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Abstract

In this work, a new hybrid predictive Reduced Order Model (ROM) is
proposed to solve reacting flow problems. This algorithm is based on a di-
mensionality reduction using Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) com-
bined with deep learning architectures. The number of degrees of freedom
is reduced from thousands of temporal points to a few POD modes with
their corresponding temporal coefficients. Two different deep learning ar-
chitectures have been tested to predict the temporal coefficients, based on
recursive (RNN) and convolutional (CNN) neural networks. From each ar-
chitecture, different models have been created to understand the behavior of
each parameter of the neural network. Results show that these architectures
are able to predict the temporal coefficients of the POD modes, as well as the
whole snapshots. The RNN shows lower prediction error for all the variables
analyzed. The model was also found capable of predicting more complex
simulations showing transfer learning capabilities.
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1. Introduction

The development of combustion systems will continue to play a role in
the future mainly for those applications that require high energy density,
thus motivating fundamental research aiming to develop fuel-flexible, effi-
cient, and clean combustion technologies. Consequently, strong efforts have
been dedicated and will continue to be carried out by the combustion com-
munity to understand the underlying physics of reacting flows, motivated by
the pressing need to leverage the performance and the efficiency of the com-
bustion technologies and with the aim of finding new fuel-flexible alternatives
to the current use of fossil fuels.

To address these challenges, computational models can advance the cur-
rent understanding of reacting flows. However, the large number of species
involved in combustion processes (curse of dimensionality), the wide variety
of spatial and time scales, and the non-linear turbulence-chemistry interac-
tions limit the use of numerical simulation tools in the design and operation
of large scale combustion systems [1]. Reduced order models (ROMs) are an
attractive solution to overcome such limitations, as they can act as proxies
for high-fidelity models [2, 3, 4].

With the advent of data science [5, 6, 7], new challenges and research
opportunities are emerging, related to how to make the best use of the data
provided by experiments and high-fidelity simulations. A thorough descrip-
tion of the use of data-driven machine learning in combustion can be found in
Ref. [8]. Two main models of machine learning ROMs have been used in com-
bustion: unsupervised and supervised learning. Two algorithms that have
been used to create unsupervised ROMs in combustion systems are Principal
Component Analysis (PCA)[9] and Dynamic Mode Decomposition (DMD)
[10]. PCA is an algorithm that decomposes the data into principal compo-
nents, which are a linear combination of the original variables. With this
method, it is possible to project the original data into a lower-dimensional
manifold. It has been used to re-parametrize the thermo-chemical state, thus
speeding up computational fluid dynamics (CFD) simulations [11, 12]. PCA
has also been used for clustering [13, 14], feature extraction and selection
[15, 16, 3, 17] and data analysis[15, 18].

DMD is a data-driven technique proposed for the analysis of unsteady
systems. It can be used for dimensionality reduction or to study flow patterns
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in combustion, related to flow instabilities [19, 20, 21, 22]. More recently,
Higher Order Dynamic Mode Decomposition (HODMD) [23] was found to be
more robust for the analysis of complex flows [24, 25, 26, 27]. This algorithm
was also validated for the analysis of reacting flows [28].

In the field of supervised learning, many studies have been carried out to
create ROMs. Recently, advances in ROMs for fluid dynamics were reviewed
by Brunton et al. [29]. They highlight the capabilities of physics-aware ma-
chine learning to improve fluid simulations. Also, different machine learning
models have been implemented to leverage combustion simulations in several
different applications. Huang et al. [30] used a convolutional neural network
(CNN) to reconstruct a 3D flame, based on 2D reconstruction. Li et al. [31]
used a single hidden-layer neural network (NN) for accelerating the design
of new clean fuels. Some models have been used to optimize engine perfor-
mance and control, as in Refs. [32, 33]. Sharma et al. [34] constructed an
artificial neural network to model a hydrogen combustion process. Nikitin et
al. [35] proposed a model for hydrogen oxidation, training a neural network
able to predict in time with several initial conditions of the system.

