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Abstract

Scientific machine learning has enabled the extraction of physical insights and data-driven modeling
of high-dimensional spatiotemporal data, yet achieving physically interpretable latent representa-
tions and computationally efficient surrogates remains an open challenge. To address this, we
propose the DlIfferentiable Autoencoding Neural Operator - DIANO, a deterministic autoen-
coding neural operator framework that constructs visualizable coarse-grid latent spaces for both
dimensional and geometric reduction across varying spatial discretizations, with governing equa-
tions enforced directly within the latent space. Built upon neural operators, DIANO achieves this
through an encoding neural operator that spatially coarsens the high-dimensional input functions
into the latent representation, and a decoding neural operator that reconstructs the original in-
puts via spatial refinement. We assess DIANQO'’s latent representation and dimensionality reduction
performance against baselines, including the Convolutional Neural Operator and standard autoen-
coders. Furthermore, a fully differentiable partial differential equation (PDE) solver is integrated
as the sole input-output functional mapping operator within the latent space, enabling end-to-end
training with governing physics prescribed a priori through parametric PDEs. Various PDE formu-
lations are investigated, including the 2D unsteady advection-diffusion and the 3D Pressure-Poisson
equation, revealing that the fidelity of the embedded PDE relative to the true governing physics is a
critical design factor that jointly governs the learned latent representation and reconstruction accu-
racy. Benchmark problems include flow past a 2D cylinder, flow through a 2D symmetric stenosed
artery, and a 3D patient-specific coronary artery, demonstrating accurate reconstruction of high-
fidelity spatio-temporal fields through low-fidelity latent PDE evolution at reduced computational
cost, while yielding coherent, spatially organized, and meaningful latent structures.

Keywords: Interpretable machine learning, Dimensionality reduction, Differentiable PDE solver,
Neural operators, Autoencoder

1. Introduction

Modeling and simulating complex physical systems such as fluid flows governed by nonlinear
partial differential equations (PDEs) remains a fundamental challenge in computational physics
and engineering. High-fidelity simulations of such flows generate extremely high-dimensional spa-
tiotemporal datasets, leading to substantial demands on storage, computation, and limiting their
applicability in real-time analysis, optimization, and control. To mitigate these constraints, reduced-
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order modeling (ROM) techniques aim to construct low-dimensional surrogate models that capture
the essential dynamics while significantly reducing computational costs.

Classical linear ROM techniques, such as Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) [1I, 2] and
Dynamic Mode Decomposition (DMD) [3], achieve dimensionality reduction by projecting high-
dimensional flow fields onto linear subspaces spanned by data-driven modes. While effective for
moderately nonlinear systems, these methods often struggle with strongly nonlinear, multiscale
behaviors typical of complex flows [4], 5 [6, [7]. This limitation has motivated a shift toward non-
linear dimensionality reduction and manifold learning techniques, which aim to uncover intrinsic
low-dimensional latent manifolds that more faithfully represent the underlying physics. Such a
manifold is a topological space that is locally diffeomorphic to a Euclidean space of a given dimen-
sion, which allows the complete system to be described using a reduced set of coordinates, while the
ROM governs the dynamics evolving within this space. Manifold learning techniques such as Isomet-
ric Mapping (ISOMAP), t-distributed Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (t-SNE), Uniform Manifold
Approximation and Projection (UMAP), kernel Principal Component Analysis (kPCA), and specifi-
cally deep autoencoder networks such as convolutional autoencoders (CNN-AE) and fully connected
autoencoders (NN-AE) have demonstrated success in extracting compact nonlinear representations
of complex flows [8, 7, 9, 10]. Among these, deep autoencoders have shown particular promise due
to their capacity to learn task-specific embeddings via end-to-end training |11} 12| [13] 14} [15]. Vari-
ational autoencoders (VAEs) further extend this paradigm by incorporating probabilistic modeling,
enabling generative modeling and uncertainty quantification [16], 17, [18§].

Neural operator frameworks have emerged as powerful tools for learning mappings between
infinite-dimensional function spaces. Representative architectures differ in their choice of func-
tional basis, e.g., the Laplacian Neural Operator (LNO) leverages the Laplacian eigenfunctions [19],
the Fourier Neural Operator (FNO) utilizes global Fourier modes [20], the Convolutional Neu-
ral Operator (CNO) employs spatial convolutional kernels [21], and the Deep Operator Network
(DeepONet) [22], 23] adopts a branch—trunk neural architecture. Unlike classical neural networks
defined on fixed discretizations, these neural operators approximate solution operators of PDEs in
a mesh-independent manner, thereby enabling generalization across varying spatio-temporal res-
olutions and zero-shot super-resolution. Extensions to probabilistic settings include Generative
Adversarial Networks (GAN) [24], diffusion models [25], and Variational Autoencoding Neural
Operator (VANO) [26]. Notably, VANO is the first autoencoding architecture in the realm of
operator learning that simultaneously performs nonlinear dimensionality reduction (spatial coars-
ening and refinements) and functional mapping via a compact latent-space representation. Worth
noting that there has been increased attention on developing geometry-aware neural operators,
[27, 28], 29, 301, B1], B2] B33], which incorporate geometric or grid-dependent information to improve
modeling performance on complex domains. Moreover, this family of neural operators, together
with classical deep autoencoders, offers a methodologically integrated framework for projecting
high-dimensional input data onto a latent manifold that encodes the intrinsic characteristics and
dominant signatures of the governing dynamics. However, because the latent space is inherently
distinct from the physical space, establishing a direct correspondence between latent representa-
tions and the underlying physical structures remains an open research problem. This limits inter-
pretability and motivates the development of autoencoding methodologies that preserve a physically
meaningful mapping between latent and physical spaces.

Another key challenge in ROMs lies in capturing the temporal evolution of transient systems,
which is crucial for accurate prediction of unsteady and nonlinear dynamics. In deep autoencoder-
based models, latent-space temporal evolution is typically captured using recurrent neural networks
such as Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) networks [15, 34 B5], Neural Ordinary Differential
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Equation (NODE) [36], DMD |7, 37|, and attention-based mechanisms [38]. In the neural operator
domain, several models have been proposed to incorporate spatio-temporal learning. Developments
include the Wavelet Neural Operator (WNO) [39], U-shaped Neural Operator [40], Neural Operators
on Riemannian Manifolds (NORM) [41], and the Spatio-Temporal Neural Operator [42]. Addition-
ally, attention-based [31), 43| and Recurrent Neural Operator models [44] have been introduced to
improve temporal modeling capabilities. Despite these advances, accurately and efficiently mod-
eling nonlinear, multiscale, and time-evolving fluid dynamics remains an open research challenge.
One promising approach lies in embedding physics priors, such as conservation laws and governing
differential equations, directly into machine learning (ML) architectures to produce physically con-
sistent spatio-temporal predictions [45]. Broadly, these approaches fall into two categories: physics-
constrained and physics-invoked models [46]. Physics-constrained models [47, [48], [49] 50], 51, 52]
incorporate physical laws explicitly during training, typically through hard constraints or penalty
terms that enforce PDE residuals, boundary conditions, or conservation properties, thereby guiding
the model toward physically valid output solutions, improving predictive accuracy, and reducing
data requirements. In contrast, physics-invoked models [53], 54 55, 56, 57, 58|, 59, [60, 6I] incorpo-
rate physical insight more implicitly, leveraging architectural designs inspired by physical principles,
including symmetry and locality, and leverage known flow quantities and probabilistic structures,
without directly enforcing governing equations.

Beyond incorporating physical priors, the integration of ML optimization techniques into clas-
sical numerical PDE solvers has recently gained considerable attention. These approaches exploit
the computational graph of the ML environment and help the PDE solvers to solve inverse prob-
lems and improve closure models in a problem-specific, data-driven manner, resulting in substantial
enhancements in the accuracy and reliability of spatio-temporal solutions. The augmentation of
classical numerical PDE solvers with ML architectures typically follows two main strategies: fully
differentiable PDE solvers |52, [62), 63] and hybrid neural-physics solvers |57, 64, [65]. The primary
distinction between these approaches lies in the nature of coupling. Hybrid methods generally
employ weak coupling, wherein ML models are trained offline and subsequently integrated into
conventional solvers [66 67, 68, [69]. In contrast, fully differentiable PDE solvers adopt strong
coupling, simultaneously training ML components and solving PDEs via end-to-end computation.
The latter method has seen increasing advocacy due to its ability to improve computational fi-
delity and adaptability [70, [7T], 72, [73]. In both approaches, the solvers operate on either fully
resolved or filtered (coarse-grained) governing PDEs, learning unknown physical parameters or
closure models concurrently with the flow solution [74]. Complementary to these developments,
physics discovery in latent spaces has emerged through the Latent Space Dynamics Identifica-
tion (LaSDI) framework [75]. LaSDI constructs non-intrusive reduced-order models by encoding
high-dimensional PDE solutions into a low-dimensional latent space, where temporal evolution is
governed by learned ODEs. This approach yields compact and interpretable representations of
system dynamics |28, [76], [77, [78, [79] 80], though it may not strictly enforce physical laws. Recent
extensions, such as Thermodynamics-LaSDI (T-LaSDI) [81], incorporate physics-based constraints
to improve consistency and predictive accuracy. Overall, LaSDI provides a promising pathway for
interpretable and efficient reduced-order modeling [82].

Despite recent advances, no significant studies have explored embedding physical priors directly
into the latent space of ML models. Such integration is crucial for ensuring that the latent dynamics
evolve in strict accordance with the embedded governing equations, thereby mitigating long-term
drift and enabling the spatio-temporal visualization of interpretable latent representation. In the
present work, “interpretable latent representation” is defined as a coarse-grid visualization of the
latent space that may display coherent, spatially organized structures, as demonstrated later, de-
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pending on the choice of the physics imposed in the latent space. While physics-informed ML has
made substantial progress, most existing approaches enforce physical constraints either at the level
of the loss function or on reconstructed outputs, leaving latent spaces largely unconstrained and
disconnected from the underlying dynamics. The primary challenge lies in the requirement for fully
differentiable numerical solvers capable of propagating physical priors through all hidden representa-
tions. Recent advances in differentiable PDE solvers, however, have rendered this feasible. Notably,
decoder-only architectures [83] have incorporated a differentiable solver at the decoder output,
forcing that system dynamics can be faithfully mirrored within latent representations via decoder-
invert operations. This approach enables latent spaces that both reflect the underlying physics and
improve limited interpretability. A related approach employs a deep neural network—based autoen-
coder (NN-AE) for flow super-resolution [84]. The encoder maps low-resolution data into a latent
space, and the decoder reconstructs high-resolution fields. In this framework, the latent space first
reshapes the encoder output into a grid-structured representation, which is advanced in time by an
LSTM and subsequently corrected with a differentiable solver. While the solver is embedded within
the latent space, the temporal dynamics are still primarily learned by the LSTM and only improved
by the solver.

The present work departs from the prevailing paradigm of discovering models in the latent space
from data. Rather, we deliberately prescribe the known governing physics, a priori, directly within
the latent space, thereby forcing the latent dynamics to conform to an imposed physical prior.
This positions the proposed framework as a data-driven differentiable PDE solver, with end-to-end
differentiability serving as the mechanism by which the physical prior is propagated throughout the
architecture during training. This architectural design raises a fundamental feasibility question:
given high-resolution data governed by a high-fidelity PDE, can the same class of problems be
accurately solved by coarse-graining the input into a structured latent space, evolving it with a
simplified low-fidelity form of the same governing PDE (for instance, through a linearized form),
and recovering the high-resolution fields through decoding, entirely in an end-to-end differentiable
manner? And if the answer is affirmative, how does the choice of latent PDE fidelity, relative to
the underlying flow physics, govern the correspondence between coarse-grained latent structures
and given high-resolution dynamics, and what are the quantitative consequences for reconstruction
accuracy? Answering these questions demands a systematic investigation of the interplay between
latent solver fidelity, the coarse-grained latent structure it induces, and the resulting reconstruction
quality, a relationship that has not yet been rigorously examined in the literature. This coarse-grid
structure makes the latent space a natural substrate for a differentiable PDE solver, enabling the
governing equations to be advanced directly within the latent representation rather than over the
full-resolution domain (and potentially with a PDE that is easier to solve). Unlike conventional
PDE solvers, which require detailed resolution across all scales (from global structures to fine-
grained fluctuations), making them computationally intensive, grid-based latent dynamics bypass
this requirement, operating only over the semantically meaningful coarse-grained scales. Another
practically significant consequence is that the fidelity of the latent-embedded PDE solvers becomes a
free design choice here, allowing the selection of any admissible simplified form of the governing high-
fidelity equations and systematically balancing computational efficiency against modeling accuracy,
a flexibility unavailable in conventional PDE solvers.

