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The accurate and fast prediction of long-term dynamics of turbulence presents a signifi-

cant challenge for both traditional numerical simulations and machine learning methods.

In recent years, the emergence of neural operators has provided a promising approach to

address this issue. The implicit U-Net enhanced Fourier neural operator (IU-FNO) has suc-

cessfully demonstrated long-term stable predictions for three-dimensional incompressible

turbulence. In this study, we extend this method to the three-dimensional chemically react-

ing compressible turbulence. Numerical results show that the IU-FNO model predicts flow

dynamics significantly faster than the traditional dynamic Smagorinsky model (DSM) used

in large eddy simulation (LES). In terms of prediction accuracy, the IU-FNO framework

outperforms the traditional DSM in predicting the energy spectra of velocity, temperature,

and density, the probability density functions (PDFs) of vorticity and velocity increments,

and instantaneous spatial structures of temperature. Therefore, the IU-FNO represents a

highly promising approach for predicting chemically reacting compressible turbulence.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Turbulent flows are ubiquitous in natural phenomena and anthropogenic activities, including

meteorology, air pollution, aerospace engineering, and industrial production.1 There are three

primary numerical methods for turbulence: direct numerical simulation (DNS)2,3, Reynolds-

averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS)4,5 simulations, and large eddy simulation (LES)6,7. Since the

DNS method resolves all scales of the flow field, its application at high Reynolds numbers re-

mains impractical.8,9 RANS methods employ time-averaging to eliminate the need for resolving

turbulent fluctuations and significantly reduce computational cost, hence they are widely applied in

industrial applications.10–15 LES adopts a compromise approach by directly resolving large-scale

flow structures while modeling the smaller scales, thus reducing computational cost while preserv-

ing the fluctuating nature of the turbulent flow.6,16–24 Numerous subgrid-scale (SGS) models have

been proposed for large eddy simulation, including the Smagorinsky model(SM)16, the dynamic

Smagorinsky model (DSM)16, the velocity gradient model25, the scale-similarity models26, the

dynamic mixed model (DMM)27,28, and the dynamic SGS models based on multiscale properties

of turbulence29,30.

Recently, various machine learning-based methods for flow field prediction have emerged.31–54

Particularly, increasing attention is being focused on machine learning approach for direct pre-

dictions of the entire flow field. The relevant approaches include recurrent neural networks and

long short-term memory methods55,56, physics-informed neural network (PINN) methods57,58, and

neural operators49,59–67. For example, Han et al. utilized convolutional neural networks and long

short-term memory frameworks to predict fluid-structure interaction56,68. Raissi et al. introduced

the concept of incorporating physical equations to constrain the loss function, achieving promising

results in the solution of various nonlinear partial differential equations57. Wang et al. introduced

trainable spectral filters into the coupled model of Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) and

large eddy simulation (LES), and subsequently employed a corresponding U-Net architecture to

predict meteorological data69.

However, most neural networks establish input-output pairs directly in finite-dimensional Eu-

clidean space, which makes it challenging for these methods to generalize to more complex flows

and varying boundary conditions. The Fourier neural operator (FNO) proposed by Li et al.59 al-

lows for learning the mapping of datasets in infinite space by transforming the data into Fourier
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space. The FNO has achieved an accurate predictive performance in various scenarios, includ-

ing the Burgers equation, Darcy flow, and the Navier-Stokes equations. Since Li et al., the FNO

method has been widely applied in turbulence-related studies64,70–77. Peng et al.64 introduced

an attention mechanism within the FNO framework, thereby enhancing the prediction accuracy

of instantaneous flow field structures. Wen et al.70 incorporated a U-Net structure into the FNO

framework, resulting in improved prediction accuracy for the small-scale components of the flow.

You et al.71 introduced implicit recursions into the FNO framework, thereby reducing the model’s

parameter requirements. Cao et al.75 proposed the spectral Fourier neural operator (SFNO), which

fine-tunes the final linear spectral convolution layer without performing frequency truncation.

Chen et al.77 proposed a novel physics-enhanced neural operator (PENO) that integrates physi-

cal knowledge from partial differential equations for accurate predictions, while also introducing

a self-enhancement mechanism to further reduce cumulative errors in long-term simulations. Tran

et al.73 developed a factorized-Fourier neural operator (F-FNO) based on the FNO framework,

significantly enhancing the prediction accuracy for the Navier-Stokes equations.

