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NEURAL MULTISCALE DECOMPOSITION FOR SOLVING THE
NONLINEAR KLEIN-GORDON EQUATION *

ZHANGYONG LIANGT, ZHIPING MAO*, AND XIAOFEI ZHAOS$

Abstract. In this paper, we propose a neural multiscale decomposition method (NeuralMD)
for solving the nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation (NKGE) with a dimensionless parameter € € (0, 1]
from the relativistic regime to the nonrelativistic limit regime. The solution of the NKGE propagates
waves with wavelength at O(1) and O(e2) in space and time, respectively, which brings the oscillation
in time. Existing collocation-based methods for solving this equation lead to spectral bias and prop-
agation failure. To mitigate the spectral bias induced by high-frequency time oscillation, we employ
a multiscale time integrator (MTI) to absorb the time oscillation into the phase. This decomposes
the NKGE into a nonlinear Schrodinger equation with wave operator (NLSW) with well-prepared
initial data and a remainder equation with small initial data. As ¢ — 0, the NKGE converges to
the NLSW at rate O(¢?), and the contribution of the remainder equation becomes negligible. Fur-
thermore, to alleviate propagation failure caused by medium-frequency time oscillation, we propose
a gated gradient correlation correction strategy to enforce temporal coherence in collocation-based
methods. As a result, the approximation of the remainder term is no longer affected by propagation
failure. Comparative experiments with existing collocation-based methods demonstrate the superior
performance of our method for solving the NKGE with various regularities of initial data over the
whole regime.

Key words. Neural multiscale decomposition, Nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation, Nonrelativistic
limit regime, Spectral bias, Propagation failure.
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1. Introduction. The dimensionless nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation (NKGE)
with cubic nonlinearity in d-dimensions (d = 1,2, 3) [3, 4, 24, 42] is given by

€2attu(xa t) - AU(X, t) + 572U(X, t) + /\|’UJ(X7 t)‘Qu(xv t) = Oa X € Rdv t > Oa

(1.1)
u(x,0) = ¢1(x), dru(x,0) = e 2o (x), x € RY,

where u = u(x,t) is a complex-valued field, 0 < ¢ < 1 is a dimensionless parameter
inversely proportional to the speed of light, and A € R characterizes the nonlinear
interaction (defocusing for A > 0 and focusing for A < 0). ¢; and ¢ denote prescribed
e-independent initial data.

When € = 1 in (1.1), corresponding to the O(1)-wave-speed regime, various nu-
merical methods for the associated Cauchy problem have been proposed and analyzed
[8, 19, 34]. In particular, finite difference time domain (FDTD) methods [19, 28, 55]
are highly efficient and accurate in this regime. In contrast, in the nonrelativistic
limit 0 < € <« 1, the design and analysis of efficient and accurate numerical methods
become significantly more challenging due to the highly oscillatory behavior of the
solution in time. To address this issue, a variety of uniformly accurate (UA) schemes
have been developed for the nonrelativistic limit regime of (1.1), whose error bounds
are uniform with respect to € € (0,1] and thus permit time steps independent of the
fast temporal scale O(g?) [4]. These include the multiscale time integrator (MTI)
[3, 6, 7], the two-scale formulation (TSF) method [14], and the nested Picard iterative
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integrator (NPI) [12, 13, 32], all of which achieve super-resolution in time for highly
oscillatory solutions in the nonrelativistic limit.

However, these schemes still provide the solution in a fashion that is local in
time and rely on refined temporal discretizations, particularly in the nonrelativistic
limit regime. For simulations over long time intervals, this leads to a substantial
computational burden. Moreover, for each new final time or spatial domain, the full
time-dependent solution has to be recomputed on a new grid in time and space. To
address this issue, a class of physics-driven collocation-based methods [48, 58, 16] has
been proposed, which does not rely on precomputed numerical data, avoids time-step
error accumulation, and aims to obtain the solution over the entire time interval in
a single computation. However, when applied to the NKGE with pronounced time
oscillation, existing methods typically suffer from spectral bias [47] and propagation
failure [60], and they may completely break down as e — 0.

For spectral bias, recent studies have shown that deep neural networks trained by
gradient-based methods tend to learn low-frequency components of the target function
much faster than high-frequency components, a phenomenon often referred to as the
frequency principle [69, 47, 68]. This preferential learning is particularly problematic
when the underlying PDE solution exhibits a wide range of active scales, as high-
frequency modes are learned only at later stages of training or may not be captured
at all [39]. Consequently, neural-network-based solvers may fail to resolve sharp layers,
oscillatory structures, and multiscale patterns, even when the network has sufficient
approximation capacity in principle [69, 47]. This issue is further exacerbated in
high-dimensional, stochastic, or geometrically complex problems, where spectral bias
interacts with sampling and optimization challenges, leading to significant degradation
of solution quality [68]. These findings highlight the need for architectures and training
strategies that explicitly mitigate spectral bias to improve the performance of neural
PDE solvers for multiscale problems [69, 39]. Recent works have identified that PINNs
struggle to converge to solutions when target functions exhibit high-frequency patterns
[30, 43]. The application of differential operators to neural networks complicates
the loss landscape and makes optimization more difficult. Analyses based on the
neural tangent kernel (NTK) [62, 22] show that components associated with larger
eigenvalues converge more slowly, reinforcing spectral bias, while existing remedies
such as adaptive loss reweighting and momentum-based optimizers like Adam provide
only limited improvements for highly oscillatory targets. An effective strategy involves
applying Fourier feature mapping to the input coordinates, which has been shown to
successfully capture high-frequency patterns in various PDEs [26, 56, 33].

For propagation failure, existing collocation-based methods have shown system-
atic breakdowns in training, even for relatively simple PDEs, leading to qualitatively
incorrect solutions despite apparently successful optimization [31]. One line of work
attributes the failure modes to optimization difficulties with new sampling strate-
gies [64, 17], imbalances among loss terms [70, 65, 66], optimizers [49], automatic
differential methods [53], and sensitivity to PDE coefficients [61, 62] etc. Enforcing
only the equation residual in the interior region can cause propagation failure, where
small residual loss and large approximation error arise due to insufficient supervision
from initial and boundary data to interior collocation points [17]. To alleviate this
effect, several approaches refine the distribution of collocation points by adaptively
concentrating them in regions with large residuals, or by iteratively augmenting the
training set based on loss indicators [38, 44]. Other works have proposed modified loss
formulations, higher-order norms for the PDE residual, and alternative optimization
procedures, but these remedies mainly target training stability rather than the struc-
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tural origins of propagation failure [70, 65, 57, 49, 53]. In contrast, existing methods
treat collocation points as independent samples, limiting the propagation of boundary
data and making the network prone to trivial solutions and local minima [63, 51, 50].
In addition, causality-aware training procedures for time-dependent PDEs have shown
that explicitly encoding directional information flow in time can mitigate propagation
failures and improve the reliability [60].

Motivated by the aforementioned challenges and existing methods, we propose a
neural multiscale decomposition method, termed NeuralMD, to address the spectral
bias and propagation failure induced by time oscillation in the NKGE. Our main
contributions can be summarized as follows:

e We design NeuralMD by decomposing the solution of NKGE into explicit
high-frequency phase factors and a low-frequency envelope governed by an
amplitude equation. This decomposition is based on a global-in-time WKB
expansion with remainder terms, which splits the NKGE into a nonlinear
Schrodinger equation with a wave operator (NLSW) with well-prepared initial
data, and a remainder equation with small initial data. NeuralMD drops
the high-frequency time oscillation into the phase, requiring only solving the
lightly oscillating NLSW in the nonrelativistic limit regime. Compared to
existing methods that mitigate spectral bias, NeuralMD significantly reduces
the difficulty of solving NKGE.

e NeuralMD is a two-stage pretraining framework. The first stage trains a
network to approximate the modulated NLSW, and the second stage trains
a remainder network to correct amplitude errors. As £ — 0, we solve only
the NLSW and recover the oscillatory NKGE solution via a WKB expansion
without remainder terms. As ¢ — 1, we also solve the remainder equation
and use a WKB expansion with remainder terms. For intermediate ¢, a WKB
reconstruction—based criterion decides whether the remainder is included, so
that NeuralMD applies uniformly across the whole regime without manual
multiscale partitioning.

e Neglecting the light time oscillation of the modulated NLSW has little effect
on the reconstruction, whereas the remainder equation inherits the strong
time oscillation of the NKGE. To alleviate premature propagation failure
when solving the remainder, we propose a gated gradient correlation correc-
tion strategy to enforce temporal coherence among nearby collocation points.
Concretely, we introduce random temporal perturbations to form local neigh-
borhoods and correlate residuals across perturbed time steps, dynamically
removing collocation points in low-residual regions and reallocating samples
to high-residual regions.

e Furthermore, we extend NeuralMD into an interpretable version by intro-
ducing Kolmogorov—Arnold networks (KANs) [37], which provide structural
interpretability for oscillation dropping and remainder amplitude compen-
sation. We evaluate the effectiveness and robustness of NeuralMD on the
NKGE with different initial data regularities, testing both problems over the
global time domain and those extending beyond long time intervals. Nu-
merical experiments show that NeuralMD effectively mitigates spectral bias
and propagation failure induced by time oscillation, achieving high accuracy
across the full range of € € (0, 1].

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the
phenomenon of spectral bias and propagation failure induced by the time oscillation
of the NKGE. Section.3 presents the NeuralMD and discusses its implementation.



4 7. LIANG, Z. MAO, X. ZHAO

Section.h showcases numerical results. Finally, Section.6 introduces the conclusion
and outlook.

2. Main Problem.

2.1. Oscillation in time induces spectral bias. For (1.1), as ¢ — 0, the
solution develops rapidly oscillatory phases in time with carrier frequencies 41/¢2,
so that the temporal wavelength is only O(g?) while the spatial scale remains O(1).
This makes the problem extremely stiff in time. In the same regime, the conserved
energy satisfies E(t) = O(¢72) and becomes unbounded as ¢ — 0. This “energy
inflation” significantly complicates both asymptotic analysis and error control, since
any discretization error is amplified at this energy scale and interacts with the fast
phase, rendering long-time integration highly fragile.

We now investigate the challenge of spectral bias induced by time oscillation when
solving this equation using collocation-based optimization methods such as PINNs.
The model uy approximates the NKGE solution u by minimizing the following loss
function, including the residual, the initial condition, and the period boundary losses

(2.1)
— 2
Lres(0) = E(x,t)GPf HfzattUQ — Aug + e %up + )\|U/9‘2’LLQHL2 ,

L1c(8) = Egeper, (Jluo(o,0) = 611132 + [[ oo, 0) — =262 ),

Lpa(0) = Expyep, (Hue(avta) —ug(b, ty)||72 + [|8us(a, ta) — Dzug(b, tb)||2L2) -

where Py, Py, and P, denote the sets of collocation points for the PDE residual,
the initial condition, and the boundary condition, respectively. E( ecp denotes the
empirical average over the set P. [a,b] is the period spatial domain.

Here, we introduce the following composition [18]

(2.2) [t 1 cos(3z) sin(35z) cos(352x) --- cos(ZFma) sin (%"ma@)]—r ,
where m > 0 is a positive integer. A similar transformation can be applied to a
higher-dimensional spatial domain x. We then apply the following transformation to
satisfy the initial condition automatically:

(2.3) g = (14 t)e ‘ug + te” " Opug + (1 —et— te_t) ug,

The total loss used for training via automatic differentiation and backpropagation
is the following

(2.4) L(0) = AresLres(0) + AeLic(0) + ApaLpa(0)-

We analyze the impact of the time oscillation of NKGE on the training dynamics of
PINNs. As an example, we consider the commonly used hyperbolic tangent activation
function

el —e™t
2.5 o(t) = tanh(t) = ———
(25) (1) = tanh(®) = 5
and PINNs with one hidden layer, having m neurons, a 1-dimensional input ¢, and a
1-dimensional output, i.e.,

, teR.

