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ABSTRACT

We propose a generative flow-induced neural architecture search algorithm. The proposed approach
devices simple feed-forward neural networks to learn stochastic policies to generate sequences of
architecture hyperparameters such that the generated states are in proportion with the reward from the
terminal state. We demonstrate the efficacy of the proposed search algorithm on the wavelet neural
operator (WNO), where we learn a policy to generate a sequence of hyperparameters like wavelet
basis and activation operators for wavelet integral blocks. While the trajectory of the generated
wavelet basis and activation sequence is cast as flow, the policy is learned by minimizing the flow
violation between each state in the trajectory and maximizing the reward from the terminal state.
In the terminal state, we train WNO simultaneously to guide the search. We propose to use the
exponent of the negative of the WNO loss on the validation dataset as the reward function. While the
grid search-based neural architecture generation algorithms foresee every combination, the proposed
framework generates the most probable sequence based on the positive reward from the terminal state,
thereby reducing exploration time. Compared to reinforcement learning schemes, where complete
episodic training is required to get the reward, the proposed algorithm generates the hyperparameter
trajectory sequentially. Through four fluid mechanics-oriented problems, we illustrate that the learned
policies can sample the best-performing architecture of the neural operator, thereby improving the
performance of the vanilla wavelet neural operator.

Keywords Architecture search · Generative flow · Reward · Neural operator · Scientific machine learning

1 Introduction

Since its first introduction around a couple of centuries ago, partial differential equations (PDEs) have remained an
inextricable scientific tool for scientists and engineers in modeling natural phenomena like fluid flows, conduction,
diffusion, weather forecasting, electrodynamics, and many more [1, 2]. Traditionally solved using methods such
as the finite element and volume methods [3, 4], which are highly mesh and resolution dependent, a recent push is
seen towards employing discretization invariant alternatives like neural operators for solving these PDEs. Neural
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Flow induced wavelet neural operator

Operators learn the discretization invariant functional mappings between infinite-dimensional function spaces, acting as
a generalization of neural networks that have been used to learn extremely complex functions. The diverse literature
on neural operators includes the universal approximation theorem [5] based Deep Operator Network (DeepONet)
[6] and physics-informed DeepONet [7], graph discretization-based Graph Neural Operator (GNO) [8], spectral
convolution-based Fourier Neural Operator (FNO) [9], Wavelet Neural Operator (WNO) [10], and physics-informed
WNO (PIWNO) [11]. While DeepONet is developed over the feed-forward neural networks, FNO and WNO use
convolution operations to parameterize the neural networks in the feature space. While both FNO and WNO remained
discretization invariant, wavelets use both frequency and spatial information to learn the features effectively. Recent
works in neural operators also include nonlinear manifold decoder (NOMAD) [12], Laplace neural operator (LNO) [13],
and aliasing improved Spectral Neural Operator (SNO) [14]. Nevertheless, all the neural operator frameworks consist of
an additional set of hyperparameters on top of the standard neural networks hyperparameters, like the latent dimension
of branch and trunk net in DeepONet, Fourier mode number in FNO, and choice of wavelet basis in WNO, which
makes tuning more involved and cumbersome. To that end, we propose a generative flow-induced neural architecture
search algorithm tailored towards neural operators for automated hyperparameter selection and efficient learning of
discretization invariant solution operators of parametric PDEs.

The main aim of automated hyperparameter optimization in representation learning is to automatically learn the
hyperparameters of deep neural networks to infer minimal bias in the trained network. A brief survey on the algorithm
proposed for neural architecture search (NAS) in deep learning can be found in [15, 16, 17, 18]. Naive architecture
generation algorithms like grid search perform experiments over all possible combinations of hyperparameter space. In
the context of neural operators, which are trained over a family of PDEs, performing such a brute-force architecture
search requires a humongous amount of computational power and time. Efficient Neural Architecture Search (ENAS)
[19], on the other hand, improves the search time by incorporating a strategy for parameter sharing across different neural
architectures. Methods like Progressive Neural Architecture Search (PNAS) use sequential model-based optimization
(SMBO) to perform hyperparameter search based on the increasing complexity of generated architectures [20]. Despite
success, these strategies are limited to convolutional neural networks. Methods involving reinforcement learning
for NAS are also proposed, which use expected accuracy over the validation dataset as a reward for automating the
generation of novel neural network architectures. The reinforcement learning (RL) based methods for NAS like
BlockQNN [21], MetaQNN [22], and NAS-RL [23] have been shown to be particularly successful. In RL-based
methods, the objective is generally directed towards actions that maximize the reward. In this work, our objective is to
sample the trajectories proportional to the distribution of the reward function relating to the cost and to exploit this
capability to produce a diverse set of architectures requiring only partially trained neural operators, a subset of which
may then be trained to convergence. To solve this, an elegant architecture search method capable of generating a diverse
set of architectures, unlike the deterministic RL-based approaches, is required.

