arXiv:2009.11862v1 [physics.comp-ph] 24 Sep 2020

Sparse nonlinear models of chaotic electroconvection

Yifei Guan^{1∗}, Steven L. Brunton^2, and Igor Novosselov^2

1 Department of Mechanical Engineering, Rice University, Houston, TX, 77005, United States 2 Department of Mechanical Engineering, University of Washington, Seattle, WA 98195, United States

Abstract

Convection is a fundamental fluid transport phenomenon, where the large-scale motion of a fluid is driven, for example, by a thermal gradient or an electric potential. Modeling convection has given rise to the development of chaos theory and the reduced-order modeling of multiphysics systems; however, these models have been limited to relatively simple thermal convection phenomena. In this work, we develop a reduced-order model for chaotic electroconvection at high electric Rayleigh number. The chaos in this system is related to the standard Lorenz model obtained from Rayleigh-Benard convection, although our system is driven by a more complex three-way coupling between the fluid, the charge density, and the electric field. Coherent structures are extracted from temporally and spatially resolved charge density fields via proper orthogonal decomposition (POD). A nonlinear model is then developed for the chaotic time evolution of these coherent structures using the sparse identification of nonlinear dynamics (SINDy) algorithm, constrained to preserve the symmetries observed in the original system. The resulting model exhibits the dominant chaotic dynamics of the original high-dimensional system, capturing the essential nonlinear interactions with a simple reduced-order model.

1 Introduction

In convection, a body force acting on the fluid can lead to the formation of coherent flow structures, with examples including thermal Rayleigh-Bénard convection (RBC) [1–4], surface tension driven Marangoni effects [5–7], solar magneto-convection [8, 9], magnetohydrodynamic convection [10, 11], and electroconvection (EC). Quantitative analysis of thermal convection phenomena was first offered by Lord Rayleigh in the early twentieth century [2]. The initially structured convective patterns were subjected to symmetry breaking perturbations and developed into chaotic motion when a critical parameter was reached. Lorenz, Fetter, and Hamilton^1 [12] later discovered a simple reduced-order model for RBC, explaining that the transition to chaotic flow is driven by a thermal gradient, i.e., a two-way coupling between the body force and the fluid motion. This landmark result changed how researchers view the role of numerical simulations and reduced-order modeling in science, and it established the modern field of chaos theory. However, this type of simplified dynamical system model has not yet been developed for convective systems with more complex coupling mechanisms. Electroconvection is a natural system to extend these analyses, as it involves a nontrivial three-way, multiphysics coupling between the fluid, the electric field, and the charge density. In this work, we demonstrate a modern data-driven approach to identify sparse nonlinear reduced-order models for electroconvection. Our approach, in many ways, automates the methods employed by Lorenz, leveraging recent techniques in sparse regression and optimization.

1Margaret Hamilton and Ellen Fetter were graduate students at MIT and assisted Lorenz in programming the LGP-30 computer that was used for simulations. Although Lorenz included them both in the acknowledgements of his papers, by modern standards, Hamilton and Fetter would likely be co-authors on the paper.

The earliest recorded electro-hydrodynamic (EHD) experiment dates back to the seventeenthcentury [13], and the phenomenon of electroconvection in EHD was first reported by G.I. Taylor, while describing the cellular convection in a liquid droplet [14]. Melcher later extended EHD theory to include EC, in what is now known as the Taylor-Melcher (TM) model. Since then, EC has been observed in other systems that exhibit coupling between electrostatic force and fluid motion. The term “electroconvection” has been used in several different contexts, including electro-kinetic instability (EKI) [15–17] and electro-hydrodynamic (EHD) convection [18–20]. EC patterns have also been observed in liquid crystals when induced by an alternating current [19, 21]. In chargeneutral electrokinetic (EK) systems, electroconvection is triggered by the electro-osmotic slip of the electrolyte in the electric double layer at membrane surfaces [15, 16, 22–26]. In non-equilibrium EHD systems [14, 27–34], poorly conductive and leaky dielectric fluid acquires unipolar charge injection at the interface in response to the electric field.

Chaotic flow in EHD convection was first observed and analyzed by Atten, Lacroix, and Malraison [28, 35]. They characterized two types of behaviors of the power spectra of the intensity fluctuations, identifying two scenarios: dominating viscous force or inertia. They later reported that chaotic charge mixing occurs even at low Reynolds number (Re), which in turn can be interpreted as the origin of EC chaos, leading to the onset of hydrodynamic turbulence [36]. The transition to chaos occurs in a variety of convective flow systems at high Rayleigh number (Ra), which is the ratio of body forces to viscous forces. Similar to chaotic RBC, chaotic EC is parameterized by a high electric Rayleigh number, also known as the Taylor number (T).

The stability of EC systems are now routinely studied with high-fidelity numerical simulations [29, 31, 32, 34, 37–40], resulting in large volumes of spatiotemporal data. Despite the highdimensional nature of these data, many phenomena in electroconvection and other systems may be characterized by the evolution of a few dominant coherent structures [41–43], or modes. Highdimensional simulations often obscure this simplicity, making optimization and control tasks prohibitively expensive [44]. Thus, there is a need for accurate and efficient reduced-order models that describe EC phenomena, similar to the Lorenz model for RBC [12]. The Lorenz model was obtained by Galerkin projection of the governing equations onto a dramatically reduced set of three modes, given by the first three Fourier modes proposed by Saltzman [45]. Since Lorenz, this approach has been applied extensively to RBC [46–54]. Instead of extracting these modes manually, modes are now typically extracted automatically, for example via proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) [41, 55–58]^2. Galerkin projection of the governing partial differential equation onto POD modes is a more modern approach to obtain a reduced set of ordinary differential equations [41, 64– 66]. Recently, it was shown that closely related nonlinear reduced-order models could be obtained for fluids purely from measurement data, and without recourse to the governing equations, by applying the sparse identification of nonlinear dynamics (SINDy) algorithm [67–70] to time-series data of POD mode amplitudes. Loiseau et al. [68, 69] showed that it is also possible to incorporate partially known physics, such as energy conservation, as a constraint in the SINDy regression.

In this work, we demonstrate a data-driven framework to obtain reduced-order models of EC, shown in Fig. 1. In particular, we examine a non-equilibrium system with unipolar charge injection and an external electric field. We first extract dominant coherent structures from DNS of the three-way coupled system, using POD. Strong symmetries are observed in the time evolution of the POD modes, and these symmetries are used as constraints to identify a sparse nonlinear model with SINDy. Surprisingly, we find that the resulting model captures the dominant dynamics using data from the charge density field alone.