(2.6) h(t) = ajo(wit+b;), aj,w;,b; €R,

j=1
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where 0; 2 {w;,b;,a;}, w;, a;, and b; are training parameters.
Then, the Fourier transform of h(z) can be computed as follows

(2.7) h(k) ="

where k denotes the frequency.
By Parseval’s theorem [54], this loss is identical to the standard mean-squared
error in the Fourier domain, that is

“+oo
(28) E(a) == / [ARcsﬁRCS(aﬂ k) + )‘IC‘CIC(Gv k) + ABdEBd<07 k))]dk

To study how gradient descent attenuates errors across frequencies, we examine
the loss in the Fourier domain and its dependence on the frequency k. In the early
stage of training, the weights typically satisfy |w;| < 1, so the last term in (2.7) can

be approximated by
o) = ()
=€exp | — )
W

1
exp(—mk/w;) — exp(mk/w, 7]

Hence, the magnitude of the contribution from frequency k to the gradient with

respect to 0;; is

(2.9)

R sgn(w;) exp <—7r 20,

k.

Fj.
2w; ) ’

J

(2.10) OL(0,k) 55(9j?k) | exp <_

00; | o,

where Fj is an O(1) function depending on 6; and k. exp(—|7k/(2w;)|) indicates
that low-frequency components dominate the initialized weights, while high-frequency
components are exponentially suppressed.

In the NKGE, the temporal wavelength is O(g?); as ¢ decreases, faster time
oscillation make the factor exp(—|mk/(2w;)|) decay exponentially, causing spectral
bias to break down. When training with a residual-based physics loss, the linear part
of the residual in the temporal frequency domain carries the coefficient

(2.11) |-€*k* + 77,

In the main oscillatory band k ~ 72, we have 2k? ~ ¢~2. Using this as the lead-

ing chain-rule factor, the dominant contribution to the gradient at temporal frequency
k with respect to 8;; can be approximated by

AL(k)

~ |—ek2 4 &) [us (k) — (k)| exp (_”') F,
2|w,|
where Fj; is an O(1) factor incorporating the smoothing effects of the nonlinear term
and the spatial derivatives on this frequency band.
As ¢ — 0, the coefficient |—€2k2 + e72| grows like O(e72), so the residual loss
assigns very large nominal gradients to high temporal frequencies. At the same time,

in the early stage of training, the network sensitivity at the same k is exponentially
_ mlk|
2w |

suppressed by exp( Consequently, for NKGE in the nonrelativistic limit

regime, spectral bias is prone to break down. Figure 2.1 shows that, in the pronounced
nonrelativistic limit regime (¢ = 0.1), PINNs exhibit optimization stagnation and
high-frequency drift in the presence of strong time oscillation.
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prediction

Fic. 2.1. The prediction solution of PINNs for € = 0.1.

2.2. Oscillation in time induces propagation failure. In this section, we
further investigate whether a mild decrease in ¢, and the resulting mild-frequency time
oscillation already affect the propagation behavior of collocation-based optimization
methods such as PINNs. The NKGE not only contains a potential term of size =2
that induces high-frequency time oscillation, but, more importantly, the initial time
derivative also scales like e72. Thus, as € — 0, high-frequency difficulty is present from
the very beginning of the evolution. When the initial gradient carries substantial high-
frequency content, PINNs struggle to accurately propagate the corresponding high-
frequency dynamics into the interior of the domain. The learned solution typically
stalls after a short time and enters a propagation-failure regime. This failure is not
merely a “frozen” solution, but rather stems from a mismatch between the global
optimization objective used in PINNs training and the inherently local-in-time causal
structure of time-dependent PDEs.

Figure 2.1 shows a failure mode that is distinct from the spectral bias induced
by spatial oscillation. Starting from well-prepared initial data, the solution evolves
only up to about ¢ =~ 0.5 and then ceases to propagate. This behavior is consistent
with propagation failure. In this section, we explore how gradually increasing the
oscillation frequency leads to propagation failure.

For the NKGE in the transition regime, the solution exhibits a temporal wave-
length of O(£?), with mid-frequency time oscillation as € decreases. Both the potential
term and initial time derivative scale like e~2, introducing substantial mid-frequency
content from the start. In the PINN setting, the correct solution must propagate from
initial/boundary points to interior collocation points. However, mid-frequency time
oscillation complicates this propagation, making it difficult for the network to trans-
mit the correct dynamics. As a result, some interior points may converge to trivial or
low-frequency solutions before the correct solution can reach them. These trivial so-
lutions then spread to nearby points, leading to large regions with incorrect solutions.
Figure 2.2 illustrates this propagation-failure mode of PINNs for a simple temporally
oscillatory problem: as the number of training iterations increases, the optimization
stagnates, and the solution ceases to propagate correctly. Thus, mid-frequency time
oscillation in the transition regime, combined with the global optimization objective
of PINNS, causes the training dynamics to fail in propagation.

For wave-type equations such as the NKGE, the time evolution is subject to
causality and a finite propagation speed of information. The solution at a collocation
point (z;,t;) depends only on data in a certain region of the past. Traditional time-
marching numerical schemes naturally respect this causal structure and effectively
incorporate historical information. In contrast, PINNs perform optimization over the
entire time domain at once, making it difficult to enforce the causal relationships
among temporally distributed collocation points.

In the early stages of training, the network parameters 6 are randomly initialized,
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Ground Truth — Tter. 5000 Iter. 50000
—— Tter. 1000 —— TIter. 20000

F1G. 2.2. PINNs for a simple temporally oscillatory problem.

but PINNs require the output wg to satisfy the initial condition at ¢ = 0 and the
residual at ¢t = ¢; (typically at the final time T for global training). At this point, the
neural network has not yet learned how to propagate the wave function’s dynamics
from ¢t = 0 to t = t;. Imposing the residual constraint too rigidly can cause premature
optimization stagnation. This stagnation is not due to the failure of physical informa-
tion propagation, but rather the failure of gradient information propagation during
training. To quantify this, we define a stiffness coefficient based on the evolution of
ug at times ¢ and ¢ + 6t

o (x,t+8) — u x, £+ ot) |

Q—A%S}t(
A 9

(213) Dpinng (t, t+ 6t) = lim
A—0

If Dpinns (¢, + 6t) < €, this indicates that the effect of the time interval (¢, ¢+ dt) on
the model is less than an empirical threshold e, leading to stagnation of the gradient
and triggering the propagation failure mode.
Further, we measure the stiffness coefficient of the above evolution failure mode
using a gradient correlation metric, defined as
t+6t> H

We consider that propagation failure occurs when the gradient correlation G, (¢, t+
dt) between two adjacent time points, ¢ and ¢ + d¢, is small. This indicates the failure
of propagation between these two points in the time domain. We proceed to rewrite
the (2.13) by employing a Taylor expansion centered at (6,x’),

8u9

(2.14) G, (t,t+5t) = H< Oug

.00

it (.t 88) = 1,y | (5, + 30)|
I

DPINNs(t7 t+ 5t) = )1\1;% X t

w(x,t + 0t;0) — u(x,t + t; 0 — A%’g*(x))H

= Jim )
(2.15) o )
9o (x,t + 0t), A9 (x,1) ) + O(\?)
= jm )
2
— lim AGy, (t, T+ 6t) + O(N?)
A—0 A

= G, (t, L+ 0t).
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Since the functions Dpinns(t, t+6t) and Gy, (t, t+0t) are equivalent, the smallness
of D ensures the smallness of G, and vice versa.

When G, (t,t + 0t) = 0, the gradients between perturbation time steps (¢, + d¢)
are orthogonal, indicating no correlation between them, which triggers the evolution
failure mode. In the nonrelativistic limit regime as ¢ — 0, at the same spatial location
x, the gradient of the network parameters at perturbation time steps (¢,t 4 dt) often
contains high-frequency components, so

(2.16) Gy, ((x,1), (z,t+ 6t)) = /000 Sz (k, ) cos (kot)dk,

where S, (k,&) > 0 is the temporal angular frequency spectrum density of dyug, given
by

1.(k
217) 5.0~ 11 ().

In the nonrelativistic limit regime, high-frequency weights dominate, and for a
given dt, they are more likely to cancel each other out, causing G, to decay faster and
possibly even reverse sign. This means that the updated directions of the parameters
at adjacent time steps become more orthogonal or cancel each other, making it harder
to propagate correct information from the gradient at the initial time along the time
axis to later times, thus triggering the evolution failure mode.

However, in the nonrelativistic limit regime, the time oscillation is severe, and the
resulting evolution failure mode is often attributed to spectral bias. To exclude the
influence of spectral bias, we select values of € in a mild time oscillation region, grad-
ually increasing the final time and testing the impact of long-time behavior prediction
on PINNs’ evolution failure. Although the time oscillation is mild, the distribution of
Sz (k) still depends on dt, and the impact of gradient initial values with time oscillation
on the gradient direction accumulates over time. In long-time behavior prediction,
this accumulated effect causes the gradient correlation between adjacent time steps to
gradually decrease, eventually triggering the evolution failure mode. As € decreases,
the accumulation effect accelerates, and the evolution failure mode is triggered more
quickly. The gradient correlation decay satisfies

(2.18) G, (2,0t) =~ A(x) — %A (z) (k?) g, 0t° + O (3t') ,

where A (x) represents the norm of the parameter gradient, quantifying the gradient
autocorrelation

(2.19) Alz) = /OOO Sy (k,€)dk = G, (2,0) = ||Opue (z,) ||,

<k2> 5, 18 the weighted second moment of high-frequency components, indicating

the impact of high-frequency time oscillation on gradient decorrelation. It is expressed
as

k28, k,e)dk 1 [ k
(220 )0 =Bt~ [ (£

This leads to the following expression for G,,, as

1 1

(2.21) Gy (2,61) ~ A (2) ~ A (@) (62 /OOO K2 f (

k

3

)dk) 5t* + O (5t*)
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As ¢ decreases, <k2> 5, ncreases, causing the gradient correlation between adja-
cent time steps to decay faster. For small ¢ near 1, the gradient correlation decays
enough to trigger evolution failure, especially in long-time predictions, where this
failure mode is more pronounced.

To assess the effect of time oscillation on the time evolution of collocation-based
methods, we set T'= 5 and slightly reduce ¢ to 0.6, while keeping the network archi-
tecture and training hyperparameters fixed. The results in Figure 2.3 show that, due
to the random and isolated temporal collocation used by existing methods, temporal
causality and recursive consistency are not explicitly enforced. As a result, phase
errors introduced at different sampling times accumulate and gradually decorrelate,
reducing the ability of the model to track the true solution. When ¢ = 0.6, optimiza-
tion stagnation appears near ¢t = 2, where both phase and amplitude errors grow and
fail to recover to the correct trajectory.

Referenc:

30
o 1 2 3 4 5

F1c. 2.3. The prediction solution of PINNs for ¢ = 0.6,t = 5.0.

For long-time prediction, with 7' = 10 and the same value of &, Figure 2.4 shows
that evolution failure appears near ¢ = 3 even in the non-oscillatory case ¢ = 1.0.
Time evolution curves at different spatial locations in Figure 2.5 further illustrate that
increasing the terminal time from 7' = 5 to T' = 10 leads to progressive stagnation
as t advances. These results indicate that the lack of causal and recursive constraints
between temporal collocation points is the essential cause of propagation failure, while
time oscillation merely accelerates its onset.

