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Abstract

Unsteady numerical simulation has been proven to be an essential tool for research. The quality of the re-
sults can be improved by using mesh adaptation. Mesh adaptation uses errorindicators to refine the mesh
in regions with high errors. The errorindicators used are output errors with the most accurate output error
estimation method being adjoint-based error estimation. However, for this method, the primal solution
needs to be stored, which is storage intensive, especially for large unsteady simulations. The method pro-
posed in this thesis uses a neural network autoencoder to compress and reconstruct the primal solution.
This solution is compared to a reconstructed solution using Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD).

The one-dimensional unsteady Burgers equation is used as validation for the methods using a man-
ufactured solution while the lid-driven cavity flow is investigated using the proposed method. The man-
ufactured solution of the one-dimensional burgers case could be exactly reconstructed using two POD
modes. For the autoencoder a small latent space was used. For low resolutions, the small latent space
did not prove to be a problem as the primal and residual could be captured accurately. However, for
higher resolutions, the reconstruction error of the autoencoder became dominant for the residuals and
resulted in erroneous adjoint-based error estimates while the primal remained qualitatively similar.

For the lid-driven cavity flow, the POD was still able to capture the solution using a low number of
modes due to the smoothness of the solution. This resulted in an unfair comparison between the POD
and autoencoder reconstructed solutions. The reconstructed autoencoder error estimates for lower res-
olutions were more accurate due to the latent space being large enough to capture the residual of the
discrete primal accurately enough. When moving to higher resolutions, the autoencoder was not able
to reconstruct the residual accurately enough leading to erroneous error estimates. Therefore, the la-
tent space of autoencoders should be sufficiently large in order to gain an accurate reconstruction of the
residual. If the latent space is large enough, the error estimate is accurate and the local error estimates
can be used as a first iteration error indicator for mesh refinement.
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Introduction

1.1. Background and motivation

Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) has become an essential tool in the investigation of fluid flows [1].
The increase in computational availability of numerical simulations in recent decades has permitted more
complex fluid flow models to be simulated [2]. This would produce large amounts of computational data
especially if the flow problem is of unsteady nature. As the improvement in computational capacity has
been remarkable, the storage capacity has not been able to keep up. This leads to a performance gap
between CPU and storage which is getting wider [3]. Multiple parties such as NASA [4], research agen-
cies [5, 6] and corporations, have indicated the need for more precise and complicated fluid dynamic
simulations. This need is satisfied by constructing effective and accurate meshes. However, creating
such meshes necessitates careful surveillance and heavily relies on the user’s expertise. Besides this,
the use of CFD is computationally expensive and storage intensive. These disadvantages limit the broad
usage of CFD.

A way to alleviate the computational and storage burden while increasing the precision of the ob-
tained solution is to make use of adjoint-based mesh adaptation [7]. Adjoint-based mesh adaptationis a
procedure in which local error estimation is used to identify cells that need refinement to achieve a more
accurate solution. This means that adjoint-based mesh adaptation can initially start by computing the
solution on a very coarse mesh and then iterating the mesh so that refinement is added in the parts where
it is needed. Especially for unsteady problems, where the computational costs and storage burden are
excessively high, adjoint-based mesh adaptation offers a viable alternative.

Mesh adaptation uses an indicator to identify cells within the mesh that need refinement. A commonly
used indicator is the output error. The output error is the error of a Quantity of Interest (Qol) which is used
to identify the local contributions of each cell. The output error is more viable to be used as an error
indicator compared to discretisation error and residual error estimates [8]. Determining what parts of the
primal can be compressed and how much the primal solution can be compressed without losing accuracy
can be interpreted as an optimisation problem.

The most accurate way to identify these cells is by making use of adjoint-based error estimation [9].
This method computes local error estimates based on the residual and the adjoint solution [10]. This
method has two problems. The adjoint solution is obtained by solving an adjoint equation that uses the
primal solution as input. Solving the adjoint equation imposes an additional computational burden. Next
to this, the residual also needs the primal solution as an input. For unsteady problems, this means that
the primal solution needs to be stored at every timestep, which is very storage intensive. One option
would be to store the primal solution on disk. However, this makes the computation of the adjoint-based
error estimates very slow.

Numerous methods may be used to get over a numerical method’s limitations in terms of computa-
tional cost and storage needs. One of these methods is to use compression techniques to reduce the
storage footprint. Techniques such as Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) [11], machine learning
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2 Chapter 1. Introduction

techniques [2, 12] or a combination of both [13—15] have been used to compress primal data of fluid flow
solutions to lessen the storage burden imposed by CFD simulations.

By applying these compression techniques to the primal solution, the resulting compressed flow will
be different from the inputted primal flow. To compare both primal solutions, the compressed primal
needs to be decompressed or reconstructed. The error introduced by the reconstruction can then be
studied using error estimation techniques. The goal is to obtain the most accurate compression and
reconstruction without the loss of useful information. This will result in efficient storage of the primal.

1.2. Output error estimation

Several approaches have been developed to determine the output error. The most accurate means of
determining the output error is adjoint-based error estimation [16]. This thesis focuses on this method to
gain insight into the output errors. This method depends on the solution of the adjoint problem, which de-
scribes a sensitivity problem related to the fluid equations. In literature, the adjoint problem is sometimes
referred to as the dual problem while the fluid problem is referred to as the primal problem. Even though
adjoint-based error estimates have excellent accuracy and a solid mathematical foundation combined
with the linear nature of the adjoint problem, the associated computing and storage costs are still too high
for broad application.

The computational and storage capacity needed for using the adjoint-based error estimation method
subsides from the cost of solving the adjoint problem by making use of the primal solution which is stored
at each time step.

To come up with an error estimate, the adjoint needs to be solved on a finer discretisation than the pri-
mal problem. The primal solution will be interpolated onto this fine space to compute the error estimates.
While this method lessens the computational burden of the fine primal, it also adds inaccuracies to the
error estimates.

Similar to how the primal solution depends on its preceding time step, the adjoint problem needs to
be solved backwards in time as it represents a sensitivity problem. Since the adjoint solutions use the
primal solutions to come up with an adjoint solution, the primal solutions at all time steps must be stored
and callable. Therefore, not only do the adjoint solutions need to be stored during the backwards loop,
but also the primal solution during the forward loop needs to be stored, which results in the large storage
capacity needed for applying adjoint-based error estimation.

1.3. Storage optimisation of output error estimation methods

The impact of the two main issues, identified in Section 1.1, can be reduced by improving the output error
estimation process for optimal usage of computational and storage overhead. Several methods have
been proposed to achieve this optimisation. One of these methods is to make use of Artificial Neural
Networks (ANN) to compress and reconstruct the primal solution [2, 12, 13]. This enables the primal to
be stored while taking up less storage overhead. Additionally, when the stored primal is called, it needs
to be reconstructed to a solution resembling the original state. This means that perfect reconstruction is
not likely and will introduce errors in the reconstructed solution.

Another method to lessen the storage needs of the adjoint-based error estimation method is to use
Reduced Order Models (ROM) and in particular POD [17, 18]. PODs represent the primal solution as a
simplified mathematical representation that captures its essential dynamics while significantly reducing
the computational complexity. This will reduce the computational and storage overhead needed for the
primal. However, the primal still needs to be reconstructed from this simplified representation, which
introduces errors in the reconstructed primal solution.

1.4. Thesis need, scope and outline

The need for cheap and accurate compression and reconstruction algorithms has been identified above.
In combination with the trend to apply machine learning, compression and reconstruction to gain accu-
rate adjoint-based error estimates can be achieved such that the storage intensity is lessened. Many
of the proposed approaches only compressed and reconstructed the primal solution but did not study
the impact on the adjoint-based error estimates and did not map out the inaccuracy introduced by the
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compression and reconstruction.

Considering the identified need, the trends seen, and the broad application of machine learning in var-
ious sectors, it was decided that the influence of compression and reconstruction on the adjoint-based
error estimate should be mapped out. Therefore, the following main research question and research
objective were established.

Research Question

What is the effect of compression
and reconstruction of unsteady CFD data on adjoint-based output error estimation?

Research Objective

Compress and reconstruct unsteady CFD data for accurate adjoint-based output error estimation.

Secondary research questions can be established using the research question mentioned above.
These secondary questions, as stated below, aid in hypothesis testing and create the basis for the work
done in this thesis.

1. What are the state-of-the-art POD and neural network applications for compression and reconstruc-
tionin a CFD context?

2. What is the state-of-the-art adjoint-based error estimation methods in a CFD context?

3. How can a primal compression and reconstruction neural network and POD be developed and
evaluated in a CFD context?

4. How much error is introduced by POD and neural network compression and reconstruction?

The first question ensures the current neural network application for compression and reconstruction
within a CFD context is investigated. This can be done through the examples given in literature [2, 13,
17, 19-21]. The first question enables a comparison between the different methods used and the im-
plications they would have on compression and reconstruction of the primal solution. Based on this, a
decision is made about how to develop a specific compression and reconstruction algorithm for accurate
error estimation.

The second question establishes a reference for the current error estimation methods such as [10,
17] but also [22-26]. These papers will provide a framework for the error estimation method that will
be used to map out the errors introduced by compression and reconstruction. Additionally, insights for
adjoint-based error estimation within the CFD context have been documented as well in these papers.

The compression and reconstruction neural network’s capability is then evaluated in the third ques-
tion. Gaining a better grasp of the neural network’s design and training process allows one to make more
educated decisions to maximize the neural network’s potential to fulfil the primary research aim.

Finally, the last question discusses how the suggested technique is integrated into the output error
estimation method. The integration must be examined in order to present a framework that is practical
and has the ability to solve the thesis need from which the research objective arises.

The goal of this thesis is to provide meaningful examples of the capacity of the suggested method.
Consequently, one-dimensional and two-dimensional test cases were solved during this research. The
hypothesis tests will revolve around the output error introduced by ANNSs.

This thesis will explore the ability of neural networks to compress and reconstruct data. The compres-
sion and reconstruction will be done on unsteady CFD data. Using an adjoint-based error estimation
method, error estimates will be generated to map out the effect of the autoencoder neural network and
POD on the error estimates.

The thesis is structured in the following way. Chapter 2 presents a short review of the concept needed
to answer the main research question and corresponding sub-questions. Chapter 3 explains the method
proposed to achieve compression and reconstruction of the primal. In this chapter, the error estimation
framework is also explained. After this, in Chapter 4, the proposed method is applied to the unsteady



Chapter 1. Introduction

one-dimensional Burgers equation, which serves as a validation case. Next, the proposed method is
applied to the lid-driven cavity flow problem in Chapter 5 which serves as the main test case of this thesis.
Finally, closing off the thesis, the conclusion and future recommendation are given in Chapter 6.



Thesis Background

With the evolution of multi-core processing units into many-core units and the rapid growth in the number
of cores in supercomputers [27], the solution of more complex flow cases could be studied. These ad-
vances in computational processing power in combination with the lower computing cost led to a larger
gap between processing power and storage due to bandwidth constraints and storage-access times
given by high latency input/output operations [12]. In a CFD context, when performing a large CFD sim-
ulation where every time step is several gigabytes in storage, this gap results in a storage bottleneck
where high-performance computing (HPC) machines are constrained by the need to save, visualize or
analyze data [12, 20, 27].

To achieve high-fidelity solutions, flow cases are simulated by solving the Navier Stokes equations
directly, also known as Direct Numerical Simulation (DNS). The computational cost of DNS scales with
Re3. Large Eddy Simulation (LES), which simulates large scales and models the small scales, is less
costly but sacrifices accuracy and access to small-scale flow data. Both DNS and LES have high com-
puting and storage needs.

Additionally, it is important to take into account the curse of dimensionality, particularly in two- and
three-dimensional contexts. The difficulties and complications that develop when dealing with high-
dimensional problems are referred to as the "curse of dimensionality,” which are particularly relevant in
CFD when trying to address issues involving an extensive number of variables or dimensions. The com-
puting cost and complexity of addressing the problem rise exponentially as the number of variables rises.

In CFD, a number of techniques are used to relieve the storage issue and the curse of dimensionality.
Dimensionality reduction, adaptive meshing, and parallel computing are some of these techniques. Like-
wise, with the development of accurate and effective data compression, the aforementioned problems
can be resolved as well.

2.1. CFD compression and reconstruction using Neural Networks

Machine learning with an emphasis on Neural Networks NNs, was used in several different ways to
compress the primal solution. This was done to alleviate the storage burden CFD has, especially for
problems of unsteady nature. The NN will compress the primal solution such that a low-resolution primal
is achieved. During the compression, the NN should be able to distinguish which regions of the solu-
tion can be compressed and which regions cannot. This should enable the NN to maintain important
characteristics of the high-resolution primal while constructing the low-resolution primal.

Once the low-resolution primal is constructed, another NN is used to reconstruct a high-resolution
primal for the adjoint problem. This reconstructed high-resolution primal should be accurate enough to
solve the adjoint problem backwards in time. This will yield the adjoints which is used together with the
primal residual to estimate the local error of each element. The adjoint problem is storage intensive as it
requires the primal solution to be available at every time step. This means that the primal solution needs
to be saved on hard drives. By converting the primal to a lower resolution, storage can be saved and the
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computation can be sped up.

A method for Adaptive Mesh Refinement (AMR) for LES using reduced-order primal solutions can be
seenin[17]. The method uses POD to create a Reduced-Order Representation (ROR) of the primal flow
solutions, which reduces the storage requirements for LES. The proper orthogonal decomposition-based
ROR and the Enhanced Online Algorithm (EOA) based on incremental Singular Value Decomposition
(SVD) are successful in building the ROR online, making adjoint-based AMR feasible for practical ap-
plications. The adjoint-based error estimation procedure introduced is verified using the method of a
manufactured solution. The ROR-driven AMR strategy is studied using a 1D unsteady Burgers prob-
lem with a multi-frequency forcing term, and the numerical results demonstrate the effectiveness of the
proposed method. This provides a promising approach for reducing the computational cost of LES sim-
ulations while maintaining accuracy.

Adeeplearning approach to in-situ data compression of large turbulent flow simulations is proposed in
[19]. The proposed fully convolutional autoencoder architecture compresses turbulent flow snapshots by
a factor of 64 with a single pass and allows for arbitrarily sized input fields. The autoencoder outperforms
a randomized single-pass SVD with a similar compression ratio and yields comparable performance to
a higher-rank decomposition. This is achieved with an order of magnitude less compression in terms
of preserving important statistical quantities such as turbulent kinetic energy, enstrophy, and Reynolds
stresses.

Another deep learning approach for compression and deconstruction is using a physics-informed
deep learning technique based on vector quantization to generate a discrete, low-dimensional represen-
tation of data from simulations of three-dimensional turbulent flows [20]. The accuracy of the model is
assessed using statistical, comparison-based similarity and physics-based metrics. The training data
set is produced from DNS of an incompressible, statistically stationary, isotropic turbulent flow. The per-
formance of the data compression scheme is evaluated not only with unseen data from the stationary,
isotropic turbulent flow, but also with data from decaying isotropic turbulence, a Taylor-Green vortex flow,
and a turbulent channel flow. The results show that the model based on vector quantization can offer a
high compression ratio of 85 with a Mean Squared Error (MSE) of O(10~3). This achieves predictions
that faithfully reproduce the statistics of the flow, except at the very smallest scales where there is some
loss. Compared to the recent study of [19], which was based on a conventional autoencoder, this model
improves the compression ratio by more than 30% and reduces the MSE by an order of magnitude of 1.
The compression model is an attractive solution for situations where fast, high-quality, and low-overhead
encoding and decoding of large data are required.

A new in situ compression method for CFD data using deep learning is presented in [2]. The pro-
posed method uses a generative adversarial network (GAN) to compress and reconstruct CFD data.
The method samples small patches from the CFD data and trains the GAN, which includes two convo-
lutional neural networks: the discriminative network and the generative network. The proposed method
has advantages in compression time and can adjust the compression ratio according to acceptable re-
construction effect. Experimental results demonstrate the good generalization of the proposed method
on many datasets.

In [21], a method for reducing both the computation cost and storage for Lattice Boltzmann flow sim-
ulations is presented. The method employs convolutional autoencoders and residual connections to
reduce the dimensionality of the data while compressing the solution and learning the dynamics based
on this compressed representation.

An innovative way in which data compression is used is seen in [13]. In this paper, the computed
results of high-order discontinuous Galerkin computations are compressed using a NN-based autoen-
coder in combination with POD. This resulted in a compressed state of the solutions. Using a vectorial
kernel orthogonal greedy algorithm which uses radial basis functions, the dynamics are learned. After
that, the solutions could be recovered at any instance of time from the compressed state.

2.2. Proper Orthogonal Decomposition

Simulating complex physical systems can be computationally straining and storage intensive. To allevi-
ate these constraints, Reduced Order Models (ROMs) can be applied to these systems. The application
of ROMs, first introduced for fluid flows in [28], will reduce the computational cost and storage needed
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for high-fidelity solvers.

There are two types of reduced-order modelling approaches: intrusive and non-intrusive. The differ-
ence between these two approaches is that for the intrusive reduced-order modelling approach, access
is needed to the complete model and solvers, which are generally unavailable when dealing with govern-
ing equations of fluid flows. The non-intrusive reduced-order modelling technique is based on snapshots
from high-fidelity tools, such as numerical approximations produced from CFD or wind tunnel observa-
tions. The non-intrusive ROMs do not require any knowledge of the underlying equations while still being
able to approximate the flow field’s leading characteristics. Therefore, the focus will be on non-intrusive
ROMs

The non-intrusive ROM approach approximates the full solution is only using a small subset of the
data using dimensionality reduction techniques. There are several techniques to reduce dimensions,
however, the modal decomposition method is the most used method. Modal decomposition can be used
to project the full solution on a reduced-order basis in order to approximate the full solution. The Proper
Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) method and the Dynamic Mode Decomposition (DMD) method are
the two main modal decomposition techniques. Although each method has advantages of its own, the
POD method is seen to be the most prominent [29] and has the greatest potential for the thesis goal.

