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Abstract. The investigation of fluid-solid systems is very important in a lot of industrial pro-

cesses. From a computational point of view, the simulation of such systems is very expensive,
especially when a huge number of parametric configurations needs to be studied. In this context,

we develop a non-intrusive data-driven reduced order model (ROM) built using the proper orthog-

onal decomposition with interpolation (PODI) method for Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD)
- Discrete Element Method (DEM) simulations. The main novelties of the proposed approach rely

in (i) the combination of ROM and FV methods, (ii) a numerical sensitivity analysis of the ROM
accuracy with respect to the number of POD modes and to the cardinality of the training set and

(iii) a parametric study with respect to the Stokes number. We test our ROM on the fluidized

bed benchmark problem. The accuracy of the ROM is assessed against results obtained with the
FOM both for Eulerian (the fluid volume fraction) and Lagrangian (position and velocity of the

particles) quantities. We also discuss the efficiency of our ROM approach.

Keywords: CFD-DEM, proper orthogonal decomposition, reduced order model, data-driven
techniques, fluidized bed.

1. Introduction

Chemical engineering processes involve several complex phenomena such as thermochemical re-
actions and multiphase flows. For a long time experimental tests have been considered as the main
source for the comprehension of fluid-solid systems and the design of novel industrial infrastructure.
However, it is well known that reliable experimental measurements are typically very hard to be
obtained. This is because the environment is very dangerous as it is characterized by high tem-
perature and pressure as well as the presence of toxic substances. Another problem refers to the
high cost of the measurement instruments. In this scenario numerical simulations represent a very
useful tool which is acquiring more and more importance. They are actually used to complement
the measurements but, in perspective, they could also provide a valid support to the planning of the
experimental tests as well as the designing of industrial prototypes with a significant improvement
of the process efficiency.

In this work we deal with the Computational Fluid Dynamics (CFD) - Discrete Element Method
(DEM) approach. It is a Eulerian-Lagrangian technique used for the simulation of systems involving
the interaction between a fluid flow and solid particles [35, 23, 24, 22, 10, 46]. One of the major
drawbacks of the CFD-DEM technique is related to its high computational cost that strongly limits
the number of configurations that could be simulated. Although thanks to the recent improvement
of high performance computing infrastructures and the introduction of the coarse-grained modelling
[15] the CFD-DEM approach is becoming affordable, we are still far from its extensive use in the
industrial practise where often it is required a huge number of simulations at the aim to investigate
different physical and/or geometrical configurations.

In this context, Reduced Order Models (ROMs) (see, e.g., [25, 38, 4, 5, 3, 1]) could be proposed as
a tool able to increase the efficiency of the CFD-DEM simulations in a parametric fashion without a
significant loss of accuracy. The basic idea on which ROM is based is that the parametric dependence
of the problem at hand has an intrinsic dimension which is much lower than the number of degrees of
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freedom of the discretized system. In order to reach this dimensionality reduction, firstly a database
of solutions is collected by solving the original high fidelity model (hereafter referred as Full Order
Model (FOM)) for different physical and/or geometrical configurations (offline phase). Then, the
information obtained during the offline phase is used to compute the solution for new values of the
parameters in a short amount of time (online phase).

ROMs enable both intrusive and non-intrusive approaches, based on the nature of the solver that
is used. In the former case, one has access to the source code of the FOM solver and this allows
to directly work on the equations of the original problem. In the latter one, one relies only on the
solutions, without requiring information about the physical system and the equations describing it;
therefore, it could be applied when one refers to closed source solvers that are widely used by the
industrial companies. In general intrusive ROMs are more accurate than the data-driven ones as
they are physics-based. On the other hand, the efficiency of intrusive ROMs is rather limited when
dealing with non-linear equations where the affine decomposition assumption does not hold true.
So, for applications where a high speed-up is required, data-driven ROMs are to be preferred.

At the best of our knowledge, the literature about the development of ROMs for CFD-DEM
simulations is still rather poor and needs to be enriched. Preliminary numerical results, based on
a POD-Galerkin approach, can be found in [9, 50]. On the other hand, some ROMs for the DEM
formulation only are addressed in [45, 6]. Recently, an important step forward has been made in
[29, 30] where the authors have proposed a non intrusive data-driven ROM framework based on the
so-called PODI (Proper Orthogonal Decomposition with Interpolation) approach both for Eulerian
and Lagrangian variables: the POD is employed for the construction of reduced basis space whilst
an interpolation procedure based on Radial Basis Functions (RBFs) is used for the evaluation of the
reduced coefficients. Their full order solver is based on a Finite Difference (FD) method coupled
with an immersed boundary approach [33]. However in [29, 30, 33] the investigation is limited to the
time reconstruction of the fields. Indeed, the present contribution aims to corroborate and extend
the investigation reported in [29, 30, 33] by introducing the following novelties:

• The use of the Finite Volume (FV) method for the space discretization. The FD method
adopted in [29, 30, 33] could exhibit several limitations when complex geometries should be
addressed due to the necessity to work with structured meshes. Moreover, we highlight that
many commercial (e.g. Ansys Fluent and STAR-CCM+) and academic (e.g. OpenFOAM)
codes are based on FV methods. Thus, the combination of ROM and FV methods is
appealing for practical applications.