A similar strategy exists in the generative flow networks (GFlowNet) [24, 25], where the neural network agents learn a
stochastic policy from a sequence of actions to generate a compositional object such that the objects are generated in
proportional to the reward of the object. In GFlownet, each state in the compositional object is built sequentially, with
a reward assigned to it, like in RL. However, the reward is estimated only at the terminal state, i.e., when an object
is created. The policy converges when the total discrepancy between in- and out-flow from states in the generated
sequence vanishes, i.e., when the incoming and outgoing flow into and out of each state match and the reward is
maximized. Once training succeeds, the learned policy takes an action with probability proportional to the outgoing
flow. A brief study on the successful application of GFlowNets as a generative model can be observed in the generation
of new samples of molecules [24] and active learning [26, 27]. In this work, we utilize the concept of turning rewards
into a generative policy from GFlowNet to devise a neural architecture search algorithm for the neural operators. The
probabilistic policy is learned by using a flow-consistent loss function, which takes into account the discrepancy in
the flow between the states of the generated sequence of network hyperparameters and prediction reward from the
underlying neural operator. The proposed framework consists of a series of neural networks, each trained to sample a
hyperparameter, except the terminal network, which is set as the underlying neural operator. The series of networks
learn the probability of taking action given the previous state, which is referred to as the flow associated with that state.
The total flow into the network is estimated as the sum of the in- and out-flow from the states. The terminal network
uses the generated hyperparameters from previous networks to return a reward. The reward is estimated at the end of
the terminal neural operator after having generated the solution of the underlying PDE, like the episodic setting of
conventional RL, which, in this case, is a function of the prediction loss.

Since the first introduction, WNO has gone through a significant number of independent developments, including
Waveformer [28] for long-term prediction, wavelet elastography for medical imaging [29], multi-fidelity WNO
(MFWNO) [30] for learning from multi-fidelity dataset, neural combinatorial WNO (NCWNO) for multi-physics and
continual learning of solution operators [31], generative adversarial WNO (GAWNO) for generative modeling [32],
and differentiable physics augmented WNO (DPA-WNO) [33] as a deep physics corrector. All these frameworks use
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Flow induced wavelet neural operator

wavelet integral blocks, where wavelet decomposition is used to project the features to a space-frequency localized
space and subsequently convoluted with neural network kernels to learn the features from data, followed by a non-linear
activation operator. In addition to the standard neural network parameters like the number of hidden layers, channel
dimension, number of epochs, learning rate, batch size, and regularizer, these integral blocks introduce additional
parameters like the choice of wavelet basis, wavelet decomposition level, and activation operators. Choosing the right
combination of these wavelet hyperparameters for each wavelet integral block requires prior experience, which further
becomes cumbersome as the number of wavelet integral blocks increases. Therefore, the large hyperparameter space
makes WNO a natural choice for illustrating the developed neural architecture search algorithm.

The main contribution of the proposed framework can be encapsulated into the following points:

• An automated neural architecture search algorithm rooted in GFlowNet is proposed for neural operators. The
efficacy is exemplified in WNO by learning a stochastic policy to generate a sequence of wavelet basis and
activation operators.

• By satisfying the in- and out-flow from terminal states, the proposed framework achieves optimality criteria
over the neural operator architecture.

• The proposed framework learns to generate the network architecture by learning a probabilistic policy instead
of a grid search over the parameter space, thereby reducing tuning time. In the reward-based policy learning
setup, the final compositional sequence is generated sequentially based on partially trained WNO, which
further reduces the computational costs.

• The proposed framework preserves all the benefits of the parent neural operator architecture; in this case,
discretization invariant operator learning of a family of parametric PDEs.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. Section 2 gives a brief mathematical introduction to WNO and GFlowNet.
Section 3 briefly illustrates the proposed framework on WNO. Section 4 consists of the benchmark examples over
which we test our proposed method, including the Burger, Darcy, and Navier Stokes equations. Section 5 concludes this
study by reviewing the features of the proposed architecture generative framework.

2 Background on wavelet neural operator and flow networks

A short overview of WNO and GFlowNet is presented in this section, which will be used in the next section to construct
the proposed framework of flow-induced wavelet neural operator (FWNO).

2.1 Wavelet Neural Operator (WNO)

Neural operators are a class of deep learning algorithms that learn the functional mapping between two infinite-
dimensional function spaces, the input and output spaces, as opposed to the artificial neural networks (ANN) that
learn the function map between two finite-dimensional vector spaces. Talking specifically in terms of PDEs, neural
operators learn the mapping from the input space, comprised of the initial and boundary conditions, geometry, physical
parameters, and source term to the solution space of the PDE. Thus, after training, a neural operator can be used to
predict the solution of a family of PDEs, whereas the ANNs need retraining for every input combination. Wavelet
Neural Operator (WNO) is one such deep neural operator, which uses the frequency-spatial localization property of
wavelet transformation to learn the feature space in wavelet space.

For a mathematical representation, we consider the n dimensional fixed domain D ∈ Rn, bounded by ∂D. Over the
domain D, we consider the Banach spaces A := C(D;Rda) and U := C(D;Rdu) such that λ ∈ Rda and u ∈ Rdu are
the input and outputs in the Banach spaces A and U , respectively. Between the spaces A and U , we define the nonlinear
PDE operator N : A ∋ λ 7→ u ∈ U , which maps a given set of input parameters λ to a unique solution u.

