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Abstract

AUBRIMIWAZAE /3 A7 (OOD) JZALF= A LI b i I i, Xk DAFH 7k R
. BEYEE EMAMS (PINNs), HHRHMZE T (FNOs) %L1
D7 RN TREJZ T M E N 2 AR e 50, RAEREE AL JKZ MmN
o

FENLAE 2 S % (Manifold Hypothesis) H: FTA I AT A, A
JF b — AR B N R LA e m R TG T X R
OB T 5 4 R YR Stk ) R 304 3L, FLPE 1943 4, H1 Courant B4 [ it
L 4 A PR 7 B 19 3 R Gtk 0 5 kS IE B

DAL AR, ASCRL G T ARG S EHAREEER, i T Al SEERIAT
FEME—PE: NIRRT LE A S O0D L4, Al SEUE R U™ % 2%+
Al JIZET Galerkin #FHIAELEMILREL, B Nay = dim(Vi) = Nisis(FE
H1 V), /& Galerkin BRI FRYE T 2510], Niasis A2 1225 18] P I FELE 1 LR 5D -

B SIS R, MG O0Q) MBS E SR HK ADAM
BERE N5, BIRTSEE FPe4 WURE FETE mURK BRAS FE I 2 4] 5 OOD ¥z A4k
MSELoss = O(10732), fEf#k T OOD JZ L1 .
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1 5|5

1.1 TR

WA FRGR 7 I, B @I AE R R AT (Maximum Likelihood Esti-
mation, MLE) &I A BIHA A EE S Gt G REEAZ B BRERBE
LeCun!" Hik A28 3} Marcus!?! J6 /5 WBRIE 5 SHE R HEITR H, 5T MLE il 2
AP AR 5 ER Gt ILECAS, AR YRR . IR S 50 B1 R E R
Bg: B SGI R, PPN A RUNRZE S BRI AR R, i
SRS FEE BA SRR, BE—DhnR 7R R R B A R (2058 5&
AR R NERMERE S B INALAKE, DA S B R b i e ) £
TR, R TR S0 ) ) a4 TA] WS 0 HE TT R B o A AR e el L S )

(Null Space, 1%Z[8])). Sagun %! 5 LeCun A1 MBS IEIER 7 MAE ], 1S4
S Mg AFE T IRGE T (0], AL, 155 ERSZME RO
I Qin %MERXT Transformer JEM IR TERE— 20 KL, BRI BEAELE S A {1
FEEEZ: (inherent low-rank barrier), H 27 [A4EEZHIAT YK K2RIERXY
5K (explosive expansion), MAL7: EfERE | Transformer fEKFE mam ye3m 5 4 52 &

4 ch [ 5 A ) B 88 2 A1 9 67800111 [12] py 2 AR AE J P 1t
(invertibility of linear transformation). #HKIARE /JiIF (fun- damental limits of
model expressiveness). HELHARF 5 (physical symbol grounding). &
B RAE (quantitative characterization of overfitting) %5 2 MZOAERE, RGTIESK
TARFNEZ R IAE TS AL R TCIE R NAE B EER . JEF LR )
e B T EUB T [ B A AT 3 (irreversibility of model forward mapping); 24i3C
ANZRI LLMs £ A& & 1 LU Ira st S m = 55 R 4E R, ksl
S AT GBS R Rt 1 Bl A R A G R SR, SRR AR
A B R A ) R A S 2R R T

Nk ERBRE R RO AL AT AR AER 1A (Artificial
Intelligence for Science, Al4Science) 43 HIHIVEW 752 T ¥ HLA(E B b & M 2%
(Physics-Informed Neural Networks, PINNs) . ff B i #2251 (Fourier Neural
Operators, FNOs) && AR, Zik# Wi 77 (Partial Differential Equa-
tion, PDE) | 5%, 3 EE HE N IZIHR (soft constraints ) kR A FHZE X 2%
ZeH,  DAIRG GR AR ) ) B — Btk 5 20 A A (Out-of-Distribution, OOD) ¥Z AL HE
7o

