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Abstract

A time-statistical-memory enhanced multi-output physics-informed neural network (TC-MO-PINN)
framework is proposed for a one-dimensional linear stochastic heat equation with additive noise.
Starting from a memory-free baseline (B1), a previous-time mean memory model (B2) and a joint
mean—standard-deviation memory model (B3) are introduced, combined with teacher model inher-
itance, residual correction, and temporal continuity constraints. Using closed-form analytical mean,
standard deviation and quantiles as benchmarks, models are evaluated on distribution center accuracy,
scale calibration, interval coverage, quantile agreement, and error propagation stability. Results show
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that mean memory reduces distribution center error, while standard-deviation joint memory further
suppresses late-time mean drift. A control experiment without analytical moment anchoring confirms
that the joint memory model is still superior to the baseline, and time-statistical memory provides
an independent contribution to stable uncertainty quantification of stochastic dynamical systems.
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1. 5|8

FEA LW 3777 F2£(Stochastic Partial Differential Equations, SPDEs)## i 52 ¥ HM AR 5 AL 2h 3 [F] 5210
MANERG, | ZNH TGS RS [2)5% TR . HEUE KBRS E 4, 752
T BAGXIA o3 r E gt S FL i [ AL HR (3] 385 B AR EE X 25 (PINNs YR 42 il 7 FE R A s £,
PDE RGBSR IKZNAE LS, HAkRESZ IR ZEMIE (4] RAFE SRS AP RAL E R [5]o ArifE PINN fai Hi i o
PERAG TR, DU PINN [6]. 2%t PINN [7]5 7775 AN A BE AL SN 8 VE S AL m) . %o Ty A Y
SPDE, _L—IHZEGIHRES LI LB m I FALR(8]; ©F RNN/LSTM-PINN TAEFERE M
JEFe4s PDE th s TP fiae 7y, (AR XS i 1Z7E SPDE A e 24k b B9 /E FH A7 04 o

AT 7] AT AT A — AR A N MR PR AL OT A, MRS (RIS e AZ S 5m i) Z2 i H PINN HESE .
Jo 3w AU EHEAZ A A B MR SR ZR; MEIC 2R B2 5] N E—i A ZEMEE R, H TR 405601z
MR s 39ME - ArdE ZBR G102 B3 Sl SE REEAE B, F TR 56 RBECAZ % BB AE 38 A0 73 A A HE )
SN o BOE SEI0 AP SIMAE « AnitE Z o0 r HON B e, PRI ME AR 1R 22 AniEZE R ZE . 95%E 5% . QQ-
RMSE. J& HASE SR iR ZE 0] (a1 8)), I LA —14k SPDE 5k Z1E NAa e 2. NIX /Gt B St
G THCAZE M IPE R, 3 — DB R AT G T H A A e ) S5 HRAH

2. FES5EIRES

AT Rl e — 2 2R 1 A e AR BE AL AT PR AL R AT SR AR $E bR, BEARRAE R . ISR R AN R
Pr—%.
2.1. FENRASESBITGTEE

AR R RS S R LR T e o E SR UE (2] B HE UAE (0,T]x(0,1) X TR]_E il — 42k
g E R R . i Q’f’{fr},zo’P) RPN Y e /S U e il LTI /A B W 28 v 1
Wiener i #2. HAE .

du(t,x) =vu_ (t,x)dt+asin(7tx)dVK, xe (0,1), 0<t<T (2-1)
Hot, u(n,x) RRBENLREY, v >0 WY HREL o >0 WS . 27K Dirichlet 14 S A6 5% A
u(t,O)zu(l,l)zO, u(O,x)zsin(nx) (2-2)

