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Abstract

We design a nonlinear estimator for channel flows at Reτ = 180 and 590.
The nonlinear estimator uses a linear estimator structure based on the lin-
earised Navier-Stokes equations and explicitly calculates the nonlinear forcing
from the estimated velocities in physical space. The goal is to use the veloci-
ties at one wall-normal height to estimate the velocities at other wall-normal
heights. The estimation performance is compared among the nonlinear estimator,
the linear estimator and the linear estimator augmented with eddy viscosity. At
Reτ = 180, the nonlinear estimator and the linear estimator augmented with
eddy viscosity outperform the linear estimator in terms of estimating the velocity
magnitudes, structures and energy transfer (production and dissipation) across
the channel height. The limitations of using measurement data at one wall-normal
height are discussed. At Reτ = 590, the nonlinear estimator does not work
well with only one measurement plane, whereas the linear estimator augmented
with eddy viscosity performs well. The performance of the nonlinear estimator at
Reτ = 590 is significantly enhanced by providing multiple measurement planes.

Keywords: Flow estimation, Reduced-order modelling, Turbulent channel flow

1 Introduction

Flow estimation has a wide range of applications ranging from large-scale weather pre-
diction [1, 2] to micro-scale flow estimation in electronic chips [3]. However, practical
limitations hinder us from accessing the full information of a fluid flow. For example,
particle image velocimetry (PIV) only measures a limited number of 2-D planes in
a 3-D flow field and few materials could be used to measure the temperature inside
a combustion chamber. The goal of flow estimation is to predict unknown quantities

1ar
X

iv
:2

40
8.

12
82

7v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
fl

u-
dy

n]
  2

3 
A

ug
 2

02
4



using limited flow measurement data. To achieve this, one way is to build mathemat-
ical models based on the flow physics [4–6]. As the Navier-Stokes equations governing
the flow dynamics are nonlinear and pose significant challenges, a simple way is to use
the Navier-Stokes equations linearised around the mean velocity field.

The linearised Navier-Stokes equations can explain important physical mechanisms
in wall-bounded flows, such as transient energy growth and the lift-up mechanism
caused by non-normality in the presence of the mean shear [7–10]. The linearised
Navier-Stokes equations have been used in both laminar flows [11–14] and fully
developed turbulent flows [15–18] for the fluctuation velocities following a Reynolds
decomposition. More recently, a novel approach proposed by McKeon and Sharma [19]
does not assume small fluctuations to the linearised Navier-Stokes equations around
the mean velocity profile in fully developed turbulent flows. From an input-output
perspective, the nonlinear forcing is treated as an unknown input, and the leading
output mode of the velocity field represents the structure that is most amplified by lin-
ear mechanisms. This linear method can extract low-rank features in fully developed
turbulent flows and sheds light on reduced-order modelling [19–21].

However, resolvent analysis implicitly assumes that the nonlinear forcing is white
in space and time and does not model the ‘shape’ of the nonlinear forcing. This can
cause problems in situations where the nonlinear forcing has a significant projection
onto the suboptimal input modes [22–24]. It has been shown that the nonlinear forc-
ing is structured [24–26] and embedding the knowledge of the nonlinear forcing into
the linear resolvent model outperforms the pure linear resolvent model in terms of
recovering flow statistics and structures [27–32].

This paper investigates channel flow estimation at Reτ = 180 and 590. Similar to
Illingworth et al. [28], we use a resolvent-based linear estimator with consideration of
the nonlinear forcing. The goal is to use the velocity data coming from direct numeric
simulations (DNS) at one wall-normal height to estimate the velocity field at other
wall-normal heights. The key feature in this study is that we explicitly calculate the
nonlinear forcing from the estimated velocities in physical space, resembling closing the
loop of the resolvent-based linear estimator. Estimation in this study is implemented
using a filtering technique (Kalman filter) which involves predicting the flow states by
marching the governing equations with measurement data [25, 28, 33–36]. We compare
the estimation performance between the nonlinear estimator designed in this study,
the linear estimator and the linear estimator augmented with an eddy viscosity [28].
In addition, we discuss the limitations of using velocity measurement data at only one
wall-normal height. Having looked at estimation using only one measurement plane,
we proceed to explore estimation using multiple measurement planes distributed in
the wall-normal direction at Reτ = 180 and 590.

The nonlinear estimator in this study shares some similarities with large-eddy sim-
ulation (LES). The main similarity is that both the nonlinear estimator and LES only
resolve the large scales (the reasons for the nonlinear estimator only considering the
large scales are described in §2.2). The main difference is that the nonlinear estima-
tor requires continuous external information from measurement data, whereas LES is
an autonomous simulation that does not need external input apart from the initial
condition.
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This paper is organised as follows. In §2, we revisit the linear estimator [28] and
introduce the nonlinear estimator. The DNS datasets are described in §3. Then, we
proceed to the discussion of the results. We compare the nonlinear estimator, linear
estimator and linear estimator augmented with eddy viscosity at Reτ = 180 and 590.
Specifically, §4 discusses the estimation with one measurement plane, and §5 discusses
the estimation with multiple measurement planes. Conclusions are drawn in §6.

2 Model descriptions

2.1 Linear model

Consider the non-dimensional incompressible Navier-Stokes equations for the fluctu-
ation velocities after a Reynolds decomposition, Ui = Ui + ui, where Ui, Ui and ui

represent the instantaneous velocity, time-averaged velocity and fluctuation velocity,
respectively:

∂ui

∂t
= −uj

∂Ui

∂xj
− Uj

∂ui

∂xj
− ∂p

∂xi
+

1

Reτ

∂2ui

∂xj∂xj
+ fi (1a)

∂ui

∂xi
= 0 (1b)

where the indices i = 1, 2, 3 represent the x (streamwise), y (spanwise) and z (wall-
normal) directions. The corresponding velocity components are denoted by u, v and
w. Pressure is denoted as p. Length scales are non-dimensionalised using the channel
half-height h, time scales are non-dimensionalised using h/uτ and pressure is non-
dimensionalised using ρu2

τ , where uτ =
√

τw/ρ, ρ is the density, τw is the mean
wall shear stress and uτ is the friction velocity. Then, the friction Reynolds number,
Reτ = huτ/ν, is defined using h, uτ and the kinematic viscosity, ν. Ui = (U(z), 0, 0)

represents the mean velocity profile, fi = −uj
∂ui

∂xj
+ uj

∂ui

∂xj
represents the nonlinear

forcing term including the Reynolds stresses. An overbar denotes the time-averaging
operator.

