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Abstract

Industrial chain plays an increasingly important role in the sustainable development of na-
tional economy. However, as a typical complex network, data-driven deep learning is still
in its infancy in describing and analyzing the resilience of complex networks, and its core
is the lack of a theoretical framework to describe the system dynamics. In this paper, we
propose a physically informative neural symbolic approach to describe the evolutionary dy-
namics of complex networks for resilient prediction. The core idea is to learn the dynamics
of the activity state of physical entities and integrate it into the multi-layer spatiotemporal
co-evolution network, and use the physical information method to realize the joint learning
of physical symbol dynamics and spatiotemporal co-evolution topology, so as to predict the
industrial chain resilience. The experimental results show that the model can obtain bet-
ter results and predict the elasticity of the industry chain more accurately and effectively,
which has certain practical significance for the development of the industry.

Keywords: Physics-informed Machine Learning, Neural-Symbolic Learning, Complex
Network, System Dynamics, Supply Network Resilience

1 Introduction

In an increasingly interconnected and complex global economy, the industrial chain be-
comes a vital infrastructure for safeguarding national economic security. In general, the
industrial chain in Ma et al. (2023) is considered to be a chaotic dynamic complex network
with multiple spatiotemporal scales and nonlinear high-order interactions. It is composed of
large-scale upstream and downstream user groups, products, enterprises, research and devel-
opment institutions, raw material suppliers and supply chains, and forms a spatiotemporal
chain correlation pattern based on specific supply and demand relations. The interaction
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units of enterprises in the industrial chain are often composed of three or more nodes, and
there are complex nonlinear interactions between each link and subject, including dynamic
nodes of different spatial scales and edge dynamics across time scales, resulting in chaos of
the industrial chain. In large-scale dynamic high-order chaotic network systems similar to
industrial chains, the distributed coordination control (DCC) is importance of the central
nervous system, playing a crucial role in maintaining main functionalities for normal op-
eration when the system is impacted by external events. Resilience in Feng et al. (2024)
is fundamental property of DCC system, where defined as the capacity to maintain func-
tionality under perturbations. In light of this, all industrial physical entities operating as
part of the DCC system will run in an iterative three-step resilience automate optimizing
closed loop : learning resilience model from the environment, making decisions based on
resilience, and responding by performing resilience regulation actions that affect the environ-
ment—either by altering operational status or via communication with other autonomous
physical entities.

The prediction of industrial chain resilience is the key to realize automatic and accurate
optimization of DCC. Current resilience prediction research shows two trends. On the one
hand, it focuses on the empirical study of industry chain elasticity. Gao et al. (2016), Zhang
et al. (2022), Artime et al. (2024) attempted to provide analytical estimates for the resilience
of n-dimensional systems with complex interactions between components by reducing them
to tractable 1-D systems based on mean-field theory, spectral graph theory, etc. At present,
the most widely used is the Gao-Barzel-Barabasi (GBB) framework Gao et al. (2016), as
shown in Figure. 1, GBB reduces the network system to a one-dimensional nonlinear equa-
tion ‘é—f = f(B,z) and calculates a single elastic parameter 8 € R. A system is considered
resilient only if its resilience parameter exceeds a certain critical threshold, that is, 8 > 3.
However, the accurate estimation of 5 and (. relies on a strong assumption that the node
activity dynamics can be described by linear equations and that the interconnection de-
grees of nodes are almost independent of each other. Despite extensive research on physical
system resilience and related topics such as alternative steady states, state transitions, and
feedback loops, there are far more theoretical studies of resilience than empirical ones, and
they often make strong assumptions about network topology and dynamics for analytical
feasibility. For example, Scheffer et al. (2001) compared to the plethora of mathematical
models demonstrating the existence of alternative stable states, there are only a few em-
pirical studies, especially experimental studies conducted in the real world rather than in
laboratories. The reason for this is that most real networks are too complex and intercon-
nected to permit real-world experimentation. There are always gaps between theoretical
models and natural systems; for example, the universal dimension-reduction method for
predicting the resilience of complex networks is based on the assumption that no negative
interactions occur in networks.

On the other hand, focuses on uncovering network dynamics from data on system evo-
lution by deep graph learning, see Feng et al. (2024). Li et al. (2024a), Liu et al. (2024a)
use the deep learning method to fit the dynamic evolution of the network from the data,
which often requires a complex network and high quality data. These studies assume that
all nodes in a given industrial network follow the same dynamical pattern, whereas nodes
in a real network may exhibit very different dynamic behavior. For example, in a protein
interaction network, two proteins may be connected due to their simple physical chain bind-
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(a) On the left is the industry chain network Li et al. (2023), which shows the dynamic charac-
teristics of high-order, disorder and chaotic. Researchers aim to obtain the dynamic evolution
of high-order, order and resilience through graph neural network, as shown on the right, where

