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Abstract

The Koopman operator approach provides a powerful linear description of nonlinear dynamical sys-
tems in terms of the evolution of observables. While the operator is typically infinite-dimensional, it is
crucial to develop finite-dimensional approximation methods and characterize the related approximation
errors with upper bounds, preferably expressed in the uniform norm. In this paper, we depart from
the traditional use of orthogonal projection or truncation, and propose a novel method based on Bern-
stein polynomial approximation. Considering a basis of Bernstein polynomials, we construct a matrix
approximation of the Koopman operator in a computationally effective way. Building on results of ap-
proximation theory, we characterize the rates of convergence and the upper bounds of the error in various
contexts including the cases of univariate and multivariate systems, and continuous and differentiable
observables. The obtained bounds are expressed in the uniform norm in terms of the modulus of con-
tinuity of the observables. Finally, the method is extended to a data-driven setting through a proper
change of coordinates, where it is shown to demonstrate good performance for trajectory prediction.
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1 Introduction

Dynamical systems theory is of paramount importance in data science, since it is often possible to assume
that time series are produced by an underlying dynamics. In the context of data-driven analysis of dynamical
systems, the Koopman operator framework plays a crucial role [1, 2|. Unlike traditional pointwise repre-
sentations describing the evolution of the system state variables in the state space, the Koopman operator
provides a powerful global perspective via the evolution of functions defined over the state space, also called
observables [3]. Through this perspective, the partial knowledge gained through the data can be leveraged to
obtain global information on the underlying dynamical system. Over the past years, the Koopman operator
approach has also percolated to the related field of nonlinear control theory, providing an innovative body of
linear data-driven techniques for system analysis and control design, e.g., stability analysis [4], state observa-
tion [5], systems identification [6], model predictive control [7], optimal control [8, 9], feedback stabilization
[10], to list a few. See also [11, 12] for an overview.

The Koopman operator is typically infinite-dimensional, but can be approximated in a finite-dimensional
linear subspace through truncation or orthogonal projection (see e.g. Extended Dynamic Mode Decomposi-
tion (EDMD) [13]). This process yields a linear finite-dimensional description of the system, which is however
vitiated by approximation errors. These errors should be characterized, not only through convergence rates
that assess the consistency of the approximation as the subspace dimension increases, but also through upper
bounds that can be taken into account by robust methods (e.g. robust control). To our knowledge, a first
theoretical convergence analysis of finite-dimensional approximations of the Koopman operator has been
carried out in [14], with a focus on the EDMD method. Similarly, the work [6] investigated the convergence
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properties of approximations of the unbounded Koopman infinitesimal generator in the context of parameter
estimation, but neither convergence rates nor error bounds were provided. On the other hand, convergence
rates were derived in [15] for Koopman operator approximations in the case of general systems and ap-
proximation spaces. Additionally, a convergence analysis was conducted in the specific case of interpolation
projections in reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces (e.g. Sobolev spaces) [16, 17] and finite-element based ap-
proximations in L? spaces [18]. Moreover, [19] derived probabilistic error bounds that were later used for
feedback design [20], although these bounds are related to the error due to the data-driven approximation,
and not to the error due to the finite-dimensional approximation. As shown by this body of work, there
is a need for a theoretical examination of approximation error bounds. However, while finite-dimensional
approximation has been characterized by rigorous convergence analysis, upper bounds on the approximation
error are rarely provided. And yet, these bounds should be relevant to a trajectory-oriented applications,
and therefore be expressed in appropriate norms, such as the uniform norm.

As previously shown in the context of the Koopman operator (see e.g. [15, 16]), approximation theory
is a powerful framework to develop efficient finite-dimensional approximation methods and characterize the
associated errors. Also, the use of Bernstein polynomials has appeared to be an efficient way to approximate
continuous functions [21]. For instance, Bernstein polynomials are used in one of the proofs of the celebrated
Weierstrass Approximation Theorem [22]. Since then, they have been applied to various fields, such as
neural networks [23], optimal control [24, 25|, control design [26], differential equations [27], polynomial
interpolation [28], computer-aided geometric design [29]. However, to our knowledge, they have not been
leveraged in the context of the Koopman operator, apart from a minor use in [4]. In this paper, we fill this gap
and propose a novel method to approximate the Koopman operator with Bernstein polynomials. The method
has several advantages. Since it directly relies on approximation theory, it is complemented with convergence
rates and upper bounds for the approximation error. These bounds are expressed in the uniform norm in
terms of the known modulus of continuity of the observable functions (and possibly of their derivatives)
and require the sole knowledge of the Lipschitz constant of the map describing the dynamics. Moreover,
a matrix approximation of the Koopman operator is constructed by considering Bernstein polynomials as
basis functions. In contrast to the standard EDMD algorithm, it is not obtained through the matrix pseudo-
inverse, which makes it more computationally efficient. Finally, the framework is also amenable to a data-
driven setting through the use of an appropriate change of variables, which maps randomly distributed data
points onto a regular lattice. A uniform error bound is still provided in this case, where the method also
demonstrates good performance for trajectory prediction, compared with the EDMD method.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 presents the main preliminaries, including the Bernstein
polynomials, the Koopman operator framework, and fundamental definitions and properties. A matrix
representation of the Koopman operator is derived in Section 3. Section 4 deals with the error analysis,
providing error bounds and convergence rates for the approximation of the Koopman operator in one-
dimensional and multidimensional cases. The error propagation under the iteration of the Koopman operator
approximation is also considered. In Section 5, the approximation method is extended to the data-driven
setting and compared to the EDMD method. Finally, conclusion and perspectives are given in Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Bernstein polynomials and Bernstein operator

A nth Bernstein polynomial, denoted below as B, (f;x), is a polynomial of degree n which approximates a
continuous function f defined on the interval [0, 1].