Equations (1) can be rearranged to arrive at the Orr-Sommerfeld & Squire
equations for the wall-normal velocity w and wall-normal vorticity η = ∂u

∂y − ∂v
∂x . Due

to the homogeneity in the streamwise and spanwise directions for channel flows, the
two-dimensional Fourier transform in these two directions can be applied with the
Chebyshev distribution in the wall-normal direction to arrive at the state-space model
at streamwise wavenumber kx and spanwise wavenumber ky [10]:

d

dt
x̂(t) = Ax̂(t) + Bf̂(t) (2a)

ŷ = Cx̂(t) (2b)

where x̂ = [ŵ η̂]T ; ŷ = [û v̂ ŵ]T and f̂ = [f̂x f̂y f̂z]
T . Variables with ˆ indicate

that those variables are in Fourier space. The detailed information of (2) is described
in Appendix A.
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2.2 Linear estimator

The goal is to use limited velocity measurement data to estimate the velocities at
other locations. To achieve this, we use a Kalman filter based on the linear model (2).
Consider a linear state-space model with zero input:

d

dt
x̂(t) = Ax̂(t) + Bd̂(t) (3a)

ŷmea(t) = Cmeax̂(t) + n̂(t) (3b)

where d̂ is the system process noise vector and n̂ is the measurement noise vector.
There are two main differences between (2) and (3). First, d̂(t) in (3) is Gaussian

white noise whereas f̂(t) in (2) is the nonlinear forcing. To comply with the Kalman
filter setting, we treat the nonlinear forcing as white noise. Second, the output ŷmea(t)
in (3) only consists of a small portion of the full state x̂(t), corresponding to the
estimation problem that we have the velocity measurement at only one wall-normal
height among the full velocity states across the channel height. The extraction of the
measurement data at a specific wall-normal height is implemented using Barycentric
Lagrange interpolation [37]. If the state-space model (3) has n states, p disturbances
and q measurements, then the corresponding matrices have the following dimensions:
A ∈ Cn×n; B ∈ Cn×p; and Cmea ∈ Cq×n.

The goal is to estimate the full state x̂(t) according to the dynamics of the system
(3a) and the measurement data (3b). The equation of the estimated full state x̂est(t)
is [38]:

d

dt
x̂est = Ax̂est(t) + L[ŷmea(t)− Cmeax̂est(t)] (4)

where L is the Kalman filter gain obtained by solving a Riccati equation to minimise
the difference between the estimated state and true state ∥x̂est(t)− x̂(t)∥2. Measure-
ment data either from experiments or DNS is supplied at a measurement sampling
time ∆Tm. Therefore, the model in the continuous time domain (3) is transformed
into the discrete time domain. The block diagram for the linear estimator is shown in
figure 1. Further details are given in Appendix B.

Fig. 1: Block diagram of the linear estimator. ‘KF’ represents Kalman filter which
is implemented at measurement sampling time ∆Tm. The input is the measurement
ŷmea and the output is the estimate x̂est, according to (4).

The Kalman filter described above is implemented at a single wavenumber pair
(kx, ky) in Fourier space, so that we form a separate Kalman filter for each wavenumber
pair of interest. The same estimator could be applied at other wavenumber pairs.
We choose to consider the energetically dominant wavenumber pairs corresponding to
the large scales [28, 31, 39]. There are three reasons. First, large scales contain the
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most kinetic energy and further increasing the wavenumber pairs does not change the
estimation results significantly. Second, considering a small number of wavenumber
pairs reduces computational cost and storage, achieving the goal of reduced-order
modelling. Third, we do not expect to obtain accurate estimation of small structures
because they are not coherent across the channel height [29].

2.3 Nonlinear estimator

The idea of designing the nonlinear estimator is to explicitly calculate the nonlinear
forcing from the estimated velocities, closing the loop of the resolvent-based linear
estimator. We consider a linear state-space model with input f̂(t).

d

dt
x̂(t) = Ax̂(t) + Bd̂(t) + Bf̂(t) (5a)

ŷmea(t) = Cmeax̂(t) + n̂(t) (5b)

Different from the linear state-space model with zero input (3) in which we assume

the disturbance d̂(t) as unstructured nonlinear forcing, the input term f̂(t) is the
nonlinear forcing in the linear model (5). The equation of the estimated state x̂est is
then [38]:

d

dt
x̂est = Ax̂est(t) + Bf̂(t) + L[ŷmea(t)− Cmeax̂est(t)] (6)

We calculate the nonlinear forcing using the nonlinear dynamics fi = −uj
∂ui

∂xj
in

physical space, where the velocities ui are obtained from the estimated velocities x̂est

in (6) using the inverse Fourier transform. With this idea, we come to the structure of
the nonlinear estimator as illustrated in figure 2. Further details are given in Appendix
C.

Fig. 2: Block diagram of the nonlinear estimator. ‘KF’ represents Kalman filter which
is implemented at measurement sampling time ∆Tm. The two inputs are the measure-
ment ŷmea and the nonlinear forcing f̂ ; the output is the estimation x̂est, according to
(6). The nonlinear forcing is obtained from the estimated velocities using fi = −uj

∂ui

∂xj
.

We tried the nonlinear estimator in figure 2 with measurement data provided every
measurement sampling time step ∆Tm, as illustrated in figure 3(a). The results were
all divergent even when measurement data at every wall-normal height were provided.
Thus, the divergent problem is not primarily related to insufficient measurement data.
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So, we switched the attention to another variable crucial to the nonlinear estimation:
the measurement sampling time ∆Tm which is also the marching time step for the
Kalman filter.

One straightforward solution is to use high time-resolution DNS data with a much
smaller measurement sampling time. However, at that time we did not have access
to high time-resolution DNS data so the measurement sampling time ∆Tm had to be
fixed. This also could be the case in an experiment (for example PIV) or even in a
DNS that we could not obtain velocity measurements with high time-resolution due
to technical constraints. Nevertheless, we could still decrease the marching time step
for the Kalman filter state prediction from ∆Tm to ∆Ts, where ∆Ts ≪ ∆Tm. In this
case, at time t, we have the estimated velocities x̂est|t; at time t+∆Tm (because we
do not change the measurement sampling time ∆Tm), the Kalman filter needs to give
estimation according to the measurement at time t+∆Tm and the previous nonlinear
forcing at time t + ∆Tm − ∆Ts with the marching time step of ∆Ts. One question
arises: how do we go from the estimated velocities x̂est|t at time t to the nonlinear

forcing f̂ |t+∆Tm−∆Ts
at time t+∆Tm −∆Ts?

Fig. 3: An illustration of the estimation process: (a) the nonlinear estimator in figure
2; (b) the revised nonlinear estimator in figure 4.

