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ABSTRACT

In recent years, deep learning for modeling physical phenomena which can be described by partial
differential equations (PDEs) have received significant attention. For example, for learning Hamil-
tonian mechanics, methods based on deep neural networks such as Hamiltonian Neural Networks
(HNNs) and their variants have achieved progress. However, existing methods typically depend on
the discretization of data, and the determination of required differential operators is often necessary.
Instead, in this work, we propose an operator learning approach for modeling wave equations. In
particular, we present a method to compute the variational derivatives that are needed to formulate
the equations using the automatic differentiation algorithm. The experiments demonstrated that the
proposed method is able to learn the operator that defines the Hamiltonian density of waves from data
with unspecific discretization without determination of the differential operators.

Keywords Operator learning · Hamiltonian mechanics · Wave equations · Variational derivatives

1 Introduction

Many physical phenomena in nature can be described by partial differential equations (PDEs) [1], such as diffusion
in liquids and gases, thermal conduction, and wave propagation [2, 3, 4]. Modeling and solving these physically
meaningful equations have practical significance in many applications like weather forecasting, material processing, and
aircraft control [5, 6, 7]. In recent years, the techniques of modeling and solving PDEs based on deep learning have been
widely studied instead of conventional numerical solvers. For example, for learning Hamiltonian mechanics, which
provide a foundational framework of diverse physical phenomena, Hamiltonian Neural Networks (HNNs) and their
variants have been actively developed as powerful tools for modeling equations [8, 9]. However, since these methods
are based on deep neural networks, they depend on the discretization of the data. Also, the differential operators
appearing in the equations, such as (∂x, ∂xx, · · · ), and their discretization are necessary to be determined when learning
the equations.

To give an example of such equations, consider modeling Hamiltonian PDEs that describe many wave phenomena:

∂u

∂t
= D δH

δu
,
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where u = u(t, x) is a function defined on a Hilbert space X , and D is a skew-symmetric operator, which includes
specific examples such as (

0 Id
−Id 0

)
,

∂

∂x
,

 0
∂

∂x
∂

∂x
0

 .

H is the Hamiltonian, the energy functional of the equation, and is defined as H =
∫
H(u, ux, uxx, · · · )dx. The

functional H is called the Hamiltonian density of the equation, representing the local energy distribution within the

dynamical system.
δH
δu

is called the variational derivative of H, whose definition is given as

d

dϵ
H[u+ ϵv]|ϵ=0 = ⟨δH

δu
, v⟩L2 , ∀u, v ∈ X ,

where ⟨·, ·⟩L2 represents the inner product on X .

When modeling such equations using HNNs or other methods based on neural networks, usually, H is modeled by
using a neural network HNN. To train the neural network, it is necessary to determine differential variables such as
(u, ux, uxx, . . .) that appear in the Hamiltonian density and their discretizations, which is not easy without detailed
knowledge of target phenomena. Therefore, such methods are not ideal in practice.

To overcome this limitation, in this study, we propose an operator learning approach for modeling wave equations,
that does not rely on the discretizations of data and does not require determining the variables involving differential
operators or their discretizations. In particular, we show that the variational derivative of H can be obtained from the
gradient of H computed via automatic differentiation algorithm. The results of numerical experiments show that the
proposed method can in fact learn the Hamiltonian density of the wave equations.

2 Operator Learning and DeepONet

Operator learning addresses the challenges faced by traditional neural networks by learning mappings between infinite-
dimensional function spaces directly. Among operator learning methods, Neural Operators have gained significant
attention for their ability to combine the universality of operator learning with the expressive power of deep learning
architectures [10]. One notable variant of neural operators is DeepONet, which is designed to efficiently learn and
approximate arbitrary nonlinear continuous operators [11]. DeepONet has demonstrated remarkable performance in
solving parametric PDEs and other high-dimensional problems.

Consider the general architecture of a DeepONet, when learning a simple dynamical system described by an ODE:

du(t)

dt
= f(t).

DeepONet represents the target operator G : f 7→ u as a pair of sub networks. The first one is called the branch network,
which processes the values of the input function u sampled at a specific finite set of location points {xi}mi=1, taking
(f(x1), f(x2), ..., f(xm))⊤ ∈ Rm as input and (b1, · · · , bp) ∈ Rp as output. The second one is called trunk network,
which evaluates the operator at the target locations. For an unstacked DeepONet, there is just one trunk network. It
takes y = (y1, · · · , yn) ∈ Rn as input and (t1, t2, ..., tp)

⊤ ∈ Rp as output. Then the outputs of two sub networks are
merged together by taking their inner product to approximate the target operator G:

G(f)(y) ≃ GNO(f)(y) =

p∑
k=1

bktk.