• An extensive sensitivity analysis of the ROM error at varying of the number of POD modes
(i.e. of the system’s energy retained). In [29, 30, 33] the authors deeply investigated the
convergence of the Lanczos based POD (LPOD) method employed to generate a set of
reduced basis. Moreover, they derived some theoretical bounds for the error. However, at
the best of our knowledge, an exhaustive numerical investigation is missing. In addition,
we also perform a sensitivity analysis of the ROM error at varying of the number of FOM
snapshots used to train the ROM.

• A preliminary parametric study of the Eulerian phase with respect to the Stokes number,
which is a crucial parameter of the model. In fact, as already was mentioned, in [29, 30]
only the time reconstruction is considered but in the industrial practise the solution typically
depends on a wide range of parameters. Therefore, an efficient parametric ROM is needed
to be developed in order to move gradually towards real-world applications. Within this
parametric investigation, we use two variants of the PODI approach: the global PODI and
the local PODI. For the former we use global POD basis computed by time-dependent FOM
snapshots associated to sample points in the parameter space, for the latter a POD basis is
computed for each parameter in the training set and the basis functions for new parameter
values are found via RBFs interpolation of the basis functions associated to the training
set. This is because the global PODI, as we will see, is not able to provide reliable results.
So we underline the difficulty to deal with a parametric ROM in the context of CFD-DEM
modelling that represents an open challenge.
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The work is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 a brief description of the CFD-DEM model (i.e. our
FOM), including some relevant insights about its numerical discretization, is presented. Then in
Sec. 3 the ROM approach is described and the achieved results are introduced and discussed in Sec.
4. Finally in Sec. 5 conclusions are drawn and future perspectives are envisioned.

2. The full order model

The CFD-DEM model is based on an Eulerian approach for the fluid phase and a Lagrangian
approach for the solid phase [49, 44]. In Sec. 2.1 we describe the governing equations of the fluid
phase whilst in Sec. 2.2 we present the governing equations of the solid phase.

2.1. Governing equations for the fluid-phase flow. Let Ω be a fixed spatial domain and (t0, T ]
a time interval of interest. Then the volume-averaged Navier-Stokes equations (NSE) read [10]:

(1)
∂ε

∂t
+∇ · (εu) = 0 in Ω × (t0, T ],

(2)
∂(εu)

∂t
+∇ · (εu⊗ u) = −∇P − Sp +∇ · (ετ ) + εg in Ω × (t0, T ],

endowed with proper boundary conditions and the initial data u = u0 and ε = ε0 in Ω × {t0}. In
addition, u is the fluid velocity, ε is the fluid volume fraction, g is the gravity, P is the modified
pressure (i.e. p/ρf where p is the pressure and ρf is the fluid density). The viscous stress tensor τ
is computed as:

(3) τ = τ 1 + τ 2 = νf
(
∇u+∇uT

)
− 2

3
νf (∇ · u) I,

where νf = µf/ρf is the kinematic viscosity and I is the identity matrix.
We partition the computational domain Ω into cells or control volumes Ωi, with i = 1, . . . , Nc,

where Nc is the total number of cells in the mesh. The fluid volume fraction εi, i.e. the volume
fraction occupied by the fluid in the cell i, is defined as follows [47]

(4) εi = 1−
∑np
j=1 Ω̃j

Ωi
,

where np and Ω̃j are the number of particles located in the cell i and the volume of the particle j,
respectively. The coupling between the fluid phase and the particles is enforced via the source term
Sp in the momentum equation (2). In a discrete sense, the source term acting in the cell i, Sp,i, is
computed as [51]

(5) Sp,i =

∑np
j=1(Fd,j + F∇p,j)

ρfΩi
,

where

(6) Fd,j =
Ω̃jβ

ε̃i
(ui − ũj) , F∇p,j = −Ω̃j∇p,

are the drag force and pressure gradient force, ũj is the velocity of the particle j and ε̃i = 1 − εi
is the solid volume fraction. In addition, β is the inter-phase momentum exchange cofficient that
needs to be properly tuned. In this work we adopt the empirical correlations provided in [17, 48].

For further details, we refer the reader to [22, 18].
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2.1.1. Numerical discretization. Let us start with the time discretization. Let ∆t ∈ R, tn = t0+n∆t,
with n = 0, . . . , NT and T = t0 +NT∆t. We denote by fn the approximation of a generic quantity
f at the time tn. Problem (1)-(2) discretized in time adopting a first-order implicit Euler scheme
and a segregated algorithm reads: given ε0 and u0 for n ≥ 0

• Find the fluid volume fraction εn+1 such that

(7)
εn+1 − εn

∆t
+∇ · (εnun) = 0,

• Find the fluid flow velocity un+1 such that

(8)
εn+1un+1

∆t
+∇ · (εn+1un ⊗ un+1) +∇Pn+1 −∇ · (εn+1τn+1

1 )−∇ · (εn+1τn2 ) = bn + εn+1g,

where bn = εnun/∆t− Snp .

