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Abstract— The Koopman operator has gained significant
attention in recent years for its ability to verify evolutionary
properties of continuous-time nonlinear systems by lifting state
variables into an infinite-dimensional linear vector space. The
challenge remains in providing estimations for transitional
properties pertaining to the system’s vector fields based on
discrete-time observations. To retrieve such infinitesimal system
transition information, leveraging the structure of Koopman
operator learning, current literature focuses on developing
techniques free of time derivatives through the use of the
Koopman operator logarithm. However, the soundness of these
methods has so far been demonstrated only for maintaining
effectiveness within a restrictive function space, together with
knowledge of the operator spectrum properties. To better adapt
to the practical applications in learning and control of unknown
systems, we propose a logarithm-free technique for learning
the infinitesimal generator without disrupting the Koopman
operator learning framework. This approach claims compati-
bility with other system verification tools using the same set of
training data. We provide numerical examples to demonstrate
its effectiveness in applications of system identification and
stability prediction.

Index Terms— Unknown nonlinear systems, Koopman oper-
ators, infinitesimal generator, system identification, verification.

I. INTRODUCTION

Verification of dynamical system properties and achieving
autonomy are two important directions for the future of
industrial intelligence, with applications in numerous fields,
including mathematical finance, automated vehicles, power
systems, and other physical sciences.

Witnessing the success of problem-solving within the data
paradigm, there has been a surge of interest in revealing the
governing equations of continuous-time dynamical systems
from time-series data to better understand the underlying
physical laws [1], [2]. Additional interests in safety-critical
industries include data-driven stability and safety analysis,
prediction, and control. Techniques such as Lyapunov and
barrier certificates have proven effective [3]–[7]. It is worth
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noting, however, that these practical concerns require infor-
mation on the vector fields, the value functions that abstract
system performance, and the corresponding Lie derivatives,
all underpinned by an understanding of the infinitesimal
generator [8]–[12]. Considering nonlinear effects, challenges
therefore arise in the converse identification of infinitesimal
system transitions based on discrete-time observations that
represent cumulative trajectory behaviors.

For autonomous dynamical systems, direct methods such
as Bayesian approaches [13] and the sparse identification
of non-linear dynamics (SINDy) algorithm [14] have been
developed to identify state dynamics with a known structure,
relying on nonlinear parameter estimation [15], [16] and
static linear regression techniques. However, these methods
require that time derivatives of the state can be accurately
estimated, an assumption that may not be robustly satisfied
due to potential challenges such as low sampling rates, noisy
measurements, and short observation periods. Furthermore,
the data cannot be reused in the proposed structure for
constructing other value functions (e.g., Lyapunov or barrier
functions) for stability, reachability, and safety analysis. This
limitation extends to verifying their Lie derivatives along the
trajectories, which is crucial for demonstrating the evolving
trends of the phase portraits.

Comparatively, the Koopman operator learning structure,
achieved through linear least squares optimization over ob-
servable data of dictionary functions, does not require the
estimation of time derivatives. It facilitates indirect learning
of its infinitesimal generator, thus enabling a data-driven
estimation of Lie derivatives with the same set of training
data. This approach can potentially circumvent the need for
high sampling rates and longer observation periods.

As observed in the current literature, this Koopman-based
indirect learning of the infinitesimal generator heavily relies
on the use of operator logarithms [17]–[20]. Heuristically,
researchers tend to represent the Koopman operator Kt by
an exponential form of its infinitesimal generator L as Kt =
etL, leading to the converse representation L = 1

t log(Kt)
for any t > 0. However, problems arise given the following
concerns: 1) representing Koopman operators in exponential
form requires the boundedness of the generator L; 2) the
operator logarithm as a single-valued mapping only within a
specific sector of the spectrum; 3) for general systems that
fall short of the aforementioned restrictions, it is unclear how
the data-driven approximation of the logarithm of Koopman
operators converges to the true generator.

As a complement to the work in [17], [19], recent studies
[21], [22] have investigated the sufficient and necessary con-
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ditions under which the Koopman-logarithm based generator
learning method can guarantee learning accuracy. To provide
the sampling rate, the theorem heavily relies on the concept
of a “generator-bounded space”, which remains invariant
under the Koopman operator, and where the generator is
bounded when restricted to it. Though the results appear to
be sound, the conditions are less likely to be verifiable for
unknown systems.

To address the aforementioned issues, our goal in this
paper is to propose a generator learning scheme that is
robust to the choice of the dictionary of observable functions,
without the need to know the spectrum properties. This
scheme will be compatible with the current advances in
[7] for Koopman-based construction of maximal Lyapunov
functions. It is important to note that the method in [7]
assumes full knowledge of the equilibrium point and ac-
knowledges that verification of the constructed Lyapunov
function depends on information about the actual system
transitions, which may diminish its predictive value in sta-
bility analysis. Our approach aims to enhance Koopman-
based learning approaches and align with the generator
learning procedures, thereby achieving intelligent system
identification and enabling automatic stability prediction.

Notation: We denote by Rn the Euclidean space of
dimension n > 1, and by R the set of real numbers. For
x ∈ Rn and r ≥ 0, we denote the ball of radius r centered
at x by B(x, r) = {y ∈ Rn : |y − x| ≤ r}, where | · | is the
Euclidean norm. For a closed set A ⊂ Rn and x ∈ Rn, we
denote the distance from x to A by |x|A = infy∈A |x− y|
and r-neighborhood of A by B(A, r) = ∪x∈AB(x, r) =
{x ∈ Rn : |x|A ≤ r}. For a set A ⊆ Rn, A denotes its clo-
sure, int(A) denotes its interior and ∂A denotes its boundary.
For finite-dimensional matrices, we use the Frobenius norm
∥ · ∥F as the metric. Let C(Ω) be the set of continuous
functions with domain Ω. We denote the set of i times
continuously differentiable functions by Ci(Ω).