C1,---,Cn denote different companies

7

(b) GBB Gao et al. (2016): In 1D systems resilience
is captured by the resilience function z(/), which
describes the state(s) of the system as a function of
the tunable parameter 8. The left is the bifurcat-
ing resilience function. The system exhibits a single
stable fixed point for 8 > B (blue) and two (or
more) stable fixed points, a desired (blue) and an
undesired (red) for 8 < Bc. The middle is resilience
function with a first-order transition from the de-
sired (blue) state to the undesired (red) state. The
right is resilience function with a stable solution for
B < B. and no solution above (., resulting in an
uncontrolled divergent or chaotic behavior.
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(c) Liu et al. (2024b) simulate the node activities using
the corresponding dynamics on mutualistic dynamics
and gene regulatory dynamics network, and employ
kernel density estimation (KDE) plot to visualize the
distribution of its stable states. The ground truth
simulations show Network (II) and (III) are resilient
because they have a unique, non-trivial stable states
((x)> 0), while Network (I) and (IV) are non-resilient
for having more than 1 stable states or only 1 trivial
stable state ((x) =0), exhibiting chaotic behavior, that
is, the interaction dynamics do not settle down to pe-
riodic or stationary points, but continue to oscillate in
an irregular manner that is aperiodic.

Figure 1: Advanced Research on Supply Network Network Resilience .

ing/separation or because they participate in the same metabolic reaction that produces
other compounds. the resilience dynamic models presented in these studies are all ordinary
differential equations, and time is the argument. Other variables, such as spatial distance,
could be vital driving forces in dynamic changes. Hence, a more general model represented
by partial differential equations may be needed. each component’s time scale may vary over
a vast range from seconds to months, a fact that brings significant challenges to dynamic
modeling. A feasible way in which to consider all these complexities is to combine resilience
of the real-world system with data-driven dynamic model discovery methods.
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Most approaches of industrial chain resilience prediction rely on predefined equations
for physical entities activity dynamics and simplifying assumptions on supply chain net-
work topology. For example, the industrial chain is essentially a dynamic, spatiotemporal
co-evolution system. Large-scale physical entities states evolution of complex networks is
driven by underlying nonlinear dynamics. Specifically, through the function of each node
represented by its state value, a resilient network can recover from outages (at its nodes)
and dynamically evolve to a stable phase where all nodes operate at high activity levels. It
is increasingly clear that networks in the real world are not isolated but are interdependent
with one another. How to accurately identify and construct spatiotemporal co-evolutionary
dynamics models has become a key bottleneck restricting the prediction of industrial chain
resilience, due to their large interconnected nodes, unstable supply chain status, less avail-
able information, and many other objective reasons in industrial chain, limiting their ap-
plicability to real-world systems.

Based on this observation, this paper proposes physics-informed neural-symbolic learn-
ing method integrating co-evolutionary dynamics non-linear differential equation into multi-
layer spatiotemporal dynamic network (MSTDN), where is to infer resilience directly from
observational data. Specifically, this proposed scheme constructs a parametrized dynam-
ics model for each physical entities using ordinary differential equations. Then, it trains
multi-layer spatiotemporal dynamic network model of industrial chain from large-scale high-
dimensional sensory, in which it simultaneously trains three models: spatial and temporal
layers, dynamic weights and recursive connections, generalizing optimal of policy across
multiple known and unknown tasks. All the related parametrized state for each node are
integrated into the multi-layer spatiotemporal dynamic network, which is learning global
spatiotemporal co-evolution dynamic by physics-informed neural-symbolic, transferring con-
trol policy at every layer in a dynamic multi-layer spatiotemporal network. so as to predict
the resilience of the industrial chain network. The main contributions in this paper are as
follows:

e The dynamics model of large-scale physical entities activity states is developed using
the non-linear ordinary differential equations. This model employs stacked trans-
former encoder layers to generate representations for the governing equations of phys-
ical entities activity dynamics by modeling the complex correlations among activities.
Dynamic models are able to achieve a desired trade-off between accuracy and efficiency
for dealing with varying computational budgets on the fly. Therefore, they are more
adaptable to different heterogeneous system and changing environments, compared to
static models with a fixed computational cost.

e The multi-layer spatiotemporal dynamic network (MSTDN) is automatically con-
structing from large-sacle industrial chain co-evolutionary data. We design a spa-
tiotemporal topology encoder that uses spatiotemporal neural network to model the
large-scale physical entities co-evolutionary network topology from the input adja-
cency matrix with a message-passing mechanism that recursively aggregates features
from neighboring nodes. It can flexibility generate discriminating topological repre-
sentations for large-scale physical entities co-evolution resilience.
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e Considering interpretability and accuracy of industrial chain resilience prediction, we
will integrate the dynamics model of physical entities activity states into multi-layer
spatiotemporal dynamic network, where defines physics-informed neural-symbolic.
The physics-informed neural-symbolic is possible to analyze which components of
a deep model are activated when processing an input instance, and to observe which
parts of the input are accountable for certain predictions. These properties not only
may shed light on interpreting the prediction process of MSTDNs, but also may en-
hancing prediction accuracy in spatiotemporal co-evolutionary networks.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces related works
covering industrial chain resilience prediction. Section 3 describes the proposed physics-
informed neural-symbolic model in detail, give physics-informed neural-symbolic algorithm
to solve spatiotemporal co-evolutionary dynamics problems with large-scale state spaces,
analyze its computational complexity and convergence, and provide some discussions. Ex-
perimental analysis and completion results are shown in Section 4 to verify our method.
Finally, we conclude the proposed method in Section 5.