In light of the method of introducing the nonlinear dynamics back to the estimator
as shown in figure 2, we combine the Orr-Sommerfeld & Squire state-space model (2)
with this nonlinear dynamics feedback loop. We choose a time step ∆Ts which is much
smaller than ∆Tm to discretise the state-space model 2. First, we use the nonlinear
forcing at time t as input to drive the state-space model (2) to obtain the velocities at
time t +∆Ts. Second, we use the nonlinear dynamics in physical space fi = −uj

∂ui

∂xj

to calculate the nonlinear forcing at time t+∆Ts. Third, the nonlinear forcing at time
t+∆Ts serves as input to drive the state-space model (2) again to iterate the process
until time t+∆Tm −∆Ts. These three steps resemble an autonomous simulation. We
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embed this autonomous simulation as shown by the green dots in figure 3(b) between
two consecutive Kalman filter updates determined by the measurement sampling time
∆Tm. To align with the estimation process, we consider the same wavenumber pairs
used in the Kalman filter estimation for this autonomous simulation. Since we only
consider large scales in this simulation, we name this simulation as state-space reduced-
order model (SSROM) simulation. Further details about the SSROM simulation are
given in Appendix D.

The block diagram for the revised nonlinear estimator embedded with SSROM
simulation is shown in figure 4. Further details are given in Appendix E. From the non-
linear estimator illustrated in figure 2 to the revised nonlinear estimator illustrated in
figure 4, the stability of the estimator has greatly improved. Comparing the nonlinear
estimators in figures 2 and 4, the main similarity is that they both explicitly calculate
the nonlinear forcing rather than treat it as an unknown forcing and use the struc-
tured nonlinear forcing to serve as input to the Kalman filters. The main difference is
the marching time step for the state prediction. The nonlinear estimator in figure 2
marches forward in time at the measurement sampling time ∆Tm as shown in figure
3(a), which easily triggers divergence if ∆Tm is too big. The revised nonlinear estima-
tor in figure 4 marches forward in time at a much smaller time step ∆Ts achieved by
the inclusion of an autonomous simulation from the SSROM between two consecutive
Kalman filter updates, as shown in figure 3(b).

Fig. 4: Block diagram of the revised nonlinear estimator. ‘KF’ represents Kalman
filter which is used at every measurement sampling time ∆Tm with a marching time
step of ∆Ts. The two inputs are measurement ŷmea and nonlinear forcing f̂ ; the output
is estimation x̂est, according to (6). Between two consecutive Kalman filter updates,
SSROM simulation running at ∆Ts (∆Ts ≪ ∆Tm) is used to obtain the nonlinear

forcing f̂ for the next Kalman filter update.

3 Flow descriptions

Direct numerical simulations are performed using a staggered-grid fourth-order finite-
difference solver [40]. Table 1 summarises the simulation parameters. For Lx = 2π and
Ly = π, the maximum wavenumbers resolved by the simulation are kx = ±55, ky =
±110 for Reτ = 180 and kx = ±191, ky = ±382 for Reτ = 590; the minimum
wavenumbers are kx = ±1, ky = ±2 for both Reynolds numbers.

The time-averaged first-order and second-order statistics of the present DNS data
show good agreement with Moser et al. [41], as shown in figure 5.
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Table 1: Parameter setup of the DNS. L, domain length; n, number of grid
points; ∆+, grid-spacing in viscous units; ∆t is the simulation time step.

Reτ Lx Ly nx × ny × nz ∆x+ ∆y+ ∆z+max ∆z+min ∆t+

180 2π π 112× 112× 150 10.00 5.05 3.77 0.04 0.36

590 2π π 384× 384× 500 9.65 4.83 3.71 0.01 0.12

Fig. 5: Comparison between the DNS dataset (solid lines) and the standard DNS
dataset [41] (markers). (a) Mean streamwise velocity. (b) Reynolds stresses. Grey,
Reτ = 180; black, Reτ = 590.

4 Estimation using one measurement plane

Now we discuss the estimation results for the different estimators introduced previ-
ously. §4.1 and §4.2 discuss the estimation at Reτ = 180. §4.3 examines the effect
of changing the location of the measurement plane at Reτ = 180. §4.4 discusses the
estimation at Reτ = 590. To simplify the discussion, ‘NE’ refers to the nonlinear esti-
mator in figure 4, ‘LE’ refers to the linear estimator in figure 1 and ‘LEe’ refers to the
linear estimator augmented with eddy viscosity to be introduced in §4.2.

4.1 Comparison between NE and LE at Reτ = 180

We apply the nonlinear estimator (NE) and the linear estimator (LE) at Reτ = 180
and discuss the result comparison between these two estimators. The goal is to use
the velocity data at a single wall-normal height to estimate the velocities at other
wall-normal heights. Since the estimation is implemented in a channel, the measure-
ment velocity at one wall-normal height is mirrored into the other half of the channel.
To ensure a fair comparison, the same estimation setting is applied to NE and LE.
The wavenumbers considered at Reτ = 180 are |kx| ≤ 10 and |ky| ≤ 20, correspond-
ing to structures with λ+

x ≥ 113 and λ+
y ≥ 57. In the wall-normal direction we use

129 Chebyshev points and convergence has been checked by doubling the number of
Chebyshev points. The measurement data (velocities) come from z+ = 15, where the
turbulent kinetic energy reaches its maximum in the wall-normal direction. The mea-
surement data comes from DNS and the temporal resolution is ∆Tm = 0.02 which
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is small enough to resolve the frequency of the smallest scale according to Taylor’s
hypothesis. The SSROM simulation time step is set to be ∆Ts = 0.0005. The estima-
tion starts with zero initial condition. We present the estimation results starting from
t = 2(t+ = 360) to t = 3(t+ = 540) to minimise the initial transient.

Fig. 6: Streamwise velocity u for (a) NE, (b) LE and (c) DNS data in the xy plane
at z+ = 50. The measurement data comes from z+ = 15. The circles in the middle of
(a,b,c) denote the locations of the streamwise velocity plotted in (d). (d) Streamwise
velocity varying with time at the centre of the xy plane at z+ = 50. The vertical
dashed line denotes the time instant for (a,b,c).

Figure 6 shows the estimated velocity field at z+ = 50. The DNS velocity field in
figure 6(c) only contains the large scales considered in the estimation. The estimated
velocities from NE (figure 6(a)) are around the similar magnitudes of the DNS data
(figure 6(c)). The estimated velocities from LE (figure 6(b)) are much overpredicted
compared with the DNS data (figure 6(c)), which were also observed in previous studies
[28, 31]. The features related to the magnitudes can also be seen in figure 6(d). As
for the structures, NE gives some correct large-scale structures at the corresponding
locations in the DNS but it also generates small-scale structures that are non-existent
in the DNS; LE only gives the large-scale structures.
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Fig. 7: Error in Fourier space (7) for (a) NE and (b) LE at z+ = 50.

