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This study presents an artificial neural network and proper orthogonal decomposition (POD)-based reduced-order
model (ROM) of turbulent flow around a finite wall-mounted square cylinder. The proposed model is suitable for
turbulent wake control applications because it can predict the dynamics of the main features of the flow field with-
out computing Navier-Stokes equations. Long short-term memory neural network (LSTM NN) and bidirectional long
short-term memory neural network (BLSTM NN) are used to predict the temporal evolution of the POD time coeffi-
cients at different planes along the height of the obstacle. The improved delayed detached-eddy simulation (IDDES)
is performed to generate the training datasets. Transfer learning (TL) approach is utilized in the training process by
using the weights of the LSTM/BLSTM NN that are used to predict the POD time coefficients of the planes at lower
elevations to initialize the weights of the networks at higher elevations along the height of the obstacle. The use of
TL results in a remarkable improvement in the capability of the LSTM/BLSTM NN prediction compared with the one
when the network is initialized with random weights. BLSTM NN shows better results compared with LSTM NN in
terms of training and prediction error, indicating that the BLSTM-POD model is more suitable to be used as a ROM
for predicting the turbulent wake. Furthermore, the temporal behavior of the time coefficients is carefully examined
using the phase space plots and Poincaré sections. The results of using different lengths of the prediction time window
showed that the prediction error of the POD time coefficients increases as the prediction time window increases and the

error increasing rate decreases with the ranking of the POD time coefficients.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of wake dynamics behind finite wall-mounted
cylinders (FWMCs) has received considerable attention over
the past few decades. From skyscrapers, chimneys, and sub-
marine appendages to electronic chips, many engineering
structures can be approximated as FWMCs. The study of
the wakes behind the finite wall-mounted obstacles helps un-
derstand and control the flows around the engineering struc-
tures. However, this type of flows has a complex behav-
ior as it is three-dimensional, this is different from the the
case of infinite-length cylinder where the flow is mostly two-
dimensionali=3. For the FWMC, the flow is resulted from the
effect of the downwash from the free-end, the von Kdrmdn
spanwise vortex shedding, and the base upwash®23.

This complex nature of the flow requires an appropriate
experimental setup and a numerical model that can accu-
rately capture most of the flow-field features and provide high-
fidelity data. The recent advances in experimental and com-
putational techniques have helped in visualizing and analyz-
ing the flow structure around the obstacles and helped obtain
enormous amounts of data for instance, from practical im-
age velocimetry (PIV) and direct numerical simulation (DNS)
studies. Nevertheless, understanding the main features of the
flow field based on such big data is difficult due to the com-
plexity of the flow behavior as well as the existence of redun-
dant data. Furthermore, building an optimum model that has
a low computational cost is an important factor in turbulent
flow-control applications?. For the finite wall-mounted obsta-
cles, building an analytical low-order model that can describe
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the shedding process is often not applicable because the shed-
ding process changes with the obstacle length and the flow
becomes three-dimensional as it approaches the free-end due
to the downwash effect®”.

Data-driven methods such as proper orthogonal decomposi-
tion (POD)® and dynamic mode decomposition (DMD)? have
been widely used in fluid dynamics for ROM. In these meth-
ods, the flow fields are mapped to a low-dimensional space
that is represented by an optimal set of modes. In POD, these
modes are based on the energy content of the flow, while in
DMD, they are related to the associated frequencies. The tra-
ditional way of modeling the dynamics of the flow in these
methods is to perform the Galerkin projection approach!®-12.
The Galerkin projection method uses the spatio-temporal dy-
namics that are captured from POD or DMD to build a low-
order model that can evolve over time instead of the full-order
Navier-Stokes equations. This can result in a cheaper com-
putation because the low-order model contains considerably
fewer degrees of freedom!2. However, the Galerkin projec-
tion approach exhibits an unstable behavior, even for simple
canonical cases'*!13. Furthermore, this approach still requires
effort in terms of the computational model setup. These is-
sues led to the development of other methods!®. However,
for complex turbulent flow problems, an accurate approach is
required to capture the non-linear dynamics of the flow.

machine learning learning has shown considerable promise
in modeling complex and non-linear systems in diverse fields
like image processing, robotics, weather forecasting, etc. In
recent years, machine learning has been used extensively in
fluid dynamics for experimental data processing, turbulence
closure modeling, data-driven control as well as reduced-
order modeling!®1?. For reduced-order modeling, promising
results have been obtained for the prediction of turbulent flows
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using various machine learning algorithms that based on arti-
ficial neural networks such as multi-layer perceptrons (MLPs)
(also known as fully-connected-layer neural networks), con-
volution neural networks (CNNs), and recurrent neural net-
works (RNNs) including the long-short-term memory neural
networks (LSTM NNs).

It has been established that the results obtained from a fully
connected-layer neural network with a single hidden layer and
linear activation function are equivalent to that obtained from
a POD202! | This shows that the neural networks are based on
data-driven training and can be compared and used with other
traditional data-driven methods. Milano and Koumoutsakos?2
showed that by using POD-based neural networks with non-
linear activation functions, the prediction of the near-wall ve-
locity field is improved significantly, indicating better predic-
tive capabilities of the neural networks.

