicting
the critical bifurcation with small errors even with two
independent bifurcation parameters.
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Appendix E: Anticipating critical transition with
partial state observation

The results so far presented are obtained under the
assumption that the bifurcation parameter of the target
system is inaccessible but the time series from all the dy-
namical variables of the target system can be obtained,
corresponding to full state observation. In real applica-
tions, it may occur that only a subset of the dynamical
variables can be observed or measured, a situation re-
ferred to as partial state observation. Is our unsupervised
learning framework still able to predict critical transi-
tions?

   

   

   

FIG. 7. Unsupervised-learning based prediction critical tran-
sition in the Lorenz system with partial state observation. (a)
Variance of µz (blue) and mean of σ2

z (red) for the five pa-
rameter channels in the VAE. (b) VAE’s detected parameters
versus the ground truth physical parameters (green dots) and
the linear fitted line (solid yellow line). (c) Histogram of the
predicted critical point ρ∗, with 1000 random realizations of
the reservoir computer.

In nonlinear dynamics, the well-established methodol-
ogy to deal with partial state observation is the classical
Takens’ delayed-coordinate embedding framework [76],
where the phase space of the system of interest can be re-

constructed even with a single time series. We follow this
principle by changing the structure of the decoder. Re-
call that, in the case of full state observation, the decoder
takes only one time step of state x̂i to predict the next
x̂i+1. With partial state observation, we apply time-delay
embedding in the input of the decoder to perform the re-
construction/prediction task. Specifically, the input to
the decoder now contains several steps of the (partial)
state variables {x̂i−d, x̂i−d+1, ..., x̂i−1, x̂i}. The output of
the decoder is still the next-step prediction x̂i+1.
To give a concrete example, we again use the chaotic

Lorenz system, assuming that only the first variable (x)
can be measured and the single bifurcation parameter
is ρ. Figure 7(a) shows the statistical characteristics of
the extracted distribution across five latent parameter
channels. Notably, there is only one channel with a sub-
stantial variance in µz alongside a minimal mean σ2

z , in-
dicating that an accurate identification of the number of
hidden parameters has been achieved. Figure 7(b) shows
the extracted parameter values in comparison the true
physical parameter values (green dots). A comparison
between the result in Fig. 7(b) with that in Fig. 3(c) for
the full-state observation case indicates that, while there
is information loss due to having access to only partial
state observation, it is still possible to find a linear trans-
formation (the solid yellow line) to map the detected la-
tent parameter z to the true parameter ρ.
We can now train the reservoir computer using the de-

tected parameter ẑ and their corresponding time series
data. Systematically applying small parameter change
∆ẑ to check if the long-term dynamics are generated
by a chaotic attractor, we obtain the critical point ρ∗,
as shown by the histogram in Fig. 7(c), where the lin-
ear transformation ρ∗ = C1ẑ + C2 with C1 = −3.5 and
C2 = 29.3 is used to bring back the ẑ to real-domain ρ∗.
Comparing the histogram with that in Fig. 3(d) for the
case of full state observation reveals that, despite the ad-
verse effects of information loss associated with partial
state observation, our unsupervised learning framework
remains capable of predicting the critical transition.

Appendix F: Anticipating critical transition in a
chaotic ecosystem that violates the sparsity

condition

The examples treated in the main text belong to the
category of dynamical systems with a sparse structure.
Here we consider an example in ecosystems in which the
sparsity condition is violated in the sense that the power-
series expansions of the component functions of the veloc-
ity field contain an infinite number of terms, and demon-
strate that a typical critical transition can be faithfully
anticipated by our unsupervised learning framework.
There is significant concern about human-activity in-

duced environmental changes and how these changes may
lead to catastrophic event such as sudden species extinc-
tion. In a typical ecological system, there are two coexist-
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FIG. 8. Anticipating a critical transition in the chaotic food-chain system (F1). (a) Bifurcation diagram with κ. The fixed
values of the other parameters are: xc = 0.4, yc = 2.009, xp = 0.08, yp = 2.876, R0 = 0.16129, and C0 = 0.5. The VAE
is trained with time series taken from the blue interval in the green regime in which there is healthy coexistence of all three
species. The training interval is indicated by the two vertical blue dashed lines. (b) Variance of µz (blue) and mean of σ2

z (red)
for the five parameter channels in the VAE. (c) VAE’s detected parameters versus the ground truth physical parameters (green
dots) and the linear fitted line (solid yellow line). (d) Histogram of the predicted critical point from 1000 random realizations
of the reservoir machine. The distribution centers around the ground-truth critical point Kc = 1.00.

ing states: one associated with healthy survival and the
other with extinction. Changes in the environment can
change the parameters of the system, triggering a critical
shift that occurs when the system reaches a critical point,
resulting in the disappearance of the survival state and
leaving only extinction as the final state. To demonstrate
that our unsupervised learning framework can anticipate
critical transitions in ecosystem, we consider the chaotic
food chain system of three species [77]:

Ṙ = R
(
1− R

κ

)
− xcycCR

R+R0
,

Ċ = xcC
( ycycR

R+R0
− 1

)
−−xpypPC

C + C0
,

Ṗ = xpP
( ypC

C + C0
− 1

)
,

(F1)

where the dynamical variables R, C, and P are the
resource, consumer, and predator species density, re-
spectively, κ is a parameter characterizing the environ-
mental capacity of the resource species and is a bifur-
cation parameter reflecting the effects of environment
changes on the system. Other parameters of the system
(xc, yc, xp, yp, R0, and C0) are fixed. Figure 8(a) shows
the bifurcation diagram of the system (F1).