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Dynamical Systems

Given a pre-compact state space X ⊆ Rn, we consider a
continuous-time nonlinear dynamical system of the form

ẋ(t) = f(x(t)), x(0) = x ∈ X , t ∈ [0,∞), (1)

where x denotes the initial condition, and the vector field
f : X → X is assumed to be locally Lipschitz continuous.

On the maximal interval of existence I ⊆ [0,∞), the
forward flow map (solution map) ϕ : I × X → X should
satisfy 1) ∂t(ϕ(t, x)) = f(ϕ(t, x)), 2) ϕ(0, x) = x, and 3)
ϕ(s, ϕ(t, x)) = ϕ(t+ s, x) for all t, s ∈ I.

Throughout the paper, we will assume that the maximal
interval of existence of the (unique) flow map to the initial
value problem (1) is I = [0,∞).

Remark 2.1: The above assumption is equivalent to as-
suming that the system exhibits forward invariance w.r.t. the
set X . However, this is usually not the case for general
nonlinear systems. In this paper, if the system dynamics

violate the above assumption, we can adopt the approach
outlined in [7, Section III.B] to recast the dynamics within
the set X . In other words, we constrain the vector field f such
that f(x) = 0 for any x ∈ ∂X , while f remains unchanged
within the open domain X . This modification ensures that
the system data is always collectible within X . ⋄

B. Koopman Operators and the Infinitesimal Generator

Let us now consider a complete normed function space
(F , ∥ · ∥F ) of the real-valued observable functions h : X →
R. For any bounded linear operator B : F → F , we define
the operator (uniform) norm as ∥B∥ := sup∥h∥F=1 ∥Bh∥F .
We clarify that in the context of operator learning, the term
“observable functions,” or simply “observables,” commonly
refers to “test functions” for operators, rather than to the
concept of “observability” in control systems.

Definition 2.2: A one parameter family {St}t≥0 of
bounded linear operators from F into F is a semigroup if

1) S0 = I (I is the identity operator).
2) St ◦ Ss = St+s for every t, s ≥ 0.

In addition, a semigroup {St}t≥0 is a C0 semigroup if
limt↓0 Sth = h for all h ∈ F , and moreover a C0 semigroup
of contractions if ∥St∥ ≤ 1 for t ≥ 0.

The (infinitesimal) generator A of {St}t≥0 is defined by

Ah(x) := lim
t→0

Sth(x)− h(x)

t
, (2)

where the observable functions are within the domain of A,
defined as dom(A) =

{
h ∈ F : limt→0

Sth−h
t exists

}
. ⋄

It is a well-known result that dom(A) = F .
The evolution of observables of system (1) restricted to

F is governed by the family of Koopman operators, as
defined below. Koopman operators also form a linear C0

semigroup, allowing us to study nonlinear dynamics through
the infinite-dimensional lifted space of observable functions,
which exhibit linear dynamics.

Definition 2.3: The Koopman operator family {Kt}t≥0 of
system (1) is a collection of maps Kt : F → F defined by

Kth = h ◦ ϕ(t, ·), h ∈ F (3)

for each t ≥ 0, where ◦ is the composition operator. The
(infinitesimal) generator L of {Kt}t≥0 is defined accordingly
as in (2). ⋄

Given that the observable functions are continuously dif-
ferentiable, the generator of Koopman operators is such that
Lh(x) = ∇h(x) · f(x) for all h ∈ C1(X ).

There is literature that, although focused on stochastic
differential equations [23], [24], relies on the definition (2)
to learn the generator. Despite the theoretical soundness,
sampling trajectory information within an arbitrarily small
time horizon is not practical.

C. Representation of Semigroups

In this subsection, we introduce basic operator topologies
and explore how a semigroup {St}t≥0 can be represented
through its generator A.



Definition 2.4 (Operator Topologies): Let (F , ∥ · ∥F ).
Let B : F → F and Bn : F → F , for each n ∈ N, be
linear operators.

1) The {Bn}n∈N is said to converge to B uniformly,
denoted by Bn → B, if limn→∞ ∥Bn −B∥ = 0. We
also write B = limn→∞ Bn.

2) The {Bn}n∈N is said to converge to B strongly,
denoted by Bn ⇀ B, if limn→∞ ∥Bnh − Bh∥F = 0
for each h ∈ F . We also write B = s- limn→∞ Bn. ⋄

Remark 2.5: In analogy to the pointwise convergence of
functions, the strong topology is the coarsest topology such
that B 7→ Bh is continuous in B for each fixed h ∈ F . ⋄

If A is a bounded linear operator that generates {St}, then
St = etA for each t in the uniform topology. Otherwise, [25,
Chap. I, Theorem 5.5] still provides an interpretation for the
sense in which St “equals” etA.

We revisit some facts to show the above concepts of equiv-
alence, particularly in the context where A is unbounded.

Definition 2.6 (Resolvents): Let A be a linear, not nec-
essarily bounded, operator. Then the resolvent set is defined
as

ρ(A) := {λ ∈ C : λ I−A is invertible} . (4)

For any λ ∈ ρ(A), the resolvent operator is defined as

R(λ;A) := (λ I−A)−1, (5)

which is a bounded linear operator [25, Chap. I, Theorem
4.3]. ⋄

We further define the Yosida approximation of A as

Aλ := λAR(λ;A) = λ2R(λ;A)− λ I . (6)

Note that {Aλ}λ∈ρ(A) is a family of bounded linear opera-
tors, and etAλ is well-defined for each λ ∈ ρ(A).

Theorem 2.7: [25, Chap. I, Theorem 5.5] Suppose
{St}t≥0 is a C0 semigroup on F and A is the generator.
Then, St = s- limλ→∞ etAλ for all t ≥ 0.

III. THE CHARACTERIZATION OF THE INFINITESIMAL
GENERATORS

For system (1), we are able to represent Kt as etL for
bounded L, or, by Theorem 2.7, as the strong limit of etLλ ,
where Lλ is the Yosida approximation of the unbounded L.