Giiemes et al.?2 used CNN to predict the POD time coef-
ficients from streamwise wall-shear stress measurements that
were used to build a reduced-order reconstruction of the ve-
locity fields. They recorded that CNN significantly outper-
formed the extended POD (EPOD), which is considered a lin-
ear method. Murata et al?* used a CNN auto-encoder and
LSTM NN to obtain a low-order representation of flow around
bluff bodies of various shapes. Their instantaneous results,
as well as statistical calculations, showed that the flow fields
conformed to be well reproduced. Motivated by the capabili-
ties of LSTM NNs in modeling sequential data, Z. Wang et
al.® used LSTM NN to build a POD-based reduced-order
model of an ocean gyre and flow past a cylinder by model-
ing the POD time coefficients. They obtained a significant re-
duction in the computational cost with reasonable predictive
accuracy. Mohan and Gaitonde?® applied LSTM and bidirec-
tional long-short term (BLSTM) NNs to predict the POD time
coefficients that were used to build a reduced-order model
of canonical DNS datasets. In their study, LSTM NN out-
performed BLSTM NN, suggesting that BLSTM NN is more
suitable for the flow with periodic or quasi-periodic temporal
behavior such as two-dimensional bluff body wake shedding.

In this study, a deep neural network-based approach to build
a reduced-order model using LSTM and BLSTM NNs com-
bined with POD is applied to datasets obtained from an im-
proved delayed detached-eddy simulation (IDDES) of flow
past a finite wall-mounted square cylinder with an aspect ratio
of four at Reynolds number Rep = 12000. The objective of
this approach is to investigate the applicability of the LSTM-
POD and BLSTM-POD models for predicting the instanta-
neous coherent structure of the flow field along the height of
the obstacle.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In
Section II, the case geometry and the numerical model used
to generate the training data are explained, and the simula-
tion results are validated with the available experimental and
DNS data. POD is briefly explained in Section III. Section
IV provides a brief introduction to LSTM and BLSTM NNs
while Section V explains TL approach used in this study. The
methodology of building LSTM-POD/BLSTM-POD ROM is
explained in Section VI. The results of this study are thor-
oughly discussed in Section VII. Finally, the conclusions of

this study are presented in Section VIIIL.

II. PREPARING THE TRAINING DATA
A. Case geometry and boundary conditions

The choice of a finite-wall mounted square cylinder with
an aspect ratio of four in this study is because it is well stud-
ied experimentally! and numerically?. Furthermore, the sharp
leading edges of the square cylinder ensure that the shedding
process is not affected by the change in Rep, at least over the
range tested by Sattari ef al.3. The schematic diagram of the
numerical domain for the finite wall-mounted square cylinder
is shown in Fig.

The square cylinder has a height H = 4D, where D is its
width, and Rep = 12,000 ( based on the cylinder width and
free stream velocity U.). The size of the domain is equal to
29D x 18D x 15D. Therefore, the blockage ratio is found to be
approximately 1.5%, which is lower than the maximum value
of 3% recommended by Franke et al. (Franke et al., 2004).
The obstacle is located at a distance of 8D downstream from
the inlet and 20D upstream from the outlet. The distance of
the obstacle from each side of the domain is set to 8.5D while
the distance from the end of the obstacle to the top surface
of the domain is set to 11D. In turbulent flows simulations,
applying turbulent inflow conditions is crucial for the simula-
tion reliability. Thus, the vortex method?’28 is implemented
in this study to generate unsteady turbulent inflow conditions.
Pressure outlet boundary condition is assigned for the outlet
plane of the domain, and periodic boundary condition is ap-
plied to the spanwise direction. No-slip condition is applied
to the obstacle walls and the ground, while a symmetry plane
is applied to the top surface of the computational domain.

B. Governing equations and turbulence modeling

The momentum equation for an incompressible viscous
fluid is:

Ju 1 2
(E+u.vu) _—EVp—l-VV u, (1)

where u is the velocity of the fluid, p is the density, p is the
pressure, and V is the kinematic viscosity. The incompress-
ibility of the fluid is expressed by the continuity equation:

V-u=0. (2)

Different numerical approaches have been used to solve and
model the flow parameters in Eqgs. and (@). DNS resolves
all scales of turbulent flow structures, from the large energy-
containing scales to the smallest Kolmogorov length scale, in
the dissipation range??. To ensure this, an extremely fine grid
size is required that results in a high computational cost, thus
making DNS impractical for several applications, especially



L 15D
JH—4D Z] |
L/ y/ g 18D

8D

20D

FIG. 1: Schematic of the computational domain.

those with a high Re value and complex geometries3®. The
Reynolds-Averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) equations solve
only the time-averaged flow field, i.e., the effects of the
fluctuating components are considered through the modeled
Reynolds stresses. Thus, the RANS model is not suitable to
describe the details of the flow field such as the instantaneous
effect of multi-scale eddies®3!.