SR, DA FAESE, MRTNEIFAR RS S48k (over-parameterized) 14
P& R E R INER, TTIEMIRA Lk gt MLE Ja Q8 A AR PR A BRI, 547
TEFZH ) OOD Z 4Lt (generalization collapse) [7] #i:



Krishnapriyan %5'%1 ({15287 8 WA i, PINNs ZEI F S ptm i (ad-
vection equation ) SRS, RS HMFEI RS (Loss Landscape)
ARG K2 (optimization failure) [1#; Wang % i —354H/5 T PINNs Hiif
IWAFTEMIBR %Y (Gradient Pathologies) Bl%: ZUE#1I (multi-source loss
terms) MM L3852 2B E ) AfE % (back-propagation of gradients) i #2H1 )
{557 K (signal annihilation), AR RSB FT S L A 4 7 A

(global optimal solution); Lu %151 & 2 551y JRE A 20 7 B i f LA 7 R
52, B4 FNOs /£ 1 R LE 7540, £lim OOD s iy IR & iz
T PERERE N (generalization performance degradation). _FRBFA—#RM, LI
PEEIE W2 AT A AR A b 2538 58 ZH R R JZ R Ik, ToiR A R AR OS2 F) R
ffif Az B (spurious solution generation, Rl Al %)% hallucination) 592 4k 5t 7]

L

1.2 ol

HPUWIABTT, FARFCF P INRBE S HACR I 7 SE R A PEBREE,  JF A
GuiteE 2] RS THEES: (computational mathematics) %62 MEE R T
ARG M. SR, AR =R LR T H, 4 Al Tk
o ] SE R T B U ) VR 1 S

H—, WABFRAOESE 73R LEFZEE (non-trivial null space) 51528 6k [ 1)
GuitoRmktE, R TAEABEE A E B HAIE B AR LA AT AR OOD
LI B (necessary and sufficient condition), JGiEMNEE: Bk 41 E
OOD ZJ 5t 7 A 1 N A PR AR YAt

H, BVAWEFE AR NS EHES IR AL AR AT 2k 2 B v B e — Pk
#EM (uniqueness criterion), JCERIE “ONHIERERIET LM% 25 O0D £J%,
AT BRI 252 0 1) e 0 R A2 (] A i E ) 7 X — Ao Rl i, 3350 AT B8
M ZEHERE {45027 (heuristic parameter tuning, EPAEFR “ Mk
FE B TREAI B, SR Z A 2 TR A

H=, AWK HAEBRIH S RS TRABANR I, MARR R
AR EARIERR AR LA SLHlIZ RS OOD ik ARl (same-
order convergence) IS AT B84y, SRR, A AL ZeH i 240 1
T T O AR IR AR i@ 318 (variational approximation theory)
H5ARIC (FEM) BAR——5AE 1943 4E, Courant!!®! ¥ KR H s o BO% 42 R %
(piecewise continuous functions) &4/ [ (variational problem) [J#%.L»BAH,
BE THMRICTVENE RS A Strang 5 Fix!7! @A FROCISUME IR S Céa
513 (Céa’s Lemma) , #E— B/ HIEW] | HEHULK S RGN TIZ K (intrinsic



functional) J# /& [A]#4 26 (isomorphism condition) B, J&j#f 5 oGHEE M (well-
posedness) A g ORAIE 42 Ja AR AE SR 4R B RS, ook Eid Az 0B iR H
Seft 7 IS A R S

1.3 AXeIFH=

Pt BB E, AXHERFE 7T MLE S BRE = ER, B
TN TR RS AT : BT N TR Ge A i bR w0 o N H0HE i 31045 58 =
PRI AT A T, B4 (Galerkin) AR THE . Sl M 251
REFRR-FAE B E S AL NG XE G, #H TSEs SRy
EEHEHEN A SN T G828 ——Pure Science Al, Ffilid ™k K BAIEH 5
RGMBUE SR, I0IE T Z 3 M IRZk M PDE 5F il g 45 O0D 21k
7.