For the converse representation of L based on {Kt}t≥0,
it is intuitive to take the operator logarithm such that L =
1
t logKt. When L is bounded, the spectrum’s sector should
be confined to make the logarithm a single-valued mapping
[21], [22]. However, for an unbounded L, there is no direct
connection. In this subsection, we review how L can be
properly approximated based on {Kt}t≥0.

Due to the (local) Lipschitz continuity of f in (1), and
considering that observable functions are usually continuous,
we will focus on Kt : C(X ) → C(X ) for the rest of the
paper. Then, L : C1(X ) → C(X ). Let C(X ) be endowed
with the uniform norm | · |∞ := supx∈X | · |. Defining

| · |L := | · |∞ + |L · |∞, (7)

it can be shown that | · |L is equivalent to the C1-uniform
norm. Consequently (dom(L), | · |L) is a Banach space.

A. Asymptotic Approximations of Generators
First, we examine the base case where {Kt}t≥0 is a

contraction semigroup. In this situation, by the famous Hille-
Yosida theorem [25, Theorem 3.1, Chapter I], the resolvent
set is such that ρ(L) ⊇ R+, and for each λ ∈ ρ(L), we
have ∥R(λ;L)∥ ≤ 1/Re(λ). Consequently, by [25, Lemma
1.3.3], {Lλ}λ>0 converges in a strong sense to L (w.r.t. |·|L),
i.e.,

s- lim
λ→∞

Lλ = s- lim
λ→∞

λ2R(λ;A)− λ I = L. (8)

Moreover, the convergence rate is λ−1|Lh|L for all h ∈
C2(X ), i.e. |Lλh− Lh|∞ ≤ λ−1|Lh|L.

Remark 3.1: Due to the contraction restriction of
{Kt}t≥0, the system (1) is necessarily dissipative [25, Chapt.
I, Theorem 4.3]. As characterized in [26], it is equivalent
to verifying the existence of a value (storage) function V :
X → R+ and a (supply) function η : X → R satisfying∫ t

s
|Kτη(x)|dτ < ∞, for all s ≤ t and all x ∈ X , such

that Kt−sV (x) − V (x) ≤
∫ t

s
Kτη(x)dτ. In other words,

the energy storage rate of the system cannot exceed η.
This assumption is somewhat restrictive when considering
unknown systems. ⋄

To accommodate more general cases, we propose the
following extension of the Yosida approximation on R+. To
achieve this, we first present the following facts.

Proposition 3.2: For system (1), there exist constants
ω ≥ 0 and M ≥ 1 such that ∥Kt∥ ≤ Meωt for all t ≥ 0. In
addition, for any λ ∈ C, the family {Kt,λ}t≥0, where

Kt,λ := eλtKt (9)

is a C0 semigroup with generator L+λ I : dom(L) → C(X ).
Proof: The first part follows directly by [25, Theorem
1.2.2]. The semigroup property of {Kt,λ}t≥0 follows
easily by the definition. To verify its generator, we have
Kt,λh−h

t =
eλtKt,λh−eλth

t + eλth−h
t . For all h ∈ dom(L),

the limit exists as t ↓ 0 for each r.h.s. term. It then follows
that limt↓0

Kt,λh−h
t = L+ λ I.

Although it has been demonstrated in extensive literature
that s- limλ→∞ Lλ = L for {Lλ}λ>ω , to better understand
how data-driven approaches can be integrated into the ap-
proximation scheme, we prove the following theorem and
demonstrate an explicit convergence rate.

Theorem 3.3: For system (1), let {Lλ}λ>ω̃ , where ω̃ ≥
ω > 0. Then, s- limλ→∞ Lλ = L. Moreover, for any h ∈
C2(X ), there exists an M̃ > 0 such that

|Lλh− Lh|∞ ≤ M̃(λ− ω̃)−1(|h|L + |Lh|L).
Proof: For any ω̃ ≥ ω, we consider {Kt,−ω̃}t≥0, where
Kt,−ω̃ is defined as (9). It is clear that ∥Kt,−ω̃∥ ≤ M for
all t ≥ 0. By Proposition 3.2, {Kt,−ω̃}t≥0 also admits the
generator L − ω̃ I. On C1(X ), for any λ > ω̃, we have

L − Lλ =L − ω̃ I+ω̃ I−Lλ

=(L − ω̃ I−(L − ω̃ I)λ−ω̃)

+ ((L − ω̃ I)λ−ω̃ + ω̃ I−Lλ)

=:O1 +O2.

(10)



It suffices to show the bound for each of the two terms on
the r.h.s. of (10).

To show the bound for O1, we consider an alternative norm
for h ∈ C1(X ), defined as ∥h∥∞ = supt≥0 |Kt,−ω̃h|∞. It
can be verified that |h|∞ ≤ ∥h∥∞ ≤ M |h|∞. For |h|L,
we define the alternative norm ∥h∥L = ∥h∥∞ + ∥Lh∥∞ .
In addition, ∥Kt,−ω̃h∥∞ = sups≥0 |Ks,−ω̃Kt,−ω̃h|∞ ≤
sups≥0 |Ks,−ω̃h|∞ = ∥h∥∞, which demonstrate the con-
traction property w.r.t. ∥·∥∞. Then, for any h ∈ C2(X ),
O1h = −(L − ω̃ I)R(λ− ω̃;L − ω̃ I)(L − ω̃ I)h and

|O1h|∞ ≤ ∥O1h∥∞ ≤ (λ− ω̃)−1∥(L − ω̃ I)h∥L
≤ M(λ− ω̃)−1|(L − ω̃ I)h|L
≤ M(λ− ω̃)−1(|Lh|L + ω̃|h|L),

where the second inequality can be proved in the same way
as in [25, Chap. I, Lemma 3.2]. Since C2(X ) is dense
in C1(X ), and the operator O1 is uniformly bounded [25,
Theorem 1.3.1] and hence continuous on C1(X ), we have

L − ω̃ I = s- lim
λ→∞

(L − ω̃ I)λ−ω̃ (11)

on (C1(X ), ∥·∥L). Due to the norm equivalence ∥·∥L ≈ |·|L,
the strong convergence (11) also holds on (C1(X ), | · |L).