Reference prediction

2 6 ] 10

Fic. 2.4. The prediction solution of PINNs for e = 1.0,T = 10.0.

3. Our proposed method. In this section, we first introduce the MTI method
based on the WKB expansion, which motivates the multiscale decomposition idea
used in our proposed method. This decomposition separates the high-frequency time
oscillation into the phase, while the amplitude remains only mildly oscillatory. How-
ever, the WKB expansion focuses solely on the limiting behavior in the nonrelativistic
regime, and MTT itself is a local-in-time uniformly accurate method. Although these
techniques are well established, our contribution lies in introducing the MTI method-
ology into PINNs for the first time. Motivated by this, we develop the NeuralMD
method to mitigate spectral bias and enable effective learning of high-frequency time
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x=-32.0 x=0.0 x=31.9
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= 025 0.25 0.25
X
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0.00) ———————— | 0.00 0.00

-0.25 0.25 0.25
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t t t
—— Ground Truth ~ ---- Prediction

(a) e=1.0,T =5.0

x=-32.0 x=0.0 x=31.8

0.50

Ju(t, x)|

0.00

-0.25

00 25 5.0 7.5 10.0 00 25 5.0 7.5 10.0 0.0 2.5 50 7.5 10.0
t t t

—— Ground Truth ---- Prediction
(b) e =1.0,T = 10.0
Fic. 2.5. The prediction solution of PINNs for e = 1.0 in different T.

oscillation, particularly in the nonrelativistic limit regime. We further introduce a
gated gradient correlation strategy to enforce temporal coherence in PINNs and alle-
viate propagation failure induced by the mildly oscillatory modulation equation and
the small-amplitude yet high-frequency remainder equation. Finally, we present an
interpretable variant of NeuralMD together with the two-stage training framework
used in the proposed method.

3.1. Multiscale decomposition by frequency. The WKB expansion (or termed
modulated Fourier expansion, MFo) is a classical tool in the analysis and numerical
treatment of oscillatory problems [15, 20, 25]. It has recently been applied in [21] as
a numerical integrator for (1.1) in the nonrelativistic regime ¢ — 0. The method rep-
resents the solution by separating the rapid time oscillation from the slowly varying
amplitudes. The expansion takes the form

(3.1) u(x,t) = Z eimt/EQUm(x, t),

meEZ

where the time derivatives of w,,(x,t) remain uniformly bounded as € — 0 for suffi-
ciently smooth solutions. Retaining only the leading-order mode m = 1, the expansion
reduces to (see [21, 41])

(3.2) u(x,t) = eit/52z(x, t) + eiit/622(x, t) +o(e?), e—0.

where z(x,t) is complex-valued and Z is its complex conjugate. Under well-prepared
initial data, the NKGE formally reduces to the nonlinear Schrodinger equation with
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wave operator (NLSW) [1, 2], is given by
2i0r2(x,t) + €204 2(x, 1) — Az(x,t) + 3\ 2(x, t)[?2(x,t) = 0,x € R% ¢ > 0,
(33) {2060 = 20100 —ia(x)] = (), xR
dp2(x,0) = % [—Az(x) + 3A|z0(x)|*20(x)] -

By dropping the small term 29,2 in (3.3), the model reduces to the limiting
nonlinear Schrédinger equation (NLSE) [40, 41]

2i0,2(x,t) — Az(x,t) + 3N\ 2(x,1)[22(x,t) =0, x € R4t >0,

3.4
(34) z(x,0) = % [p1(x) — ig2(x)] := 20(x), x € R%.

In the nonrelativistic regime, the asymptotic representations

Untsw (2, 1) = € 210 (2, 1) + €7 20 (2, 1),
. {1<> l) )

Unlse (x7 t) = eit/ez anse(xy t) + e_it/€2§nlse (:1;7 t);

motivate the corresponding error functions

(36) nnlsw(t) = ||U(,t) _unlsw('7t)||H17
Mutset) = 1+ #) = (s 8) 11
The convergence of the NKGE with respect to € depends on the regularity of
the initial data. For ¢1,¢o € H?(Q), the solution converges uniformly in time to the
NLSW. For ¢y, 2 € H3(), it converges to the NLSE, though generally not uniformly
in time. These estimates can be summarized as

(373) Hu(7t) - uSW<'7t)||H1 S CO 52’ t> 0) ¢17¢2 € HZ(Q)a
(3.7b) lu(-t) —us(-, )| g1 < (C1 +CoT)e?,  0<t<T, 1,00 € H3}(Q).

where the constants Cy, C1, and C5 are independent of ¢.

Figure 3.1(a) demonstrates that the time evolution of the error convergence curves
agrees with the time uniform estimate in (3.7a). In addition, the results in Fig-
ure 3.1(b) validate the time linear growth convergence behavior stated in (3.7b).

Inspired by the multiscale decomposition in (3.2), the MTI method applies a
local-in-time decomposition on each interval [t,,t,t1], combined with an EWI for
discretizing the resulting subproblems. For a fixed n > 0, the data at ¢t = ¢, are
assumed to satisfy

(3.8) wu(x,ty) = o7 (x) = O(1), dpu(x,t,) = e 2p5(x) = O(e7?), x € R?,

To derive a decomposition valid for the full regime € € (0, 1], we introduce a WKB
expansion with a remainder by writing u(x,t) = u(x, t, + s) in the form

(3.9) u(x,tp+s) = ei‘“/ezz"(x, s)—!—e‘is/‘s2 (%, 8)+r(x,5), xeRY 0<s<T

This yields a multiscale decomposition with the e-frequency for the NKGE [3, 5].
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(a) (b)

F1G. 3.1. Error convergence curves under different €. (a) The NKGE converges to the NLSW
uniformly in time. (b) The NKGE converges to the NLSE with linear growth in time.

(3.10a) 2i0,2™(X, 8) 4+ 20,52 (%, 8) — Az"(x, 8) + 3A[2"(x, 5)|*2™(x,5) = 0,

1
(3.10b) 20,51 (x,8) — Ar™(x, s) + 6—27"”(x7 s)+ fr(2"(x,8),r"(x,8);8) =0,

with the well-prepared initial data for z™ and small initial data for r™ as [3, 7]

2(,0) = 3 [610x) — 63 ()],

(3.11) 8,2"(,0) = % [—Az"(x,0) + 32" (x,0)[22"(x,0)] ,

r"(x,0) =0, 051" (x%,0) = —0:2"(x,0) — 052™(x,0),
where
fr (2,7 8) A3is/E B N Bis/eP 53 4 3y <e2is/52z2 4 6721'5/5222) -
+ 3 (e“/EZz + e_is/622> 72 4+ 6|22 + A

4. Neural multiscale decomposition (NeuralMD). However, the MTI method
is limited by its reliance on local-in-time solution behavior. In the nonrelativistic
regime, it captures only the limiting dynamics on local time scales, which prevents
it from effectively resolving long-time multiscale frequency interactions and achieving
global-in-time convergence. When long-time behavior is inferred through the accu-
mulation of local solutions, errors may propagate and amplify. In contrast, PINNs
employ randomized collocation over the full time domain, enabling the optimization of
the solution space globally in time. By enforcing the initial condition, boundary con-
ditions, and governing equations across the entire temporal interval, PINNs provide
a more accurate description of the global solution dynamics.

Based on this, we combine the multiscale decomposition of the MTI method with
the global-time optimization framework of PINNs to develop an adaptive dropping
time oscillation strategy, referred to as NeuralMD. The NeuralMD method follows a
two-stage pretraining framework (see Figure 4.1). The first stage solves the NLSW
(3.10a) with well-prepared initial data, enabling efficient removal of high-frequency
time oscillation, particularly in the nonrelativistic regime. The second stage focuses
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on the remainder equation (3.10b), whose initial data are small but exhibit high-
frequency behavior, and provides an effective compensation of the remainder ampli-

tude in regions with slight time oscillation.

Differential Perturbation Projection Pooling Region Mixing Forward
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F1G. 4.1. Owerall architecture of NeuralMD.The single input point is perturbed in time to form
point sets across multiscale regions. The model gradients are propagated backward across multiple
T€gIONns.

In this work, we employ a global-in-time multiscale decomposition of the NKGE
solution of the form

(4.1) u(x,t) = eit/EQZ(X, t)+ e~ it/< Z(x,t) +r(x,t), zeRY 0<t<T.

Pre-training stage I. The first stage focuses on the modulated amplitude equation
(3.10a) arising from the multiscale frequency decomposition,

(4.2) 2i 0pz(x,t) + €20y 2(w, t) — Az(xw,t) + 3N z(x, t)[*2(x, t) = 0,
with initial conditions
1 .
2(2,0) = 5 [01(@) — iga(a)],  Brx(@,0) = £ [~Az(,0) + 3A|2(x,0)2(,0)].

Let zg = 25° + iz},m be the neural network approximation. The residual loss

associated with (4.2) is given by

Lies(01) =E(znyep, [|20025° + 20uz™ — Azg™ + 3Nz 2" |,

im re re re||2
(43) +E(x7t)epf||—2at29 +€2att29 _A29 +3)\|29‘220 ||L2.

The initial-condition loss is given by
z 1 re 1 im im
£261) =Ene, ( 515°0.0) = 1@ + G185 (.0) = 3o P2, O): )

1 im 1 r T
40 +Een, (G1A"(00) - Ga(a)ls + - A5 0) + Naa P (2. OV ).
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And the period boundary loss is given by

L34(01) = Ex,pep, (Hzé‘f(a,t ) — 2g; (b, 1y HL2 + 10226 (a, ta) — Ouzfl (by 1) HL2>
(45)  +Enen, (|50 ta) = 25200, 10) [0 + 00257 (0, ta) = 020,012 )
The total loss for the first stage is then

(4.6) L7(01) = AResLres(01) + AL (61) + ABaLpa(61)-

In the multiscale decomposition (3.9), the rapidly oscillatory factors e/ ¢ are
extracted explicitly from the solution u, and the slowly varying envelope z(x, t) evolves
on the slow time scale O(1) according to (3.10a). Consequently, the temporal wave-
length of z is O(1) and its temporal spectrum is localized in a band |k| = O(1) that
is independent of . Taking the temporal Fourier transform of (3.10a) with respect
to s (and denoting by £ the spatial frequency), the linear part of the residual for 2™
in the frequency domain carries the symbol

(4.7) ox(k.€) = =2k — 2k + [¢]%,
so that the corresponding coeflicient satisfies
(4.8) |02 (k,€)| = |2k — k> + €| =0(1), [k =0(1),

uniformly in € € (0, 1] for the physically relevant band of temporal frequencies.

When training a PINN on z with a residual-based physics loss associated with
(3.10a), the dominant contribution of temporal frequency k to the gradient with
respect to a parameter 6; can be written in analogy with the NKGE case as

aL* (01, k)

(4.9) 56,

~ |Uz(ka€)| H291(ka€) - Z(kvf)H exp<27T|1|f]||> Fj'

where Fj is an O(1) factor incorporating the contribution of the nonlinear term and
spatial derivatives on this frequency band. Since the temporal spectrum of z is con-
centrated at |k| = O(1), the coefficient |0 (k,&)| remains bounded and does not grow
like O(e72) as ¢ — 0.

At the same time, the network sensitivity factor exp(—m|k|/(2|w;|)) only attenu-
ates genuinely high temporal frequencies, whereas the relevant frequencies for z stay
in the low-frequency regime where this factor is O(1). Therefore, in the multiscale
decomposition, the PINN is trained on a slowly varying envelope z whose temporal
frequencies are compatible with the intrinsic spectral bias of the network, and the
mechanism leading to the breakdown of spectral bias for the original NKGE in the
nonrelativistic limit no longer occurs.