Definition 2.1 For a function f € C([0,1]), we define the nth Bernstein polynomial by

Bn(f,ZC) = Zf (%) bn,k(x)a HARS [0,1], neN
k=0

where b i (x) = (})x*(1 — 2)"™% are the Bernstein basis polynomials of degree n. Moreover, we denote by

B, : C([0,1]) — C([0,1]) the (linear) Bernstein operator which maps f to Bn(f;-).

=

The above framework can be easily extended to multivariate functions. We have the following definition.



Definition 2.2 For a function f € C([0,1]™) with m € N*, we define the m-variate Bernstein polynomial

by
ny m
k1 ko km
Bu(f;z) = =, == b, , 2.1
D S (R 9] 1 G (2.1)
l:ll,m,m
with x = (x1,-++ ,2m) € [0,1]™ and n = (n1,--- , ) € N™. Moreover, we denote by By : C([0,1]™) —

C([0,1]™) the (linear) Bernstein operator which maps f to Bu(f;).
We note that the Bernstein operator is positive, i.e.
Bu(f;2) 20 (2.2)
if f(z) >0 for all (z) € [0,1]™. In particular, this implies that
Bu(lfl;x) = Bu(f;2) Vf € C([0,1]™). (2.3)

According to Weierstrass theorem, we have that lim, o [|Bnf — fllec = 0 for all f € C([0,1]) and, in
the multivariate case,

lim -+ lm [|Baf — flleo=0
ni—o00 Ny — OO
for all f € C([0,1]™), where || - || stands for the supremum norm over [0,1]™. This convergence property

motivates our use of Bernstein polynomials to approximate the Koopman operator.
We finally provide a few basic properties of (multivariate) Bernstein polynomials, which we will use in
our developments.

1. Bernstein basis polynomials form a partition of unity, i.e.

=3

=1

s

bnl,kl xl =1. (2.4)

N
~
Il
A

2. Bernstein operators preserve the linear polynomial, i.e.,
Bu(wi; ) = a1, (2.5)

or equivalently we have

Ba((u; — ;) Z Z <_ - xl> [T bn () =0 (2.6)
kl =1

=1,
which is related to the first central moment of the Bernstein polynomials.

3. The second central moment of the Bernstein polynomials satisfies

m

Bn((ul - Il ;I Z Z <_ - Il) anl k; xl = Z xl 1 - xl)' (27)
kz

=1
=1,

2.2 Koopman operator framework

Let us consider a map ¢ : D — D that describes a dynamical system in a state space D € R™. This map can
provide the orbits of a discrete-time system, or can be extracted from the flow (¢');>0 : D — D generated

by a continuous-time system
t=F(x), z€D (2.8)

where F' : D — R™ is the vector field. Next, suppose we are given a space F of functions (or observables)
f D — C. We have the following definition.



Definition 2.3 The Koopman (or composition) operator K : F — F associated with the map ¢ is defined by
Kf=fodg. (2.9)

We note that the operator /C is linear, even when the map ¢ is nonlinear.

From this point on, we will assume that D = [0, 1]™ and consider the space of functions is F = C([0, 1]™)
(equipped with the supremum norm || - [|«), as well as the subspace F, C F of m-dimensional polynomials
with degree less or equal to n; in x;, with j € {1,...,m}. In this case, the Koopman operator can be
approximated with the Bernstein operator B, : F — F,, according to

X : F>F,
f=Kf2 BuKf.

It follows that we have

(Kf)(@) = Bu(K ;) Z fo <ni nz z—m) (Hbm,kl(m), (2.10)
m =1

l_l

where € [0,1]™, n € N™. In Section 3, this approximation will allow us to derive a matrix representation
of the operator, which can be used, among other applications, for trajectory prediction.
Since ICf = f o ¢ is continuous, it follows from Weierstrass theorem that

lim .- lim |[Bakf = Kfflec =0

ni1—00 MNom
for f € F, so that we have uniform convergence of K f to KCf. In Section 4, we will investigate the convergence

rate and the bounds on this approximation error |[Kf — Kf/ -

2.3 Modulus of continuity and Lipschitz continuity

The theoretical bounds on the approximation error depend on regularity properties of the functions. These
properties are related to the following basic concepts, which we recall here for the sake of completeness.

Definition 2.4 The full modulus of continuity of f € C[0,1]™ is the function

Qf(é) flo— y”<6{|f(‘r17x27 wrm) - f(y17y27' o 7ym)|7 T, Y1 S [071]7 l= 17" . 7m}7 (211)

where § is a positive number.

Definition 2.5 The partial modulus of continuity of f € C[0,1]™ with respect to x;, | = 1,--- ,m, is the
function

Qlj(5) = max max | f(z1, w2, T, ) — f(@1, 0 T Y T, T
z;€[0,1]  |zi—y|<8

J#L xm€El0,]]

We note that the (full and partial) modulus of continuity satisfies the following useful properties:
_ O]
1. }%Qf@) =0, %%Q. (6) =0,
2. For any § > 0 and v > 0,
1 l
Qw8) < L+ )Qp(0), QP (ws) < (1 + )0 (9), (212)

3. For any § > 0,

- sl <00 (L5 n) e - s <oPo (B 4). e
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In the particular case of univariate functions f, we will denote by wy the modulus of continuity

wi(0) = Q7 (0) = sup{[f(y) — f(2)| : |y — x| <6, 2,y € [0,1]}.