2According to Lumley [57] and Holmes [41], POD was introduced independently at various times by several researchers, including Karhunen [59], Loeve [60], Pugachev [61], Obukhov [62], and Lorenz [63].

Electroconvection data POD modes Mode Coefficients

Charge density fields Sparse Model Constrained SINDy

Data POD SINDy time a_2 a_3 a_4 a_5

a_1

a_2

a_3

a_4

a_1 a_2 a_3

a_1 a_2 a_3 min_Ξ ‖ Ẋ − Θ(X)Ξ ‖^2 +λ ‖ Ξ ‖_1

subject to Cξ = d

Figure 1: Summary of nonlinear reduced-order modeling framework for electroconvection. Electroconvection data are taken from the high-fidelity TRT LBM simulation. POD is performed on the charge density field data to extract the dominant spatial coherent structures (modes) and time series (coefficients) for how the mode amplitudes evolve in time. A strong symmetry is observed in the POD coefficient time series. We enforce symmetries in the first three coefficients as constraints on the sparse identification of nonlinear dynamics (SINDy) algorithm. SINDy discovers a sparse nonlinear model to describe the evolution of the mode coefficients, and this model may be used to reconstruct the full charge density field as a linear combination of the corresponding POD modes.

2 Governing equations, dimensional analysis, and simulations

The governing equations for EHD driven flow with unipolar charge injection include the Navier- Stokes equations (NSE) with the electric forcing term F_e = −ρ_c∇ϕ in the momentum equation, the charge transport equation, and the Poisson equation for electric potential:

∇ · u^∗ = 0 (1a) ρ Du^∗ Dt^∗

= −∇P^∗ + μ∇^2u^∗ − ρ^∗_c ∇ϕ^∗ (1b) ∂ρ^∗_c ∂t^∗

= −∇ · [(u^∗ − μ_b∇ϕ^∗)ρ^∗_c − D_c∇ρ^∗_c ] (1c)

∇^2ϕ^∗ = − ρ^∗_c ϵ (1d)

where the asterisk denotes dimensional variables: the 2D velocity field u^∗ = (u^∗_x, u^∗_y), the fluid density ρ^∗, the static pressure P^∗, the charge density ρ^∗_c , and the electric potential ϕ^∗. The parameters are given by: the dynamic viscosity μ, the ion mobility μ_b, the ion diffusivity D_c, and the electric permittivity ϵ. The electric force acts as a source term in the momentum equation (1b) [71, 72]. The system can be non-dimensionalized [40] by introducing four dimensionless parameters [33, 34, 39]: M = (ϵ/ρ)^{1/2} μ_b

, T = ϵϕ_0 μμ_b

, C = ρ_0H^2 ϵϕ_0

, F e = μ_bϕ_0 D_c (2) where H is the distance between the electrodes (two plates infinite in x), ρ_0 is the injected charge density at the anode, and ϕ_0 is the voltage difference between the electrodes. In turn, the time t^∗ can be non-dimensionalized by H^2/(μ_bϕ_0), u^∗ – by the ion drift velocity u_{drift} = μ_bϕ_0/H, P^∗ – by

Table 1: Boundary conditions for the numerical simulations. Boundary Macro-variables Conditions Meso-variables Conditions x-direction Periodic Periodic Upper plate u = 0, ϕ = 0, ∂ρ_c/∂y = 0 LBM FBB scheme for f_i; ∂g_i/∂y = 0 Lower plate u = 0, ϕ = ϕ_0, ρ_c = ρ_0 LBM FBB for both f_i and g_i

ρ_0(μ_bϕ_0)^2/H^2, ϕ^∗ – by ϕ_0, and the charge density ρ^∗_c – by ρ_0. The physical interpretation of these parameters are as follows: M is the ratio between hydrodynamic mobility and the ionic mobility, T is the ratio between electric force to the viscous force, C is the charge injection level, and F e is the reciprocal of the charge diffusivity coefficient [33, 34].

The nondimensionalized form of the governing equations (1) are:

∇ · u = 0 (3a) Du Dt = −∇P +

M^2 T ∇^2u − CM^2ρ_c∇ϕ (3b)

∂ρ_c ∂t = −∇ · [(u − ∇ϕ)ρ_c − 1 F e ∇ρ_c] (3c)

∇^2ϕ = −Cρ_c (3d)

where variables without asterisk are dimensionless.

2.1 Direct numerical simulations

Several numerical approaches have been developed to study EHD, including finite-difference [29], particle-in-cell [37], and finite-volume methods with the total variation diminishing scheme [31, 32]. More recently, the lattice Boltzmann method (LBM) was used to predict the linear and finiteamplitude stability criteria of the subcritical bifurcation in the EC flow [34, 38]. A segregated solver was proposed that combines a two-relaxation time (TRT) LBM modeling of the fluid and charge transport, and a Fast Fourier Transform (FFT) Poisson solver for the electrical field[39, 40].

Due to its computational efficiency, direct numerical simulations in this study are performed using the TRT LBM approach to solve the transport equations for fluid flow and charge density, coupled to a fast Poisson solver for the electric potential [39, 40, 73]. The numerical method is implemented in C++ using CUDA GPU computing. A spatial resolution of 122 × 100 is used, balancing accuracy with efficiency; the number of threads in the x-direction in each GPU block is equal to the grid resolution in x, and the number of GPU blocks in the y-direction is equal to the grid resolution in y. FFT and IFFT operations are performed using the cuFFT library [74]. All variables are computed with double precision to reduce the truncation error. The numerical method was shown to be 2^{nd} order accurate in both time and space.

