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Abstract
We are aiming to apply proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) and Galerkin Projection to piping
fluid analysis for the purpose of shortening the calculation time of three dimensional fluid analysis for
piping systems. In this paper, in order to verify the effect of application of POD on the result of
three-dimensional fluid analysis, POD was applied to the cavity flow and the straight pipe swirl flow.
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1. [FC&IC

WE, AWML, K, EFEREOEE(ETT L NTE, BEBRAZEOT T NoBLRnE kT s 2 &
T, 77 boFFame L, s - RTOFEICTEHN L7ZWE W) ZHENERLTWD. 77 hOFIE
Wiz /AL 272012, 3 WOTIIRMNTIC K 0 BAE N OREMRIEZFHE L, FHHE TR O IRENREN &
Bl OWPEE 25327 72 —F R R I N TV H[1]. BEENREREOFHHEICE WL, BEREN
DAV T 4 A, VR, HpIEETEL 2B, RERAEZIRZ D MLERHY, EREZX G E L 3K
TN IS ZE L 70 . B SR A2 xS & LTe 3 IROCIRIRFEHT CIIMT B A K & < 72 572, AR O
EiEN RO BN D.

FHERHH 2 8ME T 2 BB L LT, 3 IRITIMMEATRS Rt L TN OIEHE RET 5 Z & e Mkt T v
(ROM: Reduced Order Model) Z3& H L, #E#0E 7 /L 2 AW CERFMICHENSE 2 HA T2 7 7o —F RN ER &h
TWAB[2]. A7 7 r—FTix, [HEAESi#(POD:Proper Orthogonal Decomposition)iZ L ¥, KI 7R &k
TLDT —H Th D 3 IRTCIMRIRNTHRE R HARR T D IR ZE M) 2 i L, Galerkin Projection {2 X ¥, FEEZ2[H]
WA D FEER A 55 LT ROM #5595 [2, 3]. 3 IRJCIAAMENTIC POD M OF Galerkin Projection %3 ] L
TEAER DY fA L LT, KRGGEHECTOEAZ B E UCHAERE Y oEiitiuciEH LcFp)], BEER%Eo
P IRTE D OELTRTEAVC I U7 FHIEN S STV 5[4,5]. ABFETIE, BEREZXG & Lz 3%kt
TRARARMT DR R 2 842 Z L 2 HA9E LT, POD & UX Galerkin Projection % Fc& & it AUMAT (23 A 4
5. 2D L, RIEETIIA—F Y — AFHEfENT Y /L73— & LT OpenFOAM #JEH L, POD & ¥ v 5 «
— AL, EEFERFAVCEH LR R OWTHE T 5 (6]

2. ROM DIEERE

AETIE, B 1 ORI > T ROM OEE T 1EZHAT 5.

[Step1]
BlE ROIRIEHR, 77 v MEERSMEEZ AT E LT, OpenFOAM % VN TEER 3 IRTHRIARARNT 2 S0t L,
BB N O @kt O 2 W 5. 7ok, AW TIE, WAEMITIXIEERERN 25 R e T 5.
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Stepl 3D Fluid Analysis (OpenFOAM)

Detailed Flow

Field Q‘ _-"
D --"
Step2 Extract Basis Space @ (k = 1,---,r) by Applying POD -
3 7. P[3(t,)]
Operation Data Basis Space . L . N
Fig. 2 Basis ¢, Time Series Data y(tq) and

Projection Vector P[(¢,)]

Step3 ) . . - in N-Dimensional Parameter Space
Step4) Build a ROM by Projecting the NS Equation in the Basis Space

.

Detailed Flow
Field

Fig. 1 Flow of ROM construction

[Step2]
[Stepl] TR L7kt DS 2%f LT POD &M L, e ZEM a4 2. 3 oo i
HrZ BT NGO E A EnE T5 &, POD 2LV, nikeDT — 2P OIEROREN D L7225 K
INTrk T D RJEZER A S5 . B RIBAVENT CTlE, nA¥106~10" DA — X —Toh 5D LT, rik
nk 0 b+ SUVMEI0I~102FEE) 72 D,

[Step3]
3 ol fiAT O i T o 5 NS(Navier Stokes) FFEF i i 9~ 2 AL YU, [Step2] TR DO 7= EKIE G, D
MR G CRIND EIRET H.