We now work on the bound for O2. One can show by a
direct calculation that, for any h ∈ C1(X ),

|O2h|∞ = |2ω̃h− ω̃(2λ− ω̃)R(λ;L)h|∞
= |ω̃(ω̃R(λ;L)− 2LR(λ;L))h|∞
≤ M(λ− ω̃)−1(ω̃2|h|∞ + 2ω̃|Lh|∞)

≤ M0(λ− ω̃)−1|h|L,

(12)

where M0 = M ·max{ω̃2, 2ω̃}.
The conclusion follows by combining both parts and

considering λ → ∞.

Remark 3.4: In the proof of Theorem 3.3, we have
implicitly demonstrated the effects of M and ω in the
semigroup estimation ∥Kt∥ ≤ Meωt. Intuitively, M repre-
sents the uniform scaling of the magnitude of the Koopman
operator, while ω indicates the dominant exponential growth
or decay rate of the flow on C(X ).

Working within the semigroup topology, one can always
convert a C0 semigroup into a contraction semigroup and
approximate the generator using this connection, i.e., (L −
ω̃ I)λ−ω̃ + ω̃ I. However, this is not necessary given that, for
arbitrarily large λ, Lλ is arbitrarily close to (L−ω̃ I)λ−ω̃+ω̃ I
in a strong sense. The convergence rate remains similar. ⋄

B. Representation of Resolvent Operators

Motivated by representing L by {Kt}t≥0 and the Yosida
approximation for L on {λ > ω}, we establish a connection
between R(λ;L) and {Kt}t≥0.

Proposition 3.5: Let R(λ) on C(X ) be defined by

R(λ)h :=

∫ ∞

0

e−λt(Kth)dt. (13)

Then, for all λ > ω,

1) R(λ)(λ I−L)h = h for all h ∈ C1(X );
2) (λ I−L)R(λ)h = h for all h ∈ C(X ).
The proof follows the standard procedures of calculus and

dynamic programming, and is completed in Appendix I.
Remark 3.6: Even though R(λ) is well defined on C(X ),

the commutative property between R(λ) and λ I−L only
holds on C1(X ). This domain aligns with the valid domain
where L = s- limλ→∞ Lλ. ⋄

To use the approximation in Section III-A, we can replace
R(λ;L) with R(λ). We can immediately conclude the fol-
lowing representation.

Corollary 3.7: For each λ > ω,

Lλ = λ2

∫ ∞

0

e−λtKtdt− λ I (14)

and Lλ ⇀ L on C1(X ).

IV. KOOPMAN-BASED FINITE-DIMENSIONAL
APPROXIMATION OF GENERATORS

To employ (14), the current form of
∫∞
0

e−λt(Kt·)dt is not
advantageous. In this section, we derive an approximation
approach based on a finite-dimensional observable data.

A. Finite Time-Horizon Approximation

Observing the form of (14), we first define the following
truncation integral operator.

Definition 4.1: For any h ∈ C(X ) and τ ≥ 0, we define
Tτ : C(X ) → C(X ) as

Tτh(x) :=
∫ τ

0

e−λsKsh(x)ds. (15)

We aim to demonstrate that for any arbitrarily large λ ∈
R, the aforementioned truncation of the integral will not
significantly “hurt” the accuracy of the approximation (14).

Theorem 4.2: Let τ ≥ 0 and λ > ω be fixed. Then,
∥λ2Tτ − λ I−Lλ∥ ≤ Mλ2

λ−ω e
−λτ on C1(X ).

Proof: Note that, for any λ > ω,

∥R(λ)∥ ≤
∫ ∞

0

e−λt∥Kt∥dt

≤
∫ ∞

0

Me−λteωtdt =
M

λ− ω
.

(16)

Therefore, for any h ∈ C(X ),

|Tτh−R(λ;L)h|∞ = sup
x∈X

|e−λτR(λ)h(ϕ(τ, x))|

≤e−λτ∥R(λ)∥|h|∞ ≤ e−λτ M

λ− ω
|h|∞

(17)

and sup|h|∞=1 |λ2Tτh − λh − Lλh|∞ ≤ Mλ2

λ−ω e
−λτ , which

completes the proof.

We notice that limλ→∞
λ2

λ−ω e
−λτ ≤ limλ→∞

2
τ(λ−ω)eλτ

for any fixed τ , which demonstrates an exponential decaying
rate in the uniform sense. Recalling the convergence rate of
Lλ ⇀ L in Theorem 3.3, we note that the convergence in
Theorem 4.2 does not dominate for any fixed τ > 0. This
allows us to use

L̃λ := λ2Tτ − λ I (18)



to approximate L within a small time-horizon. We use the
following example to illustrate this approximation.

Example 4.3: Consider the simple dynamical system
ẋ(t) = x(t) and the observable function V (x) = xn for
any n ≥ 1. Then, analytically, ϕ(τ, x) = xeτ and LV (x) =
nxn. We test the validity of using Eq. (18). Note that,
for sufficiently large λ, we have λ2

∫ τ

0
e−λs(KsV (x))ds =

λ2
∫ τ

0
e−λsesnxnds = λ2xn

∫ τ

0
e−(λ−n)sds = λ2xn

λ−n (1 −
e−(λ−n)τ ) ≈ λ2xn

λ−n , and λ2TτV (x) − λV (x) ≈ λ2xn

λ−n −
λxn = nλ

λ−nx
n ≈ nxn = LV (x). With high-accuracy

evaluation of the integral, we can achieve a reasonably good
approximation. ⋄

B. Finite-Rank Approximation

Based on (18), it suffices to learn the operator Tτ for
any fixed τ > 0 and to predict the image of the operator
when acting on some C(X ) function. In favor of a machine
learning approach based on a dictionary of a finite number
of observable test functions serving as basis functions, we
verify if Tτ is representable as a finite-rank operator.