The combination of ROMs and deep learning represents an attractive op-
portunity to enhance combustion simulations. In this way, Zhang et al. [36]
proposed a ROM combining proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) [37]
and NNs for the reconstruction of the cellular surface of gaseous detonation
wave surface based on a post-surface flow field. Wang et al. [38] proposed
an approach combining POD and NNs providing reliable solutions for the
quasi-one dimensional Continuously Variable Resonance Combustor. In the
present work, a hybrid ROM is proposed by combining POD for dimension-
ality reduction with deep learning architectures based on physical principles.
More specifically, POD reduces the data to an expansion of spatial modes,
orthogonal in space, and temporal modes. This decomposition is then fed to
two deep learning algorithms to discover the underlying physical dynamics
of the system using the embedded information in the temporal coefficients.
The combination of these two techniques has been used in fluid mechanics,
either to reconstruct a flow field [39, 40] or to construct predictive models
[41]. This article leverages the work presented by Abad́ıa-Heredia et al. [41],
expanding the applicability of the predictive ROM, through the combination
of POD with neural network architectures.

The current work is organized as follows. In Section 2, the hybrid ROM al-
gorithm is explained. In Section 3, the numerical simulation and the database
extracted is briefly explained. The main results and conclusions are presented
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in Sections 4 and 5, respectively.

2. Computational framework

The algorithm used in the present work is a combination of pre-processing
techniques, widely used in combustion, POD for dimensionality reduction,
and deep learning predictive models based on recursive (RNN) and convolu-
tional (CNN) neural networks.

Firstly, the data is organized into a snapshot matrix as follows

X = [v1,v2, . . . ,vk,vk+1, . . . ,vK−1,vK ], (1)

where X ∈ RJ×K and vk is the state variable of the reacting flow at a time
instant tk. Here, K is the number of snapshots, equidistant in time, while
J = Nv × Nx × Ny × Nz being Nv the number of variables, and Nx, Ny

and Nz the number of grid points in the streamwise, normal and spanwise
spatial components of the domain. The application presented in this article
is a two-dimensional, axisymmetric case, so the dimension of the snapshot
matrix Eq. (1) is (Nv ·Nx ·Ny)×K.

2.1. Pre-processing techniques

Since combustion is intrinsically a multi-scale problem, with the thermo-
dynamics states describing the whole system differing by several orders of
magnitudes, the database must be processed to obtain meaningful results.
Before introducing the variables into the snapshot matrix X, each one has
to be pre-processed. The techniques used in this study are centering and
scaling. Centering means the subtraction of the temporal mean of the vari-
able, so the analysis is focused on the fluctuations around the mean. Scaling
is motivated by the necessity of comparing variables on the same basis. In
this analysis, the variables have been scaled with their standard deviation
σj. This scaling method, called auto scaling, gives all the variables the same
importance [42]. The centering and scaling can be summarised in the same
equation as

x̃j(tk) =
xj(tk)− x̄j

σj
, (2)

where xj is the j-th variable, x̄j the temporal mean and x̃j the scaled variable.
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2.2. Proper Orthogonal Decomposition

Once the database has been pre-processed, POD [37] is applied to the
database to reduce the dimensionality of the problem. The method decom-
poses the original data as a combination of POD modes Φj(x, y), which are
orthogonal in space and optimal in terms of preserved energy. The optimal
modes are found by minimizing the mean square error between the POD ap-
proximation and the full-order model. Finally, this method models the flow
field as a linear combination of POD modes with the temporal coefficients
cj(t),

X '
∑
j

cj(t)Φj(x, y). (3)

In this work, we employ the singular value decomposition (SVD) [43] algo-
rithm to perform POD. This algorithm decomposes the original snapshot
matrix into the POD modes U ∈ RJ×N , the temporal coefficients T and the
singular values Σ, which contains the amount of energy of each mode and
its contribution to the reacting field, as

X ' U ΣT>, (4)

where ()> denotes the transpose matrix. The diagonal matrix Σ contains
the singular values σ1, · · · , σN , related with the N selected POD modes.
The modes are ranked in decreasing order by the singular values, where the
most energetic modes (highest singular value) provide reliable information
on the thermodynamics states dynamics. The number of POD modes N can
be set for a given fraction of preserved energy

E(%) =

∑N
j=1 σj∑K
j=1 σj

. (5)

Selecting a subset of POD modes eliminates the noise level in experiments
or the small scales of the flow structures, retaining just the largest ones,
which are connected to the coherent structures of the flow leading to the
main dynamics.