Given an Ns number of input-output training pairs {(λ1, u1), (λ2, u2), . . . , (λNs
, uNs

)} are available such that uj =
N (λj), WNO aims to approximate N through a parameter space Ω, i.e., N : A × Ω 7→ U , where Ω denotes the
finite-dimensional parameter space for the neural network. The m point discretization of the domain D yields the set
{λj ∈ Rm×da ,uj ∈ Rm×du}, j = 1 . . . , Ns. To increase the channel depth of the parameter space Ω, WNO raises the
inputs λ(x) ∈ Rda to a high dimensional space Rda through a local transformation P(λ(x)) : Rda → Rdv , denoting
it as v0(x) ∈ Rdv . This can be achieved using either a fully connected neural network (FNN) or a 1× 1 convolution
(CNN). The uplifted inputs are passed through a series of recursive wavelet integral blocks G : Rdv 7→ Rdv . The
updates v(j + 1) = G(v(j)) via wavelet integral blocks G are defined as,

vj+1(x) := g((K(λ;ω) ∗ vj(x) +Wvj(x)) x ∈ D, j ∈ [1, l] (1)
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where g(x) : R→ R is a non-linear activation function, W : Rdv → Rdv is a linear transformation, ∗ represents the
convolution operation and K : A× Ω 7→ U is the integral operator over C(D;Rdv ). Since we use a neural network
architecture, we can represent the integral operator K(a;ω) as a kernel integral operator with parameter ω ∈ Ω. These
wavelet integral blocks extract relevant feature maps from the data through convolution in the wavelet domain. In the
end, a local transformation Q(v(x)) : Rdv 7→ Rdu such that u(x) = Q(vl(x)) is used to reduce the channel depth to
the desired solution space. Using the concept of element-wise multiplication in spectral space, the convolution in kernel
integration is performed in the wavelet space. Parametrizing the kernel in the wavelet domain to learn the kernel leads
to the WNO framework. For a brief review, readers are referred to [10, 11].

2.2 Generative Flow Network

GFlowNets are a class of generative models that aim to generate a compositional object x ∈ X , an object that may be
represented as a sequence of discrete actions applied iteratively to a base state. At each stage of the iterative updates,
we get a partially constructed object which is sequentially updated based on the actions from the remaining iterations. It
may be represented as a directed acyclic graph (DAG) of a Markov Decision Process (MDP), D = (S,A) where S is
the set of states possible, or nodes in the graph where X ⊂ S, and A ⊆ S × S is the set of all possible actions or the
directed edges of DAG. We further define A(s) ⊆ A as the set of actions allowed at state s, and A′(s) as the set of
sequences of all actions allowed after state s. We call state p the parent of state s if the edge (p→ s) ∈ A and state
c ∈ S a child of s if edge (s→ c) ∈ A. The complete trajectory is defined as τ = (s0, s1, .., sT ) where sj ∈ S is the
jth state, s0 is the base state and sT = x ∈ X is the terminal state.

The reward for any state s ∈ S is denoted as R(s), where the reward is zero for all non-terminal (intermediate) states.
The reward is independent of intermediate states for all terminal states x. To that end, the flow network is resented as an
MDP with the root node as the source s0, the in-flow as Z, and the out-flow as R(x′) that flows out of each terminal
state x′. Any state s, when subjected to action a, leads to a new state s′ ∈ S, represented as T (s, a) = s′. F (s, a) is the
flow from state s to s′ and F (s) is the total flow out of state s. A policy π(a|s) decides the flow through the sequence τ .
The policy π(a|s) sequentially builds the compositional object x with probability π(x). This is defined as,

π(a|s) = F (s, a)

F (s)
, (2)

where π(x) = R(x)/Z and Z =
∑

x′∈X R(x′). From the definition, it is understood that π(x) is proportional to R(x),
i.e., the policy generates x with a probability proportional to the associated reward. Learning the policy π(x), therefore,
requires minimizing the imbalance between the incoming flow and outgoing flow at a node s ∈ S and maximizing the
reward R(x). The flow conditions in a flow network as well as the reward function, can incorporated into the following
flow consistency equation, ∑

s,a:T (s,a)=s′

F (s, a) = R(s′) +
∑

a′∈A(s′)

F (s′, a′). (3)

Note that in this equation R(s′) = 0 for intermediate states s′ while for terminal state s′ = x ∈ X , the outflow is zero,
i.e.,

∑
a′∈A(s′) F (s

′, a′) = 0, since A(s′) is an empty set. The minimization between the left and right-hand sides of
the Eq. (3) becomes the loss function of GFlowNet. Since the flow values at the root nodes are exponentially larger
than the nodes at the later stages of the flow network, the gradient weights for smaller predictions pose numerical issues
to the learning of the neural network, due to which the logarithm of inflow and outflow from a node is matched. Finally
to approximate the policy π(a|s), GFlowNet minimizes the following log-scale objective function,

L(τ) =
∑

s′∈τ ̸=s0

log
 ∑

s,a,T (s,a)=s′

exp
(
F log (s, a)

)− log

R(s′) + ∑
a′∈A(s′)

exp
(
F log (s′, a′)

)
 , (4)

where F log(s, a) = logF (s, a). The loss function L(τ) minimizes the imbalance between inflow and outflow over
a trajectory τ . In a similar manner to the MDP, where the temporal difference between successive states is used to
update the value function of states using the Bellman equation, by minimizing L(τ), we learn the policy π(a|s) to take
best-performing actions.

3 Flow induced wavelet neural operator

This section instantiates the flow-induced wavelet neural operator (FWNO) by incorporating the reward-based policy
learning mechanism inside the vanilla WNO. The concept of flow is used to construct a compositional object containing
binary sets of an activation operator and a wavelet basis. Each binary set is used for wavelet decomposition and
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nonlinear activation during the kernel parametrization in each wavelet integral block of the WNO architecture. By
learning to generate the sequences of binary sets in proportion to the reward based on the prediction error, an optimal
operator learning architecture with improved accuracy is achieved over the vanilla WNO.