For the space discretization, we adopt the Finite Volume (FV) approximation that is derived
directly from the integral form of the governing equations. Let Ak be the surface vector of each face
of the control volume, with k = 1, . . . ,M .

Let us denote with ui, εi and bi the average velocity, the fluid volume fraction and the source
term in control volume Ωi, respectively. Moreover, we denote with ui,k, εi,k, Pi,k and τ i,k the
velocity, the fluid volume fraction, the pressure and the stress tensor associated to the centroid of
face k normalized by the volume of Ωi. Thus, the FV formulation of eqs. (7)-(8) for each volume
Ωi is given by:

1

∆t
(εn+1
i − εni ) +

∑
j

ϕnkε
n
i,k = 0,(9)

1

∆t
εn+1
i un+1

i +
∑
k

ϕnkε
n+1
i,k u

n+1
i,k +

∑
k

Pn+1
i,k Ak −

∑
k

εn+1
i,k τ

n+1
1i,k ·Ak −

∑
k

εn+1
i,k τ

n
2i,k ·Ak = bni + εn+1

i g,

(10)

where ϕnk = unk · Ak is the convective flux associated to u through the k -th surface of the control
volume Ωi.

To deal with the pressure-velocity coupling, we choose a partitioned approach. In particular a
PIMPLE algorithm [34] is used, it consists into the combination of a SIMPLE [36] and PISO [27]
procedure. For the implementation of the numerical scheme described in this section we chose the
finite volume C++ library OpenFOAM®[47].

2.2. Governing equations for the particle system. DEM solves the particle flow at the particle
level [22, 32, 18], i.e. it calculates the trajectory of each particle considering the effect of other
particles, walls or other problem-specific forces.
The equations describing the dynamics of particles are derived by the second Newton’s law for
translation and rotation:

(11) mj
dũj
dt

=

ncj∑
m=1

F cjm + F fj +mjg,

(12) Ij
dωj
dt

=

ncj∑
m=1

M c
jm,

endowed with initial data ũj = ũj,0 and ωj = ωj,0 for j = 1, . . . , np. In eqs. (11)-(12) mj and Ij are
the mass and the moment of inertia of the particle j

(13) mj = ρp
πd3

p

6
, Ij =

mjd
3
p

6
,
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with ρp and dp the density and the diameter of the particles, ωj denotes the angular velocity of
particle j, F cjm and M c

jm are the contact force and torque acting on particle j by its m contacts,
either with a particle or a wall (whose explicit formulation can be found, e.g., in [18]), ncj is the

number of total contacts for particle j and F fj = F d,j + F∇p,j is the particle-fluid interaction force

acting on particle j (see eqs. (5)-(6)). It should be noted that in this work non-contact forces are
not taken into account.

We introduce the Stokes number Stk which characterizes the behavior of particles suspended in
a fluid flow:

(14) Stk =
τs
τf
,

where the carrier fluid characteristic time τf is defined as follows:

(15) τf =
Lr
Ur
,

with Lr and Ur the reference fluid flow length and velocity, respectively. Concerning the particle
relaxation time τp, we have [24, 31, 41]

(16) τp =
ρp dp
18 µf

.

By adopting a first-order Euler scheme, the discretized form of eqs. (11)-(12), given ũj,0 and ωj,0,
for n ≥ 0 yields:

(17) mj

ũn+1
j

∆t
= mjg + b̃

n

t ,

(18) Ij
ωn+1
j

∆t
= b̃

n

r ,

where b̃
n

t = mj

ũnj
∆t

+
(∑ncj

m=1 F
c
jm + F fj

)n
and b̃

n

r = Ij
ωnj
∆t

+
(∑ncj

m=1M
c
jm

)n
.

3. The reduced order model

We assume that any Eulerian (Lagrangian) variable can be approximated as a linear combination
of a certain number of basis functions depending on the space x (label l identifying the particles)
only, multiplied by scalar coefficients that depend on the time and/or parameters of the problem at
hand which can be physical or geometrical.

We are going to reconstruct the time evolution of the system and to consider the Stokes number
Stk (see eq. (14)) as a parameter. For what concerns the Eulerian phase, we are interested in the
reconstruction of the fluid volume fraction ε whilst for the Lagrangian phase we consider the position
x̃ and the velocity ũ of the particles. Hence, the variables (ε, x̃, ũ) are approximated by the reduced
ones (εr, x̃r, ũr) as follows

ε ≈ εr =

Nrε∑
i=1

αi(t,π)ϕi(x), x̃ ≈ x̃r =

Nrx̃∑
i=1

βi(t,π)ξi(l), ũ ≈ ũr =

Nrũ∑
i=1

γi(t,π)ζi(l).(19)

