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Abstract. Using techniques from many-body quantum theory, we propose a framework for repre-
senting the evolution of observables of measure-preserving ergodic flows through infinite-dimensional
rotation systems on tori. This approach is based on a class of weighted Fock spaces Fw(Hτ ) gener-
ated by a 1-parameter family of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces Hτ , and endowed with commu-
tative Banach algebra structure under the symmetric tensor product using a subconvolutive weight
w. We describe the construction of the spaces Fw(Hτ ) and show that their Banach algebra spectra,
σ(Fw(Hτ )), decompose into a family of tori of potentially infinite dimension. Spectrally consistent
unitary approximations U t

τ of the Koopman operator acting on Hτ are then lifted to rotation sys-
tems on these tori akin to the topological models of ergodic systems with pure point spectra in the
Halmos–von Neumann theorem. Our scheme also employs a procedure for representing observables
of the original system by polynomial functions on finite-dimensional tori in σ(Fw(Hτ )) of arbitrarily
large degree, with coefficients determined from pointwise products of eigenfunctions of U t

τ . This
leads to models for the Koopman evolution of observables on L2 built from tensor products of
finite collections of approximate Koopman eigenfunctions. Numerically, the scheme is amenable to
consistent data-driven implementation using kernel methods. We illustrate it with applications to
Stepanoff flows on the 2-torus and the Lorenz 63 system. Connections with quantum computing
are also discussed.

1. Introduction

The pursuit of connections between classical and quantum dynamics dates back to the origins
of quantum mechanics and modern ergodic theory in the first few decades of the 20th century.
Seminal work of Koopman and von Neumann [50, 51] simultaneously established the foundations
of operator-theoretic representations of classical dynamics by means of composition operators (now
widely known as Koopman operators) and put forward a description of the Liouville evolution of
classical probability densities through quantum mechanical wavefunctions (so-called Koopman–von
Neumann waves [59]). The Koopman–von Neumann approach has found applications in areas
including Hamiltonian mechanics [74, 75], stochastic dynamics [24], and hybrid classical–quantum
dynamics [12].

A related problem that has received significant attention in recent years is simulation of classical
dynamical systems by quantum systems [5,6,27,37,44,46,47,54,56]. Example applications include
viscous fluid flow [9, 33], thermal convection [64], transport [60], wave propagation [19], climate
dynamics [70], plasma dynamics [25, 28], and energy science [45]. A primary motivation underpin-
ning these efforts is the advent of quantum computing with its premise to deliver transformational
advances in computing capabilities.

Yet another line of research has been on quantum-inspired techniques, i.e., methods based on
the mathematical framework of quantum theory that are otherwise implemented classically. These
methods leverage properties of spaces of operators associated with quantum systems that aid the
design of structure-preserving approximation schemes (e.g., positivity-preserving projections) in
applications such as data assimilation [31,34] and dynamical closure [32].

In broad terms, techniques for quantum simulation of classical dynamics are based on mappings
of classical states and observables into states and observables of a quantum system, together with
a corresponding mapping of the classical dynamical evolution maps into an evolution of quantum
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states. Here, a major challenge stems from the fact that classical systems of interest are typically
nonlinear, whereas quantum dynamics proceeds by unitary (linear) transformations of the quantum
state. A popular strategy to overcome this challenge is to represent polynomial nonlinearities in
the equations of motion as multilinear maps that can be treated linearly in a tensor product Hilbert
space using appropriate time-stepping schemes. Variants of this strategy have been employed in
schemes for solving nonlinear ordinary differential equations (ODEs) [54,56] and certain classes of
partial differential equations (PDEs) after space discretization [33,55].

Rather than attempting to directly simulate the (nonlinear) evolution the classical state, an
alternative approach to state-space-centric schemes employs operator techniques from ergodic the-
ory [3,26] and the Koopman–von Neumann approach to simulate the evolution of observables and
measures under the dynamics [37, 44]. Indeed, for a measure-preserving, invertible transforma-
tion Φ: X → X of a probability space (X,Σ, µ), the Koopman and transfer (Perron–Frobenius)
operators on L2(µ), Uf = f ◦ Φ and Pf = f ◦ Φ−1, respectively, are unitary (and form a dual
pair, U∗ = P ), and thus are natural candidates for approximation by quantum algorithms. By
the Stone theorem on 1-parameter, strongly continuous unitary groups [68], the Koopman group
{U t : L2(µ) → L2(µ)}t∈R induced by a measure-preserving flow Φt : X → X, t ∈ R, is completely
characterized by its generator—a skew-adjoint operator V : D(V ) → L2(µ) defined on a dense
domain D(V ) ⊆ L2(µ) as the L2(µ)-norm limit

V f = lim
t→0

(U tf − f)/t, (1)

and giving the time-t Koopman operator by exponentiation, U t = etV . In this continuous-time
setting, the self-adjoint operator V/i plays an analogous role to a quantum mechanical Hamiltonian,
and is therefore a natural object to study when making connections between classical and quantum
systems.

1.1. Our contributions. Focusing on measure-preserving, ergodic flows in continuous time, the
primary challenge we seek to address is to build a quantum mechanical representation of classical
dynamics that consistently approximates the Koopman evolution generated by V from (1) for
systems with non-trivial continuous spectra. Indeed, a hallmark result in ergodic theory is that a
measure-preserving system is weak-mixing if and only if the unitary Koopman group on L2(µ) has a
single, simple eigenvalue at 1 (with a constant corresponding eigenfunction), and no other elements
in the point spectrum [42]. In continuous time, this means that, aside from a simple eigenvalue at
0, the spectral measure of the generator is continuous. Thinking of weak-mixing as a signature of
high dynamical complexity (“chaos”) in a measure-theoretic sense, consistent approximation of the
continuous spectrum is thus relevant to quantum simulation of a broad range of nonlinear systems
encountered in applications.

Our approach to address this problem consists of the following principal elements:

• Spectral regularization techniques for Koopman operators [22, 39, 40] that approximate
the generator V by a 1-parameter family of skew-adjoint, diagonalizable operators Wτ :
D(Wτ ) → Hτ , τ > 0, each acting on a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) Hτ of con-
tinuous functions on state space X. Here, τ is a regularization parameter andWτ converges
to V as τ → 0+ in an appropriate spectral sense.

• Constructions of so-called reproducing kernel Hilbert algebras (RKHAs) [20, 21, 36], which
are RKHSs with coalgebra structure with respect to the Hilbert space tensor product and
Banach algebra structure with respect to the pointwise product of functions.

• A class of weighted symmetric Fock spaces (described, to our knowledge, for the first time
in this paper) with Banach algebra structure with respect to the tensor product. For our
purposes, a key property of these spaces is that they are isomorphic to RKHAs of continuous
functions on infinite-dimensional tori embedded in their spectra.
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• Previously developed quantum algorithms for approximating the Koopman evolution of
observables of rotation systems on tori [37].

Building on these tools, we propose a provably consistent framework for quantum simulation of
observables of continuous-time measure-preserving ergodic flows with arbitrary (i.e., pure-point,
continuous, and mixed) spectral characteristics. The mathematical framework of many-body quan-
tum theory [53], also known as second quantization, plays a central role in our constructions,
particularly through the use of Fock space theory.

In essence, our scheme approximates the unitary Koopman evolution on L2(µ) by a family of
rotation systems on tori, Tτ,x of potentially infinite dimension, parameterized by the regularization
parameter τ and the initial condition x ∈ X. The tori Tτ,x are realized as weak-∗ compact subsets
of the spectrum σ(Fw(Hτ )) of an abelian Banach algebra Fw(Hτ ) built as a weighted Fock space
generated by the RKHS Hτ that we employ for spectral approximation of the Koopman operator.
Furthermore, the state space dynamics Φt : X → X embeds naturally in σ(Fw(Hτ )) by means of
a feature map. As a result, we can interpret the torus rotation system obtained by regularization
at the Koopman/transfer operator level as an approximate topological model of the unperturbed
state space dynamics. This construction should be of independent interest in broader contexts than
quantum mechanical representation of classical dynamics.

Each torus Tτ,x can be approximated by a sequence of d-dimensional tori Tτ,d,x ⊂ σ(Fw(Hτ )),
with corresponding rotation systems generated by d basic frequencies. We put forward a procedure
for representing continuous classical observables as polynomials of arbitrarily large degree m in the
Fourier basis on Tτ,d,x. Increasing m allows to capture spectral information from large-dimensional
spaces generated by tensor products of eigenfunctions of Wτ . This enhances prediction skill and
should also aid the theoretical efficiency of implementations of our scheme on quantum computing
platforms.

In this paper, we describe the mathematical formulation of our second-quantization approach.
Moreover, we demonstrate this framework by means of numerical experiments involving measure-
preserving ergodic dynamical systems with aperiodic behavior: a Stepanoff flow on the 2-torus [62]
and the Lorenz 63 (L63) system [57] on R3. These experiments are performed on classical hardware
using classical numerical methods and demonstrate improved prediction skill over conventional
Koopman operator approximation methods utilizing the same number of eigenfunctions. A gate-
based implementation of our algorithms on simulated on actual quantum hardware is beyond the
scope of this paper, and will be addressed elsewhere.

1.2. Plan of the paper. In section 2, we introduce the class of dynamical systems under study
and establish basic notational conventions. This is followed by a survey of relevant previous work
in section 3. In section 4, we describe our second quantization approach, relegating certain con-
structions and proofs to sections 5 and 6. Specifically, section 5 describes the construction and
properties of the symmetric weighted Fock space Fw(Hτ ), and section 6 our schemes for represent-
ing observables of the original dynamical system as vectors in Fw(Hτ ), including the polynomial
functions on the tori Tτ,d,x. Section 7 contains an overview of the data-driven formulation of our
scheme. In section 8, we present the results from our numerical experiments testing these meth-
ods. A discussion and our primary conclusions are included in section 9. Appendices A and B
collect auxiliary material on Markov semigroups employed in the construction of Hτ and spectral
approximation of Koopman operators, respectively.

2. Preliminaries and notation

2.1. Dynamical system. We consider a continuous flow Φt : X → X, t ∈ R, on a metrizable
space X with an ergodic invariant Borel probability measure µ of compact support. For p ∈ [1,∞],
we let U t : Lp(µ) → Lp(µ) denote the associated time-t Koopman operator that acts isometrically
by composition with the flow, U tf = f ◦Φt. As noted in section 1, the Koopman group {U t}t∈R on
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H := L2(µ) is strongly continuous and unitary, and thus has a skew-adjoint generator V : D(V ) →
H defined by (1). In addition, U t acts as a ∗-isomorphism of the abelian von Neumann algebra
L∞(µ) with respect to pointwise multiplication and complex conjugation,

U t(fg) = (U tf)(U tg), U t(f∗) = (U tf)∗, ∀f, g ∈ L∞(µ).

For every p ∈ (1,∞], U t has a predual, P t : Lq(µ) → Lq(µ) for 1
p+

1
q = 1, defined by P tg = g◦Φ−t

and satisfying

⟨U tf, g⟩ = ⟨f, P tg⟩, ∀f ∈ Lp(µ), ∀g ∈ Lq(µ),

where ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the natural pairing between Lp(µ) and Lq(µ). The operators P t are known as
transfer, or Perron–Frobenius, operators, and govern the evolution of densities with respect to the
invariant measure µ under the dynamics. Specifically, given a finite Borel measure ν with density
g = dν

dµ ∈ Lq(µ), then P tg is the density dνt
dµ of the pushforward measure νt = Φt

∗ν under the

dynamics. The transfer operator P t : L1(µ) → L1(µ) is a Markov operator with invariant measure
µ; i.e., (i) P t1X = 1X for the constant function 1X equal everywhere to 1; (ii) P tg ≥ 0 for g ≥ 0;
and (iii)

∫
X P tg dµ =

∫
X g dµ for all g ∈ L1(µ). For further details on Koopman and transfer

operators we refer the reader to [3, 26,42].
Throughout the paper, we will assume that the support of µ is contained in a C1 compact

manifold M ⊆ X that is forward-invariant under the flow, Φt(M) ⊆ M for all t ≥ 0. We also

assume that the restriction of Φt on M is generated by a continuous vector field V⃗ : M → TM .
This means that

ι ◦ V⃗ · ∇f = V ◦ ιf, ∀f ∈ C1(M), (2)

where ι : C(M) → H is the map from continuous functions onM to their corresponding equivalence
classes in H.

2.2. Notation. All vector spaces in this work will be over the complex numbers and all Hilbert
spaces will be separable. For a normed space V, (V)R ⊂ V will denote the closed ball of radius R
centered at the origin. Moreover, we will denote the space of bounded linear maps between V and
a Banach space E as B(V,E), and ∥A∥ will be the operator norm of A ∈ B(V,E). We will use the
abbreviation B(E) ≡ B(E,E). Given an operator A : D(A) → E defined on a subspace D(A) ⊆ E
of a Banach space E, ρ(A), σ(A), and σp(A) will denote the resolvent set, spectrum, and point
spectrum of A, respectively. Moreover, for z ∈ ρ(A), R(z,A) = (z − A)−1 ∈ B(E) will denote the
corresponding resolvent operator. An inner product on a vector space V will be denoted as ⟨·, ·⟩V
and will be taken to be conjugate-linear in the first argument. If V is a closed subspace of a Hilbert
space H, projV ∈ B(H) will be the orthogonal projection with range V.

If H is an RKHS of complex-valued functions on a set X with reproducing kernel k : X×X → C,
we will let kx = k(x, ·) ∈ H be the kernel section at x ∈ X and δx ∈ H∗ the corresponding
pointwise evaluation functional, δx = ⟨kx, ·⟩H. Moreover, given a subset S ⊆ X, H(S) will be the

closed subspace of H defined as H(S) = span{kx : x ∈ S}∥·∥H . Note that H(S) is an RKHS of
functions on X, whose kernel section at x ∈ X is equal to the orthogonal projection of kx onto
H(S). Moreover, H(S) is isomorphic as an RKHS to the resrtriction H|S of H onto S, equipped
with k|S×S as the reproducing kernel.

Given a set X, 1S : X → R will denote the characteristic function of a subset S ⊆ X. If X is a
topological space, B(X) will denote the Borel σ-algebra of subsets of X. Given a Borel measure ν
and RKHS H on X, we will use the abbreviated notation H(ν) ≡ H(supp(ν)), where supp(ν) ⊆ X
is the support of ν.

3. Background and previous work

3.1. Quantum simulation of systems with pure point spectra. In [37] a technique was
developed for quantum simulation of a class of measure-preserving, ergodic flows with pure point
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spectra; i.e., measure-preserving flows for which the union of eigenspaces of the Koopman operator
is dense in Lp(µ), p ∈ [1,∞). These systems are examples of highly structured dynamics that in
many ways is antithetical to weak-mixing.

By the Halmos–von Neumann theorem [43], every pure-point-spectrum system is isomorphic in
a measure-theoretic sense to a rotation system on a compact abelian group. In discrete time, this
implies that the point spectrum σp(U) of the Koopman operator is a subgroup of T1. In continuous
time, the point spectrum σp(V ) of the generator is an additive subgroup of the imaginary line,
giving, by the spectral mapping theorem, the point spectra of the Koopman operators as a group
homomorphism, σp(V ) ∋ iω 7→ eiωt ∈ σp(U

t).

The paper [37] studied the case of an ergodic torus rotation Rt : Td → Td

Rt(θ) = θ + α · θ mod 2π, t ∈ R,

where α = (α1, . . . , αd) ∈ Rd are rationally-independent frequency parameters. This system is
a canonical representative in the measure-theoretic isomorphism class of pure-point-spectrum,
continuous-time ergodic systems with spectra generated by d basic frequencies. Specifically, we
have σp(V ) = {i(j1α1 + · · ·+ jdαd) : j1, . . . , jd ∈ Z}, so the point spectrum of the generator is iso-

morphic to the Pontryagin dual T̂d ≃ Zd of the state space of the dynamics by rational independence
of α1, . . . , αd.

Here, the group structure of σp(V ) is a manifestation of the fact that V obeys the Leibniz rule,

V (fg) = (V f)g + f(V g), (3)

for any f, g ∈ D(V ) for which the left-hand-side and right-hand side of the above equation are
well-defined. In fact, [71] showed that satisfying (3) on the algebra L∞(µ) ∩D(V ) is a necessary
and sufficient condition for a skew-adjoint operator V : D(V ) → L2(µ) to be the generator of a
unitary Koopman group (i.e., a one-parameter unitary group of composition operators), so one can
consider the Leibniz rule as a fundamental structural property of the generators of continuous-time
classical dynamical systems.

3.1.1. Choice of Hilbert space. Using results from harmonic analysis [20, 21, 30], the approach of
[37] was to build a quantum system on a function space A ⊂ C(Td) that is simultaneously a
reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) and a Banach ∗-algebra with respect to pointwise function
multiplication and complex conjugation. On this space A, a rotation system Rt : Td → Td induces
unitary Koopman operators Û t : A → A analogously to U t on L2(µ), and the spectrum of the skew-

adjoint generator Ŵ : D(Ŵ ) → A with D(Ŵ ) ⊆ A is again σp(Ŵ ) ≃ Zd. Moreover, every classical
observable f ∈ A has an associated quantum observable Mf ∈ B(A) that acts as a multiplication
operator, Mfg = fg.

The RKHS A has a translation-invariant reproducing kernel k : Td × Td → R>0 obtained from
the inverse Fourier image of an integrable, strictly positive, symmetric, subconvolutive function on

the dual group T̂d ≃ Zd; i.e., a function λ : Zd → R>0 satisfying

λ ∈ L1(Zd), λ(j) > 0, λ(−j) = λ(j), λ ∗ λ(j) ≤ Cλ(j),

where L1(Zd) is defined with respect to the counting measure (equivalently, a Haar measure on

T̂d). The generator Ŵ admits the diagonalization

Ŵψj = iωjψj , ψj =
√
λ(j)ϕj , ωj = j1α1 + · · ·+ jdαd,

where ϕj : Td → C are characters (Fourier functions) in the dual group T̂d, ϕj(θ) = eijθ̇, indexed by

j = (j1, . . . , jd) ∈ Zd. Moreover, the eigenfunctions ψj form an orthonormal basis of A, and ωj ∈ R
are corresponding eigenfrequencies.

The simultaneous RKHA and Banach algebra structure of A provides several useful properties
for embedding classical dynamics into quantum dynamics and for building associated quantum
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algorithms, which we outline below. For detailed treatments of RKHSs we refer the reader to [63,67].
Further details on weight functions in harmonic analysis and associated multiplication/convolution
algebras can be found in [29,41,48].

3.1.2. Quantum embedding of classical dynamics. Recall that for the space B(H) of bounded oper-
ators on a Hilbert space H, viewed as a von Neumann algebra with respect to operator composition
and adjoint, the space of normal states can be identified with the set of density operators on H, i.e.,
the set of positive, trace-class operators ρ : H → H of unit trace [69]. We denote this set as Q(H)
and interpret it as the set of quantum states on H. Every ρ ∈ Q(H) induces a state Eρ : B(H) → C
such that Eρa = tr(ρa). The number Eρa corresponds to the expectation of quantum observable a
with respect to the quantum state ρ.

When H = H is an RKHS of functions on a set X, we have a map φ : X → Q(H) of classical
states into quantum states induced by the feature map,

φ : X → H, φ(x) = kx, kx = k(x, ·), (4)

where k : X ×X → C is the reproducing kernel of H. Specifically, defining φ(x) ≡ ρx = ⟨ξx, ·⟩Hξx
with ξx = φ(x)/

√
k(x, x), one readily verifies that ρx is a rank-1 quantum state that projects

along the unit vector ξx ∈ H. If the feature map φ is injective (which is the case for many RKHS
examples; e.g., [66]), then so is φ, so we have an embedding on classical states into quantum states.
If, in addition, H = A is Banach algebra with respect to pointwise function multiplication, there is
a faithful representation π : A → B(A) of classical observables in A as multiplication operators in
B(A),

(πf)g = fg, ∀g ∈ A. (5)

Let δx : A → C be the pointwise evaluation functional at x ∈ X, where δx = ⟨kx, ·⟩A since A is an
RKHS [63]. One readily verifies that the quantum embeddings of states and observables through
φ and π, respectively, are consistent with pointwise evaluation,

Eφ(x)(πf) = δxf = f(x), ∀f ∈ A, ∀x ∈ X.