For generating the best-performing sequence of wavelet basis functions and activation operators, we propose the reward
function as the validation loss for the WNO architecture, i.e.,R(sT ) ∝ L(uVal, u

∗
Val)(x) such that u∗Val = NΩ(λVal; τ)(x),

where λVal is the unseen input parametric field, uVal and u∗Val are the true and predicted solution of the true PDE operator
N , and NΩ is the WNO. The trajectory τ contains the set of wavelet basis and activation operators. In a physics-
informed neural operator framework, this reward function can be tuned depending on the requirement, like giving more
weight to the boundary conditions, the physics-informed constraints, smoother curves, and other such criteria. In our
data-driven framework, we will consider the L2 relative norm of the prediction error.

Starting at empty state s0 = {·, ·}, we generate the WNO modelM. The modelM is then trained on the paired dataset
{(λ1, u1), (λ2, u2), . . . , (λNs , uNs)} to learn the operator NΩ. The operator NΩ returns a validation loss L(uVal, u

∗
Val)

over the paired validation dataset {λVal, uVal}. The reward R(sT ) = exp(−L(uVal, u
∗
Val)(x)) for the model is then

computed as the exponent of the inverse of this loss to ensure a non-negative reward. LetW = {w1, w2, . . . , wℓ} and
A = {a1, a2, . . . , aℓ} denote the sets of wavelet basis functions and activation functions in our operator framework,
where each pair {wj , aj} is associated with jth wavelet integral block. Two neural networks Nw(s; θ) and Na(s;ϕ)
are used to learn distributions of the flow across the state s ∈ S. Here Nw(s; θ) is used to construct the trajectory of
wavelet bases, and Na(s;ϕ) is used to construct the trajectory of activation operators in the wavelet integral blocks. At
each state s, the difference between the total inflow Z to s and the total outflow from s, which is R for the terminal
state, are then minimized over the trajectory to train models Nw and Na. The selection of a binary set of wavelet basis
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Figure 1: Schematic architecture of the proposed flow-induced wavelet neural operator. (a) The flow network of
wavelets and activation operators leverages the DAG structure of the Markov decision process. The algorithm chooses a
binary set consisting of wavelet basis and activation function for each of the wavelet integral blocks (WIBs). The arrows
leading from one state to the next represent the flow. Starting at s0, we sample the next action (wavelet/activation)
proportional to the output of the Neural Networks Nw/Na, which is the flow from one node to the next nodes. A
representative set of states chosen by FWNO with maximum probability is shown as {w0, an, wn, a0, . . . , w0, an}
given the highest flow corresponding to trajectories indicated by the blue path. The loss L over the trajectory is
accumulated, and the agents Nw and Na are updated at the end of the trajectory. (b) The schematic of the wavelet
neural operator. It uses the selected set of {w, a} to parameterize the WNO kernels in wavelet space. (c) The wavelet
integral block uses selected basis wi, i = 1, . . . , ℓ to perform forward and inverse wavelet transforms ψw and ψ−1

w . The
approximated A and detailed D features of the inputs are convolved with the kernels KA and KD.
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and activation function from the current state s ∈ S using the neural networks Nw and Na can be represented using the
sequential graph as follows,

τ : s
Nw−−→ {w} Na−−→ {w, a}, (5)

where w ∈ W and a ∈ A are sequentially selected based on outputs of the two networks Nw ad Na. This partial set is
further constructed by minimizing the discrepancy between the in-and-out flow over the other wavelet integral layers,
which is represented as,

s = s ∪ {w, a}. (6)
Combining n such wavelet layers gives us the final compositional object comprising of the incremental sets of wavelet
basis and activation function for each of the layers, represented as the trajectory,

τ : s0
Nθ−−→ {w1}

Nϕ−−→ {w1, a1}
Nθ−−→ {w1, a1, w2} · · ·

Nϕ−−→ {w1, a1, w2, a2, · · ·wn, an}. (7)

Using the compositional set of wavelet bases and activation functions, the WNO modelM : Rda → Rdu is trained to
learn the operator N : A× Ω 7→ U with input λ ∈ A and output u ∈ U . The complete process of learning the operator
can be represented as an iterative process between the input and output can be represented as,

u(x) = Q(aℓ(Gℓ · · · (a2(G1(a1(G0(P(λ);w1));w2) · · · ;wℓ)))(x), (8)

where the transformations P : Rda → Rdv and Q : Rdv → Rdu are defined in Section 2.1. Similarly the iterations
G : Rdv → Rdv are represented as,

Gj(aj , wj) := K(λ; aj ∈ A,wj ∈ W, ω ∈ Ω) · vj(x) +W · vj(x), j ∈ [1, ℓ] (9)

where W (·) and K(·, ·) are defined in the Section 2.1 conditioned over the activation operator aj and wavelet basis
function wj given the network parameters Ω. To calculate the reward, we consider the loss L as the imbalance in inflow
and outflow for each state in the flow network over the trajectory τ as,

L(τ) =
∑

sj∈τ ̸=s0,
T (sj−1,a)=sj

[
F (sj−1, a)−

∑
a′∈A

F (sj , a
′)−R(sj)

]2

. (10)

During training, the loss L becomes the objective function for tuning the parameters of the networks Nw(·; θ) and
Na(·;ϕ). The training process may then be represented as,

{w1, a1, w2, a2, · · ·wn, an}
D−→ R(sj)

L(τ)−−−→ θ, ϕ = argmin
θ,ϕ

{L} (11)

For ease of understanding, a schematic representation of the proposed flow-induced wavelet neural operator is illustrated
in Figure 1.