The fundamental idea behind the POD approach is to decompose a given vector field into orthogonal
bases, sometimes referred to as spatial functions, which each capture a component of the flow’s total
mode energy. It should be emphasized that the spatial functions identified with POD are sorted by to-
tal mode energy with the first spatial mode having a higher total mode energy than the second spatial
mode. Based on the spatial modes which retain a given threshold of total mode energy (usually 99%
[30]), the number of dimensions of a flow field can be reduced. This method will be elaborated on in
chapter 3.

2.3. Neural Network Compression and Reconstruction techniques

In Section 2.1, examples are discussed on how to compress and reconstruct CFD data using neural
networks. In this section, data compression is discussed as well as data compression using machine
learning.

2.3.1. Data compression

In a CFD setting, data compression may be used for data checkpointing as well as post-processing. Data
checkpointing means saving compressed data and utilizing it to continue the simulation [19]. However,
the data cannot simply be compressed randomly. The compression needs to be done accurately enough
such that the simulation is able to restart using the compressed data in memory. The compression needs
to ensure the data does not have a significantimpact on the simulated flow’s long-term behaviour and that
the compressed data retains the essential statistical properties of the flow with reasonable accuracy [20].

Depending on how much information is lost during the data compression process, compression tech-
niques can be classified as lossless or lossy. Lossless compression is when data is compressed in such
a way that the reconstructed data contains no or machine precision errors. Lossy compression can be
characterized by the controllable level of error that is introduced in the data while reconstructing. While
lossless compression is able to maintain the accuracy of the data, its compression capabilities are lim-
ited and it can be storage intensive [20]. Since the main problem of the proposed thesis will consist of
large unsteady simulations that are storage and computationally intensive, lossless compression is less
attractive.

Two lossy data compression methods are truncation-based approaches and transformation-based
approaches [20]. The floating point accuracy of the data is reduced through truncation-based meth-
ods which are comparable to interpolation methods such as nearest neighbor, linear and polynomial
splines. Transformation-based approaches encrypt data into a certain representation from which it can
be retrieved. The representation usually arranges the data according to some concept of priority. This or-
dering facilitates lossy data reduction by keeping the relevant components and eliminating the irrelevant
ones. This can be seen in POD as well by ordering the modes by total mode energy.

Within lossy classification, there are two techniques that can be interesting to look at which are mesh
reduction and derived representation [31]. Mesh reduction techniques reduce the mesh’s size, or its
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number of vertices and cells, which lowers its storage requirements. Mesh reduction differs from lossy
compression in that it affects the underlying mesh. By making coarser meshes that mimic the original
ones is one approach, a smaller mesh is obtained which has the advantage of requiring less storage to
process, improving interactivity [31]. This is not done for lossy compression.

Extreme data reduction is possible with derived representation approaches since they completely
discard the source data. Alternative representations are created and kept as an alternative, allowing
analysis algorithms to return results that are comparable to those obtained when using the original data.

2.3.2. Machine Learning Data Compression

To achieve lossy data reduction in storage, machine learning techniques could be applied to data. There
are two architectures that seem very promising to satisfy the research objective. These two architec-
tures are autoencoders and variational autoencoders. Autoencoders are a special class within encoder-
decoder models in which the input and output are the same [32]. The encoder and decoder components
of an autoencoder employ multi-layered deep neural networks to reduce the dimensionality of data [13].
The encoder stores the representational information needed to convert the data from its original high-
dimensional state to a latent space. The decoder learns how to rebuild from the latent space to the
original state. Both the encoder and decoder are tensors that are trained using typical backpropagation
and optimization approaches in neural networks [33].

Variational autoencoders build upon the concept of autoencoders. Besides compressing and recon-
structing data, variational autoencoders also learn a structured latent space representation [34] from
which new samples can be generated. Variational autoencoders are therefore generative models. Vari-
ational autoencoders use probabilistic encoders and decoders, enabling them to learn the underlying
probability distribution of the data [35]. The encoding network of variational autoencoders will output two
vectors instead of one like autoencoders. The latent representation of the input is then drawn from the
normal distribution defined by these two vectors. The difference between an autoencoder and a varia-
tional autoencoder is seen in Figure 2.1. For the purpose of this research, the probabilistic approach of
generating new samples is not needed. Therefore, the use of a variational autoencoder is redundant for
the purpose of this thesis.

| input | | input |

Encoder Encoder

-

-
3

Decoder Decoder

| output | | output |

Figure 2.1: Difference between an autoencoder and a variational autoencoder [36]

2.4. Error estimation

There are several approaches that try to estimate the error. The approaches can be categorized into
two categories, a priori and a posteriori error estimations. The first approach attempts to anticipate the
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error before any mesh-based solutions have been identified, depending purely on prior knowledge, mesh
topology, and mesh location. This has significant drawbacks and has not been shown to function reliably
and robustly across a variety of challenges. However, a priori error estimations have been useful for
grid studies. The second approach attempts to estimate the error after a solution has been computed
[37]. It considers particular data about the calculated solution, including residuals, gradients, or local
error indications [38, 39]. A posteriori estimates offer a more precise evaluation of the inaccuracy in the
calculated solution and can direct the optimisation of the numerical solution or AMR. A posteriori error
estimates are especially helpful when the exact solution is unknown or difficult to determine. A posteriori
estimates are frequently calculated using error indicators, which describe the local error at various points
across the computational domain.

The difference between a priori and a posteriori error estimations highlights a clear advantage of us-
ing a posteriori error estimates for the purpose of this thesis. The two main approaches to evaluating a
posteriori error estimates are metric-based and adjoint-based error estimation.

The first approach, known as metric-based error estimation, drives the error estimation procedure
with characteristics from the flow solution. These characteristics are described using measurements
that are relevant to the problem. Metric-based error estimation is computationally inexpensive, but it can
be inefficient in lowering the output error in terms of a specific Qol, such as lift. The Qol does not always
have to be connected with the resolution of local flow characteristics [40, 41].

Furthermore, in order to be successful, the chosen metrics must relate to the problem and the cho-
sen Qol. This necessitates a thorough previous understanding of the problem under consideration. This
indicates a lack of generality, which is often solved by using more complicated metrics [42, 43]. These
techniques can be effective for highly specific issues, but they are less efficient than goal-oriented mesh
adaptation and do not generalize well [44].

Output-based error estimate, on the other hand, is specially designed to decrease the errors in Qol
prediction. Output-based error estimates can be accomplished by estimating numerical errors or by solv-
ing the variational problem. They were found to be equal to approaches such as the adjoint-weighted
residual, but less precise and less computationally costly. If the cost of the adjoint solution is too expen-
sive, these methods are still in use [45, 46].

The second approach, known as adjoint-based error estimation, drives the error estimation proce-
dure by solving the adjoint problem. The adjoint problem is the related variational problem, that may
be obtained from the continuous equations or discretised versions of the considered problem. Initially,
the adjoint problem is more difficult to set up since it necessitates the formulation of related variational
problems, and it is also more computationally costly [40]. However, it is more accurate, requiring coarser
meshes and, as a result, a lower computing cost since it can converge to a Qol value more quickly. This
approach, which will be a major emphasis of this thesis, allows for effective prediction of output error
and localization of error sources. Chapter 3 delves deeper into output error prediction approaches, high-
lighting their fundamental limitations and arguing the need to design tools that decrease computational
overhead and associated storage needs.






Methodology

This chapter explains the approach that was taken to achieve the thesis objective and answer the main
research question. Both compression methods discussed in Chapter 2, as well as the output error esti-
mation method, are explained. First, POD compression and reconstruction is explained in Section 3.1.
After this, neural network compression and reconstruction will be discussed in Section 3.2. Next, output-
based error estimation is elaborated upon in Section 3.3. Finally, the output-based error estimation
framework is combined with the results from the compression techniques yielding the proposed method
in Section 3.4.

To obtain primal data, the finite element method is used for solving the Partial Differential Equations
(PDEs) numerically. To evaluate the error estimation ability, this thesis focused on two sets of PDEs:
the 1D Burgers equation and the Navier Stokes equations for the lid-driven cavity flow. The 1D Burgers
equation will be used as validation for the proposed method while the lid-driven cavity flow is used as
the main test case. These PDEs will be investigated using different spatial resolutions and will employ
Crank-Nicolson time stepping schemes for additional stability. For the remainder of the chapter, the
primal solution can be assumed to be given.

3.1. POD Compression and Reconstruction

POD was used to compress and reconstruct the discrete primal solution. For the POD, data thatis a func-
tion of both space and time y(x,t) is inputted. y could represent the total flow solution or the fluctuations
of the flow solutions from the decomposition u,,; =U,,; + U’ ;, depending on the problem. If separation
of variables is applied, the function y(z,t) transforms to:

y(@t)=D_u;(@)a; (1) (3.1

where u; denotes the spatial functions and a; denote the coefficients. The goal is to identify orthogonal
bases that are used to approximate most of the data using the smallest number of terms. The POD finds
this decomposition of bases. In Equation 3.1 the orthogonal bases are represented by spatial modes
u;(x). If the data at spatial locations = = z1,22,...,z,, and times t = t,,t,...,t,,, of y(z,t) are calculated,
these can be represented in an m xn matrix Y as:

y(zi,t) . y(za,t1)

Y= : : ~ U > VT (3.2)
" " mxXm mXn nXxn

y(zlatm) y(znatm)
In Equation 3.2, U is of size m x m and contains all the spatial functions. X is a matrix of size m x n
containing the non-negative singular values ordered by size on its main diagonal and V7 is a matrix of
size n x n containing the time-dependent coefficients. Note that XV is equal to a;(¢) and U is equal to

u;(z) seenin Equation 3.1.

Since X is ordered such that the largest singular value is located first on the main diagonal, small val-
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ues can be omitted, introducing a truncation to the matrices. This truncation can be seen in Equation 3.3.
y(@i,t1) o y(Tats)
Y= : : ~U, %, Vi=v, (3.3)
mxXr rXT rXn
y(l'htm) y(xn7tm>

The number of modes r is determined according to a total mode energy criterion which is dependent on
the data. The criterion can be calculated as follows:
>

Py
Starting from the lowest number of modes of » = 1, the number of modes needed to satisfy the crite-
rion is determined iteratively by increasing the number of modes and recalculating the total mode en-

ergy.

Total mode energy =

When applying this technique to a velocity vector, the velocity data first needs to be converted from
finite elements to points. The data in points can then be inputted into the POD as Y to obtain Y,. which is
equal to uppp. When the POD is applied on the fluctuations of the flow, the mean flow should be added
to obtain uppp. This yields the compressed and reconstructed primal based on the POD truncation and
will be used in the continuation of the thesis.

3.2. Autoencoder - Neural Network Compression and Reconstruc-
tion

Primal data is also compressed and reconstructed using an autoencoder neural network. This autoen-

coder consists of two networks, an encoder and a decoder. The input of the encoder is nodal values.

The encoder compresses the data and outputs the compressed data to the decoder. The decoder re-

constructs the original primal data and outputs the reconstructed values. The input and output of the

autoencoder are the same size.

The encoder neural network was constructed using a combination of both convolutional and linear
layers. The convolutional layers are used in the initial layers of the encoder neural network. This is due
to the size of the input being large. After some compression is done by the convolutional layers, linear
layers are used to fully connect the last few layers such that the final compressed state of the primal is
obtained. Fully connected layers are used here such that less information is lost during the final stages
of the compression and to control the latent space size.

Similar to the encoder neural network, the decoder neural network consists of fully connected linear
layers followed by convolutional layers. The amount of linear and convolutional layers is the same for
the encoder and decoder.

Note that due to the fully connected linear layers, a different autoencoder is needed for each reso-
lution. The architectures for the autoencoders can be found in Appendix A. The input of the encoder
has a batch size of 32 time steps, a channel size that is equal to the number of variables, and the primal
data in spatial points. The autoencoder compresses the primal input data to the size of latent space and
reconstructs the primal data back to its original size.

The autoencoder neural network is trained using 10 batches of a batch size of 32. The batch size
indicates that after 32 random time steps have been inputted, the autoencoder adapts its weights and
biases. The number of batches indicates how many times the autoencoder will learn during one epoch.
The training is continued for 1000 epochs and the model is saved every 50 epochs. Thelearning rate used
for training is 1e—4 or 5e —4 depending on the PDE and uses the ADAM optimiser for training. The loss
function used to train the autoencoder neural network is the MSE between the inputted data and the recon-
structed data as can be seen in Equation 3.4. In Equation 3.4, n denotes the number of spatial samples.

MSE — E(uReconstructed - uInputted)2 (3.4)

n
To ensure that the training and testing data is statistically representative, the data is transformed to
acquire more training data. The transformations that were applied are rotation and mirroring of data
or a combination of both. By creating more training and testing data, the autoencoder can be trained
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and tested using more statistically representative data. This also helps against overfitting the autoen-
coder.

The hardware used to solve the PDEs, determine the POD and train the autoencoder, is a four-core,
eight-thread Intel i7-7700HQ CPU with 8 GB of RAM and an Nvidia Quadro M1200 with 4 GB of GDDR5
VRAM. All training and testing of the neural network is done locally.

When the training and testing were done for the autoencoder, the saved models were called and used
to obtain the compressed and reconstructed primal solution uag.

3.3. Output-based Error Estimation

In this section, output-based error estimation will be elaborated upon. Output-based error estimation
and in particular, adjoint-based error estimation is the primary way of determining local error estimates
in this thesis. It can be used to compare the different compression and reconstruction methods. First,
this section describes the derivation and implementation of the error estimation based on the adjoint
solution. After this, the implementation of the previous sections is given in the error estimation frame-
work.

Output-based error estimation uses the sensitivity of the output based on the numerical solution of
the problem in order to obtain error estimates. The sensitivity of the output is investigated through the
use of the adjoint solution of the CFD problem. The adjoint solution is obtained by solving the adjoint
problem. The adjoint method and problem have been demonstrated and are explained in more detail in
[5, 10, 40, 471.

This section focuses on the method to obtain the continuous adjoint problem for output-based error
estimation based on the framework provided in [10].

The adjoint method considers a PDE of the form:

Lu=f with R(u)=Lu—f (3.5)
In Equation 3.5, L is the linear operator corresponding to an arbitrary PDE, f is a known forcing and  is
the unknown solution. The residual is represented by R(u).
The adjoint operator L* is defined as the relation between the primal operator and an adjoint set of
solutions ¥ through the equation:
(Lu,¥)=(L"¥,u)

Here, the brackets represent the integrated inner product. To find the adjoint operator L*, the left-hand
side of the equation is filled in and rewritten such that the operators apply only on ¥. The adjoint solution
¥ is used to find the sensitivity of a selected output J(u) with regard to an incredibly small disturbance in
the primal residual. This is seen in Equation 3.6. Based on this equation, it can be seen that the adjoint
dictates how a change in the residual leads to a change in the output [10]. Equation 3.6 is the generalized
form of the continuous adjoint equation.

J'(6u)= /Q TR (6u)dQ vV du (3.6)

The adjoint operator L* can also be derived by disturbing the PDE by an arbitrary fluctuation ju as
seen in Equation 3.6. By completing the integration by parts for each term of Equation 3.6 and rewriting
the terms such that the operators only work on the adjoint ¥, the adjoint operator L* is derived. The
boundary conditions are then found by linking the different known boundary conditions from the primal
problem to the adjoint boundary condition terms acquired through integration by parts. For non-linear
problems, Equation 3.6 must be adapted such that the primal residual sensitivity is linearised about a
given state ug. This leads to Equation 3.7.

J’[uo](éu):'/Q\IJTR’[UO}(éu)dQ Y éu (3.7)

For unsteady problems, the time variation of the change in output and the change of the residual
should be taken into account. Because of the discrete time stepping and finite element techniques used
in this approach, the time integrals will be approximated using the discrete sum.
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The derivation for error estimation is given in [10], and yields Equation 3.8, which is roughly approxi-
mated by Equation 3.9. In Equation 3.9, uf’ denotes the coarse solution injected into the fine space using
interpolation in space. The interpolation is done to achieve cheap fine residuals of the primal solution.

dJest=Jn(Un)—Jm (Ugr) (3.8)
8T 0 Jest=— / TRy, (uf)dQ (3.9)
Q

Equation 3.9 is called the adjoint-weighted residual approach since the non-zero residual induced by
the truncation error is weighted by the adjoint solution. Note that a linearization error O(Ju?) is introduced
in the estimate in Equation 3.7, due to the negligence of terms higher order ou terms. Additionally, be-
cause this linearization error might predominate when Ju? is large, non-linear problems may be far more
vulnerable to under-resolved primal solutions. This means that the error estimates may be inexact [10].

The error can be localised by using Equation 3.9 to determine the adjoint weighted residual over a
cell. Taking the absolute value of Equation 3.9, yields Equation 3.10 which gives the absolute local error
estimate field on the fine space.

5est:‘q/£Rh(u}I;I)| (310)

3.4. Proposed Method

Now that all compression and reconstruction techniques are discussed and the error estimation frame-
work has been given, the final step is to combine the error estimation framework with the POD recon-
structed solution uppp and the autoencoder reconstruction uae. This can be seen in Figure 3.1. In
Figure 3.1, the error types introduced during the proposed method have been indicated by color. The

= Contains discretization error
Prlmal solver » Contains reconstruction error
u

Contains linearization error

Contains interpolation error

jmmmmpmmm———- Autoencoder

Number of modes r

Upop = UAE
¢ Adjoint Solver §

Y(upop)  P(u) P (unn)

Adjoint-based
Error Estimation

4

Eest,POD Eest Eest AE

Figure 3.1: Schematic view of the proposed method with all errors introduced

compression and reconstruction techniques introduce a reconstruction error due to lossy compression.
The adjoint solver uses the linearized versions of PDEs which results in a linearization error. Finally, the
adjoint-based error estimation method uses the coarse solution injected into the fine space using inter-
polation in space ufl. This introduces an interpolation error.
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Based on this approach, the influence of both compression and reconstruction techniques on the
adjoint-based error estimation can be compared with the original, non-reconstructed, adjoint-based er-
ror estimates. This is done for two sets of PDEs. The first PDE is the 1D unsteady viscous Burgers
equation in Chapter 4. The second set of PDEs is the Navier-Stokes equations for the lid-driven cavity
flow in Chapter 5.