In the case of the rotation system on X = Td, these embeddings are also compatible with dynamical
evolution. Defining the adjoint actions Rt : Q(A) → Q(A) and U t : B(A) → B(A) of the Koopman

group on quantum states and observables as Rt(ρ) = Û t∗ρÛ t and U tA = Û tAÛ t∗, respectively, we

have φ◦Rt = Rt ◦φ and π ◦ Û t = U t ◦π; that is, the quantum feature map φ and multiplier repre-
sentation π intertwine the classical and quantum evolutions of states and observables, respectively.
Equivalently, the following two diagrams commute:

Td Td

Q(A) Q(A)

Rt

φ φ

Rt

,

A A

B(A) B(A)

Ût

π π

U t

.

3.2. Spectral approximation for systems with continuous spectra. Let us recall the follow-
ing fundamental results on unitary Koopman groups associated with measure-preserving ergodic
flows (e.g., [42]):

Theorem 1. With the notation and assumptions of section 2.1, the Hilbert space H admits a
U t-invariant orthogonal decomposition H = Hp ⊕ Hc, where the subspaces Hp and Hc have the
following properties.

(i) Hp admits an orthonormal basis {ξj} consisting of eigenvectors of the generator,

V ξj = iωjξj , ωj ∈ R,
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where all eigenvalues iωj are simple and can be indexed by integers j such that ω−j = −ωj

(in particular, ω0 = 0). Moreover, the set {iωj} constitutes the point spectrum σp(V ), and
the corresponding eigenvectors can be chosen such that ξ−j = ξ∗j with ξ0 = 1X .

(ii) Elements of Hc exhibit the following form of decay of correlations (also known as weak-
mixing behavior),

lim
T→∞

1

T

∫ T

0
|Cfg(t)| dt = 0, ∀f ∈ H, ∀g ∈ Hc,

where Cfg(t) = ⟨f, U tg⟩H .

By Theorem 1(i), every element f ∈ Hp evolves as an observable of a pure point spectrum system,

U tf =
∑
j

eiωjt⟨ξj , f⟩Hξj , (6)

and is thus amenable to quantum simulation via the techniques described in section 3.1. On the
other hand, it is not obvious how to apply these methods to observables in Hc, for this space
does not admit an orthonormal basis consisting of generator eigenfunctions. To overcome this
obstacle, we will approximate the generator V by a family of skew-adjoint operators that are
diagonalizable on the entire Hilbert space H, and whose eigenfunctions behave as approximate
Koopman eigenfunctions that we will use for building rotation systems approximating the dynamical
flow Φt.

3.2.1. Spectrally accurate approximations. The development of analytical and computational tech-
niques for spectral approximation of Koopman and transfer operators of measure-preserving systems
has been a highly active research area in recent years; e.g., [17, 61] and references therein. In this
work, we employ a variant of the techniques developed in [22, 39, 40] that yield approximations of
the generator that are spectrally accurate in the sense of strong convergence of resolvents.

Definition 2. A family of skew-adjoint operators Aτ : D(Aτ ) → H, τ > 0, on a Hilbert space
H is said to converge to a skew-adjoint operator A : D(A) → H in strong resolvent sense if for
some (and thus, every) z ∈ C \ iR the resolvents R(z,Aτ ) converge strongly to R(z,A); that is,
limτ→0+∥(R(z,Aτ )−R(z,A))f∥H = 0 for every f ∈ H.

It can be shown that strong resolvent convergence Aτ → A is equivalent to strong convergence
of the corresponding unitaries, etAτ → etA for every t ∈ R (also known as strong dynamical
convergence); e.g., [23, Proposition 10.1.8]. For our purposes, this implies that if a family of skew-
adjoint operators converges to the Koopman generator V in strong resolvent sense, the unitary
evolution groups generated by these operators consistently approximate the Koopman operators
U t = etV generated by V .

Strong resolvent convergence and strong dynamical convergence imply the following form of
spectral convergence; [22, Proposition 13].

Theorem 3. With the notation of Definition 2, let Ẽ : B(iR) → B(H) and Ẽτ : B(iR) → B(H)

be the spectral measures of A and Aτ , respectively, i.e., A =
∫
iR λ dẼ(λ) and Aτ =

∫
iR λ dẼτ (λ).

Then, the following hold under strong resolvent convergence of Aτ to A.

(i) For every element λ ∈ σ(A) of the spectrum of A, there exists a sequence τ1, τ2, . . .↘ 0 and
elements λn ∈ σ(Aτn) of the spectra of Aτn such that limn→∞ λn = λ.

(ii) For every bounded continuous function h : iR → C, as τ → 0+ the operators h(Aτ ) =∫
iR h(λ) dẼτ (λ) converge strongly to h(A) =

∫
iR h(λ) dẼ(λ).

(iii) For every bounded Borel-measurable set Θ ∈ B(iR) such that Ẽ(∂Θ) = 0 (i.e., the boundary

of Θ does not contain eigenvalues of Aτ ), as τ → 0+ the projections Ẽτ (Θ) converge strongly

to Ẽ(Θ).
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3.2.2. Markov smoothing operators. In broad terms, the schemes of [22, 39, 40] regularize the gen-
erator or its resolvent by composing it with Markov smoothing operators with associated RKHSs
of continuous, complex-valued functions on the state space X.

These RKHSs, Hτ , are defined for each τ > 0 to have a bounded, continuous, strictly positive-
definite kernel kτ : X × X → R>0, built such that kτ |M×M is C1. By standard results on RKHS
theory (e.g., [63, 67]), Kτ : H → Hτ with

Kτf =

∫
X
kτ (·, x)f(x) dµ(x)

is a well-defined compact integral operator. Moreover, we have that (i) the range of Kτ is a dense
subspace of Hτ (µ); (ii) K

∗
τ : Hτ → H implements the inclusion map (that is, K∗

τ |Hτ (M) = ι|Hτ (M));

and (iii) Hτ (M) is a subspace of C1(M). In particular, the action of the generator on elements of
Hτ can be evaluated via (2).

Defining Gτ = K∗
τKτ for τ > 0 and G0 as the identity operator on H, we require that {Gτ}τ≥0

is a strongly-continuous semigroup of strictly positive, Markov operators. This means:

(K1) ⟨f,Gτf⟩H > 0 whenever f ̸= 0 (i.e., Gτ is strictly positive as an operator in B(H)).
(K2) Gτ1X = 1X and Gτf ≥ 0 whenever g ≥ 0 (i.e., Gτ is a Markov operator).
(K3) Gτ ◦Gτ ′ = Gτ+τ ′ for every τ, τ

′ ≥ 0 (i.e., {Gτ}τ≥0 is a semigroup).
(K4) limτ→0+ Gτf = f for every f ∈ H (i.e., {Gτ}τ≥0 is strongly continuous).

It can also be shown that Kτ admits the polar decomposition

Kτ = TτGτ/2, (7)

where Tτ : H → Hτ is an isometry with range Hτ (µ).
Possible ways of constructing kernels kτ satisfying properties (K1)–(K4) include normalization

of Gaussian kernels on X = Rn and Fourier transform of positive functions on the dual group X̂
when X is a compact abelian group and the invariant measure µ is a Haar measure (cf. λ from
section 3.1). In appendix A we give an outline of the Markov normalization approach used in the
numerical experiments of section 8. Examples of Markov kernel constructions on compact abelian
groups via eight functions can be found, e.g., in [20,35,36].

3.2.3. Diagonalizable approximations of the generator. Using the smoothing operators Gτ , the pa-
pers [22,39] builds 1-parameter families of densely-defined operators Vτ : D(Vτ ) → H with z, τ > 0
and D(Vτ ) ⊆ H with the following properties.

(V1) Vτ is skew-adjoint.
(V2) Vτ is compact [22] or has compact resolvent [39].
(V3) Vτ is real, (Vτf)

∗ = Vτ (f
∗) for all f ∈ D(V ).

(V4) Vτ annihilates constant functions, Vτ1 = 0.
(V5) Vτ converges to V in strong resolvent sense as τ → 0+.

In [40] a related approach is developed whereby V is approximated by a 2-parameter family of
operators Vz,τ satisfying properties (V1)–(V4) and converging to V in strong resolvent sense in
the iterated limits z → 0+ after τ → 0+. A key feature of this approach is that it is “physics-
informed” in the sense of using known equations of motion to evaluate the action of the generator
by means (2). We review this method in appendix B as it will be used in our numerical examples.

Here, as a concrete example we mention the (formulaically simpler) approach of [22], who define
the compact approximations

Vτ = Gτ/2V Gτ/2.

These operators are manifestly skew-adjoint. Their compactness follows by compactness of Gτ/2,

boundedness of V⃗ · ∇ as an operator from C1(M) to C(M), and the relation

V Gτ/2 = ι ◦ (V⃗ · ∇) ◦Kτ/2.
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Unless stated otherwise, in what follows we will use the abbreviated notation Vτ to denote any of
the operators Vτ or Vz,τ .

3.2.4. Approximate Koopman eigenfunctions. For every τ > 0, Vτ is unitarily equivalent to a skew-
adjoint operator Wτ : D(Wτ ) → Hτµ with domain D(Wτ ) = Tτ (D(Vτ )) ∪ kerT ∗

τ , defined as

Wτ = TτVτT
∗
τ .

Both Vτ and Wτ are unitarily diagonalizable, and there exist orthonormal bases {ξj,τ} and {ζj,τ}
of H and Hτ (µ), respectively, consisting of their eigenvectors,

Vτξj,τ = iωj,τξj,τ , Wτζj,τ = iωj,τζj,τ , ζj,τ = Tτξj,τ (8)

where ωj,τ ∈ R are corresponding eigenfrequency. By analogy of eigenvectors/eigenfrequencies of
pure-point-spectrum systems in Theorem 1(i), we use indices j ∈ Z such that ω−j,τ = −ωj,τ and
choose the corresponding eigenvectors such that ξ−j,τ = ξ∗j,τ and ζj,τ = ζ∗j,τ with ξ0,τ = ζj,τ = 1X .

Following [40], we order the eigenfunctions ζ0,τ , ζ±1,τ , ζ±2,τ in increasing order of a Dirichlet energy
functional; see appendix B for more details.

On the basis of property (V5) and Theorem 3, we interpret ξj,τ/ζj,τ and ωj,τ as approximate
Koopman eigenfunctions and eigenfrequencies, respectively. The corresponding unitaries satisfy
(cf. (6))

etVτ =
∑
j

eiωj,τ t⟨ξj,τ , ·⟩Hξj,τ , etWτ =
∑
j

eiωj,τ t⟨ζj,τ , ·⟩Hτ ζj,τ + projHτ (µ)⊥ ,

and etVτ f converges as τ → 0+ to U tf for every f ∈ H by property (V5) and equivalence of strong
resolvent convergence and strong dynamical convergence. It can also be shown [35, Lemma 6] that
for every f ∈ Hτ ′ , the evolution under etWτ , τ ≤ τ ′, converges to the true Koopman evolution in
L2 sense,

lim
τ→0+

∥∥(K∗
τ e

tWτ − U tι)f
∥∥
H

= 0. (9)

For the remainder of the paper we will use the notation U t
τ := etWτ .

3.3. Reproducing kernel Hilbert algebras. RKHAs are RKHSs equipped with coalgebra struc-
ture that will be central to the Fock space scheme studied in this paper. In this subsection, we
give basic definitions and outline some of properties of RKHAs that are most relevant to our work,
referring the reader to [36] for further details.

Definition 4. An RKHS H on a set X with reproducing kernel k : X × X → C is a reproduc-
ing kernel Hilbert algebra (RKHA) if kx 7→ kx ⊗ kx, x ∈ X, extends to a bounded linear map
(comultiplication) ∆: H → H⊗H.

Since

⟨kx,∆∗(f ⊗ g)⟩H = ⟨∆kx, f ⊗ g⟩H = ⟨kx ⊗ kx, f ⊗ g⟩H⊗H = ⟨kx, f⟩H⟨kx, g⟩H = f(x)g(x),

it follows that ∆∗ is a bounded linear map that implements pointwise multiplication. As a result,
H is simultaneously a Hilbert function space and commutative algebra with respect to pointwise
function multiplication. It can further be shown that H is a Banach algebra,

|||fg|||H ≤ |||f |||H|||g|||H, ∀f, g ∈ H,
for an operator norm |||·|||H induced by the multiplier representation π : H → B(H) (defined anal-
ogously to (5)) that generates a coarser topology than the Hilbert space norm. By commuta-
tivity and associativity of pointwise multiplication, it follows that the comultiplication operator
∆ : H → H ⊗ H is cocommutative and coassociative, which implies in turn that ∆n : H → H⊗n

with
∆1 = ∆, ∆n = (∆⊗ Id⊗(n−1))∆n−1 for n > 1, (10)
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is a well-defined amplification of ∆ to the tensor product spaces H⊗(n+1) for any n ∈ N.
If the reproducing kernel k is real-valued, H becomes a ∗-algebra with isometric involution

∗ : H → H given by the pointwise conjugation of functions. If H contains the constant function
1X : X → R that equals 1 everywhere on X, then it is a unital algebra with unit 1X .

Given an RKHA H, we will let σ(H) ⊂ H∗ denote its spectrum as a Banach algebra, i.e., the set
of nonzero multiplicative linear functionals χ : H → C,

χ(fg) = (χf)(χg), ∀f, g ∈ H,

equipped with the weak-∗ topology of H∗. The dual object to σ(H) is the cospectrum σco(H),
which is defined as

σco(H) = {ξ ∈ H : ⟨ξ, ·⟩H ∈ σ(H)}

and is equipped with the weak topology of H. Equivalently, we have that σco(H) is the subset of
H consisting of elements ξ such that ∆ξ = ξ ⊗ ξ.

It is clear that the kernel sections kx and evaluation functionals δx = ⟨kx, ·⟩H are elements of
σco(H) and σ(H), respectively, for every x ∈ X. In particular, the feature map φ from (4) can
be viewed as a map from X into the cospectrum σco(H). This map is injective whenever H has
linearly independent kernel sections, and if X is a topological space it is continuous iff H ⊆ C(X).
If H is unital, σ(H) and σco(H) are compact Hausdorff spaces.

The paper [36] developed constructions that can be used to build many examples of RKHAs.
These examples include the spaces A on X = Td introduced in section 3.1 which are unital RKHAs
of continuous functions with homeomorphic spectra and cospectra to X. More generally, for every
compact subset X ⊂ Rn there exists a unital RKHA H ⊂ C(Rn) with X ∼= σ(H) ∼= σco(H).

3.4. Tensor network approximation. As mentioned in section 3.1, a key structural property
of skew-adjoint generators of unitary Koopman groups is that they act as derivations on algebras
of observables via the Leibniz rule (3). While this property can considerably aid the efficiency
of quantum simulation algorithms, aside from special cases (e.g., a priori known rotation systems
as in [37]), one is compelled to work with regularizations of the generator that fail to satisfy the
Leibniz rule. Examples include the methods of [22, 39, 40] outlined in section 3.2, as well several
other methods for discrete approximation of the typically continuous spectral measures exhibited
by unitary Koopman groups under complex measure-preserving dynamics; e.g., [18, 22].

To our knowledge, there is currently no operator approximation methodology for unitary Koop-
man groups associated with measure-preserving flows that simultaneously preserves skew-adjointness
and the Leibniz rule for the generator (but note the recent MultDMD technique [13] that yields
non-unitary approximations of the Koopman operator that preserve multiplicativity). In the trans-
fer operator literature, a powerful approach for spectral analysis of hyperbolic dynamics is to work
in anisotropic Banach spaces adapted to the stable/unstable directions of the dynamics, where the
transfer operator is quasicompact (and thus exhibits isolated eigenvalues in the unit disc that are
separated from an essential spectrum) [4,11,14]. In general, however, these spaces lack the Hilbert
space structure and unitary dynamics required of quantum systems.

3.4.1. Dilation to Fock space. As an effort to overcome these challenges, [35] developed a dilation
scheme that lifts a given regularized generator to a Fock space generated by an RKHA, in which the
Leibniz rule is recovered. In more detail, they consider a family of approximations Vτ : D(Vτ ) → H
of the generator satisfying properties (V1)–(V5) and the convergence property (9) for the associated
operators Wτ : D(Wτ ) → Hτ acting on the RKHSs Hτ ⊆ C(X).

Assuming that X is a compact Hausdorff space, the Hilbert spaces Hτ are built as unital RKHAs
Hτ with isomorphic (co)spectrum to X. Each RKHA Hτ in this family generates an associated
Fock space, F (Hτ ), defined using standard constructions from many-body quantum theory as the
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Hilbert space closure of the tensor algebra T (Hτ ) := C⊕Hτ ⊕H⊗2
τ ⊕ . . . with respect to the inner

product ⟨·, ·⟩F (Hτ ) satisfying

⟨a, b⟩F (Hτ ) = āb, a, b ∈ C,
⟨a, f⟩F (Hτ ) = 0, a ∈ C, f ∈ Hτ ,

⟨f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn⟩F (Hτ ) =

n∏
i=1

⟨fi, gi⟩Hτ , fi, gi ∈ Hτ .

(11)

The scheme of [35] lifts the regularized generator Wτ to a skew-adjoint operator W̃τ : D(Wτ ) →
F (Hτ ), defined by linear extension of

W̃τ (f1 ⊗ f2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn) = (Wτf1)⊗ f2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn

+ f1 ⊗ (Wτf2)⊗ · · · ⊗ fn

+ . . .

+ f1 ⊗ f2 ⊗ · · · ⊗ (Wτfn)

for f1, . . . , fn ∈ D(Wτ ). By construction, W̃τ satisfies the Leibniz rule

W̃τ (f ⊗ g) = (W̃τf)⊗ g + f ⊗ (W̃τg)

with respect to the tensor product for all f, g ∈ D(W̃τ ) such that the left- and right-hand sides of
the above equation are well-defined. As a result, we have:

(1) The point spectrum σp(W̃τ ) is an abelian group generated by σp(Wτ ).

(2) W̃τ generates a 1-parameter group of unitary operators Ũ t
τ = etW̃τ , t ∈ R, that act multi-

plicatively with respect to the tensor product,

Ũ t
τ (f ⊗ g) = (Ũ t

τf)⊗ g + f ⊗ (Ũ t
τg), ∀, f, g ∈ F (Hτ ).

Putting together the above, it follows that for every vector q ∈ L2(µ) with a representative
ξ ∈ Hτ0 for some τ0 > 0 and a multiplicative decomposition of the form ξ = ξ1 . . . ξn for some
ξ1, . . . , ξn ∈ Hτ0 , we have

∆∗
nŨ

t
τξ = ∆∗

n

(
n⊗

i=1

U t
τξi

)
=

n∏
i=1

U t
τξi

τ→0+−−−−→ U tq (12)

in L2(µ) norm, where ∆n is the amplified comultiplication operator defined in (10). Intuitively, the
Fock space F (Hτ ) generated by the RKHA Hτ allows one to “distribute” the Koopman evolution
of observables over tensor products in the Fock space for potentially arbitrarily high grading n ∈ N.

