ELmx E5

ETFIIEBICE D K BEREMLY ARRERNDOHESTEICEA T 25T

1 EC®IC

AR, T IVHRIEIC 3D < R R B S R o Ay i
FERR DM BWEUEMRIT O T TIHEHINTWS. £
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T TR FIE T — M2 € DIk, Proper Orthogo-
nal Decomposition (Z & & KIS 25 73 22 F DOHEEE [6]
& Galerkin projection (Z & 2RO A L HETH D
M, BFEa & UTIEBRIAIICH 5 ITEFRk % 2 F
ENREINTEY, L YblF, Petrov-Galerkin pro-
jection 12 & B#EIkIZBId 255 [3, 2] X, HBDOHT
Z2[H % WG U e ORI D B Al 8 288 %2 Rk T & )
EHEZEM T B 2 & 2 ikADMIE [1] WEATH .

—HT, INHIZDWTEBED/NT 4 —< >V AI3FER
BHZZ LW 2O RHZR SR L OCOMRERTH Y, A5t
TIEING 2 DOILIRIZ O THORIIM S SR % 0
R T DHUEFTERI & > CTHEREZ 3 L 7=,

2 BEEFEOETIVIERFE
21 WRETEHZARANRE ZORERIL
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dU
ZIT, U:[0,T] - RN THY, Uy e RN [34#A%
e, f:RN RN 9%, £/, TO#BLIZE>T
BONBZAF—LELT,

rm@wm™y =0, UO =, (2)
#%2%. 22T, UM RN, ¢ . RN 5 RN ©
H5.
2.2 Galerkin projection

Galerkin projection Tl, V'V = I, %i7=9
DRV € RNXns & FWT
U(t) = Uy + Vz(t)

EWDIEAETY, (1) RISRAUZBmLENS VT
ZNTTC,

U(0) = U (1)

dz

3 =V fWo+V2),  20)=0 (3)

EUT, 2(t) LTI HERRZHWETS.
Galerkin projection (&, RIZAT Mz FD.

WIBIEMEEY 48166230 HWIE ALK
eEms WE FIR R

EI 2.1 (Carlberg et al. (2017)). V WEMERL S
VTV =1, #%ii7=3 &%, Galerkin projection I &
B, Ut) :=Uo+Vz(t) L4 RERLT
v _ arg min |jv — f(Uy + V2)||3.
dt vE€range(V)
2.3 Proper Orthogonal Decomposition
Proper Orthogonal Decomposition Tld, st &
DOBMEMIZHED S, WHEH V 20hET 2 6. B
REIZIE, o0 D R O B g 2 & FI I &2 BRE U 72
RZ NV (BUF, ZFw T ay ) 24750008
Y € RV Nenars D TH R SN2, Y ORGSR
EIToTHEOLNDERENZ MVDSH, HInd 2R
EMRRKI WV n, KEWRZEDE V EUTHMATS.
2.4 k3R 1: Petrov-Galerkin projection
Carlberg 51%, Galerkin projection (ZX}9 % K5k &
UT, @8 2.1 [TR U7 & D B/ FE U R DfEik T
3 <, (2) A

U™~y pyvaut)
EWVDEBLEMRAL ZERERIIH LT

min  |[r@Y L VAUM)|Z (1)
AU () cRns

AHEABILT AUM € R T2 RE2MET D
LW D, BER/NZFLLIOMEKEZREL, Petrov-
Galerkin projection &@# U7z [3]. 2D XD ITHKER
EHERNMET S Z LT, ALEARBBEIIN U T Galerkin
projection &Y & HEEZMEKOEB NG INT NS,
25 EER2: EHEHOZEOEE

Amsallem 5%, Petrov-Galerkin projection (Z& %
HEIROD SUIRT, DR/ 22 [ % M4 U e D RED 5 Fr
RBZE 2RI TE Y ERISEL TS 2 2 A5
FHEEZRELZ [1]. BAERKIZIE, k-means EIZE D7
FARY) Y ITTRNRY NvE N, D7 5 A 8125 E
U7z, overlap EIEIEND T I 27> THKI T AK
ML, TO/REI T ARIIDOWTATY ¥ ay b
1151 % fEE L, Proper Orthogonal Decomposition T
HRAYZER V; e RNXMs (j=1,...,N,) 2% 5. i
BE TIVORETIZ,

U ~ =1 4 V(U(nfl))AU(n)

EWVWSIEMOD T Petrov-Galerkin projection (Z & 2 #fd
WrEEZ, £ATYTTR UMY 28275 2ZOH0
D=2y RiF#EZIENY, REENT T AZDE
N7 % EIRT . &b, overlap &1, MEIKETIVOD
AR TH D EMN Y BhBOXEH 2O MNIT D
ZeERBHULAEBDT, £ ITARIIOWTHHT T A4
DFFART N —HEMNTH WD FHitE 2175,
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D 2 DOHBEIZEDINTITo /.

e st 1: Galerkin projection & Petrov-Galerkin

projection MDM:HELLER.

o Gfiml 2 1 B ZEEIREEE O R RMRGE.
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DFEFRTIL, Galerkin projection AMEAL & 72 254 M
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ou 02 53 0%u
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IR 2R RIZOVWTHR RS,

WA 08 = &% — 0 (2 = 0,L) , #IM%&MIE
u(z,0) = 0.1sin 27z + 0.01 cos4mz + 0.06 sindmx +
0.02cos10mx & L, "I A—=&XlEp =1, q =
0.001, r=1, L=1, T=3, Az =2.0x 1073 (N =
500+ 1), At = 1.0 x 1075, Nypaps = 300, N, = 3 &
UZz. BEBALOFIEICIE, BERRESE [4) 2 Wz,

Fel 1 OFERTIE, Galerkin projection (2 & % ik
D SR ABIEL X 172 — /5T Petrov-Galerkin projection
2 & DHER TR LRI E U - 288 %2 R g 2 & A3 Bi%E
X1, Petrov-Galerkin projection 23% % 2 i@ 2 F
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(a) Galerkin.
1: BMEHTFIETOT RV F— DR RHEFE.

A 2 OFERTIE, Mot E KIS LTWEIZE
Mbod, REBEBDOXA IV INRELTN, HEN
BT D HAMPHER I N (K2 27).

F7z, FRADINT XA — & % 2810 U TR D MGEE
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REERBRNBIEIND L EHDE, KL THE >
72 B FEE TIOVEER T EIE, Cahn-Hilliard AFERIZR U

(b) Petrov-Galerkin.

Local Petrov-Galerkin(25)
Local Petrov-Galerkin(30)
Full

2: THRIF—DRHFEE.
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HIgIRX N2 B bONTE 203, AFEORRIZ, €
TR E D H 72 RBR T DOMEDRE 2 HE
JTOMEMZIRMTL2EDTHD.
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AW TIE, ET VRO D CEERA ICHIEI N
T\ % Petrov-Galerkin projection (2 & % #fijk$s & O
BEE 2R OMEE L NS 2 DOHRIZDOWT, #d
B A2 R e T 28 HEFERZ@E L TEBOME
HE % FAf U 7.

Galerkin projection & Petrov-Galerkin projection
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