In this work, we propose the Dlfferentiable Autoencoding Neural Operator - DIANO, a de-
terministic framework that introduces physics-based spatio-temporal modeling on a coarse latent
grid. DTANO seamlessly addresses the curse of dimensionality by employing nonlinear autoencoders
to compress high-dimensional flow fields into low-dimensional latent representations defined on a
coarsened grid, retaining only the essential and physically meaningful structures. Mesh-resolution
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invariance is achieved through neural operator architectures that learn mappings between input
and output functions, thus enabling generalization across a wide range of spatial discretizations.
A key innovation of DIANO lies in the integration of fully differentiable PDE solvers within the
latent space, allowing the temporal evolution of latent variables to be governed directly by the
underlying physical laws rather than purely data-driven ML approximations. Furthermore, gen-
eralization across PDE parameters is incorporated in a physically meaningful way by varying the
parameters of the embedded latent PDE model directly, rather than augmenting them as additional
external conditioning inputs. By tightly coupling dimensionality /geometrical reduction, operator
learning, and PDE-based latent dynamics evolution, DIANO may offer a unified, scalable, and
physics-embedded framework for modeling complex spatio-temporal flow phenomena. Specifically,
our key contributions include:

e Deterministic Autoencoding Neural Operator: Introduced a mesh-invariant operator
framework that maps high-dimensional fields defined on a N x N grid to latent representations
defined on a coarser grid (M x M, N > M) and reconstructs them.

e Visualizable Coarse-Grid Latent Representation: Established a novel coarse-grid latent
representation, defined as a coarsened input grid, which enables visualization of coarse-grained
structures in the latent space. The latent structures may be physically interpretable based on
the choice of the imposed latent PDE but will always be visualizable (even if not physically
meaningful).

e Latent Space PDE Integration: Embedded differentiable PDE solvers within the coarse-
grid latent space, enabling efficient computations while maintaining physics-constrained tem-
poral evolution.

e Flexible Solver-Accuracy Trade-offs: Demonstrated that solving lower-fidelity PDEs, a
simplified form of governing high-fidelity PDEs, in the latent space allows a flexible trade-off
between differentiable solver complexity /efficiency and reconstruction accuracy.

e A Paradigm Shift in Scientific Autoencoders: The main goal of autoencoders in sci-
entific machine learning is to discover a low-dimensional representation that facilitates down-
stream tasks and latent model discovery. We shift this paradigm by regularizing the latent
space with a low-fidelity PDE (hybrid data-driven and physics-driven latent discovery), which
has the benefit of developing efficient low-fidelity solvers and corrections in an end-to-end
manner.

e Geometrical Reduction with Operator Learning: Enabled operator learning to learn
geometrical reductions, mapping of high-dimensional geometric data to lower-dimensional
latent geometric data (e.g., 2D — 1D), while ensuring that the corresponding (1D) lower-
dimensional PDE is solved on the reduced data, and then mapped back to the original high-
dimensional geometric field.

The paper is organized as follows. Section presents the problem formulation, outlining four
modeling scenarios. It then introduces the proposed DIANO framework, describing the architec-
tural variants for each scenario and the development of a differentiable PDE solver, followed by a
discussion of the benchmark flow problems considered in this study. Section [3| analyzes the results
of the DIANO framework, focusing on the spatio-temporal latent representations and their implica-
tions for quantitative mapping accuracy across the four scenarios. Section [] provides a discussion
of the results and highlights potential directions for future work. Finally, Section [5| concludes the
study, summarizing the contributions and key findings of the DIANO framework.

p.-5



2. Methods

This section begins by presenting four representative modeling scenarios on which the proposed
DIANO framework demonstrates its capabilities. We then introduce the DIANO framework, which
employs Fourier layers within the autoencoding process to capture spatial representations. Finally,
we describe the construction of a differentiable PDE solver that integrates the governing equations
directly into the DIANO latent space, enabling latent temporal evolution.

2.1. Problem Description

We consider four representative problem configurations to demonstrate the capabilities of the
proposed Dlfferentiable Autoencoding Neural Operator (DIANQO) framework. These scenarios are
designed to evaluate DIANO across a range of spatio-temporal modeling tasks, with particular em-
phasis on coarse-grained latent-space visualization and physics-constrained latent evolution. Each
configuration is described below:

(i)

(iii)

Nonlinear Dimensionality Reduction (Static Mapping): This baseline setting focuses
on spatial dimensionality reduction without temporal evolution. A high-dimensional input
flow field at time t" is projected onto a coarse latent space and subsequently reconstructed at
the same time instance.

u(t") Encoder 7z (tn) Decoder ﬁ(tn)

Nonlinear Dimensionality Reduction with Temporal Marching: This configuration
extends the first one by incorporating temporal dynamics into the latent space. The encoded
representation at time " is advanced to t"*! using a differentiable PDE-based time integrator.
The updated coarse latent state is then decoded to reconstruct the high-dimensional field at
the future time step, enabling latent-space temporal modeling.

u(t”) Encoder Z(tn) PDE Evolution Z(tn+1) Decoder ﬁ(tn+1)

Geometrical Reduction with Temporal Marching: This setting explores a geometrical
space reduction scenario, where a high-dimensional field on the geometric space Dy, (e.g., 2D or
3D) is compressed into a lower-dimensional latent geometric space D, < D, (e.g., 1D or 2D).
The latent representation is then temporally evolved using the differentiable PDE solvers
corresponding to the reduced space, and the future state is decoded back to the original
geometrical space resolution. This scenario highlights the framework’s ability to preserve
physically meaningful dynamics under substantial geometrical compression.

Encoder PDE Evolution

tn+1) Decoder tn+1)

up, (t") zp,(t") zp, up, (
Many-to-One Functional Mapping via Latent Fusion: The final scenario investigates
multi-input functional mappings. A set of m high-dimensional input fields at time ¢" is inde-
pendently encoded into latent variables, which are then fused and mapped using a latent PDE
solver to produce a single output representation. The decoder maps this to the correspond-
ing high-dimensional prediction at the same instant ¢”. This configuration mimics complex

interactions such as flow superposition and coupled dynamics.

~

{lli (tn) }:r;l Encoder {Zi (tn) }Zl PDE Mapping p(tn) Decoder P (tn)
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2.2. Differentiable Autoencoding Neural Operator

We introduce a differentiable autoencoding neural operator, DIANO, that integrates dimension-
ality /geometrical reduction, mesh-invariant functional mappings, a visualizable latent space, and
physics-based temporal evolution into a unified framework. As illustrated in Fig. [Th, the framework
comprises three key components. First, a spatial encoder—decoder that compresses/coarsens the
input field of size N x N into a compact latent representation of size M x M, (N > M), while
retaining essential information for accurate reconstruction. Second, functional basis layers that
resolve spatial features within the autoencoder, enabling the efficient representation of input fields.
A key innovation in this data reduction is that it acts as spatial coarsening, thereby producing
field variables in the latent space that resemble the original field but on a coarser grid. Finally, a
differentiable PDE solver is introduced that evolves the latent representation over time, enforcing
physically consistent functional mapping and supporting end-to-end gradient-based optimization.
Owing to the coarse grid structure of the latent space, differentiable PDE solvers can be defined
thereon for the temporal evolution of such coarse-grained latent fields. In general, the differentiable
PDE solver can be defined as a low-fidelity approximation of the original PDE, which is easier to
solve. Together, these components enable DTANO to learn complex spatiotemporal mappings while
maintaining latent-space visualization and computational efficiency.

2.2.1. Autoencoding - Functional Basis Architecture

Within the DIANO framework, spatiotemporal learning is explicitly decoupled, allowing the
architecture to treat spatial representations and temporal dynamics independently. In contrast,
when spatiotemporal modeling is “coupled”, the choice of functional basis becomes critical and should
reflect the underlying dynamics of the problem. Fourier bases are well-suited for periodic phenomena
due to their global frequency decomposition, Laplace bases capture growth or decay processes
with periodic modulation, and wavelet bases provide localized time—frequency resolution, making
them effective for multi-resolution or transient dynamics. Such considerations have motivated the
proliferation of neural operator variants tailored to specific classes of spatiotemporal problems in
the literature.

In DIANO, the spatial component is modeled following the FNO paradigm, with Fourier basis
layers employed in both the encoder and decoder. As illustrated in Fig.[Ib, FNO consists of multiple
Fourier layers, each composed of a Fourier transform, a spectral convolution, skip connections, and
a nonlinear activation. Training retains low-frequency modes while truncating high-frequency ones
to reduce computation and improve generalization. The output is obtained by transforming back
to the physical domain. Our DIANO architecture builds on this FNO framework by incorporating
explicit feature compression and decompression via convolutional operations (AvgPool2D for down-
sampling and ConvTranspose2D for upsampling), thereby developing a deterministic autoencoding
neural operator. This architectural design enables the encoder to learn coarse-grained representa-
tions of the globally dominant structures in the latent space, while the decoder progressively corrects
these latent representations into high-resolution, fine-grained outputs that effectively restore local
structures, gradients, and variations, thereby retaining both local physical features and global spa-
tial fidelity. Temporal evolution is handled in the latent space using a differentiable PDE solver.
Unlike approaches that rely on explicit temporal learning operators, DIANO leverages this PDE
solver to (i) enable physics-based time marching, (ii) provide a physically explainable characteri-
zation of latent temporal dynamics, and (iii) facilitate the incorporation of parametric variability
(e.g., Reynolds number) in a more meaningful and efficient manner. This approach eliminates the
need for data-driven temporal ML methods, while the autoencoder remains solely responsible for
spatial compression (coarsening) and reconstruction of the flow fields. By decoupling temporal

p. 7



(a) Differentiable Autoencoding Neural Operator - DIANO

Input Size : N x N Output Size: Nx N

Differentiable PDE Solver

Decoder
Operator

Encoder
Operator

Latent Size: M xM

(b) Fourier Neural Operator

Input Size : N x N Output Size: Nx N

a(x) —)m Fourier layer1 ... Fourier layer ‘m’ —)m u(x)

FFT == |ineartransformR =% Inverse FFT —j

v(x)
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(c) DIANO - Nonlinear Dimensionality Reduction
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Figure 1: (a) Schematic of the proposed DIANO framework for spatiotemporal modeling. (b) Fourier Neural Operator
(FNO), a neural operator using Fourier basis functions for spatial mapping. (c¢) Nonlinear dimensionality reduction
(Static Mapping) with DIANO.




dynamics from spatial representation, this modular decomposition simplifies the learning task and
allows for integration of various basis layers to resolve “spatial” features such as Laplace eigenfunc-
tions, wavelet bases, Chebyshev polynomials, integral kernels, graph message passing, multipole
expansions, attention weights, and kernel functions along with their associated neural operators.
This flexibility facilitates the adaptation of the DIANO framework to the unique spatial character-
istics of each problem, thus enhancing its applicability across a broad range of scenarios. In the
present work, spatial representations are resolved using Fourier layers implemented within the FNO
framework.

2.2.2. Differentiable PDE Solver
Conventional numerical PDE solvers compute spatio-temporal solutions for given initial /boundary

conditions and model parameters, offering high accuracy and stability for well-defined problems.
However, such solvers do not construct a computational graph, which limits their compatibility with
ML architectures and prevents direct computation of parameter gradients required for optimization.
In contrast, differentiable PDE solvers compute the forward solution in the same manner as con-
ventional solvers while simultaneously constructing a computational graph. This structure enables
automatic differentiation to obtain gradients with respect to any input parameter, without explicitly
implementing an adjoint method. This capability enables efficient gradient-based optimization for
physical parameters, boundary conditions, and other model inputs, allowing seamless integration
into optimization and ML pipelines. The present framework leverages differentiable PDE solvers
with the following key features:

e Latent-space embedding: Placing the solver in a coarsened/compressed latent space en-
ables efficient computation, significantly reducing the overall computational cost.

o Low-fidelity solver utilization: The latent spatial field allows the use of a computationally
inexpensive (lower fidelity) PDE solver that still captures essential dynamics.

e Latent Space—Flow Dynamics Correspondence: The choice of PDE formulation, relative
to the underlying governing dynamics, directly influences the coherency of latent coarse-
grained features, as the solver has been utilized jointly during training.

The governing PDEs considered in this work are the 2D Vorticity Transport Equation (VTE) and
the 3D Pressure Poisson Equation (PPE), which are applied to 2D flows (flow past a cylinder and
flow through a symmetric stenosis) and 3D flows (patient-specific coronary blood flow), respectively.
First, the 2D nonlinear VTE is given by

ot Ox oy  \ox2  Oy?)’