Q-1 AW, Fo= I 8] 75 18] 1) Wiener 858, |78 X [8] A (0,1) HiZL 5 A5k Dirichlet 564+, BiblZ
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A E AL Hilbert 228 H = 12 (0,1) UM BEALE L. 4
2
H=12(0,1), A:v%, D(4)=H>(01)H!(0.1), g(x)=sin(mx) 2-3)
Fh A 548 75 2 PR 7 F 45— IE A SR 45 72204, J7 BB ALy Ornstein-Uhlenbeck 7
BEHLBA TR, BUNR TR AR, TR EBHLA TR B 2R

u(t,x)=e " sin(mx) + osin (mx) [ ™) dw, (2-4)
A3 BB {E -
p(t.x)=E[u(r,x)] =" sin(mx) (2-5)
B2,
Var[u(t,x)]= o’ sin’ (M)E{( [l am, )2} (2-6)
e
MG B AT 7 2
v(t,x)=Var[u(t,x)]|= ;—;(1 —e)sin’ (m) (2-8)
AT IR AEZE N -

K

, 2
s(t.x)=v(t.x) :{;—(l—ezx’)sinz(m)} (2-9)

(-4 B HLITUR 0 22 B MO Wiener L ARROZME 1o B4, BRLILAT A 5 5 21 (1, x) AL O R
u (8, ) TR B8 3 531

u(t,x)~./\f(y(t,x),s2 (t,x)) (2-10)
FHRL IHE I 95% B AR A :
Logs (t.x) =] p(t,x)~1.965(,x), u(,x) +1.96 5 (£, x) | (2-11)
RHER ALK b o R O
q,(t.x)=pu(t.x)+z,s(t,x), z,=07(p) (2-12)

Sob, @ bR A AT HRIEY (1, )| BB o BRGNS U
2 1, 1 IR 522 7T 52 S

(27:1 ﬁ(t“x/)—#(t,,xj)z)m
E (ti): \I/2 .
(=l | e
PR T U
(z;v; §(tf’x_/)—S(ti,x/)2)l/2
e 2\/2 (2-14)
(st(tf’xj) ) +e
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AR AL 2.5% 5 97.5% 73 0 EL Gy g5 FH Gy g5 » U T X ) X6F L 512 1 07 4347 10 78 5 %6 vl 4% N ik

B,
q{éo,ws (Zi’xj)_ﬂ(ti’xf)J_(D[%“)zS (ti’xj)_ﬂ(ti’xj)]] (2-15)

s(t,.,xj)+£ S(t,.,xj)+s

1
3

x Jj=1

Coverage, o (1,) =

TR(2-15) 27 TR X T 0] b A v e A O 7 757K« BUEHRIE 0.95 RMX AR HERE 70, KT 0.95 &
I (B, T 0.95 RMIX E) B8 . X 73 (0851, 7l 5E L QQ-RMSE:

E

12
&L :
)| B30 150, 15| @1
i %M QQ-RMSE 1 LLAM 78 ¥ME 1% 22 0V R B MR A HEE 2. . R ¥BAR IO . FRifEZE. X [H]
78 i A3 A s K DY AN T7 T OB SE 58 v PR AR R U
22. BHHSHRE

Z A AR F N WU Oy 2 AN EE A, PR E A RIS, B A E
FEADREZMPEAR DA BOE DS i gi it . eSS0, Ll Mz SON:

Fe(t,x)=(ug)(t,x),ug (t,x),---,ug (t,x))eRM 2-17)
KPR SE (1,x), M A% HEIE T FE 550
p Ly (2-18)

=—3s
.t x M ’; (m)(t,x)

-1 Yo

Hoiht, 5, FoRMEAE y AU Dirac WIE. LIIHALIIRHER E N
M ) 1/2
fiy (£.x) = Zu (t.x), §H(¢,x):&z(ugm(t,x)_ﬁg(t,x))} (2-19)

m=1 m=1

G0 L BUE XN

4p0 (t,x)= Quantile,, {ug’”) (t,x)}Mi1 (2-20)

2.3. BHBENEEISZRELR

DNAEER m A B TE AEAN [R) I 8] 2 _E 00 S 7] — 2R BEHLAKS), ?‘J/@/I\LLTE%*—%%@BTOWHQH
BT, WIS N 0=1,<t, <<ty =T, HBKHNA=t,, —t o Fm DEEN Wiener 1 & E L H:

A =) i, AWWN N (0,a0) (2-21)
B A AN [F] A (6] 25 A R 2 (8 AH EL ST . A S A e 7 B ST LA
(m)
m _ A"y Lj ]
S A - N(OA (2-22)
B 18] 7 ) R FH 1 1) 22 43 a0 AR«
lzuyﬂ(tﬂx}:uyo(ﬂﬂ’xl;ugﬂ(%’x) (2-23)

(] N S HCR A G 22 7 L
()(t ,x+h)— 2u9)( )+u((,m)(tn,x—h)

Dxxugm) (tn’x) h2

(2-24)
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AL FEAERT IR X 1 [1,.8,,, ] AR5

u(t,,,x)—u(t,,x)=vu, (t,,x)At +osin(mx) AW, (2-25)
PRIABRLICEK A 5, 1HEI5E m N I8 E 1 — 2D BS#k SPDE FR %
R"™ (x)= Dul" (¢,.x) —vD_ul" (¢,,x)—osin(mx) £ (2-26)

7(2-26)72 Euler-It6 B S HU&k 2. 1z 24 L — i8] 2 R 500U [F) — 8] 25 /) Wiener B &, #E
i SN 5 FE 1 25 BT TR) 38 A0 PR — 35 3]
2.4. BEZHEREE

35 22 H R 48 A DA (t,x) RNEIN, BRI A ST 25 55 B IO AE AR I it o 6 T AL L BE AL 7 2
MECRES b B RE2ARS Y BN E 3L R e, RGN BB EE S0z, ST R B A
r, BN

a; (tx)=p, (max(l—At,O),x), 8 (t,x)=5, (max(t—At,O),x) (2-27)

Hordr, B “ -7 Rox BTG WG A PO R G E, bl ZEIC IR A 2
R 5245 2 o TC-MO-PINN KA 45#): Bl AT E AN [MHe 12 2 4 H L2k B2 78 B1 &4t 5]
A L—i 8 EHMEICZ: B3 #—B 5 N _L—i 8] ESEMbrEZERIL, FERAKRER/MMEEIE. B3-no-
std {73 B3 TARHELR, N SeMbREZICZiEIE, TR0 1ZEE A br1E R

2.5. B1/B2/B3 i#i# Rl 454y
2.5.1. Bl1: EEXMEZIZEOZHMHES
Bl j& MO-PINN ({2057 . HA NN M AT 2 A6 hs, Hithoh M ANE IR A IETE
F () = (u] (£,2),- ) (1,%)) (2-28)
Bl KbriErfetE PINN FI 4y BA M ELBFEARRE, BT R2-19)5:02-20)iH H LK

fi dRAEZEAD LA [N, B1AEHI(2-26) MBS BRBE HLIL 22 DL RATIAE LA, Rk Bl 5245 2 46 A
) 58 1P R R AN B ) SR ) i e A A T

25.2.B2: E—HEEHEICIZER
B2 {7 H AR AE B1 2L BRSNS AR 0 p F 25 B . BB YRR ARFFEE, U B2 (354
AN:
2, (%) = (£.2, i1y, (1)) (2-29)
X IS ) 22 At T -
F2 (t.x) =Gy (24, (4, %)) (2-30)
K229 fy UIZRJE I BL 45t . B2 JEILGIN B Py SI(EARAE, (AR AE 24 AT I a3 A bR 2 A
AU E—m R A O fE R, AR IR IEICIZ 0 SIS gL R e A .
2.5.3.B3: HESREERACIZRE
B3 7£ B2 [fkfl LRI 51N L—if ] R B Mg brit 2, HIGRM AN
25 (%) = (8%, Ay (£:%), 855 (,%) ) (2-31)
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X T2 BN, [ I A RUAR R AT AN TS ZE E - AA(2-31) RN R it 23 Af vt A7y
A REPIR GRS, A B TR X 7 BHE AL R 22 S A E M U R %2 o 3t S 7 1 i\ AR R £ 25
B2 AT BUIARE R 45K, B3 1E B2 i B % >) /MR AB 1E «

FP(tx)=F7 (t.x)+a A, (z54(6.x)), O0<ac<l (2-32)
Hep, Ay NP A Z AR, o AEERERT. N7 EHBEEE, SIAEEIEN:
1 & 2