Finally, the accuracy of SVD considering N modes to approximate the
original data can be measured by means of the relative root mean square
error (RRMSE) as

RRMSEPOD =
||X −U ΣT>||

||X||
, (6)
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where || · || is the L2-norm.
Furthermore, we can define T̂ = ΣT T and the reacting field can be

written as,

X ' U T̂ , (7)

where T̂ ∈ RN×K is the matrix containing temporal modes. Specifically, the
temporal modes contain the underlying dynamics of the reacting flow field.
Consequently, each row of the temporal modes matrix corresponds to the
N temporal coefficients cj(t). Knowing the temporal coefficients from time
step 1 to K, it is possible to predict (extrapolate) the next K∗ time steps,

obtaining a new matrix T̂
∗

of dimensions N×K∗. Hence, it is possible to re-
construct the original thermodynamics states with the POD modes obtaining
a new snapshot matrix as

X̂∗ = UT̂
∗
, (8)

where K+1, K+2, · · · , K∗ are the snapshots of the reacting flow predictions.
Here, deep learning techniques are used as a time integrator to advance
temporal modes in time. This is usually done with Galerkin projection and
solution of ODEs for the coefficients, with a higher computational cost [44,
45]. Such models allow the introduction of physics-guided information in the
optimization process, making them physics aware and able to extrapolate for
unseen snapshots of the thermodynamic states.

2.3. Deep learning predictive models

This section introduces the two deep learning models that have been used
to predict the temporal coefficients T̂ . The idea behind the prediction is to
select an initial sequence of q snapshots to predict the snapshot at time t+1,
where each snapshot corresponds to a column in the temporal matrix T̂ .
More specifically, the temporal coefficients T̂ t+1 are predicted using the q
previous snapshots given by T̂ t, T̂ t−1, · · · , T̂ t−q+1. These new snapshots are
the thermodynamic state predictions, the essence of the ROM. The deep
learning architectures use the information of the previous q time steps to
predict the next p time steps.

In the present work, two different deep learning models are used to act
as time integrators to solve the temporal coefficients. Firstly, a recurrent
model is constructed by combining long short-term memory (LSTM) [46]
layers and fully connected (FC) layers. Recurrent models learn the dynamics
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of the system by introducing a feedback mechanism in the hidden layers,
allowing the storage of the states (also called memory) of previous inputs to
generate the next output of the sequence. Specifically, LSTM networks have
been applied with success to reproduce the temporal dynamics of turbulent
flows [47], and here we aim to explore the potential of such a model in
predicting the temporal dynamics of the reacting flows.

On the other hand, a convolutional model is built composed of one-
dimensional convolutional layers (Conv1D) followed by FC layers. CNNs
have great potential to discover repeated patterns in the time series using
convolutional filters and extract intrinsic features directly from data without
prior knowledge [48, 49, 50].

In the present work, these models are chosen due to their robustness
and ability to generalize for future time instants not used in the training.
Furthermore, both models are characterized by a relatively small number of
parameters to be learned, which is useful to avoid overfitting. The architec-
ture details of both models are inspired by Ref. [41] and presented in Tab.
1 and 2. The codes to construct the models are available from Ref. [51].

# Layer Layer details # Neurons Activation Function Dimension
0 Input N 10×N
1 LSTM 100 ReLU1 / ELU2 100
2 FC 6 ∗ 100 ReLU1 / ELU2 6 ∗ 100
3 Reshape 6× 100
4 FC 80 ReLU1 / ELU2 6× 80
5 Split(p) 80
6 p∗ FC N Sigmoid1 / Tanh2 N

Table 1: Architecture details in the RNN. The architecture is the same as in Ref. [51].
1 Activation function used in the original model. 2 Activation function proposed in the
present work, which will be further explained.

7



# Layer Layer details # Neurons Kernel size Stride Padding Activation Dimension
0 Input N 10×N
1 Conv 1D 30 3 1 No ReLU1 / ELU2 8× 30
2 Conv 1D 60 3 1 No ReLU1 / ELU2 6× 60
3 Flatten 360
4 FC 100 ReLU1 / ELU2 100
5 FC 100 ReLU1 / ELU2 100
6 Split(p) 100
7 p∗ FC N Sigmoid1 / Tanh2 N

Table 2: Architecture details in the CNN. 1 Activation function used in the original model.
2 Activation function proposed in the present work, which will be further explained.

