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(IR 43 A 20, Messenger A1 Bortz M il i #2 1 55 SINDy (weak SINDy, WSINDy) PAF it 5 47 (PP e 75 6 W
Raissi 55 1) $2 tH — Pl & ) BEA5 B RO PH 2 I 5 HE L, FOd s A B 5 R 240 SR 22 I 2 R )I 250 To, ARLAR T 2 0
TR a5k, 5 B AE DO R T —Fh T Koopman FFIERZHERE N ZS, 7 T AR &2 [ (5B AE LR R R, H
2T IR MR R S5 AR IERf 1, I B 294 B 4E 50 R 2 dEHFERS . Tipping A1 Faul U7 324 T SparseBayes
Ji - SINDy AHZE & DA B it R Al AL AN e 1. (R Z T KA R B A RS R, 23
M 7 A S JBOK, B 2 A5 R A E I K. Goyal F1 Benner U8 KRR IR 5 22 BLDUBR etk — PEIE TS
7% (RK4) 9] #1454 8 T RK4-SINDy HESE, 5 Chen PO X281 2 DL B 50240, 9052 T 5 S EOE LR 4K
B, NENES RGBS TBES. RK4-SINDy HIHEAL4E SINDy fIRLRESETHART RK4 =B st
SR, D70 7 RR BB R b ) 2 20070 (W RK4) 32 BRTA PRI RS g X4, AN T 38E G0 3 A7 78 S PR RE I 8] 28 K
PR 1) (19,

SCHR [21] 4R A TAERAR € B AL, IIAFEAE S 0 R A FeE B etk — FEIE U7 (implicit Runge-Kutta,
IRK). IRK J7vERP KR WIS B RE ar, JUHIE A Taha R A mMpaR . RXminzE T A e ekt
ek — PEXE 7, B ks 1220 DRI A AR R O 1 B AR . FEAR SR, AT IRK 5 DU
WSS &, HAE R ML 2B R AR IRK B BUESE R, fe TIRE IRK DU i i AE 4t /)
SHHR T, AR DIRK-BSINDy J5i%. %7487k WSINDy/RK4-SINDy ({45 AR, RE SRS 5T 5,
ST T S B AE4: SparseBayes (MEAEERL, 51 AU BRI L il A 17: A HIEn 2y sfe e
A s IRK BUE LR S SR A M 5] . HAh, IR Z M2 H T IRK By BAE T, fif a0 ikt 5
SRR, SR mit AR,

2 [O)REfEA

FEBECAF (1) Fros 0 BA =Brah 7122 0 — 48R0 e ik % 4% il

do(t) = —2.023(t) — 0.123(¢),

{ i1 (t) = —0.123(¢) + 2.023(1), (1)

FEWIEEIRAS [21(0), 22(0)]T = [2.0,0.0]T F 3R —HE L RFFEAE. HATE LI 20 s, FEARE: m 405 HL 500,
100 1 50, PAZr#redi Xt Bk p s, B 1 R TARFEAR T4 SINDy 19 RK4-SINDy 8 1 Sparse-
Bayes 071 7y R g .

T HE— 255 BT R U 2 SR S FRATTN VR VR R B 0 N R R U B S 48R SR M v A,
HANFBSZI AN [FPIRAS 4 FE (1 75 A BT (TER RIAR G ). 26 0 ZEng s LM % R 0N

1 6i2
€)= —"F—¢€exp| — |, 2
we) = p< QUg,i) 2)

Hri=1,...,d RERGREYEE, e NRFEFENALR, o, NEAEFMEZE, EZ 0.

2 R B 7 P B R 22 48 B SR 77 22110 5%. R RIMEFEFRUEZEN o, ; = 0.02x5td(2 ideal ), StA(T4 ideal)
RTCMEFEIS B 0 JEIE P ER 2 iaea WIFRAEZE . WETEEAE A 2 noisy (th) = Tiideal (tk) + €k, K =1,2,...,m. B 2
J&os T AN & 5 N % 48 SINDy, RK4-SINDy f& SparseBayes J7iARIHHREE R, bl (0 SE2k (ideal state) 9
PRAETCE P R GUIRAS, W0 055 (sampling point) ASEBR M 7 RALE .

AR 7 B85 FE AT G tH, 2 R 28 R 25 /N B A AR 75 S I, FR 5 R 2 I B IR S B X RN
SINDy Al SparseBayes J5 vk 55 B0 :0HE SEUE B, 105 W 75 Bl ok S 23— 20 g s 78 S s2m # R
45 RK4-SINDy 7752105 4 R RBOTAG I I8, BOAK B S 8UE T, (H2 B8 SR A, R
B R ZE S B, WS ER RS . Ak, RK4-SINDy F1 SparseBayes T3 EACR FH B 1) Fo0m ) S s i [ )]
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Figure 1 (Color online) The influence of sampling dataset size on identification results.
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Figure 2 (Color online) The impact of noise on identification results (m = 500).