Lo =B {ﬁ% A (255 (6:%) } (2-33)

B3 TP h G BE AT A AR y (1),
iy, (,5) =y (¢) f1, (1, %), S5, (6,%) =7 (1) 85, (,%), 0S¥ (1) <V (2-34)

Kb HEZEIC 128 IE ) B3-no-std 1] 54

ZB3—n0-std (t’ )C) = (t’ X, /];2 (t5 x),O) (2-35)

FRHs 55, bRiEZZICIZIEIE B OV F A, B3-no-std REFEUMBIA AR K SR ZEABIE . HERIEN . BENLKS)
FREFTN TR AL

2.6. KRBT

HI T B GG E R RIS S RAE AN B UL 3 Mk 2 I R A e ko ARSCHE B1/B2/B3 ELER
LR X2 RSN E AL U, DA/ I 5 SR s 22 53 X B TR S AZ LA U W 5200 . TC-MO-PINN
WIUIZR B bR EHBENLBI /1 525K 22 . SMETTREIRZE . WM& GEit Rt IRl ekt . 2RI L) ORI
EIENALR9], BHHKA:

L=AL +A1L, +A4L + AL +A,L, +AL A, L,+ AL+ L, (2-36)
Horr, & 2 NAEGRCE, Afkih: 4 NER{24 SPDE SRZDUE, A NBMETTIEHZTNE, A, M4, 73

AWML SRR, A4, R A 73 OIS MR HE =S E AU, A, NARTRARBE, 14N
I RRESEPEZ R, Ay ISR IEALE . BRIk £, 5T 3(2-26)5E X N:

1 N,~IN, M ( ) )

L = R (x, 2-37

, NtNXMnZ::;,Z::‘Z‘I " (x;) (2-37)

T2 IZ AR AREAN i G TE 7R B B L Brownian 3 & IKE R & MEALA T R — DB s 1%, T

PERE R B T ME,  BUN S5 BRI E i i e eI TR, IMERRE L, € SON:
. R 1 N,~I N, 2
Rﬂ,n (x):Dl,ug (tn,x)—vax,ue(tn,x), Ly = NN ZZ‘RM (xj)‘ (2-38)
AVy =0 j=1

WHER A, FIL AR 4, 0 2R (2-2):
1 Yy 2 1 Yx
E"_NXM;; ’ L“NtM;,;(
ST AR A TR FH 3 AT 0 v R 240 SR T 3 A (1) A o R RS
1 Ny Ny R 2
Em ZM—NZZUﬂg (tn’xj)_lu(tn’xj )‘ +ﬁs

x n=1j=1

u‘(g'") (tn,O)‘2 +

ul” (O,xj)—sin(nxj)

ugo(%,lﬂz) (2-39)

50 (1%, )=5(1,.3, )H (2-40)

ok, BEAET L, AR BIBIERIE S (- )+ WS I £, AR B 2025 6,3 (5, —s )«
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PIFE RN AT S SR I 3R — O GE T RS R, (A R R R RE G 7E [F) — 70 A BEHE T EL B ERS EAN

RHfE PR
IR E ST £, T2 AR 21 I‘H"J}E' it B 1 AR FE -
T X?ﬁw@nw ity (03, )[ (2-41)
Hm - A 7R Iﬁﬂ%?f%%%i*%?EKﬁ%?ﬁlﬁﬁ&iﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ#éﬁ@[m]:
£,=E,, {%i e (1.) ~stopgrad (w2, (. x))ﬂ (2-42)

o, stopgrad (-) FoR BOTM B R 2 A ORISR U A E 25, NS 55500 5. Bl F 2K
BRARRIE £, « BIHIRZE L, WILAEFAF 4, 4, RGP REARHE £, £, s B2 FESLSERT L n N _bE— i) 23y
HICIZA BT ZUML W B3 db— LA E—BEJEAadE 221012 kB IE SEE RN £, 1 B2 #hey
He

2.7. Wi iERR S SRR A

HUE SLIR M PP B IR FEARAS B o BUE SIS IE— PR T 5 M SR AR 22 I RIS PN B
P Za i () TR P R ZE R I o Ja WIRMEL RS S SON & AL [R] A — B I 1A= B3 E AR %