Pre-training stage II. Then, in the second stage, the network prediction zy from
the first stage is used to decouple the remainder equation. The remainder r(z,t)
satisfies, for ¢ > 0,

(4.10) 20ur(x,t) — Ar(x,t) + e 2r(x,t) + fr (z(x, t), r(x, t);t) =0,
with initial conditions

(4.11) r(x,0) =0, or(x,0) = —0,2(x,0) — 9:Z(x, 0).



NEURAL MULTISCALE DECOMPOSITION 15

Let rg, be the neural network approximation to the remainder. The three loss
components are given by
(4.12)

2
‘67];{65(02) = E(X,t)GPf H528tt7"02 - A’I“gz + 5_2T92 + f(Zel,TQQ) 2’

1e(02) = Exep, (|lro, (x, 0) |72 + 18470, (x, 0) + (Brzp, (x,0) + c.c.)[[Z2) .
Lga(02) = Exyep, (ll%(aa ta) =70, (b, 1) |72 + | 9ure, (a, ta) — Dura, (b, tb)||2m) :
The total loss for the second stage is
(4.13) L7(02) = AResLRes(02) + Mc Ly (02) + ApaLpq(62),

To enforce the initial conditions automatically, we parameterize the outputs as

ro, (X, 1) = (1 +t)e " ro(x) + te F Opro(x) + (1 —et— teft) ro, (X, 1).

where 7o and 9;r¢ denote the prescribed initial data.

In contrast to the slowly varying envelope zp, , the remainder ry, in the multiscale
decomposition still contains oscillatory components at the carrier frequencies =2
through the nonlinear interaction terms appearing in fr92~ Although the initial data
for rg, in (3.11) are well prepared and satisfy (4.11). so that ry, remains small in
appropriate norms uniformly for ¢ € (0, 1], the temporal frequencies present in ry, are
still of order k ~ 2. This follows from the oscillatory factors e*it/s” e+2it/e* o+3it/e’
contained in f,,gz, which excite the high-frequency temporal modes inherited from the
original NKGE.

Taking the temporal Fourier transform of the remainder equation (3.10b) yields
the linear frequency-domain coefficient

(4.14) or(k, &) = =2k + [€2 + 72,
so that in the oscillatory band k ~ £~2 one has
(4.15) lov(k,8)| = |-+ £ +e 2| =0(7?), k~e?

Hence, the residual associated with r™ assigns large nominal weights to these high
temporal frequencies, in the same manner as in the original NKGE.

If a PINN is used to approximate r™, the dominant contribution of frequency k
to the gradient with respect to a trainable parameter ¢; satisfies

AL (03, k)

(4.16) 5,

~ ‘O'T(k),f)’ |’T02 (k"g) - T(k7§)H exp(_7r|k|> Gj‘

2|wy|
where G; = O(1) depends on #; and the spatial derivatives.

Since |k| ~ €72 in the active oscillatory band, the sensitivity factor exp(r|k|/(2]w;]))
is exponentially small during the early stages of training when |w;| < 1. Therefore,
even though r” itself has small amplitude, its high-frequency temporal content in-
duces a secondary form of spectral bias: the residual loss allocates large gradients
to high frequencies, but the network response at these frequencies is exponentially
suppressed. This mismatch leads to slow convergence and high-frequency drift in the
training dynamics of the r™-component, mirroring (at a reduced scale) the breakdown
of spectral bias observed in the original NKGE.
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Error criterion. After the two-stage pretraining, using the pretrained weights
from the amplitude and remainder networks, we obtain the predictions zgp: and rp;
and reconstruct the oscillation solution by

(4.17) Up: (%, t) = eit/52 zgx (X7 t) + c.c.,
' uor 03) (X, 1) = eit/e? 2o (X, 1) + c.c. + 7195 (X, 1),

Further, we introduce an error-based criterion to determine whether the remainder
should be incorporated for amplitude compensation, as

(4.18) ug+ < min{|lug; — all, luo; 05) — @ll}-
where, @ is the ground truth solution of NKGE.

4.1. Gated gradient correlation correction. In this section, we investigate
the impact of multiscale frequency decomposition on the propagation failure mode
induced by PINNs. For the amplitude equation with mild-frequency time oscillation,
the time angular frequency spectrum density is given by

(4.19) Sy(kye) ~ef(ke).
The gradient decorrelation is expressed as

S K Sa(kye)dk

4.20 kg e = 22 / k% f (ke) dk.

(420) se = Mo~ R I)

The gradient correlation decay satisfies

(4.21) Gy, (w,0t) = A(x) — %A(x) <52/ k% f(ke) dk:) 52 + O(5t4).
0

As e = 0, (k®)s. decreases gradually, and when ¢ — 0, (k*)s, — 0, indicating
that the gradient correlation between adjacent time steps remains constant. This is
consistent with the convergence of the semi-classical limit equation to the limiting
equation as € — 0.

The semi-classical limit equation

(4.22) 2i02(x,t) + 20y 2(x, t) — Az(z,t) + 3\|z(x, t)[*2(x,t) = 0
has a negligible effect on the gradient correlation. The limiting equation
(4.23) 2i0,2(z,t) — Az(w,t) + 3\|z(z,t)[*2(2,t) =0

is unaffected by gradient correlation. Therefore, solving the amplitude equation with
PINNs does not induce propagation failure.

For the remainder equation, although the initial data are small, its temporal
oscillatory characteristics remain consistent with the original equation. The time
angular frequency spectrum density is given by

3 3

(4.24) Sy(kye) ~ 1 (’“) .

The gradient decorrelation is then

(4.25) (k%) 5.0 ~ i? /Ooo K2 f <k> dk.

9 9
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The gradient correlation is expressed as

(4.26) Gy, (z,0t) ~ A(z) — %A(m) (1 /OOO k% f (’Z) dk) 52 + O(5th).

22

As ¢ decreases, (k?)g . increases, and the gradient correlation between adjacent
time steps decays more rapidly. When ¢ — 0, the gradient correlation decays sharply,
and PINNSs solving the remainder equation induce propagation failure. This results
in the failure of the second stage pretraining of NeuralMD, where the remainder is
discarded based on the error criterion. However, when ¢ is slightly reduced from 1,
PINNs’ propagation failure is induced during long-time predictions, and NeuralMD
prematurely discards the remainder. To address this, we aim to enhance PINNs’
ability to mitigate propagation failure and shift the failure boundary towards the
transition region.

To mitigate the propagation failure mode, we incorporate temporal causality into
NeuralMD to prevent premature convergence to a trivial solution (low residual, high
error), which halts correct solution propagation. We address this from two perspec-
tives: from the model perspective, we apply gradient correlation correction by en-
hancing the inner product of parameter gradients at adjacent spatiotemporal points,
increasing the impact of updates on neighboring points, and ensuring continuous oscil-
latory evolution. From the sampling perspective, we introduce time causality gating
to prioritize high-residual fronts within the current time window. Once the error in
this window converges, we progressively advance to future time steps, improving the
performance of gradient correlation correction.

4.1.1. Gated gradient flow. The gradient correlation in (2.14) ensures uniform
propagation of gradients over the entire time span, but it does not establish causal
relationships between gradients across time. As a result, precise gradient information
from earlier times is difficult to propagate to the future, and gradients at later times
are often amplified incorrectly. To address this, we propose a gate gradient flow
strategy that introduces dynamic characteristics to gradient correlation.

The core idea is to use a time-dependent gate function h(t) that explicitly enforces
causality by revealing only a portion of the time domain to NeuralMD during training.
Specifically, we define the continuous gate function as

_ 1 — tanh(a(f — 7))
2 )

(4.27) h(t)

where + is the shift parameter controlling the fraction of time revealed to the model,
a =5 controls the steepness of the gate, and t = ¢/T is the normalized time.
Taking the amplitude equation (3.3) as an example, we use h(t) to modify (2.14)
and obtain a gated gradient correlation metric, as
t+6t> H .

(4.28) G, (t,t+6t) = \/h(t)\/h(t + ot) < 3;691

Compared to (2.14), (4.28) evolves from a static similarity measure to a dynamic
object that changes throughout the training process. In the early training, the model
relies more on the strong correlation of gradients from earlier times, while as the
causal gate opens, later time gradients gradually contribute to the optimization. The
spectral structure of gradient correlation changes with the gate, altering the network’s
sensitivity to different time regions.

(9291
. 00,
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The shift parameter « is updated at each iteration according to the following rule

(4.29) Y =y 4 e o,
where 7 is the learning rate, € is a tolerance parameter that controls when the gate
shifts, and 4 is the iteration number. With n = le-3, if the expected value of e e

over 1000 iterations is 0.1, v will change by 0.1 after 1000 iterations.

For the tanh gate function, v typically ranges from —0.5 to 1.5. When the gradient
correlation G, approaches zero, the update magnitude e Cra, approaches 1, which
can cause abrupt changes in the gate. To mitigate this, we apply a magnitude clipping
scheme, similar to gradient clipping, as follows

(4.30) A = 4t fpmin(e” 0 A ag).

where A, 4. is the maximum allowed update magnitude, typically set to A4, = 0.1.
The choice of A4, depends on 7.

The gate function h is not restricted to the tanh function. Any continuous, mono-
tonically decreasing function h dependent on a shift parameter v, where increasing
~ raises the gate value, can serve as a valid gate. An alternative gate funcion is a
composition of ReLU and tanh, given by h = ReLU(— tanh(a(t — v))), as shown in
Figure 4.2. This gate function enforces a stricter threshold, pushing the gate value to
0 after a certain time cutoff.

1.50

=005 =—— =090
15 7 =030 =120 1.25

= 0.60 — = 1.50
1.00

\ 0.75

0.5 0.50

1.0

Causal Gate (g)

0.0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Time (t)

F1c. 4.2. Gate function by Relu and tanh.

4.1.2. Random time perturbation. Given a single collocation point (x,t) €
Q C R with temporal coordinate ¢ and spatial coordinate x € R?, we augment it
by perturbing only its time coordinate within multiscale temporal regions. In contrast
to PINNsFormer [71], which detaches gradients during augmentation, and ProPINNs
[66], where perturbing high-dimensional physical regions is unsuitable for handling
time oscillation, NeuralMD treats time perturbation as a differentiable layer.

Importantly, the temporal perturbation is designed to explicitly align with the
gated gradient flow behavior ((4.28)) of the amplitude and remainder equations under
the influence of the gate function h(t). For the amplitude equation, whose spectrum

(4.31) Sy(k,e) ~ef(ke),
implies a slowly decaying gated gradient correlation

(4.32) G, (1,1 +5t) ~ A(t) — SA(E) (k)5 682 + O(5tY)  with (k) ~ 2 — 0,
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the perturbation preserves stable gradient behavior while respecting causality enforced
by h(t). For the remainder equation, whose oscillatory spectrum

(4.33) Su(k,e) ~ 2 f(k/e),
induces rapid correlation decay
(4.34) G, (t,t+01) =~ A(t) — %A(t)<k2>3’t 52 4 O(oth). (k%) 5.4 ~ 6% — 00.

the perturbation provides a mechanism to correct gradient decorrelation by aggregat-
ing gradients across controlled temporal neighborhoods, modulated by the dynamic
gate h(t).

We now introduce the multiscale time perturbation formally, as

Diff-Aug(x, ) = {(x7 D, {{ext+ 5tl")}?l_1}#scalc},

=1
(4.35)

Xpoint = P(x,1), {Xielglon} = {P(x,t+ ot/ )}

Here {6tf}f‘:1 are random temporal perturbations belonging to the r-th time region

of size [—Ry, R;], and k; denotes the number of perturbations per scale. The number
. . 1

of temporal scales is denoted as #scale. All representations Xpoint, Xieglon € Rdmodel

are obtained via a lightweight coordinate encoder

(436) P : Rd+1 — Rdmodel.