The FNO methods have been widely applied in turbulence prediction, however, their appli-

cation in chemically reacting turbulent flows still holds significant potential. Somdatta et al.78

applied the deep operator networks (DeepONets) method to the prediction of syngas combus-

tion, successfully forecasting the behavior of two-dimensional turbulent jet flames. Zhang et al.72

proposed a multiscale FNO algorithm that learns dynamics of scalar fields across different time

scales, successfully predicting the statistics of temperature and species in turbulent jet flame fields.

In the prediction of chemically reacting turbulent flows, the impact of swirl motion and strain on

local scalar structures79 and species mixing, along with the effects of chemical reaction heat re-

lease on small-scale flow, entropy production statistics, and thermal transport80 , complicate the

direct application of purely data-driven methods. Instead, it seems to be more effective to estab-

lish a mapping from large-scale flow fields to subgrid stress (SGS) using neural networks, thereby

solving the flow field through the LES governing equations81.

Currently, Fourier neural operator-based methods have demonstrated effective applications in

various turbulent flows, including decaying turbulence82 , Rayleigh-Taylor turbulence65 , and tur-

bulent channel flow83 . This study aims to apply the implicit U-Net enhanced Fourier neural

operator to chemically reacting compressible turbulence. The rest of this paper is organized as

follows: Section II presents the governing equations for chemically reacting compressible turbu-

lence in DNS and LES; Section III introduces the architecture of the Fourier neural operator and

4



the implicit U-Net enhanced Fourier neural operator; Section IV provides the setup of training

data and the configuration of IU-FNO; Section V presents a posteriori tests; and finally, Section

VI provides a conclusion.

II. GOVERNING EQUATIONS AND THE LARGE-EDDY SIMULATION

This section introduces the governing equations of chemically reacting compressible turbu-

lence, followed by LES equations and several conventional LES models.

For the chemically reacting compressible turbulence, the three-dimensional Navier-Stokes(NS)

equations in conservation form are given by81,84:

∂ρ

∂ t
+

∂
(
ρu j
)

∂x j
= 0, (1)

∂ (ρui)

∂ t
+

∂
[
ρuiu j + pδi j

]
∂x j

=
1

Re
∂σi j

∂x j
+Fi, (2)

∂E
∂ t

+
∂
[(
E+ p

)
u j
]

∂x j
=

1
α

∂

∂x j

(
κ

∂T
∂x j

)
+

1
Re

∂
(
σi jui

)
∂x j

+Θ−Λ+F ju j, (3)

∂ (ρYs)

∂ t
+

∂
(
ρYsu j

)
∂x j

=
1

Re
1

Scs

∂

∂x j

(
µ

∂Ys

∂x j

)
+ ω̇s,s = 1,2, · · · ,ns −1, (4)

p = ρT
/(

γM2M
)
, (5)

where ρ is the mixture density, ui is the velocity component, p is the pressure, T is the temperature

and σi j is the viscous stress, namely,

σi j = µ

(
∂ui

∂x j
+

∂u j

∂xi

)
− 2

3
µθδi j, (6)

where the velocity divergence θ = ∂uk/∂xk and the total energy per unit volume E is given by

E =
p

γ −1
+

1
2

ρ
(
u ju j

)
. (7)

Unless stated otherwise, the summation convention is applied throughout this paper. For the chem-

ical reaction component, the source term of the reaction is calculated using the Arrhenius-type

single-step irreversible reaction equation81,84, namely,

A → B, (8)

where A is the reactant and B is the product. YA, YB and ωA, ωB represent the mass fractions and the

reaction rates of species A and B, respectively. In the whole reaction process, we assume that A and
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B exhibit identical thermodynamic properties, therefore, γ = 1.4, Cp, Cv and the mean molecular

weight of the mixture M remains constant throughout the entire reaction process. M is defined

as:

M= 1/
ns∑

s=1

(Ys/Ms), (9)

where Ys and Ms represent mass fraction and dimensionless molecular weight of the sth species,

respectively. ns denotes the total number of reactants and products, and in the present reaction, ns

equals 2. The reaction rates of reactant (ω̇A) and product (ω̇B) are defined as81,84,

ω̇A =−ω̇B =−DaρYAT Ae exp
(
−Ze/T

)
. (10)

The heat source term Θ is defined as85,86:

Θ =
Ce

(γ −1)M2 ω̇B. (11)

The four reaction-related constants are defined as follows:

Da = 2, Ae = 1.5, Ze = 2, Ce = 3. (12)

The large-scale forcing Fi is introduced to the solenoidal velocity component by maintaining

the velocity spectrum fixed87 within the two lowest wavenumber bands. The spatially uniform

thermal cooling function Λ is incorporated into the energy conservation equation to partially re-

move internal energy, thereby balancing the energy input from large-scale forcing88.