2 Related Works

The dynamic processes of real-world complex systems, characterized by nonlinearity and
multi-scale, are often abstracted into complex network models, thus illustrating the inter-
actions between nodes. With the development of deep learning techniques such as graph
neural networks, data-driven modeling of complex network dynamics has attracted a lot
of attention. Murphy et al. (2021) propose a GNN architecture that can accurately model
disease spread on the network under minimal assumptions on the dynamics. Zang and
Wang (2020) was the first to combine neural ODEs and GNNS to model the continuous-
time dynamics of complex networks. Huang et al. (2023) successfully modeled dynamic
topology and cross-environment network dynamics by introducing edge dynamic Odes and
environment encoders, respectively. Network resilience is an important indicator to describe
the dynamics of complex networks and dynamic complex systems. Laurence et al. (2019)
used spectral graph theory to reduce the dimensionality of the dominant eigenvalues and
eigenvectors of the adjacency matrix. Morone et al. (2019) developed a resilience prediction
method by quantifying the k-core structure in the network. The data-driven based resilience
prediction method proposed by Liu et al. (2024a) uses the inherent joint distribution exist-
ing in unlabeled network data to facilitate the learning process of the resilience predictor
by elucidating the relationship between network topology and dynamics.

Although some effective results have been achieved, most of them are data-driven, which
are difficult to effectively describe complex networks, lack interpretability and can only pre-
dict discrete data. In our work, we introduce symbolic logic as a rule for the dynamic
evolution of networks, using ODE solvers that can describe the dynamic changes of net-
works in continuous time. It has gradually become a new consensus to let neural networks
play their advantages as powerful perception models and use complex reasoning parts to
deal with symbolic systems, that is, to utilize neuro-symbolic learning Yu et al. (2023)Li
et al. (2020). At present, there are three main ways of neural symbolic learning: learning
aided reasoning, reasoning aided learning and learning reasoning. Learning-aided reasoning
methods mainly use symbolic reasoning to solve the problems in machine reasoning, and
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introduce neural networks to assist the solution. Qu and Tang (2019) combined GCN with
Markov logic network to solve the task of knowledge graph reasoning. Reasoning assisted
learning mainly uses symbolic methods such as logical reasoning and knowledge graph to
constrain the learning results of neural networks. Xie et al. (2019) integrated propositional
logic into the relationship detection model, and proposed a Logic embedding network with
semantic regularization (LENSR) to enhance the relationship detection ability of the deep
model. Yu et al. (2022) built a global dependency graph for all logical formulas, integrated
symbolic knowledge into the deep learning model, and proposed a two-layer probabilistic
graphical reasoning framework to improve the performance and interpretability of the visual
relation detection model. In physics, neural symbolic learning extracts models of objects and
relations in an unsupervised manner Van Steenkiste et al. (2018). Greydanus et al. (2019)]
couple GNNS with differentiable ODE solvers and model their interactions as dynamic
graphs for learning Hamiltonian dynamics of physical systems. In the learning-inference
approach, the interaction between neural networks and symbolic reasoning is bidirectional.
Based on ProbLog, Manhaeve et al. (2018) introduced the concept of neural fact and neural
annotation parsing, and proposed a model that seamlessly integrates probability, logic and
deep learning, namely DeepProbLog. DeepProbLog is a pioneering framework that enables
end-to-end training of neural networks and logical inference. Specifically, deep learning is
responsible for mapping the input unstructured data into a distribution of categories, called
neural predicates, which are the interfaces that connect deep learning models and logical
reasoning. The logical inference module describes the problem via ProbLog and models it
as a directed graph using arithmetic loops. Where the root node is the query, and the leaf
nodes are neural predicates and other (non-neural network outputs) probabilistic facts.