The use of multiscale temporal regions simultaneously (i) captures the intrin-
sic multiscale dynamics of the NKGE system, and (ii) resembles adaptive temporal
discretizations where each time point selectively interacts with multiple temporal
neighborhoods, gated by h(t) to enforce causality.

From the forward-model view, multiscale perturbation enlarges the temporal re-
ceptive field. From the backward view, it aggregates gradients from neighboring
perturbed points under the influence of the gate function h(¢),

t+6t;‘> ’

F#scale k
Vor L7 (61) Z zl:\/ )/ h(t + 5t} <g§‘;;
#scale ki
Vop L7 (62) Z Z\/ £)y/h(t + 8t}) <Z;‘j§ t 5t>’
+ot)

which directly enhances the gated gradient correlation, by

3291

b

(4.37)
87"92

)

829 829
Gy (,0t)) = \/h(t)\/h(t +6t]) { =1 , L ,
01 l < 89? t 89? t+6tli>
(4.38)
a’f‘g (97’9
Gy (t,6t]) = \/h(t)\/h(t + 6t}) 2| 2 )
” 2 : <69;) t 8‘95 t+6tl'i>

where, the shift parameter v in h(t) is updated adaptively based on the average G
over iterations, ensuring perturbations only activate in revealed time windows.

For the amplitude equation, where G, and G,«é,2 naturally decay slowly, the gated
perturbation preserves stable propagation. For the remainder equation, where G,
suffers rapid correlation decay (propagation failure), the gated perturbation provides
a controlled multiscale correction, effectively slowing the decay and stabilizing long-
time training dynamics.

£
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4.1.3. Multiscale time mixing. After the shared projection layer, each collo-
cation point generates (1+ Zf:’f ale k;) representations corresponding to its multiscale
temporal perturbations. Unlike existing methods to model complex spatiotemporal
dependencies, our setting focuses exclusively on multiscale time mixing. Attention re-
quires pairwise inner products between representations, leading to prohibitively large
forward and backward computational costs, especially since PINNs must compute
high-order gradients.

Instead of modeling all mutual dependencies, we introduce an efficient multiscale
time mixing mechanism that aggregates representations within each time region and
mixes them across different temporal scales. This is consistent with the multiscale
decomposition of the NKGE system:

e The amplitude equation has a low-frequency spectrum S, (k,e) ~ ef(ke),
producing slowly varying, highly correlated temporal features.

e The remainder equation has a high-frequency spectrum S, (k, ) ~ =1 f(k/e),
producing rapidly decorrelating temporal features.

Pooling over temporal regions thus produces a hierarchy of feature components
aligned with the multiscale temporal structures imposed by the PDE: from low-
oscillatory (amplitude-like) to high-oscillatory (remainder-like) regimes. Because all
perturbed points follow the same operator, but correspond to different effective tem-
poral resolutions, the resulting representations form a family of PDEs with varying
coefficients [23]. The relations among these coefficient-modified PDEs are much more
stable than the relations among raw collocation points, enabling a simple linear mixing
layer without the need for attention.

Formally, for each temporal scale [, we first pool the representations from pertur-
bations {t 4 0t/ }#, with gate function h(t), as

X! ion = Pooling ({Xiggion}?lzl h(t+ (gtli))’ l=1,...,4scale,
(4.39)
X = M (Xpointa X%ogion? te XI:"#eZ?gll’xe) ?

where M : RU+#scale)Xdmoaer _y Rdmodel j5 g lightweight MLP that mixes multiscale
temporal features. The mixed representation X is then passed through another de-
coder MLP # : R%moder — R™  which produces the predicted solution

(4.40) 2o, (x,t) = H(X) € R™, 71g,(x,t) = H(X) € R™.

This multiscale time mixing mechanism effectively combines Low-frequency, highly
correlated components (reflecting the amplitude equation) with high-frequency, rapidly
decorrelating components (reflecting the remainder equation). Thus, it enhances Neu-
ralMD’s ability to maintain time gradient correlation and mitigate propagation failure
during long-time predictions.

4.1.4. Justification of gradient correlation.

AssuMPTION 4.1 (Gradient correlation across time regions). For the NeuralMD
method with zg, and rg,, we assume the existence of a time region size R > 0 such
that for all0 <t < T and 0 < t+ 0t < T with ||5t]] < R, the following conditions hold
0zp, ’ 0zp, >0, Org, > 0.
90 |," 99 |15 90, -+t

87’92
T
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Proof. We first note that, similarly to Assumption 4.1, if we relax the constraint
on the time region size R from “positive” to “non-negative”, Assumption 4.1 is trivially
satisfied. Indeed, taking R = 0 yields

2

Oz, | Ozp, 0z,

. = >
(1.41) (55 = | =0
and

Oro, Ory, Or, 2

4.42 = >

( ) < 00, t’ 06 t> H 00 t =0

for all t € [0,T.
In the following we keep the requirement that R > 0. For brevity, define

8291

(97‘9
4.4 = = 2

9%(t) = Zo

t t
Assume that the mixed derivative 9z, /(861 Ot) is bounded on [0, T, i.e., there
exists Ly > 0 such that

<L, Vselo,T).

(1.44) %o

Then g; is Ly-Lipschitz in ¢, and for any t,t 4 6t € [0, T] we have
(4.45) lg1(t + dt) — g1 ()| < La|6t].

Fix any ¢ € [0, 7.
o If lgr ()] # 0, then

(4.46) (91(1): 91(1)) = g (D)]I* > 0,
For any 4t with ¢,t + 6t € [0, T, we estimate
(g1(8), 91(t + 6t)) = (91(t), g1.(£)) + (91(2), g1 (t + 6t) — g1(1))
(4.47) > g1 = llgr (@) g1 (2 + 6t) — g1 (1)
> [lgr ()17 = llgr (&) L1 6t
Choose

2l
4.4 m ,_ ol
(4.48) R o >0

Then, whenever |t| < Ril) and t,t+ 0t € [0, 7], the above inequality implies

(91(8), 91(t + 80)) > g1 (D)% — llgr ()| L1 RSV
(4.49) 1 ,
= §||91(t)|\ > 0.
o If ||g1(¢)|| = 0, then for any 6t we have
(4.50) (91(t), 91(t + 6t)) = (0,91 (t + 6t)) = 0 > 0.

so the desired inequality holds trivially.
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Therefore, for each ¢ € [0, T], there exists a radius Ril) > 0 such that

(4.51) (g1(t),g1(t+6t)) >0 whenever |0t| <R, 0<t, t+ot<T.

Similarly, assume that 9%rg, /(002 0t) is bounded on [0, T, i.e., there exists Ly > 0
such that

(4.52) Hdgz(s) <Ly, Vse[0,T],

dt

so that go is Lo-Lipschitz in ¢ and
(4.53) lgs(t +6t) — ga(D)| < Lalot], Vit + 0t € [0,7].
Fix any t € [0,T]. As before, if ||g2(t)|| # 0, define

@ _ le®l
(4.54) R,” = oL >0,

and obtain
1
(4.55) (g2(t), g2(t + 6t)) > §||gz(t)\|2 >0 whenever |5t| <R 0<¢t, t+5t<T.

If ||g2(t)|] = 0, the inner product is again identically zero and the inequality holds
trivially:

(4.56) (92(t), g2(t + 0t)) = (0, g2(t + 0t)) = 0 > 0,
Hence, for each t € [0, T, there exists a radius REQ) > 0 such that

2)

(4.57) (g2(t), g2(t+ 6t)) > 0 whenever |0t| <R, 0<t, t+ot<T.

Combining the above two parts, for every ¢ € [0,T] we may set

(4.58) R, := min {R,El), R§2>} >0,
so that
(4.59) (91(8), g1(t +6t)) >0 and  (ga(t), g2(t + 6t)) > 0,

hold simultaneously whenever |6t| < R; and 0 <, t + 0t <T.
The only part that is not theoretically guaranteed is the existence of a uniform
time region size

(4.60) R= min R; > 0.
t€[0,T)

which would give a single R valid for all time instances, as required in Assumption 4.1.
In this work, we treat this uniformity as an assumption and support it empirically.
The experimental statistics in the following subsection demonstrate that a positive R
exists in practice for the considered NeuralMD models. The same reasoning applies
to the gated gradient correlation form. 0
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THEOREM 4.2 (Gradient correlation in time).  Let Assumption 4.1 hold with
temporal region size R > 0. Let {6t;}f_| satisfy |0t;| < R/3. Define the temporally
averaged quantities

1 1

k k
(4.61) 2™ (t) = zq, (¢ Eg (t+6t;) rHme (1) = g, ( E; , (t+3t;)

Then, for any 8t satisfying |0t| < R/3, the following inequalities hold:

(4.62) Gy (01) < Goime(3t), Gy, (61) < Glroime (61).

Proof. We present the argument for zy,; the case of ry, follows identically.
To establish the claim, it suffices to prove that

Gy (51) < Cgme (51)
& Gap (01) < Gap ()13 T8, 20, (140t (OF)

o (2] 2 Y<K (i;e 0yt wm),

(4.63) @2@; (t+0t) + % Zk; %Zael (L0t +t; )> >H
(B 20 < |( @9 0 E3 L (m) ,

<8829011 (t+ 6t) + % ﬁ; %29011 (t + 0t + ot )> >H

Assume [6t] < R/3 and [6t;| < R/3 for all i = 1,...,k. Fix any t such that all
involved times lie in [0, 7). By the triangle inequality,

[t — (t + 0t + 6t;)| = |6t + ot |<\5t|+|5t|<?<R
2
(69 |(t + 5t;) — (t + 5t)| = |0t; — 6t| < [ot;] + |0t < ?R <R,

(¢ + 8t;) — (t+ 6t + 6t;)| < |ot;] + |5t] + |6¢,] < R.

Therefore, by Assumption 4.1, all inner products corresponding to these pairs are
nonnegative
8291
001

82’91
(4.65) < 7,

8291
06,

(1),

(t + ot + 5tj)> >0,

t t

(t + 6t;), =+

t

8291
" 06,

(t + 6t;)

(t+5t+6tj)> >0
t

for alli,j € {1,...,k}.
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Now, consider the following expression

(4.66)
(0t 20em) (e b o)
(G G (o )

< Z 85?11 ), 83?11 (t+ 5t)> + < a0, % i gt + ot + 5ti)>

6291 6291
>
> (. S avan),

el
gk
S5
N
2
H-
_|_
(o9
@4.

Thus, we have shown that
G, (01) < G gime (6t) for all |§¢] < R/3.
1

This completes the proof for zp,. The proof for ry, follows in the same way. 0

Remark 4.3 (Consistency with multiscale decomposition). For fixed = € €, the
functions G, (v,0t) and G.,, (7,dt) follow the asymptotic forms obtained in the gra-
dient correlation analysis. The leading 6% term in both cases is determined by the
second spectral moment (k?)s ., of the time-frequency density S (k,e). For the am-
plitude equation, (k?)s. = O(g?). Hence, the correlation varies only weakly with dt.
For the remainder equation, (k%)s, = O(¢~2). In this case, the correlation decays
rapidly. The theorem shows that temporal averaging improves correlation at any fixed
time lag 0t. The extent of this improvement is determined by the multiscale frequency
structure encoded in S, (k, ).