Definition 2.6 A function f : R" — R™ is Lipschitz continuous if there exists a constant Ly (denoted
hereafter as a Lipschitz constant) such that, for all

1f(@) = FWll < Lyl —yll, Yo,y € R™. (2.14)
Lipschitz continuity also implies partial Lipschitz continuity, in the sense that, for all [ = 1,2,--- ,m, there
exists a constant L(fl) such that
||f($17 Gy Tp—1, XL, Ty 41, 7:E7n) - f(‘rlu oy T—1, Y1, Ti41, 7xm)|| S Lgt'l)lxl - yl|7 any S R™.

In fact, it can be seen that Lgf) <Ly< \/Zﬁl(Lgp)? if Ly and Lgcl) are the smallest Lipschitz constants.
We will use the following result, which connects the modulus of continuity with the Koopman operator.

Lemma 2.1 Let K be the Koopman operator associated with the Lipichitz constant flow ¢ : [0,1]™ — [0, 1]™

(with Lipschitz constant Ly and partial Lipschitz constants Lg)). Then, for all f € C([0,1]™) and § > 0, we
have

Q/Cf((s) < Qf (L¢5)|¢([071]m)

and QY (6) < Q; (L6 } L l=1,....m.
(@) < 2 (£) #(10,1]™)
Proof 2.1 We have
Qs () = sup{[f(o(z)) — f(eW)) : llz—yll <d, =ye[0,1]"}.
It is clear that the inequality ||z — y|| < § and the Lipschitz continuity of ¢ imply that

[6(2) = oY)l < Lyllx — yl| < Lyd

and it follows that

s (ﬁ) < sup {(I/(6(x)) - F(6(»))
= Qy (Lg0)

2 lo(@) — o)l < Lgb, w,y €[0,1]™}

ls(0.11m)

Similarly, we have
Qg(:f (6): max max |f(¢(($17 y Ll—1, L1y Li41, """ 7$m))_f(¢((x17 y LI—15 Y1, L1415 " ,$m))|
z;€[0,1]  |zi—yi|<8
J#l z1,y1€[0,1]
Since l
H(ZS(:El? 7xl_1,xl,xl+1, 7xm) _¢($17 7xl—l7yl7$l+17 ,,’Em)” S L((;5)|xl _yl|

the inequality |x; — yi| < § implies

H(b(xlu sy Ll—1, XL, Tp41y " " ,LL’m) —¢(.’I]1,"' y Ll—1,Yl, Ti41,° " 7xm)|| S Lg)éa

so that

Ql»6<Q»L(l)5‘ .
ks @)= ’( ¢ )¢<[o.,11m>



3 Matrix representation of the Koopman operator

In this section, we will construct the matrix representation Kz of the finite-dimensional Bernstein approx-
imation I = B, of the Koopman operator I, restricted to the subspace F, of polynomials of degree n.
This so-called Koopman matrix Kz is such that

Bn(KB;x) = KB(z) = Kg B(x),

with the vector of Bernstein polynomials

bn1 O(Il) bnm O(Im)

by ,1(171) b1 (Tm)
B(x):B(l)(xl)(g)...@B(m)(xm): ! ] Q- ®

bm,m(fpl) 2. (zm)

and where ICB is a vector obtained by applying I on each component of B. We note that the components
of B are m-dimensional Bernstein polynomials B; = []", bn,,a,(j), with the map a : N — N™ that refers
to the lexicographic order (given the definition of the Kronecker product). It follows that the matrix Kz is
the representation of the approximation of the Koopman operator in the Bernstein polynomial basis of F,,.
Alternatively, the matrix approximation of the Koopman operator can also be represented in the basis of

monomials. Since
ng .
. ng ] .
bnl,k(xz):Z(_Ua k(j)(k)x{, l=1,....m
j=k
we have B (z;) = CO X W (), with the vector of monomials
1
x
X(l)(xl): o, l=1,...,m
xé”

and the matrix C) ¢ RO+DX(n+1) with entries

l (g J
Cl(cJ)rl,jJrl:(_l)J k(j)(k)’ l=1,...,m.

Denoting X (z) = XM @ - ® X(™ and C = CM @ --- ® C"™), we obtain
B(z) = CX(x) (3.1)
and we can define the Koopman matrix representation in the monomial basis:
K% = C"'KzC.
We verify that we have

Bu(KX;z) = Ba(KC™'B;z) = C'B,(KB; x)
= C 'KpB(r) = C'KpCX (z) = Ki X (2).

We can now derive the expression of the matrix K. We first note that

ny k km m
KsB(@)]; = Ba(KBii2) = Ba(Biogia) = Y Biog <—1, . ,—> b (1)
m m/

k;=0
=1,---,m

where [-]; denotes the ith component of a vector. Equivalently, we can write

N
[KsB(x)]i = Z Bio¢(&;) Bj(x)
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with Z; = (1(j)/n1,- -+, am(j)/nm) and N = TI72 | (n; + 1). Then it is clear that the ith row of Kp has
entries of the form B;(¢(Z;)), i.e.

Using (3.1), we can write
with the matrix

Moreover, we also have

K3 = UC.
Note that both matrices Kg and ngf can be computed efficiently through a mere matrix multiplication.
Finally, if we denote by 7; the index associated with the monomial x;, i.e. [X(z)],, = x; (note that we
should have v; =1+ H;zj-i-l n; for j < m and v, = 2), we can obtain
6(x) = Ka; ~ Ka; = [(K¥)X (2)],, = [(UC)X()],,. (3.2)

J

Iterating the Koopman matrix Kz or K‘;g( therefore provides a linear approximation of the system trajectory.
Example 3.1 Consider the Van der Pol dynamics

il = X2

j:2 = (1 — I%).IQ — T

and the flow map ¢ generated at time t = 0.5, which is rescaled from [—3,3]? to [0,1]%. The Bernstein
approzimation of the Koopman operator is computed for (ny,n2) = (20,20). The true trajectory starting
from the initial condition xo = (0.4,0.3) is compared with an estimated trajectory computed with the linear
approzimation (3.2), i.e. (b?t(:zo) ~ [(K*Xp)X (x0)]y,. Alternatively, for a better accuracy, the values of
the monomials can be computed at each iteration, i.e. $*TVt ~ [(KXg)(¢*)],,. It should be noted that the
approximation is not linear in this latter case. As shown in Figure 1, the Bernstein approximation provides
a good prediction of a few iterations ahead, but finally diverges due to the matrix instability. The nonlinear
approzimation is stable and allows for a longer prediction horizon.