Large eddy simulation (LES) significantly reduces computational demands compared to DNS.

The flow field is decomposed into large-scale and small-scale components through Favor filtering

for compressible turbulence89,90, namely,

g̃ = ρg/ρ, (13)

where ρ is a filtering operation and defined by1:

ρ(x, t) =
∫

G(r,x)ρ(x− r, t)dr. (14)

The Navier-Stokes equations under the Favor filtering can be reformulated as follows:

∂ρ

∂ t
+

∂
(
ρ ũ j
)

∂x j
= 0, (15)

∂ (ρ ũi)

∂ t
+

∂
(
ρ ũiũ j + pδi j

)
∂x j

− 1
Re

∂ σ̃i j

∂x j
−Fi =−

∂τi j

∂x j
, (16)
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∂ Ẽ
∂ t

+
∂

[(
Ẽ+ p

)
ũ j

]
∂x j

− 1
α

∂

∂x j

(
κ̃

∂ T̃
∂x j

)
− 1

Re
∂
(
σ̃i jũi

)
∂x j

+Θ−Λ−F jũ j =−ũ j
∂τi j

∂xi
− 1

γ (γ −1)M2
∂Q j

∂x j
,

(17)

∂

(
ρỸs

)
∂ t

+
∂

(
ρỸsũ j

)
∂x j

− 1
Re

1
Scs

∂

∂x j

(
µ̃

∂Ỹs

∂x j

)
− ω̇s =−

χ j,s

∂x j
,s = 1,2, · · · ,ns −1. (18)

The effect of small-scale component gives some unclosed subgrid-scale (SGS) terms91, including

the unclosed SGS stress, SGS heat flux, SGS scalar flux and chemical source terms:

τi j = ρ
(
ũiu j − ũiũ j

)
,Q j = ρ

(
ũ jT − ũ jT̃

)
,χ j,s = ρ

(
ũ jYs − ũ jỸs

)
,

ω̇s = ω̇s

(
ρ,Ỹs, T̃

)
, Θ = Θ

(
ρ,Ỹs, T̃

)
.

(19)

In the filtered compressible turbulence, the viscous term and the diffusion term are handled in an

approximate manner, and the resolved total kinetic energy is defined as,

Ẽ =
1
2

ρ(ũ jũ j)+ p/(γ −1). (20)

Traditional SGS models include the velocity gradient model, the Smagorinsky model (SM),

dynamic Smagorinsky model (DSM), and dynamic mixed model (DMM). In this paper, we select

the DSM approach as the subgrid scale modeling method for large eddy simulation (LES). This

model assumes that the subfilter scale stress follows a similar constitutive equation to that of

molecular viscous stress. The DSM can be expressed as16:

τ
DSM
i j −

δi j

3
τ

DSM
kk =−2C2

s ∆
2|S̃|

(
S̃i j −

δi j

3
S̃kk

)
,

τ
DSM
kk = 2CI∆

2|S̃|2,

QDSM
j =−CT ∆

2|S̃| ∂ T̃
∂x j

,

χ
DSM
j,s =−CT ∆

2|S̃|∂Ỹs

∂x j
.

(21)

Here, the characteristics stain rate |S̃| =
√

2S̃i jS̃i j. Based on the Germano identity92–94, the

model coefficients C2
s , CI and CT can be dynamically determined by the least-squares method.
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III. THE FOURIER NEURAL OPERATOR AND THE IMPLICIT U-NET ENHANCED

FOURIER NEURAL OPERATOR

The Fourier neural operator (FNO) offers several advantages in learning turbulent flow fields.

Compared to traditional neural networks, FNO leverages the Fourier space to learn the target set,

thereby achieving a better prediction for multi-scale flow field characteristics. Additionally, during

the learning process, FNO applies truncation operations to filter out small-scale noise in the flow

field for enhancing computational efficiency95. In this section, the network structures of FNO and

IU-FNO are presented.

Fourier 
layer 1

 

+ 

a

grid

)(xa

P

)(0 xv )(1 xv )(xvT )(xu

F R F
1−

)(xvn
)(1 xvn+

W 

Q

)(xWv

FIG. 1: The configuration of Fourier neural operator

A. The Fourier neural operator

FNO is designed to map between two infinite-dimensional space by continuously learning and

optimizing the operator G, namely,

G : A×Θ →U or Gθ : A→U , θ ∈ Θ, (22)
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where A = A(D;Rda) and U = U(D;Rdu) take values Rda and Rdu in separable Banach spaces,

respectively59. The parameter set θ is iteratively optimized through the FNO network. The archi-

tecture of FNO is displayed in Fig. 1 and detailed as follows:

(1) The input dataset a is concatenated with the grid dataset g(x) to form the input a(x), where

g(x) is generated from a sequence of spatial coordinates.

