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We utilize deep reinforcement learning (DRL) algorithms to precisely control the mass flow rates of synthetic jets
located on the upper and lower surfaces of a square cylinder for active flow control. Through DRL-based active flow
control (AFC) technology, we significantly reduce the lift and drag coefficients of the square cylinder at Reynolds
number (Re) = 100 and Re = 500, while completely suppressing vortex shedding in the wake flow field. Additionally,
we conduct a sensitivity analysis of the position and width parameters of the synthetic jets regarding flow control
performance. Our observations indicate that positioning the synthetic jets near the trailing edge corners of the square
cylinder, rather than the leading edge corners, can completely suppress vortex shedding, resulting in more stable lift
and drag coefficients in the controlled flow. When the synthetic jets are positioned at the trailing edge corners, flow
control reduces the mean drag coefficient by 14.4% and the standard deviation of the lift coefficient by 86.1% for the
baseline flow at Re = 100. For the baseline flow at Re = 500, flow control reduces the mean drag coefficient by 51.4%
and the standard deviation of the lift coefficient by 90.5%. At both Reynolds numbers, vortex shedding in the wake
flow field is completely suppressed. Furthermore, using narrower synthetic jets results in a lower reduction rate of the
standard deviations of the lift and drag coefficients, while increasing the mean and standard deviation of the mass flow
rate of the jets used for flow control. This study provides guidance on optimizing the width and position of synthetic
jets for DRL-based active flow control.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the backdrop of advancements in sophisticated algorithms, computational hardware, open-source software and the integra-
tion of vast amounts of data in the era of big data, scientific inquiry is transitioning from first principles to data-driven methods.1

The field of fluid dynamics is also benefiting from this trend, with machine learning offering sophisticated algorithms capable
of handling high-dimensional, large-scale fluid dynamics data, establishing mathematical modeling frameworks, and providing
integrated, modular packages and libraries as open-source resources. Machine learning excels in tasks like feature extraction,
modal analysis, and data mining, providing techniques for extracting insights from datasets.2 Experimental fluid dynamics
measurements and numerical simulation generate extensive datasets, making them ideal candidates for techniques capable of
handling high-dimensional, large-scale data.3 Furthermore, machine learning algorithms can embed physical information from
the field of fluid dynamics and adaptively perform tasks related to execution, control, and optimization.4,5 The field of flow
control is rapidly advancing, propelled by the development of state-of-the-art machine learning algorithms and unprecedented
volumes of data from high-precision numerical simulations across multiple spatiotemporal scales.1,3–5

Active Flow Control (AFC) is an advanced fluid management strategy aimed at enhancing fluid properties and performance
through proactive interventions in the flow field. By introducing energy or momentum, AFC alters the fluid’s natural state,
employing techniques such as fluid injection and suction, synthetic jets, and electromagnetic control.6,7 Synthetic jet technology
produces jets by cyclically inhaling and expelling fluid from a fixed location, requiring no external energy source.8 This method
offers several advantages, including independence from external fluid sources, high controllability, low energy consumption, and
suitability for operation in narrow or complex spaces.9,10 These advantages render synthetic jets particularly promising tools for
present and future flow control technologies.11,12 AFC is widely applied across various sectors, including aerospace, automotive,
energy production, and environmental engineering, where it serves to reduce drag, control vortices, enhance lift, and stabilize
flows.13,14 Despite its considerable advantages, the implementation and practical application of AFC face challenges due to
the system’s strong nonlinearity, high dimensionality, and time delays. Recent advancements in machine learning algorithms
and control theory are propelling progress in adaptive, real-time intelligent control, facilitating more effective management of
complex flow dynamics and further augmenting the capabilities of AFC technologies.15–17

Deep Reinforcement Learning (DRL) merges the capabilities of Deep Learning (DL) for processing high-dimensional data
with the decision-making and policy optimization strengths of Reinforcement Learning (RL).18,19 DRL is recognized for its abil-
ity to learn and adapt autonomously, enabling end-to-end learning that is highly applicable across complex environments. DRL
has demonstrated exceptional performance in a wide range of domains, including game AI, robotic control, autonomous driving,
resource management and scheduling, and financial trading. It is capable of autonomously learning optimal decision-making
strategies in complex environments, surpassing human-level capabilities.20–22 DRL is a sophisticated blend of DL and RL, two
powerful branches of machine learning. It combines the feature extraction capabilities of DL for complex high-dimensional data
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with the decision-making abilities of RL through interactions with the environment.23,24 This synergy allows DRL to excel in
environments that require both advanced perception and precise control. Despite challenges related to sample efficiency and
stability, DRL demonstrates remarkable potential on a variety of challenging decision-making problems.24,25

Given the significant potential of DRL in control and optimization, a large number of scholars have been applying it in the
field of flow control. Rabault et al.26 pioneered the application of DRL to AFC technologies, achieving an 8% reduction in drag
around a cylinder at Re= 100. This seminal work sparked interest in applying DRL techniques within the field of fluid dynamics.
Tang et al.27 focused on the robustness across different Reynolds numbers, while Paris, Beneddine, and Dandois28 explored the
impact of probe distribution on control performance. Li and Zhang29 applied DRL-based AFC to cylinders under various
blockage ratios, integrating flow physics mechanisms during the control process to achieve significant outcomes. Fan et al.30

developed an active flow control strategy based on DRL through experimental fluid dynamics, demonstrating the effectiveness
of applying reinforcement learning in experimental fluid mechanics. Rabault and Kuhnle31 and Jia and Xu32 addressed issues
related to parallel strategies and training when coupling Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) codes with DRL framework in
parallel computing environments. Wang et al.33 developed an open source library that integrated CFD code OpenFoam with
DRL framework TensorForce. DRL has demonstrated excellent control performance in the field of AFC, sparking increasing
exploration. There has been applications from low to relatively high Reynolds numbers, transitions from 2D to 3D configurations,
shifts from numerical simulations to fluid experiments, and geometric changes in the body of interest from circular to square
bodies. While there is a plethora of related work, we will not delve into each individually. Instead, we summarize in Table. I
some relevant research on the application of DRL-based AFC methods in the context of flow around bluff bodies.

TABLE I: Summary of studies on AFC strategies for various bluff bodies.

Re Bluff Body Reference Strategy Control
Algorithm

Solver Drag
Reduction

Vortex
Suppressed

100 Cylinder Rabault et al.26 Synthetic Jets PPO FeniCS 8% -
100 Cylinder Wang et al.33 Synthetic Jets PPO OpenFOAM 8% -
100 Cylinder Castellanos et al.34 Synthetic Jets LGPC/PPO FeniCS 8% -
100 Cylinder Jia and Xu35 Synthetic Jets PPO OpenFOAM 8% YES
100 Cylinder Ren, Wang, and Tang36 WSLB PPO LBM - -
120 Cylinder Paris, Beneddine, and

Dandois28
Synthetic Jets S-PPO-CMA FastS 18.4% -

≤200 Cylinder Li and Zhang29 Synthetic Jets PPO Nek5000 - YES
100-300 Cylinder He et al.37 Synthetic Jets PPO OpenFOAM 6%-24% -
100-400 Cylinder Tang et al.38 Synthetic Jets PPO FeniCS 6%-39% -

1,000 Cylinder Ren, Rabault, and Tang39 Synthetic Jets PPO LBM 30% -
10,160 Cylinder Fan et al.30 Cylinders TD3 Lilypad 30% -

100 Ellipse Jia and Xu35 Synthetic Jets PPO OpenFOAM 16% YES
100 Square Wang et al.33 Synthetic Jets SAC OpenFOAM 14% -
100 Square Chen et al.40 Synthetic Jets SAC OpenFOAM 14% YES
100 Square Xia et al.41 Synthetic Jets SAC and TQC FEniCS 17.3% -

100-400 Square Jia and Xu42 Synthetic Jets SAC OpenFOAM 14%-47% YES
500-2,000 Square Yan et al.43 Synthetic Jets SAC OpenFOAM 44%-61% -

The research in the above table demonstrate the wide range of applications of DRL in the field of active flow control. These
research significantly extend beyond the initial study of flow past a cylinder at Re = 100 by Rabault et al.26. However, the
effectiveness of DRL control algorithm varies across different work. This is especially evident among the body of research on
square cylinders. As the sharp corners and straight edges force the fluid to separate at the leading edge, flows around square
cylinders are characterized by complex wake structures and shedding vortices.44–46 The highly nonlinear and unique flow features
makes it extremely challenging to determine the optimal control strategy. Hence, many different control experiments have been
devised heuristically, leading to varying degrees of control effectiveness.