3.4.2. Quantum representation of statistical evolution. The approach of [35] leverages (12) to build
an approximation of the classical expectation Ep(U

tf) ≡
∫
X(U tf)p dµ for an observable f ∈ L∞(µ)

and a probability density p ∈ L1(µ). To any desired error tolerance, the square root
√
p may be

approximated by an element q ∈ L2(µ) with a strictly positive representative ξ ∈ Hτ0 . The latter

may be written in turn as ξ = (ξ1/n)n, n ∈ N (using the holomorphic functional calculus on Hτ0

to compute the n-th root ξ1/n ∈ Hτ ), and dynamically evolved using the unitaries Ũ t
τ on the Fock

space as in (12).
To cast this in the form of a quantum state evolution, we map ξ to a pure quantum state

ρτ = ⟨ητ , ·⟩F (Hτ )ητ ∈ Q(F (Hτ )), τ ≤ τ0, with state vector

ητ = s1
ξ

∥ξ∥Hτ

+ s2
ξ1/2 ⊗ ξ1/2

∥ξ1/2∥2Hτ

+ . . . ∈ F (Hτ ).

Here, s1, s2, . . . is an arbitrary sequence of strictly positive numbers such that
∑∞

i=1 s
2
i = 1.
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On the side of the observable, we first smooth f to an element fτ = Kτf ∈ Hτ where Kτ is the
kernel integral operator induced by the reproducing kernel of Hτ ,

Kτf =

∫
X
kτ (·, x) dµ(x).

Then, for n ∈ N we map the multiplication operator Mfτ ∈ B(Hτ ) (which is a bounded quantum
observable by virtue of the RKHA structure of Hτ , as in section 3.1.2) to a quantum observable
Af,τ,n ∈ B(F (Hτ )) on the Fock space given by the following amplification of Mfτ :

Af,τ,n = ∆nMfτ∆
∗
n.

Proposition 9 in [35] then shows that Ep(U
tf) is approximated to arbitrarily high accuracy as

τ → 0+ by the normalized quantum expectation

f (t)τ,n =
Eρτ (Ũ

t
τAf,τ,n)

Eρτ (Ũ
t
τA1X ,τ,n)

, (13)

where Ũ t
τ : B(F (Hτ )) → B(F (Hτ )) is the adjoint operator acting on quantum observables on the

Fock space via Ũ t
τA = Ũ t

τAŨ
t∗
τ .

3.4.3. Finite-rank approximation. An interesting aspect of the approximation (13) is that it con-
verges as τ → 0+ for any n ∈ N. We can take advantage of this fact by projecting the state vector
ητ to a Fock subspace F (Zτ,d) ⊂ F (Hτ ) generated by a finite-dimensional subspace Zτ,d ⊂ Hτ of
dimension 2d+1, spanned by d linearly independent eigenfunctions ofWτ with nonzero correspond-
ing eigenvalue, their complex conjugates, and the constant eigenfunction 1X such that Wτ1X = 0.
Even though F (Zτ,d) is infinite-dimensional, the fact that the range of Af,τ,n lies in the subspace

H⊗n
τ ⊂ F (Hτ ) of fixed grading n means that the quantum expectation of Ũ t

τAf,τ,n appearing in (13)
with respect to the projected state onto F (Zτ,d) is equal to the expectation of a finite-rank operator

Ũ t
τAf,τ,n,d with respect to ρτ , where ranAf,τ,n,d ⊆ Z⊗n

τ,d ⊂ F (Zτ,d).

Letting f
(t)
τ,n,d ∈ C denote the analog of f

(t)
τ,n resulting from this approximation,

f
(t)
τ,n,d =

Eρτ (Ũ
t
τAf,τ,n,d)

Eρτ (Ũ
t
τA1X ,τ,n,d)

, (14)

it was shown [35, Theorem 12] that f
(t)
τ,n,d converges to f

(t)
τ,n as n → ∞ for fixed sufficiently large

d ∈ N.
Intuitively, this result signifies that due to the multiplicative nature of the underlying Koopman

operator U t, the correspondence between tensor products and pointwise products induced by the
RKHA structure of Hτ , and the strong convergence U t

τ → U t as τ → 0+, the quantum evolution

t 7→ Ũ t
τAf,τ,n,d taking place in subspaces of F (Zτ,d) of increasingly large dimension (2d + 1)n

captures sufficient information about the true Koopman evolution t 7→ U tf so as to recover it fully
as τ → 0+ and n→ ∞ (at appropriate rates), even if d is held fixed to a finite value.

Practically, this allows one to devote resources to compute a collection of approximate Koopman
eigenfunctions of modest size 2d + 1, and algebraically amplify them to access tensor product
approximation spaces Z⊗n

τ,d of dimension (2d+ 1)n.

In [35], it was shown that (14) can be efficiently evaluated by a tensor network with tree structure,
alleviating the cost of brute-force computations in Z⊗n

τ,d that increases exponentially with n. Nu-

merical experiments with low-dimensional dynamical systems (including the Stepanoff flow example
studied in this paper) found significant improvement in prediction skill for data-driven implemen-
tations of the tensor network approach over conventional models based on linear combinations of
Koopman eigenfunctions.
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4. Second quantization framework

Our second-quantization approach framework the measure-preserving dynamical system intro-
duced in section 2.1 by a rotation system on a family of tori embedded in the spectrum of a com-
mutative Banach algebra, built as a weighted symmetric Fock space. In this section, we describe
the main steps of our approach, using as a starting point an approximation of the skew-adjoint
generator V : D(V ) → H by a family of skew-adjoint, diagonalizable operators Vτ : D(Vτ ) → H and
their RKHS counterparts Wτ : D(Wτ ) → Hτ satisfying properties (V1)–(V5) and (9). As noted
in section 3.2, the numerical results in this paper are based in the method of [40] (summarized in
appendices A and B), but any other technique satisfying these properties may also be employed.

Similarly to the tensor network approximation scheme [35] outlined in section 3.4, to recover the

Leibniz rule lost through regularization, we construct an amplification W̃τ : D(W̃τ ) → Fw(Hτ ) of
Wτ to a Fock space, Fw(Hτ ), generated by Hτ on which it acts as an algebra derivation. Two major
differences between our approach and the spaces F (Hτ ) from [35] are that (i) Fw(Hτ ) is based on the
symmetric tensor algebra of Hτ ; and (ii) Hilbert space closure is taken with respect to a weighted
inner product. As a result, Fw(Hτ ) becomes a Banach algebra with respect to the symmetric tensor
product that is isomorphic to an RKHA of continuous functions on its spectrum. In addition, unlike
[35], we do not require that the Hτ are RKHAs. This affords the second-quantization approach

presented in this paper greater flexibility. The Fock space Fw(Hτ ), generator W̃τ , and related
RKHAs to Fw(Hτ ) will be the foci of sections 4.1–4.4.

Next, in section 4.5, we employ the unitary evolution group generated by W̃τ to build a rotation
system on the Banach algebra spectrum σ(Fw(Hτ )) that will serve as an approximate topological
model of the unitary Koopman evolution of observables generated by V . In sections 4.6 and 4.7,
we couple this model with a procedure for embedding observables of the original system into
Fw(Hτ ) and its associated RKHAs. The outcome of this construction is an asymptotically consistent
approximation of the unitary Koopman evolution of observables under potentially mixing dynamics
by trigonometric (Fourier) polynomials of arbitrarily large degree on suitably chosen tori. A key
aspect of this approximation is that it captures information from products of approximate Koopman
eigenfunctions (the eigenfunctions of Wτ ). In addition, the approximation is positivity preserving.

4.1. Weighted Fock space. The space Fw(Hτ ) is constructed as the closure of the symmetric
tensor algebra T∨(Hτ ) := C⊕Hτ ⊕H∨2

τ ⊕ . . . with respect to the inner product satisfying (cf. (11))

⟨a, b⟩Fw(Hτ ) = āb, a, b ∈ C,
⟨a, f⟩Fw(Hτ ) = 0, a ∈ C, f ∈ Hτ ,

⟨f1 ∨ · · · ∨ fn, g1 ∨ · · · ∨ gn⟩Fw(Hτ ) =
w2(n)

n!2

∑
σ,σ′∈Sn

n∏
i=1

⟨fσ(i), gσ′(i)⟩Hτ , fi, gi ∈ Hτ ,

(15)

for a strictly positive weight function w : N0 → R>0. Here, ∨ denotes the symmetric tensor product,
defined as the average

f1 ∨ · · · ∨ fn =
1

n!

∑
σ∈Sn

fσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ fσ(n), fi ∈ Hτ ,

over the n-element permutation group Sn, and H∨n
τ is the closed subspace of H⊗n

τ consisting of
symmetric tensors. The map f1⊗· · ·⊗fn 7→ f1∨· · ·∨fn defines, by linear extension, the orthogonal
projection from H⊗n

τ to H∨n
τ . We will use Ω ≡ 1 ∈ C ⊂ Fw(Hτ ) to denote the “vacuum” vector of

the Fock space. By convention, we will always choose w such that w(0) = 1.
In Theorem 8, we show that if w−2 is summable and subconvolutive,

w−2 ∈ ℓ1(N0), w−2 ∗ w−2(n) ≤ Cw−2(n), (16)
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Fw(Hτ ) becomes a unital Banach algebra with respect to the symmetric tensor product for a norm
|||·|||Fw(Hτ )

equivalent to the Hilbert space norm,

|||f ∨ g|||Fw(Hτ )
≤ |||f |||Fw(Hτ )

|||g|||Fw(Hτ )
, ∀f, g ∈ Fw(Hτ ),

and with Ω as the unit. Moreover, associated with Fw(Hτ ) is a coproduct, i.e., a bounded operator
∆: Fw(Hτ ) → Fw(Hτ )⊗ Fw(Hτ ) such that

∆∗(f ⊗ g) = f ∨ g.
Boundedness of ∆ allows us to characterize the spectrum of Fw(Hτ ) (i.e., the set of nonzero

multiplicative functionals χ : Fw(Hτ ) → C) as the set

σ(Fw(Hτ )) =

{
χ = ⟨ξ, ·⟩Fw(Hτ ) : ξ =

∞∑
n=1

w−2(n)η∨n : η ∈ (Hτ )Rw

}
⊂ Fw(Hτ )

∗,

where Rw is the radius of convergence of the series
∑∞

n=1w
−2(n)zn, z ∈ C; see Proposition 7. Since

w ∈ ℓ2(N), we have Rw ≥ 1 and the set of admissible vectors η in the definition above includes the
unit ball of Hτ .

The dual object to σ(Fw(Hτ )) is the cospectrum of Fw(Hτ ), which is defined as

σco(Fw(Hτ )) =
{
ξ ∈ Fw(Hτ ) : ⟨ξ, ·⟩Fw(Hτ ) ∈ σ(Fw(Hτ ))

}
⊂ Fw(Hτ ).

Equivalently, we have that σco(Fw(Hτ )) is the subset of Fw(Hτ ) consisting of elements ξ such that
∆ξ = ξ ⊗ ξ. We equip σ(Fw(Hτ )) and σco(Fw(Hτ )) with the weak-∗ topology on Fw(Hτ )

∗ and the
weak topology on Fw(Hτ ), respectively. With these topologies, they become compact Hausdorff
spaces.

The weighted Fock space Fw(Hτ ) has an associated feature map φτ : X → Fw(Hτ ), where

φτ (x) =
∞∑
n=1

w−2(n)

ϖ2n
τ

k∨nτ,x, ϖτ = sup
x∈X

√
kτ (x, x). (17)

The range of φτ lies in the cospectrum σco(Fw(Hτ )), which implies that φ̂τ : X → σ(Fw(Hτ )) with

φ̂τ (x) = ⟨φτ (x), ·⟩Fw(Hτ ) (18)

is a well-defined map of state space into the spectrum of the weighted Fock space. The choice of
the RKHS family Hτ in our examples will ensure that this map is injective.

Among many possible constructions, in this paper we use weights from the subexponential family

w(n) = eσn
p
, σ > 0, p ∈ (0, 1),

which is a prototypical class of subconvolutive weights used in harmonic analysis on locally compact
abelian groups (e.g., [29, 41]).

Next, using the convention f∨0 = Ω, the {ζj,τ}j∈Z eigenbasis of Hτ from (8) induces an orthonor-
mal basis of Fw(Hτ ) consisting of elements

ζ∨Jτ =
ζ∨j00,τ ∨ ζ∨j−1

−1,τ ∨ ζ∨j11,τ ∨ ζ∨j−2

−2,τ ∨ ζ∨j22,τ ∨ · · ·
w(∥J∥)

√
j0! j−1! j1! j−2! j2! · · ·

. (19)

Here, J = (j0, j−1, j1, j−2, j2, . . .) is a multi-index of non-negative integers ji, finitely many of which
are nonzero, and ∥J∥ =

∑
ji∈j ji. Henceforth, we will use the symbol J to denote the set of such

multi-indices.
In second-quantization terminology, the basis {ζ∨Jτ }J∈J is referred to as an occupation number

basis. Intuitively, we think of each basis vector ζi,τ as being associated with a “particle” of a certain
type. A density operator ρ = ⟨ζ∨Jτ , ·⟩Fw(Hτ )ζ

J
τ ∈ Q(Fw(Hτ )) then induces a pure quantum state

(see section 3.1) comprising of j0 particles of type ζτ,0, j−1 particles of type ζτ,−1, and so on, for a
total number of ∥J∥ particles.
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4.2. Reproducing kernel Hilbert algebras. The weighted Fock space Fw(Hτ ) has two associ-

ated unital RKHAs: One, denoted as F̂w(Hτ ), is a space of continuous functions on the spectrum

σ(Fw(Hτ )), and another one, denoted as H̃τ , is a space of continuous functions on the state space
X.

The space F̂w(Hτ ) is built using the Gelfand transform Γ: Fw(Hτ ) → C(σ(Fw(Hτ ))), defined as

(Γf)χ = χf . We show, by Corollary 9 below, that the image F̂w(Hτ ) ⊆ C(σ(Fw(Hτ ))) of Fw(Hτ )

under Γ has RKHA structure for the reproducing kernel k̂τ : σ(Fw(Hτ ))× σ(Fw(Hτ )) → C,

k̂τ (χ1, χ2) = ⟨ξ1, ξ2⟩Fw(Hτ ), χi = ⟨ξi, ·⟩Fw(Hτ ),

and the Gelfand map Γ acts as a Banach algebra isomorphism. Using the Gelfand map, we obtain
an orthonormal basis {Γζ∨Jτ }J∈J of F̂w(Hτ ) from the basis elements ζ∨Jτ in (19).

Next, H̃τ is given by the pullback of F̂w(Hτ ) onto X under the feature map, H̃τ = {f ◦ φ̂τ} ⊂
C(X). One then readily verifies that H̃τ has the reproducing kernel k̃τ : X ×X → R>0, where

k̃τ (x, y) =

∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)

ϖ2n
τ

kτ (x, y)
n.

Moreover, the maps π̂ : F̂w(Hτ ) → H̃τ and π̃ : Fw(Hτ ) → H̃τ defined by π̂f = f ◦ φ̂τ and π̃ = π̂ ◦ Γ
are algebra homomorphisms,

π̂(fg) = (π̂f)(π̂g), π̃(f ∨ g) = (π̃f)(π̃g).

Similarly to Hτ , the RKHAs H̃τ have associated integral operators K̃τ : H → H̃τ , where

K̃τf =

∫
X
k̃τ (·, x)f(x) dµ(x),

and K̃∗
τ implements the inclusion map from H̃τ into H.

4.3. Spectral tori. Let Aw be the subset of ℓ2(N0) consisting of vectors a = (aj)j with norm
∥a∥ℓ2(N) ≤ Rw and non-negative elements aj . The structure of the weighted Fock spaces and
RKHAs introduced above can be further characterized by defining, for each a ∈ Aw and each
sequence z = (zj)j ∈ ℓ∞(N) with unimodular elements zj , the vectors

ξτ,a,z =

∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)

a0 + ∞∑
j=1

aj
zjζj,τ + zjζj,τ√

2

∨n

∈ σco(Fw(Hτ )), (20)

and the subsets Tτ,a of the spectrum σ(Fw(Hτ )) as

Tτ,a =
{
χτ,a,z ≡ ⟨ξτ,a,z, ·⟩Fw(Hτ ) : z = (zj)j ∈ ℓ∞(N), zj ∈ T1 ⊂ C

}
.

Each set Tτ,a has the topology of a torus of dimension equal to the number of nonzero elements
of (a1, a2, . . .). In what follows, Sτ =

⋃
a∈Aw

Tτ,a ⊂ σ(Fw(Hτ )) will be the (disjoint) union of these
tori.

For x ∈ X, let aτ (x) = (a0,τ (x), a1,τ (x), . . .) ∈ Aw and zτ (x) = (zτ,1(x), zτ,2(x), . . .) ∈ ℓ∞(N),
where a0,τ (x) = 1/ϖτ , and

aj,τ (x) =

√
2

ϖτ
|ζj,τ (x)|, zj,τ (x) =

ζj,τ (x)

|ζj,τ (x)|
, j ∈ N.

Observe that

kτ,x = a0,τ (x) +

∞∑
j=1

aj,τ (x)
zj,τ (x)ζj,τ + zj,τ (x)ζj,τ√

2
(21)

and ∥aτ (x)∥ℓ2(N0) = ∥kτ,x∥Hτ /ϖτ ≤ 1. Comparing the above expression with (20), it follows that
the feature vector φτ (x) is equal to ξτ,a(x),zτ (x), and thus that φ̂τ (x) is a point in the torus Tτ,aτ (x)
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with coordinates zτ (x). Henceforth, we will use the abbreviated notation Tτ,x ≡ Tτ,aτ (x) for x ∈ X.

Letting X̂τ = φ̂τ (X) ⊆ σ(Fw(Hτ )) be the image of the state space in the Fock space spectrum

under the feature map φ̂τ , we have that X̂τ is a subset of Sτ .
By injectivity of the feature map, φ̂τ (x) 7→ φ̂τ (Φ

t(x)) defines a flow Φ̂t
τ : X̂τ → X̂τ . This flow is

topologically conjugate to Φt in the sense of the following commuting diagram involving continuous
maps:

X X

X̂τ X̂τ

Φt

φ̂τ φ̂τ

Φ̂t
τ

.

4.4. Fock space amplification. For τ > 0 we define the strongly continuous, one-parameter
evolution group {Ũ t

τ : Fw(Hτ ) → Fw(Hτ )}t∈R by linear extension of

Ũ t
τ (f1 ∨ · · · ∨ fn) = (U t

τf1) ∨ · · · ∨ (U t
τfn), fi ∈ Hτ .

The generator of this group is a skew-adjoint operator W̃τ : D(W̃τ ) → Fw(Hτ ) satisfying

W̃τ (f1 ∨ · · · ∨ fn) = (Wτf1) ∨ f2 · · · ∨ fn + . . .+ f1 ∨ · · · ∨ fn−1 ∨ (Wτfn)

for f1, . . . , fn ∈ D(Wτ ). Thus, Ũ t
τ acts multiplicatively on Fw(Hτ ), and W̃τ satisfies the Leibniz

rule on a suitable subspace. By virtue of the Leibniz rule, W̃τ admits the eigendecomposition

W̃τζ
∨J
τ = iω̃J,τζ

∨J
τ , ω̃J,τ =

∞∑
i=−∞

jiωi,τ , J = (j0, j−1, j1, j−2, j2, . . .) ∈ J,

and the point spectrum σp(W̃τ ) has the structure of a subgroup of iR. Thus, lifting U t
τ into the

Fock space recovers key structural properties of one-parameter unitary Koopman groups that were
lost through regularization.