(2) Input a(x) ∈ A is mapped from a low-dimensional space to a high-dimensional space

through the local transformation P, namely v0(x) = P(a(x)), thereby increasing the number of

parameters for operator learning. Specifically, P is a single-layer fully connected neural network.

(3) The high-dimensional representation v0(x) can undergo multiple iterations by the Fourier

layers, which can be written as:

vt+1(x) := σ

(
Wvt(x)+

(
K(a;φ)vt

)
(x)
)
, ∀x ∈ D. (23)

The iterative process primarily consists of three components, namely the linear transformation

component Wvt(x), the non-local integral operator component
(
K(a;φ)vt

)
(x) and non-linear ac-

tivation function σ : R → R, where the kernel K : A×ΘK → L(U(D;Rdv),U(D;Rdv)) maps to

bounded linear operators on U(D;Rdv) and is parameterized by φ ∈ ΘK.

To define the Fourier integral operator K, firstly we denote the Fourier transform F and its

inverse F−1 as,

(F f ) j(k) =
∫

D
f j(x)e−2iπ⟨x,k⟩dx, (F−1 f ) j(x) =

∫
D

f j(k)e2iπ⟨x,k⟩dk, (24)

and K in Fourier space can be written as:

(
K(φ)vt

)
(x) = F−1

(
Rφ · (Fvt)

)
(x) ∀x ∈ D, (25)

where Rφ is the Fourier transform of a periodic function κ : D̄ →Rdv×dv parameterized by φ ∈ ΘK.

For the Fourier integral operator K, we can choose the appropriate kmax as the maximal number of

mode to truncate the Fourier series. Here kmax = |Zkmax|= |{k ∈Zd : |k j| ≤ kmax, j, for j = 1, . . . ,d}|,

and thus Rφ is parameterized as complex-valued-tensor (kmax ×dv ×dv) and comprising a collec-

tion of truncated Fourier modes59. In practical computations, we apply fast Fourier transform

(FFT). Therefore, the Fourier truncation operation can be written as:

(R · (Fvt))k,l =

dv∑
j=1

Rk,l, j(Fvt)k, j, k = 1, . . . ,kmax, j = 1, . . . ,dv. (26)
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where the FFT F̂ and its inverse F̂−1 are defined as:

(F̂ f )l(k) =
s1−1∑
x1=0

· · ·
sd−1∑
xd=0

fl(x1, . . . ,xd)e
−2iπ

∑d
j=1

x jk j
s j ,

(F̂−1 f )l(x) =
s1−1∑
k1=0

· · ·
sd−1∑
kd=0

fl(k1, . . . ,kd)e
2iπ

∑d
j=1

x jk j
s j ,

l = 1, ...,dv.

(27)

(4) After passing through the final Fourier layer, the resulting high-dimensional representation

is processed via the local transformation Q, yielding the final target output u(x), where u(x) =

Q(vT (x)). Here, Q is a single-layer fully connected neural network59.

U-Fourier 
layer

+ 

L times 
Loop

- U-net

a

grid

)(xa ),( TlxV  )(xu

P Q

),( TlxV  ),( TlxWv 

F F
1−

R

W 
))1(,( TlxV +

FIG. 2: The configuration of implicit U-Net enhanced Fourier neural operator
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B. The implicit U-Net enhanced Fourier neural operator

The implicit U-Net enhanced Fourier neural operator (IU-FNO) combines the features of both

IFNO and U-FNO, and its configuration is presented in Fig. 2. The primary difference between IU-

FNO and FNO lies in the Fourier layer. While FNO employs multiple Fourier layers in sequence,

IU-FNO utilizes a shared Fourier layer, where a single Fourier layer parameters is reused82. Ad-

ditionally, IU-FNO incorporates the U-net structure within the Fourier layer, enabling the model

to capture and learn small-scale information more effectively70,96.