Wang et al.33 initially applied the Soft Actor-Critic (SAC) algorithm to active flow control of a square cylinder, achieving
a 13.7% reduction in drag at Re = 100. Despite this significant reduction, vortex shedding behind the cylinder is still evident.
Xia et al.41 conduct active flow control around a square cylinder at Re = 100 using RL, training with an augmented state that
includes both current and past measurements and actions, which are represented by a nonlinear auto-regressive exogenous model
to address issues of partial observability. Jia and Xu42 employed the SAC algorithm to regulate the flow from synthetic jets
positioned on the upper and lower surfaces of a constrained square cylinder at Re = 100, 200, 300, and 400. The research results
demonstrated that the active control strategy based on the SAC algorithm effectively reduces drag by approximately 14.4%,
26.4%, 38.9%, and 47.0% respectively. A distinctive feature of this study compared to others is its success in suppressing vortex
shedding behind the square cylinder across the range of Reynolds numbers from 100 to 400. This DRL-based AFC delivers an
energy-efficient control strategy that not only reduces drag and suppresses lift but also effectively suppresses vortex shedding.
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Yan et al.47 investigated the impact of multiple jet actuators on drag and lift reduction for rectangular cylinders with four different
aspect ratios at Re= 1,000, employing DRL for control. Specifically, the deployment of four synthetic jets resulted in an average
drag reduction of 63.2%, while eight jets achieved a 77.1% reduction. This study investigated various jet distribution strategies,
emphasizing the importance of multi-jet actuation in enhancing aerodynamic performance.

Additionally, an intriguing research question that captures the interest of many scholars is the optimal placement of syn-
thetic jets for control effectiveness. Particularly noteworthy are two studies that have arrived at markedly different conclusions,
prompting further reflection and analysis within the research community.40,43 Chen et al.40 employ DRL-based AFC to mitigate
vibrations induced by lift on a square cylinder at Re = 100. Their study investigates the effect of jets positioning on control ef-
ficacy, examining positions near the leading edge, midpoints of the sidewalls, and near the trailing edge of the cylinder. Results
indicate that for reducing lift-induced vibrations and drag coefficient, positioning the jets near the trailing edge is significantly
superior to placement near the leading edge or midpoints of the sidewalls. Moreover, complete suppression of vortex shedding
behind the square cylinder occurs only when the jets are placed near the trailing edge. Yan et al.43 examined the impact of
symmetrically deploying jet actuators at both the front and trailing corners of a square cylinder under flow configurations at
Re = 500, 1,000 and 2,000. The findings reveal that positioning jets near the front corners provides more effective control over
lift and drag coefficients compared to placement near the trailing corners. Despite these modifications, vortex shedding in the
controlled flow was not suppressed at any of the three Reynolds numbers.

Given the current state of the art in DRL-based AFC of flow around square cylinders, it is evident that the there is a lack
of parameterization for synthetic jets to reconcile the varying degrees of control effectiveness in literature. Consequently, our
research is motivated by two main reasons. Firstly, there is currently no study that has successfully used AFC to achieve both
efficient drag reduction and complete suppression of vortex shedding at Reynolds numbers greater than 500. Secondly, previous
studies have shown that the effects of synthetic jets placement on control performance exhibit different outcomes at Re = 100
and Re = 500. We are interested in exploring whether it is possible, at Re = 100 and Re = 500, to use AFC based on DRL
to achieve both efficient drag reduction and complete suppression of vortex shedding. Additionally, we design two synthetic
jet placements and four synthetic jet widths to conduct a thorough analysis of their impacts on flow control performance. The
parameterized design of control experiments and corresponding analysis aim to provide valuable references for the control of
flow around square cylinders. The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we introduce the DRL framework, which
consists of a fluid simulation environment and the SAC agent. In Sec. III, we present and discuss the results. Initially, we
describe the Baseline and the Base flow. Then, we discuss the convergence performance of DRL at Re = 100 and Re = 500.
Finally, we analyze the effects of the placement and width of synthetic jets on control performance. In Sec. IV, we summarize
the main conclusions of this study and discuss the broader implications of these findings.

II. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION AND METHODOLOGY

We develop a DRL framework that enables interaction between the agent and the numerical simulation environment, validated
in flow regimes characterized by two-dimensional vortex shedding. In our DRL framework, the agent observes the current state
of the CFD environment and interacts with it to adjust the mass flow rates of two synthetic jets on the square cylinder, based
on feedback from reward signals. Through an iterative optimization process, the SAC agent gradually approaches the optimal
flow control strategy by learning and trial-and-error, thereby achieving multiple control objectives such as reducing lift and
drag coefficients and suppressing vortex shedding. The specific operational process is depicted in Fig. 1. Sec. II A provides
detailed information about the flow environment. Sec. II B elaborates on the ML techniques discussed in this paper, including
reinforcement learning, deep learning, and deep reinforcement learning. Sec. II C introduces the key components for performing
active flow control using DRL methods, as well as the software and hardware configurations relevant to training.

A. Flow environment

In the present study, we analyze the flow past a two-dimensional square cylinder, as illustrated in Fig. 2. To construct the
physical model, we establish a Cartesian coordinate system with the center of the square cylinder as the origin. The flow
direction is defined as the positive x-axis, while the direction perpendicular to the flow is designated as the positive y-axis. The
square cylinder has a side length denoted by D. The computational domain extends 30D downstream from the center of the
square cylinder to define the outlet boundary, and 10D upstream to establish the inlet. The lateral boundaries extend 10D from
the center of the square cylinder on both the left and right sides. This configuration results in a rectangular computational domain
with dimensions of 40D in the streamwise direction and 20D in the spanwise direction.

To comprehensively explore the impact of synthetic jets arrangement on control performance, we address two key aspects:
the placement and width of the synthetic jets. Given that the flow separation points around the square cylinder are fixed,
occurring at the leading and trailing edge corners, we strategically position the synthetic jets at these corner points in our study.
Specifically, placement variations include positions near both the leading and trailing edges of the square cylinder. Furthermore,
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FIG. 1: A multi-environment parallel DRL training framework, in which the agent adopts the SAC type and the environment is
set to numerical simulation environment. The parallel computation across n environments yields a set of trajectories {τi}n

i=1,
with each trajectory τi comprising the sequence of states, actions, and rewards as τi = {(s0,a0),(s1,a1,r1), . . . ,(sT ,aT ,rT )},
where (st ,at ,rt) represents the state, action , and reward at time-step t, respectively, for the i-th environment. The parameters θ

of the policy network are updated using gradient ascent, i.e., θ ← θ +α∇θ J(πθ ), where α denotes the learning rate.

the widths of the synthetic jets are designed to encompass D/20, D/25, D/30, and D/35, where D represents the side length of
the square cylinder. By systematically varying these parameters, we aim to provide a detailed analysis of their effects on flow
control performance. The synthetic jets on the upper and lower walls of the square cylinder are set up with a uniform velocity
distribution, where the magnitude of the jet velocity represents non-dimensional mass flow rates, and the direction of the jet
velocity is along the outward normal vector. The total mass flow rate of the two jets is zero, which more accurately reflects real-
world applications compared to adding or removing mass from the system. This ensures that any observed drag reduction can
be attributed to the effectiveness of the flow control strategy, rather than to any propulsive effect. Fig. 2 illustrates the schematic
placement of the synthetic jets on the square cylinder, positioned near the leading or trailing edge corners.