4.5. Topological models of regularized Koopman evolution. The unitary operators U t
τ in-

duce a flow Rt
τ : σ(Fw(Hτ )) → σ(Fw(Hτ )), t ∈ R, where Rt

τ (χ) = χ ◦ Ũ t
τ . Each torus Tτ,a is an

invariant set under Rt
τ . On these sets, Rt

τ takes the form of a rotation system generated by the
eigenfrequencies ωj,τ :

Rt
τ (χτ,a,z) = χτ,a,z(t) ,

where z = (zj)j∈N and z(t) = (e−iωj,tzj)j∈N. Equivalently, we have

Rt
τ (⟨ξτ,a,z, ·⟩Fw(Hτ )) = ⟨Ũ−t

τ ξτ,a,z, ·⟩Fw(Hτ ),

so the vector ξτ,a,z evolves under the adjoint (“Perron–Frobenius”) operators Ũ t∗
τ = Ũ−t

τ .
The rotation system Rt

τ constitutes a topological model of the regularized Koopman dynamics
U t
τ as a rotation system on the spectrum of the weighted Fock space Fw(Hτ ). This is non-trivial

since U t
τ is not a composition operator induced by a flow on the original state space X. Since X̂τ is

a subset of Sτ ⊂ σ(Fw(Hτ )) (and Sτ is invariant under Rt
τ ), the union of tori Sτ provides a common

topological setting for studying the dynamical system associated with the regularized Koopman
operators U t

τ (represented by Rt
τ ) in relation to the original dynamical system Φt (represented by

Φ̂t
τ ).

Letting Û t
τ : C(σ(Fw(Hτ ))) → C(σ(Fw(Hτ ))), Û

t
τf = f ◦ Rt

τ , be the Koopman operator on
continuous functions induced by Rt

τ , we have

Γ ◦ Ũ t
τ = Û t

τ ◦ Γ.

As a result, F̂w(Hτ ) is a Û
t
τ -invariant subspace of C(σ(Fw(Hτ ))).
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Our approach is to employ the rotation system Rt
τ in conjunction with an embedding of observ-

ables in H into the weighted Fock space Fw(Hτ ) and associated RKHA F̂w(Hτ ) to build approx-

imations of the unitary Koopman evolution of observables under U t. Since the RKHS H̃τ spans
a dense subspace of H and for a general observable f ∈ Hτ ⊂ H̃τ there exist multiple elements
f̃ ∈ Fw(Hτ ) of the Fock space lying above it (i.e., π̃f̃ = f) there are different possible strategies

for representing observables in H by elements of Fw(Hτ ) or, equivalently, F̂w(Hτ ).
One such strategy is to employ a continuous lifting map L : Hτ → Fw(Hτ ) satisfying

π̃ ◦ Lf = f. (22)

Defining L̂ = Γ ◦ L then yields

f (t)τ = π̂ ◦ Û t
τ ◦ L̂

as an approximation of the Koopman evolution U tf based on the rotation system on σ(Fw(Hτ )).
A basic choice in that direction is to choose L : Hτ ↪→ Fw(Hτ ) as the inclusion map. In section 6.4
we consider aspects of “nonlinear” approximations wherein L yields a representation of f as a
product–sum of functions, thus utilizing higher gradings of the Fock space.

Yet another approach is to relax the requirement that L yields an exact representation, and
consider embeddings that satisfy (22) approximately while still utilizing higher gradings of the
Fock space and converging to the true Koopman evolution in an appropriate asymptotic limit. The
construction and analysis of such an approximation will be the focus of sections 4.6 and 4.7 below.

4.6. Fock space embedding of observables. We use integral operators to represent f ∈ H
by elements of the RKHA F̂w(Hτ ), whose restrictions on finite-dimensional tori Tτ,a ⊂ Sτ are
polynomials of arbitrarily large degree m ∈ N of the coordinates zj .

Let κ : X ×X → R>0 be a strictly positive kernel such that for every τ > 0 and x ∈ X, κ(x, ·)
lies in Hτ . For m ∈ N define κm : X ×X → R>0, dm : X → R>0, and pm : X ×X → R>0 such that

κm(x, y) = κ(x, y)m, dm =

∫
X
κm(·, x) dµ(x), pm(x, y) =

κm(x, y)

dm(x)
.

Note that κm(x, ·) lies in the RKHA H̃τ for every x ∈ X and κ∨mτ (x, ·) ∈ Fw(Hτ ) lies above κm(x, ·),

π̃(κ∨m(x, ·)) = κm(x, ·).

Similarly, dm lies in H̃τ , and because it is bounded away from zero on the compact set M , the
inverse 1/(dm|M ) lies in H̃τ (M) by the holomorphic functional calculus on H̃τ (M). We can then

conclude that pm(x, ·)|M lies in H̃τ (M) for every x ∈M .

On the basis of the above, Km : H → Fw(Hτ ), K̃m : H → C(M), and P̃m : H → C(M), where

Kmf =

∫
X
κ∨m(·, x)f(x) dµ(x), K̃mf =

∫
X
κm(·, x)f(x) dµ(x),

P̃mf =

∫
X
pm(·, x)f(x) dµ(x)

are well-defined integral operators. We also define K̂m : H → F̂w(Hτ ) and Pm : H → H as

K̂m = ΓK̃m, Pm = ιP̃m.

Note that Pm is a Markov operator on H; that is, (i) it preserves constant functions, Pm1X = 1X ;
and (ii) it preserves positive functions, Pmf ≥ 0 whenever f ≥ 0. We will assume that the kernel
κ is chosen such that the Markov operators Pm have the following approximation property for
continuous functions,

lim
m→∞

∥Pmιf − ιf∥H , ∀f ∈ C(M). (23)
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Given a metric d : X ×X → R that metrizes the topology of X, examples of kernels satisfying (23)
are radially decaying kernels such as

κ(x, y) = exp

(
−d

2(x, y)

ε2

)
, ε > 0. (24)

With these constructions, we embed observables f ∈ C(M) to elements of the RKHA F̂w(Hτ )

by means of the maps K̂m; specifically, ĝm := K̂mιf . Defining, in addition,

ĥm = K̂m1X , f̂m =
ĝm

ĥm
,

and

f̂ (t)m,τ = Û t
τ f̂m ≡ ĝ

(t)
m,τ

ĥ
(t)
m,τ

, ĝ(t)m,τ = Û t
τ ĝm, ĥ(t)m,τ = Û t

τ ĥm, (25)

our approximation of the Koopman evolution U tf is given by the RKHA element

f (t)m,τ = π̂τ f̂
(t)
m,τ ≡ f̂ (t)m,τ ◦ φ̂τ ∈ H̃τ . (26)

In section 6.1, we will show:

Proposition 5. With notation as above and under assumption (23), f
(t)
m,τ converges to f (t) in the

norm of H in the iterated limit of m→ ∞ after τ → 0+,

lim
m→∞

lim
τ→0+

∥∥∥ιf (t)m,τ − U tf
∥∥∥
H

= 0.

4.7. Finite-dimensional approximation. To arrive at a practical approximation algorithm, we

approximate f
(t)
m,τ (x) = f̂

(t)
m,τ (ϕ̂τ (x)) by evaluating f̂

(t)
m,τ on points in finite-dimensional tori in Sτ

lying near φ̂τ (x).

To that end, for a parameter d ∈ N, and point x ∈ X, define a
(d)
τ (x) = (a0,τ (x), . . . ad,τ (x), 0, . . .) ∈

Aw,

ητ,d,x = aτ,0(x) +

d∑
j=1

aτ,j(x)
zj,τ (x)ζj,τ + zj,τ (x)ζj,τ√

2
, (27)

and the truncated feature maps φτ,d : X → Fw(Hτ ) and φ̂τ,d : X → σ(Fw(Hτ )) as

φτ,d(x) =

∞∑
n=1

w−2(n)η∨nτ,d,x, φ̂τ,d(x) = ⟨φτ,d(x), ·⟩Fw(Hτ ).

Note that the image of X under φ̂τ,d lies in the finite-dimensional torus Tτ,d,x ≡ Tτ,a(d)(x). We

approximate the prediction function f
(t)
m,τ from (26) by pulling back f̂

(t)
m,τ from this torus to the

state space X, viz.

f
(t)
m,τ,d = f̂ (t)m,τ ◦ φ̂τ,d ∈ H̃τ .

As d→ ∞ at fixed τ and m, f
(t)
m,τ,d converges to f

(t)
m,τ pointwise on X and in the norm of H,

lim
d→∞

∥ι(f (t)m,τ,d − f (t)m,τ )∥H = 0; (28)

see section 6.3 for further details. Combining (28) with Proposition 5, we deduce that the finite-

dimensional Fock space approximation f
(t)
m,τ,d converges to the true Koopman evolution U tf in L2

sense in the iterated limit of m→ ∞ after τ → 0+ after d→ ∞.
For simplicity of exposition, we will henceforth assume that the coefficients a1,τ (x), . . . , ad,τ (x)

are all nonzero at the chosen x ∈ X, so that Tτ,d,x is d-dimensional. We then have that the
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restrictions of the functions ĝ
(t)
m,τ and ĥ

(t)
m,τ in (25) on Tτ,d,x are polynomials of degree m in the

variables z1, . . . , zd, z1, . . . , zd.
To build these polynomials, define for i ∈ {−d, . . . , d} the functions

ϱj,τ =

∫
X
κ(·, x)ζj,τ (x) dµ(x) ∈ Hτ . (29)

Define also the index set Jd,m = {j = (j−d, . . . , jd) ∈ N2d+1
0 : |j| = m}, and for each j ∈ Jd,m, the

moment coefficients

C
(g)
j,τ,d =

∫
X
f(x)

d∏
i=−d

ϱjii,τ (x) dµ(x), C
(h)
j,τ,d =

∫
X

d∏
i=−d

ϱjii,τ (x) dµ(x), (30)

and the amplitude functions

αj,τ,d(x) =

d∏
i=−d

ai,τ (x).

We then have that for every χ
τ,a

(d)
τ (x),z

∈ Tτ,d,x,

ĝ(t)m,τ (χτ,a
(d)
τ (x),z

) = w−2(m)
∑

j∈Jd,m

(
m

j−d · · · jd

)
αj,τ,d(x)C

(g)
j,τ,d

d∏
r=1

e−i(jr−j−r)ωrtzjr−j−r
r ,

ĥ(t)m,τ (χτ,a
(d)
τ (x),z

) = w−2(m)
∑

j∈Jd,m

(
m

j−d · · · jd

)
αj,τ,d(x)C

(h)
j,τ,d

d∏
r=1

e−i(jr−j−r)ωrtzjr−j−r
r .

(31)

Thus, on Tτ,d,x, ĝ
(t)
m,τ and ĥ

(t)
m,τ reduce to degree-m polynomials in the coordinates zr and their

conjugates. Correspondingly, the prediction function f̂
(t)
m,τ is a rational function of the zr.

Pulling back to X via the feature map φ̂τ,d, we arrive at the approximation

f
(t)
m,τ,d =

ĝ
(t)
m,τ ◦ φ̂τ,d

ĥ
(t)
m,τ ◦ φ̂τ,d

=

∑
j∈Jd,m

(
m

j−d···jd

)
C

(g)
j,τ,d

∏d
r=1 e

i(j−r−jr)ωr,τ tζ
j−r−jr
r,τ∑

j∈Jd,m
(

m
j−d···jd

)
C

(h)
j,τ,d

∏d
r=1 e

i(j−r−jr)ωr,τ tζ
j−r−jr
r,τ

. (32)

A key aspect of this approximation, which is evident from both (31) and (32), is that it captures

spectral information from the entire set of eigenfrequencies {ω̃j,τ}j∈Jd,m , containing
(
m+2d
2d

)
elements.

Thus, similarly to the tensor network scheme outlined in section 3.4, the second-quantization ap-
proach presented in this paper provides a route for algebraic amplification of (2d+ 1)-dimensional
approximation spaces Zτ,d = {ζ−d,τ , . . . , ζd,τ} ∈ Hτ . As noted in the beginning of this section, an
advantageous aspect of the second-quantization approach is that it does not require Hτ to have
RKHA structure. In addition, it provides a framework for building topological models of regularized
Koopman evolution as rotation systems on tori.

5. Weighted Fock space

In this section, we discuss in more detail the structure of the weighted Fock spaces Fw(Hτ ) as
commutative Banach algebras (section 5.1), and establish the decomposition of their spectra in
terms of the tori Tτ,a (section 5.2).

5.1. Banach algebra structure. We will take an indirect approach to proving that Fw(Hτ ) is
a commutative Banach algebra that is isomorphic to an RKHA of continuous functions on its
spectrum. We will pass through the full weighted Fock space, F⊗

w (Hτ ), as a noncommutative
Banach algebra with a comultiplication map and pass to the symmetric Fock space by taking a
quotient.
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In what follows, given a Hilbert space H (not necessarily an RKHS), and a weight w : N0 → R>0

with w(0) = 1, F⊗
w (H) will be the weighted Fock space defined as the closure of the tensor algebra

T (H) = C⊕H⊕H⊗2 ⊕ . . . with respect to the inner product (cf. (15))

⟨a, b⟩F⊗
w (H) = āb, a, b ∈ C,

⟨a, f⟩F⊗
w (H) = 0, a ∈ C, f ∈ H,

⟨f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn, g1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ gn⟩F⊗
w (H) = w2(n)

n∏
i=1

⟨fi, gi⟩Hτ , fi, gi ∈ H.

Moreover, we will use ⊠ to denote the usual tensor product between two Hilbert spaces in order
to distinguish it from the tensor product ⊗ within F⊗

w (H). We define the symmetric Fock space
Fw(H) similarly to Fw(Hτ ) from section 4.1 as the closed subspace of F⊗

w (H) spanned by symmetric
tensors. We let Sym: F⊗

w (H) → Fw(H) be the orthogonal projection onto that subspace.

Proposition 6. With notation as above, let w : N0 → R>0 be inverse square-summable, w−1 ∈
ℓ2(N). Then, there exists a unique bounded operator ∆: F⊗

w (H) → F⊗
w (H) ⊠ F⊗

w (H) such that
∆∗(f ⊠ g) = f ⊗ g iff w−2 is subconvolutive, w−2 ∗ w−2 ≤ Cw−2.

Proof. Fix an orthonormal basis {ϕi}∞i=0 ⊂ H, and write ϕ⊗J = ϕj1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϕjm for j ∈ J⊗ :=⋃∞
m=0Nm

0 with the convention that N0
0 = {0} and f⊗0 = Ω for every f ∈ F⊗

w (H) (cf. the basis
vectors ζ∨Jτ for the symmetric Fock space from section 4.1). Note that the multi-indices J ∈ J⊗
form a graded semigroup with grading |J | = m if J ∈ Nm

0 and J · J ′ given by concatenation. Then
{ψJ := w−1(|J |)ϕ⊗J}J∈J⊗ is an orthonormal basis of F⊗

w (H).
Define

∆ψJ =
∑

J ′,J ′′∈J⊗
⟨ψJ ′ ⊗ ψJ ′′ , ψJ⟩F⊗

w (H) ψJ ′ ⊠ ψJ ′′ =
∑

J ′·J ′′=J

w−1(|J ′|)w−1(|J ′′|)
w−1(|J |)

ψJ ′ ⊠ ψJ ′′ ,

and observe that

⟨∆ψJ ,∆ψL⟩F⊗
w (H) = δJL

∑
a+b=|J |

w−2(a)w−2(b)

w−2(a+ b)
= δJL

w−2 ∗ w−2(|J |)
w−2(|J |)

.

Clearly, ∆ extends to a bounded linear operator on F⊗
w (H) iff w−2 is subconvolutive. Moreover,

we have

⟨ψJ ,∆
∗(ϕ⊗J ′

⊠ ϕ⊗J ′′
)⟩F⊗

w (H)

=
∑

K′·K′′=J

⟨w−1(|K ′|)w−1(|K ′′|)ϕ⊗K′
⊠ ϕ⊗K′′

, w−1(|K ′|)w−1(|K ′′|)ϕ⊗J ′
⊠ ϕ⊗J ′′⟩F⊗

w (H)⊠F⊗
w (H)

w−1(|J |)

= δJ,J ′·J ′′w(|J |)

= ⟨ψJ , ϕ
⊗J ′ ⊗ ϕ⊗J ′′⟩F⊗

w (H),

which implies that ∆∗(f ⊠ g) = f ⊗ g. This also implies that ∆ is independent of the choice of
basis {ϕi}∞i=0 ⊂ H. □

Boundedness of ∆ implies that (F⊗
w (H),⊗, 1C) is a unital Banach algebra with respect to the

operator norm (cf. section 4.2),

|||f ⊗ g|||F⊗
w (H) ≤ |||f |||F⊗

w (H)|||g|||F⊗
w (H),

where

|||f |||F⊗
w (H) = sup

h∈F⊗
w (H)\{0}

∥f ⊗ h∥F⊗
w (H)

∥h∥F⊗
w (H)

.
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Because F⊗
w (H) is unital, this norm is equivalent to the Hilbert space norm [36],

∥f∥F⊗
w (H) ≤ |||f |||F⊗

w (H) ≤ ∥∆∥∥f∥F⊗
w (H).

Similarly to section 3.3, we will refer to ∆: F⊗
w (H) → F⊗

w (H)⊠ F⊗
w (H) as a coproduct.

Proposition 7. The spectrum of F⊗
w (H) is given by

σ(F⊗
w (H)) =

{
χ = ⟨ξ, ·⟩F⊗

w (H) : ξ =

∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)η⊗n : η ∈ (H)Rw

}
,

where Rw is the radius of convergence of
∑∞

n=0w
−2(n)z2n, z ∈ C, and the spectrum is endowed

with the topology of weak-∗ convergence. Moreover, the weak-∗ topology on σ(F⊗
w (H)) is equivalent

to the weak topology on (H)Rw with the identification of η 7→ χ as above.

Proof. Let χ : F⊗
w (H) → C be a nonzero multiplicative linear functional. Note that χ is necessarily

unital since F⊗
w (H) is unital, χΩ = 1. Since χ(ϕ⊗J) =

∏|j|
i=1 χ(ϕji), χ is determined by its restriction

to H ⊂ F⊗
w (H). Since characters are automatically continuous and the Hilbert space and Banach

algebra norms, respectively ∥·∥F⊗
w (H) and |||·|||F⊗

w (H), are equivalent, we have χ|H = ⟨η, ·⟩H for some

η ∈ H. As a consequence, χ = ⟨
∑∞

n=0w
−2(n)η⊗n, ·⟩F⊗

w (H). The restriction of ∥η∥H ∈ [0, Rw]

follows from finiteness of ∥
∑∞

n=0w
−2(n)η⊗n∥F⊗

w (H). The converse is easily verified by checking

multiplicativity of ⟨
∑∞

n=0w
−2(n)η⊗n, ·⟩F⊗

w (H).

Let R̃w =
∑∞

n=0w
−2(n)R2n

w . Since w−2 is strictly positive and summable, weak convergence
of ηi → η in (H)Rw is equivalent to weak-∗ convergence of χi = ⟨ξi, ·⟩F⊗

w (H) → χ = ⟨ξ, ·⟩F⊗
w (H)

in σ(F⊗
w (H)), where ξi =

∑∞
n=0w

−2(n)η⊗n
i and ξ =

∑∞
n=0w

−2(n)η⊗n lie in (F⊗
w (H))R̃w

. Indeed,

if ηi → η weakly, then for every n ∈ N0 and all fj ∈ H, χi(
⊗n

j=1 fj) = ⟨η⊗n
i ,

⊗n
j=0 fj⟩F⊗

w (H) →
⟨η⊗n,

⊗n
j=1 fj , ⟩F⊗

w (H) = χ(
⊗n

j=1 fj). Uniform boundedness of ηi then implies weak-∗ convergence

of χi to χ. For the opposite direction, ⟨ηi, f⟩H = ⟨
∑∞

n=0w
−2(n)η⊗n

i , f⟩F⊗
w (H) = χif → χf =

⟨η, f⟩H. □

By Proposition 7, for every f, g ∈ F⊗
w (H) and χ = ⟨ξ, ·⟩F⊗

w (H) ∈ σ(F⊗
w (H)),

⟨∆ξ, f ⊠ g⟩F⊗
w (H)⊠F⊗

w (H) = χ(∆∗(f ⊠ w)) = (χf)(χg) = ⟨ξ ⊠ ξ, f ⊠ g⟩F⊗
w (H)⊠F⊗

w (H).