Validation: 1D Unsteady Viscous Burgers

In this chapter, the 1D unsteady viscous Burgers equation will be used as validation for the primal solver
and error estimation framework using the method of manufactured solutions found in [17]. The validation
for the adjoint solver is done by comparing the adjoint to solutions presented in [1]. First, the governing
equations are presented in Section 4.1 as well as the solutions obtained from the finite element method
and the manufactured solution. Afterthis, the POD method is validated by applying it to the discrete primal
solution in Section 4.2. Next, the autoencoder will be applied to the discrete primal solution in Section 4.3.
After this, the adjoint equations will be presented and solved in Section 4.4. Lastly, the error estimates
are shown in Section 4.5. The results presented in this chapter are for the spatial resolution of 32 points.
The solutions of the 1D Burgers equation for different spatial resolutions can be found in Appendix B. The
solutions have been generated for the spatial resolutions 8,16,32,48,64,96, and 128 points.

4.1. Primal Equations and Solution for 1D Burgers equation

Consider the one-dimensional Burgers equation over a space-time domain 2 : [0,1] x I : [0,20]. Many
applications that require shock wave propagation in viscous flows or idealized turbulence employ the
Burgers equation as a mathematical model [48]. The Burgers equation can be seen in Equation 4.1.

PDE: —+u——v—=f,
€T

BC: u(z,)=0 onaQ, 4.1)

IC: u(z,00=0 onQ
In Equation 4.1, u is the solution with homogeneous Boundary Conditions (BCs) u(0,t) =u(1,t) =0
on the boundary 9. The initial condition (IC) is u(x,0) = 0. v = i = ﬁ is the viscosity coefficient
and f € R is a known forcing term or source function. Note that the Burgers problem in this thesis
is used to investigate the proposed method in one dimension. However, the considered approaches
can also be applied to multi-dimensional problems. A manufactured solution corresponding to f is

Unus (,t) =sin? (rt)sin(rz).

The Qol for this case is J = £ (sin(rz),u) o« 1, Where the brackets denote the integrated inner product.
To get the exact value of the Qol, the Qol is calculated using the manufactured solution which results in

J=0.25.

The solution for the 1D Burgers equation can be seenin Figure 4.1. Figure 4.1 shows the solution fora
spatial resolution of 32 points. The manufactured solution with the same spatial resolution can be seenin
Figure 4.2. For all the numerical results a time step At of 0.001 is used to prevent temporal discretization
errors influencing the solution [17].

By looking at the discrete primal solutions from low to high spatial resolution in Section B.1.1, the ab-
solute error between the manufactured and discrete primal solution decreases. This is seen by plotting
the absolute error between the discrete primal and the manufacture solution as is shown in Figure 4.3
and Section B.2.1. Figure 4.3 shows that the absolute error has periodic behaviour and is centred around

17
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the middle of the domain for the later time steps. For the lower spatial resolutions of the discrete primal
shown in Section B.2.1, the top left corner of the absolute error plots shows a discretisation error which
fades as the spatial resolution goes up. This could be due to some high-wave number flow components
that could not be captured by coarse spatial resolutions. This resulted in the high absolute error located
in the top left corner for lower spatial resolutions.
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Figure 4.1: The solution of the 1D burgers equation of Ny =32
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Figure 4.2: The reference solution of the 1D burgers equation of Ny =32

From Figure 4.1, Figure 4.2, Figure 4.3, and the figures in Appendix B, it can be seen that a more
accurate solution is achieved when increasing the spatial resolution. This is also indicated by the Mean
Squared Error (MSE) which is defined by Equation 4.2 and can be seen in Figure 4.4. The MSE error
decreases and stabilises as the spatial resolution increases.

MSE(u,upms) = %Z(u—uws)2 (4.2)

4.2. Compression and reconstruction using POD for 1D Burgers

equation
Now that the primal solution is known, the primal solution is compressed using the POD approach, ex-
plained in Section 3.1. The POD compression respects the total mode energy level of retaining 99% and
is applied to the fluctuations of the discrete primal solution. When looking at the chosen manufactured
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Figure 4.3: The solution error of the 1D burgers equation of Ny =32
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Figure 4.4: 1D Burgers MSE of the discrete primal for different spatial resolutions

solution, it can be seen that this solution can be reconstructed with just two modes. The mode energy
per POD mode can be seen in Figure 4.5. It can be seen that most of the energy is retained in the first
POD mode for all spatial resolutions.

For the different spatial resolutions, the number of modes r and the achieved compression ratio CR
canbeseenin Table4.1. The MSE is defined by Equation 4.3 and can be seenin Figure 4.6. In Figure 4.6,
the MSE decreases as the spatial resolution goes up. Due to increasing spatial resolution the POD uses
more values to reconstruct the discrete primal. This behavior is expected since the POD is able to recon-
struct the discrete primal solution exactly using only two modes as can be seen from Table 4.1. The rate
of convergence can be seen to be between 4 and 5 for the MSE of the POD.

MSE(UPODau):%Z(uPOD_u)2 (4.3)

The compression ratio for POD for the one-dimensional Burgers equation C Rpop is defined by Equa-
tion 4.4 where n,, is the number of variables, which is equal to 1 in this case.
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Figure 4.5: Mode energy for each POD mode
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Figure 4.6: 1D Burgers MSE of the POD primal for different spatial resolutions on the coarse space

Input data size Time resolution x Spatial resolution of input

CFpop = 55 output data size Size(U,)+Size(S,)+Size(VI) + noar

(4.4)

The compressed and reconstructed fields based on the POD can be seen in Figure 4.7. The recon-
structed fields for the other spatial resolutions can be found in Section B.1.2. The reconstructed solution
looks qualitatively the same as the discrete primal solution.

The absolute error between the POD reconstructed solution and the discrete primal solution can be
seen in Figure 4.8. Again in the top left corner of the figure, the same discretisation error is seen as was
seen previously in the discrete primal solution. The absolute error fields for the other spatial resolutions
can be seen in Section B.2.2. When comparing the absolute error fields from low to high spatial resolu-
tion, it can be seen that for a spatial resolution of 96 and upwards, the reconstructed solution is equal to
the discrete primal solution. This was achieved using two POD modes as can be seen in Table 4.1, which
indicates that the POD approach is validated.
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Figure 4.7: POD reconstructed 1D Burgers solution with a spatial resolution of Ny =32
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Figure 4.8: Difference between exact and POD reconstructed 1D Burgers solution with a spatial resolution of Ny =32

Spatial resolution | Optimal rank » | Compression Ratio C Rpop

8 2 3.999100247

16 2 7.996601614

32 2 15.98681154

48 2 23.97063744

64 2 31.94808695

96 2 47.88388738
128 2 63.79427375

Table 4.1: POD Compression information for different spatial resolutions for the 1D Burgers equation

4.3. Compressionandreconstructionusing NN for1D Burgers equa-
tion

Now, the primal is compressed using an autoencoder as well. The autoencoder is constructed using

the method given in Section 3.2. As was noted before, due to the fully connected linear layers, the au-

toencoder has a different architecture which can be found in Appendix A. The compression ratio of the
autoencoder can be calculated using Equation 4.5.
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Input data size
Encoder output data size +Model size
Time resolution x Spatial resolution of input
~ Time resolution x Spatial resolution of encoder output+Number of Model parameters

The autoencoder is designed to have a latent space size of one. This means that the autoencoder
compresses the discrete primal solution at a single time step to just one value and reconstructs it back to
its original size to obtain the autoencoder reconstructed solution uag.

The train and test losses for the autoencoder for the spatial resolution of 32 can be seen in Figure 4.9.
In Figure 4.9, it can be seen that an accuracy of 10~° is reached with this autoencoder. For the last 300
epochs, oscillations can be seen in the test and train losses. This is due to the learning rate being too high
at this stage of training. A high learning rate will result in the local minimum being overshot which results
in the oscillations seen in Figure 4.9. Despite the oscillations, the autoencoder model is still applicable
to the problem. It should be noted that more model parameters will increase the computational cost of
training and running the autoencoder. Even though the computational cost is beyond the scope of this
thesis, it should not be overlooked.

CRpe=

(4.5)

MSE(Upg,u)= %Z(uAE—u)2 (4.6)

-e- Training

0t \ —x- Test
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Figure 4.9: Train and test losses of the autoencoder for a spatial resolution of Nz =32 for the 1D Burgers equation

The velocity field for a spatial resolution of 32 can be seen in Figure 4.11 and looks qualitatively the
same as the discrete primal solution. More velocity fields of each autoencoder can be found in Sec-
tion B.1.3. When looking at the absolute error of the autoencoder reconstructed solution and the discrete
primal in Figure 4.12, it can be seen that the errors introduced return periodically. These errors stem
from the latent space being too small. The latent space, which is the encoder output, consists of too few
variables for the decoder to reconstruct the solution accurately. This can be solved by increasing the
latent space however, this will also increase the compression ratio.

For the different spatial resolutions the achieved compression ratio C Rag and total modal parameters
can be seenin Table 4.2. It should be noted that the compression ratios for a spatial resolution of 48, 96
and 128 are significantly lower. When training for these particular spatial resolutions, the loss function
would not decrease to an acceptably low value. Therefore, the latent space of these spatial resolutions
has been increased with one variable. This resulted in the lower compression ratios.

The MSE is defined by Equation 4.6 and is visualized in Figure 4.10. It can be seen that the MSE first
decreases and then stabilizes whereafter the MSE actually increases for the higher spatial resolutions.
For higher spatial resolutions, the autoencoder needs to reconstruct more values from the same latent
space. This results in the errors increasing for higher spatial resolutions which are also seen in the trend
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of the MSE error. Naturally, the MSE will decrease for higher spatial resolutions due to the solution of
the discrete primal being more accurate. Therefore, the MSE first decreases as the refinement of the
solution is still dominant. However, for a spatial resolution of 16 to 64, the MSE is balanced out by the
error introduced by the reconstruction of the autoencoder, and the error decreases due to refinement.
This is seen by the plateau of this region. After that, for spatial resolutions of 96 and above, the MSE
error is dominated by the reconstruction error introduced by the autoencoder.
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Figure 4.10: 1D Burgers MSE of the autoencoder primal for different spatial resolutions on the coarse space

Spatial resolution | Model Parameters | Compression Ratio C Rag

8 20018 3.998300807

16 20090 7.982240403

32 20318 15.87420323

48 21078 15.71787819

64 19790 32.16968661

96 29507 27.62370341

128 26941 38.2434011

Table 4.2: Autoencoder compression information for different spatial resolutions for the 1D Burgers equation

4.4. Adjoint Equations and Solution for 1D Burgers equation
Now that u, and uae are known, the adjoint can be calculated based on these solutions. To do so, the
adjoint equation first needs to be derived. From Equation 4.1, the adjoint equation can be derived. Thisis
done using the framework provided by [10]. Since the one-dimensional burgers equation is a non-linear
equation, the adjoint equation will be derived around a linearized state uy. From Equation 3.7, it can be
seen that the derivative of the residual with respect to du, which is an infinitesimally small perturbance
applied to u, is needed. This is seen in Equation 4.7.

2
P [uo] (5u) = 3(;:) +ug ags;) +5u%wa a(;”)
Now to get the sensitivity of output J, Equation 4.7 is multiplied with the adjoint ¥ as can be seen in
Equation 4.8 and can be partially integrated.

4.7)
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Figure 4.11: Autoencoder reconstructed 1D Burgers solution for a spatial resolution of Ny =32
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Figure 4.12: Difference between exact and Autoencoder reconstructed 1D Burgers solution with a spatial resolution of Ny =32
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The BCs and IC foru can be applied for §u since fixed values will not vary when a perturbance is introduced.
If Su is then replaced by u, Equation 4.8 can be simplified to Equation 4.9.

(4.8)

3”0 0?0 ou
/—dT / Ou—dQJr/Q w20 / WSO ] S, (49)
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Based on the last two terms of Equation 4.9, the BCs and IC can be derived for the adjoint. By omitting
the integrals and u, the adjoint equation as seen in Equation 4.10, is derived.

o dJ ov oug ov 02w
BC: ¥(z,t)=T(z,()=0 onoQ,
IC: ¥(z,200=0 onQ
Note that the minus sign before the partial time derivative in Equation 4.10 indicates that the time stepping
will go backward and that the initial condition is set at time 7'=20. The right-hand side of the equation is
obtained by omitting the time averaging, the integral, and u from the definition of J = %fﬂsin(m)udQ.

(4.10)

To calculate the adjoint solution based on uag, u is simply replaced in Equation 4.10 as the adjoint
equation does not change.

All adjoint solutions are solved on a twice as refined spatial resolution as the primal solution. The
solution can be seen in Figure 4.13. The solution of the adjoint is only calculated up to 7/2 = 10. The
adjoint solutions for the fine spatial resolutions of 16,32,64,96 and 128 can be seen in Section B.3. The
adjoint solutions are calculated for the discrete primal solution and the compressed and reconstructed
primal solution using the autoencoder. The results for the adjoint for all spatial resolutions can be seen
in the subsections of Section B.3. The adjoint solutions for a spatial resolution of 32 can be seen in Fig-
ure 4.13 and Figure 4.14 for the discrete primal and the compressed and reconstructed primal solution
using the autoencoder respectively. The adjoint solutions for all primal solutions look qualitatively similar
and behave similarly. This is consistent with the results presented in [1].

The absolute error between the adjoint solution and the autoencoder reconstructed primal adjoint is
seenin Figure 4.15. Itcan be seen that the error grows as the solution moves back intime. Thisis a result
of the error being added by the autoencoder. Due to the increasing maximum value of the adjoint, the ab-
solute error of the adjointincreases as well. Additionally, on alocal level, there are also errors present that
behave like noise. This is seen by the absolute error regions fluctuating when going backwards in time.
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Figure 4.13: Adjoint for NV}, =32 for the 1D Burgers equation

The MSE between the autoencoder adjoint and the discrete primal adjoint is calculated using the
Equation 4.11. The MSE is displayed in Figure 4.16. It can be seen that the error increases when spatial
resolution increases. This is because of the reconstruction error introduced by the autoencoder. Since
the autoencoder primal solution is inserted into the adjoint equation as the linearised state and the gradi-
ent of the linearized state, the error introduced by the autoencoder will contribute twice to the calculation
of the adjoint solution. While the discrete primal gets more accurate for higher spatial resolutions and is
better linearised because of this, the autoencoder gets less accurate for higher spatial resolutions, and
linearisation is worsened.

MSE(Upe, )= 13" (Upe ~ 0 (4.11)
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Figure 4.14: Autoencoder adjoint for N;, =32 for the 1D Burgers equation
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Figure 4.15:
Difference between adjoint based on the discrete primal and the autoencoder adjoint for N, =32 for the 1D Burgers equation

4.5. Adjoint-based Error Estimates for 1D Burgers equation

To find the error estimate §.Jest from Equation 3.9, the adjoint weighted residual needs to be integrated
over the spatial and temporal domain €2 x I. This can be seen in Equation 4.12. Note that since the
chosen Qol is an integral in both time and space, the error estimation also needs to be done in time and
space. This is done by integrating over time in Equation 4.12.

5Jest:—// UTIRy, (uf)dQdT (4.12)
1JQ

In Equation 4.12 the adjoint, residual and the primal solution are defined on the fine space h. The
fine space h is taken to be twice as refined as the coarse space H. The adjoint solutions obtained from
Section 4.4 have been calculated for the fine space h using u;,, however, all primal solutions obtained
thus far, are still defined on the coarse space H. The solution for the primal u; as well as the compressed
and reconstructed primal obtained from the autoencoder uag, i, will be interpolated to obtain the coarse
solution injected into the fine space. This yields u/’ and unyh which will be used in the error estimation
method.

The residual of the primal on the fine space is given by Equation 4.13 which is derived from Equa-
tion 4.1. Note that the forcing f also needs to be defined on the fine space .
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Figure 4.16: 1D Burgers MSE of the autoencoder adjoint for different spatial resolutions on the fine space
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The solution for the residual of the primal using the coarse solution and coarse autoencoder solution
injected into the fine space can be seen in Figure 4.17 and Figure 4.18, respectively. The solution for
the other spatial resolutions can be found in Appendix B. In Figure 4.17, it can be seen that there are
some small differences in the field. These are due to the introduced interpolation errors added during
the injection of the coarse solution into the fine space. In Figure 4.18, besides the interpolation error, the
reconstruction error from the autoencoder can be seen as well. The reconstruction errors make up the
highest error values which return periodically as was the case for the autoencoder primal.

Finally, the absolute error between the residual and the autoencoder residual can be seen in Fig-
ure 4.19 and in Appendix B for the other spatial resolutions. This shows the periodic behaviour as well
which is expected due to the errors made during autoencoder reconstruction of the primal. The MSE has
been plotted as well in Figure 4.20. It can be seen that the error decreases with a rate of convergence
between 1 and 2. Since the residual is calculated using the coarse solution injected into the fine space,
and the reconstructed coarse solutions of the autoencoder have relatively fewer reconstruction errors,
the value of the MSE residual error is seen to decrease when spatial resolution is increased.

The obtained residual on the fine space, together with the fine adjoint can then be filled in into Equa-
tion 4.12 to obtain the error estimates.

Since J =0.25, the value of Jz can be computed and compared as well. This can be done using the
definition of the Qol. Based on Equation 3.8, the true error estimate can be computed. This error estimate
can be compared with the adjoint-based error estimate from Equation 4.12.