AL BEAH S A% O DT T -

(1) FT# - BHhEEH Y Galerkin #7200, IEW T Al Z2¥E LK)
ME—PEAEN] . HARIERRIEE L2 E S OOD 44, Al SHUE 2™ 4% % Tl
Z4ET Galerkin 2 AEZRME I KL, B Nar = dim(Vy) = Npsis(FEH Vi 42
Galerkin B FRZET 2518, Nuasis A2 1% 25 (BN I HELR MR E) . N T 74T
Lk, AP HEGE N Al 28 ERREER, N Al 2N SHE TRt
THCHEN]

(2) FETFLRMAREST IR T RRA M2 B, IEH T Al B O0OD 4J4tr=
EMREFME AL ZEE PR TR LEZE (dim(NullSpace) > 0)
BT T AL 20 23RS sk AR A I/, Tl it TR T BU T B

(3) T Céa F|H5ES M2 /Mo FIMEEE, MAHEH TE)E Al &
5 B R HEE N ZE M0 2 O(TrainLoss) = O(OODLoss), KL 7 Ik k5% 5
OOD ZALKEEE )4 i — B, MR EAIRARER 1% AT OOD %)%, fi#
Z AT A R B

(4) 8T Q4 MM REL. 2D &) - MR mreh e th 2k = 2R & g R 2k
VIR IE 0% BRAE 5256, 30E 7 A T3 ) Pure Science AT ZEHA I RE: AN 75
AMIELH NI AT GRS BN ZR4E, IR A1) Adam BEE FREIIZ %, |
R SZHL FP64 UK FETF mks PR A% B (MSE Loss 1% O(10732)) #J OOD iz k.
ifi = PDE REGRHMNTIAL 010 S ENES L Z ML (MLP) X4
HIUE ) OOD ZALiRZ (0(10™) Fl O(1073)), NASCHIFEIRIE -G T 1%
S SRER G E .



2 FEEMRGSLIEEN AIS

Theorem 2.1. JRAIELMES Al SEL MM MRS : BT Galerkin 52, SZH
AWSHET MR- EEH (Rank-Nullity Theorem) £ N X Z 5IEWK)
A -

Proof. Galerkin #5%: & XHEM %M F, PDE RGN HM uly,y) FHET—
MFER] Sobolev “E V EP AR IRAER), HAAE a8, s ik
BREL {D) 9= ESEBRIFE A, 8T Galerkin #52, WA u | — A RYE

g ¥ 25| Vi C V, ﬁ@Ji&ﬁLUﬁtpo
¥ PDE I HEN:
Lw) = f inQ

Hop L USRI i u - Vu) KI8T
FINMRFEL v e V, FHRFHIEA:

J J
L(u)v dx = f vdx

{# F Galerkin %5, /lg,rﬂﬁlgﬁéﬁ S[A] VB RIE R4 725 8] Vi W V) AR
PRI N {Dy, .. ., On}o
BRIR I w, AR REL 0, BT AIX A IR P A

N

up(x) =Y ai@i(x), oulx) = Dilx)
]; L)

NI, B

S ( N o ) S
L aL.(xX) Oix) dx = Oi(x) dx fori=1,...,N
0 Z LX) (x) dx Qf (x) dx fori

HEHOLME w, IR —HA RECE AR B i B @4(X) gt
He
N

unle, y) =Y aj®i(x, y)
]; iPj

T3&, PDE RGMPRESARL M 2 HARLMEER Oy, y) $28t, AT TR IZ:
MEILAERRIRE YN 4 B ATFZECEE N E YN, 4 €N

XFEA TR T AL 55 PDE REGENLIEBGS R &, $R4E 7 IR-F A0 3
(Rank-Nullity Theorem) (114250t O