—O—true trajectory
—— Bernstein approximation (linear)
—<— Bernstein approximation (nonlinear)

08¢

.’173'6 r

0.4r

0.2

I

Figure 1: Predicted trajectories of the Van der Pol system obtained with the Bernstein approximation of the
Koopman operator, by iterating the matrix approximation (linear) and possibly computing the monomial
values at each iteration (nonlinear).



4 Bounds on the approximation error

In this section, we estimate approximation error bounds by assuming that the observable functions are either
continuous or continuous differentiable. Convergence rates of the approximation error are also obtained. We
first consider the case of one-dimensional systems, and then extend the results to the multivariate case.

4.1 One-dimensional case

We first have the following simple result, which provides a uniform bound on the Bernstein approximation
of the Koopman operator in the case of one-dimensional systems described by a Lipschitz continuous map.
The result is derived from a well-known result on Bernstein approximation errors.

Theorem 4.1 Let ¢ : [0,1] — [0,1] be a Lipschitz continuous map (with Lipschitz constant Ly ). Then, for
any f € C([0,1]), an upper bound on the error in approximating Kf by B,Kf is given by

3 (L
1BuICF — Kflloo < Sy (—) ’ | (4.1)
27 \V 0),00)

Proof 4.1 Since ¢ is continuous in [0, 1], so is the function Kf = fo¢. Then, it is well-known that a bound
on the Bernstein approzimation error for Kf is given by (see e.g. [30])

1BKCF — Kflloo < Swry (%) | (1.2)

Moreover, it follows from Lemma 2.1 that

(7)== (%),
w;gf — _wf — )
Vi V1) 0).0)]

which completes the proof.

Note that the modulus of continuity of f evaluated over [¢(0),¢(1)] C [0,1] can be bounded by the
modulus of continuity over [0,1]. Moreover, in the case Ly/+/n > 1, the value of the modulus of continuity
ws(Lg/+/1) should obviously be replaced by wy(1) in (4.1).

According to the above result, when the function f is assumed to be continuous, the convergence rate of
the approximation error is of the order of n='/2, which can be considered as slow. In order to obtain a faster
rate of convergence, we now assume that the function f and the map ¢ are continuously differentiable.

Theorem 4.2 Let ¢ : [0,1] — [0,1] be the flow of a given dynamics, which is Lipschitz continuous (with
Lipschitz constant Ly ) and whose derivative is also Lipschitz continuous (with Lipschitz constant Ly ).
Then, for any f € C1([0,1]), an upper bound on the error in approzimating Kf by B,Kf is given by

1 Lg ’ Ly
B Kf —Kflloo < — | =—= . .
Bk~ Sl < < <L¢w.f ()|, el 5 ﬁ>

Proof 4.2 Let x be a fived point in [0,1]. Then, for f € C*[0,1], one can write

Applying the operator B, on both sides of the above expression, we obtain

u

Bu(f(u)iz) — f@)Ba(liz) = (Bu(usz) — 2Ba(1;2) f'(x) + B / (f'(v) — f'(z)) dv;

x



B, (f(u);z) = f(x) = Bn (/(f’(v) = f'(x)) dv;a?) ;

x

where we used (2.4) and (2.5). By using the property (2.13) of the modulus of continuity, we obtain

( / (F' () - 1'(@) dv)

x

IN

/ (o) = F'(@)] dv

/wf,(a) ('“;“ + 1) dv

:f/(zs) ((” _6“’)2 +u- a:|)

for any 6 > 0. Then, it follows from (2.2) and (2.3) that

( JEw-rw) dv)

x

IN

IN

Bn(f (u); ) — f(2)] < B (

m) <wp () B, ((“ _(;”)2 + |u —:v|) .

Using (2.4), (2.7), and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

Buiwin) ~ f@ < wp®) (T 4Bl siin))

A
£
g
=

< wyp(9)

1 1
< —wy | —=
= 2\/ﬁ> ’

where we have set § = 1/(2y/n). Thus, we can write

1 1
BulKfi2) ~ Kf| < = sy (ﬁ) |

Moreover, we have

s (552) = s {10 — (A5l vl < 3oms v e 0,11}
- sup{|f'<¢<x>>¢'<x> — P0G W) : o —yl < ﬁ; zy e, 11}

and

(4.3)



< ' @) (6()) = f (@) + [ ()¢ () = &' (W))]-

'

Then, we get

‘ -

awry (7)< s (6@ sw L1700 - 6w e -1l <

2€[0,1] z,y€[0,1] 2

B

+ sup {[f"(¢(x))]} sup {I(¢’(x)—¢’(y))l o=yl <

z€[0,1] z,y€(0,1]

[\&)
g~
——

= Lo (g7 ) + 0 6@ 7%

and it follows from Lemma 2.1 that
1 Ly Ly
sy (5z) < Lowr (3% )| + sup [£/(6(9))] 2.
e <2\/ﬁ> P\ gy osus 2vn

The result follows by combining the above inequality with (4.4).

This result provides a better convergence rate than Theorem 4.1 (i.e. order n~! instead of n='/2), which
is expected since the map and the observable are assumed to be continuously differentiable in the latter case.
This property is illustrated with the following numerical example.