The Navier-Stokes equations for an incompressible viscous fluid in a domain Ω ⊂ Rnd over a time interval (0,T ) are funda-
mental in fluid dynamics. These equations describe how the velocity field u = u(x, t) and pressure field p = p(x, t) of the fluid
evolve over time, where x represents the spatial coordinates and t represents time.

∂u
∂ t

+u · (∇u) =−∇p+Re−1
∆u on Ω× (0,T ), (1a)

∇ ·u = 0 on Ω× (0,T ). (1b)

Here, Re = UD
ν

is the Reynolds number, where U is the mean velocity at the inlet and ν is the kinematic viscosity. Together,
these equations articulate the fundamental behaviors of fluid flow, linking the dynamics of velocity changes to the principle of
mass conservation in fluid mechanics.

In the simulation setup described, the inlet of the computational domain is characterized by a uniform velocity distribution.
Specifically, the velocity at the inlet is set to a magnitude of 2, with the direction aligned along the x-axis. The outlet of
the computational domain adopts Neumann-type boundary conditions to ensure that the stress vector is zero to simulate the
natural flow behavior at infinite distance. The upper and lower boundaries of the domain are designated as far-field boundary
conditions, aimed at minimizing their impact on the flow around the square cylinder and approximating an unbounded fluid
domain as closely as possible. The synthetic jets are configured such that their velocity direction is perpendicular to the walls of
the square cylinder, directed along the outward normal of the walls. Except for the locations of the synthetic jets, all other parts
of the square cylinder’s walls are treated with no-slip solid wall boundary conditions, ensuring that the fluid does not penetrate
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FIG. 2: A schematic of the computational domain and boundary conditions. (a) Establishment of the coordinate system and
detailed dimensions of the computational domain. Note that while the dimensions of the square cylinder and computational
domain are accurately labeled, the relative proportions are not to scale and are intended for illustrative purposes only. (b)
Placement of the synthetic jets near the trailing corner point. (c) Specification of the boundary conditions for the computational
domain. (d) Location of the synthetic jets near the leading corner points.

these surfaces and accurately reflecting the physical constraints imposed by solid boundaries on fluid flow. In addition, The
boundary conditions are marked in detail in Fig. 2.

Fig. 3 illustrates the discretization of the computational domain into 23,264 quadrilateral mesh elements via a structured grid
approach. Fig. 3(a) provides a detailed depiction of the discretization across the entire computational domain, with finer mesh
scales near the square cylinder and coarser mesh scales near the boundary walls. Fig. 3(b) exclusively demonstrates the transition
of mesh scale from coarse to fine. Fig. 3(c) demonstrates the refinement of the mesh surrounding the square cylinder, where
the quadrilateral mesh elements are approximately square, ensuring accurate capture of flow field structures in fluid dynamics
calculations.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 3: Computational domain discretization. (a) Discretization scheme covering the entire computational domain. (b)
Magnified depiction of the grid structure close to the square cylinder. (c) Meshing of a quarter of the square cylinder.
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The bluff body drag coefficient (CD) and lift coefficient (CL) are defined as

CD =
FD

1
2 ρ∞U2

∞D
, CL =

FL
1
2 ρ∞U2

∞D
. (2)

Where FD and FL are the drag and lift forces, defined as the surface integrals of the pressure and viscous forces on the bluff
body with respect to the x-axis and y-axis, respectively. ρ∞ denotes the density of the fluid far from the square cylinder. U∞, the
freestream velocity of the fluid, represents the undisturbed velocity far from any obstacles or boundaries, and it is equal to 2.

The Strouhal number (St) is used to describe the characteristic frequency of oscillatory flow phenomena and is defined as
follows:

St =
fs ·D
U∞

. (3)

Where fs is the shedding frequency calculated based on the periodic evolution of the CL and U∞ = 2.
In the current study, the incompressible flow dynamics are analyzed using the open-source CFD toolkit, OpenFOAM, as outlined

by Jasak et al48,49. OpenFOAM stands as a rigorously tested and extensively applied computational framework that offers a
comprehensive suite of numerical algorithms for the resolution of the Navier-Stokes equations. The solver implemented within
OpenFOAM employs the finite volume method for the discretization of the computational domain, subdividing it into a structured
mesh of control volumes. The numerical simulations were conducted using the pimpleFoam solver to solve the unsteady
Navier-Stokes equations. The temporal discretization employed the Backward scheme, while the divergence discretization of
the velocity field was implemented using the Gauss linear scheme, and the gradient discretization of the velocity utilized
the leastSquares method. These discretization schemes were selected to ensure the requisite mathematical precision and
stability for the simulation of fluid flow dynamics. To promote numerical stability within the simulations, the time step size is
meticulously selected as ∆t = 0.0005.

To verify the accuracy of the grid, this study conducted a grid convergence investigation. We compared results from three
different grid scales and contrasted them with computational outcomes from other studies, summarizing the findings in Table. II.
The table lists the values for the mean drag coefficient (CD,Mean), the standard deviation of the drag coefficient (CD,Std), the
standard deviation of the lift coefficient (CL,Std), and the St at Re = 100 and Re = 500. All three grids utilized structured meshes,
differing only in the level of refinement, with the number of grid cells detailed in the table. The computational results in Table. II
demonstrate that the differences among the three grid resolutions are insignificant and consistent with values obtained in existing
literature. In the subsequent advanced DRL training phase, the main grid scheme is employed to balance computational accuracy
and cost-effectiveness, ensuring the required precision is achieved while minimizing computational overhead.

TABLE II: Grid independence test for a square cylinder.

Configuration Case Cell number CD,Mean CD,Std CL,Std St

Coarse 16,400 1.471 2.023 0.196 0.148
Re = 100 Main 23,264 1.548 1.924 0.171 0.145

Fine 28,450 1.533 1.910 0.173 0.145
Sen, Mittal, and Biswas46 - 1.53 - - 0.145

Sharma and Eswaran50 - 1.49 - - 0.150
Singh et al.51 - 1.51 - - 0.147

Coarse 16,400 2.070 0.481 0.036 1.130
Re = 500 Main 23,264 2.064 0.448 -0.042 0.127

Fine 28,450 2.067 0.419 -0.001 0.128
Cao, Ge, and Tamura52 - 2.050 - - 0.133

Bai and Alam53 - 1.940 - - 0.136
Sohankar, Norberg, and Davidson54 - 1.870 - - 0.126

B. Machine learning

In machine learning, three main paradigms exist: supervised learning, unsupervised learning, and reinforcement learning.
Supervised learning uses labeled examples to predict labels for unlabeled inputs. Unsupervised learning discovers patterns in
unlabeled data. Reinforcement learning involves interacting with an environment to maximize cumulative rewards.
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(a) DL

(b) RL (c) DRL

FIG. 4: Basic architectures of DL, RL, and DRL. (a) DL; (b) RL; (c) DRL.