4.2. Training implementation. We have introduced the NeuralMD framework
and its algorithmic details. In this section, we implement the training of NeuralMD
in two pre-training stages using an unsupervised approach. The training process
is summarized in Algorithm 4.1. Algorithm 4.1 outlines the training process for
NeuralMD.

4.3. Interpretability of NeuralMD. NeuralMD utilizes an MLP-based archi-
tecture, grounded in the Universal Approximation Theorem (UAT) [27], which states
that any continuous function f : R™ — R can be approximated by a neural network
with sufficiently wide hidden layers. For any € > 0, there exists a suitable hidden
layer width N(e) such that

N (e)
(4.67) Z a;0(w;z + b;)

where o(+) is the activation function (we use tanh, which helps stabilize training and
capture the asymptotic behavior of the solution). For deep networks, the structure is
expressed as a composition of linear mappings and nonlinear activations, as

(4.68) MLP(z) = (Wypoop_10Wp_10---001 0 Wi)(x).

However, MLPs concentrate nonlinearity at the nodes, with weight matrices as high-
dimensional tensors, leading to highly coupled features that are difficult to interpret
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Algorithm 4.1 NeuralMD training

Require: Sampling the initial data (x,t), learning rate 7, number of epochs N, steep-
ness parameter o, maximum magnitude A,,,,, number of perturbation #scale.

1: Pre-training stage 1
2: fori=1,...,N do
3. Gated gradient flow: h(t) = (1 — tanh(a(t — 7)))/2

4:  Random time perturbation: Xpoint = P(X,1),  Xlgion = P(X,t + t})
Multiscale time mixing: X = M (Xpoint, X egions - - ,Xﬁ;ﬁgf)

Forward pass through Hg: : 2¢: < Hgi (X)

Li0.(07), L5.(07), and L,(67) are computed using 2y

Compute amplitude loss: £7(0%) = AresLios(0%) + M L7 (0%) + Apalyy(07)
Backpropagate to compute gradients: Vi £(67)

10:  Update 6% to 0?[“ using Adam+L-BFGS optimizer

11:  Update the shift parameter 7 to v'*1 by v**1 = 4% + ne ooy
12: end for

13: Pre-training stage 11

14: for j=1,...,N do

15:  h(t), X is the same as the pre-training stage I

16:  Forward pass through He: : 20r <+ Her (X)

17:  Forward pass through He;’ Tgs 4 7—[9% (X)
18 Lho (63), £1.(63), and L4(6}) are computed using zo; and 7y
19:  Compute remainder loss: £7(6}) = AResLios(05) + M L7 (05) + ApaLsy(63)

20:  Backpropagate to compute gradients: Vg, £* (63)

21:  Update 6 to 637" using Adam+L-BFGS optimizer

. . . i —eG, .
22:  Update the shift parameter 77 to 47T by 47Tt =47 4 ne %
23: end for
24: Error criterion

25: Reconstruct the oscillation solution:
ugr (X,t) = 6it/52291¢ (x,t) + c.c.
uggr 03) (%, 1) = it/ 2g= (X, t) 4+ c.c. + 795 (%, 1)

26: The prediction solution: ug« < min{|lugs — al|, [[uos g5) — 0|}
27: return Trained models for the amplitude equation and the remainder equation

in terms of input-output relationships. In NeuralMD, this ”black-box” nature of
nonlinear feature mappings complicates the interpretation of the physical meaning of
the oscillation-removal process.

To address this, we introduce Kolmogorov—Arnold Networks (KANs) [37] as an
interpretable alternative. KANs are based on the Kolmogorov—Arnold representation
theorem (KAT) [52], which states that any continuous function f(z1,...,2,) can be
expressed as a finite sum of one-dimensional functions

2n+1

(4.69) fl@r,. ) =Y @ (Z %7,,(35,,)) ,
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where ®, and ¢, , are learnable continuous one-dimensional functions. Unlike MLP,
which introduces nonlinearity at the nodes, KANs apply nonlinearity at the edges,
where each edge corresponds to a learnable one-dimensional function ¢; ;,(-), and
nodes perform linear summation

ng
(4.70) Tit41,j = Z P1,5,i(Ti),  Tip1 = iy
i=1

Thus, the entire network can be viewed as a composition of functions:
(471) KANS(I’) = (<I>L_1 @) @L_Q o-+-0 <I)0) (ZL'),

allowing each edge to correspond to an explicit one-dimensional function, thereby
improving interpretability.

To visualize and symbolize edge functions, KANs use B-splines for parameteriza-
tion:

(4.72) p(z) = wpb(z) + w, spline(z), spline(z) = Z ¢iBi(x),

where b(z) = silu(z), and the control points ¢; shape the curve of the edge function,
explicitly learning the operator terms in the equations. During training, sparse and
entropy regularization terms are introduced:

(4.73)  L7(01) = AResLRes(01) + AreLic(61) + A (Ml Dol ) S(CI’z)) ;
l l

where S(®;) is the entropy regularization term, which measures the distribution of
information in the edge functions of the I-th layer of KANs:

(4.74) S(®)) = — Z = l01,4,5] log (Z [ o151 n 5) .

i Lo gl i Lo gl

When each learnable basis function ®;; ; € C*+1 a k-th order B-spline approximation
exists, and the approximation error is bounded by

(4.75) If = (®F_1 0 0®F) z||cm < CG~HFI=M 0 <m <k,

where G is the spline density, and k& = 3 for cubic splines.

We integrate KANs into the NeuralMD framework, maintaining the general ap-
proximation capability of the operator space while providing structured and symbolic
physical interpretability.

5. Numerical experiments. In this section, we demonstrate the numerical
performance of the proposed NeuralMD method. We focus on addressing the spec-
tral bias and propagation failure issues in the temporally oscillatory NKGE prob-
lem, rather than developing the best possible model. In this section, we first train
NeuralMD. Next, we illustrate . Finally, we evaluate the in-distribution general-
ization and out-of-distribution transfer capabilities of NeuralMD, comparing it with
other collocation-based methods. All experiments are conducted on an Nvidia A100-
SXM4-80GB GPU. Code and data for the following experiments are available at
https://github.com/liangzhangyong/neuralmd.com.
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5.1. Benchmarks. For all benchmarks, we conduct experiments using three
random time regions, denoted as #scale = 3, with the corresponding region sizes set
to {Ry, Ra, R3} = {1 x 1072,5 x 1072,9 x 1072}, respectively. These regions are de-
signed to represent different temporal scales that are characteristic of the underlying
problem. In each region, we perturb the time coordinate by varying the number of
perturbations, with values {k1, k2, k3} = {3,5, 7}, ensuring a diverse range of pertur-
bation configurations. The representation feature dimension is set to dpoqer = 64,
which provides a balanced trade-off between model capacity and computational effi-
ciency. For solving the NKGE in 1D, 2D, and 3D, we follow the experimental protocol
outlined in [71], training the model using a combination of the Adam optimizer and
the L-BFGS optimizer [35, 29]. The Adam optimizer is initially used for the first
500 iterations to ensure fast convergence in the early training stages, followed by the
L-BFGS optimizer for the remaining 500 iterations to refine the solution and achieve
more accurate results. The training process spans a total of 1,000 iterations and is
implemented in PyTorch [46], a widely used deep learning framework that allows for
efficient parallel computation. To assess the model’s performance, we evaluate two
key metrics: the Relative L1 Error (tMAE) and the Relative Root Mean Square Error
(rRMSE). These metrics provide a robust measure of the model’s accuracy by com-
paring the predicted solutions against the ground truth. The rMAE quantifies the
average absolute error relative to the true solution, while the rRMSE captures the
error in terms of the root mean square, giving a clearer sense of the model’s overall
predictive accuracy. These metrics are computed over the entire set of evaluation
points, allowing for a comprehensive comparison of the model’s performance across
different regions.

5.2. Baselines. In addition to vanilla PINNs [48], we also compare NeuralMD
with ten PINNs architectures. QRes [9], FLS [63], CausalPINNs [60], PirateNet [59],
RoPINNSs [65], ProPINNs [66], PINNsFormer [71], SetPINNs [45], PINNsMamba [67],
MSPINNS [11, 36], and PhasePINNs [10] are under the conventional PINNs architec-
ture, where different collocation points are independently optimized. PINNsFormer
[71], SetPINNs [45], and PINNsMamba [67] are based on the Transformer backbone
to capture spatiotemporal correlation among PDEs. PirateNet and PINNsFormer are
previous state-of-the-art models. In addition, we also integrate sampling strategy R3
[17], loss reweighting method [62], and the latest optimization algorithm RoPINN [65]
to verify that these methods contribute orthogonally to us.

5.3. Model Configuration. In our experiments, we compare NeuralMD with
ten baselines. Here are our implementation details for these baselines:

e For vanilla PINN [48], QRes [9], FLS [63], and PirateNet [59], we follow
the PyTorch implementation of these models provided in the official version.
Specifically, vanilla PINN, QRes, and FLS all with 9 layers with 64 hidden
channels for the feedforward layer.

o As for SetPINNs [45], PINNsFormer [71], and PINNsMamba [67], we imple-
ment with only 1 encoder layer, which contains 64 hidden channels for the
attention mechanism and 128 hidden channels for the feedforward layer.

e For RoPINNs [65] and ProPINNs [66], we use their official code to obtain
comparative results. For RoPINNs, we set the initial region size to 1074,
with 10 past iterations and sample 1 point per region at each iteration for
solving the NLGE. Since these points are pre-selected, we do not update their
values after sampling and hence do not apply region sampling to them in our
experiments. For ProPINNs, we perturb the input dimension (d + 1) across
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3 scales with sizes 0.03, 0.05, and 0.07. We use uniform sampling with fixed
nodes to sample the expanded regions, and the hidden dimension is set to 64.

e For NeuralMD, we randomly perturb three different time scales to con-
struct multiscale time regions with sizes 0.03, 0.05, and 0.07, and sample 3,
5, and 7 points, respectively. For time regime perturbation sampling, the spa-
tial points remain unchanged, while time points are sampled using a ”tanh”
causal gate, with the shift parameter v varying from -0.5 to 1.5. The time-
region mixing layer consists of two linear layers with an activation in between,
applied only to the time region dimension. This layer first projects the three
time scales to 8 and then to 1 after the activation layer. The final projection
layer consists of three linear layers with inner activations, and the hidden
dimension is set to 64.

5.4. Metrics. The model’s performance is evaluated using two common metrics:
the relative L1 error (rMAE) and the relative Root Mean Square Error (rRMSE). For
the ground truth w and the predicted solution wug, these metrics are defined as

(51)  MAE: Fuue () = uC)l o s zuue xi) — u(xi)’

i fuGa)l L (u(xi)®
where {x;}; denotes the set of collocation points used for evaluation.