T, FATH Theorem?2.1 HJmEBIE A 2 4 itk ot

Theorem 2.2. &7 Az 7] ¥ B H#E) ™ 2425, Pure Science AT 7EA
L)l 25 LS B 4 R AR

Proof. G| NEZARHMAL[A:
WEHLM AR EERN Q, KB ERRIRMEZRIHEIT Q. MW, P
AFRIEN x = (x, 1)
5 A=A bR E S $ 7T (Reference Element) Q (filtn [-1,1] X [-1,1]),
SHEHFRIEN & = (& n).
TAAE— AN FR R LB Fo: Q — Q.. fiifH:
Nigeo

x = FJ(&) = Z x,(f)@k(f)
k=1

;H\: l:':l ng) RSB0 S AR, @ f [ s aai| @%Eﬂ. H@?ﬁm‘ Hﬂ%ﬁ Igfz J: E/‘] ﬂ.;'ﬁ[ﬂé’{j( IZI i& .
(Jacobian) & SUA:

]e:a_x
o¢

RS2 BRI, WIS RS A 000 15 582 L BRI
B I~ R FIASK %

D(x) = D (&)
[, E I BB ), SR B R & (9
Mt S, RAFTS:

196 = 3 09090 = 3 a6 9
i1 ) ) i1 J
% PDE Rk, RlVE SR . AR 3 AT b
(Jacobian), B FE )R FEAS# Ay -

vxq)]-(e)(x) = ]e_vaqA)j(é)
( )
FHARN ESCP 5% é L Z].Ail aj®i(x) @i(x) dx = IQ f®ix) dx  fori=

21 %% BT I R«



@ I ) )
A-- = vXq)l ' vXq)] dX = ]e_vaq)i ' ]e_vaq)j det(]ﬁ) dé
) Qe Q
Hep,
JoT M det() BETHTANIAEIERR, AT AR 2 [ H AL A 2 ok &
ANEHE Al 155,

Ved, Ml Vb, Al RSH MO AR R,
* T 2% om0 R AL a9, (ALK FOTRIBEAERE A PP P r
J Yy J
ARERIER AQ ho KBRS AY SO T 5 6 SR e L
(ﬁﬁii?&fﬁtt%ﬁk$ﬁkﬂﬂ)’ ﬁﬁég%%%&lﬁgﬁiuﬂ%,éﬁaQ)#K%%ﬂ%wx&

j j
1, TR AGEMEHER R, ME L XESTHE AR <I>].(6)(x) = Ci)j(f(X))
Y (¢) TENAERE, EHEMSTETG MR DL KIEALE.
, R a;
O

BARYE LRUED], 13 H LR YA E 2L

Corollary 2.3. 1. f48 KEAE x ASA] (HLSER 4R i) =k, Bk
LG MR LEHERE T, P2 AR R & 19454k . Pure Science AI £ & #¥[H] (S50
W) BENEMHERE o @BIE TSR, DARTEARE, EHREMN
2 AR S A RAR S S S B HIL AN ABART o, RS
AR, Bl Al ZHAEFS AT E AR E L.

2.Pure Science Al WFHZEHARNMELMERNREE N SSH, Al
P HOL MR (e, y) = YNy a;@(x, y), RDASSERON & RARRE M Bl & (2R
TESRHREZ )

3.Pure Science AL {7 Z/DEZEAE IIZREE, R 52 ot RE ISR, AT
TERON A R AR R B E G | SER R E L —)

4. AN ATESRSS PDE RERFSHENTAE, EnS 8N S8 maEdit
FRERIRZ, Hln train loss HF O(1073), {HRZESAH T RN 5%
fRIE T O(trian Loss) = O(oodLoss)( %A HE ), FEARRE FEZR T EAT 5,
0(1073) 4 /A K FEMRIR AT, B Pure Science Al BFiR% FIR, wl BE#EMT
B E

Lemma 2.4. X EE 5 4 N FRUERH, BIYE Pure Science Al 228, H O(Train
Loss)=O(OOD Loss) fHRAL, X2 S AR AP A FA YL BT oE 1, S51ni
ORISR RN ZRRE B S5 SR TBOe ok . A IR A i BUE R 2,