a. Deep learning DL, a subfield of machine learning, focuses on artificial neural networks inspired by biological neural
networks. These networks, depicted in Fig. 4(a), comprise interconnected layers of nodes or neurons. Each layer performs
specific transformations on its inputs before passing them to the next layer. The term ’depth’ in deep learning refers to the
multiple layers of the neural network, comprising numerous linear and nonlinear processing units. Multiple layers enable
these networks to perform complex transformations at various levels of abstraction, enhancing their ability to model intricate
relationships in data. DNNs typically utilize backpropagation for training, adjusting neuron weights based on error rates from
previous epochs. This process, combined with advanced optimization algorithms like Adam or stochastic gradient descent,
efficiently minimizes the loss function.

b. Reinforcement learning RL is a crucial branch of machine learning that focuses on the interaction between an agent and
its environment. As illustrated in Fig. 4(b), the environment is the entity with which the agent interacts. RL aims to maximize
cumulative rewards by learning optimal behavior or policies through trial and error during these interactions. A finite Markov
Decision Process (MDP) is defined by the tuple (S, A, P, R, γ), where S is the finite state space, A is the finite action space, P is
the state transition probability function, and R is the reward function. γ is the discount factor, representing the importance given
to future rewards relative to immediate rewards. At each time-step i, the agent observes the environment in state si, selects an
action ai, resulting in a transition to state si+1 with a probability p(si+1|si,ai). The agent receives a reward R associated with this
transition. The agent’s decision-making process is governed by a policy denoted as π(ai|si).

c. Deep Reinforcement learning As shown in Fig. 4(c), embedding DNNs into the basic RL framework constitutes the
most fundamental DRL structure. DRL integrates DL with RL to manage complex decision-making tasks in high-dimensional
environments. Within this integration, DL plays a pivotal role in estimating several key functions critical to the RL process.
DRL utilizes DNNs as function approximators to model complex value functions and policy functions, which are otherwise
challenging to address with conventional RL methods. The state value function (Vπ(s)) estimates the expected cumulative
reward that can be obtained from a particular state s under a given policy π . The formula for Vπ(s) is expressed as:

Vπ(s) = Eπ

[
∞

∑
t=0

γ
tRi | si = s

]
, (4)

where Eπ denotes the expectation under policy π , γ is the discount factor, Ri represents the reward at time step t, and si denotes
the state at time step t. DNNs approximate Vπ(s), enabling the handling of large and complex state spaces. The action-value
function (Qπ(s,a)) estimates the expected cumulative reward from taking action at in state st and subsequently following policy
π . The formula for Qπ(s,a) is expressed as:

Qπ(s,a) = Eπ

[
∞

∑
t=0

γ
tRi | si = s,ai = a

]
, (5)
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where ai denotes the action at time step t. The remaining symbols keep the same meaning as in Vπ(s). DNNs are employed to
approximate Qπ(s,a), facilitating the evaluation of action values in extensive action spaces. Also, DNNs are commonly used
as function approximators to model policy functions. The policy π(ai|si) is represented by a neural network, which outputs the
probabilities of selecting each possible action given a state. Additionally, the transition function P(si+1 | si,ai) predicts the next
state si+1 given the current state si and action ai. DNNs can approximate this function to help the agent simulate and plan future
actions more effectively.

d. Soft Actor-Critic Algorithm The SAC algorithm is a state-of-the-art deep reinforcement learning method that combines
Actor-Critic techniques with off-policy learning. SAC is highly efficient, stable, and robust, particularly for tasks with continuous
action spaces. Its performance relies on experience replay, Actor-Critic architecture, and entropy regularization, which together
foster accelerated learning and balanced policy exploration. The data collection and network parameter update process of the
SAC algorithm is illustrated in Fig. 5. The agent interacts with the environment, selecting actions according to its current

FIG. 5: The SAC algorithm collects experience data through interaction with the environment, storing it in a replay buffer. It
updates the value network, policy network, and target value network, using entropy regularization to encourage exploration,
resulting in an efficient and stable reinforcement learning policy.

policy π . The experience tuples (si,ai,ri,si+1) collected from these interactions are stored in a replay buffer. When updating
the network parameters, the algorithm samples batches of experience data from the replay buffer. Moreover, entropy (H ) is a
metric that quantifies the uncertainty of a random variable. Within the framework of reinforcement learning, the entropy of a
policy, H (π(· | si)), represents the stochasticity of the policy at a given state si.55–57 The expression for this is given by:

H (π(· | si)) =−∑
ai

π(ai | si) logπ(ai | si), (6)

where π(ai | si) denotes the probability of taking action ai in state si according to policy π . The policy is trained with the
objective to maximize the expected return and the entropy at the same time:

π
∗ = argmax

π
∑

i
E(si,ai)∼ρπ

[r (si,ai)+αH (π (· | si))] , (7)

where H (·) is the entropy measure and the variable α functions as a temperature parameter that calibrates the relative signifi-
cance of the entropy term against the reward, thereby modulating the stochasticity of the resulting optimal policy.56,58
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C. DRL-Enhanced Active Flow Control

We propose an interaction framework between the agent and the numerical simulation environment, where the agent observes
the current state of the CFD environment and adjusts the mass flow rates of the two synthetic jets on the square cylinder based
on reward feedback. This iterative optimization process enables the SAC agent to converge to an optimal flow control strategy.
Moreover, the control objective of the DRL-based AFC framework is to reduce the lift and drag coefficients of the square cylinder
while minimizing vortex shedding in the wake flow field.

The design of the DRL components is centered around this goal. The AFC problem is integrated with the DRL framework by
defining three key components: the agent’s action at (the mass flow rate of the synthetic jets), the agent’s state st (observational
data from the environment), and the agent’s reward rt (the control objectives). Firstly, the agent’s action, defined as the mass
flow rates of the synthetic jet, is limited to a mass flow rate not exceeding 2% of the upstream inflow. Furthermore, to ensure
the smoothness of continuous actions, a smoothing function S is utilized between consecutive actions at and at+1, facilitating a
gradual transition and mitigating abrupt changes in jet velocity. The smoothing function S is defined as follows:

S(VΓ1,Ti ,a,VΓ1,Ti−1) =VΓ1,Ti +β · (a−VΓ1,Ti−1), (8)

where V ′
Γ1,Ti

is the updated value at time step i, VΓ1,Ti is the current value at time step i, a represents the target action magnitude at ,
VΓ1,Ti−1 is the value at the previous time step i−1, and β is a coefficient determining the extent of adjustment towards the target
a. This function effectively interpolates between the previous value and the target action, with β controlling the smoothness of
the transition.

(a) (b)

FIG. 6: Arrangement for probes position in flow around a square cylinder. (a) The probes are distributed in the instantaneous
velocity field. (b) The probes are distributed in the pulsating velocity field.

Next, the state st represents the information observed by the agent from the environment. In this study, st is represented by
physical information collected from specific locations within the computational domain. Specifically, 201 probes are placed
around the square cylinder and in the wake region to capture instantaneous velocity or pressure data. The probes are strategically
distributed to cover the area around the square cylinder, as one of the control objectives is to manage the lift and drag forces
acting on the square cylinder. This necessitates the agent observing the physical field information in this region. Additionally,
the probes are positioned to cover the recirculation zone in the cylinder’s wake and capture areas with the highest fluctuating
values, which is crucial for controlling the wake’s instability. The specific distribution of the probes is illustrated in Fig. 6.