3.1 Initial setup

We instantiate the FWNO framework by selecting a sufficiently rich set of wavelets W and non-linear activation
operators A. For the purpose of learning a policy to sample states of the wavelets and activation operators in the setsW
and A, two neural networks Nw and Na are set up as feed-forward neural networks. Here, a state s ∈ S is described
as the sequence of basis and activation functions in the trajectory in (7). The base state s0 here is an empty set. The
terminal state is denoted as s2n, where n is the number of wavelet integral blocks G needed for satisfactory convergence.
The FWNO architecture is then generated sequentially by selecting a wavelet cum activation pair for each of the wavelet
integral blocks based on the policy from Nw and Na. During the architecture generation process, the current states are
alternatively passed through Nw and Na to probabilistically sample the wavelets and activation operators for the current
state (see section 3.2). At the end of the policy learning, the terminal state s2n = {w1, a1, . . . , wn, an} provides us
with the best-performing FWNO architecture, where wj ∈ W is the wavelet basis function and aj ∈ A is the non-linear
activation operator for jth wavelet integral block and the state space S contains n such pairs of wavelets and activation
operators.

3.2 Sequential construction of the architecture

At the beginning the initial state s0 is passed to the Nw to get a distribution π{w}
1 overW . We sample the setW with a

probability π{w}(s0) ∝ π
{w}
1 to get the first state s1 = {w1}. The sampled state s1 is then passed into the network

6



Flow induced wavelet neural operator

Algorithm 1: GFN-WNO
Data: Input dataset D, set of waveletsW , set of non-linear activation operators A, number of wavelet integral

blocks G.
1 Initialisation: The empty state s0, fully connected neural networks Nw and model Na, Loss function L.
2 for i← 1 to iteration do
3 for j ← 0 to 2n− 1 do
4 if j|2 then
5 w ← Categorical(Nw(s))

∗

6 Inflow Fi ← Nw(s)[w]
7 add w to s
8 Outflow Fo ←

∑
aNa(s)[a]

9 else
10 a← Categorical(Na(s))

∗

11 Inflow Fi ← Na(s)[a]
12 add a to s
13 if j ̸= 2m− 1 then
14 Outflow Fo ←

∑
wNw(s)[w]

15 Reward R← 0

16 else
17 Outflow Fo ← 0
18 Train WNO modelM with architecture s
19 Reward R← exp(-(Test loss for the modelM))

20 L ← L+ (Fi − Fo −R)2

21 Train Nw and Na over objective L ← 0

22 return Nw and Na

Na to get a distribution π{a}
1 over the activation operator space A. On sampling from the set A with a probability

π{a}(s1) ∝ π
{a}
1 we get the second state s1 = {w1, a1}. This wavelet-activation pair constructs the first wavelet

integral block G1. This state is sequentially passed to Nw and Na till the terminal state s2n is reached and all the
wavelet and activation operator pairs are sampled with the highest probability. Note that we are training two neural
networks Nw and Na here and states of the form s2r are the inputs for Nw and states of the form s2r+1 are the inputs
for Na, such that,

s2r = {s2r−1, w ∼ Nw(s2r−1))}
s2r+1 = {s2r, a ∼ Na(s2r)}

(12)

3.3 Training the networks to learn flow

A trajectory is considered complete on reaching the terminal state s2n = {w1, a1, . . . , wn, an}. For a trajectory τ of
the form in Eq. (7) we first calculate the inflow F (sj−1, a) from state sj−1 to sj , 0 < j ≤ n. As defined before, we
continue to use the notation T (sj−1, a) = sj to denote the result of action a on state sj−1 leading to state sj . Then we
find the total outflow from sj which is given as

∑
a′∈A(s(j)) F (sj , a

′) where A(s) ⊆ A is the set of all actions possible
on state s. We also calculate the reward for sj given as R(sj), which is the inverse of the exponential of training loss
for the WNO architecture given by sj if it is a terminal state and 0 otherwise. By including the inflow, outflow, and
reward from WNO, we minimize the discrepancy in the information flow between the states. The objective function for
a trajectory τ that is to be minimized is given as 10. The flow F (sj−1, a) is parametrized by the neural network Nw

if j is odd and by the neural network Na otherwise. Therefore, minimization of the objective function optimizes the
network parameters of Nw and Na while learning the policy to select the best-performing sequence of wavelets and
activation operators. For ease of implementation, the algorithm of the proposed framework is given in Algorithm 1,
which briefly illustrates the implementation steps of the proposed FWNO.
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4 Numerical Results

In this section, we illustrate the performance of the proposed framework on four mechanics examples. The experiments
include standard benchmarks like the 1D Burgers equation, the 2D Darcy flow equation, and a 2D incompressible
Navier-Stokes equation. As previously stated, we illustrate the efficacy of the proposed generative flow-induced neural
architecture search algorithm in learning the optimal neural architecture of WNO. The resulting WNO architecture
is referred to as Flow-induced WNO (FWNO). The improvement achieved is reported against the vanilla WNO
architecture-based results reported in [10]. During the training of FWNO, we calculate the reward for each generated
architecture over 100 epochs only. The optimal architecture obtained is then trained for 500 epochs to obtain the optimal
solution.