5.5. 1D nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation in whole regime. We evaluate
NeuralMD against 12 baselines in the whole regime, conducting experiments in three
regions: the relativistic regime (¢ = 0.8), the transition regime (¢ = 0.5), and the
non-relativistic limit regime (¢ = 0.1,0.01). We take d = 1 and A = 1 in the NKGE
(1.1). Take the initial data as

(5.2) 1(x) = pa(x) = %sech(mQ) sin(z), z € R,

3si 2e~’
(5.3) ¢1(z) = 612/28;%, Pa2(z) = c;/;r )

As shown in Table 5.1, for ¢ = 0.8 (low-frequency time oscillation), several mod-
els, including PINNs, QRes, PirateNet, MSPINNs, PhasePINNs, and CausalPINNs,
fail. In this case, the time oscillation is not the primary cause of failure; instead, the
lack of temporal causality is the dominant factor. This suggests that many models
struggle with propagation failure in low-frequency time oscillation. MSPINNs and
PhasePINNs, which attempt to stretch high-frequency time oscillation into the low-
frequency domain, fail to handle time oscillation effectively, even in low-frequency
regions. These models do not establish temporal correlation, leading to early prop-
agation failure. The CausalPINNs method, which attempts to establish temporal
causality, also fails, indicating its inability to address mild-frequency time oscilla-
tion. In contrast, models such as FLS, which use Fourier feature scaling without time
correlation, do not experience failure for low-frequency oscillation problems. How-
ever, they fail when handling medium-frequency time oscillation at € = 0.5. Several
models designed to mitigate propagation failure, including PINNsFormer, SetPINNs,
RoPINNs, and PINNsMamba, produce competitive results in the low-frequency re-
gion, demonstrating their effectiveness in handling this failure mode. However, they

reR.,
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TABLE 5.1
Performance comparison of different PINNs architectures on the whole regime NKGE. Both
rMAE and TRMSE are recorded. Smaller values indicate better performance. For clarity, the best
result is in bold and the second best is underlined.

\ £=038 £=05 £=0.1 £=0.01
Model | 'MAE RMSE rMAE rRMSE rMAE rRMSE tMAE  rRMSE
PINNs [48] 0.811  0.809  0.883 0938  1.407 1540  644.918  811.071
QRes [9] 0.761  0.904  0.863  0.945  1.943 1821  1128.042 1215.761
FLS [63] 0.022  0.021 0891 0940  2.086 2422  22.665  31.807
PirateNet [59] 0.692 0789  0.851 0923 2789 2941  1449.254 1678.351
MSPINNS [11] 0.766  0.835  0.854 0921  1.342 1458  156.662  214.652
PhasePINNs [10] | 0.673  0.754  0.784  0.855 1124 1246  121.800  189.706
CausalPINNs[60] | 0.534 0521  1.382  1.198  25.628 17.085 2479.044 2153.672
PINNsFormer [71] | 0.022  0.021  0.124 0146  1.028 1012  30.362  46.366
SetPINNs [45] 0.006  0.008 0107 0124  1.026 1020  30.561  45.286
RoPINNs [65] 0.022 0021  1.014 0953 4184 5094  59.345  69.012
ProPINNs [66] 0.004  0.005 0050 0053 1417 1277  449.188  412.412
PINNsMamba [67] | 0.027  0.037 0235 0264 1163 1042 28562  35.267
NeuralMD 0.002  0.003 0.008 0.010 0.005 0.007  0.006  0.008
Promotion 50.0%  40.0%  84.0%  811%  99.5%  99.3%  99.9%  99.9%

suffer significant accuracy degradation when applied to medium-frequency time oscil-
lation at ¢ = 0.5. The ProPINNs model, with gradient correction across spatiotempo-
ral regions, avoids failure in the medium-frequency regime and maintains competitive
accuracy. However, as € decreases to 0.1, ProPINNs experiences severe failure, and
all models fail with no predictive accuracy.

In contrast, NeuralMD efficiently compensates for the remainder amplitude in
the relativistic regime through random time perturbations and multiscale time region
mixing, alleviating propagation failure. In the non-relativistic limit regime, NeuralMD
effectively removes time oscillation via multiscale decomposition, utilizing a WKB
expansion to reconstruct high-frequency time oscillation, thereby overcoming spectral
bias. In the transition regime, NeuralMD balances the trade-off between dropping
time oscillation and compensating for remainder amplitudes, mitigating both spectral
bias and propagation failure. NeuralMD achieves the best performance across the
entire regime, with improvements of up to 99.99%, especially in the non-relativistic
limit regime (¢ = 0.1,0.01).

To compare model performance in solving NKGE, we visualize the reference solu-
tions, predicted solutions, and absolute error maps in Figures 5.1 to 5.3. For ¢ = 0.8
(low-frequency time oscillation), most models show competitive predictions (see Fig-
ure 5.1). However, for ¢ = 0.5 (medium-frequency time oscillation), most models
exhibit failure modes (see Figure 5.2), and for ¢ = 0.1 (high-frequency time oscilla-
tion), all models fail (see Figure 5.3). In contrast, NeuralMD outperforms all models,
effectively mitigating spectral bias and propagation failure across the entire regime.

5.6. 2D nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation in whole regime. In this sec-
tion, we explore the wave interactions in 2D. We take d = 2 and A = 1 in the NKGE
(1.1) and choose the initial data as

$1(z,y) = exp (= (v +2)* =) +exp (= (z — 2)* = y%),

(54) bo(a,y) = exp(~2? — 1), (2.y) € .
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RoPINNs PINNsMamba ProPINNs NeuralMD

Fic. 5.1. The prediction solution of NeuralMD and baselines for e = 0.8, = 5.0.

PINNs. QRu

RoPINNs PINNsMamba ProPINNs NeuralMD

FiG. 5.2. The prediction solution of NeuralMD and baselines for e = 0.5,T = 5.0.

The problem is solved numerically on a bounded computational domain 2 =

(—16,16) with the periodic boundary condition.

(—16,16)x
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. | ‘
PINNs. QRes. FLS

RoPINNs PINNsMamba ProPINNs NeuralMD

PINNsFormer

Fi1c. 5.3. The prediction solution of NeuralMD and baselines for e = 0.1,T = 5.0.

5.7. 3D nonlinear Klein-Gordon equation in whole regime. In this sec-
tion, we explore the wave interactions in 3D. We take d = 3 and A = 1 in the NKGE
(??) and choose the initial data as

d1(2,y,2) = 2exp (—a” — 2 — 327),

(5:5) Ga(z,y, 2) = exp (—(z +0.5)2 —y? — 22), (z,y,2) € R

5.8. Dropping time oscillation and reconstruction. To validate the effec-
tiveness of NeuralMD in dropping time oscillation, we conduct experiments in three
regions: the relativistic regime (¢ = 0.8), the transition regime (¢ = 0.5), and the
non-relativistic limit regime (e = 0.1).

First, as shown in Figure 5.7, when ¢ = 0.8, NeuralMD effectively drops time
oscillation in the slices at different positions, significantly reducing the oscillation
amplitude in low-oscillation regions. At this stage, the impact of time oscillation is
minimal, and the process is primarily dominated by the remainder amplitude compen-
sation. A notable observation is that while time oscillation remain at each position,
the oscillatory behavior is modulated into a smooth curve. Figure 5.8 presents the
time oscillation reconstruction using the WKB method with remainder terms, show-
ing good reconstruction results at each position slice with a L? relative error (rRMSE)
of 0.064.

Next, when ¢ = 0.5, Figure 5.9 shows the time evolution at different positions,
where NeuralMD successfully drops time oscillation, and the oscillatory solutions in
the transition region are modulated into smooth, non-oscillatory forms. Figure 5.10
shows that after time oscillation reconstruction, NeuralMD’s reconstructed solution
closely matches the true solution, effectively alleviating both spectral bias and prop-
agation failure modes, with an L? relative error of 0.099.
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Absolute Error Dropping Oscillation

FiG. 5.4. The prediction solution of NeuralMD for e =0.8,T = 5.0.

Finally, when ¢ = 0.1, the true solution exhibits high-frequency time oscilla-
tion at various positions, as shown in Figure 5.11. NeuralMD efficiently drops the
high-frequency time oscillation. In the no-oscillation predicted solution, NeuralMD
successfully reconstructs the time oscillation (see Figure 5.12), reducing the L? rel-
ative error to 0.069 and mitigating the spectral bias caused by high-frequency time
oscillation.

5.9. Efficiency comparison. To verify the practicability of our proposed method,
we also provide the efficiency comparison in the relativistic regime (¢ = 0.8), the
transition regime (¢ = 0.5), and the nonrelativistic limit regime (¢ = 0.1,0.01) (see
Figure 5.13). It is observed that NeuralMD demonstrates a significant advantage in
error reduction for solving the NKGE. As ¢ — 0, the baseline methods fail to maintain
performance, especially when & = 0.01, where the rMAE reaches 800. This indicates
that baseline methods experience significant spectral bias and propagation failure
when dealing with problems involving extremely high-frequency time oscillation. In
contrast to the baselines, NeuralMD maintains a more balanced error across differ-
ent regimes, demonstrating its robustness to spectral bias and propagation failure.
Additionally, NeuralMD is approximately 2-3x faster than recent Transformer-based
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Fic. 5.5. The prediction solution of NeuralMD for e = 0.5,T = 5.0.

models, including PINNsFormer [71], SetPINN [45], and PINNMamba [67] under vary-
ing €. Benefiting from our lightweight projection-layer design and parallel computing,
NeuralMD remains comparable in efficiency to single-point-processing PINNs (such
as QRes [9], FLS [63], CausalPINNs [60], and PirateNet [59]). Overall, NeuralMD
achieves a favorable performance-efficiency trade-off.

5.9.1. In-distribution generalization.
5.9.2. Out-of-distribution transfer.
5.9.3. Ablations studies.

6. Conclusions. In this work, we proposed NeuralMD, a neural multiscale de-
composition framework for solving temporally oscillatory nonlinear Klein—-Gordon
equations (NKGE) uniformly across ¢ € (0,1]. NeuralMD adopts a two-stage pre-
training strategy: the first stage learns a modulated nonlinear Schrédinger equation
with wave operator (NLSW) with mild-frequency time oscillation, while the second
stage learns a small-amplitude remainder equation to mitigate spectral bias induced
by time oscillation. The full oscillatory NKGE solution is then reconstructed via a
WKB expansion, with an error-based criterion deciding whether the remainder con-
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Fi1c. 5.6. The prediction solution of NeuralMD for e = 0.1,T = 5.0.

tribution needs to be compensated.

To alleviate propagation failure caused by the modulated NLSW and the oscil-
latory remainder, we introduced a gated gradient correlation metric. We also pro-
pose a gated residual sampling strategy that explicitly couples temporal collocation
points along the time axis, thereby strengthening the causal structure of the train-
ing dynamics. Furthermore, we extended NeuralMD to an interpretable variant by
moving nonlinear activations from nodes to edges, so that nodes perform only sum-
mation while edges carry learnable activation functions. In this formulation, the
mechanisms of dropping time oscillation and dynamically compensating the remain-
der amplitude become structurally interpretable at the level of the learned operators.
Extensive numerical experiments in different spatial dimensions, with initial data of
varying regularity and under long-time prediction settings, show that NeuralMD ef-
fectively overcomes both spectral bias and propagation failure compared with existing
collocation-based methods, and exhibits robust generalization for temporally oscilla-
tory solutions.

Several directions merit further investigation. First, we plan to enhance Neu-
ralMD to support joint training over the entire parameter regime ¢ € (0, 1], where
the gradients associated with different regimes may exhibit severe conflicts, mak-
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Fic. 5.8. Results of reconstructing time oscillation of NeuralMD for e = 0.8, T = 5.0.

ing this problem particularly challenging. Second, we aim to extend NeuralMD to
semi-classical nonlinear Schrédinger equations with simultaneous temporal and spa-
tial oscillation, where dropping spatio-temporal oscillation is expected to be especially
beneficial. Finally, we will explore whether the cascaded structure of the WKB ex-
pansion can be exploited to design arbitrarily high-order multiscale time integrator

(MTI) schemes, in which parts of the high-order parameter space are constructed
end-to-end via operator learning.
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Appendix A. Generalization analysis for NeuralMD. Here, we discuss
the generalization error in expectation, which is independent of the point selection,
thereby quantifying the error of NeuralMD optimization more rigorously.

The generalization error in expectation of a model trained on dataset S is defined
as

(A1) Egen = |Es.a [£ (ua(s), Q) — £ (uas), S)] |
where A denotes the training algorithm and A(S) represents the optimized model
parameters.