To train the machine learning models, a mean-squared error (MSE) loss

function between the true T̂ and predicted T̂
∗

temporal modes at each time
instant t is used,

MSE =
1

NK

NK∑
t=1

(
1

N
‖T̂ t − T̂

∗
t‖2
)
, (9)

where N is the number of singular values and NK is the number of snapshots
used during the training process. Further, we propose a physics-aware mean-
square error (PA-MSE) loss function which constrains the learning such as
the mass balance is conserved in each time instant, given as

PA−MSE =
1

NK

NK∑
t=1

(
1

N
‖T̂ t − T̂

∗
t‖2
)

+
1

NK

NK∑
t=1

(
‖

Ns∑
s=1

Ys(t)−
Ns∑
s=1

Y ∗s (t)‖2
)
,

(10)
where Ns is the number of chemical species in the reacting flow. Moreover,
Ys and Y ∗s are the mass fractions of species reconstructed from the true

T̂ and predicted T̂
∗

temporal modes, respectively. It is worth remarking
that the same importance is given to both components in the loss function,
i.e., PA-MSE was not weighted. Specifically, finding the hyperparameters
which return a good balance between the loss components is still a topic of
research in the ML community. The weights may act as hyperparameters
in the training process, and further research efforts should be dedicated to
searching these hyperparameters.

An overview of the whole computational framework is summarized in
Fig. 1.
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Figure 1: Sketch containing the main steps of the implemented algorithm. The initial
database contains the original data and the final database is calculated by multiplying the
POD modes and the predicted temporal coefficients, as in Eq. 8

3. Numerical simulation

This section briefly introduces the numerical simulation of the reactive
flow and the extraction of the database used in the study. The considered nu-
merical simulation is representative of an axisymmetric, time-varying, lami-
nar co-flow flame, where the fuel is nitrogen-diluted methane (65% methane,
35% nitrogen, on a molar basis) and the oxidizer is air. The oxidizer is
injected at a constant velocity of 35 cm/s and the fuel is injected with a
parabolic profile with a perturbation in time t, as

v(r, t) = vmax

(
1− r2

R2

)
[1 + A sin(2πf t)], (11)

where vmax = 70 cm/s is the maximum velocity, r is the radial coordinate,
R the internal radius of the nozzle, A = 0.25 is the amplitude of the per-
turbation and f = 20Hz is the frequency of the perturbation. For the
numerical simulation, GRI-Mech 3.0 [52] was employed. It consists of 325
elementary reactions containing 53 species with C1-C2 hydrocarbons. The
CFD simulation was carried out by using LaminarSMOKE, an OpenFOAM-based
operator-splitting solver by Cuoci et al. [53]. More information about the
numerical settings can be found in Refs. [13, 14].

A database was extracted consisting of temperature and the 9 chemi-
cal species with the highest maximum concentration, which makes the total
number of variables equal to Nv = 10. These chemical species are:

• Air components: O2 and N2
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Figure 2: Instantaneous image of the temperature, oxygen, and OH mass fractions (from
left to right). The black line represents the axi-symmetric axis.

• Fuel components: CH4

• Main oxidation products: CO2 and H2O

• Minor species: C2H2, C2H4, CO and OH

The number of snapshots extracted is nt = 999, equidistant in time with
∆t = 2.5 × 10−4s. Hence, the time interval covered by the dataset is T =
nt ×∆t ' 0.25s, approximately 5 cycles of the perturbation of the velocity
profile. Finally, the database has been extracted in a structured mesh of
dimensions 100 × 75, in the streamwise and normal directions, respectively.
In tensor form, the dimensions of the database are Nv × Nx × Ny × nt =
10× 100× 75× 999. In Fig. 2, a representative snapshot of the database has
been plotted.