3 Problem Formulation

Network resilience is an important indicator to describe the dynamics of complex networks
and dynamic complex systems. Generally, it refers to the ability of the network to take
the initiative to deal with destructive events, maintain dynamic balance, and restore nor-
mal operation when some links have problems. Network resilience clarifies that resilient
systems are characterized by always tending to desirable, nontrivial stable equilibria after
perturbations. Generally, network resilience is described by two aspects: on the one hand,
whether the industry chain will generate new links to maintain the normal operation of the
industry chain after receiving a disturbance. As shown in Figure., we use different colors
to represent the relationship between industry chains in different years. When a chain in
the industry chain changes, new chains will be generated over time to maintain the normal
operation of the industry chain. On the other hand is the change of node state. Formally,
given a complex network G = (V, &, A), where V denotes the set of its nodes, £ denotes the
set of links and A denotes the adjacency matrix. The state of node i can be expressed as
u;, and is usually governed by the following nonlinear ordinary differential equation (ODE)
as the node state dynamics:

dui
dt

N
= F(w)+ Y AyG(u;,u)) (1)

J=1
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(a) A description of industrial chain topology resilience.In the upstream, midstream and down-
stream of the industrial chain, there are enough associated enterprises. When some enterprises in
the industry chain change, a resilient topology will maintain the stability of the industry chain,
while a non-resilient industry chain may cause a certain part to collapse.
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(b) A description of industrial chain node state resilience.For the resilient network, after receiving
the disturbance, it will recover to the desired stable state for a period of time, while the non-
resilient network will not recover.

Figure 2: A description the the industrial chain resilience.

where F'(u;) represents the self-dynamics of nodes and G(u;, u;) denotes interaction dy-
namics. The complex network G is considered resilient if it consistently converges to only
the desired nodal state equilibrium as time ¢ approaches infinity, irrespective of any pertur-
bation and varying initial conditions with the exception of its fixed points. The complex
network resilience curve is shown in Figure. 2.

4 Methodology
4.1 Modeling physical entity symbolic activity dynamics

As mentioned in Section 4.1, node state dynamics are usually described by a nonlinear
ordinary differential equation as shown in Equation 1. The purpose of this section is to
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Figure 3: The framework of NSL-Net. a. We use two-layer GCN to extract node features
and multi-layer Transformer Encoder to generate the representation of entity activity dy-
namic governing equations. b. We construct a spatiotemporal topology encoder to model
a large-scale physical entity co-evolutionary network topology with input adjacency matrix
using spatiotemporal graph neural network, and use attention mechanism to aggregate spa-
tiotemporal information to generate topological representation. c. We combine the dynamic
model of physical activity state with the multi-layer space-time dynamic network to learn,
and optimize the model by using the constructed neural-symbolic differential equation with
physical knowledge and cross entropy as loss function.Finally, we get a continuous, order,
stable network whose node states change continuously.

analy and obtain differential equations for the dynamics of graph networks by means of
diffusion equations from physics.

We input the node state trajectory U € RM*NXT where M, N, T represents the node
state dimension, node number, and time dimension respectively. First, we use a two-layer
GOCN to extract the node features of each timestamp, which can be expressed as:

el cR¥ = GQCN(u) (2)

Then, the node features are computed using a numerical ODE solver such as Neural
ODE. Compared with time series prediction models based on deep learning, the ODE solver
has the advantage that it only needs to know the initial state and the known equation to
obtain the solution at any desired time, which is beneficial to solve data with inconsistent
time intervals. The general form of an ODE solver is as follows:

T
ezT = ODESOZUET(Q, [e(l)aega"' ae(])V]?t:T) :e?+/ Og(eﬁ?egf" 7e§V)dt (3)
t=
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We also add positional embedding to the input to mark the relative positions, i.e.,
el = el + PE. At each time step ¢ of the total d time steps, positional embeddings are
formulated as PE(; 2, == Sin(t/IOOOOZ"/de),PE(wnH) = cos(t/10000%"/4), where the
second element in the tuple of the subscript (2n and 2n + 1) corresponds to the index of
elements in positional embeddings.

Each Transformer Encoder consist of a self-attention sub-layer and a fully connected
feed-forward network (FFN) sub-layer. A residual connection is established between the
two sub-layers, followed by layer normalization.

The self-attention sub-layer consist of multiple attention heads, which allows us to inte-
grate information from different representation subspaces simultaneously, while considering
different positional contexts. For the attention head;, the result embedding can be obtained

from the query matrix Q; and the key, value K;, V;, which is formulated as:

Q;K]

head; = softmax( NG Q;) (4)
Q, = elW? (5)
K, = W[ (6)
vV, = eW/ (7)

where W]Q, W]K , W;/ are trainable parameters.

By fusing the information from h attention heads, we can get a multi-encoded represen-
tation, which is also used as the output of the self-attention sub-layer, so the final output
of the self-attention sub-layer can be formulated as:

att(el) = [heads, heads, ..., head,]Wo (8)
e’ = LayerNorm(e! + att(el) 9)

where Wy is trainable parameter.

The FFN sub-layer consist of two linear transform layers which the ReLLU activation
function is applied. Therefore, the final output of the fully connected feed-forward sub-
layer can be formulated as:

& = LayerNorm(e/t + FF(e})) (10)
FF(e!) = RELU(e!Wj +bs1)Wiy + by (11)

We use a multi-layer Transformer Encoder to act as a dynamic encoder and finally get
uZ.TJrl as the predicted future node state.