The procedures for generating training data closely re-
semble those for the chaotic Lorenz system. Here, we

randomly sample the parameter κ ∈ [0.97 0.994], as in-
dicated by the two blue vertical lines in Fig. 8(a). For
each parameter value, we integrate Eq. (F1) to generate
the training time series. Figure 8(b) shows the statis-
tical characteristics of the extracted distribution across
five latent parameter channels. It can be seen that there
is only one channel with a large variance in µz and low
mean σ2

z . Figure 8(c) shows the VAE extracted latent
parameters in comparison with the true physical param-
eter (green dots). There is a linear transformation to
map the detected parameter z to the true parameter κ
(yellow solid line). The parameter-driven reservoir com-
puter is trained using the detected parameter z and their
corresponding time series data. To find a possible critical
transition, a small parameter change ∆z is applied to the
trained reservoir computer to check if it produces a sur-
vival chaotic attractor. Figure 8(d) shows a histogram of
the predicted critical point κ∗, where the linear transfor-
mation κ∗ = C1ẑ+C2 is used to bring back the extracted
z to the real κ∗. The result in Fig. 8(d) indicates that our
unsupervised learning framework can accurately predict
the critical transition in the chaotic food-chain system.
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TABLE I. Hyperparameter configurations for each example in the main text: Sets A-E correspond to, respectively, chaotic
Lorenz system with a single control parameter, chaotic Lorenz system with two control parameters, chaotic Lorenz system with
partial state observation, spatiotemporal Kuramoto-Sivashinsky system, and the chaotic food chain system.

Hyperparameters Set A Set B Set C Set D Set E

VAE
nb 100 100 100 50 100
lr 2× 10−3 2× 10−3 2× 10−3 1× 10−3 5× 10−3

βVAE 1× 10−3 1× 10−3 1× 10−3 1 1× 10−3

nr 800 800 800 4000 900
Parameter d 550 730 580 1902 4
Driven λ 1.34 0.55 0.63 0.85 2.3
Reservoir kin 0.04 0.08 0.09 0.01 3.6
Computing kb 3 0.23 1.6 2.78$ 0.5

b0 3.5 −1.9 4.4 1.31 −2.2
α 0.7 0.15 0.17 0.91 0.3

Appendix G: Hyperparameter Optimization

In machine learning, the hyperparameters are those
defining the neural-network architecture and those asso-
ciated with the training process, which play an impor-
tant role in achieving accurate testing and generalization
results. Determining the optimal values of the hyper-
parameters is computationally demanding and is often
implemented as a black-box optimization problem. Ear-
lier methods included grid search based on an exhaustive
evaluation of all possible hyperparameter combinations
within a constrained search space [78], which are infea-
sible for high-dimensional problems due to the compu-
tational cost and lack of scalability. Random search of-
fers a more efficient alternative but still suffers from high
computational expenses and lacks adaptability [79]. Re-
inforcement learning has been exploited for finding the
appropriate architecture of CNNs and for determining
training parameters [80], but a deficiency is the absence
of a global exploration strategy. Bayesian methods, while
sophisticated, provide an appealing alternative by con-
structing a probabilistic model over an objective func-
tion, utilizing techniques such as Gaussian processes or
random forests [81, 82]. We employ the Bayesian opti-
mization method (implemented using the skoptpackage in
Python), for both the VAE and parameter-driven reser-
voir computing.

A VAE, similar to any deep neural network, typically
contains various hyperparameters including the number
of hidden layers, choice of activation function, optimizer
selection, batch size (nb), learning rate (lr), and the reg-
ularization parameter (βVAE). In our work, the number
of hidden layers is fixed at 32, the activation function is

chosen to be the ReLU, and the Adam optimization algo-
rithm is used. The remaining hyperparameters that need
to be optimized are the batch size, learning rate, and the
regularization parameter. It is worth noting that for the
task of parameter identification, the regularization pa-
rameter is particularly important, as it can affect the ex-
traction of parameters. An optimal choice of the regular-
ization parameter can facilitate the learning of disentan-
gled representations. Finding an optimized βVAE value,
however, demands a delicate balance, as excessively high
values yield irrelevant parameters while overly low values
will compromise independence enforcement.

For parameter-driven reservoir computing, the hyper-
parameters [13] consist of the predefined parameters
characterizing the input architecture and the neural net-
work in the hidden layer, which include the network size
(nr), the average degree (d), the spectral radius (λ),
the scaling factor of the elements of the data input ma-
trix (kin), the parameters associated with the parameter-
input matrix, and the leakage parameter (α). The opti-
mization strategy entails training multiple reservoir com-
puters for each hyperparameter set, computing the av-
erage validation root-mean-square error, and integrat-
ing this feedback into the Bayesian algorithm. Iterative
training with various reservoir realizations mitigates the
error fluctuations. With a few hundred Bayesian iter-
ations, hyperparameter values yielding the lowest vali-
dation root-mean-square error across all iterations are
selected, prioritizing the overall performance over spe-
cific iteration outcomes. The results of hyperparameter
optimization for the examples in our work are listed in
Table I.
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