B 1275 1] P B A2 30 2 P A48 50 428 |



FEL ML & st kg, Céa 3IFE (LA IRMAR o B i) OB
Babuska #it) AEEMIEML T ™M PR ZE S

WHSERE u € V a5 Bu,v) = L), Vo € V. (RBNLHE B i
JE L 5 R inf-sup 21D BRI Vi C V8 SUNH N AN IERRRER
sk R BR4E 2 (8], HSHE0h:

N

un(x, y) = 2 aj®;(x, y)

]:

W Céa 5IH, SJRELLIRFMHAEIBULIRE Pz

lu — unllip) < C inf |lu — vpllgp(q)
eV n

fEZEAEE CanpLas = >34 o, SRR ARE R AT R R AR, e
FEA RN RE Quain C Q ER/IMEAR TR (Empirical Risk) SRIKHFR £ A &
A =a,a,...,an]Ts

AR Quain HFHEHE S0 AT EXS TR V), £ — D&% (Unisolvent
Set), HUVEALHFE (BUHERTELAERE) Jij = @i, yi) T 2 FITHRR A& (rank(J) = N,
M5 R R G TR L 43 -

JAA=0 == AA =0

XEME, RERH AL Losswn WEER/ME, S5 {aj}szl FER NP
B, Q ERIME—#E

EXARFFI TN X % (Out-of-Distribution ) A Qoop = Q \ Quaino EIL
ZHACHIME IR L IR (N > Npass) W, HTHERTECHERE ™ E M, AR
KEIEZME, FI Qoop LHIBRBUE T AT LR AR . (ARSCAE TSR N
TEARIERR)

HAERZLEMT, HTZHOW Quan MU, 2RGETHESCSHE. )
PETE R A YE, SR X I R 2= Ya B SR 32 ) T A R R ZE T A

lu = unll oo < 14 — unll )
it Céa 5|3, 193 OOD XImiwzE FIRZIH:

I — < C inf [lu — oyl
H@Qoop) = © Inf. HIQ)



KR, TN X R IRZE A 2 RIS 8] V) A BRI RE T MR .
FEERMSEEs  PDE SRR, FAMER R BEIRE— AR5 e A 2L 2 ]
V}fool’o 4 infvhev;foor | — Uh”Hi(Q) = Eerror > 0o
FEI & B - IS S B % (Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund A% 0 B4, il
258 b E R MERTUR min Lossyan 2L T RAEIEIT IR Eerore AN LRA

ESWIECE

Lossoop ~ |l = unllmquy,) < C * Eerror & C + min LoSstrain

Qoop

HIER] 1 AEAR e A BR8] WPer R, O(Lossoop) = O(LOSStrain) JIRAL



3 FEENEBZEEFMLIN

b S EHAR I RS AT ST RIEN, T3 AR
BeF L A

Theorem 3.1. dim(N) = dim(Image) + dim(Null Space)

Proof. AT X 73 %Ak 2 M 25 I I SR U e 1t BT o W TARA] — ANtk dit T R —
R", BR-FEEM (Rank-Nullity Theorem) : 5 X3k V HI4EREET4% 25 A]
Ker(T) W43 518K Ran(T) HI4E502 1,

Bl dim(V) = dim (Ker(T)) + dim(Ran(T))

AT YIZRRTA IR N N B 21050 0 2 st £ X — Y. ey 5o,
BN IMEAE Xaawr BU AL TR LR EA R T — A B 25507 [A] il S5 21047 3500
[0 Image WIS T -

TXdata . Rdim(N) - Rdim(Image)

HP Txaaa(W) = W, Y = O(Xgaa)Ws WAL @ ZIIZEET Galerkin £
BMARR A

LA AR Xoo 55 O 75 LI 22 52 0B I S A2 T xama () =
OW KT R TEARAL B2 ] W =R LMW (Linear Mapping)

FRLIA, 0135k A - A i 2.