We then consider modeling differential equations that describe the dynamics of the
physical entity’s activity. We consider the reaction-diffusion equation. The RD equation
has wide applications in pattern formation analysis, such as population dynamics, chemical
reactions, etc. In general, the RD system can be described by the following control equation:

u; = DAu+ R(u) (12)

where u € R" is the vector of concentration variables, the subscript ¢ denotes time derivative,
n represents the system dimension, D € R™*"™ is the diagonal diffusion coefficient matrix,
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A is the Laplacian operator and R(u) is the reaction vector that represents the interactions
among components of u.

We start with the Laplacian operator of calculus. The Laplacian operator for a multivari-
ate function f(x1,x2...,2y) is the sum of the non-mixed second-order partial derivatives
of all independent variables:

Af = — 13
f ; 0i2 (13)
It can be interpreted as the sum of the rate of change of f at (z1,z92,...,2,) in all

directions.

Then, we consider a graph G. Its adjacency matrix A is a n X n matrix, and the matrix
element a;; represents the weight of edge (7,7). If there is no edge connection between two
vertices, the corresponding element in the adjacency matrix is 0. And a degree matrix D
that is a diagonal matrix can be expressed as D;; = E?:l Ajj.

Generalized the Laplacian operator to the graph. If the values at the vertices of the graph
are regarded as function values, the Laplacian operator at the node is Af; = > JeN; Aii(fi—
fj) = Difi — Aif. For all vertices of the graph, there is:

Afi difi — Aif
Af = e | = . (14)
Afn dnfn - Anf
= (D-A)f (15)
Fortunately, in graph theory, the Laplacian matrix can be obtained as:
L = D-A (16)

The Laplacian matrix is a real symmetric positive semi-definite matrix with eigenvalues
greater than or equal to 0. An eigenvalue of 0 represents nodes that are not connected to
each other, and the number of eigenvalues of 0 represents the number of nodes that are not
connected to each other.

In fact, the value of the Laplacian matrix at a certain position (L;;) is the second-
order non-mixed partial derivative of the signal along the ij edge on the graph that is, the
Laplacian matrix is the Laplacian operator on the graph. And the i-th row in the Laplacian
matrix actually reflects the cumulative gain generated by the i-th node when it perturbs all
other nodes.

Similar to the RD equation, the differential equation of node states in the network can
be expressed as follows:

dul
o = Ly (17)

The diffusion equation represents the dynamics of the node state u! with respect to
t, which depends on the difference between nearby nodes, meaning that the greater the
difference between a node and its neighbors, the faster it will change. However, the speed
of change cannot depend solely on the difference in representation between node ¢ and its

10
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neighbors, otherwise it will lead to the over-smoothing problem, that is, nodes cannot be
distinguished as the diffusion process proceeds. As in Equation 1, the auto-dynamic term
of the node should also be added, which is denoted as u} — u?.

The above analysis is only for the first-order diffusion process, that is, the diffusion
occurs only between the node and its 1-hop neighbor nodes. In order to utilize 2-hop
neighbor nodes, a regularization term is added to the equation ;. N, %(uﬁC - uz)
Li et al. (2024b)

In addition, in order to improve the generalization of the equation, we add hyperparam-
eters a, 8,7 to the equation and adjust different hyperparameters for different data sets.
Therefore, we finally obtain the differential equation of node dynamics as follows:

du;? t 0 t Aji
= a(uf—u))+BLjul+7 Y ——
dt t ! R ver, VDjjv/Djj

(), — u) (18)

4.2 Spatiotemporal relational co-evolution topology learning

The top of the Figure. 3 shows the overall structure of the topological structure prediction
module. First, given the temporal graph at time ¢, where the node state is denoted by ug,
the set of its neighbor nodes is denoted by N!, and the link to neighbor node j is denoted
by ef’ I’ the spatial aware is defined as:

z; = o(uj,{(uf,ef;);05}) (19)

where ©! is the learnable parameter. Considering that different neighbors have different
influences on the target node, the linear attention operator is adopted and 4.2 is modified
as follows:

eXp(ViO’(Wil [ugv u§, eg,j]))

- (20)
7T en oxp(Vio(WE Tul ul el T))
t
Z,i = U(Wi2zaij[u§76§,j]) (21
JEN]
7 = o(Wi[uf,2'})) .

where o is a nonlinear activation function (sigmoid function in our implementation), [-, -]
represents the concatenation of vectors, Wt , W? WZ and v are the learnable parameters
of the spatial aware at time ¢t. By iteratively stacking L times, the final spatial information
is able to capture the topological information and attribute information of the L-hop neigh-
borhood. To simplify the presentation, we still use z! to denote the final spatial information
of node i at time t.