The localised error estimate on the fine space for each element is retrieved from Equation 4.14 and
can be seen in Figure 4.21 and Figure 4.22 using the discrete primal and the autoencoder primal, re-
spectively a log scale is used to better see the differences. All other spatial resolutions can be found in
Appendix B. It can be seen that the local error estimates using the autoencoder have higher local error
estimates compared to the error estimates based on the discrete primal. The same periodic pattern that
the residual displayed can be seen for the local error estimates as well. This similarity in behaviour is due
to the autoencoder reconstruction error. The absolute error between the local error estimates is seen
in Figure 4.23 and in Appendix B for all other spatial resolutions. In Figure 4.23, similar behaviour as in
Figure 4.22 is seen due to the difference in local error estimate values being orders of magnitudes larger
for the autoencoder primal. This results in the absolute error plot being dominated by the autoencoder
residual solution. Additionally, the MSE of the local error estimates has been plotted in Figure 4.24. This
is seen to resemble the behaviour seen in Figure 4.20 rather than the behaviour in Figure 4.16. This is

Rh(uf) =
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Figure 4.17: 1D Burgers residual using the coarse solution injected into the fine space for V;, =32
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Figure 4.18: 1D Burgers autoencoder residual using the coarse solution injected into the fine space for NV}, =32
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Figure 4.19:
Difference between residual based on the discrete primal and the autoencoder adjoint for V;, = 32 for the 1D Burgers equation

explained by the residual being relatively low where the adjoint solution is high. As the highest adjoint
values are located near x =0.1 and the highest residual values centered around the middle of the spatial
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Figure 4.20: 1D Burgers MSE of the residual for different spatial resolutions on the fine space

domain, the contribution of the adjoint seems to be dampened due to the residual values being low in the
regions where the adjoint is high. This results in the MSE of the local error estimates behaving similarly
to the residual MSE. It can be seen, however, that the rate of convergence is closer to 1, which is lower
than the convergence rate of the residual.
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Figure 4.21: Local error estimates for Ny =32 for the 1D Burgers equation

The Qol based on the coarse primal .J;;, the estimated values of .J, the adjoint-based error estimate
dJest and the deficiency in the error estimate dd.J s compared to the true error can be seen in Figure 4.25,
Figure 4.26, Figure 4.27 and Figure 4.28 respectively. The definition of the deficiency in the error estimate
is defined in Equation 4.15.

d57 = 57true — 57est with 57true 27—7]-1 (41 5)

From Figure 4.25, it can be seen that as the spatial resolution increases, the Qol approaches the
exactvalue of 0.25. In Figure 4.26, it can be seen that the estimated Qol tends towards the exact value of
0.25 as the spatial resolution gets refined. It is first overestimated however, corrects itself as the spatial
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Figure 4.23: Difference
in local error estimates between discrete primal and autoencoder reconstructed primal for Ny =32 for the 1D Burgers equation

resolution increases. It can be seen from Figure 4.27 that the autoencoder error estimate is accurate for
the lower spatial resolutions and deviates more for the higher spatial resolutions due to reconstruction
being more accurate for lower spatial resolutions. This is also seen in Figure 4.29 where the discrete
primal and autoencoder error estimates are normalised with the true error estimates. From Figure 4.29,
the similarity between the true error and the error estimates can be seen. It should be noted that in
Figure 4.29, the relative distance from a value of 1 measures how similar the values are. Therefore, when
avalue of 2 is seen for the spatial resolution of 32, it would be relatively as bad as the value 0.5 in the plot.

The deficiency of the error estimate can be seen Figure 4.28. It can be seen that the deficiency in error
estimates follows a similar trend for both the reconstructed autoencoder primal and the discrete primal.
However, when looking at how similar the autoencoder deficiency is compared to the autoencoder in
Figure 4.30, it can be seen that for higher spatial resolution, the autoencoder is not similar at all. Note
thatin Figure 4.30, the relative distance from a value of 1 measures how similar the values are. Therefore,
when a value of 2 is seen for the spatial resolution of 32, it would be relatively as bad as the value 0.5 in
this plot as well. This indicates that only the deficiency of the error estimates based on the autoencoder
for the lowest spatial resolution is similar to the primal deficiency of the error estimates.
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Figure 4.26: Estimated Qol on the refined space for different coarse solutions for the 1D Burgers equation
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Lid-Driven Cavity Flow

In this chapter, the Navier-Stokes equations for the lid-driven cavity flow problem will be compressed and
reconstructed. This will be done using the POD and an autoencoder neural network. The adjoint-based
error estimation method will be applied to both reconstructed solutions and will be compared for similar
compression ratios. The results presented in this chapter are for the resolution of 8 x 8, 16 x 16, 32 x 32
and 64 x 64 points and for the Reynolds number of 500. To start this chapter, the governing equations are
presented in Section 5.1 as well as the solution obtained from these equations. Since no exact solution
exists for the Navier-Stokes equations, a reference solution is generated for the primal in Section 5.2. Af-
ter this POD is applied to the solution in Section 5.3. Next, the autoencoder will be applied to the solution
in Section 5.4. After this, the adjoint equations will be presented and solved in Section 5.5. Lastly, the
error estimates are shown in Section 5.6.

5.1. Primal Fluid Equations and Solution for lid-driven cavity flow

The lid-driven cavity flow problem is a well-known incompressible flow problem frequently used to verify
and validate novel CFD methods [49, 50]. The probleminitselfis a flow confined in a two-dimensional unit
square region with three stationary borders and one moving top barrier (a lid). The governing equations
for the lid-driven cavity flow can be seen in Equation 5.1. The unit square domain is indicated with Q2. The
moving top boundary is denoted by 02,4 and the three remaining stationary boundaries are denoted by
OQwall.-

1
Momentum: 8——&-( V)u=-Vp+—V?u in Q,

PDEs: ot Re
Mass: V.u=0 in €,
.13 Y, f = l:uwaII:| |: :| on 8QW3||,
Vwall (5.1)
BCs: l‘ yt = |:uhd:| |: :| on aQ“d,
Vlid
p(0,0,t)=0

ICs: u(z,y,0)=p(z,y,t)=0 in Q

The Qol for this case is J = . [, ,udQdT. This results in the source terms for the adjoint equations
being 5 d—“’ =0and ‘“ = [1,1]T. Since the main region of interest is the transient phase of the flow solu-
tion, the equat|ons WI|| be solved for the time domain I : [0,10] with a timestep of 0.01. As there is no
exact solution for this Qol, a reference solution will be calculated for a more refined spatial resolution
and deemed to be the most accurate representation of the solution of the Navier Stokes equation. The
reference solution can be found in Section 5.2.

The primal fields for the resolution N of 8 x 8, 16 x 16, 32 x 32 and 64 x points for the Reynolds number
500 can be seen in Figure 5.2, Figure 5.2, Figure 5.3, Figure 5.4, Figure 5.5, Figure 5.6, Figure 5.7 and
Figure 5.8. The figures are shown for the last time step. The primal solutions for all other time steps can
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be found in Appendix C.
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Figure 5.4: Pressure
field for Re=500 and N =16 x 16 for the lid-driven cavity flow field for Re =500 and Nz =16 x 16 for the lid-driven cavity flow

5.2. Reference Solution for lid-driven cavity flow

Since no exact solution is known for the Navier-Stokes equations shown in Equation 5.1, a reference
solution will be generated on a finer discretised domain. The solutions obtained are assumed to contain
the least error and are closest to the true solutions of the primal solution. The reference solutions have
a spatial resolution of 96 x 96 can be seen in Figure 5.9 and Figure 5.10. When comparing to the velocity
fields results shown in [49], the results are consistent. The other time steps of the reference solution can
be found in Appendix C.
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field for Re=500 and Ny =64 x 64 for the lid-driven cavity flow field for Re =500 and Ny =64 x 64 for the lid-driven cavity flow

5.3. Compression and reconstruction using POD for lid-driven cav-
ity flow

Since the primal solution is known, the primal solution can be compressed using the POD approach,
explained in Section 3.1. Since the lid-driven cavity flow problem has three variables namely, «, v, and p,
the POD approach will be applied such that 99.99% of the total mode energy is retained for all variables
compressed. The POD is applied to the flow field solution. For the different resolutions, the number of
modes r and the achieved compression ratio C' Rpop can be seen in Table 5.1. The compression ratio
for POD for the lid-driven cavity flow problem C Rpop is defined by Equation 5.2.

The mode energy ratio for all resolutions for u, v and p can be seen in Figure 5.11, Figure 5.12, Fig-
ure 5.13 and Figure 5.14. From these figures can be seen that most of the energy is contained for the first
6 modes. After this, the mode energy retained by the POD is very low. This indicates that the discrete
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Figure 5.9: Reference velocity Figure 5.10: Reference pressure
field for Re =500 and Ny =96 x 96 for the lid-driven cavity flow field for Re=500 and N =96 x 96 for the lid-driven cavity flow

primal solution is smooth.

CRomr— Input datasize ~ Time resolution- (Spatial resolution of input) (5.2)
PO ™ POD output data size Size(U,.)+Size(X,.) +Size(V7T) |
Compression
Spatial resolution Number:f modes Ratio
CRpop

8x8 8 7.512195122

16X 16 8 25.46263911

32x 32 8 63.24185587

64 % 64 9 89.36175406

Table 5.1: POD compression information for different resolutions for a Reynolds number of 500 for the lid-driven cavity flow
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Figure 5.11: Mode energy ratio for each POD Figure 5.12: Mode energy ratio for each POD mode
mode for Re =500 and Ny =8 x 8 for the lid-driven cavity flow for Re=500 and Ny =16 x 16 for the lid-driven cavity flow

The POD reconstructed velocity and pressure fields for the final time step and all resolutions can be
seenin Figure 5.15, Figure 5.16, Figure 5.18, Figure 5.19, Figure 5.21, Figure 5.22, Figure 5.24 and Fig-
ure 5.25. The POD reconstruction for all other time steps can be found in Appendix C. When looking atthe
number of POD modes needed to retain 99.99% of the total modal energy, it can be seen that only a few
modes are needed. Due to the smoothness of the discrete primal solutions, which is seen from the quick
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Figure 5.13: Mode energy ratio for each POD mode Figure 5.14: Mode energy ratio for each POD mode

for Re=500 and Ny = 32 x 32 for the lid-driven cavity flow for Re=500 and Ny =64 x 64 for the lid-driven cavity flow

convergence of the mode energy in Figure 5.11, Figure 5.12, Figure 5.13 and Figure 5.14, the POD is able
to capture the solution using alow number of modes. This is also be seen in Figure 5.17, Figure 5.20, Fig-
ure 5.23 and Figure 5.26. From these figures, it can also be seen that the POD makes fewer errors as spa-
tial resolution increases. This is due to the increase of the size of the U,. matrix with the spatial resolution.
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primal velocity field for Re =500 and
Ny =8x 8 for the lid-driven cavity flow

Figure 5.15: POD reconstructed Figure 5.16: POD reconstructed
velocity field for Re=500 and pressure field for Re =500 and
Ny =8x 8 for the lid-driven cavity flow Ny =8x 8 for the lid-driven cavity flow
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In Figure 5.27, the MSE of the reconstructed POD primal is shown. It can be seen that as the resolu-
tion is increased, the MSE gets higher until it stabilizes to a value of 1e—6. This is due to the criterion the
POD uses. Asresolutionis increased, the criterion does not change. When retaining 99.99% of the mode
energy, the cells are allowed to have a reconstruction error. If the number of cells increases, the error
increases as well. Additionally, the MSE can be seen compared to the compression ratio in Figure 5.28.
The behaviour seen in Figure 5.27 is also displayed in Figure 5.28.
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The cost of the POD cannot be neglected when reconstructing the discrete primal solution. For this
case, the POD can simply be done using a SVD. However, when moving to three-dimensional cases, the
cost of solving such eigenvalue problems will become a bottleneck to the method. The only alternative
to be used in practice is the EOA based on incremental SVD proposed in [17].

5.4. Compression and reconstruction using NN for lid-driven cavity

flow

Now, the primal is also compressed using an autoencoder. The autoencoder is constructed using the
method given in Section 3.2. As noted before, the autoencoder has a different architecture due to the
fully connected linear layers. The autoencoder architecture can be seen in Appendix A. To achieve a
similar compression ratio with the autoencoder as the POD, some space needs to be reserved for the
autoencoder model. To do so, the size of the compressed state will be r, such that the remaining values
can be used to save the model.

For the different resolutions the number of model parameters and the achieved compression ratio
C Rag can be seen in Table 5.2. C'Rag is defined by Equation 5.3. It should be noted that more model
parameters will increase the computational cost of training and running the autoencoder. Even though
the computational cost is not the scope of this thesis, it should not be overlooked.

Input data size
Encoder output data size +Model size
B Number of variables x Time resolution x Spatial resolution of input
~ Time resolution x Spatial resolution of encoder output+Number of Model parameters

CRpAe=

(5.3)

Compression
Resolution | Model parameters Ratio
CRpe
8x 8 17430 7.555310952
16x 16 22239 25.41633881
32x32 40720 63.106879
64 x 64 128675 89.33709073

Table 5.2: Autoencoder compression information for different resolutions for a Reynolds number of 500 for the lid-driven cavity flow

The train and test losses for the different resolutions can be seen in Figure 5.29, Figure 5.30, Fig-
ure 5.31 and Figure 5.32. The training is done using a learning rate of 5e —4. The train and test losses
show that an MSE of 10~ is achieved for a spatial resolution of 8 x 8 points. For the other spatial resolu-
tions, a slightly higher MSE is achieved as can be seen in the figures.

—@- Training —-@- Training
—-%- Test =¥=- Test

Loss

T T T T T T T T T T T T
[} 200 400 600 800 1000 [} 200 400 600 800 1000
Epoch Epoch

Figure 5.29: Train and test losses of the autoencoder Figure 5.30: Train and test losses of the autoencoder
for Re=500 and Ny =8 x 8 for the lid-driven cavity flow for Re=500 and Ny =16 x 16 for the lid-driven cavity flow

The autoencoder reconstructed primal fields can be seen in Figure 5.33, Figure 5.34, Figure 5.36,
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Figure 5.31: Train and test losses of the autoencoder Figure 5.32: Train and test losses of the autoencoder
for Re=500 and Ny =48 x 48 for the lid-driven cavity flow for Re=500 and Ny =64 x 64 for the lid-driven cavity flow

Figure 5.37, Figure 5.39, Figure 5.40, Figure 5.42 and Figure 5.43. It can be seen that the main features
of the flow have been captured using the autoencoder neural network, however, when looking at the in-
stantaneous solutions of the reconstructed primal for the higher resolutions, these do not look as smooth
as the inputted primal solution. This indicates that the latent space for the higher resolutions is too small
which results in the discrepancies seen in the autoencoder reconstructed primal solutions. For the lower
resolutions, it can be seen that the autoencoder reconstruction is more accurate when compared to the
discrete primal solution. In Figure 5.35, Figure 5.38, Figure 5.41 and Figure 5.44, the absolute error fields
between the autoencoder reconstructed velocity and the discrete primal velocity has been shown. It can
be seen that the lowest error is made for the lowest resolution and the highest errors are found for the
resolution of 32 x 32 points. The resolution of 64 x 64 has a lower error due to the latent space being one
size larger, therefore the absolute errors are lower.
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Figure 5.35: Absolute error between au-
toencoder reconstructed velocity field and
discrete primal velocity field for Re =500
and Ny =8 x 8 for the lid-driven cavity flow

Figure 5.33: Autoencoder reconstructed Figure 5.34: Autoencoder reconstructed
velocity field for Re=500 and pressure field for Re =500 and
Ny =8x 8 for the lid-driven cavity flow N =8x 8 for the lid-driven cavity flow

In Figure 5.45, the MSE for the reconstructed autoencoder primal for different resolutions is shown. It
can be seen that the MSE value for the autoencoder is two orders higher than the MSE of the POD. The
reconstruction for the lower resolutions can be seen to be more accurate due to the small latent space
size. The resolution of 64 shows a lower MSE due to the increase of the latent space. The MSE has
also been plotted against the compression ratio in Figure 5.46, providing a mapping of the error made
for each compression ratio investigated in this thesis. Note that the MSE depends on the autoencoder
architecture used as well.
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Figure 5.39: Autoencoder reconstructed
velocity field for Re=500 and
Ny =32 x 32 for the lid-driven cavity flow
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Figure 5.42: Autoencoder reconstructed
velocity field for Re =500 and
Np =64 x64 for the lid-driven cavity flow
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Figure 5.37: Autoencoder reconstructed
pressure field for Re =500 and
Ny =16 x 16 for the lid-driven cavity flow
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Figure 5.40: Autoencoder reconstructed
pressure field for Re =500 and
Ny =32 x 32 for the lid-driven cavity flow
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Figure 5.43: Autoencoder reconstructed
pressure field for Re =500 and
Npg =64 x 64 for the lid-driven cavity flow
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5.5. Adjoint Equations and Solution for lid-driven cavity flow

Now that u,p,upop,prop,Uae and pag are known, the adjoint can be calculated based on these solutions.
Todo so, the adjointequation first needs to be derived. The adjointfor the linearized steady Navier Stokes
equations is derived in [51]. This case is adapted for the unsteady case and can be seen in Equation 5.4.
In Equation 5.4, the adjoint solution ¥ consists of the velocity adjoint ¥, and the pressure adjoint ¥,,.

dJ ov,

M tum: —=
omentum oy 5

—(Up-V)Uy+(Ty-V)Uug—vV3, — VT, = m
Adjoint:

Mass: ﬂ =-V-¥,=0
dp

-1
\Ilu(x,y,t): |: 0 ] on Oyl
BC: (5.4)
' yV\IJu~n+\I/pn+(u0~n)\Ilu:0 on 9Qig,

Yyxn=1 on 8Q|id

Uy(z,y,10)= {g] on ()

U, (z,y,10)=0 onQ

The weak form can be derived from Equation 5.4 as well and the Crank Nicolson time scheme can be
implemented for the terms containing only velocity adjoints ¥, and velocity test function v. The pressure
adjoint ¥,, and the pressure test function ¢ will remain outside of this scheme as can be seen in Equa-
tion 5.5. The linearized velocities are indicated by u; and u;_;. Note that the time step At in Equation 5.5
is a negative number as the problem flows backward in time. This also means that the problem is solved
backwards in time for the velocity adjoint ¥'{,~! and the pressure adjoint ¥,,. The brackets in Equation 5.5
represent the integrated inner product over the domain given in the subscript and the Crank-Nicolson
constant 6 has a value of 0.5.