The non-dimensional parameters used in this study are C = 10, M = 10, T = 312.5, and F e = 4000. C = 10 corresponds to a strong charge injection; M = 10 and F e = 4000 correspond to the typical values of mobility and charge diffusivity of a dielectric liquid [33, 75]. T governs the viscosity of the flow, where T = 312.5 is near the onset of chaos. The macroscopic and mesoscopic boundary conditions are specified in Table 1. The no-slip boundary conditions are applied at both electrodes for fluid flow. A constant charge density at the anode (lower plate) represents a unipolar injection; a zero-diffusive flux condition ∇ρ_c = 0 at the cathode (upper plate) represents an outflowing current. A constant electric potential is applied at the anode; the cathode is grounded (ϕ = 0). At mesoscale (LBM scale), the discrete distribution function of velocity f_i(x, t) and charge density g_i(x, t) are used. The details on the transformations between macro-variables (u, ρ_c) and

Charge

Void

Region

Vortex pair

(a) Illustration of electroconvection

(b) Snapshots of charge density field

(c) POD modes (d) Amplitude

Time

Time, t

PC0

PC1

PC2

PC3

PC4

PC5

Figure 2: Electroconvection simulation data and proper orthogonal decmoposition. (a): Illustration of electroconvection of a dielectric fluid between parallel electrodes under strong unipolar injection; (b): Snapshots of charge density field used for POD analysis; (c,d): Mean charge density field and first 5 POD modes and amplitudes in time. (PC - principal component; PC0 is the mean field)

meso-variables (f_i, g_i) can be found in recent publications [39, 40]. The LBM full-way bounce-back (FBB) scheme is used for the Dirichlet (no-slip) boundary conditions for the fluid flow and charge density at the lower plate [34, 40]. The g_i Neumann boundary condition is set as a current outlet boundary condition for charge density transport [34, 39].

Fig. 2(a) shows an illustration of the charge density from the the electroconvection simulation, and Fig. 2(b) shows the unsteady nature of the ionic convection leading to electric field variation and consequently the unsteady flow patterns. This is apparent by examining the momentum equation, Eq. (3b), as the variance in the source term drives the instability in the flow if the viscosity term cannot dampen the flow fluctuations. For the chosen parameters C = 10, M = 10, T = 312.5, and F e = 4000, the flow is driven by a strong charge injection with a high electric force to viscous force ratio (T ). The irregular profiles of charge density represent states with an imbalance of electric force and viscous force.

a_3

a_1 a_2

a_2 a_3 a_1 a_3 a_1 a_2

3D phase portraits

(a_1, a_2, a_3)

2D projection Symmetries

(a_1, −a_2, a_3) (a_1, a_2, −a_3)

(a_1, −a_2, −a_3) (−a_1, a_3, a_2)

(−a_1, −a_3, −a_2) Figure 3: Symmetries in POD mode coefficients. Left: 3D phase portraits of the first 3 POD modes. Middle: 2D projection of the 3D phase portraits onto 2D planes; Right: Symmetry transformations of the 3D phase portraits, which imply symmetry in the underlying dynamical system.

3 Coherent structures and symmetries

We now extract dominant coherent structures and symmetries from the time resolved DNS data from above. In particular, we use POD to extract an orthogonal set of spatial modes from the charge density field, along with time series for how these mode amplitudes evolve in time; these modes and amplitudes are shown in Fig. 2(c,d). A spatially and temporally resolved data set is used with a time step of Δt = 0.005 from t = 0 to t = 1000. The 0^{th} POD mode (PC0) represents the charge density mean-field and does not vary with time. The 1^{st} POD mode (PC1) is strongly periodic in both space and time, with periodic structures corresponding to the two up-drifting ion channels between charge void regions, as shown in Fig. 2(a). During the simulation, the ion channels oscillate and can merge and separate, as shown in Fig. 2(b). The 2^{nd} and 3^{rd} POD modes (PC2,3) are a phase-shifted mode pair that contribute to the oscillation of the ion channels. Higher modes are not obviously paired, although they do correspond to spatial and temporal harmonics. POD was also computed on the other spatial fields, and structures were qualitatively similar.

Fig. 3 shows the trajectories of the first 3 POD coefficients (a_1, a_2, and a_3) and their projections onto 2D planes. These trajectories exhibit several strong symmetries, so that the system may be viewed as invariant with respect to the following transformations:

[a_1, a_2, a_3] ↔ [a_1, −a_2, a_3] ↔ [a_1, a_2, −a_3] ↔ [a_1, −a_2, −a_3] ↔ [−a_1, a_3, a_2] ↔ [−a_1, −a_3, −a_2]. (4)

These symmetries in the original system will be enforced in our sparse nonlinear models.

Note that POD and Galerkin projection have been widely applied to RBC, although analyses are limited for EC. Sirovich et al. applied POD to RBC to investigate the scaling of POD modes to Rayleigh number [46] and to specify the chaotic RBC with Liapunov and Karhunen-Loeve dimensions [47–49]. Low-dimensional dynamics and data compression were also considered [50]. To further investigate the low-dimensional model of RBC, Bailon-Cuda et al. performed Galerkin projection onto POD modes from DNS of turbulent RBC and found that a few hundred POD modes are required to qualitatively reproduce the large-scale turbulent convection [51–53]. Recently, Cai et al. developed a closure scheme for 2D RBC at high Ra number with POD-Galerkin models [54].

Data

Model

a_3 a_2

a_1

A B

C

D

E

F

FP-A

FP-B

Path C

Path D

Path E

Path F

Data POD SINDy Orbits

Loop 1

Loop 2

Loop 3

Loop 4

Figure 4: Comparison of full simulation and SINDy model for electroconvection. Left: 3D phase portraits of data from numerical simulation and from SINDy model; Middle: Charge density fields and their reconstructions by POD modes and SINDy model. The flow is charactereized by two fixed points, FP-A and FP-B, and there are four paths that are taken between these fixed points, labeled C-F. Right: Four different loops are formed by the four paths (C-F).

4 Sparse nonlinear reduced-order models

We now demonstrate the identification of a parsimonious nonlinear model for EC using the sparse identification of nonlinear dynamics (SINDy) [67] approach; results are summarized in Fig. 4. SINDy has been widely applied for model identification in a variety of applications, including chemical reaction dynamics [76], nonlinear optics [77], fluid dynamics [68–70, 78, 79] and turbulence modeling [80, 81], plasma convection [82], numerical algorithms [83], and structural modeling [84], among others [85–87]. Of particular note are its uses in identifying Lorenz-like dynamics from a thermosyphon simulation by Loiseau [70] and to identify a model for a nonlinear magnetohydrodynamic plasma system by Kaptanoglu et al. [88]. It has also been extended to handle more complex modeling scenarios such as partial differential equations [89, 90], systems with inputs or control [91], to enforce physical constraints [68], to identify models from corrupt or limited data [92, 93] and ensembles of initial conditions [94], and extending the formulation to include integral terms [95, 96], tensor representations [97, 98], deep autoencoders [99], and stochastic forcing [100, 101]; an open-source software package, PySINDy, has been developed to integrate a number of these innovations [102]. We will enforce the symmetries observed above as constraints, as in Loiseau and Brunton [68].