Thus, we can equivalently characterize the spectrum of F⊗
w (H) as

σ(Fw(H)) =
{
χ = ⟨ξ, ·⟩F⊗

w (H) : ∆ξ = ξ ⊠ ξ
}
. (33)

The set of vectors ξ in (33) is then the cospectrum σco(F
⊗
w (H)) ⊂ F⊗

w (H).
We may now pass to a quotient Banach algebra and Hilbert space to recover the symmetric Fock

space Fw(H).

Theorem 8. With notation as above and w−1 ∈ l2(N0) strictly positive and w−2 subconvolutive,
we have the following isomorphisms as Hilbert spaces and Banach algebras:

F⊗
w (H)

/ ⋂
χ∈σ(F⊗

w (H))

ker(χ) ∼= span

{ ∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)η⊗n : η ∈ (H)Rw

}
∼= Fw(H).

Moreover, F⊗
w (H) and Fw(H) have the same spectra as Banach algebras.

Proof. Let X =
⋂

χ∈σ(F⊗
w (H)) ker(χ) ⊂ F⊗

w (H). The first isomorphism as Hilbert spaces follows

from the orthogonal decomposition

F⊗
w (H) = X ⊕ span

{ ∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)η⊗n : η ∈ (H)Rw

}
.
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The quotient is also equipped with a Banach algebra structure with the norm

|||f + X||| = inf
g∈X

|||f + g|||F⊗
w (H),

which is equivalent to the Hilbert space norm

∥f + X∥ = inf
g∈X

∥f + g∥F⊗
w (H).

The second isomorphism as Hilbert spaces follows from two observations. For f ∈ (H)Rw and
z ∈ C with |z| ≤ 1 we can isolate individual tensor powers using

f⊗n =
1

w−2(n)n!

dn

dzn

∣∣∣∣
z=0

( ∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)(zf)⊗n

)
.

Second, the symmetric part of H⊗n is densely spanned by the vectors f⊗n for f ∈ H. Let ni ∈ N
for i = 1, . . . ,m and {ϕj}∞j=1 ⊂ H an orthonormal basis. Then by a combinatorial argument,

1

n1! · · ·nm!

∑
σ∈Sn

ϕjσ(1)
⊗ · · · ⊗ ϕjσ(n)

=
1

n1! · · ·nm!

∂n1 · · · ∂nm

∂zn1
1 · · · ∂znm

m

∣∣∣∣
zi=0

(
m∑
i=1

ziϕi

)⊗n

,

where (j1, . . . , jn) is a vector with nl instances of l and
∑m

i=1 ni = n. The left hand side is a sum
of every unique reordering of ϕj1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϕjn while the right hand side is a sum of all sequences of
n numbers drawn from 1, . . . ,m with nl instances of l. Since the left hand side forms a basis for
H∨n ⊂ H⊗n, we conclude that

span

{ ∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)η⊗n : η ∈ (H)Rw

}
∼= Fw(H).

Meanwhile, the algebra structure on Fw(H) from the quotient and the symmetric tensor product
are both given by Sym ◦∆∗. Combining the above facts, we conclude that the spaces F⊗

w (H)/X ,

span {
∑∞

n=0w
−2(n)η⊗n : η ∈ (H)Rw}, and Fw(H) are isomorphic as Hilbert spaces and Banach

algebras where all of the Banach algebra norms and Hilbert space norms are equivalent.
Finally, we identify the spectrum of Fw(H). By density of the linear span of σco(F

⊗
w (H)) in

F⊗
w (H), the restriction of the coproduct to Fw(H) is well-defined as a linear map

∆|Fw(H) : Fw(H) → Fw(H)⊠ Fw(H) ⊂ F⊗
w (H)⊠ F⊗

w (H).

Thus, we have
(
∆|Fw(H)

)∗
= Sym ◦ ∆∗, where the adjoint in the left-hand side is taken on

B(Fw(H), Fw(H)⊠ Fw(H)) and in the right-hand side it is taken on B(F⊗
w (H), F⊗

w (H)⊠ F⊗
w (H)).

Now, for every χ ∈ σ(Fw(H)), there exists ξ ∈ Fw(H) such that χ = ⟨ξ, ·⟩Fw(H), giving

⟨ξ ⊠ ξ, f ⊠ g⟩F⊗
w (H)⊠F⊗

w (H) = ⟨ξ, f⟩Fw(H)⟨ξ, g⟩Fw(H) = (χf)(χg)

= ⟨ξ, f ∨ g⟩Fw(H) = ⟨∆ξ, f ⊠ g⟩F⊗
w (H)⊠F⊗

w (H) .

Thus, we have ∆ξ = ξ⊠ ξ and it follows from (33) that σ(Fw(H)) ⊆ σ(F⊗
w (H)). Since σ(F⊗

w (H)) ⊆
σ(Fw(H)) by the subspace relation Fw(H) ⊂ F⊗

w (H), we deduce that σ(Fw(H)) = σ(F⊗
w (H)). □

Letting Γ: Fw(H) → C(σ(Fw(H))) denote the Gelfand map on the commutative Banach algebra
Fw(H), the following is a corollary of Theorem 8 and equality of the spectra of F⊗

w (H) and Fw(H).

Corollary 9. The Gelfand map Γ: Fw(H) → C(σ(Fw(H))) is injective. As a result, the space

F̂w(H) := Γ(Fw(H)) equipped with the inner product ⟨f̂ , ĝ⟩F̂w(H) = ⟨Γ−1f̂ ,Γ−1ĝ⟩Fw(H) is a unital

RKHA with reproducing kernel k̂ : σ(Fw(H))× σ(Fw(H)) → C defined as

k̂(χ1, χ2) = ⟨ξ1, ξ2⟩Fw(H), χi = ⟨ξi, ·⟩Fw(H).
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Moreover, Fw(H) and F̂w(H) are isomorphic Banach algebras under the Gelfand map.

Proof. Suppose that Γf = Γg for some f, g ∈ Fw(H). Then f − g ∈ kerχ for every χ ∈ σ(Fw(H)).
Since σ(Fw(H)) = σ(F⊗

w (H)), it follows that f−g lies in X∩Fw(H) and thus f−g = 0 since Fw(H) ∼=
F⊗
w (H)/X by Theorem 8. This proves injectivity of Γ and thus well-definition of (F̂w(H), ⟨·, ·⟩F̂w(H))

as a Hilbert space.
Next, for every f̂ = Γf ∈ F̂w(H) and χ = ⟨ξ, ·⟩Fw(H) ∈ σ(Fw(H)) we have

f̂(χ) = χf = ⟨ξ, f⟩Fw(H) = ⟨Γξ, f̂⟩F̂w(H) = ⟨k̂χ, f̂⟩F̂w(H).

Thus, F̂w(H) is an RKHS with reproducing kernel k̂, as claimed.

To verify that F̂w(H) is an RKHA, observe that

∥k̂χ ⊗ k̂χ∥2F̂w(H)
= ⟨ξ, ξ⟩2Fw(H) = ⟨∆ξ,∆ξ⟩Fw(H)⊠Fw(H) ≤ ∥∆2∥∥ξ∥2Fw(H) = ∥∆∥2∥k̂χ∥2F̂w(H)

.

This implies that ∆̂ : k̂χ 7→ k̂χ ⊠ kχ extends to a bounded linear operator ∆: F̂w(H) → F̂w(H) ⊠
F̂w(H), so F̂w(H) is an RKHA according to Definition 4. This RKHA is unital since ΓΩ = 1σ(Fw(H)).

Finally, for every f, g ∈ Fw(H) we have

Γ(f ⊗ g)(χ) = χ(f ⊗ g) = (χf)(χg) = (Γf)(Γg)

and we conclude that Γ is a Banach algebra isomorphism. □

Suppose now that H is an RKHS with reproducing kernel k : X × X → C with feature map
φ : X×X → C. Then we may define feature maps φ̃ : X → Fw(H) and φ̂ : X → F̂w(H) analogously

to (17) and (18), respectively. Pulling back F̂w(H) to X then defines an RKHA H̃ = {f̂ ◦ φ̂ : f̂ ∈
F̂w(H)} with kernel

k̃(x, y) = k̂(φ̂(x), φ̂(y)) =
∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)

ϖ2n
k(x, y)n.

Since k̃(x, y)−(ϖw(1))−2k(x, y) is a positive-definite kernel, we have the inclusion H ⊂ H̃ as shown

in [1]. Note that H̃w is unital even if 1X is not an element of H.

5.2. Decomposition of the spectrum and ∗-structure. Let H be a Hilbert space and J : H →
H be a conjugate-linear unitary such that J2 = IdH. Then we may also define a conjugate-linear
unitary and Banach algebra involution ∗ for F⊗

w (H) and Fw(H) by extending the following definition
by conjugate linearity:

Ω∗ = Ω, (f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fn)
∗ = J(fn)⊗ · · · ⊗ J(f1), (f1 ∨ · · · ∨ fn)∗ = J(fn) ∨ · · · ∨ J(f1).

Since ⟨J(v), J(u)⟩H = ⟨v, u⟩H, these involutions satisfy ⟨ξ∗, η∗⟩F⊗
w (H) = ⟨ξ, η⟩F⊗

w (H) and ⟨ξ∗, η∗⟩Fw(H) =

⟨ξ, η⟩Fw(H).

In what follows, J ⊂ NN
0 will be the index set for basis vectors of Fw(H) introduced in section 4.1,

and Aw ⊂ ℓ2(N0) the set of square-integrable sequences with positive elements defined in section 4.3.

Proposition 10. Fix an orthonormal basis {ϕj}∞j=0 ⊂ H, a sequence a ∈ Aw, and consider the
subset

Tcomplex
a =

⟨ξ, ·⟩Fw(H) : ξ =

∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)

 ∞∑
j=0

ajzjϕj

∨n

: (zj)j ∈ l∞(N0), |zj | = 1

 ⊂ σ(Fw(H)).

Then, F̂w(H)|Tcomplex
a

is an RKHA of continuous functions on Tcomplex
a , and if aj > 0, then f |Tcomplex

a

uniquely determines f ∈ F̂w(H).
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Proof. Recall from section 2.2 that F̂w(H)|Tcomplex
a

is isomorphic as a Hilbert space to the norm

closure of span{k̂χ : χ ∈ Tcomplex
a } in F̂w(H), which is in turn isomorphic to the norm closure of

Ξa := span{ξ ∈ Fw(H) : ⟨ξ, ·⟩Fw(H) ∈ Tcomplex
a } in Fw(H) by Corollary 9. Thus, to prove the

proposition it suffices to show that Ξa is a dense subspace of Fw(H). To that end, we will show

that for every sequence (j0, j1, . . .) ∈ J we can recover the symmetric tensor ϕ∨j00 · · ·ϕ∨ji0i0
in the

closure Ξa
∥·∥Fw(H) , where ji is constantly zero after i0. Since the collection of such tensors forms an

orthogonal basis of Fw(H) (see section 4.1), we can then deduce that Ξa
∥·∥Fw(H) = Fw(H).

Let M =
∑

i ji and νN denote the Haar measure on TN . Pick N > i0 large enough such that∥∥∑∞
i=N+1 aiziϕi

∥∥
Fw(H)

= δN < 1/2. Then,

∫
TN

z−j0
0 · · · z−jN

N

∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)

( ∞∑
i=0

aiziϕi

)∨n

dνN (z0, . . . , zN )

=

∫
TN

z−j0
0 · · · z−jN

N

∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)
n∑

k=0

(
n

k

)( N∑
i=0

aiziϕi

)∨k

∨

( ∞∑
i=N+1

aiziϕi

)∨n−k

dνN (z0, . . . , zN )

=
∞∑

n=M

w−2(n)aj00 · · · aji0i0

(
n

M

)(
ϕ∨j00 · · ·ϕ∨jNN

)
∨

( ∞∑
i=N+1

aiziϕi

)∨n−M

= w−2(M)aj00 · · · aji0i0

(
ϕ∨j00 · · ·ϕ∨ji0i0

)
+ rN ,

where

rN = aj00 · · · aji0i0

(
ϕ∨j00 · · ·ϕ∨ji0i0

)
∨

( ∞∑
i=N+1

aiziϕi

)
∨

∞∑
n=M+1

w−2(n)

(
n

M

)( ∞∑
i=N+1

aiziϕi

)∨n−M−1

.

If we can show that the remainder rN above converges to zero as N increases, then we will be able

to isolate ϕ∨j00 · · ·ϕ∨ji0N . Since
(
n
M

)
≤ nM/M !,

∥rN∥2Fw(H) =

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∞∑

n=M+1

w−2(n)

(
n

M

)( ∞∑
i=N+1

aiziϕi

)∨n−M−1
∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

Fw(H)

≤
∞∑

n=M+1

w−2(n)
n2M

(M !)2
δ
2(n−M−1)
N

≤
∥w−2∥ℓ∞(N0)

(M !)2

∞∑
n=M+1

n2M

4n−M−1
= Const(w,M) <∞.

By boundedness of the symmetric product in Fw(H) and summability of w−2, the remainder rN
converges to zero as N → ∞.

Therefore, by strict positivity of w−2(M) and all of the ai’s, ϕ
∨j0
0 · · ·ϕ∨ji0i0

∈ Ξa
∥·∥Fw(H) for every

sequence of nonnegative integers (ji)i ∈ J, making Ξa a dense subspace of Fw(H). □

In fact, σ(Fw(H)) =
⋃

a∈Aw
Tcomplex
a , and we can identify Fw(H) ∼= F̂w,a(H) for any a ∈ Aw

with strictly positive elements. Here, F̂w,a(H) ⊂ C(Ta) is the RKHA with reproducing kernel
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k̂(a) : Tcomplex
a × Tcomplex

a → C,

k̂(a)(z⃗, y⃗) =
∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)

 ∞∑
j=0

a2jzjyj

n

,

where z⃗ ≡ χa,z = ⟨ξa,z, ·⟩Fw(H) and y⃗ ≡ χa,z = ⟨ξa,y, ·⟩Fw(H) for ξa,z, ξa,y ∈ σco(Fw(H)). The

isomorphism υa : F̂w,a(H) → Fw(H) realizing this identification is defined by linear extension of

υa

(
k̂(a)(z⃗, ·)

)
= ξa,z.

In section 4, we specialize to tori in σ(Fw(Hτ )) with real kernel. If H ⊂ C(X) is an RKHS with
a real kernel k : X × X → R and a self-conjugate orthonormal basis {ϕj}j∈Z containing the unit
function 1X = ϕ0, then

kx = a0(x)1X +

∞∑
j=1

aj(x)
zj(x)ϕj + zj(x)ϕj√

2

analogously to (21). The associated tori

Ta(x) =

⟨ξ, ·⟩Fw(H) : ξ =
∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)

a0(x)1X +
∞∑
j=1

aj(x)
zjϕj + zjϕj√

2

∨n

: |zj | = 1

 ,

have real-valued kernels,

k(a)(z⃗, y⃗) =
∞∑
n=0

w−2(n)

a20(x) + ∞∑
j=1

a2j (x)Re(zjyj)

n

.

Even between points in two different tori, χ = ⟨ξ, ·⟩Fw(H) ∈ Ta and ψ = ⟨η, ·⟩Fw(H) ∈ Tb, the kernel

k̂(χ, ψ) = ⟨ξ, η⟩Fw(H) is real-valued.

If we use J(ϕi) = ϕi to define a ∗-structure, then for every ⟨ξ, ·⟩Fw(H) ∈ Ta, ξ
∗ = ξ. Since the

∗-structure is a conjugate-linear unitary involution, for f̂ = Γf and χ = ⟨ξ, ·⟩Fw(H) we have

f̂∗(χ) = ⟨ξ, f∗⟩Fw(H) = ⟨ξ∗, f∗⟩Fw(H) = ⟨ξ, f⟩Fw(H) = f̂(χ).

6. Fock space embedding of observables and dynamics

This section addresses the remaining material on Fock space representation of observables and
dynamics from sections 4.5–4.7. In section 6.1, we prove the L2 convergence of the Fock space

approximation f
(t)
m,τ to the true Koopman evolution U tf claimed in Proposition 5, assuming that

the results (9) (dynamical convergence) and (23) (approximation of the identity). In section 6.2, we
show that (23) holds for a class of positive, continuous, decaying kernels that includes the Gaussian
kernels from (24). In section 6.3 we verify the pointwise and L2 convergence of the approximations

f
(t)
m,τ,d on finite-dimensional tori from section 4.7. In section 6.4 we discuss embedding approaches

utilizing the complex tori Tcomplex
a from Proposition 10.

6.1. Proof of Proposition 5. Observe that the prediction function f
(t)
m,τ from (26) can be ex-

pressed as

f (t)m,τ =
g
(t)
m,τ

h
(t)
m,τ

,
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where g
(t)
m,τ = π̃g̃

(t)
m,τ , h

(t)
m,τ = π̃h̃

(t)
m,τ , and g̃

(t)
m,τ , h̃

(t)
m,τ ∈ Fw(Hτ ) are elements of the weighted Fock

space given by

g̃(t)m,τ = Ũ−t
τ K̃mf, h̃(t)m,τ = Ũ−t

τ K̃m1X .

Focusing first on g̃
(t)
m,τ , it follows from multiplicativity of Ũ t

τ (see section 4.4) that

g̃(t)m,τ = Ũ−t
τ

∫
X
κ∨m(·, x)f(x) dµ(x) =

∫
X
(U−t

τ κ(·, x))∨mf(x) dµ(x).

As a result, since π̃ and the inclusion map K̃∗
τ : H̃τ → H are also multiplicative, we have

K̃∗
τ π̃g̃

(t)
m,τ = K̃∗

τ

∫
X
(U−t

τ κ(·, x))mf(x) dµ(x) =
∫
X
(K∗

τU
−t
τ κ(·, x))mf(x) dµ(x).

Since κ(·, x) lies in Hτ for all τ > 0 by assumption, it follows from (9) in conjunction with unitarity
and multiplicativity of U t that

lim
τ→0+

K̃∗
τ π̃g̃

(t)
m,τ =

∫
X

(
lim

τ→0+
K∗

τU
−t
τ κ(·, x)

)m

f(x) dµ(x) =

∫
X
(U−tικ(·, x))mf dµ

=

∫
X
U−tικm(·, x)f dµ =

∫
X
ικm(·, x)U tf dµ = ιK̃mU

tf.

Proceeding as above, we get

lim
τ→0+

K̃∗
τ π̃h̃

(t)
m,τ = ιK̃mU

t1X = ιdm,

and thus

lim
τ→0+

ιf (t)m,τ = lim
τ→0+

K̃∗
τ π̃g̃

(t)
m,τ

K̃∗
τ π̃h̃

(t)
m,τ

= ι
K̃mU

tf

dm
= PmU

tf.

Therefore, under assumption (23),

lim
m→∞

lim
τ→0+

ιf (t)m,τ = U tf

in the norm of H, proving the proposition.

6.2. Approximation of the identity on continuous functions. We will use the following
lemma to deduce that that the radial Gaussian kernel κ from (24) provides an approximation of
the identity in the sense of (23).

Lemma 11. Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and µ a Borel probability measure with full
support on X. Let κ : X × X → R>0 be a continuous kernel such that κ(x, x) > κ(x, y) for all

x, y ∈ X and x ̸= y. For m ∈ N, define dm(x) =
∫
X κ(x, ·)m dµ and pm(x, y) = κ(x,y)m

dm(x) . Then for

f ∈ C(X),

lim
m→∞

∥∥∥∥f −
∫
X
pm(·, y)f(y) dµ(y)

∥∥∥∥
L2(µ)

= 0.

Proof. Set κx = κ(x, ·) and define the sets Ex,ϵ = κ−1
x ((κ(x, x) − ϵ, κ(x, x)]). First, Ex,ϵ provide a

basis for the topology of x. That is, for every open neighborhood U ∋ x, κ(x,X \ U) ⊂ [0, κ(x, x))
is compact hence there is an ϵ > 0 such that x ∈ Ex,ϵ ⊂ U .