In LES, Kolmogorov’s first hypothesis is considered, i.e.,
the small eddies in the turbulent flow tend to exhibit universal
behavior. This property allows the modeling of small eddies
and solving for the large eddies3233. This process can be per-
formed using spatial filters to separate the large scales from
the small ones. The small-scale structures (small eddies) are
modeled and introduced as a subgrid-scale (SGS) term in the
filtered Navier—Stokes equations. Thus, LES is considerably
more accurate as compared to RANS for describing the flow
characteristics. Nevertheless, it requires high computational
effort, which makes it impractical to simulate flow around en-
gineering structures at high Re values®*. Hybrid RANS-LES
models, such as the DES, have been introduced by Spalart and
co-authors3337 to bridge the gap between LES and RANS.
DES has been designed to simulate the flow at a high Re value
and to flow around bodies with massive flow separation.

By applying RANS near the solid walls within the attached
boundary layer and using LES outside the boundary layer in
the separated flow region, the grid size for numerical simu-
lations can be reduced significantly in the near-wall region,
compared to that required by LES. DES is a promising tur-
bulence modeling tool that can be applied for simulations in-
cluding wall-bounded flows at high Re values. However, some
undesirable phenomena such as modeled stress depletion and
grid-induced separation may occur and affect the accuracy of
the model2®. This could be attributed to the mesh resolution
inside the boundary layer that may result in DES attempting
LES rather than RANS in the near-wall region. To overcome
these limitations of DES, variant versions including delayed
DES (DDES)? and IDDES* have been introduced that are
suitable for different grid spacing inside the boundary layer

No of grid elements Ny X Ny x N; 2 Overall drag, Cp Strouhal No., St

132 x 122 x 90 22 x22 x40 1.212 0.101
152 x142x 110 22x22x50 1.238 0.104
172 x162x 130 22 x22x 60 1.241 0.104

@ Ny,Ny , and N, represent the number of grid points distributed on the walls
of the obstacale.

TABLE I: Grid independence test.

regardless of the boundary layer thickness. Therefore, consid-
ering the relatively high Reynolds number used in this study
and the complex flow that is expected to be obtained from
the simulation, the Spalart—Allmaras IDDES (S-A IDDEYS) is
used in this study to simulate the flow.

C. Numerical framework

The computational fluid dynamics (CFD) finite-volume
code OpenFOAM-5.0x is used to perform the simulation. A
structured hexahedral mesh is used for spatial discretization.
Local mesh refinement is applied using the stretching mesh
technique in regions where high-velocity gradients are ex-
pected. Grid-independence tests are performed using three
different grid sizes: 132 x 122 x 90, 152 x 142 x 110, and
172 x 162 x 130. The overall time-averaged drag coefficient
and Strouhal number are chosen as the parameters for the test.
As shown in Table[ll less than 1% variation is observed in the
drag coefficient while there is no variation in Strouhal num-
ber with the progressive refinement of the mesh, ultimately
converging with the grid-independence test. Considering the
maximum dimensionless first cell spacing y*, the finest mesh
size of 172 x 162 x 130 is chosen for this study.



Figure 2] shows the distribution of y™ along the ground sur-
faces and around the obstacle surfaces in the central x — z plane
(y/D = 0). The maximum value of y* is less than 0.5 on the
ground while it is approximately 15 on the obstacle. These
values of y* are within the applicable range for IDDES38.
Advancement is done through a time-step of 6 x 10~%s while
maintaining the mean Courant number (CFL) at 0.52 and the
maximum CFL at 0.95 to ensure a stable simulation. The ap-
proximate time required for every vortex shedding cycle is
8.5 x 1073s. To ensure that the flow reached a statistically
stationary state, the simulation is first extended over 30 shed-
ding cycles. Subsequently, the flow statistics are collected
through approximately 60 shedding cycles. The PIMPLE al-
gorithm, which is a combination of the PISO algorithm (pres-
sure implicit split operator) and the SIMPLE algorithm (semi-
implicit method for pressure-linked equations), is employed
to solve the coupled pressure momentum system. The convec-
tive fluxes are discretized with a second-order-accurate linear
upwind scheme, and all other discretization schemes used in
the simulation have second-order accuracy. To perform par-
allel computing, the computational domain is divided into 80
sub-domains and Scotch method is used to decompose the do-
mains. Correspondingly, 80 processors were used to solve
the flow field at each time-step. All the computations are
performed using a computer cluster with Intel Xeon Skylake
(Gold 6148) 2.4 GHz processor.

D. Validation of the numerical results

To ensure that the simulation produced reliable training
data, the first and second-order flow statistics obtained from
the simulation are compared with the available experimental
measurements of Bourgeois ez al.! and the DNS data of Saeedi
et al*. Figure 3] shows the recovery of the mean streamwise
velocity, U in the central x — z plane (y/D = 0) for two differ-
ent elevations behind the obstacle, z/D = 1 and 3. For both
elevations, the velocity has negative values near the wall due
to the reverse flow as a result of recirculation. For x/D ~ 3,
the velocity value becomes positive and the flow recovers to
the free stream velocity with a higher rate at elevation z/D =
3. Both Figs.[Bla) and (b) correlate with the experimental and
DNS results.

