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Abstract

We demonstrate that accurate computation of the spectral proper orthogonal decomposition (SPOD) critically depends
on the choice of frequency resolution. Using both artificially generated data and large-eddy simulation data of a
turbulent subsonic jet, we show that the optimal choice depends on how rapidly the SPOD modes change in space at
adjacent frequencies. Previously employed values are found to be too high, resulting in unnecessarily biased results
at physically important frequencies. A physics-informed adaptive frequency-resolution SPOD algorithm is developed
that provides substantially less biased SPOD modes than the standard constant resolution method.
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1. Introduction

Spectral proper orthogonal decomposition (SPOD) [1, 2] is a data-driven method used to extract coherent struc-
tures from statistically stationary data and has been extensively used to study flow physics [3-5] and to develop
reduced order models [6, 7]. SPOD is typically estimated using the Welch periodogram method, which requires the
choice of frequency bin width consistent with the amount of available data. Modes are subsequently computed using
frequency-domain data averaged over this bin width. This frequency resolution is crucial due to the well-known bias-
variance tradeoff [8], and this resolution is typically chosen such that spectral peaks, if any, are sufficiently resolved.

This work demonstrates that the choice of frequency resolution also depends on how rapidly the SPOD modes
change in space from one frequency to the next. We first illustrate this using artificially generated data and then on a
previously analyzed turbulent subsonic jet. We show previously employed values of bin width are too high, resulting
in unnecessarily biased results at physically important frequencies. We then develop a physics-informed adaptive
frequency-resolution algorithm that provides substantially less biased SPOD modes than the standard constant res-
olution method. Lastly, we demonstrate that the alignment metric widely used to quantify the similarity between
different SPOD modes (or between SPOD and resolvent analysis [9]) is sensitive to bias and the degree of statistical
convergence, so care must be taken when inferring conclusions.

2. Computation of SPOD and the influence of A f

An overview of SPOD is provided here; the reader is referred to [1, 8, 10] for details. Let g be a possibly
complex vector-valued snapshot of a statistically stationary flow at time #; on the spatial domain Q. The snap-
shot length N equals the number of variables multiplied by the number of spatial locations. Assume we have N;
equally spaced snapshots available 7, = #; + At. To employ Welch’s method, we obtain the overlapping data matrix
o" = [qﬁ”), q(zn) IR qg\';f], where q,(cn) = Qk+(-1)N,—Np)» Ny is the number of snapshots per block, Ny is the number
of snapshots that overlap, and N, is the number of blocks. Assuming ergodicity, each block is an independent flow

realization. Next, the Fourier transform of each windowed block " = Q™ - w = [wig", w2q\", -+ ,wy.q\'] is

computed Q™ = FFT(Q™, Ny), where w is a window that reduces spectral leakage and FFT(Q™, Ny) is the Ny
length Fourier transform of Q™. If Ny < N r, the data is zero-padded. This computes SPOD at Ny frequencies with a
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spectral resolution A f = 1/(N,Af), where the SPOD estimate at f averages the datain f = [y —Af/2, fi +Af/2]. The
frequency vector is given by f; = ﬁ, k = [1, N¢]. Alternatively, a non-FFT method can be used, like the Goertzel
[11] method, where specific discrete frequencies are chosen. The cross-spectral density (CSD) at f; is estimated by

Sy = Q kaA*ﬁ, where Q = \//_<Q(”), k = At/(|w|l2Np), and * is the Hermitian transpose. SPOD is computed by
kaW‘I’fk = ‘I’kafk’ (1)

where W is a weighting matrix. The estimated SPOD modes are given by the columns of ¥, and are ranked by their
energy A;. The CSD matrix, Sy, is an N X N matrix, far too large for typical problems. Thus, to practically compute
SPOD, we employ the exact method-of-snapshot approach [12], giving

0 W00, =¥,0;, (2a)

¥ =0,0,A;" (2b)
This estimate converges as the number of blocks N, and the number of snapshots in each block N, are increased
together [13, 14]. For a fixed amount of data N,, as N, increases, N, decreases. This leads to an estimate with a
greater variance but reduced bias. The vice-versa is also true. Practitioners attempt to determine a N, (and thus Nj)
that results in the most accurate SPOD modes. It is well known that for flows exhibiting a spectral peak, such as
an open cavity, a greater N is required to ensure minimal bias. This is because when computing SPOD at a discrete
frequency f;, the energy/data from [ fy —Af/2, fi +Af/2] is averaged. Thus, if the energy/flow in [, —Af/2, fi +Af/2]
varies substantially, the discrete estimate of the SPOD modes (and energy) at f; will not accurately reflect the true
modes.

3. Artificial problem

In addition to the bias being high if Af is large compared to the bandwidth of a spectral peak, we hypothesize
that a small Af is required when the SPOD modes change rapidly as a function of f. By that, we mean if the “true”
SPOD modes change substantially between f; = Af/2, then the estimated SPOD at f; will contain a high amount of
bias (i.e. error). To verify this, we construct artificial data with a known SPOD spectrum/modes and then analyze the
impact of Af as a function of how rapidly the known SPOD modes vary.