We first look at the following property of Tτ .
Proposition 4.4: For any λ > ω, the operator Tτ is

compact if and only if Ks is compact for any s ∈ (0, τ ].
Proof: We assume that Tτ is compact for λ > ω. By [25,
Theorem 3.2], Ks is continuous w.r.t. the uniform operator
norm ∥ · ∥. We can also easily verify the compactness of
λTτKs, for any s ∈ (0, τ ], by Definition 4.1. In addition, for
any arbitrarily small t > 0,

∥λTτKs −Ks∥

≤
∫ t

0

λe−λσ∥Ks+σ −Ks∥dσ +

∫ τ

t

λe−λσ∥Ks+σ −Ks∥dσ

≤ sup
σ∈(0,t]

∥Ks+σ −Ks∥(1− e−λt) + 2

∫ τ

t

λe−λσ∥Kτ∥dσ

≤ sup
σ∈(0,t]

∥Ks+σ −Ks∥+
2Mλ

λ− ω
eω(t+τ)−λt.

By the continuity of Ks, letting λ → ∞ and t → 0, we
have Ks → λTτKs in the uniform sense, which shows the
compactness.

To show the converse side, we notice that the operator
T t
τ :=

∫ τ

t
e−λsKsds is always compact for any t ∈ (0, τ ]

given the compactness of Ks with s ∈ (0, τ ]. However,

∥Tτ − T t
τ ∥ ≤

∫ t

0

e−λs∥Ks∥ds ≤
∫ t

0

∥Ks∥ds

≤
∫ t

0

Meωsds ≤ tMeωt.

Letting t → 0, we see the uniform convergence of T t
τ to

Tτ , which shows compactness of Tτ .

It is worth noting that Kt of (1) is not necessarily compact
for each t > 0. To show that Kt(Br) ⊆ C(X ) is relatively
compact, where Br = {h ∈ C(R) : |h|∞ ≤ r} for some
r > 0, one needs to verify the equicontinuity within Kt(Br).
However, this is not guaranteed. As a counterexample, we

set X := (−1, 1), hn(x) = sin(nx) ∈ B1 (or similarly, for
the Fourier basis), and define ϕ(t, x) = x ·e−t for all x ∈ X .
Then, the sequence hn ◦ ϕ(t, ·) for each t does not exhibit
equicontinuity due to the rapid oscillation as n increases.

For the purpose of approximating L strongly, we aim to
find a compact approximation of {Ks}s>0 that enables a
finite-rank representation of Tτ in the same sense.

Proposition 4.5: For each t > 0, there exists a family
of compact linear operator {Kε

t}ε>0, such that Kε
t ⇀ Kt

on C(X ) as ε → 0. In addition, for each t, s > 0, there
exists a family of compact linear operator {Kε

t}ε>0, such
that Kε

t ◦ Kε
s ⇀ Kt ◦ Ks on h ∈ C(X ) as ε → 0.

We omit the proof, as it follows similar arguments pre-
sented in [7, Section V.A]. Heuristically, the semigroup
{Kt}t>0 characterizes the flow of point masses of the system
(1), where each point mass is considered to be distributed
by a Dirac measure centered at its respective point in
the flow. The compact approximation is achieved through
the introduction of smooth mollifiers. Taking advantage
of the compactness approximation, the following statement
demonstrates the feasibility of approximating Tτ by a finite-
dimensional operator.

Corollary 4.6: For any fixed τ > 0, for any arbitrarily
small ϑ > 0, there exists a sufficiently large N and a finite-
dimensional approximation T N

τ such that |T N
τ h−Tτh|∞ <

ϑ, h ∈ C(X ).
The proof is completed in Appendix I.
Remark 4.7: Similar to [7, Section V.B], one can con-

sider a Hilbert space H := L2(X ) ⊇ C(X ) as a special
case. Let {φi}i∈Z ⊆ H be the possibly complex-valued
eigenfunctions of Kε

t . Then, Kε
t · =

∑
i∈Z ρ

ε
i ⟨·, φ̄i⟩φi can be

approximated by a finite-sum KN
t · =

∑N
i=−N ρεi ⟨·, φ̄i⟩φi,

where {ρεi}i∈Z represents the set of eigenvalues of {Kε
t}t≥0

and ⟨φ̄i, φi⟩ = 1 for all i. Then, T N
τ can be defined

accordingly as shown in the proof of Corollary 4.6. ⋄
When dealing with linear operators in finite-dimensional

spaces, the concept of basis equivalence ensures that different
representations corresponding to different bases are related
through similarity transformations. Thus, the operator’s in-
herent properties remain invariant under a change of basis.
Building on the feasibility of finite-dimensional approxima-
tion, the next section will investigate how to train L̃λ using
a finite dictionary of test functions.

V. DATA-DRIVEN ALGORITHM

Recall Definition 4.1 and (18). Similar to the approxi-
mation of Koopman operators [7], [17], [27], obtaining a
fully discretized version L of the bounded linear operator
λ2T N

τ − λ I based on the training data typically relies
on the selection of a discrete dictionary of continuously
differentiable observable test functions, denoted by

ZN (x) := [z0(x), z1(x), · · · , zN−1(x)] , N ∈ N. (19)

Then, the followings should hold:
1) Let (µi, ξi)

N−1
i=0 be the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of

L. Let (ρi, φi)
N−1
i=0 be the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of



L. Then, for each i,

µi ≈ ρi, φi(x) ≈ ZN (x)ξi. (20)

2) For any h ∈ span{z0, z1, · · · , zN−1} such that h(x) =
ZN (x)w for some column vector w, we have that

Lh(·) ≈ L̃λh(·) ≈ λ2T N
τ h(·)− λh(·) ≈ ZN (·)(Lw). (21)

In this section, we modify the existing Koopman learning
technique to obtain L.