Moreover, the reward function is a core component of reinforcement learning. By incorporating CD and CL into the reward
function, we align it with the primary objectives of reducing drag and suppressing lift. This reward function clearly defines
the behaviors the agent should learn and drives the agent to seek optimal strategies through positive and negative feedback
mechanisms that minimize drag and suppress lift. The specific reward function is defined as follows:

rTi =CD,0− (CD)Ti
−ω

∣∣∣(CL)Ti

∣∣∣ , (9)

where CD,0 represents the baseline drag coefficient CD, serving as a reference point. (CD)Ti denotes the drag coefficient at time
step Ti, with the objective being to minimize this value relative to the baseline. (CL)Ti denotes the lift coefficient at time step Ti.
The parameter ω is a weight factor for the lift coefficient, typically ranging between 0.1 and 0.2.

During DRL training, each episode has a total duration of 1.25 seconds, including 100 training time steps. The control action
is updated every 0.0125 seconds, equivalent to 25 numerical simulation time steps. Tested Reynolds numbers include 100 and
500, with vortex shedding periods approximately between 0.127 and 0.145 seconds. Therefore, an epoch is designed to last 1.25
seconds, corresponding to approximately 8.6 to 9.8 vortex shedding cycles. In each episode of DRL training, the CFD simulation
spans multiple vortex shedding cycles, allowing the agent to observe flow characteristics over several shedding periods.
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III. RESULTS

A. Baseline flow simulation

The state in which no flow control is applied is defined as the Baseline. In this study, active flow control begins from the
baseline state, which also serves as a comparison to the controlled flow. As shown in Fig. 7 (a), at Re = 100, flow separation
occurs near the leading edge corners of the square cylinder. Fig. 7 (b) provides a zoomed-in view of the flow around the square
cylinder, where flow separation is observed near the leading edge corners, and recirculation bubbles form behind the cylinder.
In this region, the fluid flows in the reverse direction, creating closed-loop circulation. In the wake region behind the cylinder,
alternating vortex shedding occurs as the recirculation bubbles oscillate. When Re= 500, the vortex shedding pattern in the wake
region of the square cylinder, as shown in Fig. 7 (c), differs from that at Re = 100. At this higher Reynolds number, the vortices
behind the cylinder are no longer alternating and regular. In Fig. 7 (d), it can be observed that flow separation occurs near the
leading edge corners, creating recirculation zones on both sides of the cylinder. Behind the cylinder, a fluctuating recirculation
region forms, displaying oscillatory motion in the spanwise direction.

FIG. 7: Velocity magnitude of the flow around the square cylinder. (a) Re = 100, entire domain; (b) Re = 100, local domain; (c)
Re = 500, entire domain; (d) Re = 500, local domain.

At Re = 100, the wake region of the square cylinder exhibits regular vortex shedding, as shown in Fig. 8. Vortices shed from
the trailing edge of the cylinder form a regular pattern, characterized by alternating vortices along the centerline, creating a
street-like structure. At Re = 500, the shedding pattern in the wake changes, as depicted in Fig. 9. After flow separation occurs
at the leading edge of the square cylinder, some separated fluid reattaches to the cylinder surface. The vortex shedding in the
wake region of the square cylinder becomes increasingly unstable, with vortices squeezing, stretching, and deforming as they
develop downstream in the form of vortex pairs. Compared to Re = 100, the flow instability at Re = 500 intensifies, leading to a
more complex shedding pattern in the wake. We have described the flow structures and vortex shedding patterns of the baseline
flow at Re = 100 and Re = 500. At Reynolds number 500, the flow exhibits greater instability and complexity, indicating that
the difficulty of flow control is increased. Implementing flow control techniques in such conditions requires advanced strategies
that can effectively manipulate the flow dynamics and mitigate flow separation.

Next, we will present the base flow simulation of a semi-cylindrical body. The base flow represents the ideal state without
vortex shedding and is used solely to calculate the drag coefficient in this idealized condition. This serves as an asymptote to
measure the maximum possible drag reduction. The base flow corresponds to a stable equilibrium state of the controlled Navier-



Optimization Synthetic Jet Actuator Parameters. 11

FIG. 8: Snapshots of the spanwise vorticity field of the square cylinder wake at Re = 100.

FIG. 9: Snapshots of the spanwise vorticity field of the square cylinder wake at Re = 500.

Stokes equations. In this state, the velocity and pressure fields of the fluid remain unchanged, constituting a stable solution
of the Navier-Stokes equations. This state can be considered a potential fixed point in the configuration space of fluid flow.
However, despite the apparent stability of the baseline flow, it is, in fact, unstable to infinitesimal perturbations, leading to the
occurrence of vortex shedding phenomena. Vortex shedding is one of the sources of resistance experienced by the cylinder, and
our active flow control aims to mitigate this resistance. Therefore, assessing the effectiveness of the control strategy can be done
by using a modified baseline resistance value, assuming the absence of vortex shedding. To simulate the scenario without vortex
shedding, the strategy involves simulating only the upper half of the computational domain along the centerline. Symmetric
boundary conditions are applied at the lower boundary of the computational domain (where y = 0). These symmetric boundary
conditions are explicitly defined as follows: the velocity component v = 0, and the derivatives of the velocity u and the pressure
p with respect to y are zero, i.e., ∂u

∂y = 0 and ∂ p
∂y = 0. The boundary conditions for the rest of the domain remain unchanged.This

approach effectively models an idealized flow scenario.
In Fig. 10, simulations were performed for the cases of Re = 100 and Re = 500, where the wake flow behind the semi-square

cylinder was in a steady state without vortex shedding, and the only reason for pressure drag was flow separation. The total
drag coefficient encapsulates the intrinsic drag associated with the baseline flow and the correctable component, with only the
second part of drag being adjustable through strategic manipulation of the von Kármán vortex shedding59. We computed the
asymptotic drag coefficients, denoted as CDh, for the semi-square cylinder at Re = 100 and Re = 500, which were found to be
0.668 and 0.498, respectively. These values were extended to obtain the baseline drag coefficients, denoted as CDb, for a fully
square cylinder in a steady-state flow, resulting in values of 1.335 and 0.995 for Re = 100 and Re = 500, respectively. The
baseline drag coefficient, CDb, will be compared with the drag obtained during active flow control to evaluate the effectiveness
of the control strategy in reducing drag.

B. DRL-based control performance

In the Sec. III A, we have observed that the vortex shedding patterns are completely different at Re = 100 and Re = 500. This
section primarily evaluates the performance of DRL-based AFC control at Re = 100 and Re = 500, focusing on its effectiveness
in suppressing vortex shedding in the wake flow field, as well as its performance in drag reduction and lift suppression. The
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FIG. 10: The base flow is obtained through a simulation of a half-domain, where the x-coordinate ranges from -10D to 30D,
and the y-coordinate ranges from 0 to 10D. We apply symmetric boundary conditions on the y = 0 boundary, and the
computational domain’s mesh is consistent with Fig. 3. This configuration results in a scenario without vortex shedding,
serving as a hypothetical baseline for comparison with the results of active flow control. (a) Re = 100; (b) Re = 500.

synthetic jets are positioned near the trailing edge corners of the square cylinder, with a width of D/25. In this section, we will
evaluate the control performance of the DRL-based AFC technique at Re = 100 and Re = 500 separately. To visually observe the
effect of vortex shedding suppression during the training process, Fig. 11 (Re = 100) and Fig. 12 (Re = 500) capture snapshots
of the instantaneous velocity magnitude at four representative episodes on the learning curve. Then, we summarize the control
performance in terms of drag reduction and lift suppression in Table. III. We also compare our trained results with other research
studies for comparative analysis. By examining the control performance metrics and velocity magnitude snapshots, we can gain
insights into the effectiveness of the DRL-based AFC technique in suppressing vortex shedding, reducing drag, and suppressing
lift at Re = 100 and Re = 500.