In (19), Nr
Φ denotes the cardinality of a reduced basis for the space field Φ = {ε, x̃, ũ} and π is

the parameter vector (that for the problem at hand it coincides with the Stokes number Stk).
In this work we employ the proper orthogonal decomposition with interpolation (PODI) [8] which

has been widely adopted for the development of ROM not only in industrial contexts [11, 13, 12, 39,
16, 40] but also in biomedical engineering [20, 42, 2, 43]. It has been also used within a CFD-DEM
framework but only for the time reconstruction [29, 30, 33]. Here we consider two variants of the
PODI approach: the global PODI and the local PODI. Both techniques have been employed in the
Python package EZyRB [14].
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3.1. The global PODI. The global PODI method is based on the following offline-online para-
digm:

• during the offline phase: a set of time-dependent high-fidelity solutions is collected for a wide
range of parameter values and a global reduced basis for the space of the reduced solutions
is extracted via POD. In this stage, the interpolation is performed in order to establish
the relationship between time and parameters, and coefficients of the reduced solutions
(modal coefficients). Due to the large number of degrees of freedom, the offline phase is
computationally expensive. However, it is carried out only once.

• during the online phase: the modal coefficients for every new time and parameter instance
are quickly obtained from the interpolation model. The reduced solution is given by the
linear combination of the reduced basis functions with the modal coefficients as weights (see
eq. (19)).

Next, we are going to describe the building blocks of the above algorithm. Let Φ(ti,πj) with
i = 1, . . . , Nt and j = 1, . . . , Nk be the full order solutions obtained for different time instants
ti and values of the parameter vector πj . Then we detect Ns = Nt · Nk input-output pairs
{(ti,πj),Φ(ti,πj)} and we collect the snapshots in the matrix S = [Φ(t1,π1), . . . ,Φ(tNt ,πNk)].
The application of the singular value decomposition to the matrix S provides:

(20) S = UΣV T ,

where U ∈ RNc×Ns and V ∈ RNs×Ns are the matrices composed by the left singular vectors and
right singular vectors, respectively, whilst Σ ∈ RNc×Ns is the diagonal matrix containing the eigen-
values σi. We are going to compute Nr

Φ << Ns modes by minimizing the distance between the
snapshots and their projection onto the space spanned by the reduced basis itself, i.e.:

(21) argminUNr
Φ

‖S −UNrΦ
UT
NrΦ
S‖F with UT

NrΦ
UNrΦ

= I,

where ‖‖F is the Frobenius norm and UNrΦ
is the matrix U truncated to the first Nr

Φ columns
representing our POD space.

Typically, the value of Nr
Φ is commonly chosen to meet a user-provided threshold δ for the

cumulative energy of the eigenvalues:

(22)

∑NrΦ
i=1 σ

2
i∑Ns

i=1 σ
2
i

≥ δ.

After constructing the POD space, we can approximate the input snapshots by using eq. (19):

(23) Φ(ti,πj) ≈
NrΦ∑
L=1

χL(ti,πj)φL, with i = 1, . . . , Nt and j = 1, . . . , Nk,

where the modal coefficients χL(ti,πj) are the elements of the matrix C = UT
NrΦ
S ∈ RNrΦ×Ns . Then

the ROM is built using as input-output data the pairs {(ti,πj), χL(ti,πj)} associated to the L-th
POD mode φL with L = 1, . . . , Nr

Φ, i.e. we impose that

(24) AL(ti,πj) = χL(ti,πj),

where

(25) AL(ti,πj) =

Nt∑
m=1

Nk∑
n=1

wL,m,nζL,m,n(‖(ti,πj)− (tm,πn)‖).

Here ζL,m,n are the Radial Basis Functions [7], which we chose as Gaussian functions centered in
(tm,πn) and wL,m,n ∈ RNs are unkown weights. Eq. (25) can be reformulated in terms of a linear
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system

(26) ZLwL = χL,

to be solved to obtain the weights wL for every value of L = 1, . . . , Nr
Φ once at all in the offline

phase.
Then, in the online phase, for any new pair time-parameter (t?,π?), the approximated modal coef-
ficients AL(t?,π?) are calculated from eq. (25) and the ROM solution is computed as:

(27) Φr(t
?,π∗) =

NrΦ∑
L=1

AL(t?,π?)φL.

3.2. The local PODI. Unlike the global PODI, here a POD basis is computed for each parameter
in the training set and the basis functions for new parameter values are found via RBFs interpolation
of the basis functions associated to the training set. This method draws inspiration from [37] where
local basis functions are used instead of global ones in a POD-Galerkin framework for CFD problems
by providing substantial speed-up and computational savings as well as a greater accuracy. However,
at the best of our knowledge, such approach is here used for the first time in a data-driven scenario
and for multiphysics problems. It should be noted that local PODI and global PODI coincide when
only time reconstruction is considered.

The local PODI method is based on the following offline-online paradigm:

• during the offline phase: a set of time-dependent high-fidelity solutions is collected for a wide
range of parameter values and a local basis for the space of the reduced solutions associated
to each parameter in the training set is extracted via POD. In this stage, the interpolation
is performed in order to establish the relationship between time and parameters, and modal
coefficients of the reduced solutions. Moreover, an interpolation of the basis functions asso-
ciated to the training set is also carried out. Due to the large number of degrees of freedom,
the offline phase is computationally expensive. However, it is carried out only once.