In fact, GNO(f)(y) can be viewed as a function of y conditioning on u. The loss function of DeepONet is given as

L =

∫
||Gtarget(f)(y)−Gmodel(f)(y)||2dy,

which is typically approximated by, e.g.,

L ≈
∑
yi

||Gtarget(f)(yi)−Gmodel(f)(yi)||2,

where yi’s are given collocation points. By minimizing the above loss function, DeepONet learns the target operator.
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3 Operator Learning for Modeling Hamiltonian Partial Differential Equations Using
DeepONet

In this section, we propose a learning method for modeling Hamiltonian partial differential equations using DeepONet.
In particular, we propose a method to compute the variational derivative of Hamiltonian H that is required to determine
the PDEs using the automatic differentiation algorithm.

3.1 Learning Hamiltonian Density Using DeepONet

In the proposed model, we use DeepONet to learn an operator that maps the state variable to the energy density. The
input of the branch network is the values (u(x1), · · · , u(xN ))⊤ of the function u(t, x) at a finite set of position points
{xi}Ni=1 as the input function to DeepONet. The trunk network is given a vector y, which represents the points in
the domain of the output function. The output of DeepONet is the inner product of the two sub network outputs
(c1, · · · , cp)⊤ ∈ Rp and (ψ1, · · · , ψp)

⊤ ∈ Rp, as

HNO =

p∑
k=1

ckψk.

We train the networks so thatHNO approximates the target Hamiltonian density. By integrating the learned Hamiltonian
density HNO, we can obtain the learned Hamiltonian HNO.

To train the networks we need to compute the variational derivatives
δHNO

δu
of the Hamiltonian. Generally speaking,

the variational derivatives of HNO can be obtained by partial integration using

δHNO

δu
=
∂HNO

∂u
− ∂x(

∂HNO

∂ux
) + ∂2x(

∂HNO

∂uxx
)− · · · ;

however, in the model, HNO learned by DeepONet is not given as such a form in which this calculation can be
performed. Therefore, a method for finding variational derivatives must be newly designed.

3.2 Deriving Variational Derivatives of Hamiltonian Using Automatic Differentiation Algorithm

To derive a method for finding variational derivatives, we need to consider the roles of the trunk and the branch networks.
In fact, in the architecture of DeepONet, the trunk network provides a basis (ψ1, · · · , ψp) for the target function space,
and the branch network provides the coefficients (c1, · · · , cp) of the basis. In particular, (c1, · · · , cp) is obtained by
introducing a basis Li of the dual space of subspaces of the input function space, where Li satisfies Li(u) = u(xi).
Then, introducing a non-contradictory basis ϕj such that Liϕj = δij , then the input function u that is tied to the discrete
value vector (u(x1), · · · , u(xN ))⊤ can be represented as

u = (L1(u))ϕ1 + · · ·+ (LN (u))ϕN = u(x1)ϕ1 + · · ·+ u(xN )ϕN . (1)

It is important to notice that we can compute derivatives with respect to the vector (u(x1), · · · , u(xN ))⊤ by using
the automatic differentiation algorithm. We want to associate the computed derivatives by this algorithm with the
variational derivative.

On the other hand, let H : (X , ⟨, ⟩L2) → R be a smooth enough Hamiltonian and for any u ∈ X ,

vH = dH(v), ∀v ∈ TuX
holds. That means dH is defined as a linear functional dH : v ∈ TuX 7→ dH(v) ∈ R and dH ∈ T ∗

u X . TuX and T ∗
u X

denote the tangent space and cotangent space on X , respectively.

By Riesz’s representation theorem, there exists a vH ∈ TuX such that

dH(w) = ⟨vH, w⟩, ∀w ∈ TuX . (2)

Also, from the definition of
δH
δu

, it holds that

dH(w) = ⟨δH
δu

, w⟩L2 , ∀w ∈ TuX . (3)

That means the gradient VH defined by any inner product is related to the variational derivative using the L2 inner
product. Using the above (1), (2) and (3), the variational derivative of HNO in DeepONet training can be obtained
using the gradient obtained by automatic differentiation algorithm.