We apply SINDy to develop a sparse reduced-order model of electroconvection, in particular the evolution of the POD coefficients a_1(t), a_2(t), and a_3(t). First, we construct a data matrix X whose columns are time-series of a_1, a_2, and a_3, along with the corresponding matrix of time derivative, Ẋ:

X = � � � � � a_1(t_1) a_2(t_1) a_3(t_1) a_1(t_2) a_2(t_2) a_3(t_2) . . . . . . a_1(t_m) a_2(t_m) a_3(t_m)

� � � � � Ẋ = � � � � � ȧ_1(t_1) ȧ_2(t_1) ȧ_3(t_1) ȧ_1(t_2) ȧ_2(t_2) ȧ_3(t_2) . . . . . . ȧ_1(t_m) ȧ_2(t_m) ȧ_3(t_m)

� � � � � . (5)

Based on the data in X, a library of candidate nonlinear functions Θ(X) is constructed, containing functions that may describe the observed dynamics. This library is only limited by the user’s imagination, and may be guided by terms present in the overarching partial differential equation. For fluid systems, polynomials have been quite effective:

Θ(X) = [1 X X^2 · · · X^d] (6)

where the matrix X^d denotes a matrix with column vectors given by all possible time series of d^{th} degree polynomials in the state x = � a_1 a_2 a_3 � . SINDy develops reduced-order models by selecting the fewest columns of Θ(X) that add up in a linear combination to describe the derivatives in Ẋ:

Ẋ = Θ(X)Ξ (7)

where Ξ is the sparse coefficient matrix that denotes which columns of Θ are active, and hence, which terms are active in the dynamics. A parsimonious model will provide an accurate fit with as few terms as possible in Ξ. Such a model can be developed using a convex regression:

Ξ_k = argmin_Ξ′_k ‖ Ẋ_k − Θ(X)Ξ^′_k ‖_2 +λ ‖ Ξ^′_k ‖_1 (8)

where Ξ_k denotes the k^{th} column of Ξ. There are several algorithms to obtain a sparse model Ξ, and we use the sequential-thresholded least squares (STLS) algorithm [67]. Loiseau and Brunton [68] showed that it is also possible to incorporate known linear constraint equations in this regression:

min_Ξ ‖ Ẋ − Θ(X)Ξ ‖^2 +λ ‖ Ξ ‖_1 (9a) subject to Cξ = d (9b)

where ξ = Ξ(:) is the vectorized form of the sparse matrix of coefficients, and Cξ = d are linear equality constraints, which can be used to enforce symmetries and other known constraints, such as energy conservation. We perform SINDy on the POD coefficients a_i for i = 1, 2, 3 with the symmetries observed from the data shown in Fig. 3.

4.1 Enforcing symmetries in SINDy

As shown in Fig. 3, the trajectories remain nearly unchanged under the symmetry transformations in Eq. (4). These symmetries imply various constraints on the coefficients in Ξ, resulting in several terms that are zero and several other terms that must be related across the dynamics; these constraints are summarized in Table. 2.

The symmetry constraints are determined as follows. First we rewrite the unknown system as:

ȧ_1 = Θ(a_1, a_2, a_3)Ξ_1, (10a) ȧ_2 = Θ(a_1, a_2, a_3)Ξ_2, (10b) ȧ_3 = Θ(a_1, a_2, a_3)Ξ_3. (10c)

Table 2: Structure of the Ξ matrix.

a_1 a_2 a_3 a^2_1 a_1a_2 a_1a_3 a^2 a_2a_3 a^2_3 a^3_1 a^2_1a_2 a^2_1a_3 a_1a^2 a_1a_2a_3 a_1a^2_3 a^3_2 a^2a_3 a_2a^2_3 a^3 ȧ_1 ξ_1 ξ^∗_2 −ξ_2 ξ_3 ξ_4 ξ_4 ȧ_2 ξ_5 −ξ^∗_2 ξ_6 ξ_7 ξ_8 ȧ_3 ξ_5 ξ_2 ξ_6 ξ_8 ξ_7

For the first row, Eq. (10a), the equation is invariant to switching the sign of a_2 and/or a_3. Thus, the coefficients of the terms with odd powers of either a_2 or a_3 must vanish (ξ_{ij} corresponding to a^l_1a^m_2 a^n_3 where at least one of m and n is odd). From the observed symmetry [a_1, a_2, a_3] ↔ [−a_1, a_3, a_2], the coefficients ξ_{ij} corresponding to a^l_1a^m_2 a^n_3 should be set to zero where l is even and non-constrained where l is odd. The rest of the ξ_{ij} correspond to a^l_1a^m_2 a^n_3 where both m and n are even numbers, namely a_2a_2, a_3a_3, a_1a_2a_2, a_1a_3a_3. When a_1 is replaced by −a_1, a_2 and a_3 must be swapped for the equation to remain unchanged, so the coefficients ξ_{ij} for a_2a_2 and a_3a_3 should be equal and opposite and those for a_1a_2a_2 and a_1a_3a_3 should be identical.

The coefficients in the second and third rows, Eqs. (10b) and (10c), should be considered together. From the symmetry transformations a_2 ↔ −a_2 and a_3 ↔ −a_3, the coefficients ξ_{ij} corresponding to a^l_1a^m_2 a^n_3 in the equation of ȧ_2 and those corresponding to a^l_1a^n_2 a^m_3 in the equation of ȧ_3 vanish when m is even or n is odd. The rest of the coefficients ξ_{ij} in Eq. (10b) correspond to a^l_1a^m_2 a^n_3 where m is odd and n is even, namely a_2, a_1a_2, a_1a_1a_2, a_2a_2a_2, a_2a_3a_3. Similarly, the rest of the coefficients ξ_{ij} in Eq. (10c) correspond to a^l_1a^n_2 a^m_3 where n is even and m is odd, namely a_3, a_1a_3, a_1a_1a_3, a_2a_2a_3, a_3a_3a_3. From the observed symmetry [a_1, a_2, a_3] ↔ [−a_1, a_3, a_2], the coefficients ξij corresponding to a^l_1a^m_2 a^n_3 in Eq. (10b) and those corresponding to a^l_1a^n_2 a^m_3 in Eq. (10c) should be identical where l is even, and equal and opposite where l is odd.

We explicitly enforce these constraints in the SINDy regression. Each row of Table 2 represents each row of the Eq. (7). The blank entries represent zero’s and the each ξ_i represent one value, i.e. the entries with the same ξ_i should have the same values. To enforce the energy constraints as described by Loiseau [68], we set the coefficients with asterisk equal and opposite in Table 2.