U= Yi-1 QP (2-1)

ZIT, ap I RO AR TH D, Galerkin Projection Z i f L, NS FFEA JLEZZRMICH R L C(2-1)
AP D22 HRA 2T L, EEENS TRAEZH DD 12 2B 2 7BRAEZMHE< 2 & TR
ZEHRET 5. NS FREERICB W TS RERMBEOEIT109~107 DA —F—TH DHDIZK LT, a,D¥Kidr
ERBRIZNE D b+ N SVMETH Y, ERHEICIRNGZFHRE T 22 LN L 5.

[Step4]
— B, MEZEM AR L72%R1X, B b 7T v MEERSEITR LT 3 IROTHAARIT 2 R E ki3 2 LB
<, ROVICHAFRa L3R LETZ LIV NG LR TE 5.

3. POD #fZE

3. 1 EEGDHEARE

AREETIL 2 TR L7Z ROM O SED 9 6, [Step2] THUY S POD O A #AT 5[2]. 3 Itk

FRHT ST DR AT — 4 57 (t,) % (3-1) U™ T & O IS RERERI oy & RER S B A o33 (e, ) ISR % .
y*(tq) = 32’ + y(tq) (3-1)

Z Tt IR AT » g, -, mICBIT DREZITH H. POD OXFG L 72 5 OIXRFHAEBI () TH Y,
DUFCHP(tg) &5 E LTHIAT S, 3t VR 0wt Him, ZER51HOWITEA R & 72 5 WER 57—
ThHbDH. HEGIInKTD/ T A —H = ETEFR S, 2T LN T A—HER B~y BT
LTd(t) &, 9(ty) BBl B L~y b AP[(t,)| DB L 2 B 4LV G 25T 5. 22T, G
~OFFEP[y(e,)[IZ(B-2) TSI D.
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P7(ta)] = [8i" - (t0)] s (3-2)

F TR ARG, DS, BEENZIEB-3) RN E B4R TEE SN IR ANEEOfRE L TRD D Z & L%
HiTdHsb.

N =T 2

Pi = arg max i, 3 - 3(tq)] (3-3)
k

2T =

P Q=1 (3-4)

B-4)RE T A —H B ETGRNEMNARY ML ERDZEEBERL TS, 22T, y(t,) D2 %17
Jital, ey 28 R L, (3-5) U AT TR T 5.

yi(t) o yi(tm)
Yy=| : P = [ypg) € R (3-5)
yn(tl) yn(tm)
(3-5) % (3-3)URKAL T,
@ =arg max 5kTR5k (3-6)
Pk
R=YY" (3-7)

(B3-NATEFK SN DR € RVMIy(t, )Tk 2 G HATHITH 5. (3-7)A & (3-) XD RLRIE O ARG, 13,
(B-8) AR T HAGHATHIROEG N7 M EEAHEZRD D Z L THLND.

R@y = NP (3-8)
B-8)XHFDRIFIEREHLE LB LRI A An X nDETHITHDH. nlXl106~107DA—X —L 57D, g%
FHET D7D A X107 x 107 OFEATHNI T 2 EAMEEEA RS Z & L7220, FHRICER RN M &
2%, ARWFFETIE, Z OB AR T 5 721 SnapshotPOD %3 9 %[7]. ShapshotPOD TiX, (3-8)=Ud
Rboviz, B-9RXOBEAFMHEMEEZMEE, (3-100 XLV g xiHET 5.

YYD, = AT (3-9)

Bre = Y0/ Ak (3-10)
B-10)XF DY YIZH A Xmx mOEATHI TH 5. = Z TmiEbERIIT — 4 5(t,) DR MO TETH Y,
102~103D A=K — L 72 B2, DIV EHRARN TE ZFtH T 5.