AR, SR Z R AR, DR M P AN T RE 2R I AU 5 S B, B3 5 Rt 2 X A Af 13 5 TR v
INPSs: 30
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TR AR I LRI A PRI 1) F00 A0 1 F000 5ot 4 K b A3, R O] — SPE RS s A R U0 O A2 € . DIRK-
BSINDy J5 % Re [RI B At Ab R BUE BERE R 0 A A 2 I 28 80, A RO G IREM A M 2% | Baxets — S5
VEAN DU SR R IR AR, 5 v 78 M 7S AN B AR Bz 5T ISR,

3 DIRK-BSINDy &%

AT G A TR — BERSTT IR, S A R L I B o R IR ) 5 RO, LR e B R
BUEAREVER S B BUEA M BOR, 5 2t e B 1] sh P 5 R K A FERB R E AR 45 7. 55 SparseBayes 771k [17)
A RK4-SINDy HE4E U8 AR, 2 77vEHM it TRK J7 053K 45 ik BEAR Gy, A P A1 1va) T 760 i 1) 004 453 2K
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3 (MEEFE) DIRK-BSINDy 1#EZ. (a) IIZHIRE; (b) MEMLE; (c) BIRFMEFETUM; (d) ERMKIL.
Figure 3 (Color online) DIRK-BSINDy framework. (a) Training dataset; (b) neural network; (c) forward and backward prediction;
(d) iterative optimization.

ZITEAAE 4 D (a) REM TSR MG EE; (b) BT B IRK BrBdl x MR RZ
P%& (deep neural network, DNN); (c) 4§ DNN il [a] {4 i R PRI BAE S A T IRK D3R, SEBUIRZS AT 12 A1
JE TRV FRIN; () AT DL AR A A5 R B B SAT A D IR, IK B4R 2 R ZRBE IR Bk 7870 /N, SO0 2
HOEFE ¢ MR et 5k, B, ¢ PIAET RECRRAREMERFILPE FP I CHEIT. Frd i) DIRK-BSINDy 51
HEA LTS

(1) P2 M2 B AL ISR, W IRK BB BAR R M 3R GRS 48U 1R B K i TS,

(2) M FH A SRR DUt Sk i, e G 10, SR THRR A B TR Sz AL RE ), R AN E MR
e (R R B A AN TS 22);

(3) NEREN N RSG (AEVRG IR RS KC ARSI A& T 5.

3.1 BRAAs - BEETSE

ok P8 7k e T R AR A T 9 5 PO Bk, BRI V2 P T SR AR B 1921281, [ R dg ke —
VETTERE 2N AR 5 IR A % 0 R {3 200 MO 3 7 1920, b sk — 3 7 U 25 K
450/, DR AR SO T P S PR A B R LR B 0 P T L 4 B .

% R LR 4 7] B
(3)

xTr (to) = Xy,

AR @(t) = [01(t) -+ 2a()]" FOWREER, £ RY — ROREA MG B HUE h R B AR A RS, T

{ﬂwszw»
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WHIHFE (1) BIAELRMESN 112, B £(), BRATIERS R {to, t1,. .., tm )} RAE, ICRFEEIEN {z(t) )7, FoH KA
KN by = tpy1 — by

APRHMTTERE IRK 77, WERREYE z(te) SRIE x@ty) BE ten 2R 2 B (3%
ik [18,20] BRELER). FUk, AT TR (1) RAEA s M B @ E ek - ES 7L R K (4) M (5) &
IRKs FH T 3R & T 70 77 FEATMEL i) 3t R A% o i HE A 5K

@ (i) = @(te) + b D bif (X () (4
j=1
() = 2(t) + b Y aif (), i=1s, (5)

Forbt, b WRERH, 0 £ IRK JPRAIOEEEREL, £ (1) KRB § MBI x] (1) ~ ot +
cihe) FEE § NI, TR b+ o MAINPRAIEDUE (c; AW BURE 250, I BHE x RS f(x)
HAL

xi 1)
f /
o T (©
X! )
W, TR (6), 3 (1) B (5) TERAIEI

~
~

Aol 1s®nd] [hkmx(tk))

T ,  Qgj S AJ (7)
b ®l; 14 (L'(tk)

[ x(tr)
@ (tg+1)
Hrh, A RHITE a; AEIREGERE, b H b; MIBERERE, 1, ®R d x d BAEERE, d AR RGHIRES
HER, 1, 2 s ERAIE, @ Rone P N e

FGEIE B BUE x MR ARIRES, IS IRK REGERE A FIRE b AT N ZIKPRES, T2 2 B Bt 3k
EA IR, X —E AR RGN VRS RECERE A 1k, Sl ke e At a 8 it 7 £,

HTASCH T R R GEE TR TR R R ET RGN IRK T, AT V5 %0 AR i p 22
LM BUE x, M2 f HAESRIERHEE o (x) MIMmERAMNHEGER (f = @(2)€). Bea il o/ Muik w3,
FEIR A ZREUERE € A1 IRK S50, SEOUMG R 2 TH.