A. Generating Training Data

For any fixed λ > 0, given a dictionary ZN of the
form (19), for each zi ∈ ZN and each x ∈ X , we
consider zi(x) as the features and λ2Tτ zi(x) − λzi(x) =
λ2

∫ τ

0
e−λszi(ϕ(s, x))ds− λzi(x) as the labels. To compute

the integral, we employ numerical quadrature techniques for
approximation. This approach inevitably requires discrete-
time observations (snapshots), the number of which is de-
noted by N, within the interval [0, τ ] of the flow map ϕ(τ, x).

To streamline the evaluation process for numerical exam-
ples, drawing inspiration from [28], for any τ and i, we
can assess both the trajectory and the integral, i.e. the pair(
ϕ(τ, x), λ2

∫ τ

0
e−λszi(ϕ(s, x))ds

)
, by numerically solving

the following augmented ODE system

ẋ(t) = f(x(t)), x(0) = x ∈ Rn,

İi(t) = λ2e−λtzi(x), Ii(0) = 0.
(22)

We summarize the algorithm for generating training data
for one time period as in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Generating Training Data

Require: f , n, N , X , ZN , τ , λ, and uniformly sampled{
x(m)

}M−1

m=0
⊆ X .

for m from 0 to M − 1 do
for i from 0 to N − 1 do

Compute zi(x
(m))

Compute λ2Tτ zi(x(m)) using (22)
end for
Stack

L̃λZN (x(m)) = [λ2Tτ z0(x
(m))− λz0(x

(m)), · · · ,
λ2Tτ zN−1(x

(m))− λzN−1(x
(m))]

end for
Stack X,Y ∈ CM×N such that X =
[ZN (x(0)),ZN (x(1)), · · · ,ZN (x(M−1))]T and
Y = [L̃λZN (x(0)), L̃λZN (x(1)), · · · , L̃λZN (x(M−1))]T

B. Extended Dynamic Mode Decomposition Algorithm

After obtaining the training data (X,Y) using Algorithm
1, we can find L by L = argminA∈CN×N ∥Y−XA∥F . The
L is given in closed-form as L =

(
XTX

)†
XTY, where †

is the pseudo inverse. Similar to Extended Dynamic Mode
Decomposition (EDMD) [27] for learning Koopman opera-
tors, the approximations (20) and (21) can be guaranteed.
In addition, by the universal approximation theorem, all of

the function approximations from above should have uniform
convergence to the actual quantities.

It is worth noting that operator learning frameworks, such
as autoencoders, which utilize neural networks (NN) as
dictionary functions, can reduce human bias in the selection
of these functions [5]. Incorporating the proposed learning
scheme with NN falls outside the scope of this paper but
will be pursued in future work.

Remark 5.1 (The Logarithm Method): We compare
the aforementioned learning approach of L to those
obtained using the benchmark approach as described
in [17]. Briefly speaking, at a given s ∈ [0, τ ],
that method first obtains a matrix K ∈ CN×N

such that K =
(
XTX

)†
XT Ỹ, where Ỹ =

[ZN (ϕ(s, x(0)),ZN (ϕ(s, x(1)), · · · ,ZN (ϕ(s, x(M−1))]T .
Let (µK

i , ξKi )N−1
i=0 be the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of

K. Let (ρKi , φK
i )N−1

i=0 be the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions
of Ks. Similar to (20) and (21), for each i, we have
φK
i (x) ≈ ZN (x)ξKi and Ksh(·) ≈ ZN (·)(Kw) for

h(x) = ZN (x)w.
However, even when L can be represented by (logKs)/s,

we cannot guarantee that logKs

s h(·) ≈ ZN (·)( log(K)
s w),

not to mention the case where the above logarithm
representation does not hold. Denoting Φ(·) =
[φK

0 (·), φK
1 (·), · · · , φK

N−1(·)] and Ξ = [ξK0 , ξK1 , · · · , ξKN−1],
then it is clear that Φ(·) = ZN (·)Ξ. In view of Remark 4.7,
any Ksh(x) for any h(x) = ZN (x)w can be approximated
using Φ. The (possibly complex-valued) rotation matrix
Ξ establishes the connection between finite-dimensional
eigenfunctions and dictionary functions through data-fitting,
ensuring that any linear combination within ZN can be
equivalently represented using Φ with a cancellation of the
imaginary parts.

This imaginary-part cancellation effect does not gener-
ally hold when applying the matrix logarithm. Suppose the
imaginary parts account for a significantly large value, the
mutual representation of Φ and ZN does not match in the
logarithmic scale. An exception holds unless the chosen
dictionary is inherently rotation-free with respect to the true
eigenfunctions [21], or there is direct access to the data for
log(Ks) allowing for direct training of the matrix. However,
such conditions contravene our objective of leveraging Koop-
man data to conversely find the generator. In comparison,
the approach in this paper presents an elegant method for
approximating L regardless of its boundedness. This enables
the direct learning of L without computing the logarithm,
thereby avoiding the potential appearance of imaginary parts
caused by basis rotation. ⋄

VI. CASE STUDY

We provide a numerical example to demonstrate the ef-
fectiveness of the proposed approach. The research code can
be found at https://github.com/Yiming-Meng/
Log-Free-Learning-of-Koopman-Generators.