3.2 RETEHOEESE
(B-2E Y, F(t,) DIEEG, ~ ORI O “FRIL(3-1)RTEENS.

m PN = S [ 5(ta)] (3-11)
G-, B-8)XZEZB-1INROHBIZRALTERT HE, TOBEKRAEES.
2
e [B ()] = 2 (3-12)

(B3-14) K L 0 j(t,) DHIEG ~DF R O “FFITEAENLICE LW, Jt,) ZlNnEG T2 &,
zgzlakT Y (L) ETEAVS D IIE ST I~ DI RSy DIRFN L 725 DT, (3-12)RUTINIGF D = 0L ¥ — % JLJE 5
BICHEE LT DO E 72T 2 ENTE L. ROBEAERY FLZEAEO R WIEICE 270 L1
% &, (3-13) i 1 22 HrE TORJEP, TER I N D EIEZHDBRNGEO = F LT —% U ERZ TW D0
LR
e S (8 3] = Shaa (3-13)

FEZERICHE LR O XA X =038 &b EOMNBFO R —ZE LW b, o= xL
X—%RETDH LR EEEMEMETE NS EEZLNDIZ LY, B-14)XN0BFRERHRET D XD
IZREZEMOWR T r 2R TET 5.

Yh=1 M/ D=1 = 1 (3-14)
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4. POD MERAHER

3 WRITTRARIEATRE A% 5 POD W ORWEEREFET 72012, OF ¥ BT 4 —fiity, Q& RE LTHE
B AXGUZEEERFENIZX LCPOD @A L7z, LR T, &M ARV THEHAT .

4. 1 FrETA—HRN~OERER
HELMEEFE 1 ICTRT. MK A= LTI, —F >V —2D 3 WIEFREMRT I LV A—Th 5
OpenFOAM % Hv7=[6]. 7=, #HFEMKT & L Tx,y,z5[HIZZ42411000,1000, LIZHESE LM 74 v
2. 51T, LA IV AE(Re)IZ10% L L, fLEET /L & LTkt T L TH % SST-kw 7 /L% U T=[8].
FRMTIREETI 100(s) & LT 0.1(s)MFR CHRERAIT — 2 2 L, KeRFIT —Z 0 5 b2kt LT POD % i
U7z REHHECI, POD O x4 T db 5 fiidvys D22 71017 — & 4 Ani31000 x 1000 X 1 X 2 = 2 X 10°
Thbv, KERHMT —% %A AmiL1000TH 5.
X v B o I EEAS RIS LT, (3-10) K 0 R E 5 EAEL & (4- DU THEE L L, EAKZWIIE
W27y M LEEREREK 3 ITRT.

/Tk = Ak/lecgolo A (4-1)

G- DRUTEBNT, FHiB0 FHIFNACHIET B EEGPRA L T A NGO XL X —2K L TEY, A
SEEITL E L EORNEBEAE L TVAHRETXLF 2R LTS, - TC, BIEEAMEAIEL, bEb
EDMNIGEREA L TOD TR =125 LT, LTk T DK BMEA L TV D =R X —DEA &R
FTHETHD. BEGDA T v 7 ARPKEL DL, LIXEWKTE D L, REGMEEFLTWVDH T RLF
—OEIE L RMITBADT HRER L oo,
# 212, FEOKr kT 2B LEA O BRERS, = Yo 4 2R T, S0%, be b EOFNGENRAL
TNDTRAF =25 LT, riReOREZNMER L TV DR X —DEEZ2RTETHDH. r=2528
WTS1E 0999 22 TNDZ Ennh, HEEDOKAE 25 & L 25 RuOEEZXEME2mMEdoL, bbbt ol
NEPREL TVDATRALFT—D 99% %R Z DI ENARETHLZ 2R L.
WIZ, (4-2)RUTRT LI, bED EDMNGUR) ZrikonDEEEMICB T 2 REOHREHE A TER SN
BN tpep (I &V IEEIL 7=,

U(t) ~ tpop (t) = U + oy ax (D) Py (4-2)

(4-2) R OFEEFEa X, B4R, BLOGRANVICELZT 2501 H8HIN5(4-3) L VR LE.

Tablel Calculation Condition of Cavity Flow

Item Condition
Fluid Solver OpenFOAM
Computational Grid 1000 x 1000 x 1(Uniform Grid)
Reynolds Number(Re) 10°
Turbulence Model SST-ko
Analysis Time 100[s]
Output Interval of Analysis Result 0.1[s]