For node i, given the spatial information of its T temporal graphs {zg}tho, the temporal
aware takes the form of LSTM, which can be defined as follows:
hi = LSTM({zi}o;0n) (23)

)

where Oy, is the learnable parameter of the temporal aware.

11
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Then given the aggregation of temporal and spatial information for node i, defined as
E = {z!}]_, U {h!}] . Using the attention operator, we can generate aggregated informa-
tion:

a = o(vh) i) (24)

ecE

o . ea(voe) )

Y erer eXP(VE,0(€))
Where 6. denotes the normalized attention score. Thus, the final information q; is able
to adaptively capture spatiotemporal information from the neighborhood of node i of T
temporal graphs.
Finally, the predicted topology is obtained by MLP consisting of two fully connected
layers:

AL = MLP(q) (26)

4.3 Joint learning resilience of physical symbolic dynamics and spatiotemporal
co-evolution topology

We combined the physical symbol dynamic u with the spatiotemporal co-evolutionary topol-
ogy A to predict network toughness. We take the constructed node dynamic differential
equation as a loss function, which is formalized as:

‘Cphy = dtz - [a( )+/8L1]u +’7k§ m\/ﬁ(At ﬁ;)] —0 (27)

In addition, the topology prediction task is usually defined as a binary classification
problem, and the cross entropy is set as a loss function as follows:

1 A .
Liop = i Z Ag;+1log(A;TZ-+1)+ Z (1—A§;+1)1og(1—Afj+1) (28)

Alttee Alttge
Therefore, our proposed joint learning loss function is:
L = Lpny+ Liop (29)

The overall algorithmic flow of our method is shown in Algorithm. 1.

5 Experiments
In this section, we construct complex networks using industrial chain data obtained from

the real world and use it to evaluate the effectiveness of our proposed model.

5.1 Experiments setup

An industrial chain network is a complex system that describes the interdependence of an
enterprise, industry or market. It is usually composed of multiple nodes, which represent the

12



PHYSICS-INSPIRED SPATIAL TEMPORAL GRAPH NEURAL NETWORKS

Algorithm 1 Algorithm of NSL-Net

Require: a spatiotemporal complex networks G, the feature matrix U, the topology A
Ensure: flg;“, al+1
1. for ¢t € [0,T] do
2: el € R = GCN(uh);
//Extract node dynamic features
3 u! "' = TransformerEncoder(el);
//Obtain the future node state
4: end for
5. for t € [0,7] do
: Z;? = QZ)(ugv (uév eg,j); @tz})§
// Capture spatial association information
7 bl = LSTM({z} 0 1)
// Capture temporal association information
8  E={z} o U{hi}_o di = 0(v] Yecg ee);
//Aggregate spatiotemporal information
9: end for
10: AL« MLP(q);
//ODbtain the network topology by neural network learning
11: L= Lypy + Liop;
12: Minimize £ to update network parameters;
//Joint Learning resilience

entities participating in the industrial chain. We obtained the operational data of enterprises
in the manufacturing industry chain, electronic information industry chain and financial
industry chain from the real world, constructed a complex network dataset, and evaluated
our proposed model on the dataset. Specifically, we collected a large number of real records
between companies, including upstream and downstream enterprise information, outbound
investment, assets, profitability, personnel size, corporate geographic location, etc., as node
characteristics. The topology structure of the network is shown in Figure. 2, and the
link represents the cooperative relationship between nodes. Enterprises in the industrial
chain not only form a horizontal cooperative relationship with enterprises of the same
level, but also the production link of each intermediate product often involves vertical
cooperation between multiple upstream suppliers and downstream retailers. The specific
data set information is shown in Table .1. We repeat the experiment 10 times with different
random partitions and report the results based on the test accuracy of these 10 runs. We
implemented the model in PyTorch and did all the training and testing tasks on two NVIDIA
A100 GPUs.

5.1.1 TOPOLOGICAL STRUCTURE PREDICTION

Topological structure prediction, that is, the part of neural network, our task is link pre-
diction task, and five typical link prediction methods are selected as the baseline for exper-
imental comparison:

13
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Items Manufacturing  Electronic information  Financial
Nodes 960 700 1500
Node features 32 32 16
Edges(thousand) 250 160 600
Time span 30 30 20

Table 1: Detailed statistics of Datasets

GBDT Friedman (2001) a classic tree-based ensemble learning predictor. GBDT is
widely used in lots of prediction tasks among conventional financial institutions.

GCN Kipf and Welling (2016) a traditional graph-based link prediction method. We
first use graph convolution networks (GCNs) to encode the nodes in the training set
to obtain the vector representation of the nodes, and then use these vector represen-
tations to perform supervised learning on the positive and negative samples in the
training set (negative samples are resampled in each round of training).