FIG. 11: When Re = 100, observed the evolution of the instantaneous velocity magnitude when DRL training. Specifically,
focused on four key moments: (a) Episode = 0, (b) Episode = 900, (c) Episode = 2800, and (d) Episode = 5000.
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For Re = 100, AFC is applied to the flow around a square cylinder using DRL, and the learning curve along with snapshots
of the instantaneous velocity magnitude of the square cylinder are depicted in Fig. 11. The DRL training commences with the
baseline flow field, characterized by alternating vortex shedding in the wake region. Flow control is then executed based on this
initial condition. The cumulative reward function curve of the DRL training exhibits a sharp increase during the initial stages.
After 900 episodes of training, the cumulative reward becomes positive, indicating that the PPO agent has discovered a control
strategy that meets the objective function. At this point, the vortices generated in the wake region of the baseline flow field begin
to move downstream, and the previously oscillating recirculation bubble behind the square cylinder is elongated. Although the
recirculation bubble continues to oscillate, no new vortices are shed. As training progresses to 2800 episodes, the growth of the
cumulative reward begins to level off, indicating that the DRL training is converging. By this stage, the flow field around the
square cylinder has expelled the vortices that had shed in the baseline flow, with only the initial shed vortex continuing to move
towards the outlet. After 5000 episodes of training, the cumulative reward reaches a plateau, signifying that the DRL training has
stabilized and fully converged. At this point, vortex shedding in the wake region of the square cylinder is completely suppressed.

FIG. 12: When Re = 500, observed the evolution of the instantaneous velocity magnitude when DRL training. Specifically,
focused on four key moments: (a) Episode = 0, (b) Episode = 500, (c) Episode = 2200, and (d) Episode = 4200.

Similarly, under a Reynolds number of 500, we employed DRL to execute active flow control around a square cylinder, with
Fig. 12 depicting its learning curve and the instantaneous velocity magnitude during characteristic episodes. In the RL training
process, the cumulative reward value of the first episode (R0) is considered the starting point of the learning process. It is
observed that at Re = 500, the R0 of the DRL training is approximately -210, compared to -45 at Re = 100. Additionally, the
initial stage’s learning curve exhibits a steeper slope compared to the case of Re = 100. The significant difference indicates that
at higher Reynolds numbers, the initial training phase faces more severe challenges and requires more extensive exploration to
discover effective control strategies. In the first episode, the shedding of vortices in the wake of the baseline flow no longer
follows a regular alternating pattern but evolves jointly as "vortex pairs". After 500 episodes of training, the cumulative reward
has increased to a positive value, indicating that the PPO agent has explored effective control strategies that guide the reward
function towards positivity. Currently, the recirculation area in the wake of the cylinder has enlarged and developed into an
approximately symmetric and stable state. The two sets of vortices originally shed by the baseline flow gradually develop
downstream in the computational domain, and at this point, no new vortices are shedding in the wake of the cylinder. As DRL
training progresses to 2200 episodes, the growth rate of the learning curve slows down towards convergence. At this stage,
the two sets of vortices shed by the baseline flow have been mostly expelled from the computational domain, with only some
vortices still being shed from the outlet of the domain. Upon reaching 4200 episodes of training, the learning curve enters a
plateau phase, and the reward function tends to converge. Furthermore, the recirculation area in the wake of the cylinder has
stabilized to its maximum extent, and the phenomenon of vortex shedding has been completely suppressed.
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C. Sensitivity analyses of synthetic jets

In the previous section, we observed the suppression process of vortex shedding in the wake of a square cylinder during DRL
training at Re = 100 and Re = 500. The training results indicate that when the synthetic jets are positioned near the trailing edge
corners of the square cylinder, DRL-based AFC can completely suppress vortex shedding in the wake at both Re = 100 and
Re = 500. Additionally, Chen et al.40 and Yan et al.43 analyzed the impact of synthetic jet positioning on flow control efficacy,
yielding some intriguing conclusions. Building on these findings, we integrate the optimization of jet actuator positioning with
the optimization of feedback laws using DRL. This study tests Reynolds numbers of 100 and 500, representing two distinctly
different vortex shedding modes. Firstly, we perform flow control using symmetric zero-mass-flux jets positioned at the leading
and trailing edges of the square cylinder. The objective is to investigate how the positioning of jets actuators influences flow
control performance. Secondly, we design synthetic jets with four different widths to study how the width of the synthetic jets
affects flow control performance.

TABLE III: Impact of Synthetic Jets Actuator Placement on AFC Control Performance: Optimizing Position Selection.

Mean CD Std of CD Std of CL

Reference Re Jet Location Suppress vortex CD,Baseline CD,DRL Reduction CD,Baseline CD,DRL Reduction CL,Baseline CL,DRL Reduction

Chen et al.40 100 Leading NO 1.480 1.370 7.20 - - - 0.530 0.190 64.2
Chen et al.40 100 Trailing YES 1.480 1.280 13.3 - - - 0.530 0.080 84.9

Our study 100 Leading NO 1.549 1.353 12.7 2.020 0.001 99.9 0.179 0.033 81.5
Our study 100 Trailing YES 1.549 1.325 14.4 2.020 0.001 99.9 0.179 0.025 86.1

Yan et al.43 500 Leading NO 1.980 1.100 44.4 0.470 0.070 84.3 1.260 0.170 85.9
Yan et al.43 500 Trailing NO 1.980 1.950 1.40 0.470 0.520 10.7 1.260 1.070 13.2
Our study 500 Leading NO 2.060 0.711 65.5 0.440 0.268 86.7 1.173 0.650 44.4
Our study 500 Trailing YES 2.060 1.001 51.4 0.441 0.042 90.5 1.173 0.294 74.9

As illustrated in Table. III, for Re = 100, positioning the synthetic jets near the leading edge of the square cylinder led to a
12.7% reduction in the average CD compared to the baseline. The standard deviation of CD was suppressed by 99.9%, and the
standard deviation of the CL was controlled by 81.5%. However, the wake remained unstable. This instability is evident in the
oscillations observed in the CD and CL time history curves of the controlled flow, as depicted in Fig. 13. When the jets position
are designed at the front corner points, the controlled flow exhibits significant reductions in both CD and CL compared to the
baseline. However, when compared to the jet position designed at the trailing corner points, fluctuations in the CD and CL of the
controlled flow still persist. When positioning the synthetic jets near the trailing edge of the square cylinder, a 14.4% decrease in
the average CD was observed compared to the baseline. The standard deviation of CD was suppressed by 99.9%, and the standard
deviation of the CL was controlled by 93.1%. In addition, when the synthetic jets are positioned at the trailing edge corners of
the square cylinder, the vortices in the controlled flow are completely suppressed, as detailed in Fig. 11. As shown in Fig. 13, the
controlled flow exhibited a significant reduction in both CD and CL, with no fluctuations. Therefore, for Re = 100, positioning
the synthetic jets near the trailing edge is advantageous for reducing the average CD and fully suppressing vortex shedding. Chen
et al.40 obtained similar results at Re = 100, indicating that vortex shedding is completely suppressed only when the synthetic
jets are positioned near the trailing edge of the square cylinder. Additionally, the reduction in CD is more pronounced when
synthetic jets are placed near the trailing edge.

In the case of Re = 500 in Table. III, when the synthetic jets are positioned near the front corner, the CD reduction rate reaches
65.5%, with a decrease of 86.7% in the std of the CD and a 44.4% reduction in the std of the CL. When the synthetic jets are
placed near the trailing corner, the CD reduction rate is 51.4%, with a decrease of 90.5% in the std of the CD and a 74.9%
reduction in the std of the CL. Therefore, when Re = 500, setting the position of the synthetic jet near the front corner point
achieves a higher drag reduction rate than that near the trailing corner point. In the study by Yan et al.43, it was similarly found
that positioning the jets near the front corner points of the square cylinder is more advantageous for reducing the drag coefficient.
Although positioning the synthetic jets near the leading corner results in a higher reduction rate of CD, the flow stability of the
controlled flow is stronger when the synthetic jets are positioned near the trailing corner. As shown in Fig. 13, both CD and CL
in the controlled flow reach a stable state when the synthetic jets are placed near the trailing corner. On the contrary, when the
synthetic jets are positioned near the leading corner, both CD and CL exhibit periodic oscillations.