Figure @ shows the streamwise profile of the turbulence in-
tensity, u,,s obtained from the simulation, experimental mea-
surements, and DNS data in the central x — z plane (y/D =
0) for two different elevations z/D = 1 and 3. The values of
turbulent intensity have been well reproduced at the near-wall
peak region for both elevations. However, under-prediction of
the values in the far downstream of the obstacle at an eleva-
tion z/D = 3 can be observed in Fig. B{(b). This is attributed to
the turbulent level attenuation in this region, which demands
more computational effort.

The mean streamwise velocity profile along the lateral di-
rection at elevation z/D = 3 and streamwise location, x/D = 2
is shown in Fig. 5 (a). The streamwise velocity values be-
come negative at y/D between -0.5 and 0.5 indicating the
effect of recirculation inside the wake. The velocity profile

obtained from the numerical simulation complies with the
experimental measurements and DNS results. However, the
streamwise velocity values are slightly over-predicted in the
recirculation region. Figure[3 (b) compares the numerical re-
sults with the experimental measurements and DNS results of
the mean Reynolds stress component #’v’ (v is the fluctuat-
ing part of the spanwise velocity component) at an elevation
z/D = 3 along the lateral direction and at the streamwise lo-
cation x/D = 2. As shown in the figure, the mean Reynolds
stress profile has maximum negative and positive values at
y/D = =£1 that decrease rapidly in the lateral direction indi-
cating that the shear stress accrues due to the combination of
the vortices induced behind the obstacle. A favorable agree-
ment with the experimental and DNS results can be observed
from the figure. Here, the S-A IDDES model successfully re-
produces the flow field around and behind the obstacle with
commendable accuracy. This is attributed to the turbulent in-
flow conditions obtained from the vortex method and the small
blockage ratio used in this study.

Ill.  PROPER ORTHOGONAL DECOMPOSITION

POD? is widely used in fluid dynamics to extract the main
features of the flow field, which is known in literature as the
coherent structure*!. POD decomposes the fluctuating parts
of the velocity components into spatial orthogonal modes
W, and corresponding time coefficients a,,(7). The extracted
modes represent the most coherent structure of the flow field
according to the energy content of the modes. In this study,
POD was applied to different x — y planes along the obstacle
height.

u (x,y,1) = EM ap(£) P (x,), A3)

where ' here represents the fluctuating part of the streamwise
velocity component and M is the number of the POD modes.
The snapshot POD method*? was used in this study, which is
based on computing the auto-correlation from numerous snap-
shots of the instantaneous flow field. The temporal modes are
the eigenvectors that can be obtained by solving the eigen-
value problem of the auto-correlation matrix,

c=vvT, 4)

where V is a matrix containing the fluctuating part of the
velocity:

u/} DY ulllv
v=|: oo 5)
u/}w u/%

where N represents the position in each snapshot (instanta-
neous) data of the flow. The corresponding sets of M eigen-
values A,, represent the contribution to the turbulent kinetic
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FIG. 2: Distribution of y* in the central x — z plane (y/D = 0): (a) along the ground surface, and (b) around the obstacle
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FIG. 3: Streamwise profile of the mean streamwise velocity at two different elevations in the central x — z plane (y/D = 0): (a)
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z/D =1, and (b) z/D =3.



(@) 5
[ === Slaeedi e% al. DNIS I
[ o Bourgeois et al. Exp.
1.5F—s-ADDES
S
o~
=S 0.5

(b)
O Sacedi et al. DNS I I
0.08 _ ° Bi?]ig::zi:ét al. Exp. E
0.06 ;——S-A IDDES —
~g 0.04F ]

FIG. 5: Spanwise profile of (a) the mean streamwise velocity, and (b) mean Reynolds stress component u/v’ at elevation
z/D =3 and streamwise location x/D = 2.

energy captured by the respective POD modes. The eigenval-
ues are arranged in decreasing order such that:

2> Ay > 0. (6)

IV. LONG SHORT-TERM MEMORY NEURAL
NETWORKS

LSTM NN#3 has been widely used in different fields such
as speech recognition, language translation, as well as time-
series prediction. LSTM NN is a special variant of RNNs*,
which is designed to overcome the stability issues and lim-
itations of traditional RNNs such as blowing up or vanish-
ing gradient®>. Because of its architecture, LSTM NN has a
great ability to learn the temporal dependence from the data.
These unique properties make LSTM NN suitable for time-
series problems. The architecture of LSTM NN is shown in
Fig.[6l The hidden layer in LSTM NN receives an input vec-
tor that contains the sequential data x and generates an output
vector h, where h represents the hidden state and ¢ is the step
of the sequential data (a particular time-step of the time series
data). The hidden layer maintains the hidden state with ev-
ery iteration in the LSTM cell and updates it based on the cell
input and the information from the previous time steps. This
information is represented by the previous hidden state and
the cell state (C). The cell state plays a crucial role in reduc-
ing the effect of short-term memory by carrying the relevant
information throughout the processing of the sequence.