dim(N) = dim(Image) + dim(Null Space)

VIEEE X Al EZEE dim(N), ST EreflE 1 U PR R 4E
dim(Image), 0 EE2E4ER dim(Null Space).
|

Theorem 3.2. dim(N) = Rank(Image) ,dim(Null Space) = 0

Proof. RGFLMETTIRA AXy = b, FRERMEN Xa B2 AT IIZRH RIAE.
UCRARTT RRA A T AT MR E s 10— DO AR i, FEFE A BAH
T WMARE (HEAANZE), br w5 AL G EdE,

PDE RSMHELSZE Xowe: XBKHEHBEBIXBGARTHP “ HELRE .
PDE RGN ESLHIH 2 AXowe = birue

B4 ATIIZRINA B 2 AR B8 AT % th (98 dE by ML SE PDE RSEHEIRE buue
BEAT XL, RISKAE loss fH

10



Loss = ||by — bu||1/?

FA% Loss 18, @t /& il Al #itHiEir PDE &4t i H s
Loss [f2% % & (Residual Vector) HI7u%i:

R = btrue - bpred = AXtrue — AX = A(Xtrue - X)
L AX = Xie — Xo XA AX R AL IR E L PDE A MAAE &

AAX = R

2 AL @I REEE R4, Loss — 0 B, %% R — 0,
T2
AAX =0

SR 2 RS ZEA), BNRSHE NiE K TR M. £ A%
B, XEION A AT HOEE /N THE, B row(A) << col(A)
XEWREHFE A W5 R R,
MRIEFR-FAEEH, FIRTREAH AAX = 0 fFERMAER, XEWRE AX 7]
LA TT Z M AEER
RE AL ISERE X 17E%L ||AX]] >> 0, fkA5%%E R=0 (15 Loss %
E Ny
A I NGRS AT IR EFE Avew #E47 OOD (3 AuAMZ A gk, H
o Aned/ = A, W
AnenAX/ = 0
RAEZMMK RN, OOD Z44)n
R KB ORI A T, IR A (BIZE0 F, Loss 1%
TovEsem B4 FLE S 8] CRSC e 2245 B E4RuE D
Fit, FEFAEFEPAALE, W e 7 O0D ML 45
TATLA 2T H R Gt o s e 2R 2, RE G L) AR 1 ] R«
Rl
dim(Null Space) = 0
(AN
dim(N) = Rank(Image) + dim(Null Space)

11



153
dim(N) = Rank(Image)

B, Al 4 BaFNLINAERE Image [ A4EREOREF— X O

TNEIATER - WNFERE Image 5 Al SHEPIEZEIRVLEL - Bl Galerkin 1%
TNAREFZEBNEBIFRT—B -
B Galerkin =& AMRYE FZEBRIEEE dim(Npsi)=dim(Image)

Theorem 3.3. Rank(Image) > dim(Npasis)

Proof. iE%: (B KA RIA):

fii% Rank(Image) < dim(Npasis)s Bl 7 < m.

FRYE A AEARE ) I AL B A B, BN AERE A 3118 C(A) (A2 m 455
[ R™ R —A v 472500 (AT —AMKE R TED -

HT r<m, BDIMFERT RERRLSYERIE. HIEAZT AL ZI7S RI4EE
HRERGH ML T XELEL R ERYBERE b if, HirlE b AMEFERE A
FIZS mIN, B

b ¢ CA)

Iy, R Ax = b TofR
(HIt, Rank(Image) > dim(Niasi) O

Theorem 3.4. Rank(Image) < dim(Npasis)
Proof. Al M4 %m AR IE NIEL N H R L H & 1)