We also have the estimates∫
Ex,ϵ

κmx dµ ≥ µ(Ex,ϵ \ Ex,ϵ/2)(κ(x, x)− ϵ)m + µ(Ex,ϵ/2)(κ(x, x)− ϵ/2)m,∫
X\Ex,ϵ

κmx dµ ≤ µ(X \ Ex,ϵ)(κ(x, x)− ϵ)m.
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Therefore, there is a constant Cx depending on x and an mx,0 such that dm(x) ≥ Cx(κ(x, x)−ϵ/2)m
for m ≥ mx,0. As a result, for every m > mx,0, we have

pm(x, ·)|X\Ex,ϵ
≤ µ(X \ Ex,ϵ)

(κ(x, x)− ϵ)m

Cx(κ(x, x)− ϵ/2)m
,

so pm(x, ·)|X\Ex,ϵ
converges uniformly to zero as m→ ∞.

We will first show pointwise convergence. Fix x ∈ X, δ > 0, and pick ϵ > 0 such that
supy∈Ex,ϵ

|f(y) − f(x)| < δ. Choose also n ∈ N such that pm(x, ·)|X\Ex,ϵ
< δ for all m ≥ n.

Define fm =
∫
X pm(·, y)f(y) dµ(y) and observe that

|fm(x)− f(x)| ≤ δ∥f∥C(X)µ(X\Ex,ϵ) +

∣∣∣∣∣f(x)−
∫
Ex,ϵ

pm(x, y)f(y) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣ , ∀m ≥ n.

Set px,ϵ,m =
∫
Ex,ϵ

pm(x, ·) dµ. Since
∫
X pm(x, ·) dµ = 1 and

∫
X\Ex,ϵ

pm(x, ·) dµ ≤ δ, 1 − px,ϵ,m ≤ δ.

Therefore,∣∣∣∣∣f(x)−
∫
Ex,ϵ

pm(x, y)f(y) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣f(x)−
∫
Ex,ϵ

pm(x, y)(f(y)− f(x)) dµ(y)− f(x)

∫
Ex,ϵ

pm(x, y) dµ(y)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ δ + |f(x)|(1− px,ϵ,m) ≤ δ + ∥f∥C(X)δ,

giving

|fm(x)− f(x)| ≤ (2∥f∥C(X) + 1)δ.

Pointwise convergence as m→ ∞ follows since δ was arbitrary,

lim
m→∞

|fm(x)− f(x)| = 0, ∀x ∈ supp(µ).

Finally, we conclude L2(µ) convergence by the dominated convergence theorem as

|fm(x)| ≤
∫
X
|f(y)|pm(x, y) dµ(y) ≤ ∥f∥C(X).

□

6.3. Approximation on finite-dimensional tori. Observe that for every x ∈ X the feature
vectors ητ,d,x from (27) lie in (Hτ )1 ⊆ (Hτ )Rw , and norm-converge to ητ,x as d → ∞. By Proposi-
tion 7 and Theorem 8, the corresponding spectral elements φ̂τ,d(x) converge to φ̂τ (x) in the weak-∗

topology of σ(Fw(H)). This implies pointwise convergence of the prediction function,

lim
d→∞

f
(t)
m,τ,d(x) = f (t)m,τ (x), ∀x ∈ X, (34)

as claimed in section 4.7.
Next, the square residual |f (t)m,τ,d(x)− f

(t)
m,τ (x)|2 = |f̂ (t)m,τ (φ̂τ,d(x))− f̂

(t)
m,τ (φ̂τ (x))|2 is dominated by

the constant function on X equal to ∥f̂ (t)m,τ∥2C(σ(Fw(Hτ )))
. This function is µ-integrable since µ is a

probability measure. Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem, the pointwise convergence (34)
implies norm convergence in H = L2(µ), verifying (28).
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6.4. Topological models on complex tori. The topological models of regularized Koopman
dynamics from section 4.5 were defined on the union of tori Sτ ⊂ σ(F̂w(Hτ )) that contain the

image X̂τ ⊂ Sτ of state space under the feature map φ̂τ . In this subsection, we consider an
alternative formulation that uses Proposition 10 to build a topological model that is defined on a

single complex torus Tcomplex
τ,a ⊂ σ(F̂w(Hτ )).

First, we choose the approximate Koopman eigenfunctions ζj,τ as the orthonormal basis functions

of Hτ , indexed by j ∈ Z. We also choose the complex torus Tcomplex
a associated with this basis and

an arbitrary weight vector a = (aj)j∈Z ∈ Aw with strictly positive elements.

Next, consider a lifting map L : H̃τ → Fw(Hτ ); i.e., a norm-continuous map satisfying π̃ ◦ L =

IdH̃τ
. Since Hτ is a subspace of H̃τ , a possible choice for L is the inclusion map Hτ ↪→ H̃τ . More

generally, f̃ = Lf could yield a representation of f ∈ H̃τ as a product–sum of functions gi,j ∈ Hτ ,

i.e., f̃ =
∑N

i=1 ci
∨Mi

j=0 gi,j ∈ Fw(Hτ ) where f =
∑N

i=1 ci
∏Mi

j=0 gi,j . The embedding via Km from
section 4.6 can be viewed as an approximate version of such an L up to normalization.

With any such lifting map, define L̂a : H̃τ → F̂w,a(Hτ ) as L̂a = υ−1
a ◦Γ◦L and let f̂a = L̂af . Due

to Proposition 10, we can evolve f̂a by the torus rotation Rt
τ |Tcomplex

a
to get f̂

(t)
τ,a = f̂a ◦ Rt

τ |Tcomplex
a

,

and f̂
(t)
τ = υaf̂

(t)
a will be the unique function in F̂w(Hτ ) such that f̂

(t)
τ |Tcomplex

a
= f̂

(t)
τ,a. Hence, for

any lifting of f , there is a unique approximate Koopman evolution f
(t)
τ = π̂f̂

(t)
τ induced from the

rotation system on Ta such that f
(0)
τ = f .

7. Data-driven formulation

The finite-dimensional approximation scheme described in section 4.7 is amenable to data-driven
approximation using kernel methods [7, 22, 34, 38–40]. In this subsection, we give a high-level
overview of the data-driven scheme, relegating a detailed convergence analysis to these references.

We consider training data y0, y1, . . . , yN−1 in a data space Y . The data is sampled along a
dynamical trajectory x0, x1, . . . , xN−1 ∈ X with xi = Φi∆t(x0), for an initial condition x0 in the
forward-invariant set M , sampling interval ∆t > 0, and observation map F : X → Y such that
yi = F (xi). Letting µN =

∑N−1
i=0 δxi/N be the sampling measure associated with the training

dataset, we have

lim
N→∞

∫
M
f dµN =

∫
M
f dµ, ∀f ∈ C(M), (35)

for µ-a.e. x ∈ M by ergodicity. For systems with so-called physical invariant measures [10], (35)
holds for initial conditions x0 drawn from a set of positive ambient measure (e.g., Lebesgue measure)
on M .

Based on the above, our data-driven methods replace the Hilbert space H = L2(µ) associated
with the invariant measure with finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces HN := L2(µN ) associated with
the sampling measures. The various kernel integral operators employed in previous sections, in-
cluding Kτ and Gτ from section 3.2, K̃τ from section 4.2, and Km, K̃m, and P̃m from section 4.6,
are then approximated by analogous (finite-rank) operators defined on HN . We will denote these

operators using N subscripts; e.g., K̃m,N : HN → C(M) is the data-driven analog of K̃m and is
defined as

K̃m,Nf =

∫
X
κm(·, x)f(x) dµN (x) ≡ 1

N

N−1∑
i=0

κm(·, xi)f(xi).

In our constructions, the reproducing kernel kτ of Hτ is built by Markov normalization of an
un-normalized kernel function (see appendix A). In the data-driven setting, normalization leads to a
data-dependent kernel kτ,N : X×X → R+ that is continuous, strictly positive-definite, and Markov-
normalized with respect to µN . The kernels kτ,N thus have associated RKHSs Hτ,N ⊂ C(X), and
the data-driven analog of Kτ : H → Hτ is an integral operator Kτ,N : HN → Hτ,N associated with
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the data-dependent kernel kτ,N . In the large data limit, N → ∞, the restrictions of kτ,N to M ×M
converge uniformly to kτ for every initial condition x0 ∈M satisfying (35).

Using an eigendecomposition of Gτ,N = K∗
τ,NKτ,N ,

Gτ,Nϕj,N = λj,τ,Nϕj,N , j ∈ N0,

we have, by analogous properties to (K1)–(K4), that the eigenvalues λj,τ,N lie in the interval
(0, 1] and can be ordered as 1 = λ0,τ,N > λ1,τ,N ≥ λ2,τ,N ≥ · · ·λN−1,τ,N > 0. Moreover, the
corresponding eigenvectors ϕj,N form an orthonormal basis of HN that does not depend on τ by a
semigroup property analogous to (K3). These eigenvectors induce orthonormal vectors ψj,τ,N ∈ Hτ ,
given by

ψj,τ,N =
1√
λj,τ,N

Kτ,Nϕj,N .

For l ∈ N such that 2l + 1 ≤ N , define the subspace Ψτ,l,N = span{ψ0,τ,N , . . . , ψ2l,τ,N} ⊆ Hτ,N .
We approximate the regularized Koopman generator Wτ : D(Wτ ) → Hτ,N by skew-adjoint, finite-
rank operators Wτ,l,N : Hτ,N → Hτ,N with ranWτ,l,N ⊆ Ψτ,L,N . These operators have associated
eigendecomposition

Wτ,l,Nζj,τ,l,N = iωj,τ,l,Nζj,τ,l,N , j ∈ {−l, . . . , l},
where ωj,τ,l,N are real eigenfrequencies satisfying ω−j,τ,l,N = −ωj,τ,l,N , and ζj,τ,l,N ∈ Hτ,l,N are
normalized eigenvectors that form complex-conjugate pairs, ζ−j,τ,l,N = ζ∗j,τ,l,N , with ζ0,τ,l,N = 1X .

Computationally, we obtain the eigenpairs (ωj,τ,l,N , ζj,τ,l,N ) by solving an l × l matrix eigenvalue
problem giving eigenpairs (ωj,τ,l,N , ξj,τ,l,N ) for an approximate generator Vτ,l,N : HN → HN , and
then mapping the eigenvectors ξj,τ,l,N ∈ HN to ζj,τ,l,N = Tτ,Nξj,τ,l,N using the isometry Tτ,N :
HN → Hτ,N defined via the polar decomposition of Kτ,N as in (7). We order the computed
eigenpairs in order of increasing Dirichlet energy as in section 3.2. Further details can be found in
appendix B. The results converge to the eigendecomposition of Wτ in an iterated limit of l → ∞
after N → ∞.

Having obtained Wτ,l,N and its eigendecomposition, the rest of the data-driven scheme proceeds
in a very similar manner to what was described in sections 4.2–4.7:

• We build the weighted symmetric Fock space Fw(Hτ,N ) analogously to Fw(Hτ ), and lift

the unitaries U t
τ,l,N : Hτ,N → Hτ,N to unitaries Ũ t

τ,l,N : Fw(Hτ,N ) → Fw(Hτ,N ) that act
multiplicatively with respect to the symmetric tensor product. Embedded in the spectrum
σ(Fw(Hτ,N )) is a union of tori Sτ,N analogous to Sτ , in which the state space X is mapped
by means of a feature map φ̂τ,N : X → σ(Fw(Hτ,N )).

• We define a rotation system Rt
τ,l,N : σ(Fw(Hτ,N )) → σ(Fw(Hτ,N )) on the spectrum of

Fw(Hτ,N ) that is induced by the unitaries Ũ t
τ,l,N , i.e., Rt

τ,l,N (χ) = χ ◦ Ũ t
τ,l,N . This will

serve as an approximation of the rotation system Rt
τ on σ(Fw(Hτ )).

• Letting F̂w(Hτ,N ) ⊂ C(σ(Fw(Hτ,N ))) be the the Gelfand image of Fw(Hτ,N ) as an RKHA
on the spectrum of Fw(Hτ,N ), we embed observables f ∈ C(M) into elements ĝm,τ,N ∈
F̂w(Hτ,N ), m ∈ N, by means of data-driven integral operators K̂m,N : HN → F̂w(Hτ,N ).
The restrictions of these functions to d-dimensional tori in Sτ,N , d ≤ ⌊(N − 1)/2⌋, are
degree-m polynomials in the coordinates z1, . . . , zd and their complex conjugates. These

polynomials evolve under the rotation system Rt
τ,l,N analogously to ĝ

(t)
m,τ in (31).

• Proceeding similarly to the construction of f
(t)
m,τ,d in (32), we approximate the Koopman

evolution U tf by means of the function

f
(t)
m,τ,d,l,N =

∑
j∈Jd,m

(
m

j−d···jd

)
C

(g)
j,τ,d,l,N

∏d
r=1 e

i(j−r−jr)ωr,τ,l,N tζ
j−r−jr
r,τ,l,N∑

j∈Jd,m
(

m
j−d···jd

)
C

(h)
j,τ,d,l,N

∏d
r=1 e

i(j−r−jr)ωr,τ,l,N tζ
j−r−jr
r,τ,l,N

∈ H̃τ,N . (36)
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Here, H̃τ,N ⊂ C(X) is the RKHA on X defined analogously to H̃τ using the kernel kτ,N .

Moreover, C
(g)
j,τ,d,l,N and C

(h)
j,τ,d,l,N are moment coefficients computed using similar formulas

to (30), replacing the invariant measure µ by the sampling measure µN and the regularized
generator eigenfunctions ζj,τ by their data-driven counterparts ζj,τ,l,N .

The final approximation f
(t)
m,τ,d,l,N converges to U tf in the norm of H in the iterated limits of

limτ→0+ limd→∞ liml→∞ limN→∞, taken in that order.

8. Numerical experiments

We apply the second quantization framework presented in sections 2–7 to two measure-preserving
dynamical systems: a Stepanoff flow on T2 [62] and the L63 system on R3. Both systems exhibit
dynamical complexity from an operator-theoretic standpoint: The Stepanoff flow is a topologically
weak-mixing system that is characterized by absence of continuous nonconstant Koopman functions,
and the L63 system is measure-theoretically mixing [58] with an associated continuous spectrum of
the Koopman operator on H. A primary difference between the two examples is that the ergodic
invariant measure µ is the Haar probability measure on T2 (and therefore has a smooth density in
local coordinates), whereas in the L63 case µ is an SRB measure supported on a fractal set of zero
Lebesgue measure (the Lorenz attractor) [72].

Both systems satisfy the assumptions laid out in section 2.1: For the Stepanoff flow, the state
space X, forward-invariant compact manifold M , and support of the invariant measure µ all coin-
cide, suppµ =M = X = T2. For the L63 system, we have suppµ ⊂M ⊂ X = R3 where suppµ is
the Lorenz attractor and M an absorbing ball containing the attractor [52].

The Stepanoff flow was also employed in numerical experiments in [35] using the tensor network
approximation scheme summarized in section 3.4. Koopman spectral computations for the two
systems using the methods outlined in section 3.2 and appendices A and B were performed in [40].

8.1. Experimental procedure. We generate (unobserved) states x0, x1, . . . , xN−1 ∈ X and as-
sociated training data yn = F (xn) in a Euclidean data space Y using a smooth observation map
F : X → Y . In the case of the Stepanoff flow, the states xn are sampled on a uniform grid on T2,
and F is the flat embedding of the 2-torus into Y = R4,

F (x) = (cosx1, sinx1, cosx2, sinx2), x = (x1, x2), x1, x2 ∈ [0, 2π).

The observation map for the L63 system is the identity map on X = R3.
We choose a prediction observable f ∈ C(X) for each system and consider that the values f(xn) ∈

R on the training states are known. The prediction observable for the Stepanoff experiments is a
von Mises probability density function,

f(x) =
e−γ(cosx1+cosx2)

I20 (γ)
, x = (x1, x2) ∈ [0, 2π)2, (37)

where γ > 0 is a concentration parameter and I0 ∈ C∞(R) the modified Bessel function of the
first kind of order 0. For the L63 experiments, f is the component function for the first component
component of the state vector,

f(x) = x1, x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3. (38)

We compute approximate Koopman eigenfunctions ζj,τ,l,N ∈ Hτ,N and corresponding eigenfre-
quencies ωj,τ,l,N ∈ R by processing the training data yn with the Koopman spectral approximation
technique from [40], summarized in sections 3.2 and 7 and appendix B. Note that this scheme

makes use of equations of motion through the dynamical vector field V⃗ (given in (39) and (40)
below for the two systems). In both of the Stepanoff and L63 experiments, we build the RKHS
Hτ,N using a bistochastic kernel normalization, described in appendix A. The associated unitary
evolution U t

τ,l,N defines a rotation system on the tori Tτ,d,x ⊂ σ(Fw(Hτ,N )) that we will use for
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Table 1. Dataset attributes and numerical parameters used in the Stepanoff flow
and L63 experiments.

Stepanoff flow Lorenz 63 system

System parameters α =
√
20 (β, ρ, σ) = (8/3, 28, 10)

Dimension of state space X 2 3
Dimension of data space Y 4 3
Number of training samples N 256× 256 = 65,536 80,000
Training sampling timestep ∆t N/A 5.0
Prediction observable f von Mises, γ = 1 first state vector component
Regularization parameter τ 10−4 5× 10−7

Koopman approximation space dimension l 4096 2048
Torus dimension d 50 50
Smoothing kernel bandwidth ε 0.05 0.1
Fock space grading m 4 4

our dynamical prediction experiments. In all cases, we use the torus dimension d = 50. We se-
lect the tori Tτ,d,x using the complex-conjugate pairs of eigenfunctions ζj,τ,l,N with the d largest
L2 projection coefficient amplitudes cj := |⟨ξj,z,τ,l,N , f⟩HN

| with respect to the eigenbasis ξj,z,τ,l,N
(that is, the sequence a(d)(x) parameterizing Tτ,d,x ≡ Tτ,a(d)(x) has nonzero elements only at the

positions corresponding to the constant eigenfunction ζ0,τ,l,N = 1X and eigenfunctions ζj,τ,k,N with
the 50 largest corresponding values of cj , for a total of 101 nonzero elements). Note that the weight
function w cancels from our final formula (36) for the time-evolved prediction observable, so we do
not need to specify it explicitly for numerical computations.

Next, to embed the prediction observable f into the Fock space Fw(Hτ,N ), we use the grading
parameter m = 4 and a Gaussian smoothing kernel κ from (24) induced by the Euclidean metric
d(x, x′) = ∥F (x)−F (x′)∥2 on X. We compute smoothed eigenfunctions ϱj,τ,l,N and the associated

moments C
(g)
j,τ,d,l,N and C

(h)
j,τ,d,l,N using data-driven analogs of (29) and (30). Note that the moment

computations utilize the values ζj,τ,l,N (xn) and f(xn) of the eigenfunctions and prediction observ-
able, respectively, on the states xn. For our chosen parameter values of d = 50 and m = 4 the

number of moments is
(
m+2d
2d

)
= 4,598,126. We then build the prediction function f

(t)
m,τ,d,l,N using

(36). A listing of the dataset attributes and numerical parameters used in the Stepanoff and L63
experiments is included in table 1.

We test the accuracy of the scheme by comparing f
(t)
m,τ,d,l,N (xn) with a high-fidelity numerical

approximation of the true Koopman evolution U tf(xn) = f(Φt(xn)) based on a ordinary differential
equation solver to approximate the flow map Φt(xn). In addition, we compare the Fock space
approach with a conventional RKHS approximation [22], utilizing the same eigenfunctions and
eigenfrequencies as those generating the d-dimensional rotation system on Tτ,d,x. Hereafter, we

refer to this method as classical approximation. The associated prediction function f
(t)
cl,τ,d,l,N ∈ Hτ

is defined as

f
(t)
cl,τ,d,l,N =

2d∑
j=0

C
(f)
j,τ,l,Ne

iωj,τ,l,N ζj,τ,l,N , C
(f)
j,τ,l,N =

∫
X
ζj,τ,l,Nf dµN .