Since the estimation is conducted in Fourier space, we evaluate the estimation
performance at each wavenumber pair by defining the error [28]:

ϵ̂(kx, ky) =

√∫
|ûest − ûDNS |2dt√∫

|ûDNS |2dt
(7)

Figure 7 shows the estimation error in Fourier space for NE and LE. In figure
7(a), we see that NE performs better for large streamwise scales with small kx than
small streamwise scales with large kx. This corresponds to the observation of incorrect
small scales from NE (6(a)). In figure 7(b), we see that LE has substantial errors
for the streamwise-elongated scales (kx = 0). This corresponds to the observation of
large magnitudes of the large streamwise scales from LE (6(b)), which is also noted
in the previous study that the error from the linear estimator is large for streamwise-
elongated scales [28]. Comparing figures 7(a,b), we see that NE performs better than
LE at z+ = 50.

Fig. 8: (a,c,e) Streamwise velocity field in the xz plane at y = π
2 . (b,d,f) Streamwise

velocity field in the yz plane at x = π. (a,b) NE; (c,d) LE and (e,f) the DNS data.
The limits of the colour map are the same as that in figure 8.

10



Having looked at the estimated velocity field at z+ = 50, we now look at the
velocity field across the wall-normal height at a particular instant in time, as shown
in figure 8. We see that NE gives the correct shapes of the near-wall structures since
the measurement plane is at z+ = 15 and the shapes of the estimated velocity field far
from the wall do not match the DNS (figures 8(a,b,e,f)). LE overpredicts the velocity
magnitudes as observed from the colour scale and the shapes of the estimated velocity
field do not match the DNS (figures 8(c,d,e,f)).

We quantify the estimation performance across the wall-normal height by defining
the error and correlation [25, 34]:

ϵ(z) =

√∫∫∫
(uest − uDNS)2 dx dy dt√∫∫∫

u2
DNS dx dy dt

(8a)

corr(z) =

∫∫∫
uestuDNS dx dy dt√∫∫∫

u2
est dx dy dt

√∫∫∫
u2
DNS dx dy dt

(8b)

Fig. 9: The error (8a) and correlation (8b) across the wall-normal height for NE and
LE.

Equation (8a) quantifies the deviation between the estimated quantity and true
quantity (DNS data). Correlation (8b) quantifies the phase alignment between the
estimated quantity and true quantity. Figure 9 shows the errors and correlations for
NE and LE. An indicator of good estimation performance is a low error approaching
zero and a high correlation approaching one. We see that both estimators perform
the best at z+ = 15 where the measurement data is provided, and the estimation
performance deteriorates away from the measurement plane. This is expected and has
been observed in previous studies [25, 28, 31, 34, 39, 42]. The big spike of the red
line in figure 9(a) corresponds to the large magnitudes of the estimated velocity from
LE (figure 8(c,d)). As for NE, it has a lower error and higher correlation compared
with LE, indicating that NE outperforms LE. As there is only one measurement plane
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provided to NE, the nonlinear forcing is only accurate near the measurement plane.
Nevertheless, NE with partial knowledge of the nonlinear forcing outperforms LE.

For a statistically stationary flow, the Reynolds-Orr equation tells us that produc-
tion P and dissipation D achieve a balance when considered over the entire domain
Ω: ∫

Ω

D

Dt

(
1

2
uiui

)
dΩ =

∫
Ω

−uiuj
∂Ui

∂xj
dΩ︸ ︷︷ ︸

production

+

∫
Ω

− 1

Re

∂ui

∂xj

∂ui

∂xj
dΩ︸ ︷︷ ︸

dissipation

(9)

The energy source for turbulence is production, and the energy sink for turbulence is
dissipation. We can inspect the production and dissipation for NE and LE.

Fig. 10: (a) Production P and (b) dissipation D across the wall-normal height. The
black dashed line marks the measurement plane location z+ = 15.

Figure 10 shows the production and dissipation as a function of wall-normal height.
At each wall-normal height, the production and dissipation are averaged in the xy
plane and in time. We see good agreement for production and dissipation between NE
and DNS, except for the significant dissipation near the measurement plane (the blue
plunge in figure 10(b)). It is suspected that the sudden change of dissipation from
NE is caused by the sudden change of the velocities at the measurement plane since
only one measurement plane data is provided. The sudden change of the velocities
at the measurement plane will cause large velocity gradients ∂ui

∂xj
contributing to the

dissipation. For LE, substantial production and dissipation occur around z+ = 60,
corresponding to the large magnitudes of the estimated velocities (figures 8(c,d)). We
can further check the sum of production and dissipation across the wall-normal height,
as shown in table 2. According to the normalisation of (1), the energy transfer is
normalised by u3

τ/h.
For the DNS, the sum of production and dissipation is greater than zero because

only the large scales are considered in the estimation and the energy transfer is
calculated for those large scales only. Since small scales are mainly responsible for
dissipation, we expect that the dissipation calculated from the large scales will not

12



Table 2: Sum of energy transfer across the
channel height of NE and LE.∫

P dz
∫

D dz
∫

(P +D) dz

DNS 5.31 -3.82 1.49

NE 6.36 -7.47 -1.11

LE 12.07 -12.99 -0.92

counterbalance production. Compared with the DNS, we see that both NE and LE give
excessive production and dissipation. The fact that the sum of production and dissi-
pation for NE and LE is smaller than zero indicates that energy dissipates excessively
in NE and LE. We do not expect that NE and LE conserve energy since the estimated
velocities from the Kalman filters do not satisfy the Navier-Stokes equations because
of the observation noise and the difference between estimation and observations [43].

4.2 Comparison between NE and LEe at Reτ = 180

In the previous section, we see that NE outperforms LE, suggesting that closing the
loop of the linear resolvent-based estimator in NE is helpful. As an alternative way
of considering the nonlinear forcing, we can use LE augmented with eddy viscosity
which considers the nonlinear effects of the small scales on the large scales [15, 16, 28–
31, 42]. We start by performing a triple decomposition of the instantaneous velocity
field, Ui = Ui+ui+u′

i, where U , U , u and u′ represent the instantaneous velocity, time-
averaged velocity, large-scale organised motion and small-scale fluctuation velocity,
respectively. The nonlinear effect of the small scales on the large-scale organised motion
is modelled by an eddy viscosity [44]. The equations of the large-scale organised motion
are:

∂ui

∂t
= −uj

∂Ui

∂xj
− Uj

∂ui

∂xj
− ∂p

∂xi
+

1

Reτ

νT
ν

∂2ui

∂xj∂xj
+ fi (10a)

∂ui

∂xi
= 0 (10b)

with the eddy viscosity profile given by [45]:

νT (z) =
ν

2
(1+

κ2Re2τ
9

(1−z2)2(1+2z2)2[1−exp(
(|z|)Reτ

A
)]2)

1
2 +

ν

2
, z ∈ [−1, 1] (11)

where κ = 0.426 and A = 25.4, as they were the optimal values as a result of a least-
square fit to experimental data at Reτ = 2000 [15]. The detailed expressions for the
Orr-Sommerfeld and Squire operators are described in Appendix A.