(1)

where w is the vorticity, u and v are velocity components in the x and y directions, respectively,
and v is the kinematic viscosity. To investigate the impact of different PDE fidelity levels on the
latent-space solution, several variants of the 2D VTE are considered:

(i) 2D Linearized VTE: Linearizes the convective terms assuming a characteristic uniform velocity
scale V| capturing the balance between convection and diffusion of vorticity:

a_w_|_v a_w+a_w — 02_w+f92_w (2)
ot ar oy) "\ a2 )
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(ii) 2D Stokes Flow (VTE without convection terms): Neglects convective transport, correspond-
ing to viscous-dominated Stokes flow for low Reynolds numbers:

Ow _ (Pw  Ow 3)
ot~ " \ar2 "oy )

(iii) 2D Inviscid Linearized VTE: Removes diffusion terms to model inviscid flow, where vorticity
is transported solely by convection:

Ow ow  Ow
had Z 227 =0. 4
8t+v(8x+0y> 0 (4)

(iv) 1D Linearized VTE along the streamwise direction (x): Considers vorticity transport only
along z, highlighting convection and diffusion along the primary flow:

Ow ow J*w

(v) 1D Linearized VTE along the normal direction (y): Considers vorticity transport only along
y, isolating dynamics perpendicular to the main flow:

Ow ow J*w

Secondly, the 3D Pressure Poisson Equation is given by

8_2])+8_2])+@—_ @ 2_|_ @ 2_|_ a_w 2_|_2 @@+@8_w+@a_w (7)
oz Oy? 022 P\ bz oy 0z Oydr 0z0x 0z0y )|

where p is pressure, (u, v, w) are velocity components in (z,y, z), and p is fluid density.

It should be noted that the VTE and its variants are parabolic PDEs, while the PPE is an
elliptic PDE; consequently, the former require a time-marching direct solver, whereas the latter is
solved using an iterative solver. Our differentiable solver is implemented using the finite difference
method (FDM) for both PDEs. The first derivatives are computed using an optimized upwind
compact scheme (OUCS2) [85] to maintain the upwinding properties, while the second derivatives
employ central difference schemes to preserve isotropy. For the VTE, time integration is performed
using an explicit Runge-Kutta 4 (RK4) scheme, whereas for the PPE, the iterative Point-Jacobi
method is used to compute the pressure field. The solver is fully differentiable, making it suitable
for parameter estimation of v, p, and V', enabling latent PDE discovery and other gradient-based
optimization tasks, when needed.

2.2.3. DIANO framework variants
With the Fourier basis serving as the functional basis in the autoencoder along with the differen-
tiable PDE solver, the DIANO framework encompasses multiple variants, each designed to address
the four distinct objectives explained above. These architectural variants are described below.
Nonlinear Dimensionality Reduction - Static Mappings: As shown in Fig. [Tk, DIANO is ap-
plied for dimensionality reduction, where no temporal evolution is required. In this sense, DIANO
can be regarded as the deterministic counterpart of the Variational Autoencoding Neural Operator
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DIANO architectural variants for each modeling scenario. The encoder compresses inputs via spatial
downsampling after each Fourier layer, and the decoder reconstructs outputs via upsampling. Downsampling and
upsampling are implemented with AvgPool2D and ConvTranspose2D, respectively. (a) Nonlinear Dimensionality
Reduction with Temporal Marching: An unsteady PDE is solved in latent space from " to t"*!. (b) Geometrical
Reduction with Temporal Marching: A 2D input is compressed to 1D, evolved via a given 1D PDE, and decoded back
to 2D. (¢) Many-to-One Functional Mapping: Three velocity components (u, v, and w) are independently encoded
and the 3D PPE equation is solved in latent space to produce the latent pressure field, which is then decoded to full



(VANO) framework [26]. The DIANO pipeline parallels FNO but introduces explicit compression
and reconstruction mechanisms. In the encoder, inputs are first lifted to a higher-dimensional
feature space via a neural lifting network (Lift-NN), subsequently processed through Fourier lay-
ers where low-frequency modes are preserved and high-frequency modes truncated, and finally
compressed using AvgPool2D by a factor of 2. Sequential application of Fourier transformations
combined with downsampling defines the compression ratio and yields a compact, low-dimensional
latent representation defined on a grid that could be visualized. In the decoder, this procedure is
inverted, where latent features are passed through Fourier layers to recover spectral information
and upsampled with ConvTranspose2D by a factor of 2, progressively to restore spatial resolution.
Sequential Fourier—upsampling steps, followed by a final projection through a neural projection
network (Project-NN), reconstruct the output field at full resolution.

Nonlinear Dimensionality Reduction with Temporal Marching: In this temporal marching sce-
nario, DTANO extends the static mapping variant by incorporating a differentiable PDE solver in
the latent space, as depicted in Fig. [2h. The encoder compresses the spatial input features at time
t"™ into a low-dimensional latent representation (a coarse grid), which is then evolved forward to
t"™! using the PDE solver. The decoder reconstructs the spatial fields at "' from the evolved
latent state, following the same Fourier—upsampling pipeline as in the static mapping case, thereby
producing a high-dimensional output solution at the new time step. This variant offers three no-
table advantages. First, it alleviates the need for any additional machine learning-based temporal
operator, instead leveraging the inherent structure of pre-defined governing equations for temporal
evolution. Second, it enables systematic exploration of different PDE fidelities, such as simplified
variants (e.g., simplified VTE formulations) of the governing PDEs used to generate the ground
truth data directly within the latent space. This not only allows systematic investigation of how
PDE model fidelity influences latent temporal evolution, but also contributes to explainability by
establishing a direct correspondence between the latent dynamics and the underlying physics of
the pre-defined differentiable PDE. Third, parametric variability, such as Reynolds number depen-
dence, can be naturally incorporated through the latent PDE solver, facilitating the model to learn
parameter-dependent dynamics in a physically meaningful and structured manner, which is found
to be beneficial for generalization across both interpolation and extrapolation regimes.

Geometrical Reduction with Temporal Marching: For the geometrical reduction case, DIANO
follows the temporal marching approach described above but differs in the stage at which down-
sampling and upsampling are applied within the autoencoder, as illustrated in Fig. 2b. In contrast
to the temporal variant, where the dimensionality of the 2D input data is evenly compressed and
decompressed along both spatial dimensions during downsampling and upsampling, geometrical
reduction performs downsampling and upsampling along only one dimension, leaving the other
dimension unaltered. This results in encoding the 2D input into a 1D latent representation and
decoding the 1D latent state back into 2D output data. Specifically, the two-dimensional input
fields at time t™ are first processed through sequential Fourier layers without reduction, and di-
mensionality compression is performed only along one direction at the final encoder stage. This
produces a one-dimensional latent representation at ¢, which is then advanced to t"*! using the
PDE solver. The evolved 1D latent state is subsequently restored to a 2D representation through
a single upsampling step at the first stage of the decoder, after which sequential Fourier layers in
the decoder refine spectral features and reconstruct the output solution at ¢"*!. This architecture
explicitly enforces a 2D—1D—2D geometrical reduction across the latent space, while maintaining
temporally consistent evolution governed by the 1D PDE solver. Such an architecture enables one to
learn geometric dimensionality reduction equipped with a geometrically reduced-order PDE model.

Many-to-One Functional Mapping via Latent Fusion: In this case, DIANO is designed to rep-
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resent many-to-one functional mappings, where multiple input fields are mapped to a single target
output, as shown in Fig. . Specifically, the full-resolution 3D velocity components (u, v, and w) at
time t" are independently encoded into low-dimensional latent spaces via three separate encoders,
producing three 3D latent representations of the velocity field. These latent velocity represen-
tations are fused (stacked one after the other) and fed through the differentiable PPE solver to
compute the corresponding low-dimensional latent representation of the pressure field. Finally, a
single decoder reconstructs the full-resolution 3D pressure field at t" from this latent representation,
thereby integrating information from multiple velocity components into a single pressure output.
This architecture explicitly enables a many-to-one mapping in the latent space, defined as a coarse
grid.

2.8. Benchmark Flow Problems

To evaluate the modeling capabilities of the proposed DIANO framework, three unsteady bench-
mark flow problems are considered. These include a canonical external flow configuration commonly
employed in machine learning studies, as well as internal blood flow flows relevant to biomedical
applications. The selected cases differ in geometric complexity and temporal boundary conditions,
providing diverse and representative scenarios for assessing model robustness and for visualizing
physical latent-space dynamics.

Flow over a Cylinder: The first benchmark involves 2D incompressible flow over a circular
cylinder at Re = 100, a regime characterized by periodic vortex shedding. As shown in Fig. [3h, the
cylinder (diameter D = 1) is centered at the origin. The computational domain spans x € [—10, 40]
and y € [—10,10]. No-slip boundary conditions are imposed on the cylinder, with uniform inflow
(1,0) and zero-traction outflow at the downstream boundary. The unsteady Navier-Stokes equations
are solved using FEniCS [86] with second-order triangular elements (~ 100K cells) and a time step
of At = 0.01. After discarding transients, 1000 vorticity snapshots are extracted from ¢ € [100, 200),
cropped to the wake region (indicated by a dotted box), normalized by their respective maximum
vorticity values such that the resulting values lie in [-1, 1], and resampled onto a 256 x 256 mesh. The
resampling maps the physical domain to a normalized coordinate system, scaling the streamwise
direction to [0, 1] and the transverse direction to [-1, 1|. This dataset, initially generated in prior
work [9], supports the first two modeling objectives of the present work: static and time-evolved
nonlinear dimensionality reduction.

Pulsatile Flow through Stenosed Arteries: The second and third benchmark problems involve
pulsatile flow through a stenosed (blocked) coronary artery. The second case, shown in Fig. , uses
a 2D idealized symmetric stenosis with a 50% blockage, 4 cm length, and 0.3 cm diameter. The
third case, depicted in Fig. , uses a patient-specific left anterior descending (LAD) coronary artery
model containing an elongated soft plaque downstream of a bifurcation [87]. Both simulations use
a physiologically realistic inflow waveform [88] applied over five cardiac cycles, plotted in Fig. ,
with a parabolic inlet velocity profile reaching peak Rep.. = 237 and mean Re = 141. Only the
final cardiac cycle is used for training and evaluation to exclude initial transients.

In the symmetric stenosis case, simulations are again performed in FEniCS with around 100K
cells and At = 1072, From the final cycale, 100 vorticity snapshots, focused on the post-stenotic
recirculation zone (containing flow separation and reattachment) as denoted by a dotted rectangular
box are extracted, normalized to [-1, 1] by their maximum values, and resampled onto a 256 x 256
mesh, mapping the streamwise direction to [0, 1| and the transverse direction to |-1, 1].

For the patient-specific LAD artery, transient simulations are conducted using SimVascular [89]
with a mesh of 3.7 million tetrahedral elements (1.4 million nodes), time step At = 5 x 107 s,
and outlet resistances based on Murray’s law (exponent 2.6, mean pressure 100 mmHg). The
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(a) Flow past a circular cylinder (c) Patient-specific LAD coronary artery
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Figure 3: Benchmark flow problems considered in this study. (a) Flow past a 2D circular cylinder. (b) Flow through
an idealized, symmetric 2D arterial stenosis. (c¢) Flow through a patient-specific stenosed left anterior descending
(LAD) coronary artery. (d) Transient inlet flow rate (em3/s) is employed for both cases (b) and (c). The region
enclosed by the dotted box indicates the domain used for training and evaluating variants of the autoencoding
architectures.

spatial domain is selected around the stenosis, indicated by a dotted box, where the dataset of
100 snapshots of containing 3D velocity and pressure fields are extracted, normalized by their
respective maximum values—velocity components and pressure scaled to [0, 1|, and resampled
onto a structured 256 x 256 x 256 grid with coordinates normalized to [0, 1] in all directions.
Mapping the 3D arterial data onto a structured grid introduced ghost points outside the vessel
walls, which were assigned zero values. This dataset is used to demonstrate pressure inference
from 3D velocity components via the Pressure Poisson equation, supporting the final objective:
many-to-one functional mapping through latent fusion.

It is important to note that all three cropped ground truth datasets exhibit inherent temporal
periodicity. In the case of flow past a cylinder, this periodicity arises from vortex shedding despite a
steady inflow, whereas in arterial flow scenarios, it originates from the pulsatile nature of the inflow
waveform.

2.4. Experimental Setup

For both static mapping and temporal evolution scenarios, we employ loss functions that quantify
the reconstruction error. Let the input flow field be x' € X, where ¢ indexes the training samples
and n represents the time step. Consider two different autoencoder architectures: convolution-based
(CNN) and neural network-based (NN) autoencoders. The input space is defined as

|RS, S=H-W-C, for NN,

where H, W, and C denote the height, width, and number of channels. In the CNN-type architec-
ture, the input x}' is processed as a spatial tensor, allowing the network to capture both local and
global structures. The encoder £ maps the input to a latent representation z; € R7=xW=xC and

B {RHWXC, for CNN,
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the decoder D reconstructs the field as X7 = D(E(x})) € RT*WXC For the NN-based architecture,
the input is first flattened into a vector x'g,, which discards explicit spatial structure. The en-
coder maps this vector to a lower-dimensional latent space z; € R, with d < S, and the decoder
reconstructs the flow field as X' = D(€(x/,,)) € RY.