3.2 ET IRK WEE17 NHEHFRERR

ASCRA MR — FEEIE, ST s M B, HR P REMDK b 2 2s IRJ7ER 192123,
iz 7 VLR 8 B B BY S B m RS B, JE & B RS B SR R I R . X T R NP K by, 12051
TEM z(ty) THH x(ter) NEAEREE. HE TR (4) AT f, x(ty) M by BIREL 128 Fir, W
x(th1) ~ Fir(f, @ (te), hy) BIA B B3RO

Furt (frw(ti) hu) 1= wlts) + hie 3y f (3] (80)) (®)

AR IRK T30 “3RAE o8, e Sis i AP AL i 53 0E BB LA,
IR, BADSFRBIAEY f AT MR s R. AR mi BBt M AR {to, ...t} LAY (t)
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I 18] 5K, A f RN, 1% UF 75 505 R H e R

zT (to) xT (t1)
XL .o SUT.(LH) X iUT.(tz) | ©
& (tn-1) x" (tn)
SiR N E V)
Firk (f,  (to) , ho) Firk (f, 2 (to) , —ho)
XE(f) = Firk (ﬁf(tl) ) XL = Firk (f,w.(tl) »—h1) 7 (10)
Firk (2 (tm-1) , hm—1) Firk (s (tm—1) , —hm-1)

B8 ST T IRK J5 iR PR RS X 2 (f) AR FRPIAERE XE(f). XH he, k=0,1,...,m —1 2 E
AR, —hye FoR R (AARIARE SAEHATIRE).

MR B R — RGP B AR AN KRB AR MR IEE (IX08 @), Heh BLE AT BEFE SN )2 ke A FH Y
IEEARLNE R B BORRERL £(-) AT BARIR W MAZAR AL e 35 ) A BT 2 v 4 [1O). Bl RPAAE e v m] DA
FHHZ I, FRBRE LR = AR TR © = [21,... 24T, —MFIEET LR N

®(x) == [1,z,2™,...,2", ... sin(x),cos(x),...,exp(—z),exp(—2x),.. ], (11)

Horr, 2P FoR 0 IRE TR, B0, S48 d = 2 i, “IREHR P ATERRN
a2 = [23(t), 21 (t)za (1), 23(1)] . (12)

FAIEE @ RN TCRINRRIAEY f REERIER L. fEE5 SINDy H &l i/ i i3
M R BOERE & B LA THE, 10 D1 S i A A Sl R e JOR € 19 S 56 0 AT R IR J5 380 A . PRI, AT
IRFFRA R & AT, T BBE & BSai A UL SR ek 28

MR Sl , ASCE SR E ¢ el o IEN S oels (RA MMt S it A e ) £

Ejr ~ N(0,72X\j1?), \ji ~ Half-Cauchy(0,¢), 7 ~ Half-Cauchy(0, 79), (13)

Hrp, 7 S RRERNE, A, AT RBERAD R ¢ RIRAE5EEZ, Half-Cauchy AT P4 047, HMEREZAE 0
Pz ged . RH-FLEE, BEREETURIVELT T 0, XAELESCBIORFFBORME B4, AR L 0G J3 A Re ik, - BURUIME
A SRR A R A, S Z IR T 0; JFHASVE A BUBCKAE, 6753 ¢ HISERRTTZ K, Bl
SRS H R E R T EiRReE, A TAEPFEBUEN ¢ =1, 10 =0.1.

FEJET kA T U S JE 9 o0 A

p (& xo,0 | X) o p(X | & o,0) - p(&)p(x0) p(o), (14)
BUER 2R % Vet il
Mo o AMESEBIRL R B2 B, g A hRvE 2. R ERBCA p (X | € @0, 0) = [T, T15_, 5= xp(—gzlYiy —

Zj (ti; € o) [2), AT RR I B S5 B AL TR0 A UL RCAR B2 . DM 7 VA AN IE SR R A ABAAR Bk B, T2 dd i B 2K A
FelE SR 2 77 (Markov chain Monte Carlo method, MCMC) [25] SREERIRZR J5 56 70 A AR 245 i 1) [X 45
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AN T BRI 7 A MCMC SRAFE SRR B 3670 A T B G 28 M, DL TR e MR g i 5
LB ARG G, % e R B K AESE T 3¢ (evidence lower bound, ELBO) 1261 {5 XAk 5 ¢ HIE36 0 Am. ik,
AR € 1 Ja 56 53 A7 s A2 e 0 A8 40 o3, B

CI(E) :N(gﬂaég)a (15)

Hodr g, € RM>*4 g ZEUIEARE, RAEXIN B JI2ERITTHRIRSE. &5 € RY™ 9 RHbrEZE RS, BALmg A A%
PRk FEIIATENE. M REEREEH, d NRGRYEL. &5 A PURMES) ) 22 SR Ba R U REE, K
AINRFERT BB EAS B W& f R RN

flx) = ®(x)§, (16)