By definition, a random statistically-stationary process g(x, t) with a SPOD spectrum A;(f) and modes v ;(x, f)
has a CSD, S (x,x', f) = Z;‘;l AW i(x, Hi(x, f)*. Data with these properties can be generated by

00

ﬂ&0=f‘ﬂLﬂfmmU (3a)

= f F{G(0.S (x. X, ). f} e df, (3b)
where g(x,7) = G(0,S(x,x’, f)) is zero-mean Gaussian white noise with a covariance kernel of S(x, x’, f) (i.e. a
covariance kernel equal to the CSD of g(x, 1) at frequency f) and F{g(x,1), f’} is a Kronecker delta filter such that
8(x, f)=0Vf # f'. The dominant SPOD modes are defined as

Ui(x, f) = e Dl el ), “
where 7!/ 4ci/ 2 is a normalization constant ensuring (Y (x, f),¥1(x, f)) = 1, c; is a constant that defines the spatial
distribution, and ¢, defines how rapidly the modes change from one frequency to the next. Increasing c; results in
more rapidly changing SPOD modes. Additionally, 4;(f) = 1, 22(f) = 0.5, and ¥ (x, f) = r(x, f), where r(x, f) is a
randomly spatially distributed mode orthogonal to i (x, f).

Next, we generate discrete data using our analytical SPOD modes, numerically compute SPOD using varying Af,
and then compute the alignment between the numerical (n) and analytical (a) SPOD modes @ = ({1 4(x, ), ¥1.0(x, f)).
Since this process is stochastic, we repeat this process to obtain a converged averaged alignment. In this artificial
case, each frequency is independent, allowing us to also average over different frequencies. For all results, we confirm
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sufficient convergence (not shown). We employ an equally spaced grid x = [-20, 20] with N, = 801, At = 1, ¢| =5,
¢, = 10,20, 40, 80, 160, N, = 5000, 10000, 20000, 40000, 80000, 160000, and an SPOD block overlap of 67%.

In figure 1 (a), we display an example mode R{y;(x, f)} at f = 0,0.01 and the alignment & = [(¢(x, 0), ¥ (x,0.01)})|.
We see that as c¢; increases, the modes vary more rapidly. In figure 1 (b), we display the average alignment between
the analytical and numerical SPOD modes as a function of A f for the different values of ¢, and N, = 5000. For a given
¢z, we find that as Af increases, the alignment first increases and then decreases. This is the standard bias-variance
tradeoff with high variance at low Af and high bias at high Af. We clearly note that as ¢, increases, the optimal A f
decreases, confirming our hypothesis that rapidly changing SPOD modes require a smaller Af. In figure 1 (c), we
show the average alignment for a constant c; = 160 as a function of N,. As expected, the error decreases for larger N,
and the optimal Af also decreases for increasing N,. Here, we find that if a too-high A f is chosen, the error does not
decrease with increasing N, (since the error is dominated by bias and not variance). Thus, selecting an appropriate A f
is crucial, and an appropriate value varies greatly depending on how rapidly the SPOD modes vary.
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Figure 1: Real component of the analytical artificial problem SPOD modes (a) and average alignment between numerical and analytical SPOD
modes as a function of Af for varying ¢, (b) and N, (c).

4. Turbulent jet

We now perform a similar investigation on an LES of an isothermal Mach 0.4 round jet with a Reynolds number
Rej = p;jU;D/uj = 4.5 X 10°, where p j» Uj, D, i are the jet density, velocity, diameter, and dynamic viscosity. For
details, we refer the reader to [3, 15]. We simulate #,;,co/D = 16000 flow through times saving N,,, = 80000
snapshots (4 — 8x previous studies of similar turbulent jets [3, 16, 17]), with Ar = 0.2. We look at the axisymmetric
fluctuating components only.

We now compute SPOD using a variety of Ny and N, for a range of f (using either method described in §2). Since
the true SPOD modes are not known, we compare them to resolvent analysis modes generated using an identical
method as in Heidt et al. [16]. While resolvent analysis modes are not exactly SPOD modes for turbulent jets, the
alignment has been shown to be high over the range of important frequencies. In addition, any error due to bias or
variance is not likely to align in the direction of the resolvent mode. Thus, improvement in the alignment can be
considered improvements to the accuracy of the corresponding SPOD mode.