Example 4.1 The dynamics & = —x(1 + x) generate the flow map ¢(x) = at any time t. For

X
(et+xz(et—1)
the map at t = 1 and the function f = x?/2, we compute the approzimation error ||B,Kf — Kf|leo as a
function of the number n of Bernstein basis functions (Figure 2). The error is compared with the upper
bounds obtained in Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2. The results confirm the expected rates of convergence and

show that a tighter bound is obtained when the first derivative of f is considered.

0
10 —+—error bound from Th. 4.1

—s—error bound from Th. 4.2

E .
101k maximal error

€error

10 :
10" 102 10°

n

Figure 2: Error bounds obtained with Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2, for the flow map considered in Example
4.1.

4.2 Approximation of the Koopman operator in the multivariate case

This subsection is devoted to the study of the Bernstein approximation of the Koopman operator in the
multivariate case, in terms of the full and partial modulus of continuity.

Theorem 4.3 Let ¢ : [0,1]™ — [0,1]™ be a Lipschitz continuous map (with Lipschitz constant Ly). Then,
for any f € C([0,1]™), an upper bound on the error in approzimating KCf by BuCf is given by

3
1Bukf = Kflloo < 50 | Lo
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Proof 4.3 The proof is inspired from the proof given in [30] for the univariate case. For f € C[0,1]™ and
x € 10,1]™, we obtain

k1=0 =1
l=1,---,m
ng m
k1 ko km
< Z ‘ <n_1’ T ’n_> - f(z) Hbm,kz(xl)
k1=0 =1
l=1,---m
ng m kl 2 m
< 3 o2 (5 m) | Iowto
=0 =1 1=1

where we used the partition of unity property (2.4), the triangle inequality, and the definition of the modulus
of continuity. Next, the property (2.12) of the modulus of continuity yields

Q i ﬁ—x i < Qy(0) 1+1- i ﬁ—x i
f — ng ! = ) — ng !
for any 6 > 0. It follows that, using (2.4) twice and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have
1Bu(f;z) — f(2)]

ny m 1
<) | D TTbnik @)+ 5
=1

k}LZO
I=1,,m

1 ny m kl 2
< — - _
<Qp(0) |1+ 5 <; (m B !

(M

1
2

m 2 m ny m
< Qf (5) 1+% Z (fl_ll _$l> anl,kl(xl) Z ll_[bnhkz(‘rl)
=1

=1 k=0
—m =1,---,m

(S

1 "k :
Sﬂf (5) 1+g Z<n—l—ilfl> Hb"l’kl('rl)

Next, (2.7) leads to




where we have set 6 = 1/2:;11 n%

In the context of the Koopman operator, since Kf is continuous on [0,1]™, we can write

1Bu(Kf;2) = Kf(z)] <

and it follows from Lemma 2.1 that

which concludes the proof.

We also obtain a similar result based on the partial modulus of continuity.

Theorem 4.4 Let ¢ : [0,1]™ — [0,1]™ be a Lipschitz continuous map. Then, for any f € C([0,1]™), an
upper bound on the error in approximating ICf by BuoKCf is given by

L
1Bk = Kflloo < = Z <m>

! is the partial Lipschitz constant of the map.

where L
Proof 4.4 For f € C[0,1]™ and x € [0,1]™, it follows from (2.3), (2.4) that
|Bn(f§$) - f(.’L‘)| < Bn(lf(ulvu% e 7um) - f(.%‘l,l'g, e 7$m))|
and, since the Bernstein operator is linear and positive, the triangle inequality yields
|Bn(f§$) - f(.’L‘)| < Bn(lf(ulvu% e 7um) - f(.’L'l,U,g, U 7um)|;x)
+Bn(|f(I1,U2, o 7um) - f(Il,.IQ,Ug, e ,Um)|,117)
+ooo+ Ba(|f(w1, 2, s o1, um) — f(w1, 22, 2m)[5 ).
Then, the definition of partial modulus of continuity is used and we obtain

|Bu(f;2) — f(2)]

L k k k k -
g m J+1 m
<> N ‘f<$17---,17j1a;a"'an—)—f<$1,---7$j,n. ,"'7n—) | D)
=1 k=0 J m I+l m/ 2y
=1,---,m
m ny
<> 3 o ([ ) It
j=1 k=0 "
l=1,---,m

Similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.8, by using (2.4), (2.7), (2.12), and the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we
can write

Balfie) ~ 1l < [ 096 (142 | 3 (——w]) Hbm,kl )

12



1

where we have set 5n]. =/
J

In the context of the Koopman operator, since Kf is continuous, we have

BulKfiz) = Kf(@)] < gzag( i) (45)

n
=1 !

and it follows from Lemma 2.1 that
)
1 L
o® (_> < Q| 2

It is noticeable that the least conservative bound can be obtained with either Theorem 4.3 or 4.4, de-
pending on the properties of the map ¢ and the number of Bernstein basis functions. This is illustrated in
the following example.

)

#([0,1]™)

which concludes the proof.

Example 4.2 Consider the dynamics

T, = ,Tl(l +$2)

.fg = —ZE%.

which generates a flow map

(1, 22) = (etiﬂl(b‘@ +1), T f2tu> )

We compute the approzimation error ||BaKf — K f||so for the flow map att = 1 and the function f(x1,x2) =
2223, for different numbers nq = ny = n of Bernstein basis functions. This error is compared with the bounds
estimated by using the full and partial modulus of continuity (Theorem 4.8 and Theorem 4.4, respectively).
The results show that the bounds are conservative (Figure 3). It can also be seen that, in this case, Theorem
4.4 provides a better bound only for large values n.