4. Results and Discussions

In this section, the ability of the proposed deep learning models to predict
the temporal modes is evaluated. The database is first reshaped from a
fourth-dimensional tensor (Nv ×Nx ×Ny × nt) to a two-dimensional matrix
(Nv ·Nx ·Ny×nt). SVD is applied to the matrix and the first 18 SVD modes
are taken. These modes capture 80% of the total energy and contain the
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largest scales of the simulation, giving a reconstruction error (RRMSE) of
0.022. The reconstruction error of each variable can be found in Tab. 3.

T C2H2 C2H4 CH4 CO
0.022 0.101 0.08 0.024 0.061

CO2 H2O N2 O2 OH
0.03 0.02 0.0007 0.009 0.0146

Table 3: Reconstruction error of each variable studied.

The database has been separated into three sequential blocks, which are
used for the training, validation, and testing of the deep learning models.
The test set includes the last 20% of the snapshots. From the first 80% of
the snapshots, the training set and validation sets include the first 85% and
the last 15% of the snapshots, respectively. Hence the total number of time
steps is given by Ktraining +Kvalidation +Ktest = nt. Taking into account the
nomenclature in Fig. 1, Ktraining + Kvalidation = K and Ktest = K∗. Thus,
the matrix for the deep learning models has dimensions N ×K = 18× 800,
much smaller than the original one, reducing the computational cost by a
large extent.

In the training process, each column of the temporal modes T̂ (vj) is
scaled with the sum of the maximum values of all the columns, as

v̂j =
vj∑N

j=1 max|vj|
. (12)

That scaling ranges the values of T̂ between -0.15 and 0.15. Thus, the
activation function of the output layer in the original model was changed from
a sigmoid function, which outputs values between 0 and 1, to a hyperbolic
tangent function, which constrains the outputs in the range [−1, 1].

The deep learning models use the information of q = 10 previous snap-
shots to predict the next p = 6 time-ahead snapshots, as in Ref. [54]. Early
stopping was used to obtain robust model parameters: the training stops
when the MSE is not reduced after a certain number of epochs (patience
period). Adam optimizer [55] is used with default values for the parameters
(learning rate α = 0.001, β1 = 0.9, β2 = 0.999 and ε = 10−8). Mini batch
gradient descent was used with a batch size equal to 12 and the models were
trained over 100 epochs and a patience period of 20 epochs. Moreover, the
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learning rate was set to reduce when a metric was observed to stop improv-
ing. This reduction is made by multiplying the learning rate by a factor
smaller than 1 after a fixed number of epochs.

The accuracy of the algorithm is measured using the distance between the
true T̂ and predicted T̂

∗
temporal modes. To evaluate the models quality, we

consider the RRMSE, calculated on the predicted snapshots of each variable,
as

RRMSENN
j =

‖x̃j
predicted − x̃j‖
‖x̃j‖

, (13)

where x̃j is the j-th variable and x̃j
predicted its prediction.

In subsection 4.1, the selection of the hyperparameters on the LSTM and
CNN is analyzed to search for a robust scheme, starting from the original
models [41] up to the ones with the lowest RRMSE for all the variables
analyzed. In subsection 4.2, the models with the best hyperparameters are
compared to study which one, LSTM and CNN, is more suitable for the time
predictions.

4.1. Influence of hyper parameters

The influence of the key hyperparameters of deep learning models is first
investigated. The models were optimized for the reacting flow problem us-
ing trial-and-error to search for key hyperparameters that give the lowest
reconstruction error (RRMSE). The way of setting the parameters to ensure
the best performance in NN architectures is still generally unknown. We
divide the training and validation process into six different cases, combin-
ing the modifications from Tab. 4 to analyze the influence of the different
hyperparameters.

Original NN Changes

T̂ Scaling Range scaling Kaptanoglu et al. [56] Eq.(12)
Learning rate α 0.001 0.005(∗0.8 every 10 epochs)
Loss function MSE PA-MSE, Eq. (10)

Activation function
of the hidden layers

ReLU ELU

Table 4: Changed proposed in the neural networks. The activation function of the
output layer has been changed from sigmoid to tanh in all the cases with a change on the
T̂ Scaling.
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෡𝑻 Scaling Learning rate α Loss function Activation Function

Case 0

Case A

Case B

Case C

Case D

Case E

Figure 3: Sketch containing the cases investigated to assess the influence of the hyper-
parameters. If no changes with respect to the original model are observed, the square is
coloured grey. In case of a change, the square is coloured green. Changes are listed on
Tab. 4.