In figure 2 (a, b), we display the alignment between the N, = 10000 SPOD case for several ASt. For N; < Ny,
multiple sets of SPOD are computed with 50% overlap between datasets, which are used to compute the average
alignment. We see that for higher S¢ (> 0.5), increasing ASt results in better alignment (i.e. decreases variance).
For low St (= 0), increasing ASt decreases alignment due to increasing bias. Using a constant ASt = 0.05 (a
typical value when studying subsonic jets) results in severely biased results when investigating St — 0, which is an
important regime that contains more energy than any other frequencies. In the intermediate region (S¢ € [0.1,0.5]), the
alignment initially increases with increasing AS ¢ due to decreasing variance and then decreases due to increasing bias.
This occurs because the wavelength of the dominant mode scales approximately inversely with S7 due to the constant
phase speed of the wavepackets. Thus, modes at S¢ = 0.05, 0.075 (resolvent mode alignments [(u;(S ¢ = 0.05), u;(S¢t =
0.075))| = 0.4) vary more rapidly than modes at St = 1.5, 1.525 (|[{u; (St = 1.5), u; (St = 1.525))| = 0.85). Thus, based
on §3, we expect a lower/higher AS¢ to be required at low/high S, respectively. In figure 3, we display the dominant
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resolvent and SPOD modes at St = 0.05 for ASt = 0.0125,0.025, 0.05. Here, we find that as AS ¢ increases, the mode
initially becomes less noisy, indicating less variance. In contrast, the mode shape changes substantially for ASt = 0.1,
with the wavelength greatly reducing due to increasing bias.
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Figure 2: Alignment between resolvent and SPOD for N; = 10000 for various ASt (a) (zoomed in (b)).
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Figure 3: Dominant resolvent and SPOD modes at St = 0.05 for several ASt at St = 0.05.

We now create an adaptive resolution SPOD algorithm to vary Af for improved alignment. We employ a similar
cost function as Yeung and Schmidt [18] and begin with a small Af; and increase Afj.; until

J =1 =Kar(fi):Yrap, ()l <e, )]

where 1 o¢(fi) is the dominant SPOD mode at frequency f; computed using a frequency bin width of Af and e is
a convergence tolerance. We also find that at frequencies where the SPOD modes vary slowly, a better convergence
can be reached for a fixed amount of data (as seen in §3). Thus, we vary e = e(f) using known physics. For jets,
due to the constant phase speed, increasing frequency results in more slowly varying SPOD modes. Thus, we assume
e(f) = e2/f, such that

T =1 =Karn,()s Yrag, P < e/ fi (6)

In figure 4 (a, b), we show the alignment between the dominant SPOD and resolvent modes for several ASt and the
two adaptive procedures described, using a convergence constant of e = 0.5,e; = 0.1, for N; = 5000, 20000. Here,
both adaptive methods switch from a lower ASt at low St to a higher AS¢ at higher Sz. Using a fixed convergence
tolerance results in the optimal AS¢ decreasing with increasing data lengths (consistent with results found in § 3
since the variance decreases and AS¢ becomes smaller to reduce the bias). Both adaptive methods result in greatly
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improved SPOD modes compared to employing a fixed ASt. In particular, the modified adaptive method provides
excellent alignment across all frequencies and data lengths.

In general, we note that no value of e, e, can be considered universal, and for each case, practitioners must use
physical intuition to determine the best values of Af. In general, we recommend increasing A f while the mode shape
stays similar but becomes less noisy (i.e. decreasing variance). If the mode shape changes, Af is likely too high, and
large bias errors will occur.

Lastly, in figure 4 (c), we show the alignment as a function of the data length and AS¢ = 0.025. We also display
the standard deviation of the alignment for N, = 10000, where we find that the alignment is sensitive and varies
greatly from one set of snapshots to another. We also find that the alignment increases substantially with increasing
N; (particularly at lower frequencies). This shows that the alignment metric requires a significant amount of data
to converge, even once the modes look visually similar, which we show for St = 0.2 in figure 5. Thus, due to
the high variance and slow convergence of the alignment metric, caution is advised when inferring results from (or,
in particular, comparing between) alignments. With respect to the modeling of turbulent flows, and in particular
turbulent jets, the substantial increase in alignment with increasing N, (with the alignment increasing by up to = 0.2)
demonstrates that resolvent analysis can model coherent structures even better than previously determined [19].
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Figure 4: Alignment between dominant SPOD and resolvent mode for N; = 5000 (a), N; = 20000 (b) jet for varying ASt and the two adaptive
methods. (c) Alignment between dominant SPOD and resolvent mode for AS¢ = 0.025 for varying N; along with standard deviation of alignment
for Ny = 10000 (shaded region).

5. Conclusion

This work demonstrates that the choice of frequency resolution Af is vital to obtaining accurate SPOD modes,
and the optimal choice critically depends on how rapidly the SPOD modes change in space at adjacent frequencies.
We show that previously employed frequency resolution values are too high, which results in unnecessarily biased
results at physically important frequencies. We demonstrate this using artificial data and data from a turbulent jet. We
also develop a physics-informed adaptive frequency-resolution algorithm that provides substantially superior SPOD
modes than the standard constant resolution method. Lastly, we demonstrate that the alignment metric widely em-
ployed to quantify the similarity between different SPOD/resolvent modes is highly sensitive to bias and the level
of statistical convergence, and caution should be taken when inferring conclusions. Our results generalize to other
spectral decomposition techniques such as Cyclostationary SPOD (CS-SPOD) [20], an extension of SPOD to flows
with harmonic forcing such as externally forced flows or naturally harmonic phenomena such as vortex-shedding,
Bispectral Mode Decomposition [21] which investigates triadic interactions, and Phase-Conditioned Localized SPOD
[22] that investigates the evolution of high-frequency coherent structures on a low-frequency mean field.
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Figure 5: Dominant resolvent and SPOD modes at St = 0.1 for varying N; with ASt = 0.025.
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