Nbasis
Un(x) = Z a,D;(x)
j=1
1. 8% Galerkin % JEH, FrfiMEIKERE {@, @, ..., Oy, } KT —
MNEBRYEMRIR T 25 8] (Trial Space), FATIEHN Vi
AR 2 MEARE IR I 2 S, IX AN (A 4E B 2 1 2 1Y) : dim (Vi) = dim(Niasis) o
2. AL EIREAAERTNES R, #A B R BERIX Nyasis 2R FEFZNEH
He REWRE, Al BHIMEEN (Image), ZREZE Vi M—AT% (Subset)
87 4¥[] (Subspace)
B Image(Al) € V;
3. TIMYERE B AT A BRYE [ B (A1 (8], FLYE R0 AN m] gei it
BEAE[A]

12



B, FAWSH T IRAATE

Rank(Image) = dim(Image) < dim(V;,) = dim(Nyasis)

O
Theorem 3.5. dim(N) = dim(Npss)
Proof. WORIEM, 5 L theorem 3.1. 3.2, 3.3, 3.4:
dim(N) = dim(Image) + dim(Null Space)
dim(N) = Rank(Image)
Rank(Image) > dim(Niasis)
Rank(Image) < dim(Nbasis)
53
dlm(N) = dim(Nbasis)
WEAAE, dim(N) = dim(Noasis), EP Al 808 B A FAEME O

Lemma 3.6. #Eig: Al ZJSERMINAEHIGIE, A2

Proof. fE& AL IkJ7iE, HARRSEIER: N BCESHE, HOBT- I 250k o
HFE X HI4T25H (Row Space). MZEZF[A (Null Space) 54775 [H2& IEZAM .
FEF LET AR AL 2] 7R A
R EZ A HPAFEEE —DNEFHE Via € N(Awain)o

B Atrain Vian = 0o
BAVESH A T, IWERZNEEE T AE—BEE e

L(W +e€ Vnull) = f (Atrain(w te€ Vnull))
= f (Atrainw + fAtrainVnull)
= f (Atrainw + O)

= L(W)

13



Pk, Al 2w okl TR TBU@ ok
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4 SERSUGIF

4.1 SEWIRHSAFHREN
411 EHT=E

g Al BRI DER R RS EEA NN T, W ARLitl) PDE
AGHATRRHEN S

XA (Black Box AD [stit, AR 1 AL { FIARL A b 2 i it
TZHME RN, BaS A SR E R 5l DR L & 5 4
ARSI, thatRdl, B& ATMEH 7 A& AL RSN, RREAE ALK
WUANZH T 4 DAL MLP k.

REBABE 00D ZAH B EE 2L 2406:0(10%), BULIIE Al
ZHE SIS RERAEER: N = Now

4.12 PDE %%iRY3%EY
AREIERI T =F EAREHEML M PDE AT KE

Q4 WL MR REL XA PR 2 5 F A9 22 S Il er 250, 124 SCHE B AR KT
oy BB ALK B TR T,

2D ZEN-HEMIA 1X /& Navier-Stokes /7 FE [ 2D £ SRR MENT IR, B 4%E H4A 6
PRI T MR 2B R E AR 2R . 2 R PDE R ME N 5K AERE /T o

AT S X0 H AR T B AR AR R L SRR R N AR T, A2
SRR B ORI g R TR

41.3 MNZEMMiE EAYZEE

RIEHTSCHE R, ALS S ECR 8 BA BN, 285 S B 4%
HERB R RS R

PR, FRATER TR FL S ZI B SRR AR S 3 55

TE¥A PDE #4145 Q o, AXBENLER A (o, yo), 7RI B FEHCE &
WG BAE N IR 9 AN BB AME— BT ZREE Quaino

W Q HERZMIEI N 9 S Quan FMIAEFIHAR L, 75 OOD M4
Qoop: Bl Qoop = Q — Qtrain

15



X F /N R EE N ZREEAT R R EE MR 1 S256,  FI Rk 1% AT Z AL RE JiTm Rl
1288 77 1) A% I
4.2 SSRGS
421 Q4 WML&MRSLIE

SRR AR -

Adam Optimizer: Training Loss Decay Trajectory

|
—e— Black Box (101, 892 Params)
—=—  White Box (4 Params)