As an illustration at Re = 500, we present the streamline visualizations for the baseline flow, controlled flow with the synthetic
jets positioned near the leading edge, and controlled flow with the synthetic jets positioned near the trailing edge. Both the base-
line and controlled flows represent the stable flow states attained after sufficient flow development. In Fig. 14, streamline plots
are provided for these three scenarios, along with magnified views focusing on the flow patterns around the square cylinder. As
shown in Fig. 14(a), flow separation occurs at the leading edge of the square cylinder in the baseline flow, forming recircula-
tion regions on both sides of the cylinder, with significant oscillations in the wake flow streamlines. Fig. 14(b) illustrates the
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FIG. 13: Effect of synthetic jets positioning on flow control at Re = 100 and Re = 500. The leading jets are positioned near the
front corners of the square cylinder, while the trailing jets are positioned near the trailing corner points. The precise locations of
the synthetic jets are detailed in Fig. 2. (a) Re = 100, CD; (b) Re = 100, CL; (c) Re = 500, CD; (d) Re = 500, CL.

streamlines around the square cylinder, along with separation bubbles near the sidewalls of the cylinder. Fig. 14(c) illustrates the
stabilized flow field achieved after implementing control with the synthetic jets positioned near the leading edge of the square
cylinder. In Fig. 14(d), the placement of the synthetic jets and the resulting streamlines around the cylinder are shown. On
one side of the cylinder, the influence of the jet’s blowing action enlarges the flow separation region, even forming a smaller
separation bubble ahead of a larger one. Conversely, on the other side of the cylinder, the suction action of the jet creates a
relatively smaller separation bubble near the leading corner. The separated flow near the leading edge quickly reattaches to the
sidewall, undergoes flow separation again at the trailing edge, and sheds a vortex. Under the control of the synthetic jets, the
near-field vortices continuously shed alternately, while the far-field wake gradually stabilizes.

Moreover, the synthetic jets are positioned near the trailing corner of the square cylinder, resulting in a stabilized wake flow
after control in Fig. 14(e). Fig. 14(f) illustrates the placement of the synthetic jets and the streamlines around the square cylinder.
Due to the influence of the synthetic jets, a stable and symmetric separation bubble forms on the leeward side of the cylinder,
with minimal oscillation observed in the wake region’s streamlines. Under the flow conditions at Re = 500, the stability of the
controlled flow is effectively enhanced when the synthetic jets are positioned near the leading edge. When the synthetic jets are
placed near the trailing edge, the controlled flow achieves a stable state without vortex shedding. In the work of Yan et al.43,
the DRL control framework they designed focuses on reducing CD and CL, and the control strategy produces obvious control
effects at multiple Reynolds numbers. In our research, we not only focus on reducing the lift and drag coefficients, but also on
controlling the stability of the wake region and the detachment of the vortex behind the square cylinder. The control strategy
we obtained completely suppresses the shedding of vortices in the square cylinder wake area under the flow of Re = 500. This
discrepancy arises because, in our research, the agent is capable of observing not only the flow field information around the
square cylinder but also, more importantly, the flow field information in the most pulsating regions of the wake field. Li and
Zhang29 employed a similar probe design approach and developed a control strategy capable of completely suppressing the
Kármán vortex street phenomenon in the wake field of a cylinder.

To comprehensively illustrate the control process of synthetic jets positioned near the front and trailing corner points on the
wake flow field around a square cylinder, we present the case of Re = 500. We display the contours of instantaneous vorticity
from the initiation to the ending of the control process. Initially, the activation of the synthetic jets affects only the flow near
the square cylinder. We focus on this region initially, and as the control progresses, the influence extends to the wake field,
ultimately showcasing the instantaneous vorticity values across the entire computational domain. When the synthetic jets are
positioned near the leading edge of the square cylinder, the evolution of the instantaneous vorticity field during the control
process is described using five representative time snapshots, as depicted in Fig. 15. In Fig. 15(a), the control action initiates
near the leading edge of the square cylinder, causing a slight disruption in the originally continuous vorticity field. Moving to
Fig. 15(b), as the synthetic jets near the leading edge continue their control action, their influence on the vorticity around the
square cylinder gradually extends rearward. By the time Fig. 15(c) is reached, vortices generated from flow separation near the
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FIG. 14: At Re = 500, the visualizations depict streamlines under various configurations: baseline flow, the controlled flow
with the synthetic jets near the leading edge, and synthetic jets near the trailing edge. Specifically: (a) and (b) for Baseline flow.
(c) and (d) for the controlled flow with the synthetic jets positioned near the leading edge. (e) and (f) for the controlled flow
with the synthetic jets positioned near the trailing edge.

leading edge reattach to the cylinder’s sidewalls, elongating along the walls towards the rear corner of the cylinder. As the flow
control progresses to Fig. 15(d), the originally continuous large vortex around the cylinder was disrupted and divided into several
smaller vortices. These smaller vortices developed towards the rear corner, and after separating again, formed alternating vortex
shedding in the wake region. When the synthetic jets were located near the leading edge of the square cylinder, after the flow
control reached a stable state in Fig. 15(e), alternating vortex shedding occurred on the leeward side of the cylinder, and the shed
vortices gradually dissipated in the far field due to the dissipation effect.

FIG. 15: At Re = 500, the instantaneous vorticity at characteristic moments during the control process are displayed for
synthetic jets positioned near the leading corner points of the square cylinder. (a) t1; (b) t2; (c) t3; (d) t4; (e) t5.

When the synthetic jets are positioned near the trailing edge of the square cylinder, as shown in Fig. 16(a), the control
process begins with one side of the square cylinder initiating a suction action while the other side performs a blowing action.
In Fig. 16(b), at time t1, the control action disrupts the vorticity field downstream, and by Fig. 16(c), a new pair of vortices has
formed downstream of the square cylinder. The originally periodic oscillation of positive and negative vortices on the trailing
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side of the square cylinder gradually develops into a symmetrical pattern under the influence of the synthetic jets, as depicted in
Fig. 16(d). In Fig. 16(e), as the flow control progresses to its conclusion, the recirculation region on the backside of the square
cylinder appears symmetrical and stable, with the phenomenon of vortex shedding completely suppressed in the wake flow field.

FIG. 16: At Re = 500, the instantaneous vorticity at characteristic moments during the control process are displayed for
synthetic jets positioned near the trailing corner points of the square cylinder. (a) t1; (b) t2; (c) t3; (d) t4; (e) t5.

Next, we will investigate the impact of synthetic jets width on flow control performance. To achieve the complete suppression
of vortices in the wake flow, we position the synthetic jets near the trailing corner of the square cylinder. The width of the
synthetic jets under study ranges from D/20, D/25, D/30 to D/35, where D represents the characteristic dimension of the
square cylinder. Performance metrics for flow control include the reduction rate of the average drag coefficient, and the standard
deviations of lift and drag coefficients, as well as the average and standard deviation of action. The stability of training results is
evaluated using the standard deviations of CD, CL, and action. We conduct experiments under two flow conditions, Re = 100 and
Re = 500, to test the training results for the four jet widths. The summarized performance metrics are presented in Table. IV,
and the time-history curves of CD, CL, and action are illustrated in Fig. 17.