• during the online phase: the modal coefficients for every new time and parameter instance as
well as the basis functions are quickly obtained from the interpolation models. The reduced
solution is given by the linear combination of the reduced basis functions with the modal
coefficients as weights (see eq. (19)).

Then the key differences with respect to the global PODI are the following:

• instead to work with a single matrix S containing all the Ns = Nt ·Nk snapshots, we collect
Nk matrices, one for each training value of the parameter πj : Sj = [Φ(t1,πj), . . . ,Φ(tNt ,πj)].

Then the singular value decomposition is applied to each matrix Sj .
• The POD spaces computed in this way are then interpolated in order to compute the basis

functions for any new parameter π?.

4. Numerical results

This section presents several numerical results in order to test the performance of our ROM
approach.

As the benchmark case, we consider a system of gas-solid fluidized bed where the small particles
are transported by the carrier gas flow [21, 18]. The computational domain consists of a rectangle
with dimensions Lx×Ly×Lz = 15×150×450 mm. It is discretized using Nx×Ny×Nz = 2×30×90
cells. See Fig. 1 for a sketch of the geometry. The gas dynamics is solved only in a 2D framework
along y and z directions whilst the particle motion is fully 3D [21].

For the fluid phase, we set µf = 1e− 05 Pa · s and ρf = 1000Kg/m3. Concerning the boundary
conditions, we refer to the labels reported in Fig. 1 indicating the boundaries of our computational
domain. We enforce no-slip boundary conditions on Wall faces. On the other hand, the FrontAnd-
Back faces are set to symmetry. At the Outlet boundary, a mixed condition is considered employing
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Figure 1. Sketch of the computational domain. The particles flow refers to t = 1
s and is colored by the velocity magnitude. The labels identify the surfaces of the
domain on which different boundary conditions are employed.

an homogeneous Neumann boundary condition when there is outflow, otherwise a null normal ve-
locity, in order to prevent backflow. Finally, a non homogenenous Dirichlet boundary condition is
employed at the Inlet face where the actual interstitial velocity (i.e. the upward velocity of the fluid
flow through the open area between the particles) is calculated by dividing the specified velocity
value (1.875m/s) by the fluid volume fraction.

At the beginning of simulations np = 24750 spherical particles with dp = 0.0025 m and ρp =
2488.32 kg/m3 are distributed uniformly in the domain with an initial bed height of 300mm. Then
we have Stk = 300 (see eq. (14)). We start the simulations from fluid and particles at rest. We let
the system evolve until time T = 5 s using a fixed time-step ∆t = 2e− 5 s which is chosen based on
maximum Courant number to keep it always below the unity for sake of numerical stability.

Qualitative illustrations of instantaneous flow field are depicted in Fig. 2 where the first row shows
the distribution of the fluid volume fraction whilst the second one the position of the particles for
three different time instances: t = 1 s, t = 2.5 s and t = 4 s from left to right. Initially all the
particles are evenly located; then, when the gas velocity reaches the fluidization velocity, all the
particles are suspended by the upward gas [21, 18].

As we see, we are dealing with a very complex two-phase system in which we expect that a large
number of POD modes are to be retained to capture and predict properly its dynamics. Firstly,
we are going to investigate the performance of the ROM model in the reconstruction of the time
evolution of the flow field in Sec. 4.1. Then parametrization of the Stokes number is introduced in
Sec. 4.2.

4.1. Time reconstruction.

The starting high-fidelity database for all the numerical tests presented in this section consists of
500 FOM snapshots which are collected every 0.02 s.
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(a) Time evolution of the fluid volume fraction: t = 1 s (left), t = 2.5 s (center)
and t = 4 s (right).
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(b) Time evolution of the particles distribution: t = 1 s (left), t = 2.5 s (center) and
t = 4 s (right).

Figure 2. FOM solution for the fluid volume fraction ε (a) and particle position
(b) at times t = 1 s (first column), t = 2.5 s (second column) and t = 4 s (third
column). The particles are colored based on the magnitude of their velocity.
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4.1.1. Reconstruction of the Eulerian field.
In the first numerical experiment, we train our ROM model by using the 90% of the initial database
(i.e., 450 snapshots) whilst the remaining 10% (i.e., 50 snapshots) is used for the validation. We
highlight that the FOM snapshots belonging to the training and validation set are randomly selected.
In Fig. 3 it is shown the plot of the cumulative eigenvalues for the fluid volume fration ε. The curve
shows a very slow decay: at least 150 POD modes are needed to capture 90% of the system’s energy.

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450
i

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

En
er
gy

Figure 3. ROM validation - time reconstruction of the Eulerian field: cumulative
eigenvalues for the fluid volume fraction ε.

Then we provide a qualitative comparison between FOM (Fig. 2a) and ROM (Fig. 4). We consider
three different energy thresholds: δ = 50%, δ = 70% and δ = 90% corresponding to 4, 60 and 150
POD modes, respectively. At first look, we see that, even by considering only the 50% of the
energy (Fig. 4a), the ROM is able to reconstruct the main patterns of the flow field, although some
structures are not detected. Of course more accurate results could be obtained with a larger amount
of energy/number of POD modes: see ROM solutions obtained by retaining the 70% (Fig. 4b) and
90% (Fig. 4c) of the energy.