Figure 11 compares the estimated velocity fields between NE and LEe (linear
estimator augmented with eddy viscosity) at z+ = 50. We see that the velocity magni-
tudes from LEe are similar to those from the DNS and LEe can give the correct large
streamwise scales but small scales are missing (figure 13(b,c)). Figure 11(d) further
indicates that NE and LEe can give velocity magnitudes comparable to the DNS.
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Fig. 11: Streamwise velocity u from (a) NE, (b) LEe and (c) DNS data in the xy
plane at z+ = 50. The measurement data come from z+ = 15. The circles in the
middle of (a,b,c) denote the locations of the streamwise velocity plotted in (d). (d)
Streamwise velocity varying with time at the centre of the xy plane at z+ = 50. The
vertical dashed line denotes the time instant for (a,b,c).

Figure 12 shows the error in Fourier space for NE and LEe at z+ = 50. Both mod-
els perform well for the large streamwise scales with small kx. From LE to LEe, we
see an improvement in estimation performance at large streamwise scales, as noted in
previous work [28]. This indicates that the eddy viscosity, which considers the non-
linear effect of the small scales on the large scales, improves estimation performance.
However, both NE and LEe have relatively large errors at small streamwise scales with
large kx. The reasons are different: for NE, it gives the incorrect small scales because
only partial knowledge of the nonlinear forcing around the measurement plane is accu-
rate (figure 11(a)); for LEe, it gives zeros for the small scales because LEe identifies a
lack of coherence of small scales (figure 11(b)) [29].

Fig. 12: Error in Fourier space (7) for (a) NE and (b) LEe.
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Figure 13 shows the velocity field across the wall-normal height for NE and LEe.
Both models give the velocity magnitudes and structures comparable to the DNS near
the measurement plane at z+ = 15. Away from z+ = 15, the estimated velocities from
NE deviate from the DNS and the estimated velocities from LEe are near zero which
is noted in Oehler et al. [35].

Fig. 13: (a,c,e) Streamwise velocity field in the xz plane at y = π
2 . (b,d,f) Streamwise

velocity field in the yz plane at x = π. (a,b) NE; (c,d) LEe and (e,f) the DNS data.
The limits of the colour map are the same as those in figure 8.

Figure 14 quantifies the estimation performance for NE and LEe across the wall-
normal height. Both models perform best at z+ = 15 where the measurement data
is provided, and the performance deteriorates away from the measurement plane.
Looking at the error and correlation across the wall-normal direction, we see that LEe
outperforms NE except in the near-wall region.

Fig. 14: Error (8a) and correlation (8b) across the wall-normal height for NE and LEe.

We see that both NE and LEe outperform LE, indicating that considering the
nonlinear forcing is important. The difference between NE and LE is the treatment
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of the nonlinear forcing in the state-space model (2). The nonlinear forcing in NE
is structured since it is calculated from the estimated velocities, while the nonlinear
forcing in LE is unstructured [19, 28]. It has been shown that the structured nonlinear
forcing gives more accurate flow statistics even though only partial knowledge of the
nonlinear forcing is available [27]. The difference between LEe and LE is the Orr-
Sommerfeld and Squire operators in the state-space model (2). Although LEe treats
the nonlinear forcing as unstructured [28], the nonlinear effect of the small scales on
the large scales is embedded in the state-space model (2) [15, 16].

4.3 The effect of changing the measurement plane location on
nonlinear estimation at Reτ = 180

Previous studies show that using wall-shear stress as measurement only gives good
velocity estimation up to the logarithmic region [25, 31, 34, 46] and is no better than
using velocity as measurement [35]. Since we investigate using the velocity measure-
ment only at z+ = 15 in the previous sections, we would like to know the effect of
changing the measurement plane location in the wall-normal direction, especially far-
ther away from the wall. We change the measurement plane location from z+ = 15
to 50, 75, 100, 125 and 150, respectively. For each estimation case, we further evalu-
ate the overall estimation performance by integrating the error and correlation in the
wall-normal direction:

ϵint =

1∫
0

ϵ dz, corrint =

1∫
0

corr dz (12a,b)

Fig. 15: Error (8a) and correlation (8b) for NE when the measurement plane is at
z+ = 15, 50, 75, 100, 125 and 150, respectively. An estimation case with a measurement
plane located farther away from the wall is indicated by a lighter blue colour. Inset
plots show the integrated error and correlation (12).
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Figure 15 shows the estimation results with the measurement plane at different
wall-normal heights. No matter where we put the measurement plane, the estima-
tion performance deteriorates away from the measurement location and the overall
performance does not change substantially as seen from the inset plots. When the mea-
surement plane is placed farther away from the wall (z+ = 75, 100, 125, 150), the error
in the near-wall region increases significantly (figure 15(a)). The estimated statistics
in the near-wall region could be improved by embedding the relationship between the
inner layer and outer layer [47, 48].

4.4 Nonlinear estimation at Reτ = 590

Fig. 16: Streamwise velocity u from (a) NE, (b) LE, (c) LEe and (d) DNS data in
the xy plane at z+ = 50 and Reτ = 590. The measurement data come from z+ = 18.
The circles in the middle of (a,b,c,d) denote the locations of the streamwise velocity
plotted in (e). (e) Streamwise velocity varying with time at the centre of the xy plane
at z+ = 50. The vertical dashed line denotes the time instant for (a,b,c,d).

Channel flow estimation has been investigated at high Reynolds numbers [28, 31,
35, 42, 49] and we wonder if the nonlinear estimator designed in this study can be
applied at a higher Reynolds number. In this section, we apply the nonlinear esti-
mator at Reτ = 590. The wavenumbers considered at Reτ = 590 are |kx| ≤ 20 and

17



|ky| ≤ 40, corresponding to structures with λ+
x ≥ 185 and λ+

y ≥ 93. In the wall-normal
direction we use 257 Chebyshev points and convergence has been checked by dou-
bling the number of Chebyshev points. The measurement data (velocities) come from
z+ = 18, where the turbulent kinetic energy reaches its maximum in the wall-normal
direction. The measurement data comes from DNS and the temporal resolution is
∆Tm = 0.002(∆T+

m = 1.18) which is small enough to resolve the frequency of the
smallest scale according to Taylor’s hypothesis. The SSROM simulation time step is
set to be ∆Ts = 0.00005. The estimation starts with zero initial condition. We present
the estimation results starting from t = 0.1(t+ = 59) to t = 0.4(t+ = 236) to minimise
the initial transient.