The compression ratio (CR) quantifies the dimensionality reduction achieved by an autoencoder.
For an input flow field defined on an N x N grid with a single channel, an NN-based autoencoder
with latent dimension d yields a compression ratio of CRyy = N?/d. In contrast, for a CNN- or
FNO-based autoencoder with a latent representation of size M x M, it becomes CRcny = N2/M?2.
This distinction reflects the different compression mechanisms of the two architectural variants: NN-
based models reduce dimensionality globally, while CNN /FNO-based models retain spatial structure
in the latent space.

In the static mapping scenario, models are trained to minimize the mean squared reconstruction
error at the same time step,

1 N
Liec = NZHX?_i?H% , (8)
i=1

where N is the number of training samples. In the many-to-one functional mapping setting, both
x and X correspond to the pressure field at a given time ¢”. For temporal evolution scenarios, the
objective is to predict the flow field at the next time step, and the reconstruction loss is replaced
with a temporal prediction loss

1 N
Lremporat = 72 Y I = %3 (9)
=1

In the present work, all architectures are trained using the ADAM optimizer, with parameter
updates governed by the respective loss functions. A step-decay dynamic learning rate schedule
is employed to promote systematic loss convergence of the training process. The hyperparameters
utilized in each experiment are reported in Table [1 along with the corresponding reconstruction
performance on both the training and testing datasets. The ground truth datasets are randomly
partitioned into 80% for training and 20% for testing, with manual seeding applied to ensure
reproducibility across all architectural autoencoding variants presented herein.

3. Numerical Experiments

We evaluate the DIANO framework through a series of numerical experiments designed to assess
its capability to learn compact and explainable latent representations while accurately capturing
complex spatial and temporal dynamics. Our study focuses on four key aspects: (i) nonlinear dimen-
sionality reduction, (ii) temporal evolution in latent space, (iii) geometrical compression, and (iv)
many-to-one functional mappings. We begin by benchmarking DIANO against established autoen-
coding architectures to evaluate compression efficiency and latent space characteristics. Building
upon this, we investigate the DIANO method on the remaining three scenarios.

3.1. Nonlinear Dimensionality Reduction — Static Mappings

The vorticity field of the von Karméan vortex street, exhibiting asymmetric shedding behind
a cylinder, is employed to evaluate the reconstruction performance and, importantly, the latent
coarse-grained structures of DIANO across varying compression ratios, where the inputs and out-
puts correspond to the same time instant ¢". To provide a benchmark, DIANO is compared with
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Figure 4: Nonlinear dimensionality reduction - Static Mapping. Comparison of the vorticity latent space structure
across different autoencoding methodologies: CNO, CNN-AE, NN-AE, and DIANO. (a) Ground-truth vorticity field
from the test dataset, showing asymmetric vortex shedding; (b) DIANO: effect of the number of Fourier modes at
compression ratio = 16; (c) DIANO: effect of compression ratio with 8 Fourier modes; (d) CNO: latent representations
at four compression levels;(e) CNN-AE: latent structure at compression ratio = 4, using the panel b color scale; (f)
NN-AE: temporal evolution of four randomly selected bottleneck modes; (g) Energy cascade spectrum of the vorticity
field, comparing latent representations across Fourier modes, compression ratios, and other methods with the ground-



established autoencoding architectures, including convolutional autoencoders (CNN-AE), fully con-
nected autoencoders (NN-AE), and CNO. Detailed implementation of these baseline methods is
provided in [Appendix A]

Experiments with NN-AE are performed by varying the number of latent modes (8, 16, and
32) to investigate reconstruction accuracy under different levels of input compression. In contrast,
DIANO, which incorporates a Fourier basis layer, introduces two key hyperparameters: (i) the
number of Fourier modes resolved within a Fourier layer, and (ii) the number of Fourier layers with
upsampling /downsampling, which controls the compression of the input data to the latent space
grid size. For CNN-AE, a fixed compression factor of 4 is applied to examine latent representations.
Notably, CNO utilizes a U-Net-based autoencoding approach that produces latent representations
at multiple compression levels in a single forward pass. Additionally, all latent features in CNO
have access to high-dimensional information through residual blocks, which fundamentally mimic
multigrid solvers.

The latent space vorticity structures for each method are presented in Figure ] with the struc-
tures constructed based on the ground-truth vorticity field from the test dataset, which exhibits
asymmetric vortex shedding (Fig. [fh). For DIANO, the number of Fourier modes within a Fourier
layer is varied at a fixed compression ratio of 16 (two Fourier layer-upsampling blocks in the en-
coder and two Fourier layers-downsampling blocks in the decoder) to investigate the sensitivity of
Fourier modes to the latent structure. The results, shown in Fig. [dpb, indicate that 8 Fourier modes
sufficiently capture the dominant vortical structures of the given input data, producing a clean and
physically meaningful coherent latent representation. As the number of Fourier modes increases,
higher-frequency components are learned, introducing fine-scale features that interfere with the
coarse-grained coherent vortices. This effect is particularly noticeable for the high-mode case (32
Fourier modes), where the latent representation becomes less distinct and apparent. Therefore, us-
ing the minimal number of Fourier modes necessary to resolve the dominant spatial features yields
a clearer and more physically meaningful latent structure. Nevertheless, the reconstruction error
reported in Table [1| exhibits an opposite trend: reconstruction errors decrease from O(107°) for low
Fourier mode configurations to O(10~7) for high-mode configurations, consistent with the physical
expectation that higher-frequency modes should resolve much finer scales of vorticity dynamics.
This behavior highlights a fundamental trade-off: fewer Fourier modes promote distinct, coherent
coarse-grained latent vortical structures at the expense of reconstruction accuracy, whereas a higher
mode count improves reconstruction fidelity at the cost of latent structures’ coherency. Therefore,
selecting a moderate number of Fourier modes offers a balanced compromise, achieving sufficient
reconstruction accuracy while preserving coherent latent structures for analysis.

For a fixed number of Fourier modes of 8, the compression ratio (CR) of the DIANO framework
is systematically varied by increasing both the number of Fourier layer-downsampling blocks and
Fourier layer-upsampling blocks simultaneously in the encoder and decoder, respectively. This
approach is used to assess the coherency of the latent vortical structures under different levels of
compression, and the results are depicted in Fig. [c. As anticipated, the latent vorticity structures
become progressively coarser as the compression ratio increases. In other words, the coherence
and spatial resolution of the learned latent vortical structures decrease when the compression gets
stronger, leading to a less detailed representation of the flow features in the latent space. In contrast
to the previous scenario regarding the Fourier modes used, coarsening leads to a consistent increase
in reconstruction error with increasing compression ratio, as reported in Table [I}

In comparison, CNO generates hierarchical latent representations across multiple compression
levels, and the extracted latent structures at increasing compression levels are presented in Fig. [Ad.
Notably, while the latent representations across these compression levels are physically explainable,
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several limitations arise when compared with the asymmetric vortex street in the ground-truth data.
In the first latent space (Latent 1), corresponding to the input dimension (i.e., no compression),
vortical structures are identifiable; however, directional information is lost, preventing distinction
between clockwise and anticlockwise vortices, a key feature of the asymmetric von Karman vortex
street. In the subsequent two latent spaces, with compression ratios of 4 and 16, further vortical
structure information is lost, although the contours of regions containing vortical structures remain
partially observable. In the final latent space (Latent 4), at a compression ratio of 64, essentially
no physically relevant information is retained, with only some flow structures aligned along the
streamwise direction, offering minimal insight into the underlying flow dynamics. Thus, while CNO
produces hierarchical latent representations in a single forward pass, its latent spaces are relatively
less physically meaningful compared to DIANO, which provides significantly better meaningful
structures, a single latent representation (instead of multiple ones in CNO), with fewer trainable
parameters and comparable reconstruction accuracy, as shown in Table [1]

Lastly, the latent structures of the CNN-AE and NN-AE autoencoders are presented in Figs. [4g
and [, respectively. For the CNN-AE case, a naive architecture produces latent representations
that lack physical meaningfulness and fail to capture coherent vortical structures (not shown),
whereas introducing residual connections (discussed in [Appendix A)), similar to the CNO archi-
tecture, yields a more structured latent space in which coherent vortical patterns are recovered
with a clear correspondence to the input field. In the NN-AE case, the latent space is inherently
unexplainable over space, across three chosen latent modes, although a good reconstruction error
of O(107°) is achieved. Nevertheless, the latent dynamics exhibit periodic temporal behavior with
multiple harmonics, consistent with the ground-truth vortex shedding. While such spatial behavior
is expected, temporal evolution can be learned by modeling the latent dynamics via ODE discovery.
This is demonstrated by coupling an autoencoder with Sparse Identification of Nonlinear Dynamics
(SINDy) [76], which incorporates latent dynamics into training, while LaSDI [75] follows a two-step
approach using LASSO to identify the governing ODE after training the autoencoder.

Building on the qualitative observations above, we now assess how well the coarse-grained latent
representation is aligned with the high-resolution dynamics in a quantitative sense. The results,
summarized in Fig. [, are reported across variations in Fourier modes, compression ratios, and
model architectures. We employ the vorticity energy (enstrophy) spectrum across wavenumber
(k) as a diagnostic metric. For the present flow configuration, the inertial-range energy cascade is
expected to follow a k3 scaling [90]. The reference ground-truth spectrum is computed on a struc-
tured 256 x 256 grid used for training the ML models, interpolated from the original unstructured
data. The reference k=3 scaling, corresponding to the input vorticity field, is indicated by a dotted
line and compared with latent vorticity fields obtained from DIANO for different Fourier modes
at a fixed compression ratio of 16. Across all configurations, energy spectra of all latent vorticity
fields exhibit a decay close to the expected —3 slope. Furthermore, as the number of Fourier modes
(i.e., retained frequencies in each Fourier layer) increases, the magnitude of the latent spectrum
progressively approaches the ground-truth spectrum. This indicates that the number of Fourier
modes can serve as an effective hyperparameter for controlling agreement with the ground truth.
For a fixed Fourier modes of 8, compression ratios of 4, 16, and 64 yield latent spectra that nearly
follow the reference scaling over the resolved wavenumber range, which is directly constrained by
the level of compression. As the compression ratio increases, high-wavenumber components are
progressively truncated, reducing spectral resolution. At a compression ratio of 256, this truncation
becomes severe, leading to significant loss of high-wavenumber content and limiting the representa-
tion of inertial-range dynamics. The vorticity energy spectra obtained from CNO and CNN-AE are
also compared against the ground-truth spectrum (right-most panel). Notably, although the CNO
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latent space lacks directional coherence in representing vortex shedding structures, it nonetheless
preserves quantitative consistency with the ground-truth energy spectrum across its hierarchical
latent representations. In contrast, the CNN-AE with residual connections, while producing quali-
tatively explainable latent structures, fails to reproduce the expected k=3 energy decay, indicating
that qualitative structures would not always guarantee quantitative physical fidelity.

These results indicate that DIANO achieves a favorable balance between compression and the
coherency of latent vortical structures, effectively capturing essential flow features while maintaining
a compact latent representation. From a qualitative perspective, DIANO preserves coherent vortical
structures in the latent space, while quantitatively, it maintains consistency with the underlying
energy cascade behavior across the experiments considered. This balance is determined by the
choice of Fourier modes and the compression ratio, which control the trade-off among reconstruction
fidelity, structural resolution, and spectral accuracy.

3.2. Nonlinear Dimensionality Reduction with Temporal Marching

3.2.1. Latent Coherent Structures and Solver Fidelity: Prediction Accuracy

This section presents the prediction of future temporal solutions and the latent characteristics
of the DIANO framework. The focus is on the asymmetric von Karméan vortex street generated
downstream of a circular cylinder, a canonical benchmark for unsteady wake dynamics. The pre-
diction task is formulated as a one-step temporal advancement problem, where the vorticity field
at time t" serves as input and the corresponding solution at t"*! is obtained. The DIANO frame-
work employs a differentiable PDE solver within the latent space, designed to evolve the Vorticity
Transport Equation (VTE). The solver acting on the latent representation enables the temporal
advancement to remain consistent with the governing dynamics in a meaningful fashion.