Now we consider another numerical experiment in order to provide a more quantitative compar-
ison. We are going to perform a sensitivity analysis with respect to the cardinality of the training
set, i.e. the number of high-fidelity snapshots that we take into account to train our ROM, and for
each training set we refer to different energy levels. We are interest in the time evolution of the
L2-norm relative error between FOM and ROM:

(28) Eε(t) = 100 ·
||εh(t)− εr(t)||L2(Ω)

||εh(t)||L2(Ω)
,

where εh is the fluid volume fraction computed with the FOM and εr is the corresponding field
computed with the ROM. Three different configurations are considered: in the first case, the 50%
of the high-fidelity solutions contained in the initial database is used to train the ROM model, then
the 70% and finally the 90%. In all the cases, three different values of δ are set: 50%, 70% and
90%. In Fig. 5 we observe that as expected, at increasing of the training set size, the error reaches
lower values and some scattered oscillations are damped, especially when the 90% of the energy is
retained. On the other hand, at a given training set, the highest energy threshold corresponds to
the lowest error. This result is in agreement with what was already qualitatively observed in Fig. 4.
For further comparison, some statistics of the L2-norm error, its maximum and minimum value as
well as its time average value for the richer training set, are reported in Tab. 1. We observe that
the mean and the minimum errors decrease of about one order of magnitude when one moves from
δ = 50% to δ = 90%. The maximum error reduces about three times. Anyway, we can see that
already with δ = 50% of the energy the mean error does not overcome 10%, demonstrating a good
accuracy of the ROM.
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(a) Time evolution for δ = 50% (4 POD modes): t = 1 s (left), t = 2.5
s (center) and t = 4 s (right).
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(b) Time evolution for δ = 70% (60 POD modes): t = 1 s (left),
t = 2.5 s (center) and t = 4 s (right).
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(c) Time evolution for δ = 90% (150 POD modes): t = 1 s (left),
t = 2.5 s (center) and t = 4 s (right).

Figure 4. ROM validation - time reconstruction of the Eulerian field: fluid volume
fraction ε computed by ROM for three different energy thresholds δ = 50% (a),
δ = 70% (b) and δ = 90% (c) at times t = 1 s (first column), t = 2.5 s (second
column) and t = 5 s (third column).
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(c) 90 % of FOM database used for ROM training

Figure 5. ROM validation - time reconstruction of the Eulerian field: time evolu-
tion of the L2-norm relative error for different training set and energy levels.

Energy threshold δ = 50% δ = 70% δ = 90%

Mean Error (%) 10.2 5 1.1
Max Error (%) 15.9 8.4 5.38
Min Error (%) 6.5 2.6 0.2

Table 1. ROM validation - time reconstruction of the Eulerian field: mean, max-
imum and minimum values of the L2-norm relative error (see eq. (29)) by using
the 90% of the starting FOM database to train our ROM model for three different
energy thresholds.

4.1.2. Reconstruction of the Lagrangian field.
Based on what obtained for the Eulerian phase by the sensitivity analysis with respect to the

cardinality of the training set, for all the numerical tests presented in this subsection we train our
ROM model by using the 90% of the FOM database whilst the remaining 10% is adopted for the
validation.

In Fig. 6 it is shown the plot of the cumulative eigenvalues for particle position and velocity. We
can observe that ỹ and z̃ exhibit a faster decay compared to x̃: in fact, in order to capture the 90%
of the energy, 50 POD modes are enough for the former ones whilst at least 300 POD modes are
required for the latter one. The situation in even worst in terms of velocity; in fact, ũx exhibits an
almost linear relationship between eigenvalues and modes numbers, resulting in 400 POD modes to
retain the 90% of the energy. Indeed, the smallness of the ratios Lx/Ly and Lx/Lz as well as the very
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(a) Particle position x̃.
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(b) Particle velocity ũ.

Figure 6. ROM validation - time reconstruction of the Lagragian field: cumulative
eigenvalues for particle position x̃ and velocity ũ in panel (A) and (B), respectively.

.

low number of particles which can be located along Lx (dp ≈ Lx) significantly limit the dynamics in
the x direction leading to a small scale motion which is very challenging to be recovered by ROM.
Moreover, the faster convergence of the position with respect to the velocity (that is exhibited by
all the three components) could be due to the fact that the particles are very close to each other, so
they collide very frequently by exchanging their momentum.