(@3_@3—1

IC:

At

9((V\Ijtl 'uivv)ﬂ"‘ ((Vui)T\Ijavv) "‘V(V‘I’aavv)sz - (gvv)52+
V(V\Ifa~n,v)3Q+((ui-I‘l)\I/f‘,v)aQ)-‘r_

(1=0) (VT uim1 )+ (VUi ) T 0) + (V8L Vo)o —(g.0)0+

v(VEn0)a0+((Ui—1-n) ¥ v)o0)
The adjoint solution can be seen for a resolution of 16 x 16, 32 x 32, and 64 x 64 for t =4. All other time
steps can be seen in Appendix C. For a resolution of 16 x 16, the adjoint solution based on the discrete
primal, the reconstructed POD primal, and the autoencoder reconstructed primal is shown in Figure 5.47,
Figure 5.48 and Figure 5.49, respectively. It can be seen that all three solutions qualitatively look similar.

The same similarties are seen for a resolution of 32 x 32 in Figure 5.52, Figure 5.53 and Figure 5.54, and
for a resolution of 64 x 64 in Figure 5.57, Figure 5.58 and Figure 5.59.

,'U) + (\Ilpvvv)ﬁ - (v \Iluvq)ﬂ + (\Ilp 'nvv)69+
Q

(5.5)
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Whenlooking at the absolute error plots for a resolution of 16 x 16 shown in Figure 5.50 and Figure 5.51,
it can be seen that the adjoint based on the POD reconstructed primal almost has no error compared to
the adjoint based on the discrete primal. This is also seen for the other two resolution in Figure 5.55 and
Figure 5.60. For the autoencoder adjoint in Figure 5.51, the maximum error is seen in the top left corner,
while lower errors are present around the forming cavity. The error of the top left corner is also present
in the absolute error plots for a resolution of 32 x 32 and 64 x 64 in Figure 5.56 and Figure 5.61. For
the resolution of 64 x 64, it can be seen that a large error is made using the autoencoder near the right
boundary of the domain which is a result of the autoencoder reconstructed primal being less accurate for
higher resolutions due to small latent space size.
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Figure 5.49:
Velocity adjoint based on the autoencoder
reconstructed primal for Re =500 and
Nyj, =16 x 16 for the lid-driven cavity flow

Figure 5.47: Velocity adjoint based Figure 5.48: Velocity adjoint based on the
on the original primal for Re=500and POD reconstructed primal for Re =500 and
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Figure 5.50: Velocity adjoint error between Figure 5.51: Velocity adjoint error between the
the discrete primal adjoint and POD-based primal adjoint discrete primal adjoint and autoencoder based primal adjoint
for Re=500 and N, =16 x 16 for the lid-driven cavity flow for Re=500 and N;, =16 x 16 for the lid-driven cavity flow

Finally, the MSE of the adjoint using the POD and autoencoder reconstructed primal is shown in Fig-
ure 5.62. The mapping of the compression ratio with the MSE can be seen in Figure 5.63 for the POD
and the autoencoder adjoints. For higher resolutions, higher errors are seen. For the POD, this is due to
the increase in resolution retaining the same level of error for all the elements. For the autoencoder, this
is due to the fixed latent space size which is seen to be too small. This results in the lowest MSE being
made for the lowest spatial resolution. The error increases as resolution increases while the latent space
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Figure 5.55: Velocity adjoint error between
the discrete primal adjoint and POD-based primal adjoint
for Re=500 and N}, =32 x 32 for the lid-driven cavity flow

Figure 5.56: Velocity adjoint error between the
discrete primal adjoint and autoencoder based primal adjoint
for Re=500 and N}, =32 x 32 for the lid-driven cavity flow

and number of modes remain constant. The error is seen to reduce when the latent space and number
of modes is increased, as can be seen in the case for a spatial resolution of 64 x 64.

5.6. Adjoint-based Error Estimates for lid-driven cavity flow

To find the error estimate §.Jest, Equation 3.9 needs to be adapted since the adjoint equation has two
adjoint solutions, namely one for the velocity and one for the pressure. To find §.Je; for the Navier Stokes
equations, Equation 5.6 is used. The adjoint weighted residual needs to be integrated over the spatial
domain 2 and time domain I as can be seen in Equation 5.6.

§Jest=— / < / U,.u-Ri mom (Ui ) d2+- / ), p Ry Mass (Ul )dQ)dT (5.6)
I Q Q

To get the error estimates, all variables given in Equation 5.6 should be defined on the fine space h

which is two times as refined as the coarse space H. Since all primal solutions obtained thus far are

defined on the coarse space H, the primal solutions need to be projected in the fine space h which is

done using interpolation in space. This yields uj, ufyp , and ug , for the velocity and pff, pgop j, and
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Figure 5.60: Velocity adjoint error between
the discrete primal adjoint and POD-based primal adjoint
for Re=500 and N}, =64 x 64 for the lid-driven cavity flow
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Phg., Which will be used in the error estimation method.
The residual of the primal for both the mass and momentum equation on the fine space is given by
Equation 5.7 which is derived from Equation 5.1.

L

_ y_Ou!
Momentum: Ry mom(Uy )=—%+ Re

ot
Mass: Ry pass(uf)=V-uff

+(u - vyul 1 vpll - —v2ull

(5.7)

The adjoint solutions ¥, and ¥,, which are obtained from Section 5.5 have been calculated on the
fine space h.

The values of .J;; can be computed as well using the definition of the Qol. Note that .Jos can also be
calculated using the adjoint-based error estimates adapting Equation 3.8 t0 Jest = J i + 6 Jest.

The localized error estimate on the fine space is retrieved from Equation 5.8. This can be seen in
Figure 5.64, Figure 5.65, and Figure 5.66 for a resolution of 16 x 16. For these figures, a log scale is used
to emphasize the differences between the small values. When comparing the local estimate plots shown
in Figure 5.64, Figure 5.65, and Figure 5.66, little difference is seen. When looking at the absolute error
plots shown in Figure 5.67 and Figure 5.68, it can be seen that the POD adjoint weighted residual is very
accurate. The autoencoder does show higher errors in the absolute value however, despite these errors,
the adjoint weighted residual shown in Figure 5.66 is still accurate and has all the dominant features
shown in Figure 5.64.

For the resolution 32 x 32 and 64 x 64 the local error estimates can be seen in Figure 5.69, Figure 5.70,
and Figure 5.71 and Figure 5.74, Figure 5.75, and Figure 5.76 for the discrete primal, the reconstructed
POD primal and the autoencoder reconstructed primal, respectively. Looking at the three figures for each
resolution itcan already be seen in the 32 x 32 resolution case that the autoencoder adjoint weighted resid-
ual is off. For the resolution of 64 x 64, the adjoint weighted residual is even more off. This is due to the
reconstruction of the autoencoder being less accurate for higher resolution. Since the residual is used
to compute the local error estimates, the autoencoder also needs to be able to reconstruct a primal that
accurately captures the residual. This is more demanding for the autoencoder to do due to the residual
being more complex for higher resolutions. This is why larger differences are seen for higher resolutions
as is displayed in the absolute error plots shown in Figure 5.73 and Figure 5.78. The adjoint weighted
residual based on the POD reconstructed primal can be seen to be accurate not only qualitatively, but
also by the absolute error plots shown in Figure 5.72 and Figure 5.77.

When the residual is captured accurately enough, meaning that a large enough latent space should
be used for the autoencoder, the adjoint weighted residual based on the autoencoder could be used as
an error indicator for mesh refinement. It should be noted that after the refinement has been done, an
even larger latent space for the autoencoder should be used which results in constructing an entirely new
autoencoder after each iteration.

Eest = ’ (\Ijij;u)Rh,Mom (uhH) + (\Ijh,p)Rh,Mass(uhH) ’ (58)

The Qol based on the coarse solution J; can be seen in Figure 5.79. It can be seen that the Qol
tends towards zero as the resolution increases.

The adjoint-based error estimate using the discrete primal, the POD reconstructed primal and the
autoencoder reconstructed primal is shown in Figure 5.80. It can be seen that the POD reconstructed
and the discrete primal solution have the same error estimate values for all resolutions. This is due to
the POD being able to capture the solution easily due to the smoothness of the discrete primal. The au-
toencoder shows for the resolution of 16 x 16 that the error estimate is similar to the error estimate based
on the discrete primal. As the resolution increases, the residual is being reconstructed less accurately
resulting in a more erroneous adjoint-based error estimate. For the resolution of 32 x 32, it can already be
seen to affect the error estimates. This effect is seen to be not large, even though the adjoint weighted
residual was erroneous for this spatial resolution. The accuracy of the error estimate could be due to
cancellation happening when computing the integral over space and time for the Qol. But when looking
at the error estimate for a resolution of 64 x 64, it can be seen that the estimation of the error completely
crumbles due to high reconstruction error in the residual. As a result of this behavior, the Qol estimates
shown in Figure 5.81, are seen to be reasonably accurate for the resolutions of 16 x 16 and 32 x 32 but
not accurate for the resolution of 64 x 64. This is shown more clearly in Figure 5.83, where the similarity
is quantified between the true error and the error estimates. The definition of the true error is seen in
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Equation 5.9. Next to this, the deficiency in the error has been plotted as well in Figure 5.82. The defi-
nition of the deficiency of the error estimates can be seen in Equation 5.9. From Figure 5.82, it can be
seen that the error estimates for the autoencoder and the discrete primal lie close to each other for low
resolutions and start showing differences when moving to higher resolutions. This is highlighted more in
Figure 5.84, where the similarity of the deficiency of the reconstructed error estimates is normalized with
the deficiency of the discrete primal error estimates. It should be noted that in Figure 5.84, the relative
distance from a value of 1 measures how similar the values are. Therefore, when a value of 2 is seen for
the resolution of 64 x 64, it would be as badly similar to the value 0.5 in the plot.

d57 = 57true — 6<7est with 5jtrue = 7ref —7H (59)
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Figure 5.72: Absolute error between the discrete primal local
error estimates and the POD-based primal local error estimates
for Re=500 and N}, =32 x 32 for the lid-driven cavity flow
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Figure 5.73: Absolute error between the discrete primal local er-
ror estimates and the autoencoder-based primal local error esti-
mates for Re =500 and N}, = 32 x 32 for the lid-driven cavity flow
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Conclusion

As the final chapter of this thesis, this chapter concludes the results found and aims to provide an answer
to the main research questions and secondary research objectives outlined in the report’s opening chap-
ters. The future work and recommendation section emphasizes the further actions that can be taken to
improve and build upon this thesis work.

6.1. Conclusion

The thesis emphasized several restrictions on output-based mesh adaptation, particularly those relating
to techniques for adjoint-based output error estimation. Two main restrictions have been accentuated,
which are the high computational cost and the large storage footprint these techniques have. The focus
of this thesis has been the latter point. To overcome the storage issue, a neural network autoencoder
has been proposed to accurately reconstruct the primal solution. Besides this, proper orthogonal decom-
position (POD) was also applied to reconstruct the primal solutions. The use of the autoencoder and
POD is evaluated using the accuracy obtained for adjoint-based error estimates based on reconstructed
solutions.

First, a 1D unsteady viscous Burgers problem was investigated to validate the proposed method
using the method of manufactured solutions. The POD was able to reconstruct the chosen manufac-
tured solution using only two modes. The autoencoder showed that it was able to reconstruct the pri-
mal solution to qualitatively look the same using a small latent space. However, due to the small la-
tent space size, the reconstruction became worse as the spatial resolution increased, especially for the
residual. As the adjoint-based error estimation framework uses the reconstructed primal for the adjoint
calculation, and the calculation of the residual by injecting the reconstructed primal into the fine space,
the error estimation was only accurate for the lower resolutions where the autoencoder was accurate
for the residual as well. For the higher spatial resolutions, the reconstruction error introduced by the
autoencoder starts to dominate the solution which results in more erroneous adjoint-based error esti-
mates.

Secondly, the Navier-Stokes problem for the lid-driven cavity flow was investigated as a test case of
the proposed thesis. The test case has been solved for three resolutions, namely 8, 16, and 32. The
proposed method showed that reconstruction of the primal using the POD was achieved using a low
number of modes due to the smoothness of the discrete primal. This resulted in a small latent space for
the autoencoder. As the POD is able to capture the solution using a low number of modes, the POD has
an unfair advantage when comparing the performance of the autoencoder and the POD reconstructed
solutions. This resulted in the POD reconstructed primal being as accurate as the discrete primal solution
when used for adjoint-based error estimation. The autoencoder for a resolution of 8 showed thatitis able
to estimate the adjoint-based errors but as reconstruction errors start to dominate for higher resolutions
in the residual, the error estimation gets less accurate. This is because the residual is more difficult to
reconstruct for higher resolution than the primal solution. The difficulties arise due to the complexity of
the residual increasing as the resolution goes up, demanding a larger latent space. When the latent
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space is large enough to capture the residual of the primal accurately, the local error estimates based
on the autoencoder reconstructed primal can be used as a first iteration error indicator for mesh refine-
ment.

To conclude, the test cases presented in this thesis were too easy for the POD resulting in an unfair
comparison between the POD and the autoencoder reconstruction methods. The framework to compare
these two reconstruction methods has been established using a practical and fair compression metric
which includes the model size, and an accuracy measure for the adjoint-based error estimation method.
The results show that the latent space should be sufficiently large in order to gain accurate reconstruction.
If the metric did not include the model size, the achieved autoencoder accuracy for the residual could be
much higher.

6.2. Future work and recommendations

This thesis tested the usage of primal reconstruction using a neural network autoencoder in the context of
adjoint-based error estimation. The following steps could be taken to improve and build upon this thesis
work.

In this thesis, two test cases were used which were relatively easy for the POD to reconstruct. To actu-
ally compare the performance of POD reconstruction with an autoencoder reconstruction, the proposed
method needs to be applied to a test case that cannot be exactly reconstructed by the POD.

Next to this, the computational capacity of the hardware used in this thesis limited the investiga-
tion. During the thesis, multiple workarounds have been used to not exceed the computational capacity.
Therefore, a more powerful machine with more computational memory is highly advised for more com-
plex cases and higher-resolution cases.

Additionally, the calculation of the fine adjoint still required the fine primal solution using the proposed
method. To completely omit the need for the fine primal, a super-resolution autoencoder could be made
which uses as input the coarse primal solution, compresses the solution of the primal, and uses the
compressed primal to output the fine adjoint. This would completely bypass the adjoint calculation while
gaining the fine adjoint cheaply.

Finally, the autoencoder in this thesis displays results that can be interpreted as nonphysical. This
problem could be alleviated with the use of a physic-informed loss function instead of the Mean Squared
Error used here. Note that, in order to still remain computationally cheap, this loss function cannot be
expensive. This is mainly for training the neural network which evaluates this loss function often. As the
function is evaluated many times, the computational cost will result in a bottleneck for training the neural
network. Subsequently, the neural network training time is lower as well using a cheaply evaluated loss
function.
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Appendix A: Autoencoder Architectures

A.1. 1D Burgers Equation

n_points | lin_comp | Total variables

8 28 20018

16 14 20090

32 7 20318

48 5 21078

64 3 19790

96 2 29507
128 1 26941

Table A.1: Autoencoder variables and total parameters for the 1D burgers equation

Type Details Output shape
Input Input of the data in batches [32, 1, n_points]
Layer 1 Conv1d(1, 32, kernel_size=3, stride=2, padding=1) [32, 32, n_points/2]
Activation
Function 1 ReLU()
Encoder | Layer2 Conv1d(32, 64, kernel_size=3, stride=2, padding=1) [32, 64, n_points/4]
Activation
Function 2 ReLU()
Flatten Reshape array for Linear compression [32, 64*n_points/4]
Layer 3 Linear(in_features=64*n_points/4, out_features=Ilin_comp) [32, lin_comp]
Activation
Function 3 ReLU()
Layer 4T Linear(in_features=lin_comp, out_features=1) [32,1]
Layer 5 Linear(in_features= 1, out_features=lin_comp) [32, lin_comp]
Activation
Function 4 ReLU()
Layer 6 Linear(in_features=lin_comp, out_features=64*n_points/4) | [32, 64*n_points/4]
Decoder | Activation ReLU()
Function 5
Reshape Reshape array for Convolutional reconstruction [32, 64, n_points/4]
ConvTranspose1d(64, 32, kernel_size=3, stride=2, .
Layer 7 padding=1, output_padding=1) [32, 32, n_points/2]
Activation
Function 6 ReLU()
ConvTranspose1d(32, 1, kernel_size=3, stride=2, .
Layer8 padding=1, output_padding=1) [32, 1, n_points]
Output Output of original shape as input

the 1D Burgers equation. +Note for the resolutions 48,96 and 128, out_features of Layer 4 and in_features of Layer 5 is set to 2

Table A.2: Autoencoder architecture for
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Appendix A. Appendix A: Autoencoder Architectures