The results of temporally marched latent vortical structures obtained using the DIANO frame-
work employing 16 Fourier modes in each Fourier layer of the autoencoder and a compression ratio
of 256 are presented in Fig. 5] These results are based on the ground truth flow fields from the test
dataset at time instants " and "™, showing the asymmetric von Karman vortex street downstream
of the cylinder, as illustrated in Fig. [fh. Despite the ground truth data being generated from the
fully coupled 2D nonlinear Navier-Stokes equations, the DIANO framework attempts to advance
the flow in the latent space using simplified variants of the VTE (Egs. [2} [6). As demonstrated,
the concurrent training of the compression together with the simplified VTE equation enforces the
smaller flow scales and fine features to be filtered out by the encoder, leaving only the dominant
flow structures in the latent representation. Upon evolution of the latent vorticity solution to a
future time t"*! using the PDE solver, the decoder now reconstructs the fine-scale features that
were filtered by the encoder, thereby recovering an effective approximation of the full flow field.
The differentiable VTE solver uses a characteristic velocity scale V' = 1 and kinematic viscosity
v = 0.01, chosen based on the Reynolds number. Time integration is performed with a time step
of 0.01 for all cases presented in this section. It is imperative to note that the ground truth flow is
advection-dominated, with advection stronger along the horizontal streamwise direction (z) relative
to the vertical normal direction (y).

In Fig [f, DIANO operating with the 2D linearized VTE (Eq. [2) is presented, showing the
latent vorticity fields at " and the temporally marched solution at ¢"*! in Fig. [p, along with the
corresponding predicted output vorticity field at t"*! in Fig. [5k. With a strong compression ratio
of 256, the latent space clearly captures the asymmetric von Karman vortex street with distinct
directionality, establishing a direct correspondence with the ground truth vorticity field. Compared
to the latent field at ", the vortices are advected as expected at t"*!; the change is subtle since only
two consecutive vorticity snapshots are considered. Additionally, a clockwise vortex appears at the
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Figure 5: Nonlinear Dimensionality Reduction with Temporal marching. Comparison of vorticity latent space struc-
ture of the DIANO framework (compression ratio 256, 16 Fourier modes) across different VTE simplified formulations
solved within the latent space. The vorticity field of the von Karman vortex street behind a cylinder is used as the
benchmark case. (a) Ground truth data from the test dataset, where the input and output flow fields correspond to
time instants #" and t"*!, respectively. (b) Latent-space vortical structures at t" and t"*! computed by the PDE
solver, and (c) the corresponding predicted output flow field at ¢"*1 for 2D linearized VTE. Latent-space vortical
structures at t" obtained using: (d) 2D Stokes flow (linearized VTE without the convection term), (e) 2D inviscid
linearized VTE, (f) 1D linearized VTE along the streamwise direction z, and (g) 1D linearized VTE along the normal
direction .
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extreme downstream end in both latent flow fields, which is partially present in the ground truth.
While this may initially appear spurious, it is indeed physically relevant, correctly reflecting the
vorticity directionality (clockwise rotation). As anticipated, the decoder subsequently reconstructs
the future vorticity field accurately using the marched latent field, as shown in Fig. .

Next, the latent vorticity flow fields obtained from DIANO under different VTE formulation
fidelities are discussed. Four simplified VTE formulations were considered for latent temporal
evolution: 2D Stokes flow, i.e., linearized VTE without the convection term (Eq. ; 2D inviscid
linearized VTE (Eq. ; 1D linearized VTE along the streamwise direction = (Eq. ; and 1D lin-
earized VTE along the normal direction y (Eq. @, as shown in Figs. —g. The spatial organization
of latent vortical structures and reconstruction quality exhibit strong, simultaneous sensitivity to
the physical fidelity of the embedded VTE formulation, depending on its degree of alignment with
the underlying flow physics. When the chosen VTE formulation is aligned with the advection-
dominated, streamwise-convection character of the ground-truth dynamics —specifically the 2D
inviscid VTE and 1D VTE-z (Egs. 4] and , yield latent space that preserves coherent vortical
structures closely reproducing the von Karmén vortex street. Conversely, formulations that deviate
from the underlying flow physics, such as 2D Stokes flow and 1D VTE-y, produce latent represen-
tations that lack physical coherence; discernible structures are present and visualizable, but would
not correspond to physically meaningful flow features. Quantitative reconstruction errors reported
in Table [If corroborate these trends, with errors ordered as: 2D linearized VTE < 2D inviscid VTE
< 1D VTE-z < 2D Stokes flow < 1D VTE-y. This hierarchy confirms a consistent and intrin-
sic coupling: the fidelity of the embedded VTE formulation relative to the true governing physics
jointly determines the organization of coarse-grained latent vortical structures and the resulting
reconstruction accuracy.

Overall, these results establish a clear principle: when the embedded latent PDE formulation is
aligned with the true underlying flow physics, the latent space yields physically coherent and well-
organized vortical structures with superior reconstruction accuracy. For advection-dominated flows,
such as the cylinder wake at Re = 100, retaining the advection term, and particularly the streamwise
convection component, produces coherent and explainable latent vorticity fields closely resembling
the input von Karmén vortex street, whereas the progressive removal of these physically essential
terms leads to a systematic degradation in both latent structure organization and reconstruction
accuracy.

3.2.2. Generalization Across Reynolds Numbers

In this section, we evaluate the ability of the DIANO framework to generalize across flows at
varying Reynolds numbers. To this end, additional CFD simulations are performed for six Reynolds
numbers, Re € (125,150,175, 180,200, 225), in addition to Re = 100 considered in the preceding
discussion. Among these, Re = 180 and Re = 225 are reserved for interpolation and extrapolation
experiments, respectively, while the remaining cases are used for training. We focus on three key as-
pects: (i) the incorporation of Reynolds number variations in a physically consistent manner within
the latent dynamics, (ii) the ability of the DIANO framework to learn a parametric, explainable,
and physically coherent latent vorticity representation across different Reynolds numbers, and (iii)
quantitative robustness, evaluated through autoregressive rollout error (sequential one-step inte-
gration over the full time horizon) and performance under multiple CFL conditions (i.e., varying
time-step sizes), across selected Reynolds numbers, as illustrated in Fig. @

In contrast to conventional ML approaches, where parametric dependence (such as the Reynolds
number) is introduced through simple input augmentation, the DIANO framework allows this de-
pendence to be embedded directly within the latent-space PDE solver (here, VTE, Eq. . Rather
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Figure 6: Generalization of the DIANO framework across Reynolds numbers. (a) Input vorticity fields at time ¢"
from the test dataset corresponding to training Reynolds numbers Re € (125,150, 175,200). (b) Corresponding
latent vorticity fields at time ¢™. (c¢) Input and latent vorticity fields at ¢ for interpolation at Re = 180. (d) Input
and latent vorticity fields at ™ for extrapolation at Re = 225. (e) Autoregressive rollout error over time across all
Reynolds numbers. (f) Effect of increasing CFL number in the latent VTE solver. The compression ratio and the
Fourier modes are chosen to be 64 and 16, respectively.
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than treating Re as an auxiliary feature, we enforce its influence through the viscosity parameter,
while maintaining a fixed characteristic velocity scale, consistent with the relation v o< Re™!. As a
result, variations in Reynolds number are realized as intrinsic modifications to the latent governing
equations, rather than as extrinsic inputs to a learned mapping. This enables the latent VTE solver
to evolve flow fields under different dynamical Re regimes in a physically consistent manner. By
enforcing parametric dependence at the level of the latent physics, DIANO may capture a con-
tinuous spectrum of flow behaviors, leading to improved interpolation within the training range
and more reliable extrapolation beyond it, while avoiding the inconsistencies often associated with
purely data-driven parameter conditioning.

By embedding the Reynolds number variation directly within the latent VTE solver, the DIANO
framework enables explicit extraction and visualization of Reynolds-number-dependent latent vor-
ticity fields across the considered range of Re numbers. As illustrated in Fig. [6h, the input vorticity
fields at time " for Re € (125,150, 175, 200) exhibit strong structural correspondence with their la-
tent counterparts shown in Fig. [fb. This agreement indicates that the learned latent fields preserve
essential flow features, including coherent structures such as the von Karmén vortex street, while
maintaining a consistent correspondence and mapping between them. This consistency extends to
both interpolated and extrapolated Reynolds numbers, as the input and the latent vorticity fields
at t" corresponding to Re = 180 and Re = 225, shown in Fig. [k and Fig. [6ld, respectively, remain
coherent and physically meaningful, demonstrating that DIANO captures the underlying paramet-
ric dependence on Re number in a continuous manner within the latent dynamics, thereby enabling
reliable interpolation and moderate extrapolation. Nevertheless, this generalization is inherently
Re-number-regime-dependent. Since both the training and extrapolated Reynolds numbers lie well
within the “laminar periodic vortex-shedding regime”, the DIANO model effectively learns a regime-
consistent representation of the flow dynamics. Consequently, for Reynolds numbers outside this
regime (e.g., Re ~ 1000, where the flow transitions to turbulence), it is not expected that the model
remains accurate.

Focusing on the quantitative behavior, the temporal predictive capability of the DIANO model
is evaluated in two complementary analyses across all seven selected Reynolds numbers. First, an
autoregressive rollout is performed. Starting from the state at ¢, the model advances one time step
within the latent space to predict the solution at "*!, and the prediction is recursively used as input
for subsequent steps. The resulting error evolution, shown in Fig. [6f, indicates that the rollout error
initially grows and then saturates, leading to stable predictions at long times; however, the saturated
error remains on the order of O(1072). Here, two distinct error growth behaviors are observed. For
Re = 100, the error increases rapidly, reaching O(1072) at earlier times, after which it saturates. In
contrast, for the remaining Reynolds numbers, the error grows more gradually before approaching
a similar saturated level. Furthermore, while both interpolated and extrapolated Reynolds number
cases approach comparable error values at large times, the extrapolated cases exhibit higher errors
during the initial transient evolution. A more detailed discussion of these error dynamics is provided
in [Appendix B| Second, the sensitivity to the latent time-integration step size is investigated by
systematically varying the time step size in the latent VTE solver for a fixed input solution at ¢",
thereby increasing the effective CFL number. As shown in Fig. [f, the prediction error increases
monotonically (log-scale) with the CFL number for all Reynolds numbers.

3.2.3. Methodological Comparison

In this section, a methodological comparison is presented for the temporal marching bench-
mark considered in this work. Three approaches are evaluated: the proposed DIANO model, the
Physics-Preserving Neural Network (PPNN) [57], and the LaSDI framework [75]. The compari-
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son investigates both the qualitative structure of the latent space and quantitative performance
measured via autoregressive rollout error dynamics, as depicted in Fig.

To ensure a consistent basis for comparison with the DTIANO framework, which utilizes the 2D
linearized VTE (Eq. , the same governing equation, compression ratio (64), viscosity, velocity
scale (corresponding to Re = 125), and time step for integration are used in the PPNN framework.
In addition, common training settings, including the training and testing datasets, the optimizer,
and the step-decay learning rate schedule, are kept consistent across the PPNN and LaSDI imple-
mentations. The PPNN method employs an autoencoder in which bilinear downsampling is applied
to the input solution at ¢" to obtain a latent representation, then applies CNN-based stencil deriva-
tive operations to approximate the governing PDE, followed by bicubic upsampling and combined
with a correction network to produce the solution at t"**. In contrast, the LaSDI framework adopts
a fundamentally different strategy: first, it uses a NN-AE to perform a static mapping (using four
latent modes in this comparison), followed by offline identification of an ODE latent dynamical
system via LASSO regression or the SINDy methodology. During rollout, DIANO and PPNN both
advance the solution autoregressively, using the predicted state at t" as input for t"**. In the LaSDI
framework, the initial solution is first encoded into latent variables, evolved forward in time using
the identified ODE system to a desired time ¢, and then decoded back to the physical space.

From the perspective of latent space structure, both DIANO and PPNN enable direct visual-
ization of the latent vorticity field in physical space at time instances " and t"*!, as shown in
Fig. [(b and Fig. [7k, respectively, alongside the corresponding ground truth solution depicted in
Fig. [fh. As expected, PPNN yields latent fields that remain physically coherent and meaningful,
accurately capturing the vortex directionality characteristic of the von Karman vortex street, with
minor anomalies at the right boundary of the latent field at t"*!, attributable to the use of periodic
derivative stencils. A key distinction, however, lies in how these representations are constructed.
In PPNN;, the latent fields are obtained through bilinear/bicubic resampling of the high-fidelity
solution, whereas DIANO learns comparable coarse representations directly through its encoder op-
erator. Despite this difference, both approaches preserve coherent vortical structures in the latent
space. In contrast, the NN-AE-based LaSDI framework encodes the flow field into a set of scalar
latent variables that lack direct spatial visualization. The discovered temporal latent dynamical
system via the SINDy method is shown in Fig. [Tk, consisting of polynomial terms up to second
order and their corresponding active terms. A supplementary experiment further explored param-
eterized nonlinear dynamical systems with Fourier and exponential candidate functions, treating
their frequencies and exponents as trainable parameters. Using the differentiable ADAM-SINDy
framework [91], a more compact representation was obtained, reducing the number of active terms
by approximately 14%, although these results are not shown here.