AssuMPTION A.1. The loss function L is L-Lipschitz and B-smooth with respect
to model parameters, which means that Vx € Q the following inequalities hold:
I1£(ue, ,x) — L(uoy,x)|| < L|61 — 02,

A2
(4.2) VoL (utny, %) — VoL(uan, )| < B0 — bl

LEMMA A.2 (Convex case). Given the stochastic gradient method with an update
rule as Gox(0) = 0 — aVeL(0,x) and L is convex in 6, then for a < %,
[Gax(01) = Gax(02)]| <[00 — 02|

Proof. For clarity, we denote g = ||VgL(01,x) — VoL(02,%)||. Then we have:
”Ga,xwl) - Ga,X(92)|‘2
= H91 - 92 - Oé(VQE(@l,X) - V9£(927X))||2

= 1161 — 05> — 20 (Vo L(61,%) — VoL(02,%x))" (61 — 65) + a*¢>

20
< |61 — o> — ?92 +a’g”

< [161 — 6. (a <

we have

(A.3)

)

| N

LEMMA A.3 (Non-convex case). Given the stochastic gradient method with an
update rule as Gox(0) = 0 — aVeL(0,x), then we have ||Gox(01) — Gax(02)|| <
(14 ap)||fr = ba-

Proof. This inequality can be easily obtained from the following:

||Goc7X(91) - Gam(eQ)H
=601 — 03 — a(VoeL(O — VoL(0

(A4) 161 = 62 — a(VoL(01,x) — Vo L(62,%))] q
= (|61 — O2l + |V L(61,%x) — Vo L(62,%)||

< (14 aB)||01 — 0|

THEOREM A.4 (Gated multiscale time region optimization). Suppose that the
point optimization loss function L is L-Lipschitz and B-smooth for 0. Let h(t) be a
bounded gate function (e.g., 0 < h(t) < 1) used in the multi-scale temporal mixing in
Eq. (4.39), and let the corresponding gated multi-scale time loss be denoted by L. If
we run stochastic gradient descent with step size oy for T iterations based on L, the
generalization error in expectation satisfies:

(1) If L is convex for 0 and oy < %, then

202 &
ggen S (1 - P) W Qi
t=1
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where
#scale

|Qt1 7 1
AN h h; = h(T)dr,
= 2 MhiTgl =g L hO)

and X; is the mizing weight of the l-th temporal scale (with Y, \; = 1), Qy, is the
temporal region at scale I, and |Q| is the measure of the whole temporal domain.

(2) If L is bounded by a constant C far all 0,x and is non-convexr for 0 with
monotonically non-increasing step sizes oy < Bt’ then

C 23T -1) )
Egon < = + oL — JLp?,
RS B(SI - 1)

where J is a finite number that depends on the training property at several beginning
iterations.

For clarity, we denote the underlying point-wise loss by Lpa.se and the gated
multiscale time loss in Theorem A.4 by Lgate.

LEMMA A.5 (Smoothness of gated multiscale time loss). If Lygse i bounded for
all 0,x and is convex, L-Lipschitz-3-smooth with respect to model parameters 0, then
Lgate s also bounded for all 0,x and convex, L-Lipschitz-3-smooth for 6.

Proof. By construction, Lgate is obtained from Lpase via region-based tempo-
ral averaging, bounded gating h(t) with 0 < A(t) < 1, and a convex combination
over scales with weights {X}7°%° S A, = 1. Hence boundedness, convexity, L-
Lipschitz continuity and S-smoothness are preserved (Lemma A.5), and all conditions
of Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3 hold after replacing £ by Lgate. We denote one SGD
step by

GE(0) = 0 — AV Lgare(6, %).

We consider two datasets S and S’ differing in exactly one point and denote
the corresponding parameter trajectories by {6;}7_, and {6;}_,. By Lemma ??, it
suffices to bound E[||6r — 0% |]

Convex setting. For the convex case, Lemma A.2 implies for oy < 2/8,

1
E[l6e — 6all] = (1 g7 ) BlIGES0) - GES @]
(A.5) +7§Em03twn GE (6]
(10, — 0] + rgElICE S0 - Gt 0]

The gated multi-scale temporal gradient at (x,t) can be written as

F#scale

Vo Lgate(0,%,1) Z /\l h(T) Vo Lase (0, %, 7) d7.

tL| Q,

For two points (x,t) and (x’,t'), splitting each €, into the overlapping and non-
overlapping parts and using the L-Lipschitz property as in the proof of Theorem 7?7,
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one obtains

(A.6)
E[|czsencss @]
= I(1 = ) Ea=o0 |||GE% (00) = G500 |] +100) Eavso [ G250 — G225 00)| ]
< I(1— p)Eqy—o [16: — 6, + 20, L] + 1(p) Eqy,, 50 | |6 — 6
#scale
1
— oy Z )\l< hT)VoL(ug,,7)dT — — h(T)VeL(ug;,T) d7'> ]
| 1 Qtl |Qt1| sz
Sﬂl—mEmfﬂ[@—%H+&%M+MNEQQOU@—%H+<L‘%x%)Q%L
time
, N
< E[)0:0)]]] + 20, L — I(p) Egy, 50 | 20, L
IQtimel
<E[|6, — 0] + 2L (1= p).
where ocal
scale N |Qtl | 1
p= A Ry , hy h(7)dr,
2 Mg @l Jo, "

plays the same role as ‘l%r‘l in Theorem ?77.

Substituting Eq. (A.5) into Eq. (A.5) gives

20, L
E[[|0:11 — 0741 11] <E[l16: — 611l + |§| (1-p).

Since 0y = 6, summing over t = 1,...,T yields

2L(1 — p) <
EM%~wHH<(B|m§j%
t=1

Using the L-Lipschitzness of Lgate and Lemma 77 then gives

202 &
ggen S (1 - p)m Zatv
t=1

which proves the convex case.
Non-convex setting. For the non-convex case, let d; = |6 — ;|| and fix ¢ty €

{1,...,|S|}. Asin Eq. (?7),

| Leate(ttor, X) = Laate (o, )] < —== + LE[[|07 — 07 | 6, = 0].

ISI

Lemma A.3 applied to Lgate and the same argument as in the non-convex proof of
Theorem A.4 (with p in place of |2,]/]€?]) yield, for oy < 1/(5t),

- 1 1-p 2L
(A7) E[6¢41 | 61, = 0] < (1 ti- W)E[cﬁ] + m(l = p).
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Solving the recursion as in Eq. (A.7), there exists a finite constant J > 0 (depending
only on the first few iterations) such that

2L T
E[|07 — 0%|| | 6z, =0 Si(——1>—Jp2.
[H T” | 0 ] ﬂ(\5| — 1) to
Setting to = 1 and substituting into the previous inequality gives

C 2L%(T-1)

E||Lgate y — Lgate ) < 7_‘][/2-
|:| gat (UGT X) gat (UQT X)H — |S‘ + 5(|S| _ 1) P
Finally, Lemma ?? implies
C  2L3T-1)
Egen < 7 + e — JLp%,
S sdsI-
which proves the non-convex case of Theorem A .4. ]

Appendix B. Convergence Rate of NeuralMD.

THEOREM B.1 (Convergence Rate). Let h(t) be a bounded gate function in the
multiscale temporal mizing in (4.39), and L the corresponding gated multiscale loss.
Assume there exists a constant H > 0 such that, for all v and x € €,

[T VoL(ug, x)v| < Hlv|.

With step size ay = 1/+/t + 1 for T iterations, the stochastic gradient descent method
with a Monte Carlo approzimation of L converges at the rate

(B.1) EMwa%mﬂgoﬁ%)

Proof. By the definition of the multiscale temporal mixing in (4.39), the gated
multiscale time region loss can be written as

#scale

(B.2) L(ug, Z Al |Qt o] h(T) Lyt (ug, (7)) dr,

Q,

where L,; denotes the underlying pointwise loss, which is L-Lipschitz in 6. Introduce
a random variable ¢ = (I,7) with distribution

Pl =1p) = Ay, 7 ~ Unif(Qy, ) given | = lo.

Define the gated stochastic loss

(B.3) Cy(ug, ;) = h(T) Ly (ug, (7)),
so that
(B.4) L(ug, ) = Ec[ly(ug, ()], VoL(ug, @) =Ec[Voly(ug, ;)]

Because 0 < h(1) <1 and Ly is L-Lipschitz, we have

(B.5) Vol (ua, x:;C)|| = |h(7)| | VoLpt(ug, z(7))|| < L
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In the Monte Carlo-based stochastic gradient descent, the update at iteration ¢

(B.6) 011 =0; — atvﬁgg(ueta x; (),

where (; is an independent sample from the above distribution. Using a Taylor ex-
pansion, there exists x’ such that

L(u0t+1 ) m) = L(uet - Oétvezg (Uat y L3 Ct)v m)

(B.7) = L(ug,, ®) — tVoly(ug,, 5 () VoLl (ug,, @)

1
+ 5 (atv0£g(u0ta Z; Ct))TVgE(ueﬁ wl> (atv9€g <u9t y L3 Ct)) :

By the assumption

|vT V5L (ug, x)v| < H|vlf?, Yo, Vo €Q,

and using HV(;Eg(UQt,a:; Ct)H < L, we obtain

(B.

a?L*H

8) E(u0t+17w) S E(ut%am) - atv9£g(u9taw;ct)Tv9£(u9taw) + 9

Taking expectations with respect to (; on both sides and using

ECt [VQfg(Ugt,.’B; Ct)] = v@‘c(u9mm)7

we obtain
B9) E[L(ug,,,,x)] < E[ﬁ(ueml‘) — oy Voly(ug,, x;G) VoL(ug,, ) + a?L;H]
| = E[£(u0,. )] — 0iE[| VoLlug, @)|] + oL,
Rearranging terms and summing over ¢ = 0, ..., T — 1, we have
(B.10)
S ak[[Voltu D] < 3 (ELLtu, )] - BlLuo2)]) + 3 S
t=0 t=0 t=0
< Ly ) ~ Ly ) + 21 TZa
< L) — L) + 2
t=0

where u, denotes a global minimizer of L(-, x).

As in the region optimization proof, we now consider a random stopping time 7.

Fort=0,...,7 — 1 set

(B.

oy

11 P(r=t :
) (r=1)= ST o
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Then
, T-1 _,T-1 ,
E[HV@E(ugr,w)H ] = ( at) atIE[HVg;E(ugt,w)H }
t=0 t=0
(B.12) -1, L T
< ( at) (ﬁ(ueo,w) — L(ug, ) + 5 af).
t=0 t=0
With o = ﬁ, we have
T-1 T-1 -1
o > 2VT, ol = <log(T + 1),
; t=0 ' bt
and hence
2 1 L2H
E[[[VoL(uo,,2)|*] S @VT) ™ (Luay,@) ~ Llu., @) + =5~ log(T +1))
(B.13) 2

~o()

This yields the claimed convergence rate. The dependence on the gate function h(t)
and the multiscale weights {)\;} enters only through the definition of £ and the asso-
ciated constants (e.g., via the effective gating strength p in Theorem A.4), while the
order O(T~1/2) with respect to T remains unchanged. |

Appendix C. Gradient estimation error of NeuralMD.

Appendix D. Additional results. In this section, we present additional re-
sults, including further hyperparameter analysis, new experiments, and additional
examples, to supplement the main text.

Appendix E. Inverse problem experiments. As we stated in the imple-
mentations, NeuralMD can also be applied to tasks with data loss for the inverse
problem.

Appendix F. Impact of Optimizers. This section investigates the impact of
different optimizers on the performance of NeuralMD.
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