10°

E
10° X
—s—error bound based on Theorem 4.4
ss —s—error bound based on Theorem 4.3
t 1071 maximal Error
[«D]
102
10

10! 102 10°
n

Figure 3: Error bounds computed with Theorem 4.3 (full modulus of continuity) and Theorem 4.4 (partial
modulus of continuity), for the flow map considered in Example 4.2.

4.3 Error propagation under the iteration of the Koopman operator approxi-
mation
In the previous subsections, we have computed error bounds for the Bernstein approximation of the Koopman

operator. We will now consider the error propagation through the iteration of the Koopman operator
approximation. We have the following general result.

13



Theorem 4.5 For f € C[0,1]™ and k > 1, we have
k—
1(Bak)* f = K flloo < Z |(BaK(BaK)! f = K(Bak) fl|oc.
=0

Proof 4.5 Using the triangle inequality, we obtain

[(BaKY [ =K flloe < [(BaK(BuK) ™ f = K(BaK) ™" flloo
HILBaY ™ f = K flloo
= (BaK(BaK)Y ' f = K(BaKC)Y ™ flloo
K ((BakY 1 f = K77 flloo
[(BaK(BaK)Y ' f = K(BaK)Y ™ flloo
HN(BaY T = KT oo

IN

where we have used the fact that |Kflleo < ||flloo- Then, the result follows by induction.

Combining with Theorem 4.3, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.1 Let ¢ : [0,1]™ — [0,1]™ be a Lipschitz continuous map (with Lipschitz constant Ly). For
f€C0,1)™ and k > 1, we have

k—1

3
[(BakO)R f — K" fll oo < Zﬂw x)i f(Lpd) < 24’“ Ly (LL0)

l 1
with 6 = 1/2:?;1 n%

Proof 4.6 It follows from Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.5 that

e
|
—

I(BaK)*f =K flloo < [(BaK(BaK) f = K(BaK) flloc

Il
= O

IN
> .
|

| o

QB.x)i f(Lgo),

<.
Il
o

which proves the first part of the result.
Next, we prove the inequality

J
Qi p(Led) < Qp(LLT16) +3) 47710, (LL0). (4.6)
=1

Using the definition of the full modulus of continuity, we have
Qo 5 (Lpd) = max{|(BuK)’ f(z) — (BaK) f(y)] : |z — y]| < Lo}
and the triangle inequality yields
(BaKC) f () — (BaKY f(y)
< |BaK(BaK) ™! f(2) = K(BaK)Y ~" f(2))|
+[BaK(BaK)Y ™ f(y) — K(BaK) ™' f(y)]
+ KBk ™ f(z) = K(BaK)Y ™ f(y)].

Mazimizing and using Theorem 4.3 and Lemma 2.1, we obtain

3 3
Qak)if(Lgd) < QQ(BnIC)J'*lf(LaS(S)‘i‘QQ(BHIC)J'*lf(Laﬁ(S)+Q/C(Bnlc)j*1j'(L¢5)
14



< 3Qpx)i-17(Led) + Qi1 (L30)
and similarly
Qsaryi f (L0) < 3Qp,x00-1 £ (Lob) + Qporcyi—1 5 (LyT6).
It follows by recursion that
j—1
Qryip(Lod) < Qp(L4T16) 43> Q) (Lgd). (4.7)
1=0

By comparing with (4.6), we see that it remains to show that

Jj—1 J
ZQ Bak)lf (Lyo) < Z 49 le Ll (4.8)
=0 =1

We proceed with a recursive argument. It is trivial that (4.8) holds for j = 1. Now we suppose that it is true
for j =j. Using (4.7) and (4.8), we have

7 1
ZQ(B IC)Z L¢5) Q(BnK)lf(L¢6) + Q(BnKl)jj(qua)
=0 0

1=

Z (Bak)t £ (Lg0) +Qf(LJH5)

| /\

4710 (LL8) + Q4 (L50)

IA
N
Mu.\ T

1=1
J+1
< J+1 le (Ll 5)
1=1
so that (4.7) is valid for j + 1.
Finally, using (4.6), we compute
k—1 k—1 ) k-1 J )
Qpayip(Led) <D Qp(LLT0)+3) Y 47710 (LLo)
=0 j=0 7=01=1
k—1 _ k—1 k=1
=D QpLLT0) +3) Qp(Lhe) Y 4!
§=0 1=1 j=l

k—1
Qp(LL0) + > (4F = 1) Qp(LL0)
=1

[
™=

I
-

[
™=

4Rt (LL ).

Il
-

This completes the proof.

We note that the first inequality in Corollary 4.1 depends on the modulus of continuity of the functions
(BnK)? f, which are known polynomials. In contrast, the second inequality only depends on the modulus of
continuity of f, but is more conservative. Theorem 4.4 based on the partial modulus of continuity could also
be considered by following similar developments, but the result is omitted for the sake of conciseness.

5 Extension to the data-driven setting

According to (2.10), the Bernstein approximation (B, K) f requires the knowledge of the values of the function
f at ¢(ki/n1, ..., km/nm). However, in a data driven context, the values of the map ¢ might not be given
on a regular lattice, but at randomly distributed points over a compact set D. In this section, we extend
the Bernstein approximation method to this case, by using an appropriate change of variables.

15



5.1 Bernstein approximation of the Koopman operator over a set of random
points

Suppose we are given a set X C D of N randomly distributed points
X={z;eD:j=1,...,N},

with NV =1II7", (n; +1) for some ny,...,n, € N. We assume that the set X can be seen as the set of vertices
of a lattice that is isotopic to a regular lattice with vertices

) )
ni Nim

X:{(ﬁ k—m):(kl,...,km)E{O,...,nl}x---x{O,...,nm}}.

