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> JF LA A

d
au(t) = Au(t) + f(u(t))

> K FGalerkin #% % 69 & Y42 A

u(t) ~Vq(t) Ve RN*k
dq(t)

= VTAvq(t) + VT f(Vq(t))

VTAV = A, € Rk*k
VTf(Vq(t)) 5 E.0(2kN) @

kXN Nxl




JEXRMEF ) AL

> TG BE A
TR o) — F LR AL ) 69 IR &t 7 A2 4

di’l_i” =VTAvq(t) + VT fF(Vq(t))

MAZRIT AR ARG A S HERBGHEENMIE K o
> BB X AL T ik
RSP T R
- JE &M R ZL AT
> JF &M R B UL

- &t 7k
- # B4 R & ( Hyper-reduction approaches )
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I B B

> U B &k 7 ik (Trajectory Piecewise Linear Method)
d
au(t) = Au(t) + f(u(®))

~ Au(t) + f(uy) + VI (uy) (u(t) — uy)

% B &Mt
d
au(t) = Au(t) + f(u(t))

~ Au(t) + z w; (u(®))(f (wy) + Vf () (u(t) — uy)

Zs:wi(u(t)) =1



I B B

> R FPetrov-Galerkink % 9 [& Y42 A

B Wy =1

d T
ECI(t) =W AVq(t)

+ Z W (q©)WTf(w) + WTVF (u;) (Vg (t) — u;)

195)

wi(q(t)) =1

=1

A, =WTAV +

l

wi(q)W'Vf(u)V

S
=1
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> & B e ik iR {u; ),

AP R 6 B R AR L 8 K
A A B 8 R i

> Rk 89 R IRW, V
- KAEIE XA
- AT 7k
- 4B L BL 7y %
> mE # IR (W (q(®)}

-q; = (V') vy,

2
T _
-wi(q(t)) = pan, i = lq(t) — q;ll, d = min{d;}
Z?:l exp(—d—zl>
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> AR

B 60 AR R A R % ST 6 LA N K o
R R R AR & B (P 3 SEF) o

> R

- EFFNEBREERAEXRERZN > I—IRF LRI 4
B AR e

- RORAE B N = Y AR AL G AR AL P SR VT PR AR T o

-AHFZHREZRE (BBt i E - REF) o
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> LI B Rk

B ZRIFE &
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- AR KBS > RV, € RVXK
- ARG BIES 42 RAE—%
%K LA &%

f=mf
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> BRZIIEA
Jat i VT F(Vq(t))
N N;<1 ~ g : 0(2kN) - 0(2kn)

Kjf(VCI(t)) ~ Vg, iy, im]Tf(VCI(t))[il’ PR

KXN a1 kxm mx1
RX%E—%%EFi : P = [ei1’ei2’"°’eim] = RNxm

F(Va@®)lis, iy -+, im] = PTF(Va(®) = f(PTVq(®)) € R™

12
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> BB
%R R,

aein s f(Va) = Vefr () Jo 4T e 4 Y 4E TP 2
& P e RV*™  PTF(Vq(t)) = PTV;f,.(¢)
F(va®) ~ f(Va®) = Vi (P"V;)" PTf(Vq(®))

NXk kx]_
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B 2 I G E A

> B A FEE
Lm=m'
FOY =V (PTV,) PTFC) =Ty pf

R

e

S5 = range(P)

81 = range(Vy)
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B 2 I G E A

> BREAIIEA
Lm>m'

FO =V (PTV,) PTF() =y of
RN =R E AR

fr(t) = argminyrHPTf(Vq(t)) - PTnyrH

I FAE oM PTV, = UZZT
Y = diag(oq,05,:+,0,,0,:-+,0)

© e (PTV,)' = zetuT

1 1 1
21- — dlag(_ S ...’_’0,...’0)
01 O Oy 15



B2 35 ik

> BB
%R R,

st f(Va©) = Vefi(©) do 4T 45 46 Bl 4 TP 2
& P e RV*™  PTF(Vq(t)) = PTV;f,.(¢)

F(va®) ~ f(Va®) = Vi (P"V;)" PTf(Vq(®))

nxk kx1
PTf(va(®)) = f (PTVq(t)) € R* » % 4% : 0(2nk)
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[, = argmax{|u|}
Ve = uy],P = [eil]
For [ = 2:k do
Kk c: (PTV)c =Py,
r=u — Vsc
(; = argmax{|r|}
Vi =V w] P=[Pe]
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SHEE G ES € RV > fo E KRV, € RV™ > (1A & 4 2
B $ 1A o4 00 21 R 4

f=v,(PTV)PTS

i

Ir =71, < cév,
£key, = 0 -VVOf|| #E%EL > C=ICTD I,
A LI

c<(1+vV2ZN)" fugllzt
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B AR

> %3]
1

V= p)? + (x — py)? +0.12

s(x,y; u) =

(x,y) € [0.1,0.9]* € R, (uq,u,) € [—1.0,—0.01]% € R?