Horb & AR q(€) = N (€, €2) KR, TR 2, il LR mAE e ¢, HAEE R
HA M SWES SC Be b ¢, FFFH & BUMUR T40TH R0, HHLG IR T 1500 4k 5 5 56 56 (14 00 5
FAHR. P b, XA IO B R Gt E P AL, G0 =B BLJE IR & P K =B AR 2R T, A oA R A
SV E SRS —. 1R s R, BTl ES TR ¢ Foxy

£E=¢,+& 0e, e~N(0,1Iy), (17)

Hr e AbpE ESBENLAR, o HZRCRRIERIZHA. B BTG, WX (17), DSEIl ¢ FIshE e S
X—J7 BN ¢ BENLVERG B 2 e, BAORIUR RBUD IS EL ¢, TN €&, IIBRRERR e [mlfE BT,

RIG, B f(x) = @ (x) € RN Finy, 38 Fipr(®(@)€, @(t1), hy,), FHACHIX R B TFRME N XE(D()€)
XL(@(-)€). BBVKRE ELBO 1] 2 fif Ay B A ORI HI0RE 10 33, BpD

L= Lrec + BLKLa (18)

Hr
Lree = a||XF = XE@OO|o+ (1 - ) || X7 - XE@OE)|2, € =€, +& Oe, e~ N(O,Ty).  (19)

ARG RIGL (19) 7 BFASEFH 17 7] A0 1) FROU R O A 28 B CRAUE A FE — S50 | TP i FnA e A A ie) @y H 1. 3
oo (0 < o < 1) A2 AR ) T A DA Rl T00, A FH A s AR R 3 A2 3 70 ST A B0 m) — 3. o > 0.5 1,
B9 )5 A A, AR S OREEEE vl W o < 0.5 I, SR AT ) AL, AR e SRR BRI AR o = 0.5 i,
AT A5 5 ) TOAY AR S, SRR ALE “IE RSG5 <R — 8 Ak T, ket — 7 MRS
22, ABEEPREBRIMER 0.5.
M N fu?k 1
Lip = ;; log A + Q&?k 5| (20)

IENT (20) HIT- 8842 70 G WA q(€) S5 A p(¢) WZER, Himglnl IENLL R KB E, )ik <9
FLA MR MERR R, R B 28 g B EMSUR SRR 8. 2 8 > 1 I, BE5RAR B T AL
H, RSB IREEIY AP 8 < 1 I, 985 IE TR, DLJeRIESERILEGAEE; B = 1 I, BRI RTHR RBCEA
02 CUERATE - TIZME BRSPS RO B AR R CE R B B PR PR N SEIL SRR, O B
BB 1, DLERCZ B bR, B 508 PR S b ds st 7 SR T 1 2.

SR, DO /MU0 2R BRI (18) VI TCiE S8 B RIEM R IE ) A M. X R T 50 /0 A q(&) /2dEstm
WrorAn, BIME ¢, (REUHME) BILT o, AT REAAAE “IEF REC, FEUURIERECAR S BR, SENR ] @Rt
PRI AR S5 RS 5 N IEIME I R (€, €5, ), FoaE SUN

00, €/‘jk g)‘a

fujk) > A

R(&u €55 A) = {
Oa
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Horr, BIME A € (0,1). RIS SO, X €, < A BUARZ REUREINTC 75 K IR, skl AL R vh
BN 05 0 (€, > N FIREOEAET, ORI TTRR.
B R(Eu &5, \) AR KA £ (3N (18)) flG, HAE (21) Fros iy N4 )

(€, €3] = argmin{L(§,., &) + R(€u, €5, M)} (21)
HAME O, AR MR ZM KL HUE KR, 38 X L2 A06RE1 50 bR IE 825 0, S &S 2R EE ™% . 2
BSOS R BOERE ¢, ORBTTAKY) 5 & (EURBIUNAFENE). 2Ffui 3‘55'% HORKE LA IE N4
T M P XU 240 TR, 8 e i Bt /R A R R 0L, SR ERAR R 225 50k [14, 28]

3.3 MEEHEMLE TN

RAPACT R (21) Z S RE M — SRR IRKs DI BUE vi(tr), i = 1,...,s. 40 IRK 28, BBk
R (e SRR ) SRR MARBOT R4 (5) it 21, e ST SR AR AR
LR A 1) RUST e RS BRLAE (220280 e 172 AR LR 31 0 R e H R 3R 3 ep 0 I afFa MTEERG HTH
o TR B, 0 OB BB ) TRKs, X BRS04 (O B BB BB s ORI, 15 5 ) AR BAR 6
IS A B g K 21,

PRI, A T e — 1R, A TS BN A B B 2 4 290 B BRAF ! HEAT TR, HE 3(b) FR, BA
B AR B B A P T B B B R MR K. BB ST— AN DNN® = [x0,...,x0], Helh NIt ¢, FIIR
A aty), Wb IRKs MBS, Forb 0 A& M4 25 i) DNN SFAI 4 M4 a1, JLB0s 0 50RE R %
R, BT WS F1 5 RGeS, YRR SIREN (A MM 0% 80, AT AR 2 ME SEAT 26 Swish BB BEAR,
i DNN FIF] Adam PEALEERSZH0 0 HEATHRAL, JErh R Mas S50 ST R BRIN 1073, LB I 45 5 508
PSS B B BUNAE Y. W08 3 FEw, @I 2Rl DNN, 132 x® figsk sl R G # b 77 F e IRK B
Bl x! BT