Figure 16 shows the estimation results using different estimators at Reτ = 590.
From the colour scale in figures 16(a,b,c,d), we see that both NE and LE overpredict
the velocity magnitudes; LEe underpredicts the velocity magnitudes. From the shapes
of the structures, we see that NE tends to break the large-scale structures presented
in the DNS into small-scale structures; LE only gives structures that are long in the
streamwise direction and thin in the spanwise direction; LEe retains the shapes of the
large-scale structures. Figure 16(e) further shows that the velocity from NE deviates
from the DNS substantially.

Fig. 17: (a,c,e,g) Streamwise velocity field in the xz plane at y = π
2 . (b,d,f,h) Stream-

wise velocity field in the yz plane at x = π. (a,b) NE; (c,d) LE; (e,f) LEe and (g,h)
the DNS data. The limits of the colour map are the same as that in figure 17.

From the previous section, we see that estimators using one measurement plane do
not provide a good overall result across the channel height at Reτ = 180, irrespective
of the location of the measurement plane. Therefore, we do not expect that estimators
using only one measurement plane will work well across the channel height at Reτ =
590. Figure 17 shows the streamwise velocity fields across the wall-normal height. We
see that all estimators cannot give the correct fields away from the near-wall region
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(the measurement plane is at z+ = 18). NE and LE overpredict the values; the velocity
magnitudes outside the near-wall region from LEe are approximately zero, which is
also noted in Oehler et al. [35]. Further including small scales in the estimation does
not show noticeable improvement. For the estimation with only one measurement
plane provided, NE does not perform well. LEe performs well near the measurement
plane and gives zero velocities at wall-normal heights that do not share coherence with
the measurement plane, indicating the effectiveness of the eddy viscosity at higher
Reynolds numbers [28, 35].

5 Nonlinear estimation using multiple measurement
planes

We have seen from the previous section that the performance of the nonlinear estimator
deteriorates significantly away from the measurement plane with only one measure-
ment plane provided. Due to the inhomogeneity caused by the wall in wall-bounded
flows, the flow physics varies significantly in the wall-normal direction. It has been
shown that the coherence between two wall-normal heights decreases as the two wall-
normal heights are separated farther [29]. This implies that even though we consider
the effect of the nonlinear forcing in NE and LEe, the underlying physics forbids us
from estimating the velocities that are not coherent with the measurement data [28].
The failure to estimate the velocities away from the measurement plane can also be
attributed to insufficient measurement data in the wall-normal direction. The OSS
state-space model (2) contains a sufficient number of states (129 Chebyshev points at
Reτ = 180) distributed in the buffer layer, log layer and outer layer in the wall-normal
direction in order to describe the flow statistics comprehensively. Therefore, the non-
linear estimator with measurement data at only one wall-normal height is not able to
estimate the velocities across the channel.

Arun et al. [39] investigated channel flow estimation using multiple measurement
planes in the wall-normal direction. Inspired by this, we increase the number of mea-
surement planes provided to the nonlinear estimator. Specifically, §5.1 discusses the
results at Reτ = 180 and §5.2 discusses the results at Reτ = 590.

5.1 At Reτ = 180

We test four cases with the number of measurement planes Nmea varying from 1 to 4.
The details are listed in table 3.

Table 3: Wall-normal locations of the measure-
ment planes for four cases.

Nmea 1 2 3 4

z+mea 15 15,50 15,50,100 15,50,100,150

Figure 18 shows the estimation performance of the four cases listed in table 3. As
expected, NE gives the correct velocities at the measurement locations [39]. However,
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even if the number of measurement planes increases, substantial error still occurs when
the estimation plane is far from the measurement plane, as seen in the cases with
Nmea = 1, 2, 3.

As for the overall estimation performance indicated by ϵint and corrint (12), we see
that the overall estimation significantly improves with the inclusion of just a few more
measurement planes (inset plots in figure 18). If the measurement planes are more
evenly distributed in the wall-normal direction (for example the case with Nmea = 4),
the error and correlation do not deteriorate significantly (the curves flatten out). In
terms of achieving a good overall estimation performance, an open question concerns
the number of measurement planes needed and the distribution of the measurement
planes in the wall-normal direction. The visualisation of the estimated velocity fields
for NE with multiple measurements are shown for the Reτ = 590 case in §5.2 and are
not shown for the Reτ = 180 case because the results are similar.

Fig. 18: Error (8a) and correlation (8b) for NE with multiple measurement planes
considered as listed in table 3. A case with a larger number of measurement planes is
shown using a lighter blue colour. Inset plots show the integrated error and correlation
(12).

5.2 At Reτ = 590

From §5.1, we know that multiple measurement planes evenly distributed across the
wall-normal height enhances the NE performance significantly. Therefore, we increase
the number of measurement planes from one to six at Reτ = 590, with measurement
planes at z+ = 18, 100, 200, 300, 400 and 500. Figure 19 shows the estimated velocity
fields at z+ = 50, 250, 450 and the estimation error across the channel height (the cor-
relation is similar to the error and is not shown). As expected, figure 19(g) shows that
NE gives accurate estimation results at the measurement planes. At the three chosen
wall-normal heights z+ = 50, 250 and 450 (figure 19(a-f)), NE gives satisfactory esti-
mation results for large-scale structures, though NE slightly overpredicts the velocity
magnitudes at a few locations.

Figure 20 shows the estimated velocity fields across the channel height. Com-
pared with the single measurement plane case in figure 17, increasing the number of
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measurement planes greatly improves the estimation performance across the channel
height. Even with the increased number of measurement planes, this number is still
substantially smaller than the number of DNS gridpoints in the wall-normal direction.

Fig. 19: Results in xy plane of nonlinear estimation with six measurement planes
at z+ = 18, 100, 200, 300, 400 and 500. (a,b,c) The estimated velocity fields for NE;
(d,e,f) The velocity fields from DNS. (a,d) z+ = 50; (b,e) z+ = 250; (c,f) z+ = 450.
(g) Error (8a) for NE. Three dotted lines mark z+ = 50, 250 and 450.