Figure [7] shows the basic architecture of the LSTM cell.
LSTM cell contains three gates namely, input gate (7), output
gate (0), and forget gate (f). The LSTM cell changes the flow
of training information according to these gates. The input
gate controls the flow of the input information into the LSTM
cell. The forget gate filters the information from the previous
time steps by deciding which information should be discarded
or retained. The output gate controls the flow of the LSTM
cell output. The equations that compute the output of the gates
can be represented as follows:

i[ =0 (mx; + Uihtfl + bl) ) (7)
fi :G(Wf'xt+Ufhz—1+bf)v ®)
C, = tanh (Wex, + Uchi—1 + bc) )

Ct:it®ct+ft®ct—la (10)
0 = O-(Woxt"l‘Uohtfl'i‘bo)u (11
h = o; @tanh(Cy), (12)

where W;, W, We and W, represent the weights that map the
input to each of the gates and U;, Uy, Uc and U, are the
weights related to the hidden state of the cell in the previ-
ous time step. Here, C, here represents the updated cell state.
BLSTM NN#47 ig a variant of LSTM NN that processes se-
quential data using two separate hidden layers in both forward
and backward directions and connect both of them to the same
output layer, as shown in Fig.[8]. This architecture of BLSTM
NN enables the two-way flow of the information so that the
sequence can be trained in both forward and backward direc-
tions. BLSTM NN has shown an improved accuracy com-
paring with LSTM NN in speech recognition and language
modeling®®#%. To compare the accuracy of these two net-
works, both LSTM and BLSTM NN are used in this study
to predict the time coefficients of POD modes for different
x —y planes along the height of the obstacle.
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V. TRANSFER LEARNING

The availability of sufficient training data and the time re-
quired for the training process are factors that should be con-
sidered for training neural networks. TL approach®® has been
extensively used in different fields and showed promising re-
sults in terms of reducing the data and the time required for
the training process. This method enables the reuse of pre-
trained network parameters to train another neural network
that shares some features with the pretrained one even if it
is designed for a different purpose than the pretrained net-
work is designed for. Hence, TL helps to achieve optimum
use of the available training data as well as the reduction of
the training time compared with the network if it is trained
from scratch, i.e., with randomly initialized parameters. In
this study, TL is used to train LSTM/BLSTM NN by trans-
ferring the weights from the networks that trained by using
the data of the lower elevation flow field to the higher eleva-
tion one. LSTM/BLSTM NNs are trained using the data of
the lower elevation flow field, z/D = 0.02 and used to ini-
tialize the weights in the training process of the network that
predicts the POD time coefficients at the next x — y plane with
higher elevation. The weights are transferred to the network
that is used for the subsequent elevation, and so on.

VI. METHODOLOGY

The main objective of this study is to build ROM based
on POD modes and the temporal evolution of the time coef-
ficients that can be obtained using LSTM or BLSTM NN. To
provide a dataset that is adequate for performing the POD and
training the LSTM and BLSTM NN, four x — y planes along
the obstacle height are selected according to the expected be-
havior of the turbulent wake and 50 000 snapshots that are ob-
tained from the IDDES, which are equivalent to 36 shedding
cycles. The time coefficients obtained from the POD analysis
are then used to train the LSTM and BLSTM NNs. The pro-
cedure that followed in this study is outlined in Fig. [0l and is
expressed as follows,

1. POD analysis is performed on the datasets to extract the
dominant POD modes and the corresponding time coef-
ficients. The time coefficients are then used as datasets
for LSTM and BLSTM NN with 80% of them as train-
ing data and 20% as test data. Here the test datasets are
used to validate the predicted time coefficients that are
obtained from LSTM and BLSTM NNs.

2. LSTM and BLSTM NNs are trained using the train-
ing datasets and validated by comparing the predicted
time coefficients of the future time-steps with the test
datasets obtained from the POD analysis at the same
time-steps.

3. The predicted flow field is then reconstructed using
POD modes and the predicted time coefficients ob-
tained from LSTM or BLSTM NN by using Eq. ().

The training datasets are normalized using the min-max
normalization,

() = am(t) — min(an(t))

-~ max(an(t)) — min(an(t))’ (13)

and decomposed into a series of short-time data samples
and each sample is advanced by one time-step from the pre-
vious one. Each sample is used to predict the next time-steps
that have the same time window length as the input sample.
For instance, if a sample has a length of 10 time-steps, the
model is trained to predict the time window with the length of
the next 10 time-steps.