Consider the Van der Pol oscillator

ẋ1(t) = x2(t), ẋ2(t) = −x1(t) + (1− x2
1(t))x2(t),

https://github.com/Yiming-Meng/Log-Free-Learning-of-Koopman-Generators
https://github.com/Yiming-Meng/Log-Free-Learning-of-Koopman-Generators


zi,j j = 0 j = 1 j = 2
i = 0 −1.6× 10−10 1+ 10−6 −4.8× 10−10

i = 1 −1.3× 10−5 −1.9× 10−9 −1.4× 10−7

i = 2 −3.6× 10−10 −1.0× 10−6 −6.1× 10−10

i = 3 −1.5× 10−8 −2.3× 10−9 −2.9× 10−7

TABLE I: The weights of ZN obtained by Le2.

zi,j j = 0 j = 1 j = 2
i = 0 −3.8× 10−10 1− 10−5 1.3× 10−9

i = 1 −1− 10−6 9.5× 10−10 −2.0× 10−6

i = 2 8.1× 10−10 −1− 10−6 −2.0× 10−9

i = 3 1× 10−8 −6.9× 10−10 −3.0× 10−9

TABLE II: The weights of ZN obtained by Le5.

with x(0) = x := [x1, x2]. We assume the system dynamics
are unknown to us, and our information is limited to the
system dimension, n = 2, and observations of sampled
trajectories. To generate training data using Algorithm 1, for
simplicity of illustration, we select X = (−1, 1)2 and obtain
a total of M = 1002 uniformly spaced samples

{
x(m)

}M−1

m=0
in X . We choose the dictionary as

ZN = [z0,0, z1,0, · · · , z3,0,
z0,1, z1,1, z2,1, · · · , zi,j , · · · , z3,2], N = 12,

(23)

where zi,j(x1, x2) = xi
1x

j
2 for each i ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3} and j ∈

{0, 1, 2}. We also set τ = 1 and λ = 106. The discrete form
L can be obtained according to Section V-B. We apply the
learned L to identify the system vector fields, and construct
a local Lyapunov function for the unknown system.

A. System Identification

The actual vector field is f(x) := [f1(x), f2(x)] =
[x2,−x1 + (1 − x2

1)x2]. As we can analytically establish
that Lz1,0(x) = f1(x) and Lz0,1(x) = f2(x), we use the
approximation [L̃λz1,0, L̃λz0,1] to conversely obtain f .

Note that z1,0(x) = ZN (x)e2 and z0,1(x) = ZN (x)e5,
where each ei for i ∈ {0, 1, · · · , N} is a column unit vector
with all components being 0 except for the i-th compo-
nent, which is 1. To apply L, we have that L̃λz1,0(x) ≈
ZN (x)(Le2) and L̃λz0,1(x) ≈ ZN (x)(Le5).

In other words, we approximate L̃λz1,0 and L̃λz0,1 (and
hence f1 and f2) using a linear combination of functions
within ZN . The weights for these approximations are given
by Le2 and Le5, respectively. We report the corresponding
results in Table I and II.

We compare the aforementioned results with those ob-
tained using the benchmark approach as described in [17]
with the same M and ZN . As described in Remark 5.1, K ∈
CN×N can be obtained such that Ksz1,0(x) ≈ ZN (x)(Ke2)
and Ksz0,1(x) ≈ ZN (x)(Ke5). Then, we have the approx-
imation, as claimed by [17], f1(x) ≈ ZN (x)(log(K)e2/s)
and f2(x) ≈ ZN (x)(log(K)e5/s) w.r.t. | · |∞. According to
[17, Section VI.A], we set s = 0.5 to avoid the multi-valued
matrix logarithm. We report the weights obtained by taking
the real parts of log(K)e2/s and log(K)e5/s in Table III and
IV, respectively. Multiple orders of magnitude in accuracy
have been established using the proposed method.

zi,j j = 0 j = 1 j = 2
i = 0 −9.5× 10−16 1− 3.0× 10−4 −4.8× 10−10

i = 1 −4.1× 10−3 −3× 10−15 −1.8× 10−2

i = 2 −1.7× 10−16 −6.4× 10−3 −7.8× 10−17

i = 3 −6.0× 10−3 −6.7× 10−15 −3.7× 10−2

TABLE III: The weights of ZN obtained by log(K)e2/s.

zi,j j = 0 j = 1 j = 2
i = 0 −8.6× 10−16 1+ 6.5× 10−3 4.1× 10−16

i = 1 −1+ 3.0× 10−2 −1.6× 10−15 −1.5× 10−1

i = 2 1.0× 10−15 −1− 3.8× 10−2 −2.0× 10−15

i = 3 −5.8× 10−2 1.8× 10−15 3.3× 10−1

TABLE IV: The weights of ZN obtained by log(K)e5/s

It is worth noting that, unlike the experiment in [17]
where i, j ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}, we deliberately choose different
numbers for i and j, leading to non-negligible imaginary
parts after taking the matrix logarithm of K. The imaginary
parts of the learned weights using the Koopman-logarithm
approach are reported in Appendix II. The presence of
non-negligible imaginary parts indicates that the underlying
system is sensitive to the selection of dictionary functions
when employing the Koopman-logarithm approach, an effect
that is significant and cannot be overlooked when aiming
to minimize human intervention in identifying unknown
systems in practice. Furthermore, the original experiment in
[17] used M = 3002 samples for a data fitting, and when
M is reduced to 1002, the quality of the operator learning
deteriorates.

B. Stability Prediction for the Reversed Dynamics

Observing the identified system dynamics, we anticipate
that the time-reversed system is (locally) asymptotically
stable w.r.t. the origin. We use the learned L to con-
struct polynomial Lyapunov functions based on the Lya-
punov equation LV (x) = |x|2, where the sign on the
r.h.s. is reversed due to the dynamics being reversed. To
use L and the library functions from ZN , we define the
weights as θ := [θ0, θ1, · · · , θN−1]

T and seek a θ such
that V (x; θ) := ZN (x)θ , with the objective of minimizing
|ZN (x)Lθ − x2

1 − x2
2|. Ignoring the small terms of the

magnitude 10−9, the constructed Lyapunov function is given
by V (x; θ) = 1.39x2

1 − 1.56x1x2 + 1.16x2
2 + 0.74x2

1x
2
2.

Additionally, LV (x; θ) is approximated by ZN (x)Lθ, with
the maximal value observed at ZN (0)Lθ = −0.068, which
indicates that stability predition using the data-driven Lya-
punov function is verified to be valid. This indicates that
the stability prediction, as inferred using the data-driven
Lyapunov function, is verified to be valid. The visualization
can be found in Fig 1.