The six cases proposed in this study are summarised in Fig. 3. In each
case, changes have been made in some of the hyperparameters to test their
influence on the performance of the neural network.

The training and validation sets have been used to train the two different
deep learning models proposed in section 2.3. The loss function decay for the
best two cases for both LSTM and CNN (cases B and E) is plotted in Figs.
4 and 5, respectively. The decay for the other cases is shown in Appendix
A, Figs. A.16 and A.17. The value of the loss function of the original case
(Case 0) decreases with the number of epochs, to values of the MSE of order
10−3 in both LSTM and CNN models. Cases A and C don’t seem to improve
the performance of the original case, reaching values of MSE of the same
order. Cases B, D, and E appear to be the best ones, since the loss function
decreases with the number of epochs, reaching values of order 10−4 for the
validation set. This is further confirmed by the RRMSE of the validation
set, as shown in Tab. 5.

Case 0 Case A Case B Case C Case D Case E
LSTM 0.111 0.1116 0.0326 0.1021 0.0337 0.0313
CNN 0.1062 0.094 0.0382 0.1003 0.0352 0.0363

Table 5: RRMSE of the validation set for all the studied cases.

The prediction error (RRMSE) was compared to the reconstruction error

13



Figure 4: Evolution of the value of the loss function for the training set (solid blue) and
validation set (dashed green) for the two best LSTM cases analyzed.

Figure 5: Evolution of the value of the loss function for the training set (solid blue) and
validation set (dashed green) for the two best CNN cases analyzed.
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Figure 6: Prediction error for the variables studied using the different LSTM cases,
compared with the original (left) and the reconstruction with SVD (right). The black line
on the left plot represents the reconstruction error using SVD.

with SVD for the different variables Figures 6 and 7 show that similar results
are obtained with both LSTM and CNN models. The original case shows the
worst prediction error for all the variables. Cases A and C do not improve the
prediction error to a large extent. These two cases, along with the original
one, are the cases without changes in the activation function of the hidden
layers. The results show that in both cases overfitting occurred during the
training process, as shown in Figs. A.16 and A.17. Cases B, D, and E improve
the performance of the original one, being their prediction errors close to the
SVD reconstruction error for all the variables studied. All three cases change
the activation function of the hidden layers, suggesting that the change of this
parameter is important to obtain the best predictions. Comparing cases D
and E, it can be seen that the modification of the learning rate improves the
performance of the models. The change in the loss function from the default
MSE to the physics-aware loss function slightly improves the performance of
the neural network. This can be seen by comparing the performance of cases
B and E. The RRMSE is slightly improved for case E when compared to case
B. The introduction of the physics-aware loss function might be crucial in an
extrapolation scenario in which the mass balance must be conserved in each
time instant. Therefore, it is maintained despite the slight improvement in
the reconstruction error.

The number of neurons in the LSTM model has been analyzed. For that
purpose, the number of neurons in the LSTM layer was increased from 100 to
400 on the best performing model, model E. The prediction error has been
calculated for the different variables and compared to the reconstruction
error using SVD. As seen in Fig. 8, the neural network with 400 neurons
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with SVD (right). The black line on the left plot represents the reconstruction error using
SVD.

slightly improves the prediction error, while the number of parameters on the
architecture is increased from 125028 to 1673628 (∼ 1238%), so the higher
computational cost does not compensate the improve of the predictions.

4.2. Comparison between models

Once the best hyperparameters have been selected, the LSTM and CNN
models are compared. In Fig. 9, the prediction errors of the different vari-
ables have been plotted and compared with the reconstruction error using
SVD. It is clear that the LSTM model provides the best predictions, being
closer to the reconstruction error for all the variables, while the CNN shows
higher error for all the variables analyzed. That might be partially explained
by the feedback mechanism in the LSTM layer, making such a model more
robust to reproduce temporal dynamics.
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Figure 9: Prediction error for the variables studied using the different architectures
(dashed red: LSTM neural network, dotted blue: CNN), compared with the original
(left) and the reconstruction with SVD (right). The black line on the left plot represents
the reconstruction error using SVD.