X))~ (th), i=1,...,s, k=0,1,...,m—1. (22)

A FYEE 5ERE RS, EIHE) DNN MK EEMI T, S TRERS (d < 3), BZ
i 1~d4 2, BEMETOE 32~256 N (RAE RS, AT ); M4ERA (d > 3) WIEZE 5~6 M
2, B2 64~128 MPE T, LA FCHE w24 5 1 I B TR0 75 5K

N TAERA IS FRREZE P S B IR BE M 2 M 2% 5 [ g — PESS TR &, Laixt X (8) AT E M.
I, i AR (5) Aok Zeat (4), HEFH R (23) A (24):

‘/%7,[’;“]6 (f?w(tk)7hk7 ) _Xz tk hkzal]f X] tk)) 1= la"'asa (23)
j=1
Fhe (foa(te), b i) = x2(t) + hie D (b — aip) f (O(t)), i=1,....5, (24)
j=1

FF @) M (5), 3 (23) 1 (24), ATLAFH
FLo(f,@(ty), hiyi) ~ o(ty), i=1,...,s, (25)

Fl(foa(tn), hiyi) =@ (1) = @ (b + ), i=1,...,8, (26)

ZHUET IRK BBt E X (3N (5)) IR HH (R (5)) WSS, WIURASHE (FL,) Sl (FR)
(KI5 2T AR KA.
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FF30(25) A (26), AR (9) HIE X, IRK PIZE AT R GeHE SO

(f) = ' : R | , i=L,R (27)

Fii s (1) han-1,0) ... Fio (fr 2 (bme1) s hm_1,5)

BEMZC (18) HH IR E AL 0 R 3T B B A

Lree = o[ X"~ XE@OB|| + (1 - o)X - XE@()8). (28)
HUB RIS (18) BEHIN £ = Lo+ Blscs. MEMLOIL IR (21) B F st

[€,.65.07] = arggien{ﬁ(ﬁmﬁa) + R(&u: &5, M) }- (29)

SR AT RERE R B RACERRIIME €, % €2 FIMANKSHL 0, B SR E B IR EEME M4 B
A — FEES A DU B R R R, i DIRK-BSINDy HE4E.
3.4 BEFRMITRTEE

AL DIRK-BSINDy 7 H IRK [ A Fae PR 3CREIOP K S s, @i D i s e g 1 2
FAR e I LG PR E M A (R R B IIE R T 2, FER PR EE N 48 TN 52 % TRK B BUE, 32
TR, ZTEL T S BRI HAT AT RE, BB RS R4 5 FE. DIRK-BSINDy J7 i A0 45 $i 4 v
% BRI S 3 A B, FEARATIRAE IR,

P 1 BIRWE. SR TR IIEEE (o, H o, € RYNRGRE, te = to + kh AW

HIR 2. BIBAEREMIE. B TOPIR | REEEIRAE, %X (9) M XL, XE.

B 3. REMEEME T, WiT A 4 W 2 CLFINRY B A, H A 3eE s EE H SIREN (&b JE #5h 7
22) 8, Swish GEHAELNE). MSHAAYHDRZS o AUEK b % ZE 0t S 20 B xe € RY, S 2
JE s % d.

T8 4 FEHEEME. 25X (1) Ml (12), B AELMREVE o(x) = [¢1(2), ..., dm(x)] , NFHLEIH
PP BRI RHL.

HI8 5 DIMHRERIERE. EuiRdnal (13) WEM G RESERE ¢ M504, 3RAL ¢, M & MYIME. K5
HBEATAR Ay IR BRI, B q(&) = N(€,,, €2) (Rl 43 A), Horb €, € RM*4 fl &5 € RY™ b S 4L

HB 6: WEMIBK. WELINHEMCPE k=0, BERDE N (FRL N = 20000).

HUB 7 MELETUN. RHEDIR | MRS, FIFPIR 3 L1 wh 2 M 26 T B B AA.

$I7 8: BIEEFUNRASERETE. T D% 7RI BE, RIEN (23) tHE R EDL, %50 (24) 7
SEAGTI, R4 (27) VISR )RS 1A DR A TR R

HI 9: BIRAKEH. LT 157 P fn e, AR (17) Fr e®.

$B 10: PEERHTE. 45508 2 MEK XL, XE N 5 @i (27), TR (28) &
Loyee. FFHRBRIRIA L = Lree + BLKkL.