Remark 6.1: The idea illustrated above can be expanded
to cover a larger region of interest. Specifically, a Zubov
equation, instead of a Lyapunov equation, can be solved
within the Koopman learning framework using the same
dataset [7] as proposed in Algorithm 1. The solution obtained
can potentially serve as a Lyapunov function. Since it cannot
guarantee the properties of the learned function’s derivatives,



Fig. 1: Data-driven Lyapunov function V and its Lie deriva-
tive LV w.r.t. the predicted system dynamics.

to confirm it as a true Lyapunov function, the data can be
reused as in Algorithm 1 to verify its Lie derivative. ⋄

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a logarithm-free Koopman
operator-based learning framework for the infinitesimal gen-
erator, demonstrating both theoretical and numerical im-
provements over the method proposed in [17]. In particular,
for more general cases where the generator is unbounded
and, consequently, the logarithm of the Koopman operator
cannot be used for representation, we draw upon the rich
literature to propose an approximation (Eq. (18)) based on
Yosida’s approximation. A convergence result, along with the
convergence rate, is proved in this paper to guide users in
tuning the parameters. A numerical example with application
in system identification is provided in comparison with
the experiment in [17] demonstrating the learning accuracy.
Unlike the experiment in [17], where learning accuracy is
sensitive to the choice of dictionary functions, the method
presented in this paper shows significant improvement in
this regard. In applications where automatic computational
approaches surpass human computability, such as in con-
structing Lyapunov-like functions using the Lie derivative,
the proposed logarithm-free method holds more promise.
We will pursue future efforts to provide more analysis on
the sampling rate, numerical simulations, and real-world
applications using real data.
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APPENDIX I
PROOFS IN TECHNICAL RESULTS

Proof of Proposition 3.5: For all h ∈ C1(X ) and x ∈ X ,
we have

R(λ)(λ I−L)h(x)
=λR(λ)h(x)−R(λ)Lh(x)

=λ

∫ ∞

0

e−λth(ϕ(t, x))dt−
∫ ∞

0

e−λtLh(ϕ(t, x)dt

= −h(ϕ(t, x))e−λt
∣∣∞
0

+

∫ ∞

0

e−λtd(h(ϕ(t, x))

−
∫ ∞

0

e−λtLh(ϕ(t, x)dt

=h(ϕ(0, x)) = h(x),

(24)

where we have used the fact that the time derivative along
the trajectories of (1) is such that dh(x)/dt = Lh(x).

On the other hand, for all h ∈ C(X ), all x ∈ X , and all
t ≥ 0,

R(λ)h(x)

=

∫ t

0

Ks,−λh(x)ds+

∫ ∞

t

Ks,−λh(x)ds

=

∫ t

0

Ks,−λh(x)ds+

∫ ∞

0

Kt+s,−λh(x)ds

=

∫ t

0

Ks,−λh(x)ds+

∫ ∞

0

e−(t+s)λKsh(ϕ(t, x))ds

=

∫ t

0

e−λsKsh(x)ds+ e−λtR(λ)h(ϕ(t, x)).

(25)

However,

KtR(λ)h(x) =

∫ ∞

0

e−λsKsh(ϕ(t, x))ds = R(λ)Kth(x).

(26)

Therefore,

KtR(λ)h(x)−R(λ)h(x)

t

=
KtR(λ)h(x)− e−λtR(λ)h(ϕ(t, x))

t

+
e−λtR(λ)h(ϕ(t, x))−R(λ)h(x)

t

=
KtR(λ)h(x)− e−λtKtR(λ)h(x)

t
− 1

t

∫ t

0

e−λsKsh(x)ds.

(27)

Sending t → 0 on both sides, we have

LR(λ)h(x) = λR(λ)h(x)− h(x), (28)

which is equivalent as (λ I−L)R(λ)h(x) = h(x).

Proof of Corollary 4.6: We show the sketch of the proof.
Working on the compact family of {Kε

s}s∈(0,τ ] for some
small ε > 0, one can find a sufficiently large N such that

|KN
s h−Ksh|∞ < ϑ, h ∈ C(X ), s ∈ (0, τ ],

zi,j j = 0 j = 1 j = 2
i = 0 −1.8× 10−17 2.0× 10−3 −2.2× 10−18

i = 1 5.3× 10−3 6.9× 10−17 −2.3× 10−2

i = 2 1.6× 10−17 −8.4× 10−3 −3.0× 10−17

i = 3 −8.4× 10−3 −1.1× 10−16 5.0× 10−2

TABLE V: The imaginary parts obtained by log(K)e2/s.

zi,j j = 0 j = 1 j = 2
i = 0 −8.0× 10−17 8.8× 10−3 −9.5× 10−18

i = 1 2.3× 10−2 3.0× 10−16 −1.0× 10−1

i = 2 6.9× 10−17 −−3.7× 10−2 −1.3× 10−16

i = 3 3.7× 10−2 −4.9× 10−16 2.2× 10−1

TABLE VI: The imaginary parts obtained by obtained by
log(K)e5/s.

where KN
s is the finite-dimensional representation of Kε

s .
Let T N

τ :=
∫ τ

0
e−λsKN

s ds. Then, for any t ∈ (0, τ),

|T N
τ h− Tτh|∞

≤
∫ t

0

e−λs|KN
s h−Ksh|∞ds+

∫ τ

t

e−λs|KN
s h−Ksh|∞ds

≤C|h|∞t+ sup
s∈(0,τ ]

|KN
s h−Ksh|∞ · e

−λt − e−λτ

λ

<C|h|∞t+ ϑ,
(29)

where C := sups∈(0,t] ∥KN
s ∥ + Meωt. The conclusion

follows by sending t → 0.

APPENDIX II
SUPPLEMENTARY RESULTS IN SECTION VI

We present the imaginary parts of log(K)e2/s and
log(K)e5/s in this section. The results are reported in Table
V and Table VI, respectively.
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