Quantitatively, the three frameworks exhibit distinctly different behaviors in autoregressive roll-
out, as illustrated in Fig. [d. In terms of inference cost over the rollout duration shown, LaSDI
is the most computationally efficient, requiring 2.279 sec, compared to 8.046 sec for PPNN, and
10.731 sec for DIANO, measured on an NVIDIA RTX A4500 GPU. These differences reflect the
increasing architectural complexity of each method: LaSDI leverages a low-dimensional ODE model
for time advancement, whereas both PPNN and DIANO solve the more computationally expen-
sive 2D linearized VTE in latent space. While the wall-clock costs of PPNN and DIANO are
broadly comparable, DIANO incurs additional overhead due to its more sophisticated numerical
treatment, wherein the latent PDE solver enables direct selection of discretization schemes rather
than relying on CNN-based stencil approximations. In the present work, high-order implicit up-
wind compact schemes are employed for the advective terms, central differences for diffusion, and
the RK4 method for time integration, thereby increasing the cost of differentiable PDE solutions
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Figure 7: Methodological comparison across three frameworks: DIANO, PPNN, and LaSDI. (a) Ground-truth
vorticity fields at times t” and t"*! from the test dataset. Corresponding latent vorticity fields at times ¢t and t"*!
of (b) DIANO and (c¢) PPNN methodologies. (d) Autoregressive rollout error comparison across the three methods.
(e) Latent dynamical system identified for LaSDI using SINDy.

compared to the forward Euler scheme adopted in PPNN. These architectural differences are fur-
ther reflected in the long-term rollout behavior. Since LaSDI represents the spatial vorticity modes
using low-dimensional latent scalar variables that do not explicitly embed the governing PDE;, its
rollout relies entirely on the identified dynamical system. As a result, the prediction error grows
rapidly at early times and subsequently saturates, approaching a magnitude of O(10?). Notably,
it remains unaffected by misspecification of the latent governing equations, in contrast to DIANO,
where the fidelity of the embedded PDE directly governs prediction quality. For the comparison
setting, both PPNN and DIANO demonstrate improved stability during rollout; however, DIANO
consistently maintains lower error levels than PPNN across all time steps, and although its error
gradually increases over time, it saturates at the order of O(1072), indicating stable, albeit not per-
fectly accurate, long-term predictions. This improved behavior can be attributed to key elements of
the DIANO framework. First, the integrated latent differentiable physics solver enables the use of
physically consistent, high-accuracy numerical schemes, which improves stability during temporal
integration. Second, the DIANO architecture leverages an autoencoding neural operator, enabling
mesh-invariant mappings between resolutions while learning compact coarse representations in the
encoder and reconstructing high-fidelity fields in the decoder; it is hypothesized that, in this process,
the explicit spectral inductive bias is being introduced inherently by the adopted Fourier layers that
preferentially retains essential vortical information through resolving dominant Fourier modes while
attenuating the higher-frequency modes (small scale errors) successively, which may contribute to
improved long-term stability and coherent propagation of flow structures during temporal rollout.
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Figure 8: Geometrical Reduction with Temporal Marching. The 2D stenosis example is considered and spatio-
temporal evolution of the vorticity latent space within the DIANO framework, computed using the 1D linearized
VTE-z formulation solved in the latent space. The transient flowfield from a test dataset, containing two counter-
rotating vortices downstream of the symmetric stenosis, is used for evaluation. (a) Ground-truth vorticity fields at
t" and t"*! from the test dataset. (b) Corresponding 1D streamwise latent space representation advanced from t"
to t"*1 using the 1D linearized unsteady VTE - x (no normal derivative components). (c) Temporal evolution of
randomly selected latent features. (d) Inlet flow-rate profile used for data generation.

3.8. Geometrical Reduction with Temporal Marching

In this section, the geometrical reduction capability in conjunction with temporal marching is
illustrated using our DIANO framework. In this approach, only the spatial dimensionality of the
input function is reduced, while the temporal marching remains unaltered. Specifically, the encoder
compresses the input at t" from geometric dimension m to m — 1, the latent representation is
advanced in time to t"*! using the PDE solver, and the decoder restores the latent representation
from m — 1 back to m dimensions, reconstructing the output at ¢"*!. For a given two-dimensional
vorticity field, two distinct strategies of geometrical reduction are explored: (i) compression along
the normal direction (y), which produces a 1D latent vorticity distribution along the streamwise
direction (x), and (ii) compression along the streamwise direction (x), which yields a 1D latent
distribution along the normal direction (y). For temporal marching, the first scenario employs the
differentiable PDE with 1D VTE along x (Eq. [f]), while the second uses 1D VTE along y (Eq. [f]),
consistent with the respective spatial reduction directions. In this test case, we consider the 2D
stenosed artery example (Fig. ) As in the previous objective, the differentiable VTE solver
uses a characteristic velocity scale V' = 1 and kinematic viscosity v = 0.01, chosen based on the
Reynolds number, with a time step of 0.01 for time integration. By explicitly separating the spatial
compression directions, this approach highlights how low-dimensional spatial representations can
efficiently represent the complex flow dynamics while preserving temporal evolution.

Figure |§| presents the results of the first spatial reduction scenario (compression along the normal
direction) obtained using the DIANO framework, which incorporates a single Fourier layer with 64
Fourier modes in both the encoder and decoder. These results are based on ground truth flow
fields from the test dataset, shown in Fig. [Sh at time instants t* and t"*!, capturing the formation
of two counter-rotating vortices downstream of the symmetric stenosis. The corresponding 1D
streamwise latent vorticity representation at both time instants t* and t"*! is shown in Fig. .
This latent representation is largely independent of the ground truth vortices, which is expected

p. 27



since the reduction is performed along the normal direction. Ideally, the latent vorticity along the
centerline—the line dividing the two vortices—should exhibit a nearly constant value along the
streamwise direction x. However, the results show an appreciable slope in the upstream region
(x < 32), while the downstream latent vorticity remains approximately constant, exhibiting only a
subtle gradient along the streamwise direction.

The temporal latent evolution at four randomly selected streamwise points is shown in Fig. 8,
together with the transient inlet flow profile in Fig. Bd. In contrast to the spatial reduction, the
temporal latent vorticity evolution closely follows the inlet flow profile, reflecting the periodic forc-
ing imposed by the boundary condition. The latent representation faithfully mimics the amplitude
of these periodic flow variations, with only subtle phase shifts over the cardiac cycle. Collectively,
these results demonstrate that temporal latent dynamics preserve vortex strength evolution in align-
ment with the inlet forcing, whereas spatial reduction captures only averaged streamwise features.
For the second spatial reduction scenario—compression along the streamwise direction—the DI-
ANO reconstructions of both spatial and temporal latent vorticity are qualitatively similar to those
obtained under normal-direction compression, showing no additional distinctive features. Thus, a
detailed visualization is omitted for brevity. Quantitatively, reconstruction accuracy is higher for
the streamwise reduction case (Table , indicating that the direction of spatial reduction has a
measurable influence on output reconstruction accuracy.

3.4. Many-to-One Functional Mapping

This section demonstrates the many-to-one function mapping capability of the DIANO frame-
work, where the number of input functions exceeds the number of output functions. The demonstra-
tion focuses on computing a scalar pressure field from three velocity components using the Pressure
Poisson Equation (PPE)-Eq. [7 solved with an iterative elliptic PDE solver. Using the DIANO
framework (8 Fourier modes and a compression ratio of 4), the three 3D velocity fields are inde-
pendently compressed through three separate encoders, generating three corresponding 3D latent
velocity representations. A differentiable PPE solver, implemented via the Point-Jacobi iterative
method (tolerance 1 x 107%, maximum 150 iterations, and density p of 1.06), computes the 3D latent
pressure representation from these latent velocity representations. Subsequently, a single decoder
reconstructs the output 3D pressure field at full resolution. This approach is similar to the DTIANO
framework used for nonlinear dimensionality reduction in static mappings. The key distinction lies
in the many-to-one mapping where three input functions are mapped to a single output function
via the PDE solver in the latent space.

In this experiment, the 3D flow field around a stenosed patient-specific coronary artery is con-
sidered. When mapping the original 3D unstructured data onto a structured grid suitable for the
DIANO framework, ghost grid points with zero values were introduced outside the artery walls.
The results of the DIANO framework are presented in Fig. [) which illustrates the three input
velocity components and their corresponding latent representations, their mapping to the latent
pressure field through the differentiable PPE solver, and the reconstruction of the output pressure
field compared with the ground-truth pressure distribution.

Compared with the parabolic VTE solver, two limitations arise in comprehending the latent-
space coarse-grained features in the present case. First, the iterative nature of the PPE solver where
isotropic diffusion of pressure information is coupled with the upwinding of velocity information
leads to weaker correspondence between less significant latent flow structures and the input velocity
field. Second, masking is required during PPE iterations in the latent space to incorporate artery
wall boundary information. Without this masking, the latent representation becomes contaminated
by ghost regions, resulting in a lack of explainable flow structures in both the velocity and pressure
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Figure 9: Many-to-One Functional Mapping. The DIANO framework infers a single pressure field from three input
functions—three velocity components—using a differentiable PPE latent solver at the same time instant ¢t”. Flow
through a patient-specific stenosed coronary artery is used for evaluation. (a) Ground truth velocity components—u,
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corresponding latent representations. (b) The 3D iterative differentiable PPE solver is applied within the latent space
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latents. Despite these limitations, the latent pressure representation effectively highlights high-
pressure regions but lacks in showing the expected pressure drop along the flow direction, likely due
to mapping between two different functions, unlike temporal-marching scenarios, where the same
function is mapped at successive time steps.

To evaluate the impact of the iterative nature of the PPE solver on velocity latent representa-
tions, an additional experiment was conducted by removing the Laplacian operator in Eq.[7] In this
configuration, the solver no longer performs iterative updates; it computes only the right-hand side
(RHS) corresponding to velocity gradient terms, requiring the decoder to infer the output pressure
field solely from RHS information. The resulting latent pressure representation retained a quali-
tatively similar structure (results are not shown) compared to the full-PPE case, indicating that
the framework can capture key pressure features from velocity gradients alone. The reconstruction
error relative to the full-PPE experiment was slightly worse in this case (Table . Overall, these
experiments demonstrate that, despite challenges from iterative solver dynamics and ghost points,
the DIANO framework effectively performs many-to-one function mapping in the 3D example.

4. Discussion

High-dimensional spatiotemporal systems exhibit complex structures across multiple spatial and
temporal scales. Capturing these dynamics in a data-driven framework requires latent representa-
tions that are both compact and physically meaningful. Conventional ML methods often prioritize
predictive accuracy over physical fidelity, enforcing governing constraints only indirectly, which
can produce latent spaces that are unconstrained by physics and difficult to interpret. The cen-
tral challenge is thus to design latent representations that entail coarse-grained, compressed high-
dimensional representations, while also preserving the dominant spatiotemporal dynamics, providing
insight into the system’s governing structures. Our DIANO framework addresses these challenges
by methodological integration of deterministic autoencoders, operator learning, and differentiable
PDE solvers, resulting in a unified physics-constrained ML architecture.

The framework was evaluated across four representative scenarios to assess robustness and the
interpretation of coarse-grained latent features. First, static mapped nonlinear dimensionality re-
duction demonstrates the compact encoding of high-dimensional flow fields while preserving spatial
one-to-one correspondence. Second, temporal marching extends this capability by evolving latent
representations via differentiable PDE solvers, enabling physically consistent predictions of future
latent and full states. Third, geometrical reduction highlights its ability to maintain meaningful tem-
poral dynamics even under geometrical space compression, allowing geometrically lower-dimensional
PDEs to operate on the latent representations. Finally, many-to-one functional mapping illustrates
the framework’s capacity to fuse multiple inputs into a coherent single output within the latent
space. Collectively, these evaluations indicate that DIANO offers a promising framework for effi-
ciently modeling complex spatiotemporal problems while supporting physics-embedded autoencod-
ing operator learning.

Integrating autoencoders with operator learning frameworks offers significant advantages by fa-
cilitating nonlinear dimensionality reduction while enabling mesh-invariant complex input—output
function relationships [26]. By incorporating basis functions such as Fourier, Laplacian, or Wavelet
functions within the autoencoder, high-dimensional input functions are first projected into a com-
pact, coarse-grid latent space and then mapped to learn complex output functions, guided by either
probabilistic or regularized latent objective formulations [92]. Similarly, our DIANO framework
employs Fourier functions as a basis layer and performs autoencoding directly in the physical space
(via upsampling and downsampling), importantly, without relying on any latent regularization ob-
jectives beyond the differentiable physics. This encoding-decoding methodology yields physically
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meaningful latent embeddings of input functions on a coarse grid. As illustrated in Fig. [, this ap-
proach learns physically meaningful and coherent vortical structures in the latent space, preserving
vortical features qualitatively within it and enabling more structured, one-to-one correspondences
and explainable representations, while quantitatively the vorticity energy spectra computed from
the latent vorticity fields closely agree with those of the ground-truth fields, thereby confirming the
physical fidelity of the learned latent representations.