The system is therefore:

ȧ_1 = ξ_1a_1 + ξ_2a^2 − ξ_2a^2_3 + ξ_3a^3_1 + ξ_4a_1a^2 + ξ_4a_1a^2_3 (11a) ȧ_2 = ξ_5a_2 − ξ_2a_1a_2 + ξ_6a^2_1a_2 + ξ_7a^3_2 + ξ_8a_2a^2_3 (11b) ȧ_3 = ξ_5a_3 + ξ_2a_1a_3 + ξ_6a^2_1a_3 + ξ_8a^2a_3 + ξ_7a^3. (11c)

To further take advantage of the symmetry, we augment the data with all symmetry-transformed copies of the data: X = [a_1, a_1, a_1, a_1, −a_1, −a_1, a_2, −a_2, a_2, −a_2, a_3, −a_3, a_3, a_3, −a_3, −a_3, a_2, −a_2]. For the mildly chaotic EC system in a dielectric liquid driven by a strong charge injection, specified by C = 10, M = 10, T = 312.5, and F e = 4000, the resulting sparse nonlinear model is:

ȧ_1 = 0.77a_1 + 0.57a^2 − 0.57a^2_3 − 0.017a^3_1 + 0.043a_1a^2 + 0.043a_1a^2_3 (12a) ȧ_2 = −1.54a_2 − 0.57a_1a_2 + 0.0059a^2_1a_2 − 0.014a^3_2 + 0.18a_2a^2_3 (12b) ȧ_3 = −1.54a_3 + 0.57a_1a_3 + 0.0059a^2_1a_3 + 0.18a^2a_3 − 0.014a^3. (12c)

4.2 Reconstruction of the charge density field

The results from the SINDy model are depicted in Fig. 4. The reduced-order model accurately captures the qualitative behavior of the system, characterized by four paths connecting two fixed points, denoted A and B in the figure. The system pseudo-randomly chooses each of the two paths starting at a given fixed point, resulting in the four orbits shown in Fig. 4 (right); this behavior closely matches the behavior of the full high-dimensional system. Further, the SINDy model may be used to recombine POD modes to approximate the high-dimensional dynamics around these fixed points and connecting paths. The SINDy reconstruction faithfully captures the truncated POD approximation of the true system; thus, a better model cannot be obtained without including more POD modes in the expansion.

5 Conclusions and discussion

In this work, we developed a data-driven reduced-order model for chaotic electroconvection. Our approach is reminiscent of that employed by Lorenz to model Rayleigh-Benard convection, although dimensionality reduction and nonlinear model identification procedures are automated and do not require recourse to the governing equations. In particular, we investigate spatiotemporal data from direct numerical simulations of the three-way coupling between the fluid, charge density, and electric field that give rise to chaotic electroconvection. We extract coherent structures from the charge density field using POD, and we develop a nonlinear model for how the POD mode amplitudes evolve in time using the SINDy modeling framework. Critically, we identify several symmetries in the time-series data, which we later enforce as constraints in the SINDy algorithm, dramatically reducing the search space of candidate models. The resulting model faithfully captures the dominant behavior of the leading POD modes, including chaotic switching in the time series that corresponds to chaotic convection in the full field. Because the nonlinear model is sparse and is formulated in terms of a few key spatial modes, it is interpretable by construction and may be less prone to overfitting compared to deep learning. Thus, we demonstrate the ability of automated model discovery techniques to uncover interpretable dynamical systems models for convective phenomena with more complex three-way coupling than the original Lorenz model of RBC.

There are a number of natural extensions and future directions suggested by this work. Threedimensional flows and experimental measurements would provide challenging tests to the methodology and may point out limitations that require further development. Although the present work only considered data from the charge density, incorporating information from the three fluid, electric, and charge density fields is the subject of ongoing research. This will require developing a dimensionally consistent POD, as has been done for compressible flows [103] and magnetohydrodynamics [88]. This modeling framework is also amenable to including the effect of varying parameters, which could result in a parameterized nonlinear model that would enable more sophisticated design optimization and the prediction of bifurcation events; however, incorporating a parameter into the model increases the size of the library of candidate functions and requires more training data. Increasing the number of POD modes in the model will also likely increase the fidelity of the prediction, for example enabling the modeling of subtle secondary effects in the data. However, when additional POD modes are added, it will be necessary to automatically extract symmetries and determine what constraints these symmetries impose on the candidate library. This challenge fits into the broader literature of symmetry reduction [104]. Finally, using these models for design, optimization, and control will be a true test of the model.

6 Acknowledgements

SLB acknowledges funding from the Army Research Office (ARO W911NF-19-1-0045). The authors would also like to acknowledge fruitful discussions with Jared Callaham, Alan Kaptanoglu, Nathan Kutz, and Jean-Christophe Loiseau. This work was partially supported by the National Institutes of Health (grant numbers: NIBIB U01 EB021923, NIBIB R42ES026532 subcontract to UW).

References

[1] H. Bénard, “Les tourbillons cellulaires dans une nappe liquide,” Rev. Gen. Sci. Pures Appl., vol. 11, pp. 1261–1271, 1900.

[2] L. Rayleigh, “Lix. on convection currents in a horizontal layer of fluid, when the higher temperature is on the under side,” The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Philosophical Magazine and Journal of Science, vol. 32, no. 192, pp. 529–546, 1916.

[3] S. Chandrasekhar, Hydrodynamic and hydromagnetic stability. Courier Corporation, 2013. [4] A. Pandey, J. D. Scheel, and J. Schumacher, “Turbulent superstructures in rayleigh-bénard convection,” Nature communications, vol. 9, no. 1, pp. 1–11, 2018.

[5] C. Marangoni, Sull’espansione delle goccie d’un liquido galleggianti sulla superfice di altro liquido, 1865.

[6] J. W. Gibbs, “On the equilibrium of heterogeneous substances,” American Journal of Science, no. 96, pp. 441–458, 1878.

[7] F. Girard, M. Antoni, and K. Sefiane, “On the effect of marangoni flow on evaporation rates of heated water drops,” Langmuir, vol. 24, no. 17, pp. 9207–9210, 2008.

[8] J. Borrero, S. Jafarzadeh, M. Schüssler, and S. Solanki, “Solar magnetoconvection and small-scale dynamo,” Space Science Reviews, vol. 210, no. 1-4, pp. 275–316, 2017.

[9] J.-F. Cossette, P. Charbonneau, P. K. Smolarkiewicz, and M. P. Rast, “Magnetically modulated heat transport in a global simulation of solar magneto-convection,” The Astrophysical Journal, vol. 841, no. 1, p. 65, 2017.