HIE 11: MKEMAK. S Adam AT RANMEARFAL, X REIIME . 7 2 2 N 265 S HUHAT G,
FRRAF ISR ¢, g g,

HIF 12: SHEH. U REYEH A%
BACBE S RS R0 ¢, e,

8T <X, L RHAIATT % NE. RIF, EH
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Figure 4 (Color online) The influence of sample size on identification results.
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WERR. A SCE R F SCHR [30~32) HP TR A A TR A e B A5 BRI, 18I A8 5 S H0E A B B A A

4 HUEW

ARHTRE R AN [F) B A R B 1) R AT BB S 56, B8 AIE AT (1) DIRK-BSINDy J7 & RIA s, JFiEd 544
SINDy 119 SparseBayes 17 Fl RK4-SINDy (18] %if b, BAiF 127 V2 ) i 7 R0 B4 8 (1 € B k. 4645 SINDy 2
R 2 M B v, RK4-SINDy AR 2 R4 ik J7 1], SparseBayes & V- BB FHRATIR 7. = H B EANFEH AR
2R, BEATXTAR DIRK-BSINDy, ™ H RS FRG . e/ A5 N St 78 DIRK-BSINDy J5i£5EH
1, KA Adam AL B3 EARTERT ¢, & AL S 6.

4.1 =MERIR%E

FREha (1) S EA =30 150 4B IR G A, FERILEIRAS [1.0,0.0)T F 3R —H B2 RAEEL
W, Vi LSS 20 s, BEACE m 43 HIEL 500, 100 F1 50, Ao AT B &5 S H520 . 7F DIRK-BSINDy 779,
WHE DNN 220y 4 MEGRE, BEA 32 MEIT. A, WEBIE A = 0.05, DNN 235N 1, = 1073,
[F REGERE €, & IS 2130N 1072, ¢ BT SHEEN c =1, 70 =0.1. WIHHKRECRA SIREN B4, R
TIATXT AT, FAVER 75 RK4 HILFE T IRK 777

4 JETR TREARE SN m = 50, m = 100, m = 500 f DIRK-BSINDy, SparseBayes, RK4-SINDy Al SINDy
TR . P 5 NASRIREAS 2R 35 S92 B A 32 pR BNt B R BB o A, &% Ea B e RN BB AR G B (0 P e
%), R R B E B T AP T (B, R BT A BRI IR IE, B E A
IR

BEAN, SN T RS A B R B o A B fE R4S 100 IRE R SR W, SREUS A R A B
T ORI HER AR R . R 1 R RS B ER R G5 R OCER T T 3 O B R RS T B A 0 Bl
1T A% O H 5.

K 4 13 1 1 B4R, DIRK-BSINDy JikREMSHERR IR RS (1) 3N /%%, i SINDy Al RK4-SINDy
Ji AR BN m (AR RIS R . I 5 7743, 2 m = 50 B, B} DIRK-BSINDy 4k, H AR BT
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Figure 5 (Color online) Distribution of identification coefficients for various algorithms under different sample sizes.

1 TREMABTEEINUERE (%) S

Table 1 Algorithm identification accuracy (%) analysis under different sample sizes.

Algorithm Accuracy (m = 50) Accuracy (m = 100) Accuracy (m = 500)
DIRK-BSINDy 95.7 98.2 100
SparseBayes 72.3 85.1 93.5
RK4-SINDy Failed 53.2 89.6
SINDy Failed Failed 78.2

K. X ULATE/NFEA T, B DIRK-BSINDy #b, AR TCIEA RORIOCH . BEEFEA BN, RSB E
X DX 3 H s P £ £ B S, B TR SR B A AN R A

FEF DR R, REUSIR T ZE & B RELTHAEME. B 6 N m = 500 B SparseBayes il DIRK-
BSINDy S35 3R BB b 5 5000 A 0 7R, B R — A7 0 B 258 ek 8 R 80 A, Heh Je 70 A AT ARR I 2L 1Ry
BOCRH, I TR AN R R i 3. 5 T AT AT, WG 7 R a3 e e ek . I B, 40 A1 g
AE XS L AR AR AR AR SR EUE &, AR TP &5 AT T, R WIZRI A7 28 2000t o Vbl 70 A1
IR &5 R, RUIAH € It T ey

RAEE 5 A1 6 nfLLE H, SparseBayes HIEFEATAT KA B FIFAAERR BTN AEF L. X 2K ZHE
IR A A5, HE RS U5 50 0 A G GLd AT A B, B B I %) 5 56 40 AT 7E I Z2 B Ak s 3 Wi 4
PR ok, R, AHXT T SparseBayes, DIRK-BSINDy J7vA4# FH 1E 4K 5 #2636 5 4% 43 5 3 el v ik, fif
PRI R B AT SRR FRAE, UF B T XU 55 20 R AT AS HEDI e B SE R AR, IR IHIHE R TUT R, X
St b g A AR I T A% Gt DU g vk 2 R UM R AR R S R I R B, o SR S DU e A Mk (L . A,
DIRK-BSINDy 7E & 8 ] ff k7 #277 THAR T RK4-SINDy, JCHZfEEIEM IS L. X Fae B3R T i
R A RS MR Y RS e M X A A AR R BN JE 2T, T RK4 25 58 507 VR RS e 1 XA R
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Figure 6 (Color online) Posteriori probability distribution of DIRK-BSINDy and SparseBayes coefficients under noiseless conditions
(m = 500).
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Figure 7 (Color online) Prediction curves of algorithm states under 2% - max (|1i,ideal |) noise.