Hyperparameter settings. The fully connected neural networks denoted as Nw and Na, share identical hyperparame-
ters across all cases except for the Darcy flow equation in a rectangular grid. For the former cases, these hyperparameters
consist of a single hidden layer comprising 16 nodes, followed by the Leaky ReLU activation function. However, the
Darcy equation deviates from this norm, featuring a hidden layer with 128 nodes instead. Both Nw and Na undergo
optimization using the Adam Optimizer, employing a fixed learning rate of 10−3. The training process spans 500
iterations for all scenarios except the Navier-Stokes equation, where it is limited to 100 iterations. Table 1 specifies the
specific hyperparameters employed in the training of FWNO architectures across the various cases taken from [10].

Table 1: Hyperparameters details for example problems
Example Levels of Wavelet Batch Size Learning Scheduler (Learning Rate) Weight

Decomposition Rate Step Size γ Decay

Burgers’ diffusion dynamics 8 10 10−3 100 0.5 10−4

Darcy equation (square domain) 4 20 10−3 50 0.75 10−4

Darcy equation (with notch) 3 25 10−3 50 0.75 10−4

Navier-Stokes equation 3 20 10−3 50 0.75 10−4

4.1 Burgers diffusion dynamics

The first example we consider for the numerical illustration is the 1D Burgers equation used in modeling flow in fluid
mechanics, traffic flow, and acoustics. The following parabolic partial differential equation describes the Burgers
diffusion dynamics,

∂u

∂t
+

1

2

∂u2

∂x
= ν

∂2u

∂x2
, x ∈ [0, 1], t ∈ [0, 1]

u(x = 0, t) = u(x = 1, t)

u(x, t = 0) = u0(x)

(13)

where we consider periodic boundary conditions. In the above equation, ν ∈ R+ defines the viscosity of the flow. The
training dataset is generated for different initial conditions u0(x), where u0(x) is modeled as a Gaussian Random field
u0(x) ∼ N(0, 625(−∆ + 25I)−2) [9]. We utilize 1000 training and 100 testing samples to test the performance of
the proposed framework on a spatial grid of 1024. Although the Burgers equation is a time-dependent differential
equation, following the original problem statement in [9], we aim to learn the solution operator NΩ : u0(x) 7→ u1(x),
i.e., the integral operator which maps the initial conditions to the solution at T = 1s. The exploration space for the
wavelet basis functions in the FWNO follows the following set {db6, coif6, bior6.8, rbio6.8, sym6}, where db refers
to Daubechies, coif refers to Coiflet, bior refers to Biorthogonal, rbio refers to Reverse Biorthogonal, and sym refers
to Symlet wavelet family. The exploration space for the activation functions has the following set {GeLU, ELU, Leaky
ReLU, SELU, Sigmoid}. Neural network Nw is initialized with the db6 wavelet, and Na is initialized with the GeLU
activation for each wavelet integral layer.

After the training, among the states sampled by the FWNO, we found the best-performing architecture to be constructed
by the state {bior6.8, GeLU, db6, GeLU, rbio6.8, GeLU, db6, ELU}. This indicates that for the first wavelet integral
layer, the wavelet basis and activation pair {bior6.8, GeLU} is the most probable pair that maximizes the reward and
minimizes the flow discrepancy between the first two layers. Similarly, for the second, third, and fourth layers, the
combinations {db6, GeLU}, {rbio6.8, GeLU}, and {db6, ELU} are found to be the most optimal pairs. The prediction
results for four different representative initial conditions are illustrated in Fig. 2. The mean relative L2 error norm over
the entire set of testing dataset is given in Table 2. It is evident that the proposed FWNO clearly outperforms the vanilla
WNO. A quantitative representation of the results obtained using the proposed approach is shown in Fig. 2.
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Figure 2: 1D Burgers equation with periodic boundary conditions. (a) Four representative samples of initial conditions.
(b) Ground truth vs. the prediction from best-performing WNO architecture sampled by FWNO at T = 1s. The
predictions suggest that the FWNO approximated solution operator approximates the true integral operator very closely.
Differences between the truth and prediction are not easily discerned from the figure.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

1

0

1

u(
x,

0)

(a) I.C.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

u(
x,

1)

(b) Solution

Truth
Prediction res=2048

Prediction res=4096
Prediction res=8192

Figure 3: Zero-shot super-resolution on 1D Burgers equation. (a) Four representative samples of initial conditions
from the test dataset. (b) Comparison of ground truth and predictions from the best-performing model at T = 1s. The
model is trained on a spatial resolution of 1024, while predictions are made on 2048, 4096, and 8192 resolutions. The
predictions suggest the capability of the FWNO approximated solution operators to make zero-shot predictions on the
higher-resolution datasets without fine-tuning.
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In operator learning, a major point of interest lies in performance under higher resolution from what the operator is
trained on during testing, also called super-resolution. Fig. 3 illustrates the experiments we conducted for different
resolutions using the generated architecture for this example. It is clearly observed from Fig. 3 that despite being
trained at a lower resolution, the generated architecture manages to produce highly accurate results on higher-resolution
inputs as well.
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Figure 4: Time independent Darcy Flow in a rectangular domain. The plots show four representative samples of
permeability fields, corresponding true pressure fields, and pressure field prediction, along with the absolute error plot
for the best case among all states sampled by the FWNO. The figures show almost an exact match between the FWNO
and the true solution.