In particular, this implies that there exists a bijective map S : X — X such that there is no intersection

between the edges
k m m
ni ng Nim ni ny Nim

for all (k1,..., k) and I. Note that the existence and construction of such map is left for future work. Next,
the map S : X — X can be extended to S : [0,1]™ — D through interpolation (see e.g. linear interpolation
in Appendix A). For instance, in the univariate case, the map S satisfies S(k/n) = xyt1, where the points
xy, are ordered so that xp < xp41, and linear interpolation yields S(z) = zrt1 + n(zrr2 — 2p41)(x — k/n)
for x € [k/n, (k+1)/n].

We are now in position to define a modified Bernstein operator based on the approximation in the new
variables & = S~1(z) € [0,1]™.

Definition 5.1 Suppose that S : [0,1]™ — D is a continuous bijective map. For f € C(D) and f = foS e
C([0,1]™), we define the m-variate modified Bernstein polynomial by

Bu(f;) = Bu(f32) = Ba(f  $:57" ().
Moreover, we denote by By : C(D) — C(D) the associated modified Bernstein operator.

The modified Bernstein operator associated with the map S leads to a Koopman operator approximation
that is well-suited to the data-driven context. More precisely, we can define

(K)(@) = BulK i) = Ba(kf 0 5:5 (@) = 5 foo (5 (2. 220 s,
j=1

Nm

where we used the same notation as in Section 3, i.e. the map « : N — N refers to the lexicographic order
and B; are multivariate Bernstein polynomials. We verify that the values of the map ¢ are used only at the
points S(a1(j)/n1, -+, m(j)/nm) € X. Considering the pairs of data points {x;, p(x;)} L, = {zj,y;},
and the permutation map 7 defined over {1,..., N} such that S(a1(j)/n1, -+, am(j)/nm) = T (), we finally
obtain

N1 Nm

(Kf)@) = > flyx) Bi(S7 (). (5.1)

1

Remark 5.1 The approzimation based on the modified Bernstein operator By can also be used when the map
@ is known on a regular grid of points, but defined over a more general interval [a1,b1] X+ <X [am, bym] # [0, 1]™.
In this case, the map S : [0,1]™ — [a1,b1] X « -+ X [am, bm] corresponds to an affine transformation.

5.2 Approximation error

We now extend our previous analysis of the approximation error to the data-driven setting considered in
this section, where we use the modified Bernstein operator. This can be done through the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1 Let f € C(D) and let S : [0,1]™ — D be a continuous bijective map. Then,

Han_ fllo = IBa(f 0 S) — f oS-
16



Proof 5.1 We have
1Buf = flloc = 1Bu(f 0 85871(-)) = f o S(ST ()loe = [1Bu(f ©5) = f 05| cc-
Combining with Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.4, we have the following result.

Corollary 5.1 Let ¢ : D — D be a Lipschitz continuous map (with Lipschitz constant Ly) and S : [0,1]™ —

D be a Lipschitz continuous bijective map (with Lipschitz constant Ls and partial Lipschitz constant Lg)).
Then, for f € C(D), we have

- 3
1BuKf — Kflloo < 591' LyLs

and

_ m @)
1Bkt = Kflloo < 5 z <L¢L )

Proof 5.2 Using Lemma 5.1 with the continuous function Kf, we obtain
IBaKf — Kflloo = [Ba(Kf 0 8) =Kf 0 S|loc = [Bu(f 0 ¢05) = fodpoS|o = [Baksf —Ks fllo,

with the Koopman operator Ksf = f o ¢s associated with the Lipschitz continuous map ¢s = ¢ o S (with

Lipschitz constant LyLg and partial Lipschitz constant L¢L(Sl)). Then, the result follows from Theorem 4.8
and Theorem 4.4 with Kg and ¢s.

The above result provides a uniform bound on the Bernstein approximation of the Koopman operator that
is valid on the whole state space D, while, in the present data-driven context, the flow is supposed to be
known only at the data points.

Since S maps the set X onto X, it is clear that Lg > Lls > nyh, where h = max,,ex ming, ex ||z; — ;||
is the largest distance between neighboring data points. In particular, if the data points are distributed
over [0,1]™, i.e. S :[0,1]™ — [0,1]™, it follows that h > 1/n; so that Lg > L(Sl) > 1 for all I. Moreover,
the more unevenly distributed the data points are, the larger the Lipschitz constants are. This implies that
the best approximation error bounds are obtained in the optimal case where the data points are uniformly
distributed over a regular lattice.

Finally, note that specific values of the Lipschitz constants can be computed when S is defined through
linear interpolation (see Appendix A).

5.3 Matrix approximation and comparison with EDMD

Let us consider the subspace Fn of polynomials of degree n in the variables # = S~1(x). This subspace is
spanned by the basis functions Bj o S™!, where B; are the m-variate Bernstein basis polynomials. In this
case, the matrix representation Kz of the finite-dimensional Bernstein approximation X = B,/ restricted

to F,, satisfies . } ~
Ba(K(BoS™');2) =K(BoS ) (z) =KpBoS ()
where we recall that B is the vector of Bernstein basis polynomials. Following similar developments as in

Section 3, we have

Mm,

[KpBoS™t Z B; o S™ (yr(j)) Bj o S ()

where we used (5.1). It follows that the matrix approximation is given by

Kz = [B(S™ ' (yx1))) B(S™ " (yr(2))) -+ B(S™ Un(w))]:

or equivalently ~ R
Kz =CU

17



with the data matrix B
U = [X(S (=) X (S (Wn(2)) -+ X (S (r(v))]-

Moreover, we also have
Ky =UC
in the basis X (S~!(z)) = X (&) of monomials in 7.