Table2 Cumulative Total of Normalized Eigenvalues

1.0E+00
' ' : : No[= S,[- N[ S,[- N[ S,[-
SR o0 Y% VU VU SUNUUUN: SRSV SURR b[-] - b[=] -1 b[=] -
. : : : : 1| 0.8336 11|  0.9919 21|  0.9984
= 10E-04 X\-------- bomommeee- e el GEEETTEEEY EERELEEL
] ; ; : : 2| 0.8963 12| 0.9933 22| 0.9985
8 LOE06 [--N----- R posmmees po-meme- e 3| 0.9454 13| 0.9944 23|  0.9987
w : . : :
B LOE08 [-oeeeNghommmmmmmoboooooonncbennieeeehe 4| 0.9588 14| 0.9953 24| 0.9989
S : : : : 5| 0.9704 15|  0.9960 25| 0.9990
< 10E-10 f--------- R R EE ST TR
£ . ; ; ; 6| 09769 16|  0.9966 26|  0.9991
5 . . .
Z 10E12 f--------- poomeonees oo S pomoomeoos 71 0.9812 17| 09971 27| 0.9992
L0E-14 i i 8| 09852 18|  0.9975 28|  0.9993
0 200 400 600 800 1000 9| 09881 19|  0.9978 29|  0.9994
k[-] 10| 0.9902 20|  0.9981 30|  0.9995
Fig. 3 Normalized Eigenvalue Np : Number of Bases

S, : Cumulative Total of Normalized Eigenvalues
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LOE+01 Table3 Time Average of Error and Cumulative Total
of Normalized Eigenvalues
1.0E+00 |} Cumulative
Number of Time Average Total
Bases [-] of Error[-] of Normalized
__ LoEO Eigenvalues[-]
L 1 0.193 0.833§
w
1.0E-02 10 0.0480) 0.9902)
25 0.0147] 0.9990
1003 50 0.0046 0.9999
100 0.0010; 1.0000
1.0E-04 - . -
0 20 40Time [s] 60 80 100
Fig. 4 Time Transition of Error
a(t) = i - () — ) (4-3)

FEEZEM OW It %1,10,25,50,100 & L725A %265 L LT, b &b EofindgGit) & ity (t) D
FRZEE() DI LA 4 1R, 72, £ 3 ICEQ)DORREIESME & HsbEAEO BER A RT. 22
T, EOIX@-4)XEL v EH L.
_ JIipop®O=U®IZ
PO =" e (4-4)
(4-4) DA 55 FTEITU) & Upop () DZEEDHERME(L2 / LV 2)TH Y, AW RHEITU) OMEMETH D, K
4 10, HEEZEBOWRITCHErHBH 2 5120V ERFREISEIRIC I W CRREE (OB Lz, £, WIihioricxkt
LTh, 0(s)~40(s) DRI IC BV TRZEE(OIZREICID L, 40(s)LAEIT —ED L~V L ipoi-, Kt
BT, WSS L CRERICIE Y e O&MEE2 52 T D72, 0(s)~40(s) TIEIMN AR FICHEL,
40(s)LARE THAVIZHEE HIRRE L 72 5. 0(s)~40(S)ILIEEHHEDTRNTAL TH H 72, Z OFREFFEIE TE () D
LU RE <, WEAVEE F IR BB ST 3 2 OIZEWVE (OIXREIZHA L, ¥EEFIREIZEIE L 40(s)
UBTEQIR—ED Lo lc b BEZ HD. £3 LY, HEZEMORTTEr 3 Z 5 ITHEVITE () DR
S U, B AL E A0 BB TR R L7z, BEHATIA 0.999 2B % D1 = 25D 5&FITK LT,
EO)MEEIEEIEIE 0.015 L 72 -7-. ZHEY, PODIC X VHIH L7- 25 HOILE (25 KotDIEEZEE) % A
W, bbb EDNBIMEAL TWDATRILXE—0D 999%ZH 2 D Z LN TE, MEOKIERKAIZ XL VK
N2 R 5 1.5% Tl & 5 2 L 2R LT,

4. 2 EBEERERNL~NDERER

B R R AEAT ~0 POD E ] D 7= b D IEEEMET L U C, EAFERFNICK LT POD 2@ L7-. SHEx%
X 5 (2R & 9.5[m], R 0.1545[m|DEE TH 5. WAL & LT, AR EICEE FERFE
D FERFERICIE S AR 2 5 %, BRI CiE AR Y v, BEE ICiE Y e 0%t 2 5 2 72[9]. 7=,
JEABERSGME LT, MHEEREIENEEOSRN 25 2, TR UANOEREIZENARE e O&M%2 5 %
7.