3



Learning Hamiltonian Density Using DeepONet A PREPRINT

Theorem Suppose that X̃ = span{ϕ1, ..., ϕN} is a subspace of a Hilbert space X , ϕi = ϕi(x) ∈ X , i = 1, ..., N . Let
HNO : (X̃ , ⟨, ⟩L2) → R be a sufficiently smooth Hamiltonian learned by DeepONet. If ∇ADHNO is a gradient of
HNO which is derived through automatic differentiation, for any u ∈ X and ũ ∈ X̃ , the variational derivative of HNO,
δHNO

δu
, can be obtained from ∇ADHNO:

δHNO

δu
= (∇ADHNO)

⊤


∫
ϕ2
1dx · · ·

∫
ϕ1ϕNdx

...
. . .

...∫
ϕ1ϕNdx · · ·

∫
ϕ2
Ndx


−1 ϕ1

...
ϕN

 .

Proof For a continuous linear functional dHNO ∈ T ∗
u X̃ , there exists a

δHNO

δu
= g1ϕ1 + · · ·+ gNϕN ∈ TuX̃ such

that for all w = w1ϕ1 + · · ·+ wNϕN ∈ TuX̃ ,

dHNO(w) = ⟨δHNO

δu
, w⟩L2 =

∫
(
δHNO

δu
w)dx

=

∫
((g1ϕ1 + · · ·+ gNϕN )(w1ϕ1 + · · ·+ wNϕ1))dx

= (g1, · · · , gN )


∫
ϕ21dx · · ·

∫
ϕ1ϕNdx

...
. . .

...∫
ϕ1ϕNdx · · ·

∫
ϕ2Ndx


w1

...
wN

 .

In the subspace X̃ = span{ϕ1, ..., ϕN}, we can introduce the following two inner product:

⟨·, ·⟩L2 : ⟨u, v⟩L2 =

∫
(uv)dx,

⟨·, ·⟩RN : ⟨u, v⟩RN =
∑

Li(u)Li(v) =
∑

uivi.

From Riesz’s representation theorem,

dHNO(w) = ⟨δHNO

δu
, w⟩L2 = ⟨∇HNO, w⟩RN

=

N∑
i=1

(∇HNO)iwi

= (∇ADHNO)
⊤

w1

...
wN

 .

Therefore, we get

(g1, · · · , gN ) = (∇ADHNO)
⊤


∫
ϕ21dx · · ·

∫
ϕ1ϕNdx

...
. . .

...∫
ϕ1ϕNdx · · ·

∫
ϕ2Ndx


−1

,

and hence
δHNO

δu
= g1ϕ1 + · · ·+ gNϕN

= (∇ADHNO)
⊤


∫
ϕ21dx · · ·

∫
ϕ1ϕNdx

...
. . .

...∫
ϕ1ϕNdx · · ·

∫
ϕ2Ndx


−1 ϕ1

...
ϕN

 .

□

4 Numerical Example: Wave Equations

In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of our proposed learning method by using the linear wave equation

∂2u

∂t2
=
∂2u

∂x2

4
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as an example. The wave equation can be written in the Hamiltonian form as follows:

∂w

∂t
=

(
0 1
−1 0

)
δH
δw

, w =

(
u
ut

)
.

Data We considered a wave system whose Hamiltonian is known as H =
1

2
(u2x + u2t ). The time-space region is set to

[0, 2]× [0, 1]. The initial condition and the boundary condition is set to u(0, x) = f(x),
ut(0, x) = 0, u(t, 0) = u(t, 1). Under these conditions, the solution of the wave equation is known as u(t, x) =
1

2
(f(t+ x) + f(t− x)). We used a dataset of the solutions for 1000 different f(x).

Training We adopted two multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs) to implement DeepONet. The networks has 3 layers, 200
hidden units, and the tanh activation functions. We used the Adam optimizer to minimize the loss function of DeepONet.
The learning rate is set to 10−4, and the epochs of iteration is 20000.

Results Figure 1 shows the true solution u and ut, and Figure 2 shows uNO and utNO learned by our model. Figure 3
shows the behavior of the Hamiltonian. The solution predicted by DeepONet is very similar to the true solution, but
they tend to diverge over time. Also, the Hamiltonian directly computed from the physical quantities exhibits similar
behavior, which may be due to the insufficient number of data.

Figure 1: True u and ut of the equation.

Figure 2: Learned uNO and utNO of the equation.

5
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Figure 3: The behavior of Hamiltonian. Red: HNO(u, ut), Blue: H(uNO, utNO).

5 Conclusion

We propose an operator learning approach for modeling wave equations. In particular, we present a method to compute
the variational derivative of Hamiltonian from the gradient computed by the automatic differentiation algorithm.
Experiments have demonstrated the effectiveness of our proposal in learning the operator of energy density. Further
training with more data and higher-precision numerical integration are anticipated to improve the model.
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