The iterative process of the IU-FNO network can be expressed by the following equation:

v(x,(l +1)∆t) = LIUFNO[v(x, l∆t)] := v(x, l∆t)+∆tσ (c(x, l∆t)) , ∀x ∈ D, (28)

where, ∆t represents the implicit iteration step size within the Fourier layer, l denotes the number

of iterations, σ is the activation function, and c is defined by:

c(x, l∆t) :=Wv(x, l∆t)+F−1 (Rφ · (Fv(x, l∆t))
)
(x)+U∗s(x, l∆t), ∀x ∈ D, (29)

where the internal parameter operations of the Fourier layer are specifically illustrated. Similar

to FNO, Wv(x, l∆t) and F−1(Rφ · (Fv(x, l∆t)))(x) represent the linear transformation and Fourier

truncation, respectively, while U∗s(x, l∆t) represents the U-Net which is denoted by U∗ and capture

of the residual field. The residual field can be defined as82:

s(x, l∆t) := v(x, l∆t)−F−1 (Rφ · (Fv(x, l∆t))
)
(x), ∀x ∈ D. (30)

By introducing implicit iteration and the U-net architecture, IU-FNO is able to reduce the

number of parameters while simultaneously improving the overall accuracy of the model.95

IV. THE DNS DATASET DESCRIPTION AND IU-FNO MODEL SETTINGS

In previous section, the network structures of FNO and IU-FNO are introduced. In this sec-

tion, we describe the generation of filtered DNS data for three-dimensional chemically reacting

compressible turbulence, which serve as the input-output pairs for IU-FNO. We also introduce the

configuration of the IU-FNO network parameters.
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FIG. 3: Time evolution of the spatial average values f̄ and the rms values f rms. (a) The spatial

average values of ρ , T and YA, (b) the rms values of ui and (c) the rms values of ρ , T and YA

A. The DNS dataset description

To generate the three-dimensional chemically reacting compressible turbulence dataset for IU-

FNO training and testing, we set the grid resolution to 2563 and apply periodic boundary condi-

tions in all three spatial directions. Numerical simulations are conducted within a cubic domain of

(2π)3.84

The reaction progress variable C defined by C = (T −Tint)/(Tad −Tint) is used to evaluate the

chemically reacting process97. Here, T represents the dimensionless temperature of the mixture,

Tint is the initial dimensionless temperature of the mixture before the start of chemical reaction and
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TABLE I: Statistics of DNS database at the different C (N = 2563).

C Mt Reλ η/∆DNS LI/η λ/η YA ⟨T ⟩ EK ε

0 0.4 100 1 63 20 1 1 2.60 0.72

1 0.173 45 2.3 29 15 0.001 5.18 2.51 0.65

Tad is the dimensionless mixture temperature at the end of chemical reaction ideally for YA < 0.01

undergoing an adiabatic process. In the reaction used in our study, Tint = 1.0 and Tad = 5.18.

Throughout the reaction process, C progresses from 0 to 1.

Table I presents various statistical quantities at the initial and final stages of the reaction.The

Taylor microscale Reynolds number Reλ and the turbulent Mach number Mt are defined, respec-

tively by88,98:

Reλ = Re
⟨ρ⟩u′

λ√
3⟨µ⟩

, Mt = M
u
′

⟨
√

T ⟩
, (31)

where, ⟨·⟩ stands for spatial average. The Taylor microscale is:

λ =

√√√√ ⟨u2
1 +u2

2 +u2
3⟩〈

(∂u1/∂x1)
2 +(∂u2/∂x2)

2 +(∂u3/∂x3)
2
〉 . (32)

LI and η represent the integral length scale and the Kolmogorov ength scale respectively88,98 and

are defined by:

LI =
3π

4

∫
∞

0 [E(k)/k]dk∫
∞

0 E(k)dk
,

η =
[
⟨µ/ρ⟩3 /ε

]1/4
.

(33)

EK is the energy spectrum and defined by1,98,99:∫
∞

0
E(k)dk = (u′)2/2,u′ ≡

√
⟨u2

1 +u2
2 +u2

3⟩, (34)

ε = 1
Re

〈
σi j
ρ

∂ui
∂x j

〉
stands for kinetic energy dissipation.

As observed from the table I, during the process of the reaction, the turbulent Mach number

decreases from 0.4 to 0.17. Simultaneously, the Taylor Reynolds number decreases due to the

increase in viscosity caused by the exothermic chemical reaction. Throughout the reaction, both

turbulent kinetic energy and kinetic energy dissipation experience a decline.

To train the IU-FNO model, we prepare 400 sets of chemically reacting turbulence data with

different initial conditions. Each dataset comprises 7800 DNS time steps, spanning from the be-
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ginning of the reaction (C = 0) to the end of the reaction (C = 1)81. The DNS time step is defined

as 1/10000 of the large eddy turnover time τ , where τ=1.2 in our study. To reduce the computa-

tional cost of training the neural network, the chemically reacting turbulence data, originally at

2563 grid resolution, are downsampled to 323 resolution by skipping intervals, resulting in filtered

DNS (fDNS) data. This downsampled data serves as the training data for our study.