Fig. 7 shows an illustrative representation of the time evolution of the ROM solution for particle
position and velocity. Each Lagrangian point in Fig. 7 represents the reconstructed solution of
the three components of particle position. The color of each point depicts the magnitude of the
corresponding velocity. As for the Eulerian case, three different energy thresholds are considered:
δ = 50%, δ = 70% and δ = 90%. The corresponding POD modes numbers are reported in Tab. 2.
From the comparison with Fig. 2b, we observe that for δ = 50% the ROM is not able to detect the
right trend. Furthermore, some particles are located outside the computational domain along the y
direction. However, the higher the energy retained/POD modes considered, the higher the accuracy
of the ROM as can be observed in Fig. 7b (δ = 70%) and Fig. 7c (δ = 90%). In short, a very good
accuracy of ROM to identify the discrete phase and capture its dynamic can be appreciated when
δ = 90% (Fig. 7c).

Particle position Particle velocity
x̃ ỹ z̃ ũx ũy ũz

δ = 50% 10 4 4 190 99 49
δ = 70% 39 10 9 282 213 131
δ = 90% 183 33 31 384 355 313

Table 2. ROM validation - time reconstruction of the Lagrangian field: numbers of
POD numbers associated to the energy thresholds δ = 50%, δ = 70% and δ = 90%
for each component of the particle position and velocity.

Also in this case, at the aim to provide a more quantitative comparison, we compute the time
evolution of the L2-norm relative error between FOM and ROM for the particle position:

(29) EΦ(t) = 100 ·
||Φh(t)− Φr(t)||L2(Ω)

||Φh(t)||L2(Ω)
,
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(a) Time evolution for δ = 50%: t = 1 s (left), t = 2.5 s (center) and t = 4 s (right).
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(b) Time evolution for δ = 70%: t = 1 s (left), t = 2.5 s (center) and t = 4 s (right).
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(c) Time evolution for δ = 90%: t = 1 s (left), t = 2.5 s (center) and t = 4 s (right).

Figure 7. ROM validation - time reconstruction of the Lagrangian field: particle
position computed by ROM for three different energy tresholds δ = 50% (a), δ =
70% (b) and δ = 90% (c) at times t = 1 s (first column), t = 2.5 s (second column)
and t = 4 s (third column). The particles are colored based on the magnitude of
their velocity.
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(c) Particle position z̃

Figure 8. ROM validation - time reconstruction of the Lagrangian field: time
evolution of the L2-norm relative error (see eq. (29)) for different energy levels.

where Φh = {x̃, ỹ, z̃} is the field computed with the FOM and Φr = {x̃r, ỹr, z̃r} is the corresponding
field computed with the ROM. Again we consider three different values of δ: 50%, 70% and 90%.
The results are reported Fig. 8. As expected, the error is lower when a greater number POD modes
is considered for the reconstruction. For δ = 50%, an error of diverging-like behaviour for the final
time of the simulation, due to the lack of high order POD modes, is exhibited. On the other hand,
for δ = 70% such trend is mitigated and for δ = 90% it completely disappears. We report in Tab. 3
the statistics of the L2-norm relative error. We can observe that maximum, mean and minimum
errors halves moving from 50% to 70% and decrease of about one order of magnitude when reaching
the 90%.

Energy threshold δ = 50% δ = 70% δ = 90%

Mean Error (%) 23.93 12 1.56
Max Error (%) 51.97 25.08 5.92
Min Error (%) 11.46 5.31 0.26

Table 3. ROM validation - time reconstruction of the Lagrangian field: mean,
maximum and minimum values of the L2-norm relative error (see eq. (29)) by
using the 90% of the starting FOM database to train our ROM model for three
different energy thresholds.
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For further investigation, we also compare the FOM and ROM predictions of the particle bed
height Hbed computed as:

(30) Hbed =

∑np
i=1 z̃i
np

,

The results are shown in Fig. 9. As can be noted, we obtain a very good agreement between the
two solutions.

Finally, we comment on the computational cost. We ran the FOM and ROM simulations on an
11th Gen Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-11700 @ 2.50GHz 32GB RAM by using one processor. The FOM
simulation takes around 1.8e5 s, while the computation of reduced coefficients takes 0.11 s for ε, 0.24
s for x̃ and 0.54 s for ũ. Therefore, we obtain a global speed-up of 2e5.

We can conclude that overall our ROM technique shows a very good performance both in terms
of efficiency and accuracy in the time reconstruction of the Eulerian and Lagrangian flow fields,
provided that a sufficient number of POD modes and training high-fidelity snapshots are considered.
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Figure 9. ROM validation - time reconstruction of the Lagrangian field: time
evolution of the bed height (see eq. (30)) computed by FOM and ROM.

4.2. Parametrization with respect to the Stokes number Stk.
The Stokes number Stk, defined in eq. (14), represents a crucial parameter of the model. So, after
having investigated the ability of our ROM approach to reconstruct the time evolution of Eulerian
and Lagrangian fields, we build a parametric ROM with respect to Stk. In this context, it should be
noted that we limit to consider the Eulerian phase. We are going to address a complete parametric
framework including also the Lagrangian phase in a future work as reported in Sec. 5.

We choose a uniform sample distribution in the range Stk ∈ [200, 300]. To vary Stk we modify
the value of ρp. We consider 21 sampling points. For each value of Stk in such set, a simulation is
run for the entire time interval of interest, i.e. (0, 5]. Based on the results presented for the time
reconstruction, the snapshots are collected every 0.02 s, for a total number of 10500 snapshots. To
train the ROM we consider the 90% of the database for each simulation, i.e. 450 snapshots, randomly
chosen, resulting in a total of 9450 snapshots. The remaining ones are considered as validation set.
As already mentioned in the manuscript, two different PODI strategies are employed: the global
PODI and the local PODI (see Sec. 3).