4.2 Darcy’s flow equation

In the second problem, we consider the Darcy flow equation in a rectangular domain, which plays an important role in
modeling the fluid flow through porous mediums. The partial differential description of the Darcy equation is given as,

−∇ · (a(x, y)∇u(x, y)) = f(x, y), x, y ∈ [0, 1]

u(x, y) = 0, x, y ∈ ∂D (14)

where u(x, y) represents the pressure field, a(x, y) represents the permeability field, f(x, y) represents the source field,
and ∂D represents the boundary of the domain. The training data set is generated for different permeability fields
a(x, y) = ψN(0,−∆+ 9I)−2, where ψ : R 7→ R is a pointwise push-forward operation that takes a value of 12 for
the positive part of real line and 3 on the negative part [9]. The aim in this example is to learn the solution operator
NΩ : a(x, y) 7→ u(x, y), i.e., the integral operator which maps the permeability fields to the pressure fields. The wavelet
basis search space is taken as the set {db4, coif6, bior6.8, rbio6.8, sym6}, where the prefix of the bases are defined in
the previous example. The search space of the activation operator is {GeLU, ELU, Leaky ReLU, SELU, Sigmoid}.
Similar to the Burgers example, we use two feed-forward neural networks, Nw and Na, to choose the wavelet basis and
activation operators from these sets.

10



Flow induced wavelet neural operator

Table 2: Mean relative L2 prediction error on testing set
PDE examples Burgers’ equation Darcy equation Darcy (Triangular) Navier-Stokes equation

WNOa 1.75% ∗1.8% 0.88% 3.43%
FWNOb 1.44% 1.58% 0.59% 2.35%
a,b WNO results are obtained on an uplifting dimension of 64. Similarly, the FWNO was trained for WNO

architectures of width 64. ∗However, FWNO provides better accuracy on the Darcy equation, where
WNO was trained on an uplifting dimension of 128 [10].

Upon training, among the states sampled by the network, the best-performing network architecture for the Darcy flow
equation is found to be constructed by the state {sym6, GeLU, db4, GeLU, sym6, GeLU, db4, Leaky ReLU}. We
observe that only in the second wavelet integral layer, the wavelet basis and activation operator pair {db4, GeLU},
which was used in the vanilla WNO paper, obtains the highest probability among other states. In the other layers,
new combinations with the wavelet basis db4 and Leaky ReLU are found to be optimal for maintaining flow between
network layers. The prediction results of pressure fields for four representative permeability fields are illustrated in Fig.
4. The associated relative L2 error norms are provided in Table 2. It is seen that our method outperforms the results
obtained using vanilla WNO as reported in [10].
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Figure 5: Darcy flow simulation in a triangular domain with a notch. The plots show four representative boundary
conditions, the corresponding true pressure fields, and predicted pressure fields for the best case among all states
sampled by the FWNO along the absolute error fields. The optimal solutions show an almost exact match with the
ground truth, even for a complex geometry.
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4.3 Darcy’s flow equation in triangular geometry with a notch

As a follow-up to the previous Darcy equation in the rectangular domain, we further consider the same partial differential
equation with a triangular domain and an added notch in the flow medium. In this example, our aim is to learn the
operator NΩ : u(x, y)|∂D 7→ u(x, y), which maps the boundary conditions to the pressure field. Due to the presence of
the notch and the triangular domain, predicting the pressure field from boundary conditions becomes difficult. Different
boundary conditions for the training dataset are modeled as random fields with the radial basis function kernel as,

u(x, y)|∂D ∼ GP (0, κ (x, y, x′, y′)) , x ∈ [0, 1]

κ(x, y, x′, y′) = exp

(
−
(
(x− x′)2

2l2x
+

(y − y′)2

2l2y

))
,

(15)

where for data generation lx = ly = 0.2 is considered. The permeability field and the forcing function are kept equal
to a(x, y) = 0.1 and f(x, y) = −1, respectively [34]. The search space for the wavelets and activation operators
consists of the set {db6, coif6, bior6.8, rbio6.8, sym6} and {GeLU, ELU, Leaky ReLU, SELU, Sigmoid}, respectively.
Among all states sampled, the best-performing state was {db6, GeLU, rbio6.8, ELU, db6, ELU, coif6, GeLU}. While
the pair {db6, GeLU}, which was used in the vanilla WNO paper, has the highest probability in the first wavelet integral
layer, the FWNO adapts the initial choices to the best possible combination as the training of FWNO progresses. The
prediction results of pressure fields for four representative boundary conditions are illustrated in Fig. 5. The mean
estimate of the relative L2 prediction error over the testing dataset is provided in Table 2. The predictions and absolute
error plots in Fig. 5 indicate an improvement of the vanilla WNO architecture, where all the wavelet integral layers use
the same wavelet-activation pair.
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Figure 6: Incompressible Navier-Stokes equation with a spatial resolution of 64× 64. The plots represent the initial
vorticity field, the time evolution of the vorticity field at t ∈ [11, 20], the predicted vorticity field for the best case
among all states sampled by the FWNO, and the error fields. The proposed framework shows a consistent performance
over all the predicted time steps.