[10] N. Riley, “Magnetohydrodynamic free convection,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics, vol. 18, no. 4, pp.

577–586, 1964.

[11] K. Pradhan and A. Guha, “Cfd solutions for magnetohydrodynamic natural convection over horizontal and vertical surfaces,” Journal of Molecular Liquids, vol. 236, pp. 465–476, 2017.

[12] E. N. Lorenz, “Deterministic nonperiodic flow,” Journal of the atmospheric sciences, vol. 20, no. 2, pp. 130–141, 1963.

[13] D. Saville, “Electrohydrodynamics: the taylor-melcher leaky dielectric model,” Annual review of fluid mechanics, vol. 29, no. 1, pp. 27–64, 1997.

[14] G. I. Taylor, “Studies in electrohydrodynamics. i. the circulation produced in a drop by an electric field,” Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series A. Mathematical and Physical Sciences, vol. 291, no. 1425, pp. 159–166, 1966.

[15] B. Zaltzman and I. Rubinstein, “Electro-osmotic slip and electroconvective instability,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics, vol. 579, pp. 173–226, 2007.

[16] V. S. Pham, Z. Li, K. M. Lim, J. K. White, J. Han et al., “Direct numerical simulation of electroconvective instability and hysteretic current-voltage response of a permselective membrane,” Physical Review E, vol. 86, no. 4, p. 046310, 2012.

[17] C. Druzgalski and A. Mani, “Statistical analysis of electroconvection near an ion-selective membrane in the highly chaotic regime,” Physical Review Fluids, vol. 1, no. 7, p. 073601, 2016.

[18] M. Dennin, G. Ahlers, and D. S. Cannell, “Chaotic localized states near the onset of electroconvection,” Physical review letters, vol. 77, no. 12, p. 2475, 1996.

[19] ——, “Spatiotemporal chaos in electroconvection,” Science, vol. 272, no. 5260, pp. 388–390, 1996. [20] K. Luo, J. Wu, H.-L. Yi, and H.-P. Tan, “Three-dimensional finite amplitude electroconvection in dielectric liquids,” Physics of Fluids, vol. 30, no. 2, p. 023602, 2018.

[21] M. Dennin, M. Treiber, L. Kramer, G. Ahlers, and D. S. Cannell, “Origin of traveling rolls in electroconvection of nematic liquid crystals,” Physical review letters, vol. 76, no. 2, p. 319, 1996.

[22] I. Rubinstein and B. Zaltzman, “Electro-osmotically induced convection at a permselective membrane,” Physical Review E, vol. 62, no. 2, p. 2238, 2000.

[23] R. Kwak, V. S. Pham, K. M. Lim, and J. Han, “Shear flow of an electrically charged fluid by ion concentration polarization: Scaling laws for electroconvective vortices,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 110, p. 114501, Mar 2013. [Online]. Available: https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.114501 [24] S. M. Davidson, M. B. Andersen, and A. Mani, “Chaotic induced-charge electro-osmosis,” Physical review letters, vol. 112, no. 12, p. 128302, 2014.

[25] I. Rubinstein and B. Zaltzman, “Equilibrium electroconvective instability,” Physical review letters, vol.

114, no. 11, p. 114502, 2015.

[26] S. Kang and R. Kwak, “Pattern formation of three-dimensional electroconvection on a charge selective surface,” Physical Review Letters, vol. 124, no. 15, p. 154502, 2020.

[27] D. C. Jolly and J. R. Melcher, “Electroconvective instability in a fluid layer,” Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. A. Mathematical and Physical Sciences, vol. 314, no. 1517, pp. 269–283, 1970.

[28] B. Malraison and P. Atten, “Chaotic behavior of instability due to unipolar ion injection in a dielectric liquid,” Physical Review Letters, vol. 49, no. 10, p. 723, 1982.

[29] A. Castellanos and P. Atten, “Numerical modeling of finite amplitude convection of liquids subjected to unipolar injection,” IEEE transactions on industry applications, no. 5, pp. 825–830, 1987.

[30] P. Tsai, Z. A. Daya, and S. W. Morris, “Aspect-ratio dependence of charge transport in turbulent electroconvection,” Physical review letters, vol. 92, no. 8, p. 084503, 2004.

[31] P. Traoré and A. Pérez, “Two-dimensional numerical analysis of electroconvection in a dielectric liquid subjected to strong unipolar injection,” Physics of Fluids, vol. 24, no. 3, p. 037102, 2012.

[32] J. Wu, P. Traoré, P. A. Vázquez, and A. T. Pérez, “Onset of convection in a finite two-dimensional container due to unipolar injection of ions,” Physical Review E, vol. 88, no. 5, p. 053018, 2013.

[33] M. Zhang, F. Martinelli, J. Wu, P. J. Schmid, and M. Quadrio, “Modal and non-modal stability analysis of electrohydrodynamic flow with and without cross-flow,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics, vol. 770, pp. 319–349, 2015.

[34] K. Luo, J. Wu, H.-L. Yi, and H.-P. Tan, “Lattice boltzmann model for coulomb-driven flows in dielectric liquids,” Physical Review E, vol. 93, no. 2, p. 023309, 2016.

[35] P. Atten, J. Lacroix, and B. Malraison, “Chaotic motion in a coulomb force driven instability: large aspect ratio experiments,” Physics Letters A, vol. 79, no. 4, pp. 255–258, 1980.

[36] A. Pérez and A. Castellanos, “Laminar chaotic transport of charge in finite-amplitude electroconvection,” Physical Review A, vol. 44, no. 10, p. 6659, 1991.

[37] R. Chicón, A. Castellanos, and E. Martin, “Numerical modelling of coulomb-driven convection in insulating liquids,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics, vol. 344, pp. 43–66, 1997.

[38] K. Luo, J. Wu, H.-L. Yi, L.-H. Liu, and H.-P. Tan, “Hexagonal convection patterns and their evolutionary scenarios in electroconvection induced by a strong unipolar injection,” Physical Review Fluids, vol. 3, no. 5, p. 053702, 2018.

[39] Y. Guan and I. Novosselov, “Two relaxation time lattice boltzmann method coupled to fast fourier transform poisson solver: Application to electroconvective flow,” Journal of computational physics, vol. 397, p. 108830, 2019.

[40] ——, “Numerical analysis of electroconvection in cross-flow with unipolar charge injection,” Physical Review Fluids, vol. 4, no. 10, p. 103701, 2019.