The most popular data-driven method to approximate the Koopman operator is the so-called Extended
Dynamic Mode Decomposition (EDMD) [13]. For a given choice of basis functions (which we assume to be
monomials here), the matrix approximation of the Koopman operator obtained with the EDMD method is
given by ~

Krpmp = Uy Ug

with the data matrices
Ux = [X(21) X(22) -+ X(zn)], Uy =[X(y1) X(y2) -+ X(yn)]

and where U;’E denotes the Moore-Penrose pseudoinverse of Ux. It is noticeable that the computation of the
matrix pseudoinverse is not required for the Bernstein approximation, but on the other hand, computing the
map S and its inverse adds some complexity. Note also that, when S is the identity (uniformly distributed
data points over [0,1]™), we have Uy = U = U. In this case, Kgpup = UyU;E and K5 = UyC are both
matrix approximations of the Koopman operator in the same basis of monomials.

In the following example, we compare the performance of the Bernstein approximation method and the
EDMD method in a data-driven context.

Example 5.1 Consider the Lotka-Volterra dynamics

11",'1 = 1.5$1(1—$1)—$1£L‘2

x.g = 15$2(1 —IQ) — X1 X2

and its flow map ¢ generated at time t = 1. The true trajectory starting from the initial condition xoy =
(0.4,0.3) is compared with estimated trajectories obtained by iterating the Bernstein matrix approzimation
IN(%( and the EDMD matriz approximation Kepump. Both approximation matrices were computed with N =
256 data points shown in Figure 4(a) and with the same subspace Fy, of polynomials of degree less or equal
to 15 (i.e. (n1,n2) = (15,15)). For the Bernstein approzimation, the map S was constructed with a linear
interpolation based on Delaunay triangulation of the data points. While the Bernstein approzimation yields
an accurate prediction of the trajectory, the EDMD methods produces a trajectory that rapidly diverges. Note
that the error bounds are very conservative in this case due to the low values ni and ny. Better bounds could
be obtained with polynomials of higher degree (and more data points), but this would yield unstable Bernstein
matrices and diverging predicted trajectories.

6 Conclusions and Perspectives

In this paper, we have developed a novel finite-dimensional approximation scheme for the Koopman operator,
which is based on Bernstein polynomial approximation. For several cases (univariate and multivariate maps),
the method was complemented with an error analysis, providing convergence rates and approximation error
bounds in the uniform sense which are inherited from the properties of Bernstein approximation. The
errors bounds are expressed in terms of the modulus of continuity of the observables (and possibly of their
derivative) and requires the sole knowledge of the Lipschitz constant of the map defining the Koopman
operator. In addition, through an appropriate change of variables, the framework has been extended to a
data-driven setting, where the flow is known at randomly distributed points, and it has been compared to
the EDMD method in the context of prediction.

The present work opens several perspectives. First, the approximation error bounds obtained in this
paper appear to be quite conservative, especially in the multivariate case, where the observables are not
assumed to be differentiable. In this context, tighter bounds could be obtained by using the modulus of
continuity of (higher-order) derivatives of the observables. Similarly, better convergence rates could be
guaranteed through the use of iterated Bernstein polynomials (see e.g. [31, 32]). In the same line, the use
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Figure 4: For the Lotka-Volterra system, Bernstein and EDMD approximations of the Koopman operator
are computed from the values of the flow at the data points (panel (a)). Predicted trajectories are obtained
by iterating the approximation matrices (panel (b)). In particular, the Bernstein approximation yields an
accurate prediction.

of Szasz—Mirakyan operators extending Bernstein approximation to unbounded sets could be investigated.
Moreover, in the data-driven context, the method relies on a map which “preserves the lattice structure”
from a regular lattice over [0,1]™ to the set of data points. Both existence and algorithmic construction
of such a map are left as an open problem. Finally, the efficiency and relevance of the proposed Bernstein
approximation of the Koopman operator should be further investigated, for instance in the context of spectral
analysis of dynamical systems and nonlinear control theory.

A Construction of the map S

We discuss the extension of the map S : X — X to S : [0,1]™ — D through linear interpolation, where
we assume here that D is the convex hull of X. Suppose that x € [0,1]™ lies in the m-simplex CU) with

(()j), - ,USTZ) € X and is characterized by the barycentric coordinates (Bos- - Bm) € [0,1]™F so

that x = ﬁovéj) + o+ Bmo). In particular, we can compute

vertices v

A | | -
. j j j j (5)
| = U%J) N U(()J) o ,UgJ) N U(()J) (3: oy ) "
Brm | |
fo=1-P1—~Bm.
Next, it follows from linear interpolation that
S(x) = fo S(o”) + -+ B S@),
which can be rewritten, using (A.1), as
| | | A
S(z) = S(v(()j)) + S(v%j)) _ S(v(()j)) . S(vr(ﬂ;)) _ S(v(()j)) v%]’) _ v(()j) . v%]’) _ v(()j) (33 _ v(()j))
| | | |
2 5(uf") + 8D (VD) (2 off)
(A.2)
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Note that S(vl(j)) € X is well-defined for all [ € {0, ..., m} since vl(j) € X. Moreover, if the vertices vl(j) are

adjacent points of the regular lattice (i.e. (’Ul(i) - UZ(O))T(vl(j) - vl(o)) =1/n; d;j), we have
(VO)~! = diag(ny, ..., nm).

Proceeding along the same lines for all simplices C'¥) such that y;C () = [0, 1]™, we finally obtain a piecewise-
linear map S over [0, 1]™.
Next, the Lipschitz constant of S is computed as

Ls = max "S(j)(V(j))_ll‘

c 2

where the maximum is taken over all simplices C) used in the interpolation process. Similarly, the partial
Lipschitz constant is given by

1 = st |
CG

where [].; denotes the Ith column of a matrix.
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