During chemically reacting process, the spatial average values of the velocity components in

three directions remain nearly constant and are very close to zero. The spatial average values of

other important physical quantities are shown in Fig. 3(a). We can see that the spatial averages of

the dimensionless temperature and mass fraction of YA change over time as the reaction progresses,

while the spatial average density remains nearly constant. During the reaction, the average tem-

perature T increases from 1 to 5.18, while the average reactant mass fraction YA decreases from 1

to 0.01. This variation continuously impacts the backpropagation process of the IU-FNO model.

At the beginning of the reaction, the weight of temperature in the loss function is relatively low,

whereas by the end of the reaction, the weight of temperature in the loss error becomes higher.

In contrast, the weight of the mass fractions of reactant follows the opposite trend. Additionally,

throughout the reaction, the root mean square (rms) value of the velocity is much larger than those

of the density, temperature, and component fields, shown in Figs. 3(b) and 3(c), indicating that

the velocity field exhibits larger spatial fluctuations. To ensure that the influence of each physical

quantity on the weights of model is balanced, it is common to adjust the loss function or apply

data preprocessing methods. In this case, we use data preprocessing. Using the function defined

as,

f ∗ =
f − f̄
f rms (35)

each physical quantity f is normalized to improve the model’s accuracy65.

B. IU-FNO model settings

We use [Um−4,Um−3,Um−2,Um−1,Um] as the input to the network of IU-FNO and Um+1 is

output, where Un represents the physical field information at the n-th time step, including the

density ρ , the three velocity components (u,v,w), temperature T , and the mass fraction YA. The

data shape of U is [Nx,Ny,Nz,n], where Nx = 32, Ny = 32 and Nz = 32 represent the numbers of grid

points in three coordinate directions, and n = 6 corresponds to the number of physical quantities.
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FIG. 4: The evolutions of the testing loss with different parameter. (a) interval of DNS data for

training (b) amounts of DNS data for training (c) channel width (d) truncation wavenumber.

The training and testing losses are defined as63,95:

Loss =
∥f∗− f∥2

∥f∥2
, where ∥x∥2 =

1
N

√√√√ N∑
k=1

|xk|2. (36)

Here, f∗ denotes the prediction of density, velocity, temperature and mass fraction of YA incre-

ments, and f is the ground truth. For the optimizer and activation function, we select the Adam

optimizer100 and the GELU activation function101 respectively, with the initial learning rate setting

to 10−3.

Due to the small DNS time step, the differences between consecutive time steps are minimal.

If DNS time steps are directly used as input, IU-FNO may fail to capture meaningful physical
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information. Therefore, we generally sample data at intervals spanning several DNS time steps to

train the IU-FNO. We test training data with intervals of 100, 200, and 400 DNS steps, as shown in

Fig. 4(a). It can be observed that when the interval is 400 times DNS steps, the corresponding test

error is significantly larger compared to the interval of 200 times DNS steps, while the test errors

for the intervals of 100 and 200 times DNS steps are both small. Due to the error accumulation

effect in time iteration when using IU-FNO, we aim to minimize the number of time steps required,

within the allowable error range. Therefore, in our study, we selected an interval of 200 DNS time

steps to obtain the training data.

Regarding the amount of training data, we test the impact of different training set sizes on the

test error. Specifically, we test the case number of 250, 300, 350, 400 and record the relative error

across epochs in Fig. 4(b). Here, case number refers to the number of initial conditions of chem-

ically reacting turbulence fields used for training the model, and each of these initial conditions

is generated randomly. As the size of the training set increases, the training error consistently

decreases. When the number of cases exceeds 300, the test error no longer significantly decreases

with the addition of more training data, indicating that with 400 cases, the dataset is sufficient for

IU-FNO to capture dynamics of chemically reacting turbulence corresponding to different initial

conditions. Therefore, we select 400 randomly initialized chemically reacting processes for the

training set, with each case containing 7800 DNS steps. With a 200-step interval, each case yields

39 data points. Since IU-FNO uses the first five steps to predict the sixth, the actual number of

input-output pairs is 34×400 = 13,600. Moreover, additional five independently generated cases

are used for a posteriori tests.