The plot of the cumulative eigenvalues for the fluid volume fraction ε is shown in Fig. 10. For the
global PODI approach (a), we have truncated the plot at 5000 modes, since the 99.99% of the energy
is already reached for 3200 modes. However, we oberve that at least 1500 modes are necessary to
recover the 90% of the cumulative energy. On the other hand, concerning the local PODI (b), we
show the plot of the cumulative eigenvalues for the initial, mid and final value of Stk in the training
set, 200, 250 and 300 respectively. The comparison shows no significant difference between the three
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Figure 10. ROM validation - parametrization with respect to Stk: cumulative
eigenvalues for the fluid volume fraction ε by global PODI (a) and local PODI (b).

curves suggesting that the same number of modes needs to be considered to capture the same energy
threshold. In particular, 150 modes can capture the 90% of the energy for the whole range of Stk,
one order of magnitude in less than the global PODI.

We take Stk = 227 and Stk = 277 as testing points to evaluate the performance of the parametrized
ROM. A comparison between the two reconstructed solutions and the corresponding FOM is shown
in Fig. 11 and Fig. 12 for t = 1 s, t = 2.5 s and t = 4 s. As one can see, in both cases, the global
PODI is barely able to reconstruct the main patterns of flow field. The solution is affected by some
spurious oscillations. The situation changes using the local PODI which can capture more details
and partially damps the unphysical oscillations.

To introduce a more quantitative comparison, the time history of the L2-norm relative error
between FOM and ROM (eq. (28)) has been computed for both Stk = 227 and Stk = 277. The
plot is shown in Fig. 13 whilst Tab. 4 reports the values of the maximum, minimum and mean error.
From Fig. 13, we note that, except for the initial time of the simulation, the local PODI provides an
error lower than the global one. The maximum error decreases of about two times when one adopts
the local PODI. Also the mean error decreases passing from 17-18% to 12%.

Beyond the capability of local PODI to capture better the system dynamics, it is also much
cheaper in terms of CPU time of about one order of magnitude. Indeed the online phase associated
the local PODI takes around 9 s, while the global PODI requires 121 s.

So we can conclude that the local PODI basically performs better than the global one in a
parametric framework both in terms of efficiency and accuracy.

Stk 227 277

ROM approach Local PODI Global PODI Local PODI Global PODI
Mean Error (%) 12.2 18.1 12.1 17.2
Max Error (%) 19 33 23 32
Min Error (%) 4.3 0.6 0.4 0.1

Table 4. ROM validation - parametrization with respect to Stk: mean, maximum
and minimum values of the L2-norm relative error (eq. (28)) for the two testing
points Stk = 227 and Stk = 277 by local and global PODI.
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Figure 11. ROM validation - parametrization with respect to Stk: comparison
between FOM and ROM for Stk = 227 for three different time instances: t = 1
s (first raw), t = 2.5 s (second raw) and t = 4 s (third raw). The first column
represents the solution by global PODI, the second one the solution by local PODI
and the third one the solution by FOM.
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Figure 12. ROM validation - parametrization with respect to Stk: comparison
between FOM and ROM for Stk = 277 for three different time instances: t = 1
s (first raw), t = 2.5 s (second raw) and t = 4 s (third raw). The first column
represents the solution by global PODI, the second one the solution by local PODI
and the third one the solution by FOM.
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Figure 13. ROM validation - parametrization with respect to Stk: time evolution
of the L2-norm relative error (eq. (28)) for the two testing points.

5. Concluding remarks

This work presents a non-intrusive data-driven ROM based on a PODI approach for fast and
reliable CFD-DEM simulations.

Unlike the previous works [29, 30, 33], we choose a Finite Volume method because of its com-
putational efficiency making this study particularly appealing both for academic and industrial
applications where multi-phase systems are involved. We assessed our ROM approach through a
classical benchmark adopted for the validation of CFD-DEM solvers: a fluidized bed two-phase flow
system [18, 44, 46]. We found that our ROM can capture the unsteady flow features with a good
accuracy both for Eulerian and Lagrangian variables. We also performed a parametric study with
respect to the Stokes number for the Eulerian phase. In this context, we have compared two different
strategies: the global PODI and the local PODI.

Moving forward, we will take care to improve the ROM reconstruction of the CFD-DEM simula-
tions both in terms of efficiency and accuracy, especially in a parametric framework. At this aim, we
are going to adopt Machine Learning (ML)-based techniques for the detection of the non-linear be-
haviour exhibited by the FOM. In particular, we plan to use Autoencoders as an alternative to POD
that may capture, more efficiently, features or patterns in the high-fidelity model results [28, 19] and
Feed Forward Neural Networks (instead of RBFs) to map the reduced coefficients in the parameter
space [40, 26].
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