One LSTM/BLSTM layer with 500 units is used with one
fully connected layer that has the number of units equal to the
number of time coefficients in the prediction time window to
predict the final output of the NN. As mentioned before, the
TL approach is used to train the LSTM/BLSTM NN using the
weights of the network that are used to predict the time coef-
ficients at the previous x — y plane starting from the lower el-
evation, i.e., at z/D = 0.02. Here, the learning rates for all the
training processes are reduced by a factor of 20% to prevent
the optimizer from diverging too quickly from the weights
that transferred from the previous LSTM/BLSTM NN. Four
LSTM/BLSTM-POD models are used for every x —y plane.
Each model is trained with five sets of time coefficients, so
the total number of time coefficients sets is twenty, which cor-
responds to the first twenty POD modes. All the weights are
updated by back-propagation through the iteration time. 1,000
epochs are used for the training process and the adaptive mo-
ment estimation (Adam) optimizer>! is used for both LSTM
and BLSTM NNs.

VIl. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. POD analysis

POD analysis was applied to four different x —y planes
along the height of the obstacle, z/D = 0.02, 1, 2, and 3 re-
spectively. A total of 50,000 snapshots across 6 x 10~%s are
used to perform POD at each elevation. Here, the same small
time-steps used in the simulation are used in the POD anal-
ysis to capture most of the flow-field details that can enable
better prediction. Figure[IQlshows the cumulative energy per-
centage of the eigenvalues and the normalized eigenvalues of
the first 20 POD modes at different elevations along the ob-
stacle length. Here, the eigenvalues represent the contribution
of the corresponding POD modes to the total turbulent kinetic
energy (TKE). As shown in Fig.[I0(a), the maximum cumu-
lative energy obtained from the first 20 modes is at z/D = 1
(where the flow shows a quasi-periodic behavior) that is ap-
proximately 92% of the total turbulent kinetic energy. How-
ever, as the periodic behavior becomes less at higher eleva-
tions and near the ground, the cumulative energy becomes less
and reaches about 85% at z/D = 3. Similarly, in Fig. I0(b),
the fractional contribution to the turbulent kinetic energy of
the first two modes reaches 62% at z/D = 1 and 38% at z/D
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FIG. 9: Schematic of the LSTM/BLSTM-POD ROM.

= 3. The normalized eigenvalues decrease smoothly for the
rest of the modes with much lower values compared to the
eigenvalues that corresponded to the first two modes.

Figure [Tl shows the contour plots for different POD modes
of the streamwise velocity field at three different elevations.
The contour plot of the POD modes at z/D = 2 is not shown
here because the behavior is the same as at z/D = 1. It can
be seen clearly that from all the elevations along the obstacle
height, the first and second modes contain the most coherent
large-scale structure of the flow with clear alternative shed-
ding behavior. However, the other modes exhibit less peri-
odic behavior with an increase in the random behavior with
the obstacle height. This change in behavior of the modes
is attributed to the downwash effect from the free end of the
obstacle, which tends to weaken the alternative shedding7.

Figure [12| shows the power spectrum density of different
POD time coefficients obtained from the POD analysis at dif-
ferent elevations along the obstacle height. It can be seen
from the figure that the time coefficients with the same POD
mode ranking have similar frequency content along the ob-
stacle height. This encourages us to perform TL according
to the height of the obstacle with the aim that the time coeffi-
cients could share some similar features that can be transferred
through the LSTM/BLSTM NN weights.

B. TL and training error

In this section, the effect of TL on the training accuracy
and the capabilities of LSTM and BLSTM NNs are investi-
gated. The LSTM/BLSTM NN is trained using samples with
different lengths. We consider for the illustration here, a sam-
ple with a length of 10 time-steps. Table II shows the root-
mean-square error of the LSTM/BLSTM NN output. The
root-mean-square error is defined as:

(i —i)?

RMSE =
k )

(14)

where § is the predicted value and y is the actual value of the
normalized time coefficient obtained from the test dataset. k
is the number of the time-steps.

The results show that the effect of TL on the accuracy of
the prediction is remarkable as the RMSE has lower values
for all the elevations along the obstacle height when the TL
is used, compared to the cases when the models are trained
without TL, i.e., when the weights are initialized randomly in
the training process. It is also shown that when the BLSTM
NN is used, the RMSE values are lower than when LSTM NN
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POD mode z/D=0.02 z/d =1 z/D=2 z/D =3

LSTM without 1 0.0628  0.0599 0.0758 0.0666
TL 2 0.0948  0.0693 0.0916 0.0721

3 0.0963  0.0825 0.1162 0.0802

20 0.1285  0.1100 0.1731 0.1467

LSTM with 1 0.0468 0.0532 0.0562
TL 2 0.0562 0.0868 0.0713

3 0.0588 0.1051 0.0795

20 0.0836 0.1710 0.1383

BLSTM without 1 0.0599  0.0589 0.0529 0.0503
TL 2 0.0726  0.0596 0.0621 0.0711

3 0.0903  0.0761 0.0874 0.0782

20 0.1170  0.1006 0.1205 0.1183

BLSTM with 1 0.0522 0.0476 0.0548
TL 2 0.0413 0.0492 0.0683

3 0.0451 0.0567 0.0696

20 0.0729 0.0593 0.1037

TABLE II: RMSE of LSTM/BLSTM NN without and with TL.

is used. This can be observed for all the elevations and both
of the cases, i.e., without and with TL.