4.4 Navier-Stokes viscous fluid dynamics

The Navier-Stokes equation is a nonlinear coupled second-order partial differential equation that plays a fundamental
role in describing the dynamic behavior of viscous fluid flow. These equations have widespread applications, playing a
crucial role in aerodynamics for aircraft design, numerical simulations of weather patterns, and the study of physiological
phenomena like blood circulation in biological systems. Due to the nonlinear divergence and diffusion terms, simulating
the velocity fields of the Navier-Stokes equation becomes highly challenging. To that end, we consider the 2D
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incompressible Navier-Stokes equation in its vorticity form, given as,
∂ω(x, y, t)

∂t
= −u(x, y, t) · ∇ω(x, y, t) + ν∆ω(x, y, t) + f(x, y), x, y ∈ [0, 1], t ∈ [0, T ]

∇ · u(x, y, t) = 0, x, y ∈ [0, 1], t ∈ [0, T ]

ω(x, y, 0) = ω0(x, y), x, y ∈ [0, 1]

(16)

where ν ∈ R>0 is the positive viscosity coefficient of the viscous flow, u(x, y, t) is the velocity of the viscous
flow, ω(x, y, t) is the vorticity field, and the f(x, y) is the source field. For training data generation, the viscosity
is taken as ν = 10−3, and the force field is defined as f(x, y) = 0.1(sin(2π(x + y)) + cos(2π(x + y))). The
datasets are generated for different initial vorticity fields, which are modeled as random Gaussian fields as ω0(x, y) =
N(0, 71.5(−∆ + 49I)−2.5) [9]. The vorticity fields are obtained at resolutions 64 × 64. The aim is to learn a time-
dependent operator NΩ : ω|[0,1]2×[1,10] 7→ ω|[0,1]2×[11,20], that maps the vorticity fields at first ten-time steps to next
ten time steps for arbitrary initial vorticity fields. For constructing the best architecture, we construct the search space
of wavelet basis as {db4, coif6, bior6.8, rbio6.8, sym6} and {GeLU, ELU, Mish, SELU, Sigmoid} for the activation
operators. Each wavelet integral layer of the WNO operator is initialized on a db4 wavelet basis and with a GeLU
activation operator for each layer of the WNO.

Among all the sampled states, the best-performing state is found to be {db4, GeLU, sym6, GeLU, rbio6.8, GeLU,
db4, GeLU}. While the states with the highest probability are dominated by the Daubechies wavelets and GeLU
activation function, the best-performing state is participated by three different wavelet basis functions. These prediction
results of the vorticity fields from the proposed FWNO architecture are illustrated in Fig. 6. The mean estimate of the
relative L2 error norm over the test dataset is provided in Table 2. In Fig. 6, we observe a similar performance as the
previous examples. The architecture constructed by the best-performing state maintains a consistent accuracy over all
the prediction time steps. The mean error values in Table 2 are also evidence that the proposed framework outperforms
the vanilla WNO architecture.

5 Conclusions

In this article, we proposed a generative flow-based neural architecture search algorithm for neural operators. The
neural search architecture is implemented on the recently proposed WNO, thereby introducing the flow-induced wavelet
neural operator (FWNO). The resulting framework generates its own architecture by generating the sequence of the
best-performing pairs of wavelet basis and activation operators in the vanilla WNO. The sequence is generated by
learning stochastic policies through simple feed-forward neural networks and can also be extended to other network
hyperparameters. Compared to the computationally involved grid search-reliant hyperparameters tuning algorithm, the
FWNO employs a flow cum reward-based strategy, where the flow discrepancy between two states is reduced, and the
reward from the terminal state is increased to learn a probabilistic policy to generate the most appropriate sequence
of wavelet basis and activation operators. Once the training succeeds, the learned policies sample the states (wavelet
bases and activation operators) in proportion to the reward at the terminal state so as to deliver the best-performing
architectures among the diverse set of possible sequences. At the terminal state, i.e., the WNO model, we return the
exponent of the negative of the prediction loss on the validation dataset.

On a broader level, the FWNO inherits all the properties of the WNO and learns a discretization invariant functional
mapping between infinite-dimensional function spaces using the frequency-space localization property wavelet decom-
position. Therefore, with a single training, it can deployed for reliable prediction of solutions on a different grid size
for a family of parametric PDEs. We exemplified the efficacy of the proposed framework on four operator learning
benchmarks. In each example, we found reductions in error when compared with the vanilla WNO. In the case of
Burger’s equation, our method reduces the relative L2 error from 1.75% to 1.44%. On the Darcy flow equation, the error
reduces from 1.8% to 1.58% on a rectangular grid while it drops from 0.88% to 0.59% on a triangular grid, showcasing
it has preserved all the properties of vanilla WNO. For the incompressible Navier Stokes equation, FWNO reduces
errors significantly from 3.43% to 2.35%, with over an entire percentage change when compared with the vanilla WNO.

Before concluding the discussion, we summarise the contribution of this study in the following points,

• We have illustrated a generative flow-based architectural search algorithm for neural operators. By setting the
flow consistency between integral layers of neural operators, the proposed framework learns policies to sample
a best-performing set of network hyperparameters in proportion to the positive rewards of the actions taken.

• We have showcased the efficacy of the framework on the WNO, which contains a multitude of hyperparameters
like the wavelet basis and activation operator. Instead of selecting a fixed set of wavelets and activation
operators like in vanilla WNO, the proposed framework selects layers-specific pairs of wavelets and activation
operators.
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To conclude, we note that while the implementation of the flow-based strategy is limited to the wavelet neural operator
in this paper, the method proposed can be seamlessly integrated with other neural operators and neural networks as well.
Future work on the same could incorporate other hyper-parameters, such as the number of convolution layers and the
number of layers for wavelet decomposition.

Code and data availability

Upon acceptance, all the source codes to reproduce the results in this study will be made available to the public on
GitHub by the corresponding author.
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