TABLE IV: Impact of Synthetic Jets Width on AFC Control Performance: Optimizing Width Selection.

Mean CD Std of CD Std of CL Action

Re Jet Width CD,Baseline CD,DRL Reduction CD,Baseline CD,DRL Reduction CL,Baseline CL,DRL Reduction Action Mean Action Std

100 D/20 1.549 1.346 13.1 2.020 0.001 99.9 0.179 0.028 84.3 -0.016 0.146
100 D/25 1.549 1.325 14.4 2.020 0.001 99.9 0.179 0.025 86.1 0.037 0.164
100 D/30 1.549 1.345 13.2 2.020 0.003 99.9 0.179 0.037 79.0 0.063 0.316
100 D/35 1.549 1.314 15.2 2.020 0.001 99.9 0.179 0.056 68.5 0.072 0.290
500 D/20 2.060 1.021 50.4 0.441 0.023 94.8 1.173 0.186 84.2 -0.384 1.048
500 D/25 2.060 1.001 51.4 0.441 0.042 90.5 1.173 0.294 74.9 -0.702 1.223
500 D/30 2.060 0.968 53.0 0.441 0.080 81.8 1.173 0.291 75.2 -2.068 1.857
500 D/35 2.060 1.053 48.9 0.441 0.219 50.3 1.173 0.583 50.3 -0.789 4.333

a. CD,Baseline represents the time-averaged drag coefficient of the square cylinder when the baseline flow is fully developed.
b. CD,DRL represents the time-averaged drag coefficient of the square cylinder after AFC based on DRL.
c. The reduction is used to quantify the reduction ratio of the DRL control result relative to the baseline, expressed in percentage (%).
d. Action represents the ratio of the mass flow rate of the synthetic jets to the flow rate from the inlet.

Table. IV presents the results of training the jets at four different widths. At Re = 100, the average drag coefficient reduction
ranges from 13.1% to 15.2% as the width of the synthetic jets transitions from D/20, D/25, D/30 to D/35, with the standard
deviations of the CD all approaching 99.9%. The impact on the drag reduction rate and the stability of the CD is minor across
the four widths of the synthetic jets. However, the reduction in the standard deviation of the CL under D/30 and D/35 widths is
smaller than that under D/20 and D/25. Further reduction in the width of the synthetic jets adversely affects the stability of the
CL. The average and standard deviation of actions are greater under D/30 and D/35 compared to D/20 and D/25. Decreasing
the width of the synthetic jets leads to an increase in both the average and standard deviation of actions utilized. This shows
that as the jet width decreases, the control system requires larger amplitude and varying range of actions to achieve the same
control effect. At Re = 500, the reduction rate in the average drag coefficient ranges from 48.9% to 53.0%, with the width of the
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FIG. 17: Effect of synthetic jets width on flow control, for Re = 100 and Re = 500. W1, W2, W3, and W4 represent jet widths of
D/20, D/25, D/30, and D/35, respectively. (a) Re = 100, CD; (b) Re = 500, CD; (c) Re = 100, CL; (d) Re = 500, CL; (e)
Re = 100, Action; (f) Re = 500, Action.

synthetic jets having minimal impact on the drag reduction rate. However, the reduction rates in the standard deviations of the
CD and CL decrease with decreasing width of the synthetic jets. Additionally, the average value and standard deviation of action
show consistency with Re = 100, where narrowing the width of the synthetic jets results in an increase in both the average value
and standard deviation of action.

The time curves of CD, CL, and control actions for the square cylinder at Re = 100 and Re = 500 are depicted in Fig. 17. For
the Re = 100 case, at four different synthetic jets widths, the initial stages show significant fluctuations in CD, CL, and control
actions. After this period of intense fluctuation, CL and control actions stabilize near zero, while CD stabilizes near its minimum
value. Upon observing the stabilized results, it is evident that the width of the synthetic jets has a minimal impact on drag
reduction, although narrower jet widths adversely affect the stability of CL and control actions. In the case of Re = 500, CD, CL,
and control actions also experience significant fluctuations during the initial stages across all four synthetic jets widths. However,
the stability of CD, CL, and control actions is generally worse compared to the Re = 100 case. This is attributed to the inherently
more unstable flow field at Re = 500, making control more challenging. Comparing the control results for different synthetic
jets widths, further narrowing the jet width has a more significant negative impact on the stability of CD, CL, and control actions.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we investigate the application of DRL-based AFC in mitigating the lift and drag coefficients of a square cylinder
while suppressing vortex shedding in the wake field. We design an interaction framework between the agent and a numerical
simulation environment, optimizing its control strategy through learning and trial-and-error. The agent observes the state infor-
mation of the numerical simulation environment and adjusts the mass flow rates of two synthetic jets on the square cylinder based
on feedback from reward signals. Through an iterative optimization process, the SAC agent gradually converges towards the
optimal flow control strategy, achieving multiple control objectives such as reducing lift and drag coefficients and suppressing
vortex shedding. We will evaluate the performance of the SAC agent in controlling synthetic jets on a square cylinder for active
flow control, and further analyze the impact of the position and width of the synthetic jet actuators on flow control effectiveness.
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The main findings of this study can be summarized as follows:
Placing the synthetic jets at both the leading and trailing edge corners significantly reduces the lift and drag coefficients of the

square cylinder. However, complete suppression of vortices in the wake field, along with more stable lift and drag coefficients,
is only achieved when the synthetic jets are positioned near the trailing edge corners. When the synthetic jets are located at the
trailing edge corners, at Re = 100, the mean drag coefficient decreases by 14.4%, the standard deviation of the drag coefficient
reduces by 99%, and the standard deviation of the lift coefficient decreases by 86.1%. Additionally, the vortices in the wake
field of the baseline flow are completely suppressed, with no new vortices shedding. At Re = 500, the mean drag coefficient
decreases by 51.4%, the standard deviation of the drag coefficient reduces by 90.5%, and the standard deviation of the lift
coefficient decreases by 74.9%. Similarly, the vortices shed in the wake field of the baseline flow are entirely suppressed.
Although there is still slight instability in the wake field, no new vortices shed downstream of the square cylinder.

Additionally, we designed four different jet widths with the synthetic jets positioned at the trailing edge corners. The DRL
training results indicate that at Re= 100, with jet widths of D/20, D/25, D/30, and D/35, the mean drag coefficient decreases by
13.1%, 14.4%, 13.2%, and 15.2%, respectively. The standard deviation of the drag coefficient reduces by 99% across all widths,
while the standard deviation of the lift coefficient decreases by 84.3%, 86.1%, 79.0%, and 68.5%, respectively. This shows that
DRL-based AFC effectively reduces both drag and lift coefficients across all jet widths, although narrower jet widths result in
more unstable training outcomes, with higher means and standard deviations of the action. At Re = 500, with jet widths of D/20,
D/25, D/30, and D/35, the mean drag coefficient decreases by 50.4%, 51.4%, 53.0%, and 48.9%, respectively. The standard
deviation of the drag coefficient reduces by 94.8%, 90.5%, 81.8%, and 50.3%, while the standard deviation of the lift coefficient
decreases by 84.2%, 74.9%, 75.2%, and 50.3%, respectively. These results demonstrate that both drag and lift coefficients are
effectively reduced across all jet widths. However, the reduction rates of the standard deviations for CD, CL, and the action
decrease as the synthetic jets width narrows. When AFC uses narrower synthetic jets, the stability of the controlled flow’s CD,
CL, and action is poorer. This study provides valuable references for the width and position of zero-net mass flux-driven synthetic
jets, offering guidance for the practical application of DRL-based active flow control of square cylinders.
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