The convergence properties of f
(t)
cl,τ,d,l,N are analogous to those of f

(t)
m,τ,d,l,N ; i.e., we have convergence

in the norm of H in the iterated limit limτ→0+ limd→∞ liml→∞ limN→∞; see [22] for further details.

Let f (t) stand for either f
(t)
cl,τ,d,l,N or f

(t)
m,τ,d,l,N . To quantitatively assess prediction skill, we

compute normalized root mean square error (RMSE) and anomaly correlation (AC) scores, defined
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as

RMSE(t) =
∥f (t) − U tf∥HN

∥U tf∥HN

, AC(t) =
⟨g(t), h(t)⟩HN

∥g(t)∥HN
∥h(t)∥HN

where g(t), h(t) ∈ HN are the predicted and true anomalies relative to the empirical mean,

g(t) = f (t) −
∫
X
f (t) dµN , h(t) = U tf −

∫
X
U tf dµN ,

respectively. By construction, AC(t) lies in the interval [0, 1]. Values of RMSE(t) close to 0 and
AC(t) close to 1 indicate high prediction skill.

For the remainder of section 8, we will use the shorthand notations f
(t)
cl ≡ f

(t)
cl,τ,d,l,N and f

(t)
Fock ≡

f
(t)
m,τ,d,l,N for the classical and Fock space approximations, respectively.

8.2. Stepanoff flow. The dynamical vector field V⃗ : T2 → TT2 generating the Stepanoff flow has

the coordinate representation V⃗ (x) = (V 1(x), V 2(x)), where

V 1(x) = V 2(x) + (1− α)(1− cosx2), V 2(x) = α(1− cos(x1 − x2)), (39)

x = (x1, x2) ∈ [0, 2π)2, and α is a real parameter. This vector field has zero divergence with respect
to the Haar measure µ,

divµ V⃗ =
∂V 1

∂x1
+
∂V 2

∂x2
= 0,

which implies that µ is an invariant measure under the associated flow Φt. In addition, the system

has a fixed point at x = 0, V⃗ (0) = 0. In [62] it is shown that the normalized Haar measure is the
unique invariant Borel probability measure of this flow that assigns measure 0 to the singleton set
{0} ⊂ T2 containing the fixed point.

Since any continuous, nonconstant Koopman eigenfunction of an ergodic flow induces a semi-
conjugacy with a circle rotation of nonzero frequency, the existence of the fixed point at x = 0
implies that the system has no continuous Koopman eigenfunctions; i.e., it is topologically weak-
mixing. In fact, [62] shows that when α is irrational the Stepanoff flow is topologically conjugate
to a time-reparameterized irrational rotation on T2 with frequency parameters (1, α), for a time-
reparameterization function that vanishes at x = 0. While, to our knowledge, there are no results
in the literature on the measure-theoretic mixing properties of Stepanoff flows, the existence of
fixed points is a necessary condition for a smooth ergodic flow on T2 to be (strong) mixing [49] and
the vector field (39) meets at least that requirement.

Here, we work with the parameter value α =
√
20. The resulting dynamical vector field is

depicted as a quiver plot in (39). As prediction observable, we consider the von Mises density
function f from (37) with concentration parameter γ = 1. This is shown as a heat map on T2

in the top-left panel of fig. 2. Note that f has a peak at (π, π) which is well-separated from the
fixed point at (0, 0). The remaining panels in the left-hand column of fig. 2 show the Koopman
evolution U tf at times t ∈ {0.5, 1, 2, 4}. As t increases, the initially radially symmetric structure
of f becomes stretched and folded, developing sharp gradients that are suggestive of sensitive
dependence on initial conditions. The fact that f is strictly positive makes this observable suitable
for testing the ability of approximation schemes to preserve positivity.

Our training data is sampled on a uniform 256 × 256 grid {xn} ⊂ T2, amounting to a total
of N = 65,536 points. We build the RKHS Hτ,N and the l-dimensional approximation space
Ψτ,l,N ⊂ Hτ,N using the regularization parameter τ = 10−4 and dimension parameter l = 4096 (see
section 7). Representative eigenfrequencies ωj,τ,l,N and the corresponding eigenfunctions are shown
in figs. 3 and 4, respectively. Notice the characteristic “S-shaped” pattern of the eigenfunction level
sets that is broadly aligned with the dynamical vector field (see again fig. 1). Also noteworthy in
the eigenfunction plots is the oscillatory nature of the eigenfunctions near the fixed point. This
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Figure 1. Generating vector field (39) of the Stepanoff flow for α =
√
20.

behavior is qualitatively consistent with the slowing down of dynamical trajectories near the fixed
point, which needs to be compensated by small-scale spatial oscillations in order to maintain a
consistent evolution with the periodic phase evolution implied by the corresponding eigenfrequency,
ζj,τ,l,N (Φt(x)) ≈ eiωj,τ,l,N ζj,τ,l,N (x).

Next, in the center column of fig. 2 we show the evolution f
(t)
cl under the classical Koopman

approximation obtained for d = 50. The evolution times are the same as those shown for the true

evolution in the left-hand column (i.e., t ∈ {0, 0.5, 1, 2, 4}) and f (t)cl is plotted at the gridpoints xn.

Figure 5(center column) shows the approximation error of f
(t)
cl relative to the true evolution U tf

at the gridpoints.

Starting from time t = 0, it is clear that f
(0)
cl carries imprints of the characteristic S-shaped spatial

structure of the eigenfunctions ζj,τ,d,l,N employed in the approximation (see fig. 4), and as a result
provides a poor reconstruction of the radial symmetry of the von Mises density function. Moreover,

f
(0)
cl exhibits strongly oscillatory behavior near the fixed point with significant departures to negative
values. This is a manifestation of the fact that, being an orthogonal subspace projection method,
the classical approximation is not positivity-preserving. At later times, the classical approximation
appears to track some of the large-scale qualitative features of the true evolution such as the large-
amplitude bands seen at t = 0.5, 1 due to stretching of the originally radial von Mises density

function by the Stepanoff flow. However, f
(t)
cl continues to exhibit significant oscillatory behavior

and departures to negative values, particularly in regions near the fixed point.

We now consider the Fock space approximation f
(t)
Fock for torus dimension d = 50, grading m = 4,

and smoothing kernel bandwidth parameter ε = 0.05. As noted in section 8.1, with this choice
of parameters the approximation space dimension is amplified to 4,598,126 so we expect higher
reconstruction accuracy than the 101-dimensional classical approximation. Moreover, with m being
even, the Fock space approximation is positivity preserving. Indeed, as is evident from the top-right
panels in figs. 2 and 5, the Fock space scheme leads to significant increase of reconstruction accuracy
at t = 0 compared to the classical approximation. While imprints from the eigenfunctions are still
visible, the radial symmetry of the von Mises density is better represented, and the small-scale
oscillations and negative values near the fixed point are eliminated.

Figure 6(left) shows RMSE and AC scores for the Stepanoff flow experiments, computed for
the same prediction times t as in figs. 2 and 5. As the evolution time t increases, the error in

f
(t)
Fock remains consistently lower than f

(t)
cl at least through t ≃ 2.2 and t ≃ 3 for the RMSE and
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Figure 2. Time evolution of the von Mises density function from (37) with γ = 1
under the Stepanoff flow (U tf ; left column), the classical approximation based on

2d + 1 eigenfunctions (f
(t)
cl ; center column), and the Fock space approximation for

torus dimension d = 50 and degree m = 4 (f
(t)
Fock; right column). Rows from top to

bottom show snapshots at the evolution times t = 0, 0.5, 1, 2, 4, respectively.
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Figure 3. Spectrum of the regularized generatorWτ,l,N for the Stepanoff flow (left)
and L63 system (right). Eigenfrequencies ωj,τ,l,N are plotted versus their correspond-
ing Dirichlet energies from the RKHS Hτ . The plotted points are colored by the
logarithms of the expansion coefficient amplitudes |⟨f, ξj,τ,l,N ⟩HN

| of the prediction
observable f in the eigenbasis ξj,τ,l,N .

AC metrics, respectively. At later times, the error in f
(t)
Fock is somewhat higher than the classical

approximation and appears to be predominantly concentrated in narrow bands where the true
evolution U tf exhibits sharp gradients. As illustrated by the t = 4 results in the bottom row of

fig. 5, the maximal pointwise error in f
(t)
Fock eventually outgrows that in f

(t)
cl .

8.3. Lorenz 63 system. The L63 system on R3 is generated by the vector field V⃗ : R3 → TR3 ∼=
R3, where

V⃗ (x) = (V 1(x), V 2(x), V 3(x)) = (−σ(x2 − x1), x1(ρ− x3)− x2, x1x2 − βx3) (40)

and x = (x1, x2, x3). We use the standard parameter values β = 8/3, ρ = 28, and σ = 10, leading
to the chaotic Lorenz “butterfly” attractor.

The left-hand column in fig. 7 shows the evolution U tf of first state vector component (38) for
evolution times t ∈ {0, 0.5, 1, 2, 4}. Due to chaotic mixing between the two lobes of the attractor, as
t increases U tf exhibits increasingly finer-scale oscillations. We recall the approximate numerical
value Λ ≃ 0.91 for the positive exponent of the standard L63 system [65], which implies that the
pointwise predictability horizon of f is of order 1/Λ ≃ 1.10 model time units.

The training dataset used in our L63 experiments consists of N = 80,000 samples xn, taken at
a sampling interval of ∆t = 5.0 model time units along a numerical L63 trajectory starting from
an arbitrary initial condition x0 near the Lorenz attractor. The sampling interval ∆t was chosen
to be larger than the Lyapunov timescale 1/Λ to reduce correlations between the samples. This
should aid in the convergence of the sampling measure µN to the invariant measure µ. As noted in
appendix B, we are able to work with large sampling intervals by making use of known equations of
motion to evaluate the action of the Koopman generator on functions. This is in contrast to, e.g.,
finite-difference methods that require small ∆t to yield accurate approximations of the generator
[22,34].

We compute approximate Koopman eigenfrequencies ωj,τ,l,N and eigenfunctions ζj,τ,l,N similarly
to the Stepanoff flow experiments, setting the regularization parameter and approximation space
dimension to τ = 5 × 10−7 and l = 2048, respectively. Eigenfrequency spectra and representative
corresponding eigenfunctions are displayed in figs. 3 and 8, respectively. Using the eigenpairs
(ωj,τ,l,N , ζj,τ,l,N ) and the samples f(xn) of the prediction observable, we build classical and Fock



36 D. GIANNAKIS ET AL.

Figure 4. Real and imaginary parts of representative eigenfunctions ζj,τ,l,N for
the Stepanoff flow. The eigenfunctions shown have index j = 1, 8, 97 with respect
to the Dirichlet energy ordering, and are members of the complex-conjugate (non-
constant) eigenfunction pairs with the 7th, 1st, 5th largest projection amplitudes
|⟨ξj,τ,l,N , f⟩HN

|, respectively.

space approximations f
(t)
cl and f

(t)
Fock, respectively, again via a similar procedure to that used for

the Stepanoff flow. The torus dimension, Fock space grading, and kernel bandwidth parameters

are d = 50, m = 4, and ε = 0.1, respectively. Scatterplots of f
(t)
cl (xn) and f

(t)
Fock(xn) on the training

data are displayed in the center and right columns of fig. 7, respectively, and the corresponding
errors relative to the true evolution U tf are shown in fig. 9.

The general conclusions stemming from these results are broadly similar to what was previ-
ously observed for the Stepanoff flow. That is, amplification to the Fock space markedly improves
prediction skill over a classical approximation utilizing the same number of eigenfunctions. At

initialization time, t = 0 (top rows in figs. 7 and 9), the Fock space reconstruction f
(0)
Fock captures

more accurately the linear dependence of f on the x1 component of the state vector than the

classical reconstruction f
(0)
cl . At later times, f

(t)
Fock provides a more accurate representation of the

oscillations seen in the true evolution U tf along the radial direction in each lobe of the attractor
due to chaotic mixing. Of course, since both methods utilize approximation spaces of fixed, finite
dimension, they eventually fail to capture the small-scale spatial oscillatory behavior of U tf under

the true dynamics. Still, even at t = 4 (bottom rows in figs. 7 and 9), f
(t)
Fock is arguably closer to
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Figure 5. Error in the classical and Fock space approximations from fig. 2 (center
and right columns, respectively) relative to the true Stepanoff evolution. The true
evolution is plotted in the left column for reference.
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Figure 6. Normalized RMSE (top row) and anomaly correlation scores (bottom
row) as a function of prediction time t for the Stepanoff (left column) and L63
experiments (right column).

the spatial structure of U tf than f
(t)
cl . Figure 6(right) shows the RMSE and AC scores for the same

prediction times as in figs. 7 and 9. Aside from the approximate interval t ∈ [0.5, 1.5], where the

computed RMSE score is slightly larger for f
(t)
Fock than f

(t)
cl , the Fock space approximation outper-

forms the classical approximation with respect to both the RMSE and AC metrics, particularly at
early times, t ≲ 0.5.

9. Discussion

Combining techniques from many-body quantum theory, RKHS theory, and Koopman operator
theory, we have developed a framework for consistently approximating measure-preserving ergodic
flows as infinite-dimensional topological rotation systems. A principal element of our approach is a
family of weighted symmetric Fock spaces, Fw(Hτ ), generated from a 1-parameter family of RKHSs
Hτ , τ > 0, and endowed with coalgebra structure and commutative Banach algebra with respect to
the symmetric tensor product. On the RKHSs Hτ , we build skew-adjoint, diagonalizable approx-
imations Wτ of the Koopman generator on L2 (which is generally a non-diagonalizable operator
with non-trivial continuous spectrum). We dilate the unitary evolution groups generated by Wτ

into infinite-dimensional rotation systems on the Banach algebra spectra of Fw(Hτ ), equipped with
the weak-∗ topology making them compact Hausdorff spaces.

On the one hand, this construction realizes regularized approximations etWτ of Koopman op-
erators (which are not composition operators by flows on the original state space) as topological
rotation systems on the spectrum of an algebra, with associated Koopman composition operators
acting on continuous functions on the spectrum. This construction is therefore similar in spirit to
the Halmos–von Neumann theorem that realizes a measure-preserving ergodic flow with pure point
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Figure 7. Time evolution of the x component of the L63 state vector under the
true dynamics (left column), a classical Koopman eigenfunction approximation using
2d + 1 eigenfunctions (center column), and a Fock space approximation for torus
dimension d = 50 and degree m = 4. Rows from top to bottom show snapshots at
the evolution times t = 0, 0.5, 1, 2, 4, respectively.
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Figure 8. Real and imaginary parts of representative eigenfunctions ζj,τ,l,N for
the L63 system. The eigenfunctions shown have index j = 1, 5, 22 with respect to
the Dirichlet energy ordering, and are members of the complex-conjugate (noncon-
stant) eigenfunction pairs with the 1st, 2nd, and 6th largest projection amplitudes
|⟨ξj,τ,l,N , f⟩HN

|, respectively.

spectrum (i.e., diagonalizable generator) as a topological rotation system on the spectrum of an
abelian C∗-algebra generated by the eigenspaces of the Koopman operator.

Simultaneously, the second quantization approach provides a flexible framework for approxi-
mating the Koopman evolution of observables of measure-preserving ergodic flows. The resulting
approximations are positivity-preserving, amenable to data-driven numerical implementation, and
consistent with the true Koopman evolution in appropriate asymptotic limits.

In more detail, we have shown that the spectrum σ(Fw(Hτ )) can be partitioned into a collection
of tori (of potentially infinite dimension) that are invariant under the rotational dynamics induced

by Wτ . Moreover, Fw(Hτ ) is isomorphic to a reproducing kernel Hilbert algebra (RKHA) F̂w(Hτ )
of continuous functions (i.e., an RKHS that is simultaneously a coalgebra and a Banach algebra
with respect to pointwise function multiplication) on appropriately chosen such tori. We developed
a scheme for lifting continuous observables of the original dynamical system to polynomials of
arbitrarily large degree m in the Fourier bases of the spectral tori. A key aspect of this scheme
is that it allows to systematically generate high-dimensional approximation spaces from tensor
products of a given collection of approximate Koopman eigenfunctions (eigenfunctions of Wτ ),
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Figure 9. Errors in the classical and Fock space approximations from fig. 2 (center
and right columns, respectively) relative to the true L63 evolution. The true evolu-
tion is plotted in the left column for reference.
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capturing information from the product structure of these eigenfunctions. Conventional subspace
projection methods for Koopman operator can be viewed as m = 1 versions of this scheme.

We numerically applied our approach to two examples of non-integrable measure-preserving er-
godic systems: a Stepanoff flow on T2 as an example with smooth invariant measure and topological
weak mixing (absence of continuous nonconstant Koopman eigenfunctions) and the L63 system on
R3 as an example with invariant measure supported on a fractal attractor and measure-theoretic
mixing. Both examples demonstrated improved prediction skill resulting from the Fock space con-
struction over conventional subspace projection methods for Koopman operator approximation.

Previous work [35], developed tensor network approximation techniques for Koopman and trans-
fer operators that similarly yield algebraic amplification of regularized Koopman operators to Fock
spaces. From a high-level standpoint the tensor network approach can be viewed as being “dual”
to the second quantization scheme presented in this paper: the former is based on a lift of states
to the Fock space whereas the latter focuses on a lift of observables. An advantageous aspect of
the tensor network scheme is high computational efficiency when implemented classically. On the
other hand, the second quantization scheme in this paper offers greater flexibility as it can be
implemented for larger families of RKHSs Hτ , and it also yields a topological model that provides
an arena for different types of approximation schemes (the polynomial lifts employed in this paper
being just an example). Another noteworthy difference between the two methods is that the tensor
network approach employs the full Fock space without algebra structure, whereas a centerpiece
of the approach presented in this paper is a symmetric weighted Fock space with coalgebra and
abelian Banach algebra structure.

In terms of future work, a natural next step would be to develop gate-based implementations of
our scheme running on quantum computing platforms. One possibility in that direction would be
to employ the quantum algorithm for pure point spectrum systems developed in [37] as a black box
algorithm to simulate the evolution of the polynomial observables under the rotational dynamics
on the tori within σ(Fw(Hτ )). Essentially, this would involve defining an RKHA A on each torus
of interest, and using A to build a quantum mechanical representation of the rotation system as
described in section 3.1. A more direct (but likely more challenging) approach would be to build

quantum computational algorithms on the RKHAs F̂w(Hτ ) without invoking auxiliary algebras
such as A. Such an approach would hinge upon availability of efficient algorithms for preparing
quantum states associated with the RKHA feature vectors φτ,d(x) from section 4.7. Efforts in these
directions are currently underway. In a broader context, we hope that this work will stimulate
further research at the interface of ergodic theory and quantum theory.
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Appendix A. Markov semigroup construction

This appendix summarizes the construction of the 1-parameter family of Markov kernels kτ : X×
X → R associated with the Markov semigroup {Gτ}τ≥0 introduced in section 3.2. Our exposition
follows closely [40], where we refer the reader for further details.
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The starting point of the construction is a kernel function k : X ×X → R>0 that is continuous,
symmetric, strictly positive-valued, and integrally strictly positive-definite. The latter condition
means [66] that ∫

X×X
k(x, y) d(ν × ν)(x, y) > 0 (41)

for every finite Borel measure ν. These conditions imply that k is strictly positive definite. In
addition, Kν : L

2(ν) → L2(ν) defined as

Kνf =

∫
X
k(·, x)f(x) dν(x)

is a self-adjoint, strictly positive integral operator of trace class that preserves positive functions.
In this work, we are interested in integral operators Kν associated with the invariant measure of
the dynamical system, ν = µ, and the corresponding sampling measures on dynamical trajectories,
ν = µN .