TiRGN Li et al. (2022) a recent representation learning model for temporal knowl-
edge graph reasoning that simultaneously considers sequential, repetitive, and cyclic
patterns of historical facts in knowledge graphs. We follow its setting in the relation-
ship prediction task.

STGNN Yang et al. (2021) an innovative financial risk analysis framework with
graph-based supply chain mining. It employed a plain spatial-aware aggregator and
temporal-aware aggregator for aggregating both neighbor and relational information
in spatiotemporal Knowledge Graphs (STKG).

JRCL Li et al. (2023) a novel framework to learn joint relational co-evolution in
spatiotemporal Knowledge Graphs (STKG) for SMEs Supply Chain Prediction. It
builds a large-scale financial STKG, which combines multi-view relationship sequence
mining, relationship co-evolution learning and multiple random subspace layers to
achieve the purpose of predicting the supply chain.

5.1.2 NODE STATE PREDICTION

Node state prediction, that is, the symbolic learning part. Our task is to predict the
regression task of the future node state. We choose two classical time series prediction
models and two physical information machine learning models as the baseline:

e LSTM Hochreiter and Schmidhuber (1997) a traditional model for processing time
series.

e Transformer Vaswani et al. (2017) an effective method for time series forecasting.
It uses the original transformer structure and does not introduce physical inspiration
compared to our model.

14
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e PINN Raissi (2018) a traditional supervised physical information machine learning
model, which embeds differential equations as loss functions in neural networks, uses
fully connected neural networks to fit the solutions of differential equations.

e PhyCRNet Ren et al. (2022) a physical-informed machine learning method for solv-
ing spatiotemporal partial differential equations (PDEs). Its loss function is defined
as PDEs residuals, using auto-regression (AR), residual connection and ConvLSTM
to learn temporal characteristics.

5.2 Results and analysis

5.2.1 TOPOLOGICAL STRUCTURE PREDICTION

In this part, we use two metrics to evaluate the performance of the model: accuracy (Acc)
and Fl-score (F1). The model performs well when both indicators obtain high values.

TP+TN
A = TP ITN+FP+FN (30)
Fl — 9% precision X recall (31)
precision + recall
. TP
precision = o (32)
TP
recall = m (33)

where TP,TN,FP and FN represent true positive (positive class predicted as positive
class), true negative (negative class predicted as negative class), false positive (negative
class predicted as positive class), and true positive (positive class predicted as negative
class), respectively.

Table. 2 has summarized the experimental results of performance comparison. Gener-
ally, our model can outperform the five selected typical baselines in various metrics, which
also proves the effectiveness of our method.

Manufacturing Electronic information Financial

Model Acc 1 F11 Acc 1 F11 Acc 1 F11
GBDT | 0.761 £ 0.014  0.784 + 0.011 | 0.701 +£ 0.024 0.717 £ 0.015 | 0.613 £ 0.033  0.584 + 0.031

GCN 0.774 £ 0.013  0.787 £ 0.027 | 0.728 &+ 0.013  0.741 £ 0.017 | 0.671 £ 0.031  0.668 %+ 0.017
TiRGN | 0.807 &£ 0.022  0.800 £ 0.008 | 0.796 £ 0.022  0.808 &+ 0.016 | 0.735 4+ 0.012  0.780 +£ 0.028
STGNN | 0.887 £ 0.014  0.885 4+ 0.011 | 0.886 + 0.011  0.891 £ 0.015 | 0.924 + 0.014 0.929 =+ 0.009
JRCL 0.898 £ 0.016  0.926 + 0.018 | 0.891 £ 0.026  0.901 £ 0.015 | 0.912 £ 0.021  0.926 + 0.016
Ours | 0.907 £+ 0.014 0.942 + 0.007 | 0.918 + 0.014 0.907 £ 0.007 | 0.920 £ 0.014 0.932 £ 0.007

Table 2: Performance comparison of topological structure prediction.(The best result is in

bold face.)

Specifically, first of all, as a simple predictor, when only using some basic information
of the enterprise as feature input, the performance of GBDT cannot achieve good results
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in various indicators, which shows that when dealing with industrial chain tasks, it is nec-
essary to introduce graph neural networks as well as relationships between nodes to better
handle this link prediction task for relational data. Secondly, GCN is used as a more orig-
inal link prediction method. Although it uses a graph neural networks and considers the
connection relationship between nodes, its performance is slightly better than that of ordi-
nary GBDT. However, due to ignoring the time-varying characteristics of the information
in the graph neural networks, its performance is still not very good. Finally, compared with
those recommendation methods based on static graphs, the temporal knowledge method
TiRGN achieves further performance improvement by comprehensively considering the se-
quential independence of historical facts in the graph along the timeline. In addition, the
spatiotemporal graph neural networks model STGNN also shows feasible performance by
aggregating neighbor information and relationship information in the spatiotemporal graph
neural networks. However, since only the spatial and temporal characteristics of nodes are
taken into account, the practical significance of node links is not taken into account. For
example, two companies are geographically close to each other, but one of them belongs to
the steel manufacturing industry and the other belongs to the dairy product retail industry,
so the probability of establishing a direct supply link is very small. Therefore, STGNN has
not achieved optimal performance in this task. It is worth noting that JRCL, as the most
advanced method, has achieved a very similar effect to our method, but JRCL uses a more
complex spatiotemporal network. There is a gap between the computational efficiency and
our method.