When selecting the parameters for the IU-FNO network, we test the different channel widths in

the fully connected operation P, as well as the Fourier truncation wavenumber kmax in the operation

R. For the channel width in the fully connected operation P, we selected once, twice, three times,

and four times of the initial parameter size where the initial parameter size equals to 33, while

for the truncation wavenumber, we tested kmax =8, 9, 10 and 11. Figs. 4(c) and 4(d) shows the

impact of different channel widths and truncation wavenumbers on the IU-FNO test error. After

considering both training accuracy and computational cost, we selected a channel width three

times of the initial parameter size and a truncation wavenumber of kmax = 10 as the parameters for

the Fourier layer.
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V. A POSTERIORI TEST

In the a posteriori tests, we utilize five sets of three-dimensional fDNS initial fields that are

independent from the training set to evaluate the predictive performance of IU-FNO. We also

apply traditional LES with DSM model for comparative analysis, with a grid resolution of 323.

The approach involves inputting the initial flow field into the trained model for prediction and

iteratively advancing the prediction in time until the reaction is almost complete, specifically at

C = 1. All statistical results are ensemble averaged and compared with those from fDNS and

DSM.

Fig. 5 illustrates the spectra of velocity, temperature, and the mass fraction of reactant for

fDNS, IU-FNO and DSM at different processes of the reaction. Due to the downsampling in

fDNS, only the truncated portion with wave numbers k ≤ 10 is included for comparison. As

shown in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b), the fDNS results for the velocity spectrum generally adhere to the

scaling law k−5/3 in the large-scale range. The results indicate that for k > 5 the DSM method

exhibits excessive dissipation, while IU-FNO gives a velocity spectrum that nearly overlaps with

that of fDNS. Furthermore, IU-FNO does not experience the cumulative errors. Figs. 5(c)-5(f)

show the spectra of temperature and the mass fraction of species A at different times. Overall, the

DSM results display an overall upward shift in the energy spectrum due to insufficient dissipation

in the small scales, whereas the IU-FNO results closely align with those of fDNS, maintaining a

high precision particularly in the small-scale region. However, in Fig. 5(f), the spectrum of mass

fraction of reactant at C = 0.8 by IU-FNO has larger errors than the DSM when k ≤ 4, the cause

of such a phenomenon is still unclear.

In Fig. 6, we present the probability density functions (PDFs) of normalized vorticity at differ-

ent progress of the reaction. Here, the vorticity is normalized by the rms values calculated from

the fDNS data. The results indicate that vorticity statistics predicted by IU-FNO closely match

those of fDNS, while the PDFs of DSM are higher than fDNS for the range of 0 to 0.8 and lower

for normalized vorticity values greater than 0.8. Notably, as the reaction progresses, IU-FNO does

not exhibit a decrease in accuracy.

Furthermore, we compare the probability density functions (PDFs) of the normalized velocity

increments δrū/ūrms, temperature increments δrT̄/T̄ rms and mass fraction of reactant A increments

δrȲA/Ȳ rms
A with distance r = ∆ across different stages of the chemically reacting in Figs. 7, 8 and

9, respectively. Here, ∆ denote the distance between two adjacent grid points. Figs. 7(a) and
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FIG. 5: Spectra of velocity, temperature and mass fraction of reactant A at different chemically

reacting stages in a posteriori study. (a) the spectrum of velocity at C = 0.2 (b) the spectrum of

velocity at C = 0.8 (c) the spectrum of temperature at C = 0.2 (d) the spectrum of temperature at

C = 0.8 (e) the spectrum of mass fraction of reactant A at C = 0.2 (f) the spectrum of mass

fraction of reactant A at C = 0.8
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FIG. 6: PDFs of the normalized vorticity ω̄/ω̄ rms
fDNS for different models at (a) C = 0.2 and (b) C

= 0.8 in a posteriori study
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FIG. 7: The PDFs of the velocity increment for different models at (a) C = 0.2 and (b) C = 0.8 in

a posteriori study

7(b) show that, the PDFs of velocity increments predicted by DSM exceed the standard fDNS

values near δrū/ūrms = 0 at different stages, while falling below the fDNS values in other regions.

In contrast, the PDFs of velocity increments predicted by IU-FNO align closely with the fDNS

values.

From Figs. 8 and 9, it can be observed that in contrast to the PDFs of velocity increments,

the PDFs of increments for temperature and mass fraction of reactant exhibit significant variation
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over time. This is attributed to the changing intensity of the reaction as time progresses. It is

shown that the PDFs of the increments predicted by the DSM method deviate from the true values

provided by fDNS, particularly in the situation of temperature increments, where the discrepancies

are substantial. In contrast, the IU-FNO predictions align closely with the statistical results from

fDNS. Only minor divergences occur at the two tails of PDFs.
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FIG. 8: The PDFs of the temperature increment for different models at (a) C = 0.2 and (b) C =

0.8 in a posteriori study
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FIG. 9: The PDFs of the mass fraction of reactant A increment for different models at (a) C = 0.5

and (b) C = 0.8 in a posteriori study
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

(e) (f)

FIG. 10: Contours of temperature T for different models in a posteriori study. (a) fDNS at C =

0.2 and (b) fDNS at C = 0.8 (c) IU-FNO at C = 0.2 and (d) IU-FNO at C = 0.8 (e) DSM at C =

0.2 and (f) DSM at C = 0.8
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TABLE II: Computational efficiency of different approaches on chemically reacting turbulence.