The predictions of the temporal modes have been analyzed in Figs. 10
and A.18, against the original one. The selected modes to be studied are the
first one and three randomly selected modes. For analyzing the predictions,
the modes have been plotted, as well as the error has been calculated as

n−MSE(t) =
‖T̂ j,t − T̂

∗
j,t‖

max(T̂ j)−min(T̂ j)
, (14)

where T̂ j,t is the original j-th mode at the t-th time instant and T̂
∗
j,t is the

prediction. As seen, the differences in the first mode, the one with periodical
behavior, are negligible. Both models are able to correctly predict the mode.
The error made during training is less than the one made at the validation
and test, as expected. However, for these two sets, the error is maintained
stable and below 0.5%. The error of the LSTM predictions is lower than
the one from CNN. For the eleventh mode, the error is larger than for the
first one. Nevertheless, the LSTM model is able to predict it with an error
below 1%. Other modes are predicted with less accuracy, such as mode 18
(Figure A.18). The error is below 8% for the CNN model and below 4% for
the LSTM model.

Figures 11, 12 and 13, show a representative snapshot of the temperature,
O2 and OH mass fractions are compared from a qualitative perspective, as
well as the evolution in time of two characteristic points are plotted.

The temperature is satisfactorily predicted by both deep learning models,
as shown in Fig. 11. There are no significant differences in the contours.
Analyzing the evolution of the two characteristic points in time, it is seen that
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Figure 10: On top, prediction of the temporal modes 1 and 11 using the LSTM neural
network. Blue: training set, red: validation set, green: test set and black: original
mode. At the bottom, are the prediction errors of the mentioned modes, for both LSTM
and CNN models.

the differences on the far field are insignificant. Near the exit of the nozzle,
slightly larger discrepancies are visible. The SVD algorithm reconstructs the
original data fairly well. Furthermore, the prediction with the LSTM model
is more accurate than the one with the CNN model. Similar conclusions can
be made from the analysis of the O2 mass fraction (Fig. 12).

The differences are more noticeable for the OH mass fraction, particu-
larly for the CNN model. While the main shape of the chemical species is
well preserved, near the symmetry axis, the OH profile is strongly underesti-
mated. The evolution in time shows that the predictions by the deep learning
models are close to the reconstruction with SVD, particularly using LSTM,
but larger errors are observed between the SVD and the original data.

4.3. Transfer learning

This section intends to explore the ability of the best previously trained
deep learning model to predict a laminar flame under new conditions. The
new database comes from the same configuration as in Sec. 3, although the
fuel is injected with a more complex velocity profile, given as

v(r, t) = vmax

(
1− r2

R2

)
[1+(A1 sin(2πf1 t) + A2 sin(2πf2 t) + A3 sin(2πf3 t)) /3],

(15)
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of the prediction of the temperature at two characteristic points. Points extracted where
the triangle and square are located in the figure contour.
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Figure 12: Same as Fig. 11 for the O2 mass fraction.
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where vmax = 70 cm/s is the maximum velocity, r is the radial coordinate
and R the internal radius of the nozzle. Equation 15 indicates that now
there are three perturbations present in the profile, with frequencies f1 =
10Hz, f2 = 40Hz and f3 = 80Hz, and amplitudes A1 = 0.9, A2 = 0.5 and
A3 = 0.75. More information about the numerical setting and the kinetic
mechanism can be found in Ref. [13, 14].

The case is more complex as the boundary condition of the fuel pertur-
bation in time t is a linear combination of harmonic functions with different
amplitudes and frequencies, while only one frequency was present in the orig-
inal case. From the simulation, the temperature and 9 chemical species (O,
O2, OH, H2O, CH4, CO, CO2, C2H2 and N2) have been extracted each
∆t = 2.5 × 10−4 (a total of 1000 snapshots) and in a structured mesh of
dimensions 300× 75.