The nonlinear estimator in this study can be related to large-eddy simulation
(LES). Both LES and nonlinear estimation only consider the largest scales. The main
difference is that LES is autonomous, whereas the nonlinear estimator requires exter-
nal information continuously supplied (the measurement data). In LES, the energy
transfer between the resolved scales and subgrid scales is modelled to improve accu-
racy. In light of this and the energy transfer in figure 10, a possible way to improve
the nonlinear estimator would be to consider the energy transfer.
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Fig. 20: Results in xz and yz planes of nonlinear estimation with six measurement
planes at z+ = 18, 100, 200, 300, 400 and 500. (a,b) The estimated velocity fields for
NE; (c,d) The velocity fields from DNS. (a,c) xz plane; (b,d) yz plane.

6 Conclusions

We investigate turbulent channel flow estimation at Reτ = 180 and 590. The nonlinear
estimator designed in this study consists of two main parts. The linear part is based
on the linearised Navier-Stokes equations with nonlinear forcing as input and velocity
as output [28]. The nonlinear part links the velocity back to the nonlinear forcing
through the nonlinear dynamics fi = −uj

∂ui

∂xj
.

We compare the estimation performance between the nonlinear estimator (NE),
linear estimator (LE) and linear estimator augmented with eddy viscosity (LEe). At
Reτ = 180, NE and LEe outperform LE in terms of estimating the velocity magnitudes,
structure shapes and energy transfer across the wall-normal height. We see that the
overall estimation performance does not change substantially as the location of the
measurement plane is varied. At Reτ = 590, NE does not work well using only one
measurement plane. The performance of the nonlinear estimator can be significantly
enhanced by including a few more measurement planes evenly distributed in the wall-
normal direction. The nonlinear estimator in this study shares similarities with large-
eddy simulation (LES).

The linear estimator augmented with eddy viscosity outperforms the nonlinear
estimator designed in this study in terms of the estimation performance, stability,
simplicity and applicability to high Reynolds number flows. This has shown the use-
fulness of eddy viscosity although eddy viscosity only serves to dissipate energy. Apart
from using the nonlinear estimation methodology in this study and eddy viscosity,
there are other ways to consider the nonlinearity, such as using extended Kalman fil-
ter [25], ensemble Kalman filter [34], inner-outer layer relationship [48], cross-spectral
density (CSD) tensor [30] and so on. A promising future work would be to combine
the advantages of different nonlinear estimation strategies.
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Appendix A State-space form of the linear model

The detailed expressions for matrices A, B and C of the state-space model (2) are:

A =

[
∆−1LOS 0

−iky
dU
dz LSQ

]
(A1a)

B =

[
−ikx∆

−1D −iky∆
−1D −k2∆−1

−iky −ikx 0

]
(A1b)

C =
1

k2

ikxD −iky

ikyD ikx

k2 0

 (A1c)

with boundary conditions ŵ(t) = ∂ŵ
∂z (t) = η̂(t) = 0 at the two walls. i =

√
−1

is the imaginary unit. D is the differentiation matrix in the wall-normal direction;
k2 = k2x + k2y; ∆ = D2 − k2 is the Laplacian operator; and LOS and LSQ are the
Orr-Sommerfeld and Squire operators, respectively:

LOS = −ikxU∆+ ikx
d2U

dz2
+

1

Reτ
∆2 (A2a)

LSQ = −ikxU +
1

Reτ
∆ (A2b)

The operators are discretised using the Chebyshev polynomial in the wall-normal
direction [50]. The boundary conditions at the walls are implemented following Tre-
fethen [50], Weideman and Reddy [51]. The integration in the wall-normal direction
is implemented using Clenshaw-Curtis quadrature [50].

The linear model (2) is a building block for the linear and nonlinear estimators.

Fig. A1: The Orr-Sommerfeld & Squire state-space model (2) maps the nonlinear

forcing f̂i to the velocities ûi at a single wavenumber pair (kx, ky) in Fourier space.

For the linear model with eddy viscosity (10), LOS and LSQ change to:

LOS = −ikxU∆+ ikx
d2U

dz2
+

1

Reτ

νT
ν
∆2 + 2

1

Reτ

1

ν

dνT
dz

D∆+
1

Reτ

1

ν

d2νT
dz2

(D2 + k2)

(A3a)

LSQ = −ikxU +
1

Reτ

νT
ν
∆+

1

Reτ

1

ν

dνT
dz

D (A3b)
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Appendix B More details about the linear
estimator

The linear estimator (4) is implemented at one wavenumber pair (kx, ky). For
the wavenumber range considered, multiple Kalman filters at different wavenum-
ber pairs are implemented in parallel. Algorithm 1 details the processes of
the linear estimation and the structure of the linear estimator is illustrated
in figure B2. Since estimation processes at different wavenumbers are indepen-
dent, parallel programming could be used to accelerate the computation [52].

Algorithm 1: Linear Estimation

Input: measurement data ymea, considered wavenumber pairs, measurement
sampling time ∆Tm

Output: estimated velocities x̂est
1 Kalman filter estimation (every measurement sampling time ∆Tm):
2 obtain the measurement data ymea in physical space
3 take the 2-D Fourier transform to get ŷmea in wavenumber space
4 for every (kx, ky) considered do
5 use the Kalman filter to get the estimated velocities x̂est in wavenumber

space:
d

dt
x̂est = Ax̂est(t) + L[ŷmea(t)− Cmeax̂est(t)]

/* the marching time step for Kalman filter is ∆Tm */

6 take the inverse 2-D Fourier transform to get xest in physical space

Fig. B2: The structure of the linear estimator corresponding to the diagram in figure 1.
F represents the Fourier transform and F−1 represents the inverse Fourier transform.
Each Kalman filter (KF) receives the measurement ŷmea and outputs the estimated
full state x̂est. Each Kalman filter is implemented in Fourier space at measurement
sampling time ∆Tm.
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Appendix C More details about the nonlinear
estimator

Algorithm 2 details the processes of the nonlinear estimation and the structure of the
nonlinear estimator is illustrated in figure C3.