ZERPPRIKF, A SCHC ¢ = 0.8T RIS ) JZAE A J5 X T8 o
1
[Tee]

AR L P I 3R 22 A A (8] DX 8] A R S5 e i Be BB, SRR A1 p Lo AE Jim 331 4 rh Bl
SE o IRZEI (BB E Sy 4 IS 1] X 8] A (B AFDRT R 22 P A AR 22, T 7 R R 22 T (8] J2 HEE I 78

PRI -

H =
late

> E;f’ (t,)s T =1{t,:t, 20.8T} (2-43)

15 €Tlate

E;'f’ (t,a)—E"(1,) (2-44)

ARPR ), AERAEANFIN 82 R RZE A i d6bn 5 IR WIS EER L S, TR R
I 16 DX 8] PR35 60 fi 22 A1 8] [X 8] (KD iR 225 5l o AR YR — Bk th A — 4k SPDE SR ZE VPl . it 8]/=

n=l1

1/2 B
Stdt(E;fl) { Z(Erel(t) E}’f’)z} ’ TVt(E/rxd):Ni‘j
t

¢, LI B T R
RMS, (1,) = { » R™ (x )r (2-45)
BT MR A ) b2 1A, BERLBRIE AR B U AR R . X
R =0 [1YTi an( )Tz (2-46)
JH—1L SPDE %% % N:
Eq(t,)= R;AS—RJEZ) (2-47)

scale

SRQ-AT LRI B O AR T BEHLSRI R BE AR 2, P W B R G R 15 4 T 2 B
3. B{ESCL SHLHIEAE
Bl 9T R SO ST RO REME, 6 TC-MO-PINN 7E8Z A B A o 1 P AT TR
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3.1. BESSISHEINERE

3.1.1. B EESEHFEYIRS)
BUESLIFET 56 2 WS MR, LS HEMWMT=1, v=01, c=03. FEHLEES K EE S
Brownian #£123%, FEALM: 7 K [E 22 2 # Brownian #1238, BAESMBELIRIEAQ2D)EQ-260)/#H .

3.1.2. ZWMHEESHENELR
ZH AR RN S A M NEIE, TR AR NBEN R I 2B REA R . A SRR M=
300 NS AL I AL B AR AEEE A .

M

St ) = S, 0) )=l LS (0 (1) 4 1"
A(tx)=—-3u (6x). 3(nx) {M;(u (t,%) /J(t,x))}

=

-1

I 25 25 e vh SR B LS R A AT i 2 N 2%, BREZ =258 128 AR E A, WS R
HOR M tanhe B BRI N 4RI 254805 (¢,x) , Sy MOAMREASIEGE; B2 76 BI [93EAE B30 1A
JEAIIIEAE N G AE; B3 BP0 b — i A Z 50 AR 2, TR FH ZOM AR Y 0N iR 2
BIERIER . SN BRI NS FT AT R —4k, DA/ [EIR (] 23 (8] ROBE XAk s ma . B2 Al
B3 (37 1 5 NG E WA AL I AR SR B AR A O g, A BRI ZRRE s R e Rk i R, FIBE D]
WA G e R B IE
3.2. SLI4RARE S RITIE

SISy —ERIF: R E B B2 A1 B3, ket A th o WU [AieAZ . IME 2 BIIME - FRdE
ZERAICIZHE R, % 2 B3 5 B3-no-std, FEAREFHABIIZENLH]—F A 448 R 2% bR vE 2]
123838, VAL RTTER; 5 R R B SINEAT R RS e, B SRR T A 5 b 2 I BT B A AN
e EEALTEPRIRZIN . FELDSZIGHLH T EE W& 1.