Figure[13] shows a comparison of the loss function value of
the last epoch in the training process of LSTM and BLSTM
NN at different elevations along the obstacle. Here the loss
function is measured using mean-square error (MSE). It can
be seen that the BLSTM NN outperformed the LSTM NN

as it keeps the loss function with approximately fixed values
even for higher elevations. However, for LSTM NN, the loss
function values are affected by the increasing of elevation as
the time coefficients exhibit more complex behavior because
of the three-dimensional complex nature associated with the
shedding process.
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FIG. 11: Contour plots for different POD modes of the streamwise velocity field at three different elevations: (a) z/D = 0.02,
(b)z/D =1, and (¢c) z/D = 3.

C. Prediction of time coefficients and flow field
reconstruction

One of the essential requirements in this study is to obtain
an accurate prediction of the POD time coefficients that can

be used along with the corresponding POD modes to recon-
struct the flow field. Figure [I4] shows a plot of the real and
predicted time coefficients for different POD modes along the
obstacle height. The predicted time coefficients using LSTM



(a)

T (b) T

12

PSD

@

(c)loo

PSD

1072 TS

FIG. 12: Power spectrum density of different POD time coefficients obtained from the POD analysis at different elevations: (a)
Ll(l‘)l, (b) Ll(l‘)z, and (¢) a(t)3, (d) a(t)z().

and BLSTM NNs show accuracy similar to the real-time co-
efficients. Nevertheless, BLSTM NN showes a better predic-
tion for the modes that exhibit complex non-linear behavior.
This demonstrates that BLSTM NN has a great potential for
addressing complex non-linear time-series problems. After
the time coefficients are predicted, the instantaneous reduced-
order flow field can be reconstructed using Eq.(3).

Figure shows the contour plots of a random instanta-
neous streamwise velocity field from the test data calculated
by the IDDES and the corresponding reconstructed reduced-
order stream-wise velocity field calculated using the POD
with real-time coefficients, LSTM-POD model, and BLSTM-
POD model, respectively. It is observed from the figure that
the first 20 POD modes with the real-time coefficients could
successfully reconstruct the large-scale flow structure. How-
ever, a slight difference could be seen between the real and
the POD reduced-order flow fields in terms of the reconstruc-
tion of small-scale eddies. This difference occurs due to the
energy-loss because the POD reconstruction considers only
20 modes corresponding to 82%-92% of the total turbulent
kinetic energy. The velocity field that is reconstructed using
BLSTM-POD models demonstrates noticeably better results
thanthe one obtained from the LSTM-POD model. As can be
obseved from the figure , a slight over-prediction can be recog-
nized from the LSTM-POD contour plots with the increasing

elevation along the obstacle. To quantify the reconstruction
error of the LSTM-POD and BLSTM-POD models, the abso-
lute reconstruction error was applied as follow:

_ |Ypreda — UpPOD
Uoo

; 5)

where upop and u,,, are the velocity reconstructed using
real POD time coefficients and the time coefficients predicted
using LSTM-POD and BLSTM-POD models. As shown in
Fig.[16] the maximum reconstruction error occurs in the vicin-
ity of the large-scale structures in the flow fields, i.e., near the
edge of the obstacle and where the shedding happens directly
behind the obstacle. The error obtained from the BLSTM-
POD model is generally lower than that from the LSM-POD
model, which indicates that the BLSTM model outperformed
the LSTM model. These results are consistent with the results
obtained from Table II and Fig.[13

The two models are used to predict the instantaneous ve-
locity field for 50 000 timesteps that are enough to repro-
duce the mean velocity profiles as shown in Fig.[T7]. The re-
sults from LSTM and BLSTM-POD models show an excellent
agreement with the POD and IDDES results indicating that
the LSTM and BLSTM-POD models could successfully cap-
ture the main flow fields features and for a sufficiently large
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number of time steps that can produce a statistically stationary
data.

D. Effect of the prediction time window

LSTM NN is designed to model sequential data using cor-
relations between subsequent realizations. Hence, LSTM NN
assume that the realizations of the data are originally corre-
lated with each other. In other words, they share specific fea-
tures that can together represent the sequential system using
the network parameters. This assumption could also be con-
sidered as a memory that the network can obtain from the be-
havior of the sequential data. This memory relies on the char-
acteristics of the sequential data, which can have a periodic
or repetitive behavior that can be considered as a long-time
correlated event or as chaotic dynamic behavior. Hence, it is
important to study the temporal behavior of the POD time co-
efficients before investigating the effect of the prediction time
window length.

Fig.[I8shows the phase space plots of the time coefficients,
where 7 is the time lag, which is considered as 10 time-
steps. The yellow plane in each plot illustrates the Poincaré
section®2. Poincaré section shows the intersection points of

the trajectories of the discrete time interval with an infinite
plane. The set of the intersection points on this plane indi-
cates if the dynamical system is periodic, quasi-periodic, or
has a chaotic behavior. For instance, for a pure periodic sys-
tem, two distinct points will appear on the section, while for a
quasi-periodic system, the points will be scattered in a certain
deterministic order. For systems with chaotic behavior, the
points will be scattered with irregular patterns. As can be seen
from the figure, at elevations z/D = 0.02, 1 and 2, the phase
space plots of the first two time coefficients show a quasi-
periodic behavior with a slight decrease in the periodicity as
the elevation increases. However, at z/D = 3, this behavior is
barely recognized due to the aforementioned downwash effect
of the obstacle-free end.