Modeling temporal evolution in high-dimensional spatio-temporal systems introduces additional
challenges, as stable and physically consistent predictions require more than compact latent embed-
dings. A common approach is to use ML architectures in the latent space, such as recurrent-based
or neural ODEs, which parameterize discrete and continuous dynamics, respectively. Although
effective in capturing temporal dependencies, these approaches provide no guarantee of reflecting
the underlying physics unless it is constrained [83], and the discovered latent ROMs, formulated
as a system of ODEs, describe temporal evolution but lack spatial visualization and explanation.
To overcome these limitations, DIANO adopts a decoupled learning strategy, in which temporal
evolution is modeled through the novel integration of differentiable PDE solvers directly within the
latent space, ensuring that temporal evolution adheres to governing physical laws and introducing
little to no additional trainable parameters by alleviating the need for auxiliary ML architectures.
This coupling yields the physics-constrained latent dynamics, the advantage absent in black-box
latent ML models. Importantly, DIANO exploits the coarse-grid-like latent structure and supports
the use of inexpensive lower-fidelity PDE solvers in the latent space, offering a flexible alternative
to high-fidelity PDEs that represent the full physics. As discussed in Sec . the fidelity of the
embedded PDE model directly influences the physical relevance of the latent mapping, particularly
in recovering coherent vortical structures. A latent PDE fidelity that closely approximates the
underlying physics is therefore recommended, as it promotes both an explainable latent representa-
tion and superior reconstruction accuracy, establishing a principled trade-off between solver fidelity
and reconstruction accuracy. Moreover, the generalization capability of the DIANO framework is
demonstrated across various Reynolds numbers through a novel input augmentation strategy that
embeds parametric (Reynolds number) variability directly within the latent PDE solver, exhibiting
robust long-term stability during autoregressive temporal rollout in both interpolation and moderate
extrapolation regimes.

A supplementary experiment is conducted to evaluate the impact of noise contamination on
both static mapping and temporal marching tasks for the DIANO framework. Additive zero-
mean Gaussian noise is introduced into the input fields, while the model is trained to recover the
corresponding noise-free outputs, thereby formulating the problem as a denoising task. Detailed
results are presented in As expected, the reconstruction accuracy of the DIANO
model relative to the clean functional mapping degrades in the presence of noise. Nevertheless, the
framework remains robust to realistic noise levels (up to 15%), preserving overall relevant latent
representations and achieving satisfactory reconstruction accuracy. In contrast, at higher noise
levels, the physical coherency of latent flow features deteriorated significantly, and the reconstruction
error, as expected, increased; however, due to the denoising effect of the decoder, the errors remained
acceptable.

Geometrical scaling also poses an open problem when applying ML models to geometrically large
complex problems. The Universal Physical Transformer [31]| frames this challenge as a problem-
scaling approach, mapping arbitrarily large input geometries to a fixed-size latent space, though
interpretation is limited due to attention-based approximators at the bottleneck. A similar princi-
ple underlies physics-based PDE model reduction. For example, 1D blood flow models capture the
cross-sectionally averaged behavior of full 3D PDE simulations, derived by averaging the Navier-
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Stokes equations across the vessel cross-section [93]. Building on this concept, recent work on neural
differential equations used 3D simulation data to enhance physics-based 1D blood flow models [93].
Motivated by these ideas, we performed geometrical reduction experiments using the DIANO frame-
work, which enables the discovery of novel geometrical reductions in a data-driven manner. Our
results demonstrate that the dimensionality of input geometric data can be compressed by one order
(e.g., 2D — 1D), enabling the solution of a lower-dimensional (1D) PDE defined on the reduced
geometric space, while capturing the temporal coherence of flow dynamics. In particular, tempo-
ral latent evolution was driven by the inlet flow waveform, whereas spatial latents provided less
physically meaningfulness, as expected due to geometric reduction. Our demonstration shows the
DIANO framework simultaneously learns geometrical reductions from data while enforcing physics-
based temporal evolution in the reduced geometric space.

In contrast to conventional operator learning tasks, which typically focus on one-to-one func-
tion mappings, relatively few approaches demonstrated many-to-one mappings, where multiple in-
put fields map to a single output. Existing approaches include Multiple-Input FNO for elastody-
namics, which concatenates multiple input fields sequentially [94], DeepONet, which can combine
multiple branch networks with a single trunk [95], and meta-learning frameworks, which extend
single-operator models to multi-operator tasks [96]. Although effective in establishing complex
input-output relationships, these methods generally lack explicit physics constraints and explain-
able latent representations. In contrast, our experiments employ DIANO to perform many-to-one
function mapping by inferring the pressure field from the three velocity components, governed by
the 3D elliptic pressure-Poisson equation. DIANO accommodates multi-function inputs through
independent encoders assigned to each velocity component; the resulting representations are sub-
sequently fused and processed through a latent PDE model that produces a single latent pressure
function. Notably, DTANO enables direct velocity-to-pressure mapping without explicitly solving
the pressure Laplacian, which conventionally requires iterative numerical procedures. While the
experiment is demonstrative, these results suggest that physics-guided operator learning offers a
viable pathway for reducing the computational overhead associated with pressure-velocity coupling
in incompressible flow solvers.

Future research on the DIANO framework can be pursued along several key directions. First, a
fundamental limitation of the current framework is its reliance on inputs defined on well-structured
grids, whereas ground-truth data are generated on unstructured grids. Future work should therefore
alm to incorporate geometry-aware neural operator architectures into DIANO, apply PDE solvers
to latent representations corresponding to unstructured grids, and evaluate how the inclusion of
unstructured geometric information affects coarse-grained latent representations. Second, evalu-
ating the framework’s performance in complex turbulent flows represents an interesting research
direction. Unlike laminar flows considered herein, which exhibit a limited range of spatial scales,
turbulent flows span a wide spectrum, from large geometrical features to fine-scale structures, such
as those at the Kolmogorov scale. Investigating which spatial and temporal scales are preserved in
the latent space could reveal DIANQO’s multiscale capabilities and provide deeper insight into its
performance in more complex flow scenarios. Third, the differentiability of the latent PDE solver
opens a promising avenue for latent PDE discovery, where, rather than prescribing the governing
equations a priori, treating the PDE parameters as trainable quantities enables the framework to
directly identify the PDE characterizing the latent dynamics, transforming DIANO from a purely
autoencoding operator into a data-driven tool for uncovering latent physics and motivating further
investigation into equation discovery in compact latent spaces. Finally, integrating attention-based
mechanisms within the autoencoding neural operators offers a particularly promising direction.
Attention mechanisms could enable the framework to selectively focus on the most relevant spa-
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tial features, enhancing both predictive accuracy and scalability. Such enhancements may also
improve capturing long-range dependencies in complex flows, supporting more effective multiscale
representation learning and extending the DTANO framework’s applicability to challenging physical
systems.

5. Conclusion

We introduced DIANO, a physics-integrated deterministic autoencoding operator learning frame-
work that methodologically integrates autoencoders, neural operators, and differentiable PDE
solvers for modeling high-dimensional spatiotemporal flows. Across benchmark tasks, DIANO
achieves physically meaningful and explainable latent representations, accurate reconstructions,
and physics-constrained temporal evolution, while efficiently compressing complex dynamics. Unlike
conventional neural operators or purely data-driven models, DIANO combines PDE-constrained la-
tent evolution with operator learning, producing coarse-grid, predictive, and mechanistically mean-
ingful latent representations. This scalable and robust framework bridges data-driven operator
learning and physics-based modeling, providing a new computationally efficient and accurate tool
for analyzing, predicting, and understanding complex spatiotemporal systems across diverse scien-
tific applications.
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Appendix A. Autoencoding architecture

Fully Connected Neural Network Autoencoder

The fully connected neural network autoencoder (NN-AE) is employed as a baseline for non-
linear dimensionality reduction of vectorized flow snapshots. The model adopts a symmetric en-
coder—decoder structure: the encoder compresses high-dimensional inputs into a compact latent
space through successive fully connected layers of decreasing width, while the decoder mirrors this
process to reconstruct the original input dimensionality. Nonlinear activation functions of ReLLU
are applied between layers. Although lacking spatial inductive biases, the NN-AE provides a flexi-
ble framework for learning compact latent embeddings and has been widely applied in developing
ROMs of fluid systems [97].

The NN-AE architecture follows the implementation in [9]. Both encoder and decoder are
symmetric, with layer widths decreasing in the encoder and increasing in the decoder. Specifically:

Encoder: z; — 2048 — 512 — 128 — x,
Decoder: z; — 128 — 512 — 2048 — ux; ,
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where z; is the input dimensionality (flattened snapshot size) and z; is the latent dimension. For
the present work, the latent dimension x; is varied across {8, 16,32} to assess the effect of different
compression ratios on reconstruction performance. Prior to training, snapshots are flattened into
one-dimensional vectors and also normalized.

Convolutional Neural Network Autoencoder

The convolutional neural network autoencoder (CNN-AE), originally developed for image pro-
cessing tasks, has been used for nonlinear dimensionality reduction of low dynamics, particularly in
cases involving structured grid data. Unlike the fully connected NN-AE, which treats inputs as un-
correlated vectors, the CNN-AE explicitly leverages local spatial correlations through convolutional
operations, making it well-suited for field variables [98].

A similar CNN-AE architecture used in [13], is employed in this study. The encoder maps the
high-dimensional input flow field into a low-dimensional latent representation using six convolutional
layers. The first three layers employ stride-2 convolutions with 3 x 3 kernels and padding of 1,
progressively reducing the spatial resolution while increasing the channel depth from 1 — 64 — 128
— 256. The subsequent three layers utilize stride-1 convolutions to decrease the channel depth from
256 — 128 — 64 — 1, while preserving spatial resolution. The decoder is a mirrored version of the
encoder, implemented with transposed convolutions. Its first three layers use stride-1 transposed
convolutions to increase channel depth from 1 — 64 — 128 — 256, followed by three stride-2
transposed convolutional layers that reduce the channel depth from 256 — 128 — 64 — 1. Output
padding is applied to restore the original spatial dimensions. The SiLU (Sigmoid Linear Unit)
activation function is applied after all layers except the final output layer.

Residual connections: To enhance feature extraction and improve the organization of latent
representations, residual connections are incorporated into the CNN-AE architecture. Specifically,
residual blocks are introduced after selected convolutional and transposed convolutional layers in
both the encoder and decoder. Each residual block consists of two 3 x 3 convolutional layers with
unit stride and padding, interleaved with SiLLU activation functions, and includes an identity skip
connection that adds the input feature map to the transformed output. This design facilitates
improved gradient flow during training and enables the network to learn corrections to intermediate
feature representations, rather than entirely new mappings.

In the encoder, residual blocks are applied at multiple resolution levels following convolutional
layers, allowing progressive refinement of spatial features as the representation is compressed. Simi-
larly, in the decoder, residual blocks are introduced after upsampling operations to recover coherent
flow structures during reconstruction. This residual formulation, inspired by deep residual networks,
improves the ability of the CNN-AE to capture coherent vortical patterns and yields more structured
and physically meaningful latent representations compared to a purely feedforward architecture.

Convolutional Neural Operator

Convolutional Neural Operator (CNO) [21] is a U-Net—based architecture designed to learn map-
pings between infinite-dimensional function spaces. It combines autoencoding-based dimensionality
reduction with invariant and residual skip connections, yielding meaningful latent spaces at multiple
compression ratios in a single forward pass. By also adhering to the operator-learning principle, the
CNO generalizes across mesh resolutions while maintaining stability and accuracy. In this work,
we adopt the original CNO implementation, detailed in Fig. [A.T0] which follows a hierarchical
encoder—decoder design with residual connections for stable multi-scale operator learning.

Encoder: The encoder hierarchically downsamples the input field through a series of convolu-
tional modules. Each block consists of two successive 3 x 3 convolutional layers with padding of
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Figure A.10: Convolutional Neural Operator (CNO) employs a U-shaped autoencoding strategy, producing four
latent spaces (LS1-LS4) with progressively increasing compression. Each level reduces the feature dimensionality by
a factor of 2.