Table 1. Comparison of experimental group settings
F* 1. LWAKHXTR

LB R BNRIAERE Bl S8 F b7
BI (1) 2470 2 s + gt RGN
B2 COMAT AR ¢ R Wi, sonh AR e gg%gfﬁ% e
. (MR + EER  sd BAEIL + B2 R H MR Ly
d (EIF A4 R A e A
o (OEEI AT ¢ R, B3 RN GH RS A ik
-no-std R o
std=0 std 217 Tk
N s T L S
e HRPARRATEIE/std AR it B EE UQ 1EHRII

3.3. ERGEREFHEFHEEENIEITHT
3.3.1. EbigtRxTEE

B ORISR % ZE A AR 4 () X ) P X AL AR 0 A1 P R B K TR 22 B2 5 B3 AHEZ Bl
B R EEH (Bl — B2 — B3), KW LI EZESGHCIZA BTk a2, B3 FH R RS E
(PRI 2)0 FEIbRHEZ IR ZE 5K mS e R ZE M T IR LIS R E KR RES1. B2 5
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B3 BJ&T B, UL R GETHCAZ ] BRARANG E P R K R B AR 22 . eIk 95% B i R S W F3iN (X [A]
FE4xINS ) X 1A A ) A2 i PR . B3 AL BI A PTIRT), BB/ 7 RE fif 2. 5Kk QQ-RMSE fij &
GI0 oA LB S RN R T A 2 AR 22 . B3 5 B AHIE, RIFFIIMERZER R RRE T 4%
MG LSS R RS E M

Table 2. Comparison of indicators B1, B2 and B3
# 2.Bl1. B2 5 B3 #5#rxitL

BE BORSEMAXIRE CPHREERE  BAASHEERE  BIRS%EZRE  HBA QQ-RMSE
Bl 0.002847 0.003214 0.012640 0.936036 0.011977

B2 0.002114 0.002904 0.010747 0.943421 0.011680
B3 0.001903 0.002893 0.010741 0.943434 0.011680

Mean at t=0.200 Mean at t=0.500 Mean at t=1.000
08
0.6
c
g o4
=
0.2
— Exact mean 01 — Exact mean — Exact mean
Predicted mean Predicted mean Predicted mean
3 0.0 0.0 0.0
E 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
o
2g X x x
]
2 Std at t=0.500 Std at t=1.000
; 0.125 0.20 -
H so s
2 0.100 z B 015
3001 3 o0 3
©° ° °
> s 5o
5 0.050 5 5
2 2005 2 005
{0025 — Exact std 8 — Exactstd 8 — Exact std
o - Predicted std | -+ Predicted std | -+ Predicted std
0.000 0.00 0.00
00 02 04 06 08 10 00 02 04 06 08 10 00 02 04 06 08 10
X X X
Mean at t = 0.200 Mean at t=0.500 Mean at t=1.000
08
0.6
c
Soa
=
02
- —— Exact mean 0.1 —— Exact mean —— Exact mean
§ 00 Predicted mean 00 Predicted mean 00 Predicted mean
§ 00 02 04 06 08 10 00 02 04 06 08 10 00 02 04 06 08 10
25 x x x
35
E Std at t=0.200 Std at t=0.500 Std at t=1.000
g 0.12 = 0.20 =
s 5 § 015 s
g 010 3 3 015
3 008 3 010 3
> > So10
° 0.06 ° ° -
s s kS
0.04
2 goos 2 o005
S 0.02 — Exact std < — Exact std S — Exact std
n 0.00 Predicted std | 0.00 Predicted std | 0.00 Predicted std
00 02 04 06 08 10 00 02 04 06 08 10 00 02 04 06 08 10
X X x
Mean at t=0.200 Mean at t=0.500 Mean at t=1.000
08
03
0.6
c c
$oa §°?
= =
- 0.2 0.1
2 —— Exact mean 0.1 —— Exact mean —— Exact mean
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Figure 1. Comparison of mean and standard deviation curves of B1, B2 and B3 at representative time slices
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Table 3. Comparison of error propagation stability metrics
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Figure 2. Temporal evolution of core error and distribution calibration metrics for B1, B2 and B3
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Table 4. Ablation results comparison between B3 and B3-no-std
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Table 5. Results of the control experiment of analytical statistical moment anchoring
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Figure 3. Mean error evolution without analytical statistical moment anchoring
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Table 6. Supplementary diagnosis of normalized SPDE residuals
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