A.2. Lid-driven cavity flow

Reynolds Number | Resolution | Kernel_1_out | Kernel_2_out | lin_comp r
88 13 24 22 5
16 x16 7 16 16 4
100 32x32 9 14 12 5
48 x 48 10 15 9 5
64 x 64 10 14 9 5
96 x 96 14 19 6 5
8x 8 17 33 22 8
16 x16 14 26 17 8
500 32x 32 13 19 14 8
48 x 48 12 20 " 8
64 x 64 11 21 1" 9
96 x 96 4 20 1" 9
88 18 36 22 9
16 x16 12 28 22 10
900 32x 32 12 24 14 10
48 x 48 13 20 14 10
64 x 64 15 19 15 11
96 x 96 20 22 12 1
Table A.3: Autoencoder variables and total parameters for the lid-driven cavity flow
Type Details Output
Input Input of the data in batches [32, 3, n_points, n_points]
Conv2d(1, Kernel_1_out, kernel_size=3, . .
Layer 1 stride=2, padding=1) [32, Kernel_1_out, n_points/2, n_points/2]
Activation
Encoder | Function 1 ReLU()
Conv2d(Kernel_1_out, Kernel_2_out, kernel_size=3, . .
Layer 2 stride=2, padding=1) [32, Kernel_2_out, n_points/4, n_points/4]
Activation
Function 2 ReLU()
Flatten Reshape array for Linear compression [32, Kernel_2_out * n_points/4 * n_points/4]
Linear(in_features=Kernel_2_out * n_points/4 * n_points/4, .
Layer 3 e [32, lin_comp]
out_features=lin_comp)
Activation
Function 3 ReLU()
Layer 4 Linear(in_features=lin_comp, out_features=r) [32,1]
Layer 5 Linear(in_features=r, out_features=lin_comp) [32, lin_comp]
Activation
Function 4 ReLU()
Linear(in_features=lin_comp, . . . .
Decoder Layer6 out_features=Kernel_2_out * n_points/4 * n_points/4) [32, Kernel_2_out™ n_points/4 * n_points/4]
Activation
Function 5 ReLU()
Reshape Reshape array for Convolutional reconstruction [32, Kernel_2_out, n_points/4, n_points/4]
Conv2d(Kernel_2_out, Kernel_1_out, kernel_size=3, . .
Layer7 stride=2, padding=1, output_padding=1) [32, Kernel_1_out, n_points/2, n_points/2]
Activation
Function 6 ReLU()
Conv2d(Kernel_1_out, 3, kernel_size=3, stride=2, . .
Layer 8 padding=1, output_padding=1) [32, 3, n_points, n_points]
Output Output of original shape as input

Table A.4: Autoencoder architecture for the lid-driven cavity flow




Appendix B: 1D Burgers Solutions

B.1. 1D Burgers Primal
B.1.1. Solution
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Figure B.1: 1D Burgers solution for Ny =8
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Figure B.3: 1D Burgers solution for Ny = 32
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Figure B.5: 1D Burgers solution for Ny = 64
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Figure B.2: 1D Burgers solution for Ny = 16
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Figure B.6: 1D Burgers solution for Ny = 96
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Figure B.7: 1D Burgers solution for Ny = 128

B.1.2. POD
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Figure B.8: 1D Burgers POD solution for Ny =8 Figure B.9: 1D Burgers POD solution for Ny =16
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Figure B.10: 1D Burgers POD solution for Ny =32 Figure B.11: 1D Burgers POD solution for Ny =48
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Figure B.12: 1D Burgers POD solution for Ny = 64 Figure B.13: 1D Burgers POD solution for Ny = 96
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Figure B.14: 1D Burgers POD solution for Ny =128
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B.1.3. Autoencoder
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Figure B.15: 1D Burgers Autoencoder solution for Ny =8
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Figure B.17: 1D Burgers Autoencoder solution for Ny = 32
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Figure B.19: 1D Burgers Autoencoder solution for Ny = 64
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Figure B.16: 1D Burgers Autoencoder solution for Ny = 16
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Figure B.18: 1D Burgers Autoencoder solution for Ny =48
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Figure B.20: 1D Burgers Autoencoder solution for Ny = 96
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Figure B.21: 1D Burgers Autoencoder solution for Ny = 128

B.1.4. Exact Solution

10 = 09749
0.8652
0.8 0.7555
0.6458
06
05361
x
0.4264
04
|40.3167
02 02070
00073
00 -0.0124
o 5 10 15 20
t

Figure B.22: 1D Burgers reference solution for Ny =8
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Figure B.23: 1D Burgers reference solution for Ny = 16
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Figure B.24: 1D Burgers reference solution for Ny = 32 Figure B.25: 1D Burgers reference solution for Ny =48
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Figure B.26: 1D Burgers reference solution for Ny = 64 Figure B.27: 1D Burgers reference solution for Ny = 96
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Figure B.28: 1D Burgers reference solution for Ny =128

B.2. 1D Burgers Primal Error
B.2.1. Solution
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Figure B.29: 1D Burgers solution error for Ny =8 Figure B.30: 1D Burgers solution error for Ny = 16
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Figure B.31: 1D Burgers solution error for Ny = 32 Figure B.32: 1D Burgers solution error for Ny =48
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Figure B.33: 1D Burgers solution error for Ny = 64
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Figure B.35: 1D Burgers solution error for Ny = 128
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Figure B.38: 1D Burgers POD solution error for Ny =32
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Figure B.40: 1D Burgers POD solution error for Ny = 64
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Figure B.37: 1D Burgers POD solution error for Ny = 16
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Figure B.39: 1D Burgers POD solution error for Ny =48
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Figure B.41: 1D Burgers POD solution error for Nz = 96
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Figure B.42: 1D Burgers POD solution error for Ny =128
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1D Burgers Autoencoder solution error for Ny = 16
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Figure B.49: 1D Burgers Autoencoder solution error for Ny = 128
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B.3. 1D Burgers Adjoint Solutions
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Figure B.50: 1D Burgers adjoint for N;, =16 Figure B.51: 1D Burgers adjoint for N, = 32

¥ 7! 4.605 § L 4616
4.094 4.103

- 3.582 - 3.590
3.070 3.077

: 2.559 : 2.564
* 2,047 * 2.051
) 1.535 ) 1539
. 1.023 . 1.026
0.512 0.513

) 12 14 16 18 20 0.000 ) 12 14 16 18 20 0.000

t t

Figure B.52: 1D Burgers adjoint for IV}, = 64 Figure B.53: 1D Burgers adjoint for NV}, = 96

. k) 4612
4.100
3.587
3.075
) 2.562
2.050
' 1537
. 1.025
0512
) 12 14 16 18 20 0.000
t

Figure B.54: 1D Burgers adjoint for N}, =128
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Figure B.55: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint for NV;, = 16 Figure B.56: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint for IV, = 32
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Figure B.57: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint for IV, = 64 Figure B.58: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint for N}, = 96
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Figure B.59: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint for NV, = 128
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Figure B.60: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint error for N, =16  Figure B.61: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint error for N, = 32
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Figure B.62: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint error for N;, =64  Figure B.63: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint error for N;, =96
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Figure B.64: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint error for N;, = 128
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Figure B.65: 1D Burgers Residual for N;, =16 Figure B.66: 1D Burgers Residual for N;, =32
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Figure B.67: 1D Burgers Residual for N;, = 64 Figure B.68: 1D Burgers Residual for N;, =96
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Figure B.69: 1D Burgers Residual for N, = 128
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Figure B.70: 1D Burgers Autoencoder residual for N;, = 16 Figure B.71: 1D Burgers Autoencoder residual for N, = 32
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Figure B.73: 1D Burgers Autoencoder residual for N, = 96
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Figure B.74: 1D Burgers Autoencoder residual for N;, = 128

B.6. 1D Burgers Residual Error
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Figure B.79: 1D Burgers Autoencoder residual error for Ny, = 128
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Figure B.78: 1D Burgers Autoencoder residual error for Ny, =
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B.7. 1D Burgers Adjoint weighted residual fields

B.7.1. Primal

9,

)l -2.79
-4.95
-7.11
-9.28
-11.44
~13.60
-15.76
-17.92
~20.08
16 18 20 2224

Figure B.80:
1D Burgers adjoint weighted residual field for N}, = 16
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Figure B.82:
1D Burgers adjoint weighted residual field for N;, = 64
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Figure B.81:
1D Burgers adjoint weighted residual field for N, = 32
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Figure B.84: 1D Burgers adjoint weighted residual field for V;, = 128
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Figure B.86: 1D Burgers
Autoencoder adjoint weighted residual field for N;, = 32
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Figure B.94: 1D Burgers Autoencoder adjoint weighted residual error for N;, = 128

B.9. Train and test losses for 1D Burgers Autoencoders
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Figure B.95: 1D Burgers train and test losses for Ny =8 Figure B.96: 1D Burgers train and test losses for Ny = 16
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Figure B.97: 1D Burgers train and test losses for Ny = 32 Figure B.98: 1D Burgers train and test losses for Ny =48
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Figure B.99: 1D Burgers train and test losses for Ny = 64 Figure B.100: 1D Burgers train and test losses for Ny = 96
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Figure B.101: 1D Burgers train and test losses for Ny =96



Appendix C: Lid-driven Cavity Flow
Solutions

C.1. Lid-driven Cavity Flow Primal
C.1.1. Solution
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Figure C.1: Velocity field for Ny =8 x8and Re =500 fort=0 Figure C.2: Pressure field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=0
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Figure C.3: Velocity field for Ny =8 x8and Re=500fort=2 Figure C.4: Pressure field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 for t =2
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Figure C.5: Velocity field for Ny =8 x8and Re =500 fort=4  Figure C.6: Pressure field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort=4
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Figure C.7: Velocity field for Ny =8 x8and Re =500 fort=6 Figure C.8: Pressure field for Ny =8 x8 and Re = 500 fort =6
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Figure C.9: Velocity field for Ny =8 x8and Re =500 fort=8 Figure C.10: Pressure field for Ny =8 x 8and Re =500 fort=8
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Figure C.12:

Figure C.11: Velocity field for Ny =8 x 8and Re =500 fort=10 Pressure field for N7y =8 x 8 and Re = 500 for t = 10
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Figure C.14:

Figure C.13: Velocity fieldfor Ny =16 x 16and Re=500fort=0 Pressure field for Nj; —16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t = 0
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Figure C.16:

Figure C.15: Velocityfieldfor Ny =16 x 16and Re =500 fort=2 Pressure field for Ny = 16 16 and Re = 500 for t = 2
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Figure C.18:
Pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =4

Figure C.17: Velocity fieldfor Ny =16 x 16and Re=500fort=4
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Figure C.20:

Figure C.19: Velocityfieldfor Ny =16 x 16and Re =500 fort=6 Pressure field for Ny = 16 16 and Re = 500 for t = 6
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Figure C.22:

Figure C.21: Velocity fieldfor Ny =16 x 16and Re=500fort=8 Pressure field for Ny = 16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort = 8
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Velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =10
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Figure C.25: Velocity fieldfor Ny =32 x 32andRe=500fort=0
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Figure C.26:
Pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Figure C.28:

Figure C.27: Velocity field for Ny =32 x 32and Re=500fort=2 Pressure field for Nj; — 32 x 32 and Re = 500 for t = 2
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Figure C.30:
Pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=4

Figure C.29: Velocity fieldfor Ny =32 x 32and Re=500fort=4
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Figure C.31: Velocity field for Ny =32 x 32andRe=500fort=6
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Figure C.32:
Pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =6
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Figure C.34:
Pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=10 Pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =10
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Figure C.38:
Pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0

Figure C.37: Velocity field for Ny =64 x 64and Re=500fort=0
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Velocity, t = 2

40.609

0.488

Figure C.39: Velocity field for Ny =64 x 64and Re =500fort=2

Velocity, t =4

40.592

0.473

Figure C.41: Velocity fieldfor Ny =64 x 64and Re=500fort=4

Pressure, t = 2

1.252

1.057

0.863

-40.668

H0.474

40.279

0.085

=0.110
—-0.305
=0.499

Figure C.40:
Pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =2

Pressure, t = 4
1274

1077
0.880
0.682
0.485

0.287

0.090

-0.108

—-0.305

—-0.503

Figure C.42:
Pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort=4
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Pressure, t = 6

Velocity, t = 6 1.281
1.087
1.083
0.966
0.885
0.845
10686
{0.724
10.488
0.604
10.289
0.483
0.091
0.362
-0.108
0.241
-0.306
0.121
-0.505
0.000

Figure C.44:

Figure C.43: Velocity field for Ny =64 x 64and Re =500fort=6 Pressure field for Nj; — 64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t = 6

Pressure, t = 8

Velocity, t =8 1288
1.058
1.089
0.940
0.890
0.823
40.690
40.705
10.491
0.588
40.291
0.470
0.092
0.353
-0.108
0.235
-0.307
0118
-0.506
0.000

Figure C.46:
Pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8

Figure C.45: Velocity field for Ny =64 x 64and Re=500fort=8
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Velocity, t = 10

40711

40.592

0.474

Figure C.47:
Velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=10

C.1.2. POD

Velocity, t =0

-0.0868
40.0724

0.0579

Figure C.49:
POD velocity field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=0

Pressure, t = 10

1.292

1.092

0.893

40.693

40.493

40.293

0.093

=0.107
—-0.306
=0.506

Figure C.48:
Pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =10

Pressure, t =0
0.03937

0.03213

0.02489
0.8

-0.01765

0.6 F
-0.01041

-0.00317
0.4 F

- —0.00407

02F
—0.01131

—0.01855

—0.02579

Figure C.50:
POD pressure field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity, t = 2 Pressure, t = 2
1.017 0.1949

1.0
0.904 0.1705
0.791 0.1460
0.8
0.678 0.1216
0.6
0.565 0.0971
0.452 0.0726
0.4
0.339 0.0482
0.2
0.226
0.113
0.0
.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.0237

—0.0007

0.

0.000 =0.0252

Figure C.51: Figure C.52:
POD velocity field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 for t = 2 POD pressure field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort =2

Velocity, t =4 Pressure, t = 4
1.014 0.2579

1.0
0.901
0.789
0.8
0.676
0.6
0.563
0.451
0.4
0.338
0.2
0.225
0.113
0.0
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0.000 —0.0357

0.2252

0.1926

0.1600

0.1274

0.0948

0.0622

0.0295

—0.0031

Figure C.53: Figure C.54:
POD velocity field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 for t =4 POD pressure field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=4
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1.0

0.0
0.

Velocity, t = 6
.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 D
Figure C.55:

POD velocity field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 for t =6

Velocity, t =8

1.004
1.0

0.893

0.781
0.8

0.669
0.6

0.558

0.446
0.4

0.335
0.2

0.223

0.112
0.0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.000
Figure C.57:

POD velocity field for Ny =8 x8 and Re = 500 fort=8

Pressure, t = 6

0.264

0.230

0.196

0.162

0.128

0.094

0.060
0.026
—0.008
=0.042

Figure C.56:
POD pressure field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=6

Pressure, t = 8

Figure C.58:
POD pressure field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity, t = 10 Pressure, t = 10
1.010 0.2822

’ 0.897 0.2452
By
0.785 0.2082
10.673 10.1713
fos61 fo.1343
{0440 {0.0073
0.337 40.0603
0.224 0.0233
0.112 —0.0136
0.000 —0.0506
Figure C.59: Figure C.60:
POD velocity field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort =10 POD pressure field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=10
Velocity, t =0 Pressure, t =0

0.09464 0.05859

0.08412 0.04988

0.07361

0.04117

-0.06309 -0.03246
40.05258 -40.02375
-0.04206 -0.01504

-0.03155 -0.00633

0.02103 —0.00238
0.01052 —0.01109
0.00000 —0.01980

Figure C.61: Figure C.62:
POD velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=0 POD pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity, t = 2

1.0

0.691

0.461

Figure C.63:
POD velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort = 2

Velocity, t =4

0.684

0.570

0.456

Figure C.65:
POD velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t = 4

Pressure, t = 2

Figure C.64:

0.3083

0.2430

0.1778

POD pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =2

Pressure, t = 4

Figure C.66:
POD pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =4

0.3131

0.2443

0.1756
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Velocity, t = 6 Loz3 Pressure, t = 6 05244
0.910 0.4549
0.796 0.3854
0.682 -40.3158
0.568 10.2463
0.455 40.1767
0.341 0.1072
0.227 0.0376
0.114 —0.0319
0.000 =0.1014
Figure C.67: Figure C.68:
POD velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=6 POD pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=6
Velocity, t = 8 Loz Pressure, t = 8 05285
0.908 0.4601
0.795 0.3917
0.681 40.3233
0.568 40.2550
0.454 40.1866
0.341 0.1182
0.227 0.0498
0.114 —0.0186
0.000 —0.0870
Figure C.69: Figure C.70:

POD velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=8 POD pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity, t = 10 Pressure, t = 10

0.683 -40.3259

40.2573

0.455 -0.1886

Figure C.71: Figure C.72:
POD velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =10 POD pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =10
Velocity, t =0 Pressure, t =0

0.2212 -0.0635

0.1843

-0.0490

0.1475 -0.0345

Figure C.73: Figure C.74:
POD velocity field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=0 POD pressure field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity, t = 2 Pressure, t = 2
1.055 0.7953

0.937 0.6847
0.820 0.5740
40.703 40.4633
40.586 40.3527
40.469 40.2420
0.352 40.1314
0.234 0.0207
0.117 —0.0899
0.000 —0.2006
Figure C.75: Figure C.76:
POD velocity field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =2 POD pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=2
Velocity, t =4 Loz Pressure, t = 4
0.913
0.799
40.685 10.474
40.570 10.362
40.456 10.249
0.342 40.136
0.228 0.023
0.114 —0.090
0.000 -0.203
Figure C.77: Figure C.78:

POD velocity field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =4 POD pressure field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=4
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Velocity, t = 6

10.694

40.579

10.463

Figure C.79:
POD velocity field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=6

Velocity, t =8

40.705

40.587

10.470

Figure C.81:
POD velocity field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=8

Pressure, t = 6

0.821

0.707

0.593

40.479

40.365

40.251

10.137
0.023
—-0.091
—=0.205

Figure C.80:
POD pressure field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=6

Pressure, t = 8
0.826

0.711
0.596
0.482
40.367

40.252

-0.138

0.023

—-0.092

—-0.206

Figure C.82:
POD pressure field for Ny =32x32and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity, t = 10 Lo Pressure, t = 10

0.485

40.370

40.255

10.139

0.024

—-0.092

0.00 -0.207
Figure C.83: Figure C.84:
POD velocity field for Ng =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=10 POD pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=10
Velocity, t = 0 02804 Pressure, t =0 01825
0.2492 0.1562
0.2181 0.1299
{01869 {o.1036
{01558 {o.0773
0.1246 {o.0510
0.0935 -0.0247
0.0623 —0.0016
0.0312 —0.0279
0.0000 —0.0542
Figure C.85: Figure C.86:

POD velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0 POD pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity, t = 2

Figure C.87:

0.609

0.488

POD velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t =2

Velocity, t =4

Figure C.89:
POD velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t =4

0.592

0.473

Pressure, t = 2

1.252

1.057

0.863

-40.668

H0.474

40.279

0.085

=0.110
—-0.305
=0.499

Figure C.88:
POD pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =2

Pressure, t = 4
1274

1077
0.880
0.682
0.485

0.287

0.090

-0.108

—-0.305

—-0.503

Figure C.90:
POD pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=4
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Velocity, t = 6

1.087

0.966

0.845

10.724

0.604

0.483

0.362
0.241
0.121
0.000

Figure C.91:
POD velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =6

Velocity, t =8 Loss

0.940
0.823
40.705
0.588

0.470

0.353

0.235

0.118

0.000

Figure C.93:
POD velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8

Pressure, t = 6

1281

1.083

0.885

-0.686

40.488

0.289

0.091

—-0.108

—-0.306

=0.505

Figure C.92:
POD pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=6

Pressure, t = 8
1.288

1.089

0.890

-0.690

40.491

40.291

0.092

-0.108

-0.307

—-0.506

Figure C.94:
POD pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity, t = 10 Pressure, t = 10
1.292

1.092

0.893

40.693

0.592

40.493

0.474 40.293

0.093

=0.107

—-0.306

=0.506

Figure C.95: Figure C.96:
POD velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=10 POD pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=10

C.1.3. Autoencoder

Velocity, t =0 Pressure, t = 0
0.03937

0.03213

— 2N
- N F

+40.0868 +0.01765

-40.01041

0.0724

0.0579 40.00317

Ll

—-0.00407

-0.01131

. —0.01855
0.0 L L L L

—0.02579

Figure C.97: Figure C.98: Autoencoder
Autoencoder velocity field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort =0 pressure field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity, t = 2 Lo1s Pressure, t = 2 01940
0.904 0.1705
0.791 0.1460
0.678 0.1216
0.565 0.0971
0.452 0.0726
0.339 0.0482
0.226 0.0237
0.113 —0.0007
0.000 —0.0252

Figure C.99: Figure C.100: Autoencoder

Autoencoder velocity field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort =2 pressure field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 fort =2

Velocity, t = 4 Lo1s Pressure, t = 4 02570
0.901 0.2252
0.789 0.1926
0.676 0.1600
0.563 0.1274
0.451 0.0948
0.338 0.0622
0.225 0.0295
0.113 —0.0031
0.000 -0.0357

Figure C.101: Figure C.102: Autoencoder

Autoencoder velocity field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 for t = 4 pressure field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=4
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Velocity, t =6 Pressure, t = 6 0264

0.230

0.196

0.673 10.162

40.128

0.561

0.449 -0.094

0.060

0.026

—0.008

=0.042

Figure C.103: Figure C.104: Autoencoder
Autoencoder velocity field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort =6 pressure field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort=6
Velocity, t = 8 Pressure, t = 8

0.669 40.1613

40.1262

0.446 40.0911

Figure C.105: Figure C.106: Autoencoder
Autoencoder velocity field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=8 pressure field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity, t = 10 Pressure, t = 10

1.010 0.2822
0.897 0.2452
0.785 0.2082
40.673 40.1713
40.561 40.1343
0.449 40.0973
0.337 +40.0603
0.224 0.0233
0.112 —0.0136
0.000 —0.0506
Figure C.107: Autoencoder Figure C.108: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 fort=10 pressure field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 fort=10
Velocity, t =0 0.00464 Pressure, t =0 0.05850

0.08412 0.04988

0.07361 0.04117

40.06309 -0.03246
40.05258 -40.02375
0.04206 -0.01504

-0.00633

0.03155

0.02103 —-0.00238
0.01052 —0.01109
0.00000 —0.01980

Figure C.109: Autoencoder Figure C.110: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=0 pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =0
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Velocity, t = 2 Pressure, t = 2

0.691 -40.3083

-0.2430

0.461 40.1778

Figure C.111: Autoencoder Figure C.112: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =2 pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =2
Velocity, t = 4 Pressure, t = 4

0.684 40.3131

40.2443

0.456 -40.1756

Figure C.113: Autoencoder Figure C.114: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =4 pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t = 4



104 Appendix C. Appendix C: Lid-driven Cavity Flow Solutions

Velocity, t = 6 Pressure, t = 6

1.023 0.5244
1.0 1.0

0.910 0.4549

0.796 0.3854
0.8 0.8

0.682 0.3158
0.6 0.6

0.568 0.2463

0.455 0.1767
0.4 0.4

0.341 0.1072
0.2 0.2

0.227 0.0376

0.114 —0.0319
0.0 0.0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.000 =0.1014
Figure C.115: Autoencoder Figure C.116: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort = 6 pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =6
Velocity, t = 8 Pressure, t = 8

1.022 0.5285
1.0 10

0.908 0.4601

0.795 0.3917
0.8 0.8

0.681 0.3233
0.6 0.6

0.568 0.2550

0.454 0.1866
0.4 0.4

0.341 0.1182
0.2 0.2

0.227 0.0498

0.114 —-0.0186
0.0 0.0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
0.000 —-0.0870
Figure C.117: Autoencoder Figure C.118: Autoencoder

velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =8 pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =8
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Velocity, t = 10 Pressure, t = 10

10.683 -40.3259

40.569

40.2573

40.455 -0.1886

Figure C.119: Autoencoder Figure C.120: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort= 10 pressure field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =10
Velocity, t =0 Pressure, t =0

40.2212

40.1843

40.1475

Figure C.121: Autoencoder Figure C.122: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =32x32and Re =500 fort=0 pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity, t = 2 Pressure, t = 2
1.055 0.7953

0.937 0.6847
0.820 0.5740
40.703 40.4633
40.586 40.3527
40.469 40.2420
0.352 40.1314
0.234 0.0207
0.117 —0.0899
0.000 —0.2006
Figure C.123: Autoencoder Figure C.124: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=2 pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=2
Velocity, t = 4 Loa7 Pressure, t = 4
0.913
0.799
40.685 H0.474
40.570 40.362
40.456 H0.249
0.342 10.136
0.228 0.023
0.114 —0.090
0.000 -0.203
Figure C.125: Autoencoder Figure C.126: Autoencoder

velocity field for Ny =32x32and Re =500 fort=4 pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =4
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Velocity, t = 6 Pressure, t = 6
0.821

0.707

0.593

10.694 40.479

40.579

40.365

10.463 40.251

10.137

0.023

—-0.091

—=0.205

Figure C.127: Autoencoder Figure C.128: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=6 pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re = 500 fort =6

Velocity, t =8 Pressure, t = 8
0.826

0.711

0.596

40.705 10.482

40.587

40.367

40.470 40.252

-0.138

0.023

—0.092

—0.206

Figure C.129: Autoencoder Figure C.130: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =32x32and Re =500 fort=8 pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity, t = 10 Lo Pressure, t = 10

0.485

40.370

40.255

0.139

0.024

—-0.092

0.00 -0.207
Figure C.131: Autoencoder Figure C.132: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=10 pressure field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=10
Velocity, t = 0 02804 Pressure, t =0 01825
0.2492 0.1562
0.2181 0.1299
10.1869 -10.1036
40.1558 -40.0773
0.1246 -10.0510
0.0935 0.0247
0.0623 —0.0016
0.0312 ~0.0279
0.0000 ~0.0542
Figure C.133: Autoencoder Figure C.134: Autoencoder

velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0 pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort=0
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Velocity, t = 2

Figure C.135: Autoencoder

0.609

0.488

velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =2

Velocity, t = 4

Figure C.137: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=4

0.592

0.473

Pressure, t = 2

1.252

1.057

0.863

-40.668

H0.474

40.279

0.085
=0.110
—-0.305

=0.499

Figure C.136: Autoencoder
pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =2

Pressure, t = 4
1.274

1.077
0.880
10.682
-0.485

+40.287

0.090

-0.108

-0.305

-0.503

Figure C.138: Autoencoder
pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t = 4
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Velocity, t = 6 Los? Pressure, t = 6 Las1
0.966 1.083
0.845 0.885
40.724 0.686
0.604 10.488
0.483 10.289
0.362 0.091
0.241 -0.108
0.121 —0.306
0.000 -0.505
Figure C.139: Autoencoder Figure C.140: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =6 pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =6
Velocity, t = 8 Loss Pressure, t = 8 1288
0.940 1.089
0.823 0.890
40.705 -0.690
0.588 40.491
0.470 40.291
0.353 0.092
0.235 -0.108
0.118 -0.307
0.000 -0.506
Figure C.141: Autoencoder Figure C.142: Autoencoder

velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8 pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort=8
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Velocity, t = 10 Pressure, t = 10 L2902

1.092

0.893

10.711 -10.693

Jo502 {0493

{0474 {0203

0.093
-0.107
—0.306
-0.506

Figure C.143: Autoencoder Figure C.144: Autoencoder
velocity field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort=10 pressure field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=10
C.2. Lid-driven Cavity Flow Primal Error
C.21. POD
Velocity Error, t =0 0.1303 Pressure Error, t =0 003037
0.1158 0.03500
0.1013 0.03062
{0.0868 {0.02625
{00724 {0.02187
{0.0579 {0.01750
-0.0434 40.01312
0.0289 0.00875
0.0145 0.00437
0.0000 0.00000
Figure C.145: Figure C.146:

POD velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort=0 POD pressure error field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity Error, t = 2 Pressure Error, t = 2
0.09225 0.03459

0.08200 0.03075
0.07175 0.02690
0.06150 0.02306
0.05125 0.01922
0.04100 0.01537
0.03075 0.01153
0.02050 0.00769
0.01025 0.00384
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.147: Figure C.148:

POD velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 fort = 2 POD pressure error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort =2

Velocity Error, t = 4 Pressure Error, t = 4
0.03903 0.05112

0.03469 0.04544
0.03036 0.03976
0.02602 0.03408
0.02168 0.02840
0.01735 0.02272
0.01301 0.01704
0.00867 0.01136
0.00434 0.00568
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.149: Figure C.150:

POD velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 fort =4 POD pressure error field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=4
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Velocity Error, t =6

0.03424

0.03043

0.02663

0.02282

0.01902

0.01522

0.01141

0.00761

0.00380

0.00000

Figure C.151:
POD velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 fort =6

Velocity Error, t = 8

0.02861

0.02543

0.02225

0.01907

0.01590

0.01272

0.00954

0.00636

0.00318

0.00000

Figure C.153:
POD velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 fort =8

Pressure Error, t = 6

0.02455

0.02182

0.01909

0.01636

0.01364

0.01091

0.00818

0.00545

0.00273

0.00000

Figure C.152:
POD pressure error field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=6

Pressure Error, t = 8
0.02870

0.02551

0.02232

0.01913

0.01594

0.01276

0.00957

0.00638

0.00319

0.00000

Figure C.154:
POD pressure error field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity Error, t = 10 Pressure Error, t = 10
0.03863 0.03290

0.03434 0.02924
0.03005 0.02559
0.02575 0.02193
0.02146 0.01828
0.01717 0.01462
0.01288 0.01097
0.00858 0.00731
0.00429 0.00366
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.155: Figure C.156:

POD velocity error field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=10  POD pressure error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort =10

Velocity Error, t =0 Pressure Error, t =0
0.09464 0.05859

0.08412 0.05208
0.07361 0.04557
0.06309 0.03906
0.05258 0.03255
0.04206 0.02604
0.03155 0.01953
0.02103 0.01302
0.01052 0.00651
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.157: Figure C.158: POD

POD velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=0 pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =0



C.2. Lid-driven Cavity Flow Primal Error

115

Velocity Error, t = 2
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0.06786
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0.05090

0.04241

0.03393

0.02545

0.01697

0.00848

0.00000

Figure C.159:

POD velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t =2

Velocity Error, t = 4
0.06829

0.06070

0.05311

0.04552

0.03794

0.03035

0.02276

0.01517

0.00759

0.00000

Figure C.161:
POD velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =4

Pressure Error, t = 2

0.04375

0.03889
0.03403
0.02917
0.02431
0.01945
0.01458
0.00972
0.00486
0.00000

Figure C.160: POD
pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =2

Pressure Error, t = 4
0.04017

0.03571

0.03124

0.02678

0.02232

0.01785

0.01339

0.00893

0.00446

0.00000

Figure C.162: POD
pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =4
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Velocity Error, t = 6 Pressure Error, t = 6
0.06141 0.05121

0.05459 0.04552
0.04777 0.03983
0.04094 0.03414
0.03412 0.02845
0.02729 0.02276
0.02047 0.01707
0.01365 0.01138
0.00682 0.00569
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.163: Figure C.164: POD

POD velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =6 pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =6

Velocity Error, t =8 Pressure Error, t = 8
0.06852 0.05812

0.06090 0.05166
0.05329 0.04520
0.04568 0.03874
0.03807 0.03229
0.03045 0.02583
0.02284 0.01937
0.01523 0.01291
0.00761 0.00646
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.165: Figure C.166: POD

POD velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=8 pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =8
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Velocity Error, t = 10 Pressure Error, t = 10

0.08852 0.06199

0.07868 0.05510

0.06885

0.04821

0.05901 0.04133

0.04918
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0.03934 0.02755

0.02951

0.02066

0.01967

0.01378

0.00984 0.00689

0.00000

0.00000

Figure C.167: POD Figure C.168: POD

velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =10 pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =10
Velocity Error, t =0 Pressure Error, t =0

0.3318 0.1071

0.2949 0.0952
0.2581 0.0833
0.2212 0.0714
0.1843 0.0595
0.1475 0.0476
0.1106 0.0357
0.0737 0.0238
0.0369 0.0119
0.0000 0.0000
Figure C.169: Figure C.170: POD

POD velocity error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=0 pressure error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity Error, t = 2 Pressure Error, t = 2

0.0953 0.1243

0.0794

0.0635 0.0829

Figure C.171: Figure C.172: POD
POD velocity error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=2 pressure error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =2

Velocity Error, t = 4 Pressure Error, t = 4

0.0954 0.1121

0.0636 0.0747

Figure C.173: Figure C.174: POD
POD velocity error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=4 pressure error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort =4
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Velocity Error, t = 6 Pressure Error, t = 6
0.1475 0.1536

0.1312 0.1365
0.1148 0.1195
0.0984 0.1024
0.0820 0.0853
0.0656 0.0683
0.0492 0.0512
0.0328 0.0341
0.0164 0.0171
0.0000 0.0000
Figure C.175: Figure C.176: POD

POD velocity error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=6 pressure error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=6

Velocity Error, t =8 Pressure Error, t = 8
0.1394 0.1437

0.1239 0.1278
0.1084 0.1118
0.0929 0.0958
0.0774 0.0799
0.0619 0.0639
0.0465 0.0479
0.0310 0.0319
0.0155 0.0160
0.0000 0.0000
Figure C.177: Figure C.178: POD

POD velocity error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=8 pressure error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity Error, t = 10 Pressure Error, t = 10

0.1003 0.0921

0.0669 0.0614

Figure C.179: POD Figure C.180: POD
velocity error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort= 10 pressure error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =10
Velocity Error, t =0 Pressure Error, t =0

0.1869 0.1217

0.1246 0.0811

Figure C.181: Figure C.182: POD
POD velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0 pressure error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity Error, t = 2 Pressure Error, t = 2
0.2832 0.3754

0.2517 0.3337
0.2202 0.2920
0.1888 0.2502
0.1573 0.2085
0.1259 0.1668
0.0944 0.1251
0.0629 0.0834
0.0315 0.0417
0.0000 0.0000
Figure C.183: Figure C.184: POD

POD velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =2 pressure error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =2

Velocity Error, t = 4 Pressure Error, t = 4
0.2541 0.3519

0.2258 0.3128
0.1976 0.2737
0.1694 0.2346
0.1411 0.1955
0.1129 0.1564
0.0847 0.1173
0.0565 0.0782
0.0282 0.0391
0.0000 0.0000
Figure C.185: Figure C.186: POD

POD velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=4 pressure error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =4
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Velocity Error, t = 6 Pressure Error, t = 6

0.2000 0.2281

0.1667

0.1334 0.1521

Figure C.187: Figure C.188: POD
POD velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=6 pressure error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=6

Velocity Error, t =8 Pressure Error, t = 8

0.1795 0.2323

0.1196 0.1549

Figure C.189: Figure C.190: POD
POD velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8 pressure error field for N =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity Error, t = 10 Pressure Error, t = 10
0.2530 0.3515

0.2249 0.3125

0.1968 0.2734

0.1687 0.2343

0.1406 0.1953

0.1124 0.1562

0.0843 0.1172

0.0562 0.0781

0.0281 0.0391

0.0000 0.0000

Figure C.191: POD Figure C.192: POD
velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort= 10 pressure error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =10
C.2.2. Autoencoder

Velocity Error, t =0 Pressure Error, t =0 003937
. 0.03500
0.03062
0.0868 0.02625
0.02187
0.0579 0.01750
0.01312
0.00875
0.00437
0.00000

Figure C.193: Autoencoder Figure C.194: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort=0 pressure error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity Error, t = 2 Pressure Error, t = 2
0.09225 0.03459

10 .
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0.02690

0.02306

0.01922

0.01537
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0.00769

0.00384

Figure C.195: Autoencoder Figure C.196: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 for t = 2 pressure error field for Ny =8 x8 and Re = 500 fort=2

Velocity Error, t =

Pressure Error, t = 4
0.03903 0.05112

4
) 0.03469
0.03036
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0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.
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Figure C.197: Autoencoder Figure C.198: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort =4 pressure error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 for t = 4
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Velocity Error, t =6 003424 Pressure Error, t =6 0.02455
10