1, each followed by batch normalization and ReLLU activation. A 2 x 2 max-pooling layer reduces
spatial resolution between stages. Feature channel increases as 64 — 128 — 256 — 512 — 1024,
generating progressively abstract feature maps. The final layer, with a single feature channel, forms
the bottleneck representation, serving as the compact latent space.

Latent space: The architecture naturally constructs multi-resolution latent spaces (LS) with
compression factors of 2, 4, 8 and 16, corresponding to downsampling levels LS1-LS4 indicated in
Fig.[A.I0] These embeddings allow the model to capture both local fine-scale structures and global
dependencies, which are critical for operator learning in high-dimensional function spaces.

Decoder: The decoder reconstructs the output field using 2 x 2 transposed convolutions with
stride 2 for upsampling. At each stage, the upsampled features are concatenated with the corre-
sponding encoder outputs through skip connections, ensuring the preservation of fine-grained spatial
information. The fused features are then processed by a convolutional block of the same form as in
the encoder. The number of channels decreases symmetrically (1024 — 512 — 256 — 128 — 64),
and the final prediction is produced by a 1 x 1 convolution layer.

Invariant and residual blocks: Invariant blocks (two-layer convolutional modules at fixed resolu-
tion) enable deeper feature extraction without altering spatial size. Residual connections, invoked
at each convolutional stage, stabilize training, improve gradient propagation, and preserve high-
dimensional latent representations. Together, they enhance multi-scale representation learning and
enable the model to capture complex nonlinear mappings.

It is important to note that, although the CNO employs a U-shaped autoencoding strategy,
its latent spaces have access to relatively high-dimensional representations, which is achieved by
incorporating residual blocks after each convolutional operation, effectively mimicking multigrid
numerical solvers such as the V-cycle and W-cycle. These cycles efficiently resolve flow-field scales
ranging from fine to coarse at different stages and spatial resolutions, thereby enhancing both
accuracy and computational efficiency. However, the multiple latent spaces together with skip
connections make interpretation more difficult.
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Appendix B. Rollout Error Dynamics

In this section, we investigate two distinct error-growth behaviors exhibited by the DIANO
framework during autoregressive temporal rollout across seven Reynolds numbers, as illustrated in
Fig.[6k. Notably, the error accumulation at Re = 100 deviates significantly from the trends observed
in the other higher six Re cases (including both interpolation and extrapolation), primarily due to
transitional vortex dynamics in the training dataset, which result in an imbalance in temporal rollout
predictions. To better understand the underlying error dynamics, we focus on two representative
scenarios: (i) the unbalanced dataset corresponding to Re = 100, and (ii) a balanced dataset
corresponding to unseen regimes, namely, interpolation at Re = 180 and extrapolation at Re = 225.
Across all Reynolds numbers, the rollout MSE increases to O(1072) and subsequently saturates,
indicating bounded long-term prediction error, but with markedly different temporal evolution:
at Re = 100, the error exhibits rapid initial amplification over the initial rollout steps before
reaching the plateau, whereas for the remaining Reynolds numbers, including both interpolation
and extrapolation, the error accumulates gradually without a pronounced transient phase, consistent
with the gradual compounding of stepwise prediction discrepancies. Autoregressive rollouts for the
unseen Reynolds numbers and Re = 100 are presented in Figs. [B.11] and [B.12] showing the ground-
truth and predicted vorticity fields at time level "', the corresponding absolute error fields, and
the MSE rollout curves with selected time markers.

Balanced Dataset: For the interpolation case (Re = 180) and the extrapolation case (Re = 225),
the flow remains in a fully developed, periodic vortex-shedding regime throughout the entire rollout
window, as confirmed by the ground-truth vorticity fields in Figs. and [B.11p. Despite sharing
the same vortex-shedding flow regime, the two Reynold numbers exhibit quantitatively distinct er-
ror trajectories over time. At early rollout times (¢ = 10), both predictions are qualitatively faithful
to the reference vorticity fields, with the predicted vortex street reproducing the correct spatial
organization and vortex directionality. However, the extrapolation case already incurs an absolute
error nearly twice as large (max =~ 0.14) as the interpolation case (max ~ 0.07), with discrepancies
concentrated at the leading vortex positions and the immediate near-wake of the cylinder. This
early-time gap indicates that the model struggles to precisely reproduce the shedding dynamics at
the extrapolated Re case from the very first autoregressive step, even though the large-scale flow
structure remains intact. As the rollout advances, the dominant error mechanism in both interpo-
lation and extrapolation cases arises more from progressive phase shifts and positional drift of the
shed vortices than from inaccuracies in their amplitude or core structure. Small stepwise discrepan-
cies in vortex convection speed and shedding frequency accumulate across successive autoregressive
steps, leading to the predicted vortex street gradually desynchronizing spatially with the reference
field. By t = 500, this dephasing manifests as a train of error lobes aligned with the vortex posi-
tions, with maximum absolute errors of order unity. The dephasing proceeds at different rates: the
rollout MSE saturates at O(1072) earlier in the extrapolation case than in the interpolation case,
consistent with faster accumulation of phase errors under out-of-distribution generalization.

Unbalanced Dataset: For Re = 100, as shown in Fig. [B.12] the MSE rises steeply within the first
t ~ 10 autoregressive steps, reaching the O(1072) saturation level almost immediately. Interestingly,
the maximum absolute error at this early time (max ~ 0.41) is substantially larger than that for both
the interpolation (max =~ 0.07) and extrapolation (max ~ 0.14) cases, despite Re = 100 lying within
the training distribution. Inspection of the predicted and ground-truth vorticity fields clarifies this
behavior: at ¢t = 10, the ground-truth exhibits a smooth, elongated vortex street characteristic of
developing low-Reynolds-number shedding, with well-separated alternating vortex cores, while the
predicted field correctly captures the alternating directionality and spatial wavelength. However, by
t = 50, positional mismatches have grown such that the predicted and reference vortex streets are
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Figure B.11: Autoregressive rollout error dynamics for unseen Re case: ground truth, predictions, pointwise absolute
errors (min = 0), and rollout MSE at selected snapshots. (a) Interpolation Re = 180. (b) Extrapolation Re = 225.
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nearly in antiphase—the ground-truth corresponds to the transitional/developing stage, whereas
DIANO predicts fully developed vortices—producing pronounced error lobes across the domain
with max =~ 0.95.

At later times t € (250,700,900), the qualitative nature of the discrepancy remains similar:
the predicted field continues to reproduce the correct fully developed vortex-shedding topology,
while the absolute error remains concentrated in compact blobs aligned with the vortex cores,
with maximum values ranging from 0.88 to 1.30. Notably, at ¢ = 700, a structural deviation
appears as the model predicts non-coherent vortex features while the ground-truth remains fully
developed, likely reflecting the residual memory of transitional dynamics within the model; by
t = 900, the predictions better align with the correct periodic shedding, and as the flow fully enters
the stable shedding regime, error growth becomes bounded, producing the observed MSE saturation.
Importantly, this early-time error arises primarily from the presence of transitional vortex shedding
states in the Re = 100 dataset, rather than from phase shifts or positional offsets of the vortex
street, which dominate error accumulation at higher Reynolds numbers. In contrast, at higher Re,
the flow remains fully developed throughout the rollout, so the model operates entirely within a
well-represented region of state space, and error growth is driven mainly by small phase shifts and
spatial misalignments that compound over successive steps. Consequently, the early-time errors at
Re = 100 could be mitigated by constructing the dataset using a temporal window that emphasizes
fully developed vortex shedding, rather than applying a uniform time interval across all Reynolds
numbers.

Across all three Re cases, the rollout MSE saturates at O(1072) and remains bounded over the full
temporal window, with no evidence of unbounded error growth. Each case exhibits a distinct error-
growth mechanism: in the interpolation regime, errors accumulate gradually due to small stepwise
discrepancies in convection speed and shedding frequency; in the extrapolation regime, errors grow
more rapidly because of distributional shift and accelerated dephasing; and in the unbalanced
regime, an immediate phase offset due to transitional dynamics during early rollout, after which
predictions evolve on the correct flow topology but at a persistent spatial lag from the reference.
Despite these differences, the large-scale flow structure, including vortex shedding topology, spatial
wavelength, and convection speed, is preserved in all cases, indicating that phase drift, rather
than structural breakdown, limits long-horizon prediction accuracy. We can attribute this bounded
error growth to the explicit spectral inductive bias of the Fourier layers within the autoencoding
architecture: by retaining only a finite set of low-wavenumber modes, these layers act as an implicit
low-pass filter at each autoregressive step, suppressing the amplification of high-wavenumber errors
that would otherwise destabilize long-term predictions. The consistent saturation of the MSE
across seen, interpolated, and extrapolated Reynolds numbers suggests that this spectral truncation
establishes an effective error saturation determined by the resolved wavenumber content of the
architecture together with the integrated differentiable physics in the latent space.

Appendix C. Robustness to Gaussian Noise

In this section, we evaluate the robustness of the DIANO framework to measurement noise
contamination, a scenario frequently encountered in real-world experimental data. To this end, we
consider two spatio-temporal modeling tasks: (i) static mapping, which reconstructs the vorticity
field at a fixed time instant ¢", and (ii) temporal marching, which advances the solution from " to
t"*1 In both tasks, zero-mean additive Gaussian white noise with a prescribed standard deviation
is superimposed on the input vorticity field, while the model is trained to recover the corresponding
clean (noise-free) output, effectively framing the problem as a denoising task. For these experiments,
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Figure C.13: Gaussian noise experiment on reconstructing the clean von Karman vortex street from the test dataset.
(a) Static mapping: showing the noisy vorticity field, the latent fields, and its reconstruction at the same instant ¢".
(b) Temporal marching: showing the same noisy vorticity field and latent vorticity at t", and predicting the vorticity
field at t"T1. Results correspond to both 5% (first panel) and 25% (second panel) noise levels.

we choose the Reynolds number Re = 125 flow over cylinder case, employ a compression ratio of
CR = 64, and retain 16 Fourier modes in the Fourier layers for both tasks, with the 2D linearized
VTE used specifically for temporal marching. Under these settings, the framework is tested on
input noise levels of 5%, 15%, and 25%, allowing us to investigate the influence of both moderate
and severe perturbations.

Figure [C.13| presents representative results at both 5% and 25% noise levels, showing the noisy
input vorticity fields alongside the corresponding latent representations and final predictions for
static mapping (Fig.|C.13a) and temporal marching (Fig.|C.13b). In both tasks, DIANO successfully
reconstructs a clean vorticity field from the corrupted input. Notably, despite the presence of noise,
the latent vorticity fields at the lower noise level can retain the overall coherent von Karman
vortex-shedding pattern observed in the ground-truth data, indicating that the encoder filters some
of the stochastic perturbations during the compression step. The physical coherence of the latent
structures is, of course, degraded compared to the noise-free baseline. As the noise level increases
further, this degradation becomes more pronounced, and at high noise levels, the latent vorticity
fields lose coherent vortex structures entirely, reflecting a breakdown in recovering the essential
latent features under severe input perturbations. Interestingly, the predictions (decoded results)
remain qualitatively accurate even at higher noise levels.

Table quantifies the impact of input noise on the predictive performance of the DIANO
framework for both static mapping and temporal marching. At a moderate noise level of 5%, the
framework achieves low training and test errors, with MSEs on the order of 10~ for both tasks,
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Static Mapping Temporal Marching

Noise level - -
Train Error Test Error Train Error Test Error

5% 4.3194 x 1075 | 4.7123 x 1075 | 1.3986 x 10~° | 1.5019 x 10~°
15% 4.9604 x 1075 | 5.4086 x 1075 | 3.1676 x 107° | 4.1839 x 10~°
25% 1.1838 x 1074 | 1.3048 x 107* | 2.1616 x 10~* | 3.4759 x 10~*

Table C.2: Train and test MSE of the DIANO framework (compression ratio CR = 64, 16 Fourier modes) for static
mapping and temporal marching using 2D linearized VTE under additive zero-mean Gaussian noise, with the noise
level denoting the standard deviation.

reflecting its ability to accurately recover clean vorticity fields despite the presence of stochastic
perturbations. As the noise level increases to 15%, the errors rise slightly, yet remain within the
same order of magnitude, indicating that the framework maintains robust predictive accuracy. At
25% noise, a more noticeable degradation occurs, particularly for temporal marching, where the
test MSE increases to 3.48 x 10~*. This trend aligns with the qualitative observations of the la-
tent vorticity fields: at high noise levels, coherent vortex structures in the latent space become
increasingly distorted and eventually lose their physical coherent organization, demonstrating that
the cumulative effect of noise can propagate through the compression and temporal evolution steps.
Collectively, these results highlight that while DTANO is robust to realistic noise levels, the preserva-
tion of organized latent vortical structure is progressively challenged as input noise becomes severe,
emphasizing the trade-off between denoising performance and meaningful latent-space structures in
noisy environments.
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