When X can be continuously injected into Rd under a map F : X → Rd, it inherits a metric
d : X×X → R from the Euclidean metric, d(x, y) = ∥F (x)−F (y)∥2. Then, a prototypical example
satisfying (41) is the Gaussian radial basis function (RBF) kernel,

kRBF
ε (x, y) = exp

(
−d

2(x, y)

ε2

)
, (42)

where ε > 0 is a bandwidth parameter. Given a continuous, strictly positive function ρ : X → R>0,
a generalization of (42) is the so-called variable-bandwidth or self-tuning Gaussian kernel [8, 76],

kvbε (x, y) = exp

(
− d2(x, y)

ε2ρ(x)ρ(y)

)
. (43)

In the numerical experiments of section 8, we use (43) with the bandwidth function

ρ(x) =

(∫
X
kε̃(x, y) dν(y)

)−1/mν

.

In the above, the bandwidth parameter ε̃ is independent from ε, andmν is a dimension parameter for
the support of ν. In the data-driven computations of section 8, we determine ε and ε̃ automatically
using a variant of a method proposed in [16]; see [7, Appendix A] and [34, Algorithm 1] for further
details and pseudocode. The same method produces a numerical estimate of mν that we use in our
computations.

Intuitively, the role of ρ in (43) is to decrease (increase) the effective bandwidth of the kernel
in regions of data space with high (low) concentration of the data distribution, F∗ν. This is
particularly important in the case of the L63 experiments where F∗µ associated with the invariant
measure µ is singular relative to the ambient Lebesgue measure on R3.

Remark 12. Bandwidth functions ρ computed for the sampling measures µN are data-dependent,
ρ = ρN , making the variable-bandwidth kernel kvbε also data-dependent. In such cases, weak-∗

convergence (35) of µN in the large-data limit (N → ∞) implies uniform convergence of ρN on
the compact set M to the bandwidth function ρ computed for the invariant measure µ (e.g., [73]).
This implies in turn uniform convergence of kvbε on M ×M , and the latter is sufficient to ensure
convergence of our data-driven scheme in the large-data limit. For simplicity of exposition, in what
follows we will not explicitly distinguish between data-dependent and data-independent kernels in
our notation.

Assume that ν is a probability measure with compact support. Using a variant of the bistochastic
kernel formulation proposed in [15], we normalize the kernel k to build a symmetric Markov kernel
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pν : X ×X → R>0, defined as

pν(x, y) =

∫
X

k(x, z)k(z, y)

dν(x)qν(z)dν(y)
dν(z),

for dν = Kν1X and qν = Kν(1/dν). Clearly, pν(x, y) > 0 and pν(x, y) = pν(y, x), and the normal-
ization

∫
X pν(x, y) dν(y) = 1 holds by construction. It can also be shown that pν is strictly positive

definite, and thus has an associated RKHS H ⊂ C(X). It then follows that Gν : L
2(ν) → L2(ν),

Gνf =

∫
X
pν(·, x)f(x) dν(x),

is a self-adjoint, strictly positive-definite, Markov operator of trace class. It can also be shown by
strict positivity of pν that Gν is ergodic; i.e., Gν has a simple eigenvalue at 1 with corresponding
eigenvector that is ν-a.e. equal to 1.

Let us consider an eigendecomposition of Gν ,

Gνϕj,ν = λj,νϕj,ν ,

where the eigenvalues 1 = λ0,ν > λ1,ν ≥ λ2,ν are strictly positive and have finite multiplicities, and
the corresponding eigenvectors form an orthonormal basis {ϕj,ν}j of L2(ν) with ϕ0,ν = 1X . Each
eigenvector ϕj,ν has a continuous representative φj,ν ∈ C(X), where

φj,ν =
1

λj,ν

∫
X
pν(·, x)f(x) dν(x). (44)

Defining ψj,ν =
√
λj,νϕj,ν , we have that {ψj,ν} is an orthonormal basis of H. The RKHS H also

induces a Dirichlet energy functional, Eν : D(Eν) → R≥0, providing a notion of regularity of L2(ν)
elements in a dense domain D(Eν) ⊆ L2(ν) with representatives in H. For every f ∈ D(Eν), we
define

Eν(f) =
∑
j

|⟨ϕj,ν , f⟩L2(ν)|2

λj
− 1, (45)

and we have Eν(f) ≥ 0 with equality iff f is constant ν-a.e.
Next, define the self-adjoint operator ∆ν : D(∆ν) → L2(ν), D(∆ν) ⊆ L2(ν), via the eigendecom-

position

∆νϕj,ν = ηj,νϕj,ν , ηj,ν =
λ−1
j,ν − 1

λ−1
1,ν − 1

.

This operator is positive, it annihilates constant functions, and it is unbounded whenever L2(ν)
is infinite-dimensional. Moreover, ∆ν is normalized by convention so that its smallest nonzero
eigenvalue η1,ν is equal to 1. We interpret ∆ν as a Laplace-type operator that generates a Markov
semigroup {Gτ,ν}τ≥0 on L2(ν) with Gτ,ν = e−τ∆ν . The following result is adapted from [22,
Theorem 1].

Proposition 13. With notation and assumptions as above, {Gτ,ν}τ≥0 is a strongly continuous
semigroup of self-adjoint, strictly positive, Markov operators on L2(ν). Moreover, the following
hold for τ > 0 and any compact set M ⊆ X containing the support of ν:

(i) Gτ,ν is a trace class integral operator induced by a continuous transition kernel kτ,ν : M ×
M → R≥0,

Gτ,νf =

∫
X
kτ,ν(·, x)f(x) dν(x), kτ,ν(x, y) =

∑
j

λj,τ,νφj,ν(x)φj,ν(y), λj,τ,ν = e−τηj,ν ,

where the sum over j in the expression for kτ,ν(x, y) converges uniformly for (x, y) ∈M×M .
(ii) The kernel kτ,ν is strictly positive-definite, and has an associated RKHS Hτ,ν ⊆ C(M)

whose restriction to supp(ν) forms a dense subspace of L2(ν).
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(iii) Hτ,ν is a subspace of H and a subspace of Hτ ′,ν for every τ ′ < τ .
(iv) If the kernel k|M×M is Cr, then Hτ,ν is a subspace of Cr(M).

Note that under Proposition 13Gτ,ν admits the factorizationGτ,ν = K∗
τ,νKτ,ν , whereKτ,ν : L

2(ν) →
Hτ,ν is the integral operator with (integral) kernel kτ,ν and dense range in Hτ,ν(ν), and the adjoint
K∗

τ,ν implements the inclusion map (see section 3.2). Moreover, {ψj,τ,ν}j with

ψj,τ,ν = λ
−1/2
j,τ,ν Kτ,νϕj,ν = λ

1/2
j,τ,νφj,ν

forms an orthonormal basis of Hτ,ν(ν).
Setting ν = µ leads to the kernel kτ ≡ kτ,µ, RKHS Hτ ≡ Hτ,µ, and integral operators Kτ ≡ Kτ,µ

and Gτ ≡ Gτ,µ used in the main text. Properties (K1)–(K4) are then satisfied as a consequence of
Proposition 13. In data-driven contexts we set ν = µN , leading to kτ,N ≡ kτ,µN , Hτ,N = Hτ,µN ,
Kτ,N ≡ Kτ,µN , andGτ,N ≡ Gτ,µN . Spectral convergence ofGτ,N toGτ asN → ∞ occurs in the form
of convergence of eigenvalues (including multiplicities), limτ→0+ λj,τ,N = λj,τ where λj,τ,N ≡ λj,τ,µN

and λj,τ ≡ λj,τ , and uniform convergence of the continuous representatives φj,τ,N ≡ φj,τ,µN to
φj,τ ≡ φj,τ,µ on M for appropriately chosen eigenvectors ϕj,τ ≡ ϕj,τ,µ and ϕj,τ,N = φj,τ,µN of Gτ

and Gτ,N , respectively.

Appendix B. Spectral approximation of the generator

In this appendix, we summarize the spectral approximation scheme for the Koopman generator
from the paper [40], used here in the numerical experiments in section 8.

Let H̃ = {f ∈ H :
∫
X f dµ = 0} be the subspace of H consisting of zero-mean functions with

respect to the invariant measure. By ergodicity, H̃ = span{1X}⊥ has codimension 1. Define also

HV = D(V ) ∩ H̃, and equip this space with the “graph” inner product

⟨f, g⟩HV
= ⟨f, g⟩H + ⟨V f, V g⟩H .

Since V is a closed operator mapping span{1X} to itself, (HV , ⟨·, ·⟩HV
) is a Hilbert space.

Next, for z > 0, define the bounded, continuous, antisymmetric function qz : iR → iR, where

qz(iω) =
iω

z2 + ω2
, ran qz = i

[
− 1

2z
,
1

2z

]
.

Define also the bounded operator Qz = qz(V |H̃) ∈ B(H̃) via the Borel functional calculus. Observe

that Qz = R∗
zV Rz, where Rz = (z − V |H̃)−1 is the resolvent of V |H̃ : H̃ → H̃ at z.

For τ > 0 and Gτ : H → H constructed as in section 3.2 and appendix A, define the compact,
skew-adjoint operators

Qz,τ = R∗
zVτRz, Vτ = Gτ/2V Gτ/2.

Note that well-definition and compactness of Qz,τ follows from the fact that Gτ/2 is a Markov

operator induced by a C1 kernel kτ (in particular, ranGτ |H̃ ⊂ HV ), making V Gτ/2|H̃ a bounded

operator. Since Gτ → Id as τ → 0+, we view Qz,τ as a compact approximation of Qz = qz(V ).
Define now the domain Ωz = (−∞,−z] ∪ [z,∞), and observe that q̃z := qz|Ωz is invertible with

(unbounded) inverse q̃−1
z : i[−(2z)−1, (2z)−1] \ {0} → iR,

q̃−1
z (iω) = i

1 +
√
1− 4z2ω2

2ω
.

As z → 0+, the domain Ωz increases to iR, so we view q̃−1
z ◦ qz as an approximation of the

identity. Correspondingly, we view Ṽz := q̃−1
z (qz(V |H̃)) ≡ q̃−1

z (Qz) as an unbounded, skew-adjoint
approximation of V |H̃ .

Let Ṽz,τ = bz(Qz,τ ) where bz : iR → iR is any continuous extension of q̃−1
z . Using the orthogonal

projection projH̃ : H → H̃, extend Ṽz,τ to the skew-adjoint operator Vz,τ = Ṽz,τ projH̃ with dense
domain D(Vz,τ ) ⊂ H. In [39, Theorem 6] it is shown:
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Proposition 14. Vz,τ is a skew-adjoint operator with compact resolvent that converges to V in
strong resolvent sense in the iterated limit of z → 0+ after τ → 0+. In particular, properties (V1)–
(V5) hold for Vz,τ in that limit.

Let us now consider an eigendecomposition of the compact, skew-adjoint operator Qz,τ :

Qz,τξj,z,τ = βj,z,τξj,z,τ , (46)

where βj,z,τ ∈ iR and the eigenvectors ξj,z,τ form an orthonormal basis of H̃. We index the

eigenvalues by j ∈ Z \ {0} so that β−j,z,τ = βj,z,τ and ξ−j,z,τ = ξj,z,τ . We can then build an
eigendecomposition

Vz,τξj,z,τ = iωj,z,τξj,z,τ , (47)

with iωj,z,τ = bz(βj,z,τ ), and ξj,z,τ as above for j ∈ Z \ {0}, and ω0,z,τ = 0, ξ0,z,τ = 1X . The
eigendecomposition (47) completely characterizes Vz,τ .

Remark 15. The extension bz ⊃ q̃−1
z is introduced since the spectrum of Qz,τ is not guaranteed to

lie within the domain of definition i[−(2z)−1, (2z)−1] of q̃−1
z for any τ > 0. In practical applications,

we have not observed any instances of (numerical approximations of) eigenvalues of Qz,τ that do
not lie in i[−(2z)−1, (2z)−1], so we work with q̃−1

z without making an explicit choice of extension
bz.

To compute the eigenpairs (βj,z,τ , ξj,z,τ ), [40] formulates an associated variational eigenvalue
problem to (46). Define the sesquilinear forms Aτ : HV × HV → C and Bz : HV × HV → C such
that

Aτ (u, v) = ⟨Gτ/2u, V Gτ/2v⟩H , Bz(u, v) = ⟨(z − V )u, (z − V )v⟩H .
It is shown that (βj,z,τ , ξj,z,τ ) solves (46) for βj,z,τ ̸= 0 iff ξj,z,τ = (z − V )vj,z,τ and (βj,z,τ , vj,z,τ )
solves the following variational problem.

Definition 16 (variational eigenvalue problem for Qz,τ ). Find βj,z,τ ∈ iR and vj,z,τ ∈ H̃ \{0} such
that

Aτ (u, vj,z,τ ) = βj,z,τBz(u, vj,z,τ ), ∀u ∈ HV .

The variational problem in Definition 16 is “physics-informed”, in the sense that the sesquilinear
forms Aτ and Bz can both be evaluated on elements u = ιf ∈ HV and v = ιg ∈ HV with continuous

representatives f, g ∈ C1(M) using the generating vector field V⃗ : M → TM of the dynamics. In
particular, using (2), we get

Aτ (u, v) =

∫
X×X×X

k′τ (w, x)k
′
τ (w, y)u(x)v(y) d(µ× µ× µ)(w, x, y), (48)

Bz(u, v) =

∫
X

(
(z − V⃗ · ∇)f

)(
(z − V⃗ · ∇)g

)
dµ,

where k′τ (·, y) = V⃗ · ∇k(·, x). In addition, if f, g ∈ ranKτ , i.e., f = Kτr and g = Kτs for r, s ∈ H,
we have

Bz(u, v) =

∫
X×X×X

(zkτ (w, x)−k′τ (w, x))(zkτ (w, y)−k′τ (w, y))r(x)s(y) d(µ×µ×µ)(w, x, y). (49)

Thus, in such cases, Aτ (u, v) and Bz(u, v) can be computed by “pushing” the action of the generator
V to the directional derivatives k′τ (·, x) of the kernel sections kτ (·, x) with respect to the dynamical

vector field V⃗ .
The approach of [40] utilizes automatic differentiation to compute k′τ without discretization

errors that affect finite-difference approximations of the generator (e.g., [22, 34]). Using El =
span{ϕ1,τ , . . . , ϕl,τ} ⊂ HV as Galerkin approximation spaces, approximate solutions (βj,τ,lj,vj,z,τ,l)
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are computed by restricting the trial and test functions in Definition 16 to lie in El. Numerically,
this is equivalent to solving a matrix generalized eigenvalue problem

Aτcj,z,τ,l = βj,z,τ,lBzcj,z,τ,l, βj,z,τ,l ∈ iR, cj,z,τ,l ∈ Cl \ {0}.
Here Aτ = [Aτ (ϕi, ϕj)]

l
i,j=1 and Bz = [Bz(ϕi, ϕj)]

l
i,j=1 are l × l matrices whose elements are com-

puted using (48) and (49), respectively, in conjunction with the kernel integral representation (44)
of the C1(M) representatives φj,τ of the basis functions. Moreover, the generalized eigenvector
cj,z,τ,l = (c1j,z,τ,l, . . . , clj,z,τ,l) contains the expansion coefficients of vj,z,τ,l in the kernel eigenbasis,

vj,z,τ,l =

l∑
i=1

cij,z,τ,lϕi.

Specific formulas for the matrix elements of Aτ and Bz when using the Markov kernel construction
from appendix A can be found in [40, section 4.3]. By convention, we order solutions in increasing
order of Dirichlet energy (45), viz.

E(vj,z,τ,l) =
l∑

i=1

|cij,z,τ,l|2

λj
.

By results on Galerkin approximation of variational eigenvalue problems [2], as l → ∞ βj,z,τ,l
converges to βj,z,τ and, for an appropriate choice of eigenvectors, vj,z,τ,l converges to vj,z,τ in
the norm of HV for an appropriate choice of eigenvectors. The latter, implies convergence of
ξj,z,τ,l := (z − V )vj,z,τ,l in the norm of H. Note that if βj,z,τ is nonzero, vj,z,τ lies in ranGτ/2

and thus has a representative in Hτ ⊆ H. Thus, the Dirichlet energy E(vj,z,τ ) is finite so long as
βj,z,τ ̸= 0.

The scheme also has a data-driven formulation wherein all kernel integral operators are replaced
by their counterparts induced from the sampling measures µN , as described in section 7 and ap-
pendix A. These methods converge in the limit of large data, N → ∞; see [40, section 4.4] for
further details.
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[49] A. V. Kočergin, On mixing in special flows over a shifting of segments and in smooth flows on surfaces, Math.
USSR Sbornik 25 (1975), no. 3, 441–469.

[50] B. O. Koopman, Hamiltonian systems and transformation in Hilbert space, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 17 (1931),
no. 5, 315–318.

[51] B. O. Koopman and J. von Neumann, Dynamical systems of continuous spectra, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 18 (1932),
no. 3, 255–263.

[52] K. Law, A. Shukla, and A. M. Stuart, Analysis of the 3DVAR filter for the partially observed Lorenz’63 model,
Discrete Contin. Dyn. Syst. 34 (2013), no. 3, 1061–10178.

[53] D. Lehmann, Mathematical methods of many-body quantum field theory, Research Notes in Mathematics, vol. 436,
Chapman & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, 2004.

[54] S. K. Leyton and T. J. Osborne, A quantum algorithm to solve nonlinear differential equations, 2008.
[55] J.-P. Liu, H. Ø. Kolden, H. K. Krovi, and A. M. Childs, Efficient quantum algorithm for dissipative nonlinear

differential equations, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 118 (2021), no. 35, e2026805118.
[56] S. Lloyd, G. DePalma, C. Gokler, B. Kiani, Z.-W. Liu, M. Marvian, F. Tennie, and T. Palmer, Quantum algorithm

for nonlinear differential equations, 2020.
[57] E. N. Lorenz, Deterministic nonperiodic flow, J. Atmos. Sci. 20 (1963), 130–141.
[58] S. Luzzatto, I. Melbourne, and F. Paccaut, The Lorenz attractor is mixing, Comm. Math. Phys. 260 (2005),

no. 2, 393–401.
[59] D. Mauro, On Koopman–von Neumann waves, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 17 (2002), 1301–1325.
[60] A. Mezzacapo, M. Sanz, L. Lamata, I.L. Egusquiza, S. Succi, and E. Solano, Quantum simulator for transport

phenomena in fluid flows, Sci. Rep. 5 (2015), 13153.
[61] S. E. Otto and C. W. Rowley, Koopman operators for estimation and control of dynamical systems, Annu. Rev.

Control Robot. Auton. Syst. 4 (2021), 59–87.
[62] J. C. Oxtoby, Stepanoff flows on the torus, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 4 (1953), 982–987.
[63] V. I. Paulsen and M. Raghupathi, An introduction to the theory of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, Cambridge

Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 152, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2016.
[64] P. Pfeffer, F. Heyder, and J. Schumacher, Hybrid quantum-classical reservoir computing of thermal convection

flow, Phys. Rev. Research 4 (2022).
[65] J. C. Sprott, Chaos and time-series analysis, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2003.
[66] B. K. Sriperumbudur, K. Fukumizu, and G. R. Lanckriet, Universality, characteristic kernels and RKHS embed-

ding of measures, J. Mach. Learn. Res. 12 (2011), 2389–2410.
[67] I. Steinwart and A. Christmann, Support vector machines, Information Science and Statistics, Springer, New

York, 2008.
[68] M. H. Stone, On one-parameter unitary groups in Hilbert space, Ann. Math 33 (1932), no. 3, 643–648.
[69] M. Takesaki, Theory of operator algebras I, Encyclopaedia of Mathematical Sciences, vol. 124, Springer, Berlin,

2001.
[70] F. Tennie and T. N. Palmer, Quantum computers for weather and climate prediction, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc.

104 (2023), no. 2, E488–E500.
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