0.03043 0.02182

0.02663 0.01909

40.02282 40.01636

40.01902 10.01364

0.01522 40.01091

0.01141 0.00818

0.00761 0.00545

0.00380 0.00273

0.00000 0.00000

Figure C.199: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 fort =6

Velocity Error, t = 8

10

Figure C.201: Autoencoder

0.02861

0.02543

0.02225

0.01907

0.01590

0.01272

0.00954

0.00636

0.00318

0.00000

velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 fort=8

Figure C.200: Autoencoder
pressure error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re = 500 fort =6

Pressure Error, t = 8
0.02870

0.02551
0.02232
-40.01913
~40.01594

-40.01276

0.00957

0.00638

0.00319

0.00000

Figure C.202: Autoencoder
pressure error field for Ny =8 x8 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity Error, t = 10 0.03863 Pressure Error, t = 10 003290
10N 0.03434 ’ ' 0.02924
0.03005 0.02559
40.02575 40.02193
10.02146 10.01828
0.01717 40.01462
0.01288 0.01097
0.00858 0.00731
0.00429 0.00366
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.203: Autoencoder Figure C.204: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort= 10 pressure error field for Ny =8 x 8 and Re =500 fort=10
Velocity Error, t =0 0.00464 Pressure Error, t = 0 0.05850
0.08412 0.05208
0.07361 0.04557
0.06309 -0.03906
40.05258 40.03255
0.04206 -0.02604
0.03155 0.01953
0.02103 0.01302
0.01052 0.00651
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.205: Autoencoder Figure C.206: Autoencoder

velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =0 pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =0
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Velocity Error, t = 2
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Figure C.207: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 for t = 2

Velocity Error, t = 4
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Figure C.209: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =4

Pressure Error, t = 2
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0.03403

0.02917
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Figure C.208: Autoencoder
pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =2

Pressure Error, t = 4
0.04017
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0.02232

0.01785
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Figure C.210: Autoencoder
pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =4
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Velocity Error, t =6 Pressure Error, t =6
0.06141 0.05121

0.05459 0.04552
0.04777 0.03983
0.04094 0.03414
0.03412 0.02845
0.02729 0.02276
0.02047 0.01707
0.01365 0.01138
0.00682 0.00569
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.211: Autoencoder Figure C.212: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 for t = 6 pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =6
Velocity Error, t = 8 006852 Pressure Error, t = 8 0.05512
0.06090 0.05166
0.05329 0.04520
0.04568 0.03874
0.03807 0.03229
0.03045 0.02583
0.02284 0.01937
0.01523 0.01291
0.00761 0.00646
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.213: Autoencoder Figure C.214: Autoencoder

velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =8 pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =8
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Velocity Error, t = 10

Pressure Error, t = 10
0.08852 0.06199

0.07868 0.05510
0.06885 0.04821
0.05901 0.04133
0.04918 0.03444
0.03934 0.02755
0.02951 0.02066
0.01967 0.01378
0.00984 0.00689
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.215: Autoencoder Figure C.216: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =10 pressure error field for Ny =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =10
Velocity Error, t =0 Pressure Error, t =0 01071
0.0952
0.0833
0.0714
0.0595
0.0476
0.0357
0.0238
0.0119
0.0000

Figure C.217: Autoencoder Figure C.218: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=0 pressure error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity Error, t = 2 Pressure Error, t = 2
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Figure C.219: Autoencoder Figure C.220: Autoencoder
velocity error field for N =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =2 pressure error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re = 500 fort =2

Velocity Error, t = 4 Pressure Error, t =4
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0.0477
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Figure C.221: Autoencoder Figure C.222: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=4 pressure error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort =4
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Velocity Error, t =6 Pressure Error, t =6
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0.0341

0.0171
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Figure C.223: Autoencoder Figure C.224: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =6 pressure error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =6

Velocity Error, t = 8 Pressure Error, t =8
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0.0000

Figure C.225: Autoencoder Figure C.226: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=8 pressure error field for Ny =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity Error, t = 10 Pressure Error, t = 10
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0.0334
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Figure C.227: Autoencoder Figure C.228: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort= 10 pressure error field for Ny =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =10

Velocity Error, t =0 Pressure Error,t =0
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Figure C.229: Autoencoder Figure C.230: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0 pressure error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0
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Velocity Error, t = 2 Pressure Error, t = 2 03754
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Figure C.231: Autoencoder Figure C.232: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort = 2 pressure error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =2

4
v
.8 1.0

Velocity Error, t =

Pressure Error, t = 4
0.3519

10

0.3128

0.2737

0.2346

0.1955

0.1564

0.1173

0.0782

0.0391
0.0

.
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.

0.0000

Figure C.233: Autoencoder Figure C.234: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=4 pressure error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=4
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Velocity Error, t =6 Pressure Error, t =6
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0.0667
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Figure C.235: Autoencoder Figure C.236: Autoencoder
velocity error field for N =64 x 64 and Re =500 for t = 6 pressure error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =6

Velocity Error, t = 8 Pressure Error,t =8
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0.1795 0.2323

0.1496

0.1196 0.1549
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0.0299

0.0000

Figure C.237: Autoencoder Figure C.238: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8 pressure error field for N =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8
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Velocity Error, t = 10 Pressure Error, t = 10 03515
0.3125
0.2734
0.2343
0.1953
0.1562
01172
0.0781
0.0391
0.0000
Figure C.239: Autoencoder Figure C.240: Autoencoder
velocity error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort= 10 pressure error field for Ny =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =10
C.3. Lid-driven Cavity Flow Velocity Adjoint
C.3.1. Solution
Velocity Adjoint, t = 8 L1000 Velocity Adjoint, t = 6 000
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0.000 0.000

Figure C.241: Figure C.242:
Velocity adjoint for N;, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =8 Velocity adjoint for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =6
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Velocity Adjoint, t = 4 1000 Velocity Adjoint, t = 2
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0.000

Figure C.243: Figure C.244:
Velocity adjoint for N;, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t =4 Velocity adjoint for N;, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t = 2

Velocity Adjoint, t =0
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Figure C.245: Velocity adjoint for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort=0
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Velocity Adjoint, t = 8 Velocity Adjoint, t = 6 000
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Figure C.246: Figure C.247:
Velocity adjoint for N;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =8 Velocity adjoint for N;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =6
Velocity Adjoint, t = 4 Velocity Adjoint, t = 2
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Figure C.248: Figure C.249:
Velocity adjoint for N;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =4 Velocity adjoint for N;, =32x 32 and Re =500 fort =2
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Figure C.250: Velocity adjoint for N, =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Figure C.251: Figure C.252:
Velocity adjoint for N;, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =8 Velocity adjoint for N;, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =6
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Figure C.253: Figure C.254:
Velocity adjoint for N;, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t =4 Velocity adjoint for N;, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =2
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Figure C.255: Velocity adjoint for Nj, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0
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C.3.2. POD
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Figure C.256: Figure C.257:
POD velocity adjoint for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort = 8 POD velocity adjoint for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =6

Velocity Adjoint, t = 4 Velocity Adjoint, t = 2
1.000 1.000

0.889

0.778

0.667

0.556

0.444

0.333

0.222

0.111

0.000

Figure C.258: Figure C.259:
POD velocity adjoint for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =4 POD velocity adjoint for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =2
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Figure C.260: POD velocity adjoint for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=0
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Figure C.261: Figure C.262:
POD velocity adjoint for N, =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=8 POD velocity adjoint for N, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=6
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Figure C.263: Figure C.264:
POD velocity adjoint for N, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=4 POD velocity adjoint for N, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=2
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Figure C.265: POD velocity adjoint for NV, =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Figure C.266: Figure C.267:
POD velocity adjoint for N, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8 POD velocity adjoint for NV, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=6
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Figure C.268: Figure C.269:
POD velocity adjoint for N, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=4 POD velocity adjoint for N, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =2
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Figure C.270: POD velocity adjoint for NV, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0
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Figure C.271: Autoencoder Figure C.272: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=8 velocity adjoint for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =6
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Velocity Adjoint, t = 4 Velocity Adjoint, t = 2
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Figure C.273: Autoencoder Figure C.274: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint for Nj, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t =4 velocity adjoint for N;, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t = 2
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Figure C.275: Autoencoder velocity adjoint for Nj, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t =0
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Figure C.276: Autoencoder Figure C.277: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint for N;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=8 velocity adjoint for N;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =6
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Figure C.278: Autoencoder Figure C.279: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint for NV, =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=4 velocity adjoint for N, =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=2
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Velocity Adjoint, t =0
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Figure C.280: Autoencoder velocity adjoint for Nj, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Figure C.281: Autoencoder Figure C.282: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint for NV, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8 velocity adjoint for N, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=6
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Figure C.283: Autoencoder Figure C.284: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint for N, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =4 velocity adjoint for N;, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t = 2
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Figure C.285: Autoencoder velocity adjoint for Nj, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort=0
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C.4. Lid-driven Cavity Flow Velocity Adjoint Error

C.41. POD
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Figure C.286: POD
velocity adjoint error for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=8
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Figure C.288: POD
velocity adjoint error for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =4
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Figure C.287: POD
velocity adjoint error for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =6
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Figure C.289: POD
velocity adjoint error for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =2
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Velocity Adjoint Error, t = 0
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Figure C.290: POD velocity adjoint error for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t =0
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Figure C.291: POD Figure C.292: POD

velocity adjoint error for N, =32x32and Re =500 fort=8 velocity adjoint error for N, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 fort=6
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Velocity Adjoint Error, t = 4

Figure C.293: POD

velocity adjoint error for N, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=4
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Figure C.294: POD

velocity adjoint error for N, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 for t = 2
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Figure C.295: POD velocity adjoint error for N, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 fort =0
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Velocity Adjoint Error, t = 8 Velocity Adjoint Error, t =6
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Figure C.296: POD Figure C.297: POD

velocity adjoint error for Nj, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort=8 velocity adjoint error for N;, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort=6
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Figure C.298: POD Figure C.299: POD

velocity adjoint error for N, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=4 velocity adjoint error for Nj, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort=2
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Velocity Adjoint Error, t = 0
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Figure C.300: POD velocity adjoint error for N;, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0
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Figure C.301: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint error for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=8
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Figure C.302: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint error for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =6
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Velocity Adjoint Error, t = 4 Velocity Adjoint Error, t = 2

0.06237 0.05208
0.05544 0.04629
>
0.04851 0.04050
0.04158 0.03472
0.03465 0.02893
0.02772 0.02315
0.02079 0.01736
0.01386 0.01157
0.00693 0.00579
. . .0
0.00000 0.00000
Figure C.303: Autoencoder Figure C.304: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint error for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =4 velocity adjoint error for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t = 2
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Figure C.305: Autoencoder velocity adjoint error for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=0
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Figure C.306: Autoencoder Figure C.307: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint error for N, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=8 velocity adjoint error for N, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 fort=6
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Figure C.308: Autoencoder Figure C.309: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint error for N, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=4 velocity adjoint error for Nj, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=2
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Velocity Adjoint Error, t = 0
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Figure C.310: Autoencoder velocity adjoint error for N, =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Figure C.311: Autoencoder Figure C.312: Autoencoder
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Figure C.313: Autoencoder Figure C.314: Autoencoder
velocity adjoint error for Nj, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort=4 velocity adjoint error for N, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t = 2
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Figure C.315: Autoencoder velocity adjoint error for N, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0
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C.5. Lid-driven Cavity Flow Adjoint Weighted Residual Solution

C.5.1. Solution
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Figure C.316: Adjoint
weighted residual field for N;, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =8
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Figure C.318: Adjoint
weighted residual field for NV;, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t = 4
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Figure C.317: Adjoint
weighted residual field for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort=6
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Figure C.319: Adjoint
weighted residual field for V;, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =2
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Figure C.320: Adjoint weighted residual field for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =0
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Figure C.321: Adjoint
weighted residual field for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=8

Figure C.322: Adjoint
weighted residual field for NV, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=6
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Adjoint Weighted Residual, t = 4 Adjoint Weighted Residual, t = 2
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Figure C.323: Adjoint Figure C.324: Adjoint

weighted residual field for N}, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =4 weighted residual field for NV, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 fort =2
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Figure C.325: Adjoint weighted residual field for N;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Adjoint Weighted Residual, t =8 Adjoint Weighted Residual, t = 6
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Figure C.326: Adjoint Figure C.327: Adjoint
weighted residual field for N}, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =8 weighted residual field for NV}, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t =6

Adjoint Weighted Residual, t = 4 Adjoint Weighted Residual, t = 2

Figure C.328: Adjoint Figure C.329: Adjoint
weighted residual field for N, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =4 weighted residual field for V;, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =2
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Adjoint Weighted Residual, t = 0
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Figure C.330: Adjoint weighted residual field for N, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =0
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Figure C.331: POD adjoint Figure C.332: POD adjoint

weighted residual field for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=8 weighted residual field for V;, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=6



Figure C.333: POD adjoint

weighted residual field for N}, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =4

Figure C.334: POD adjoint

C.5. Lid-driven Cavity Flow Adjoint Weighted Residual Solution 163
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Figure C.335: POD adjoint weighted residual field for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort=0
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Adjoint Weighted Residual, t = 8 Adjoint Weighted Residual, t = 6
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Figure C.336: POD adjoint Figure C.337: POD adjoint

weighted residual field for N}, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =8 weighted residual field for NV, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 for t =6
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Figure C.338: POD adjoint Figure C.339: POD adjoint

weighted residual field for NV}, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 for t = 4 weighted residual field for V;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort =2
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Figure C.340: POD adjoint weighted residual field for N, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 fort =0
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Figure C.341: POD adjoint Figure C.342: POD adjoint

weighted residual field for NV}, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8 weighted residual field for V;, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=6
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Figure C.344: POD adjoint
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Figure C.345: POD adjoint weighted residual field for N, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort=0
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C.5.3. Autoencoder
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Figure C.346: Autoencoder adjoint
weighted residual field for N;, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =8

Figure C.347: Autoencoder adjoint
weighted residual field for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort=6
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Figure C.348: Autoencoder adjoint
weighted residual field for N;, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t = 4
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Figure C.349: Autoencoder adjoint
weighted residual field for V;, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =2
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Figure C.350: Autoencoder adjoint weighted residual field for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort = 0
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Figure C.351: Autoencoder adjoint Figure C.352: Autoencoder adjoint

weighted residual field for N, =32x 32 and Re =500 fort=8 weighted residual field for V;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=6
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Figure C.353: Autoencoder adjoint
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Figure C.354: Autoencoder adjoint
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Figure C.355: Autoencoder adjoint weighted residual field for N, =32x 32 and Re = 500 fort=0
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Figure C.356: Autoencoder adjoint
weighted residual field for N}, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =8
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Figure C.358: Autoencoder adjoint
weighted residual field for NV}, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t = 4
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Figure C.357: Autoencoder adjoint
weighted residual field for NV}, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t =6
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Figure C.359: Autoencoder adjoint
weighted residual field for V;, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =2
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Figure C.360: Autoencoder adjoint weighted residual field for N;, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =0

C.6. Lid-driven Cavity Flow Adjoint Weighted Residual Error
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Figure C.361: POD adjoint weighted Figure C.362: POD adjoint weighted

residual error field for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =8 residual error field for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =6
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Figure C.363: POD adjoint weighted Figure C.364: POD adjoint weighted
residual error field for N;, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t = 4 residual error field for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 for t = 2
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Figure C.365: POD adjoint weighted residual error field for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 for t =0
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Figure C.366: POD adjoint weighted
residual error field for N, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 fort =8
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Figure C.368: POD adjoint weighted
residual error field for N;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=4

Figure C.367: POD adjoint weighted
residual error field for N;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 for t = 6
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Figure C.369: POD adjoint weighted
residual error field for N, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=2
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Adjoint Weighted Residual Error, t = 0

Figure C.370: POD adjoint weighted residual error field for N, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 fort =0
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Figure C.371: POD adjoint weighted Figure C.372: POD adjoint weighted
residual error field for N, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=8 residual error field for NV, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=6
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Figure C.373: POD adjoint weighted Figure C.374: POD adjoint weighted
residual error field for N;, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 for t = 4 residual error field for N;, =64 x 64 and Re =500 for t = 2
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Figure C.375: POD adjoint weighted residual error field for N}, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort=0
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C.6.2. Autoencoder
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Figure C.376: Autoencoder adjoint weighted
residual error field for V;, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =8
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Figure C.378: Autoencoder adjoint weighted
residual error field for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =4
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Figure C.377: Autoencoder adjoint weighted
residual error field for N;, =16 x 16 and Re =500 for t = 6
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Figure C.379: Autoencoder adjoint weighted
residual error field for N, =16 x 16 and Re =500 fort =2
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Adjoint Weighted Residual Error, t = 0
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Figure C.380: Autoencoder adjoint weighted residual error field for N, =16 x 16 and Re = 500 fort =0
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Figure C.381: Autoencoder adjoint weighted Figure C.382: Autoencoder adjoint weighted
residual error field for N, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=8 residual error field for N, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=6
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Figure C.383: Autoencoder adjoint weighted Figure C.384: Autoencoder adjoint weighted
residual error field for N;, =32 x 32 and Re = 500 for t = 4 residual error field for N;, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort = 2
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Figure C.385: Autoencoder adjoint weighted residual error field for NV, =32 x 32 and Re =500 fort=0
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Adjoint Weighted Residual Error, t = 8

Figure C.386: Autoencoder adjoint weighted
residual error field for N;, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =8
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Figure C.388: Autoencoder adjoint weighted
residual error field for N;, =64 x 64 and Re =500 fort =4
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Figure C.387: Autoencoder adjoint weighted
residual error field for N}, =64 x 64 and Re =500 for t = 6
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Figure C.389: Autoencoder adjoint weighted
residual error field for N;, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =2
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Figure C.390: Autoencoder adjoint weighted residual error field for N, =64 x 64 and Re = 500 fort =0
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