RK4-SINDy

B JE, FRATTRELAT 500 ANFE A s 10 BHRAR SR AE 504 Hh 78 RE 23 55 2 40 A1 pR A0 2 20 (2) AW s | JL38
0, FrAEZE I 1 A AR E AR KA 2%, Bl 0 = 2% - max (|24 jdeal|), PAAE RO ZRESR. M K-P AT 4R
S, AR ¢ =1, 19 = 0.1. 285+ SINDy, RK4-SINDy, SparseBayes 1 DIRK-BSINDy 5.3 5 F T %1
P, 1 BIMAG T RER 2 Frow, w28 &l 7 pos.

2 AT NG YRRE D PER T FER SCEE T, SINDy Fl RK4-SINDy BT W47 A 50 B 2 DG B 1 1)
ZHUE. BT SparseBayes Fl DIRK-BSINDy 5yA AN GEWE SRHOCER IR B E, B AT AR AN 5 2. ik
SparseBayes Fl DIRK-BSINDy FTxf MATH “+” Z BT EE AR R EOME, 2 5 HEUE &Mt R E0nE %=, |
7 SELRROR S R A T S AR A AR 2 X 80N DIRK-BSINDy FF S 304 2 il i 4 k8 245
21 95% EAF X [A].



EhE FERF EERE 20264F $s56%5 F£TH 1859

T2 2% max (|ziideal|) BE T EBAGERNXEIIRLL

Table 2 The key term coefficients estimated by various algorithms under 2% - max (}xi,ideal |) noise.

3 3 3 3

1 1Ty 11Ty T2 1y T2 1Ty
SINDy —0.09 1.78 —1.94 —0.133
RK4-SINDy —0.12 1.97 —2.00 —0.11
SparseBayes —0.09 £+ 3.86 1.99 £5.18 —2.04£5.17 —0.09 +10.41
DIRK-BSINDy —0.12 £ 0.001 2.00 £ 0.001 —2.02 £ 0.001 —0.09£9.78 x 10~*

MR 2 FE 7 Frongi ReT LIS, SINDy KA IEMfTHE RS 4. F58 b, SINDy BB A — NI
RNE. BT HE R . R RUERK DL 2 AR 2 B0 FE G T EOR, XA /R 1%) SINDy Skt JGH B A ik
PE. R RK4-SINDy 7E 70 & KAFEHE N3R5 1 REAVEEL S RS, (R WK 7 Tl ik, K5 HL AR50
BRRAFAER KR Z. £ 2 F DIRK-BSINDy [ &, #a BAH, &, < 0.001 FFIRI R 50 & g, M
SparseBayes [ &, BK, 3B AU S5 SR A @ 1 5 5.

RN T X, AT TR 8. K 8(a) H IR T SparseBayes Al DIRK-BSINDy &A% 111 R &4 x5
9504, ATLAE H, DIRK-BSINDy M % 2% - max(|2|) MRS (00 &£ b IE AR R 0 T 3 5 72, X s gh R e e
fEZ 2 . % T DIRK-BSINDy, HOCHEI %0700 I R, IR T A S0 0 IRK 546 8) DNN BIfl& ST,
B IRK 3850 2 R SO S | DNN TG B BRI D AR i 22, 3 SLIR AR 7 R R v i s e 1. RO
SparseBayes SRR G T FEH 7 FEH K 4 AT, (HRAKSAAFEA DLy ot (1 AR I 00 A, - B BT T 25 A7
P2z, U LR SR AL B A R .

FHMERE 8(b) i (c) H, FATREIAR T 4 FRENEENMIME A 2% - max(|z|) 1560 KR ZZFEE], LLA DIRK-
BSINDy Sk AEARFME SR (0%, 5%, 10%, 20%, 30% - max(|z|)) FHIRZEZEFE. £/ 8(b) Al (¢) MiRESE
FaE, PR RIR IR ZELIME |2 — 2] ON 2 BSERGNIE o« 40IRES, 2 NEIEAATHE) FI359ME, SRKEE
INREDNATFEE (KN, ERZEZRMEP A AL T 0 P HEERR RO, T35 BE TR 24 iz i s b R 400k
A, HEABSRIIPIILAE ). X —XTbe g Rt —BE i, AR E0E 1) 2 BOR U RIAE AL P e eI e A5 S 0%, Ju
1E 20% e s R RER AR R 22, SR T 0 77 v A 1) = B E BE g

4.2 Lorenz &8

Nit—BIRIT DIRK-BSINDy (EIRBIRIES) 72205 T AT 2k, AT AR LA =4t 2 R g E N —A4
ANBIHEATHIEIT. Lorenz #RAY =4EIRIMAN ) RGN AR, W w(t)2(t), x(t)y(t) FFARLEs X, HAA X
SEATBUR AR AL, FUNITIG R ZE 2 BEI AR BUBCK, X5 Al 17 2 443 1 R 48 S HCE BRI 0 B s —
B, ATHAIE DIRK-BSINDy X sRARLett . s B RGMIARAE . 2R G RFEHIIT R0 T P

#(t) = 10(y(1) — 2(1)),
i(0) = (028 — () — y(0), (30)
£(6) = 2(B)y(t) — 3 =(1).