Algorithm 2: Nonlinear Estimation

Input: measurement data ymea, considered wavenumber pairs, measurement
sampling time ∆Tm

Output: estimated velocities x̂est
1 Kalman filter estimation (every measurement sampling time ∆Tm):
2 obtain the measurement data ymea and nonlinear forcing fi in physical space

3 take the 2-D Fourier transform to get ŷmea and f̂i in wavenumber space
4 for every (kx, ky) considered do
5 use the Kalman filter to get the estimated velocities x̂est in wavenumber

space:

d

dt
x̂est = Ax̂est(t) + Bf̂(t) + L[ŷmea(t)− Cmeax̂est(t)]

/* the marching time step for Kalman filter is ∆Tm */

6 take the inverse 2-D Fourier transform to get xest in physical space
7 use the nonlinear dynamic to get the nonlinear forcing fi in physical space:

fi = −uj
∂ui
∂xj

Fig. C3: The structure of the nonlinear estimator corresponding to the diagram
in figure 2. For each Kalman filter at a single wavenumber pair (kx, ky), it receives

the nonlinear forcing f̂ and measurement data ŷmea, and outputs the estimated full
velocity state x̂est. The nonlinear forcing is explicitly calculated from the previously
estimated velocities in physical space. Each Kalman filter is implemented in Fourier
space at measurement sampling time ∆Tm.
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Appendix D State-space reduced-order model
simulation

The state-space reduced-order model (SSROM) serves for autonomous simulations
and is a key component of the revised nonlinear estimator 4. The basic idea is to use
nonlinear forcing f̂i to drive the OSS state-space model in figure A1 to obtain velocities
ûi in Fourier space and to use the nonlinear dynamics fi = −uj

∂ui

∂xj
to link the velocities

ui back to nonlinear forcing fi in physical space. To comply with the estimation setting
in which we only consider the large scales, this autonomous simulation model only
considers the same large scales as well. Since the total number of wavenumber pairs
considered is much smaller than that considered in a DNS, we call this autonomous
simulation model ‘state-space reduced-order model (SSROM) simulation’. Algorithm
3 details the processes of the SSROM simulation and the structure of the SSROM
simulation is illustrated in figure D4.

The stability of the SSROM simulation is determined by the simulation time step
∆Ts. For a certain range of wavenumbers considered, ∆Ts needs to be set small
enough to avoid divergence. In this study, ∆Ts needs to be set small enough for the
SSROM simulation to ‘survive’ the measurement sampling time ∆Tm for a smooth
implementation of the nonlinear estimation.

Algorithm 3: State-Space Reduced-Order Model (SSROM) Simulation

Input: initial velocity fields ui0, considered wavenumber pairs, SSROM simulation
time step ∆Ts, total simulation time Tend

Output: simulated velocities ui
1 SSROM simulation (running at ∆Ts):
2 create a counter: nSSROM = 0
3 use the nonlinear dynamic to get the initial nonlinear forcing fi0 in physical space:

fi0 = −uj0
∂ui0
∂xj0

4 while nSSROM < Tend
∆Ts

do

5 take the 2-D Fourier transform to get the nonlinear forcing f̂i in
wavenumber space

6 for every (kx, ky) considered do
7 use the Orr-Sommerfeld & Squire state-space model to get the velocity

ûi in wavenumber space
/* the marching time step for the OSS state-space model is
∆Ts */

8 take the inverse 2-D Fourier transform to get the velocities ui in physical
space

9 use the nonlinear dynamic to get the nonlinear forcing fi in physical space:

fi = −uj
∂ui
∂xj

10 nSSROM = nSSROM + 1
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Fig. D4: The structure of state-space reduced-order model (SSROM) simulation.
The upper part above the blue dashed line is implemented in Fourier space and the
lower part below the blue dashed line is implemented in physical space. The SSROM
simulation is implemented at the simulation time step ∆Ts.

Appendix E More details about the revised
nonlinear estimator

The nonlinear estimator illustrated in figure C3 gives divergent estimation results eas-
ily if the measurement sampling time ∆Tm is not small enough. To overcome this
problem, we embed the SSROM simulation running at a time step of ∆Ts (∆Ts ≪
∆Tm) between two consecutive Kalman filter updates separated by measurement sam-
pling time ∆Tm. Algorithm 4 details the processes of the revised nonlinear estimation
and the structure of the revised nonlinear estimator is illustrated in figure E5.

The time step for the SSROM simulation ∆Ts needs to be small enough so that the
SSROM simulation can ‘survive’ the measurement sampling time ∆Tm. A general tip
for selecting an appropriate ∆Ts is to run several SSROM simulations with different
time steps and to pick out the cases without divergence. In addition, the divergence
problem is related to how much external information is provided to the estimator. If
the number of measurement planes increases, the occurrence of divergence will greatly
decrease.
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Algorithm 4: Revised Nonlinear Estimation (Kalman Filter Estimation
Embedded with SSROM Simulation)

Input: measurement data ymea, considered wavenumber pairs, measurement
sampling time ∆Tm, SSROM simulation time step ∆Ts

Output: estimated velocities x̂est
1 Kalman filter estimation (every measurement sampling time ∆Tm):
2 obtain the measurement data ymea and nonlinear forcing fi in physical space

3 take the 2-D Fourier transform to get ŷmea and f̂i in wavenumber space
4 for every (kx, ky) considered do
5 use the Kalman filter to get the estimated velocities x̂est in wavenumber

space:

d

dt
x̂est = Ax̂est(t) + Bf̂(t) + L[ŷmea(t)− Cmeax̂est(t)]

/* the marching time step for Kalman filter is ∆Ts and Kalman
filter is used every measurement sampling time ∆Tm */

6 take the inverse 2-D Fourier transform to get xest in physical space
7 use the nonlinear dynamic to get the nonlinear forcing fi in physical space:

fi = −uj
∂ui
∂xj

8 create a counter for SSROM simulation: nSSROM = 0
9 SSROM simulation (running at ∆Ts):

10 while nSSROM < ∆Tm
∆Ts

do

11 take the 2-D Fourier transform to get the nonlinear forcing f̂i in
wavenumber space

12 for every (kx, ky) considered do
13 use the Orr-Sommerfeld & Squire state-space model to get the

velocity ûi in wavenumber space
/* the marching time step for the OSS state-space model is

∆Ts */

14 take the inverse 2-D Fourier transform to get the velocities ui in physical
space

15 use the nonlinear dynamic to get the nonlinear forcing fi in physical
space:

fi = −uj
∂ui
∂xj

16 nSSROM = nSSROM + 1
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Fig. E5: The structure of the revised nonlinear estimator, which is composed of the
linear resolvent-based estimator (5) and SSROM simulation. Black lines illustrate the
Kalman filter estimation part which is the same as the model in figure B2. Kalman
filter is used every measurement sampling time ∆Tm. Green lines illustrate the SSROM
simulation part which is implemented at the simulation time step ∆Ts. ∆Ts ≪ ∆Tm

to avoid divergence.
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[14] Jovanović, M.R., Bamieh, B.: Componentwise energy amplification in channel
flows. J. Fluid Mech. 534, 145–183 (2005)

[15] Del Alamo, J.C., Jimenez, J.: Linear energy amplification in turbulent channels.
J. Fluid Mech. 559, 205–213 (2006)
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