Method GPU/s CPU/s

DSM N/A 157.37 (× 16 cores)

IU-FNO 2.14 70.06 (× 1 core)

Fig. 10 presents the temperature field contours for fDNS, IU-FNO, and DSM at different time

instants. The plots for fDNS, IU-FNO, and DSM are labeled as Figs. 10(a) and 10(b), Figs. 10(c)

and 10(d), Figs. 10(e) and 10(f), respectively. The first column shows the contour plots at the

reaction progress of C = 0.2, while the second column corresponds to C = 0.8. It is evident that at

different times, fDNS and IU-FNO exhibit similar block distributions. In contrast, the DSM results

reveal additional flow structures which are not observed in fDNS. The turbulent fluctuations in the

temperature field predicted by DSM are notably stronger compared to fDNS, while IU-FNO’s

predictions closely resemble the fluctuations observed in fDNS.

Table II compares the computational efficiency of the DSM method and the IU-FNO method,

where the prediction time is the total computational time from the start to the end of the reaction.

IU-FNO is trained and tested on an Nvidia A100 40G PCIe GPU, while the CPU used for loading

model parameters and data is an Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6248R CPU @ 3.00 GHz. The DSM sim-

ulations are implemented on a computing cluster with Intel Xeon Gold 6148 CPUs, each featuring

16 cores running at 2.40 GHz. The Table II illustrates the CPU computation time consumed by

different models. It is worth noting that IU-FNO utilizes a single-core CPU, whereas the DSM

method employs a 16-core CPU. Even with the parallel computing capability of the 16-core CPU,

the total computation time for the DSM method exceeds that of the IU-FNO method by more

than two times. Thus, IU-FNO demonstrates significant advantages in computational efficiency

compared to traditional LES methods.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we apply the IU-FNO method to chemically reacting compressible turbulence,

expanding the number of predicted unknown quantities from the three velocity components u,v,w

to six variables: the three velocity components u,v,w, density ρ , temperature T , and the mass

fraction of reactant YA. These six variables exhibit distinct data characteristics within the flow
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field, increasing the complexity of prediction task. To address this challenge, we normalize the

data in the preprocessing stage to enhance the accuracy of model in predicting all variables.

In terms of forecasting, IU-FNO utilizes a time-stepping iterative approach. Specifically, IU-

FNO predicts the flow field at the next time step using input data that comprises flow field informa-

tion from the previous five time steps. The predicted flow field then replaces the earliest time step

in the input, forming a new input set for subsequent predictions. For network parameter selecting,

we identify the optimal parameter set for IU-FNO based on training error. Regarding training data,

we generate 400 cases of chemically reacting turbulence simulations from varied initial fields to

enhance the capability of generalization for IU-FNO. Additionally, five extra cases from varied

initial fields are generated for a posteriori tests.

In the a posteriori tests, we compare the results of IU-FNO with the DSM model across var-

ious metrics, including velocity spectrum, temperature spectrum, mass fraction spectrum of the

reactant, the probability density functions (PDFs) of vorticity, PDFs of increments of velocity,

temperature and mass fraction of reactant, and temperature contour plots at different moments. It

is observed that the results of IU-FNO align closely with those of fDNS, while the DSM results ex-

hibit significant deviations. Furthermore, IU-FNO significantly outperforms the traditional DSM

model in computational efficiency, substantially reducing computational costs.

We also compare the predictive performance of FNO and IU-FNO. Due to the significant cu-

mulative in FNO during time advancement, combined with the inherent coupling of flow and

temperature variations in three-dimensional compressible reactive turbulent flows, FNO tends to

diverge soon after a few prediction steps. Consequently, it fails to adequately predict the entire

chemically reacting process and hence we have not presented the predictive results from FNO.

For future work, we have several prospects for the model. We aim to incorporate constraints

from the Navier-Stokes equations to reduce dependence of model on data and enhance the gener-

alization performance of model across different flow fields. Additionally, we have only tested the

chemically reacting turbulence at relatively low Mach numbers; there remains significant potential

for neural operators in predicting turbulent flow fields at higher Mach numbers.

VII. DATA AVAILABILITY

The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author

upon reasonable request.
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