In general, our model captures the spatiotemporal information of complex networks and
can achieve remarkable performance in topological structure prediction tasks.

5.2.2 NODE STATE PREDICTION

In this section, in order to evaluate the accuracy of the solution generated by the model, we
use two standard evaluation indicators, namely mean absolute error (MAE) and root mean
square error (RMSE). The experimental results are shown in Table. 3

N
1 "
MAE = N§1|uz‘—ui!| (34)
1=

N

RMSE — ;;\/mﬁi i) (35)

where u; and 11; are the reference solution and the predicted solution.

We experiment with the resulting differential equation as a loss function of PhyCRNet.
PhyCRNet only needs initial conditions as input, and then performs unsupervised learning
through autoregression and residual connection. In our experiment, it is equivalent to
adding physical equation constraints to LSTM, so it can achieve better results. LSTM and
Transformer, as traditional time series forecasting methods, are completely data-driven, so
the effect is not good, but their advantage is that the calculation speed is faster. In addition,
the five methods achieved similar results in manufacturing and electronic information data
sets, but the opposite was true in financial data sets. Because the time interval of the
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Manufacturing Electronic information Financial

Model MAE | RMSE | MAE | RMSE | MAE | RMSE |

LSTM 0.327 £ 0.004 0.419+0.010 0.316 £ 0.008 0.419+0.012 0.385 £ 0.007 0.48440.007
Transformer | 0.316 + 0.009  0.362 + 0.014 | 0.308 £+ 0.012  0.362 £+ 0.016 | 0.401 £ 0.005 0.531 £ 0.012

PINN 0.312 £ 0.014 0.333+0.008 0.296 £ 0.012 0.345+0.012 0.335 £ 0.015 0.490+£0.010
PhyCRNet | 0.298 4+ 0.016  0.397 4+ 0.008 | 0.288 £ 0.015  0.3394 0.020 0.366 £+ 0.016  0.468 £ 0.018

Ours 0.272 £+ 0.007 0.351 £+ 0.004 |0.265 + 0.010 0.338 £ 0.006 | 0.326 + 0.007 0.429 + 0.002

Table 3: Performance comparison of node status prediction

financial industry data set is different, the advantage of using ODESolver is that we can
solve the solution at any time.

5.2.3 RESILIENCE EVALUATION

We apply different degrees of perturbation to the initial moment, that is, randomly remove
a different number of nodes, and for experimental convenience, we still keep the nodes, but
change the node characteristics to 0, and disconnect the other nodes. A series of different
times are selected to simulate the dynamic change of node state, and the node state curve
is obtained.

The experimental results show that after applying a small attack (5%, 10%), the node
state gradually deteriorates due to the existence of small damage and resilience, and after
a period of time, the development trend will gradually recover and become stable, which is
consistent with the description in Figure 3. Increased attack to 20%. At this time, close to
the critical value of seepage in complex networks, the node state will gradually recover, but
the recovery speed is slow, and the network is still resilient. If the attacks further increase to
50%, the main body of the network has been damaged, the network has a cascading failure,
the development trend will become worse and worse, and finally the network crashes. In
this case, the network is not resilient. In addition, through the experiment of three data
sets, it can be seen that the larger the normal operation of the network, the stronger the
anti-interference, the faster the recovery speed, that is, the stronger the resilience.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, aiming at the problems of insufficient accuracy and poor inter-pretability in
complex network resilience prediction, we propose a physical information neural symbolic
learning method for industrial chain resilience prediction. By using the co-evolution spa-
tiotemporal graph network and the nonlinear ordinary differential equation, the dynamic
model of large-scale physical entity activity state is established to predict the node state and
link state in the future time respectively, and they are co-learned to predict the resilience of
the industrial chain. The experimental results of different industrial chain data sets show
that the proposed method can effectively and accurately predict the node state, and at the
same time, due to the introduction of symbolic rules, it can still maintain a certain accuracy
in the case of low data volume.

In the future work, we will explore the construction of more complex network relation-
ships, such as the study of hypergraph network. In addition, the existing research is based
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Figure 4: Node state curve facing different attacks

on the known data in the past, and the real data is updated in real time. Take the industrial
chain as an example, the industrial chain network will add new edges or new links to the
old chain, and the network structure should be constantly updated. While traditional map
neural network methods often show a significant decline in the performance of past tasks
when learning new tasks, we will study more effective ways to achieve real-time monitoring
and regulation of network resilience in the future
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