BAME VIR 2AF [2(0), y(0), 2(0)]T = [~1,6,15]T, FERF [ X [E] N ¢ € [0,2.5] AT ARFEAE m € [30,260] HIN
. DIRK-BSINDy JHiE% B SHU0~: KA B IS K3 SIREN B4 iR AR 4% iZ 45—
A 256 MPLITCHIREIZ, HTHX7R IRK B BE. RESEEN A = 0.5, R EL, ATA DNN Z5CR A
1073 {23135, N REUERER A 1072 (25315, FIRTE Ik 2 B0 A P RO 74k, Fsi /2L ¢ %
SR SEEEN c=1, 710 =0.1.

B, 1n) BIR MRS rhas BN 00 FRiEZE o, AT 0.025~0.2 8] (1 sy 300 e A 7 i e 7 ) o
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Figure 8 (Color online) Analysis of the impact of noise on various algorithms. (a) Coefficient posterior distribution; (b) box plot of
errors under 2% - max(|z|); (c) box plot of errors under different noise levels.
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Figure 9 (Color online) Performance analysis. (a) System relative error at o, = 0.025 noise; (b) system relative error at o, = 0.1
noise; (c) system relative error at o, = 0.2 noise; (d) system relative error after extending the training horizon.
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Figure 10 (Color online) Noise impact (both = and y are scaled to match the data 28z — xz — ¢, m = 100, o, = 0.2).
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* 3 BEEAHEEXLLO.

Table 3 Comparative analysis of computational load of each algorithm.

SINDy [10]

RK4-SINDy [18]

SparseBayes [17]

DIRK-BSINDy [33:35]

Core computational modules

1. Derivative estimation

2. Sparse regression

1. Explicit RK4

2. Sparse regression

1. MCMC sampling
2. Likelihood function

1. DNN training
2. Gaussian IRK

integration

calculation 3. Bayesian variational
optimization
1. DNN:
O(E x m x 2[(d;
1. Derivative: 1. RK4: 1. MCMC: (B > m x 2 mt
5 dout)np + (L — 1)nh})
. . O(m x d*) O(m x d x 4) O(T xm xdx M)
Theoretical complexity 2. IRK:
2. Sparse: 2. Sparse: 2. Likelihood:
O(m x s x d)
O(E xmxdx M) OE xmxdx M) O(mxdxM) .
3. Bayesian:
O(E x (mxd+ M xd))
Computational order 0(107) O(107) O(10%) O(10%)
Third-order damped
15s 41 s 165 s 178 s
oscillator m = 500
Lorenz system
32s 57 s 352's 210 s

m = 500

Optimizability

Difficult to optimize

Parallel evaluation

available

Reducible sampling

frequency

GPU parallel accele-

ration supported

5 £

ARSI T — B B IR HE S, R T B sk — BERS U7 S DU i s AR B AR 4G 1, (8 PR L
LML AR AR IRKs B BUESR s v RCE. HESON A& SRR G T R I BUE 7k S Wit [ml A AR JEE 2 213X
3 WORBBAT B 7Bk A, AT B MR G0t BB A AT L. Ak, bl i B AR A IR Y RE A8 At SR
RUAHRENE, R TT DOREZ AR ] A e sliam Ak 2 S Pl v, SR BBRIRZS TRINME 2 A AN E (5 B, A il 7E
DRACERIERHS B2 (¥ [R] I X 77 2245 B kAT AL
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Sparse coefficient distribution identification of control equations based
on high-order integration
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Abstract Identifying the governing equations of physical systems from datasets has long been a persistent challenge
across various scientific disciplines. The sparse identification of nonlinear dynamics method typically relies on accurate
derivative estimation, which makes it prone to failure in data-scarce and noisy environments. To enhance the robustness of
identification, this paper proposes a novel data-driven approach, DIRK-BSINDy, that combines high-order integration (Gauss
implicit Runge-Kutta method) with Bayesian sparse identification, and leverages deep neural networks to assist in solving
the stage values of high-order integration, thereby improving computational efficiency. The proposed method obtains the
posterior distribution of sparse coefficients in the governing equations via Bayesian inference and constructs a loss function
by integrating forward and backward predictions to enhance stability. Furthermore, owing to the weak step-size constraint
inherent in high-order integration, DIRK-BSINDy exhibits remarkable robustness even in scenarios with scarce data and
strong noise interference, demonstrating distinct advantages over traditional methods.

Keywords data-driven learning, system identification, data robustness, implicit Runge-Kutta