[41] P. Holmes, J. L. Lumley, G. Berkooz, and C. W. Rowley, Turbulence, coherent structures, dynamical systems and symmetry. Cambridge university press, 2012.

[42] K. Taira, S. L. Brunton, S. Dawson, C. W. Rowley, T. Colonius, B. J. McKeon, O. T. Schmidt, S. Gordeyev, V. Theofilis, and L. S. Ukeiley, “Modal analysis of fluid flows: An overview,” AIAA Journal, vol. 55, no. 12, pp. 4013–4041, 2017.

[43] K. Taira, M. S. Hemati, S. L. Brunton, Y. Sun, K. Duraisamy, S. Bagheri, S. Dawson, and C.-A. Yeh, “Modal analysis of fluid flows: Applications and outlook,” AIAA Journal, vol. 58, no. 3, pp. 998–1022, 2020.

[44] S. L. Brunton, B. R. Noack, and P. Koumoutsakos, “Machine learning for fluid mechanics,” Annual Review of Fluid Mechanics, vol. 52, pp. 477–508, 2020.

[45] B. Saltzman, “Finite amplitude free convection as an initial value problemÂąÂłi,” Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences, vol. 19, no. 4, pp. 329–341, 1962.

[46] A. E. Deane and L. Sirovich, “A computational study of rayleigh–bénard convection. part 1. rayleighnumber scaling,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics, vol. 222, pp. 231–250, 1991.

[47] L. Sirovich and H. Park, “Turbulent thermal convection in a finite domain: Part i. theory,” Physics of Fluids A: Fluid Dynamics, vol. 2, no. 9, pp. 1649–1658, 1990.

[48] H. Park and L. Sirovich, “Turbulent thermal convection in a finite domain: Part ii. numerical results,” Physics of Fluids A: Fluid Dynamics, vol. 2, no. 9, pp. 1659–1668, 1990.

[49] L. Sirovich and A. E. Deane, “A computational study of rayleigh–bénard convection. part 2. dimension considerations,” Journal of fluid mechanics, vol. 222, pp. 251–265, 1991.

[50] L. Sirovich, M. Maxey, and H. Tarman, “An eigenfunction analysis of turbulent thermal convection,” in Turbulent Shear Flows 6. Springer, 1989, pp. 68–77.

[51] J. Bailon-Cuba, M. S. Emran, and J. Schumacher, “Aspect ratio dependence of heat transfer and large-scale flow in turbulent convection,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics, vol. 655, pp. 152–173, 2010.

[52] J. Bailon-Cuba and J. Schumacher, “Low-dimensional model of turbulent rayleigh-bénard convection in a cartesian cell with square domain,” Physics of Fluids, vol. 23, no. 7, p. 077101, 2011.

[53] J. Bailon-Cuba, O. Shishkina, C. Wagner, and J. Schumacher, “Low-dimensional model of turbulent mixed convection in a complex domain,” Physics of Fluids, vol. 24, no. 10, p. 107101, 2012.

[54] W. Cai, H. Ma, Y. Wang, J. Chen, X. Zheng, and H. Zhang, “Development of pod reduced-order model and its closure scheme for 2d rayleigh–bénard convection,” Applied Mathematical Modelling, vol. 66, pp. 562–575, 2019.

[55] J. Lumley, “The structure of inhomogeneous turbulence. atmospheric turbulence and wave propagation,” AM Yaglom, VI Tatarski, pp. 166–178, 1967.

[56] G. Berkooz, P. Holmes, and J. L. Lumley, “The proper orthogonal decomposition in the analysis of turbulent flows,” Annual review of fluid mechanics, vol. 25, no. 1, pp. 539–575, 1993.

[57] J. L. Lumley, Stochastic tools in turbulence. Courier Corporation, 2007.

[58] S. L. Brunton and J. N. Kutz, Data-driven science and engineering: Machine learning, dynamical systems, and control. Cambridge University Press, 2019.

[59] K. Karhunen, “Zur spektraltheorie stochastischer prozesse,” Ann. Acad. Sci. Fennicae, AI, vol. 34, 1946.

[60] M. Loève, “Functions aléatoire de second ordre,” Comptes Rendus Acad. Sci. Paris, vol. 220, 1945. [61] V. S. Pugachev, “The general theory of correlation of random functions,” Izvestiya Rossiiskoi Akademii Nauk. Seriya Matematicheskaya, vol. 17, no. 5, pp. 401–420, 1953.

[62] A. Obukhov, “Statistical description of continuous fields,” Transactions of the Geophysical International Academy Nauk USSR, vol. 24, no. 24, pp. 3–42, 1954.

[63] E. N. Lorenz, “Empirical orthogonal functions and statistical weather prediction,” 1956. [64] C. R. Doering and J. D. Gibbon, Applied analysis of the Navier-Stokes equations. Cambridge University Press, 1995, vol. 12.

[65] B. R. Noack, K. Afanasiev, M. Morzyński, G. Tadmor, and F. Thiele, “A hierarchy of low-dimensional models for the transient and post-transient cylinder wake,” J. Fluid Mech., vol. 497, pp. 335–363, 2003.

[66] R. Temam, Infinite-dimensional dynamical systems in mechanics and physics. Springer Science & Business Media, 2012, vol. 68.

[67] S. L. Brunton, J. L. Proctor, and J. N. Kutz, “Discovering governing equations from data by sparse identification of nonlinear dynamical systems,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, vol. 113, no. 15, pp. 3932–3937, 2016.

[68] J.-C. Loiseau and S. L. Brunton, “Constrained sparse galerkin regression,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics, vol. 838, pp. 42–67, 2018.

[69] J.-C. Loiseau, B. R. Noack, and S. L. Brunton, “Sparse reduced-order modeling: sensor-based dynamics to full-state estimation,” J. Fluid Mech., vol. 844, pp. 459–490, 2018.

[70] J.-C. Loiseau, “Data-driven modeling of the chaotic thermal convection in an annular thermosyphon,” Theoretical and Computational Fluid Dynamics, pp. 1–27, 2020.

[71] Y. Guan, R. S. Vaddi, A. Aliseda, and I. Novosselov, “Analytical model of electro-hydrodynamic flow in corona discharge,” Physics of plasmas, vol. 25, no. 8, p. 083507, 2018.

[72] ——, “Experimental and numerical investigation of electrohydrodynamic flow in a point-to-ring corona discharge,” Physical Review Fluids, vol. 3, no. 4, p. 043701, 2018.