Firstly, SVD is applied, and the first 18 modes are selected, which account
for the 81.3% of the total energy. The LSTM model is used since it is the
one that returns the best results. As the neural network has already been
trained, all the dataset is labeled as a test. Figure 14 shows the predictions
of the first and eleventh modes, as well as the prediction errors, given by
Eq. (14). The first mode is predicted with an error below the 0.64%. The
eleventh mode is also correctly predicted with a maximum error below 3%.
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Figure 15 illustrates a representative snapshot of the temperature and
the evolution in time of two characteristic points is plotted. From a qualita-
tive perspective, few differences are noticeable when comparing the original
and predicted snapshots. The evolution in time of the point far from the
injector nozzle, where the dynamic has a smoother behavior, is predicted
with high accuracy. There are no qualitative differences between the SVD
reconstruction, the original evolution in time, and the prediction using the
deep learning model. Analyzing now the prediction of the point near the
injector nozzle, the square in Fig.15, some differences between the original
evolution and the reconstruction with SVD can be noticed. The prediction
error remains below 2%, although the dynamic has more complex behavior.
From these results, it can be concluded that the trained neural network is
valid for the prediction of more complex laminar flames. Furthermore, these
results suggest that such a model might be a viable route to construct ROMs
for turbulent reacting flows.

5. Conclusions

This article presents a novel physics-aware predictive ROM for reacting
flows. This ROM combines POD for dimensionality reduction with neural
networks to predict the temporal coefficients.

The algorithm consists of three main steps. First, each variable is cen-
tered and scaled with the standard deviation (auto scaling). This step has

21



0.02 0.00 0.020.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

T

0 500 1000

1400

1600

1800

2000

Te
m

pe
ra

tu
re

Prediction SVD Original

0 500 1000
Time

1200

1400

1600

1800

2000

Te
m

pe
ra

tu
re

Figure 15: Left: Contour of the prediction of a representative snapshot of the tem-
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to be applied due to the multivariate nature of reacting flows. Then, SVD is
applied for obtaining the POD modes. The largest scales are retained for di-
mensionality reduction. Lastly, the temporal coefficients are introduced into
deep learning architectures to predict the time evolution of the coefficients.
Multiplying them with the POD modes allows the prediction of the snap-
shots. Different cases based on LSTM and one-dimensional convolutional
neural networks have been analyzed to study the influence of several param-
eters. The presented results can be summarized in the following points:

• The models have been successfully applied and the activation func-
tions are the most important parameters to improve the predictions in
the neural network. Scaling improves the performance of the neural
network on nonperiodic temporal modes.

• The change in the activation functions makes the greatest improvement
in the reconstruction error, close to the one with SVD. This reconstruc-
tion error is important as the algorithm predicts the temporal coeffi-
cients of a number of selected POD modes, which contain the largest
scales, although not all scales, so some differences have to be made.

• The analysis of the prediction error allows to notice that the LSTM
neural network returns better predictions than the convolutional one
particularly for minor species.

• The LSTM model was found to be suitable for the prediction of different
boundary conditions of the laminar flame. Only by training the neural
network once, the model can predict the evolution in time of laminar
flames with more complex velocity perturbations on the inlet. This last
result shows the good capabilities of the model presented for transfer
learning.

We place our contribution in the emerging area of physics-aware ma-
chine learning, where the final model, in many different ways blends two
main components: availability of experimental data and/or often expensive
computational models, and deep learning data-driven techniques. Such a
combination allows understanding the flow physics of reacting flows at a rel-
atively low cost, and also offers a broad spectrum of opportunities to leverage
CFD codes.

The proposed algorithm can be employed in future works along with
different non-linear modal decomposition, with the use of autoencoders to
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reduce the dimensionality of the data. Moreover, different input conditions
of the same flame can be studied as part of future works, allowing the neural
network to be suitable for time predictions of all the different conditions,
with the training of just one case.
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Appendix A.

Figure A.16: Evolution of the value of the loss function for the training set (solid blue)
and validation set (dashed green) for the rest of the LSTM cases analyzed.
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Figure A.17: Evolution of the value of the loss function for the training set (solid blue)
and validation set (dashed green) the rest of the CNN cases analyzed.
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Figure A.18: On top, prediction of the temporal modes 8 and 18 using the LSTM neural
network. Blue: training set, red: validation set, green: test set and black: original
mode. On the bottom, errors made in the prediction of the mentioned modes, for both
LSTM and CNN models.
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