% % [0.1,0.9]% L9345 4 A& (n, = n, = 20)
s = [s(xi, yj,u)| € R™M
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POD basis #2 POD basis #3

. Singular Values of Snapshots
10 - - - : -

107 | -

-10
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7t IR #5- 71 4E [4 P
DEIM points

o8t 20 .............. ............... .............. ...............
06F 3. ... ..... 16. .. .. .............. .............. ...............
0b o A S @

ool ©.8 o S S
9 . : -

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
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s(w) =~ V,(PTV,) " PTs(w)

Full dim= 400,[1_,11,] = [-0.05,-0.05]  POD: dim =6, L?error: 8.2e-3  DEIM: dim = 6, L2 error: 1.8e-2

w

s(X,y;L)
S(X,y;1)

Fic. 3.7. Compare the original nonlinear function (3.39) of dimension 400 with the POD and
DEIM approzimations of dimension 6 at parameter u = (—0.05, —0.05).
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>

B A B A %0k A

10° Avg Error and Avg Error Bound (2D) 10’ —Avg CPU time :
< Error POD < POD
—e—Error DEIM ——DEIM
- —*— Error Bound 5 q g g g <4
S - 8 - Approx Error Bound - 10
S g 2
i 10° @
o 10 £
< L
N CM_—O
-5
10 : 2 : 1072 : . .
0 5 10 15 20 - 5 10 15 20
m (Reduced dim) Reduced dim

F1G. 3.8. Left: Average errors of POD and DEIM approzimations for (3.39) with the average
error bounds given in (3.34) and their approrimations given in (3.35). Right: Average CPU time
for evaluating the POD and DEIM approrimations.
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> 43 JEX MBS FAE N A

—V2u(x,y) + s(u; n) = 100sin(2wx) sin 2wy, (x,y) € Q

u(x,y) =0 (x,y) € 9Q
s(us i) = 2L (e~H2¥ — 1)
Uo

Q =1[0,1]%> € R?, (uq,u,) €[0.01,10]% € R?

A & [0,1]7 L4935 4 M#&(n, =n, = 50)
s(u) = [S(xi»)’j»ﬂ)] € R"x*My
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> 3] L JE R MR S A AR P AL

Singular Values

10 - :
Eé) * Snapshot sols
o Snapshot nonlin
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> 3] L JE R MR S A AR P AL

POD basis #1 POD basis #2 POD basis #3 POD (nonlin) #1 POD (nonlin) #2 POD (nonlin) #3

5 " 05 05 N&E"05
y 00 x y 00 x

POD basis #5 POD basis #6
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> 3] L JE R MR S A AR P AL

DEIM pomts

z : ; . 2 1.
08- .............. ............ .......... 28.‘; ........ 1’ .............. .
06.26 .............. @
Y R L

? 2@ 14 ? ? ?
0.2. ............. . ........ :915_21- o R S -

F1G. 4.6. First 30 points selected by DEIM.
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> 3] L JE R MR S A AR P AL

Full dim=2500,[u1.,11,1=[0.3,9] PODG/DEIMS, [}.,u,] = [0.3,9],err: 0.0011115 (Error PODG/DEIMS, [1,1,] = [0.3,9]

u(x,y;u)

0.2 .
o0 0.5 1
X
, Error POD/EIM:(1 /nu)sumu"u(u) —uE'M(p,)||2 N?rmalized Average CPU time for each Newton Iteration
10 g T T 0 T T
—&— DEIM1
—#— DEIM3
> —— DEIM5 B
0 F—R————= 10 DEIM11
10 T DEIM13
—— DEIM15
- + + + + + + —_ Al —#— DEIM19
2 8 10 —&8— POD
uh.” 0-2 | i 2 = = = Full2500(sparse)
o e DEIM1 CE’ 0 Full2500(dense)
Z —+— DEIM3 E= I (U e
~—+— DEIMS
-4 DEIM11
10} DEIM13 RN ] 107"} M—*‘H ]
—*— DEIM15 - sg
—+#— DEIM19 ~a
6| == —POD jo2 L et e e e e S
10 : : 0 : . .
0 5 1 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
k (POS dim) k(POD dim) 28



AF ot Ik &k A So 8 AR A

» F-16 (Re=182 > 200 > 000)

- B IRAR M AE26 > 919 > 8734& &,
- B4y A AFE t = 1.29s

—HDM

—HPROM

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
Time (s)

= 43 AR ¢ 100h 3584CPUAKL

A THRFOGENAEA : 5.8min, 32CPU
- 10745323 (4P HTR])

-10°45 42 3% (CPURFIR)
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> AR

-TENBEAGR RK RS A 5 BRI N K o
- 3T TR B R4S )| SR AT 69 M) RA BB R TR 0 2R o
- AL AETEP A IR AT M o

> R

- AR R R EALA & 4R (hde i )
PTF(Va®) = f(P"Vq(D)
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