—
<
T

1077

U

<
—_
=~
|

—

9
N
—_
|

10—28 o

MSE Loss (Logarithmic Scale)

| | | | |

0 01 02 03 04 Oi5 06 07 08 09 1

10—35 i i i i

Epochs 10%

Figure 1: H& 5B &M train Loss X} L

Table 1: g2kt R

TR TR B0 ) WINGSHE &% Train Loss % OO0D Loss 2RSS
Black Box MLP 101,892 4.65x 10714 3.57 x 10*1 OOD 4]
White Box Al 4 0.00 0.00 BES

16



Whitebox Al (4 Params, ADAM) Blackbox MLP (4 Heads, 101892 Params, ADAM)
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(Red Box = Training Zone)
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Figure 3: A& 5 &K train Loss Xf Lt
Table 2: & 45 R

IR B G E &% Train Loss % OOD Loss 2 AIRAS
Black Box MLP 101,892 7.23 x 10715 2.05 x 10+0 OO0D 4]5
White Box Al 4 0.00 0.00 HENS
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Whitebox Al (4 Params, ADAM) Blackbox MLP (101892 Params,ADAM)
Ground Truth TGV Center Field Train Loss=0.00000€+00 Train Loss=7.23478e-15
(Red Box = Training Zone)

Test Loss=0.00000e+00 Test Loss=2.05341e+00
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Figure 5: A& 5B &H train Loss Xf Lt
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Table 3: g & 455

TR B ) %S HE m2% Train Loss % OOD Loss 2 ALIRSS
Black Box MLP 101, 892 1x 10732 2.07 x 10*1 OOD 4]
White Box Al 2 0.00 0.00 TRENS

Whitebox Al (2 Params, ADAM)
Ground Truth Gaussian Center Field rain;Loss~-0.00000¢ 400
(Red Box = Training Zone)

Test Loss=0.00000e+00

Blackbox MLP (2 Heads, ADAM)
Train Loss=0.00000e+00
Test Loss=2.07911e+01

Figure 6: 7£mdreh i+, Black Box Al (O(10%) &3, 2MLP k) j=4: ™ &

OOD %)%, MmHGMNM 2 ZHEEHREHEN A

A IRNE, ARlREeEeth, BEEMIEIILE 1 X 10732 LIk
FE, {HEARMBLT EH ™ EK OOD %) (2.07 X 10™h), X FANENE T 4518 .

L ERA I s
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5 B4

ARSI IR T AL AR PR 5 A I ARE AR S AR L RN VR 5 2T B K,
PARAER] T dim(N) = dim(Npasis) RWIERE AR NE 2B RS Za00F. BfEss
WS RFEr R FEALER 2D ZREAS MR M BEAR LR NS 05 FRi, A 1%
#EMIY) Pure Science AT ZE#A T O(1) ZaliZ4E, RIA#E OOD XLl
O(10%2) KUK £ A% B 1 22 Bz Ao

SUkFER, &+ Céa SIFEGEHESAMMERIIBHEL, NARRFRML 7™
R 72 B ORAE:  BIE AR AR BL B IF AN 58 A5 K, O(OOD Loss) =
O(TrainLoss) H RIS IR AT

PDE SRR A SERE B FER N 50 o MWFR-FALRE 8 B 545 B LRI S5 40 A o
M, TieRYE M F AR, ISR ARG S KRR, AR ATy 4
578 F) P iR B R G IERE 1K — RO R S AL 7 > Uk B U B
(Manifold Hypothesis) | iZiESE, LeCun. Bengio %553 it #g 4t 5 5 nl #fb 5k
%, RGVERAE T AT BRI OS5 5 2 m 4E80E 1 Ja IR 4RI R 4514

AT A HostiE =85 140t MLE ek, 2 TASGEHME 7R E
8, N TRy R HARIER PR “ N s asa”, B iz2mz ot
WH M PDE R 2 NLP 5 K15 S0, A RN TR AL L)%,
N AT LT vl N A Be T Fe S Bt 4 i PR R A2
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