For the remaining time coefficients, chaotic behavior can
be recognized, indicating that these coefficients exhibit lesser
long-term correlations compared to the first two time coeffi-
cients. Considering these observations, LSTM and BLSTM
NNss are trained using two different sample lengths of 50 and
100 time steps to predict the time coefficients with time win-
dows of 50 and 100 time steps, respectively.

Table III shows the RMSE of the predicted time coeffi-
cients using time window lengths of 50 and 100 time steps
with the percentage increase of the RMSE compared to a pre-
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FIG. 17: Streamwise profile of the mean streamwise velocity at elevation z/D = 3 in the central x — z plane (y/D = 0) (a) and
spanwise profile of the mean streamwise velocity at elevation z/D = 3 and streamwise location x = 2 (b).

dicted time window of 10 time steps. In general, the RMSE
shows higher values as the prediction time window lengths
increase. This reduction in the accuracy can be explained by
considering Lyapunov exponent theory>> , which states that
as the trajectories of a dynamic system move farther in time
from the initial state, a continuous divergence starts emerging
between these trajectories. As expected, the time coefficients

with a higher POD ranking show higher RMSE values com-
pared to the time coefficients that correspond to the first two
POD modes. This indicates that the long-term memory is re-
duced as the POD ranking of the time coefficients increases,
which is consistent with the results obtained from Fig. In-
terestingly, the percentage rate of increase of RMSE reduces
as the POD ranking increases indicating that even though they



have a long-term correlation, the time coefficients with low
POD ranking tend to demonstrate a faster reduction in the pre-
diction accuracy as the prediction time window increases.

VIIl. CONCLUSION

This study presented a ROM based on LSTM/BLSTM NN
and POD that can predict the instantaneous turbulent wake
behavior of a finite wall-mounted square cylinder. The main
idea of the ROM in this study is to accurately predict the POD
time coefficients for several future time steps instantaneously
using the LSTM/BLSTM NN and reconstruct the flow field
using a few selected POD modes. The following summarizes
the conclusions and findings of this study:

1. Because the first 20 POD modes for all the x-y planes
along the obstacle height contribute to 82%—-92% of the
total turbulent kinetic energy, they can successfully re-
construct the main features of the flow field with the
corresponding time coefficients. Nevertheless, an in-
evitable difference is recognized between the reduced-
order flow fields and the flow obtained from the IDDES
due to the energy loss of the POD reconstruction.

2. The use of the TL approach in this study shows a no-
ticeable improvement in the accuracy of the prediction.

3. A comparative study of LSTM and BLSTM NN re-
vealed that BLSTM NN outperforms LSTM NN in
both training and prediction accuracy, suggesting that
BLSTM NN has more potential to predict time series
data with more complex nonlinear behavior comparing
with LSTM NN.

4. Both LSTM-POD and BLSTM-POD ROMs demon-
strate good reconstruction results for most of the re-
gions in the flow fields. However, the reconstruction
error analysis showed that the BLSTM-POD ROM out-
performs the LSTM-POD ROM at the regions near the
obstacle edges and right behind the obstacle, which is
consistent with the results obtained from the training
and prediction error analysis.

5. The flow predicted by LSTM-POD and BLSTM-POD
ROMs showed a statistically good agreement with the
reference IDDES data, suggesting that the ROMs could
predict the main features of the flow and for a long time
that is sufficient to produce statistically stationary data.

6. The phase plots and Poincaré sections of the POD time
coefficients showed that the periodicity of the flow is
mainly represented by the first two POD modes and it
decreases with increasing obstacle elevation, indicating
that the downwash effect from the obstacle-free end be-
comes more dominant. For the rest of the POD time
coefficients, a chaotic behavior can be seen.

7. The results of training the LSTM/BLSTM NN with
longer lengths of the prediction time window revealed

17

that the time coefficients corresponding to the first two
POD modes have more potential for prediction even
with longer lengths of the prediction time window be-
cause they have long time-correlated behavior. How-
ever, as they showed a higher increasing rate of the
RMSE as the prediction time window length increases,
the time coefficients with lower POD ranking tend to
have a faster decrease in the prediction accuracy com-
paring with the time coefficients of higher POD rank-
ing.

The previous observations indicate that the ROM presented
in this study could predict the reduced-order flow field of
the turbulent wake with commendable accuracy when the
BLSTM-POD model is used. As the prediction accuracy of
the model is affected by the increase in the prediction time
window length, further studies focusing on the optimization
of the model will be conducted to improve the prediction ac-
curacy for longer prediction time windows. Moreover, the
prediction capability of the proposed ROM will be further ex-
amined using a range of Re and different obstacles shapes.
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