SESME AR 4 1 TRT. WA Y 13— L L TIE OpenFOAM % iV, FHERR T & L TR %1% 576000
DO+ % FAVTZ. Re IXERFEREFRULMETHH105E L, FiEET /L E LTIV A A RSEHlEETT L
T&H D SSG T /L% HWT=[10]. fENTEFREIE 100(s) & LT 0.1(s)BEDOEFRIIT — & &2 H AL, EERAIT —
205 LMK LT POD M L7-. A TlX, POD OELxI4: Th B0z FinT — 2 A4
ZAnlE576000 x 3 = 1.7 x 106 TH Y, BERIH 0T —F %4 AmiF1000TH 5.

Table4 Calculation Condition of Straight Pipe Swirl Flow

1 1
i L=9.5[m] ! Item Condition
1 1
i i Fluid Solver OpenFOAM
i D=0.1545[m]\l, i Computational Grid 576000
1 1\ F Reynolds Number(Re) 105
Turbulence Model SSG
Inlet Outlet
. . . . . Analysis Time 100[s
Fig. 5 Calculation Area of Straight Pipe Swirl Flow Y Is]
Output Interval of Analysis Result 0.1[s]
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X 6 (2 3 WRITHEARIEAT FE S O EEFE « FE[R)EEEE O 12 7 [6) /3 A 2 FEBRAE S & bl U 7= fE 2R3, Bl L
7O, EEAOMND 25m, 7.0m, 9.1m FHtICBIT 2HEEE - JEREE O LR RN Thh. 7T 7
OB TR E A A LR THRBE L2 b0 TH Y, EiITEE O, AuldllEsEmes 5. £, 7
7 Edh OB TR - HER]HE R il R TR L LT D, X6 LV, ARFHRIFFERME L RAFlc—
L, #HRERENZYTHDLZ L 2R L.

X 7 (AL E A A 2 AR EWIEIC 7 2 > b LEERERE2RT. £/, 51, EREOEr IR 2 5
{LEA O RERIS, 28T, $¥ BT 4 —iN EFRRICEIEG, DA > T v 7 ARINKREL 2D &, L I38H
WA L, BREGDRA L TV DR —DEIG S QMIZRD T 58K E o7 £, r=271280W TS,
120999 ZHZ TWAHZ b, EREDOHA 27 & L 27 RuDRKEZEMZET2E, bbb & DmnEn
FALTVDTRLX—D 99.9% %2 D ENAEETH D Z L 2R LT,

1.00

E 0.50 oot
~ |
0.25
e i
© .'3""1.-'o‘ oo
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0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
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Fig.6 Comparison between Experimental Value and
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5.

Normalized Eigenvalue [-]

1.0E+00 Table5 Cumulative Total of Normalized Eigenvalues
LOE-02 femmmmmmboccmces s e beeeeies N1 | S | Nl | S [ N | S
1.0E-04 Mmoo bemeomnes beeoccees beeoceeee 1| 0.8320 11|  0.9971 21| 0.9987
: : : 2| 0.9467 12|  0.9976 22| 0.9988
1.0E-06 heszzooo-- et ettt He
: : . 3| 0.9741 13| 0.9979 23|  0.9988
1.0E-08 [--=---==-F===--=n-- pommsee- po--omse- pommeoee- 4| 0.9836 14| 0.9981 24| 0.9989
LOE-0 b ommoococb . S— R— R— 5/ 0.9886 15|  0.9983 25| 0.9989
! ! ! 6]  0.9917 16|  0.9984 26|  0.9989
1.0E-12 f---mmmmmobmmaeeee it TR TS SRS
: : | 7| 0.9939 17|  0.9985 27| 0.9990
1.0E-14 - - - 8 0.9954 18 0.9985 28 0.9990
400 600 800 1000 o] 0.9962 19|  0.9986 29[ 0.9990
Basis Index(-] 0] 09967 20| 0.9987 30  0.9991
Fig. 7 Normalized Eigenvalue Np : Number of Bases

S;: Cumulative Total of Normalized Eigenvalues

5w

Bl/E R A ktge b Uic 3 oS OFH R IR 2 8ifE 32 2 &L 2 HJ & LT, POD X U* Galerkin Projection
OEVE RN~ %2 B L T\ 5. ARETIE, 3 RICHREENTRE R IZK9 % POD i FH O R %/
RETH720IZ, POD &% ¥ B 7 ¢ —iii, EEERERIICHET LU T Oftim 21572,
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