[73] Y. Guan, J. Riley, and I. Novosselov, “Three-dimensional electroconvective vortices in cross flow,” Physical Review E, vol. 101, no. 3, p. 033103, 2020.

[74] N. Goodnight, “Cuda/opengl fluid simulation,” NVIDIA Corporation, 2007. [75] P. Traoré, A. Pérez, D. Koulova, and H. Romat, “Numerical modelling of finite-amplitude electrothermo-convection in a dielectric liquid layer subjected to both unipolar injection and temperature gradient,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics, vol. 658, pp. 279–293, 2010.

[76] M. Hoffmann, C. Fröhner, and F. Noé, “Reactive SINDy: Discovering governing reactions from concentration data,” Journal of Chemical Physics, vol. 150, no. 025101, 2019.

[77] M. Sorokina, S. Sygletos, and S. Turitsyn, “Sparse identification for nonlinear optical communication systems: SINO method,” Optics express, vol. 24, no. 26, pp. 30 433–30 443, 2016.

[78] Y. El Sayed M, R. Semaan, and R. Radespiel, “Sparse modeling of the lift gains of a high-lift configuration with periodic coanda blowing,” in 2018 AIAA Aerospace Sciences Meeting, 2018, p. 1054.

[79] N. Deng, B. R. Noack, M. Morzynski, and L. R. Pastur, “Low-order model for successive bifurcations of the fluidic pinball,” Journal of fluid mechanics, vol. 884, no. A37, 2020.

[80] M. Schmelzer, R. P. Dwight, and P. Cinnella, “Discovery of algebraic reynolds-stress models using sparse symbolic regression,” Flow, Turbulence and Combustion, vol. 104, no. 2, pp. 579–603, 2020.

[81] S. Beetham and J. Capecelatro, “Formulating turbulence closures using sparse regression with embedded form invariance,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.12884, 2020.

[82] M. Dam, M. Brøns, J. Juul Rasmussen, V. Naulin, and J. S. Hesthaven, “Sparse identification of a predator-prey system from simulation data of a convection model,” Physics of Plasmas, vol. 24, no. 2, p. 022310, 2017.

[83] S. Thaler, L. Paehler, and N. A. Adams, “Sparse identification of truncation errors,” Journal of Computational Physics, vol. 397, p. 108851, 2019.

[84] Z. Lai and S. Nagarajaiah, “Sparse structural system identification method for nonlinear dynamic systems with hysteresis/inelastic behavior,” Mechanical Systems and Signal Processing, vol. 117, pp. 813–842, 2019.

[85] A. Narasingam and J. S.-I. Kwon, “Data-driven identification of interpretable reduced-order models using sparse regression,” Computers & Chemical Engineering, vol. 119, pp. 101–111, 2018.

[86] B. de Silva, D. M. Higdon, S. L. Brunton, and J. N. Kutz, “Discovery of physics from data: Universal laws and discrepancy models,” Frontiers in Artificial Intelligence, vol. 3, p. 25, 2020.

[87] S. Pan, N. Arnold-Medabalimi, and K. Duraisamy, “Sparsity-promoting algorithms for the discovery of informative koopman invariant subspaces,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2002.10637, 2020.

[88] A. A. Kaptanoglu, K. D. Morgan, C. J. Hansen, and S. L. Brunton, “Physics-constrained, low-dimensional models for MHD: First-principles and data-driven approaches,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2004.10389, 2020.

[89] H. Schaeffer, “Learning partial differential equations via data discovery and sparse optimization,” Proc.

R. Soc. A, vol. 473, no. 2197, 2017.

[90] S. H. Rudy, S. L. Brunton, J. L. Proctor, and J. N. Kutz, “Data-driven discovery of partial differential equations,” Science Advances, vol. 3, no. e1602614, 2017.

[91] E. Kaiser, J. N. Kutz, and S. L. Brunton, “Sparse identification of nonlinear dynamics for model predictive control in the low-data limit,” Proceedings of the Royal Society of London A, vol. 474, no. 2219, 2018.

[92] G. Tran and R. Ward, “Exact recovery of chaotic systems from highly corrupted data,” Multiscale Modeling & Simulation, vol. 15, no. 3, pp. 1108–1129, 2017.

[93] H. Schaeffer, G. Tran, and R. Ward, “Extracting sparse high-dimensional dynamics from limited data,” SIAM Journal on Applied Mathematics, vol. 78, no. 6, pp. 3279–3295, 2018.

[94] K. Wu and D. Xiu, “Numerical aspects for approximating governing equations using data,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1809.09170, 2018.

[95] H. Schaeffer and S. G. McCalla, “Sparse model selection via integral terms,” Phys. Rev. E, vol. 96, no. 2, p. 023302, 2017.

[96] P. A. Reinbold, D. R. Gurevich, and R. O. Grigoriev, “Using noisy or incomplete data to discover models of spatiotemporal dynamics,” Physical Review E, vol. 101, no. 1, p. 010203, 2020.

[97] P. Gelß, S. Klus, J. Eisert, and C. Schütte, “Multidimensional approximation of nonlinear dynamical systems,” Journal of Computational and Nonlinear Dynamics, vol. 14, no. 6, 2019.

[98] A. Goeßmann, M. Götte, I. Roth, R. Sweke, G. Kutyniok, and J. Eisert, “Tensor network approaches for learning non-linear dynamical laws,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2002.12388, 2020.

[99] K. Champion, B. Lusch, J. N. Kutz, and S. L. Brunton, “Data-driven discovery of coordinates and governing equations,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, vol. 116, no. 45, pp. 22 445– 22 451, 2019.

[100] L. Boninsegna, F. Nüske, and C. Clementi, “Sparse learning of stochastic dynamical equations,” The Journal of Chemical Physics, vol. 148, no. 24, p. 241723, 2018.

[101] J. L. Callaham, J.-C. Loiseau, G. Rigas, and S. L. Brunton, “Nonlinear stochastic modeling with langevin regression,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2009.01006, 2020.

[102] B. de Silva, K. Champion, M. Quade, J.-C. Loiseau, J. Kutz, and S. Brunton, “Pysindy: A python package for the sparse identification of nonlinear dynamical systems from data,” Journal of Open Source Software, vol. 5, p. 2104.

[103] C. W. Rowley, T. Colonius, and R. M. Murray, “Model reduction for compressible flows using POD and Galerkin projection,” Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena, vol. 189, no. 1-2, pp. 115–129, 2004.

[104] J. E. Marsden and T. S. Ratiu, Introduction to mechanics and symmetry, 2nd ed. Springer-Verlag, 1999.