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Abstract

We propose a technique for performing spectral (in time) analysis of
spatially-resolved flowfield data, without needing any temporal reso-
lution or information. This is achieved by combining projection-based
reduced-order modeling with spectral proper orthogonal decomposition.
In this method, space-only proper orthogonal decomposition is first per-
formed on velocity data to identify a subspace onto which the known
equations of motion are projected, following standard Galerkin pro-
jection techniques. The resulting reduced-order model is then utilized
to generate time-resolved trajectories of data. Spectral proper orthog-
onal decomposition (SPOD) is then applied to this model-generated
data to obtain a prediction of the spectral content of the system, while
predicted SPOD modes can be obtained by lifting back to the orig-
inal velocity field domain. This method is first demonstrated on a
forced, randomly generated linear system, before being applied to study
and reconstruct the spectral content of two-dimensional flow over two
collinear flat plates perpendicular to an oncoming flow. At the range of
Reynolds numbers considered, this configuration features an unsteady
wake characterized by the formation and interaction of vortical struc-
tures in the wake. Depending on the Reynolds number, the wake can
be periodic or feature broadband behavior, making it an insightful test
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2 Galerkin spectral estimation

case to assess the performance of the proposed method. In particular,
we show that this method can accurately recover the spectral content
of periodic, quasi-periodic, and broadband flows without utilizing any
temporal information in the original data. To emphasize that tempo-
ral resolution is not required, we show that the predictive accuracy of
the proposed method is robust to using temporally-subsampled data.

Keywords: Modal decomposition, Spectral analysis, Galerkin projection,
proper orthogonal decomposition, spectral proper orthogonal decomposition,
vortex-dominated flows, wake flows

1 Introduction

Understanding the formation, evolution, and interaction of coherent vortical
structures in the wakes of bluff body and aerodynamic flows is important
for the prediction of aerodynamic loads and potential fluid-structure inter-
actions. There are a number of approaches for developing models for such
systems, which may utilize some combination of the known/assumed equations
of motion, and data collected from simulations or experiments. Perhaps the
most ubiquitous method to identify coherent structures within data is the (spa-
tial) proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) [1–5], which identifies an ordered
set of spatial modes that are optimal at capturing the energy of the data. As
well as identifying coherent structures, the modes identified from POD can be
utilized to find a reduced-order model (ROM) of the system dynamics. This
can be achieved via Galerkin projection, where the equations of motion are
projected onto a subspace spanned by a set of POD modes, hereafter referred
to as a POD-Galerkin model. This approach has been applied across a wide
variety of applications, including wall-bounded turbulent flows [6–11], the wake
of a circular cylinder [12–14], cavity flows [15, 16], and mixing layers [17–19].
However, there are well-known limitations in the accuracy of Galerkin projec-
tion models, in part due to the fact that they are often unable to fully capture
the dissipative dynamics of small scales that may not be captured by leading
POD modes.

A variety of methods have been proposed to mitigate this and other short-
comings of Galerkin-POD models, including the addition of eddy viscosity
[6, 7, 11, 20], LES-based closure models [21], finite-time thermodynamic [22]
and other multiscale statistical closure models [23], or directly constraining the
model to be energy preserving [19, 24]. Cordier et al. [25] compare several of
these and additional enhancements to the standard POD-Galerkin procedure
to improve accuracy. Improvements to the accuracy of such models can also
be achieved through error-minimization in a discrete-time setting [26, 27], and
in changing the subspace and direction of projection to optimally preserve the
observability and controllability of the full system [28, 29].

In this work, for reasons that will become apparent with the description
of our methodology, we will not be concerned with the long-time stability
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of POD-Galerkin models, but will rather only need them to produce short
time-series of approximate data that can be used as a surrogate for the full
system. In this way, we leverage the properties of POD-Galerkin models that
are typically quite faithful to the full-order system.

More recently, the increasing availability of sufficient quantities of time-
resolved data has lead to the development and application of methods for
modeling and analysis of fluids problems that (in contrast to the POD method
described above) directly utilize this temporal information within the data.
If data is time-resolved, the original formulation of POD given in Lumley
[2] allows for the identification of spatiotemporal modes, which converge to
Fourier modes in time for statistically-stationary systems. This space-time
POD formulation was applied sparingly in the decades following Lumley’s
formulation (e.g. [30, 31]), but has recently become popular due (aside from
data availability) to the emergence of practical algorithms for its computation
described in Towne et al. [32], who also illuminate connections between this
SPOD and other spectral analysis methods. Schmidt & Colonius [33] further
discuss and summarize the implementation of SPOD. The standard SPOD
algorithm utilizes Welch’s method that compiles Fourier transforms of many
temporal windows of data, and thus requires a large total number of time-
resolved snapshots.

An alternative method to decompose time-resolved data to identify spa-
tial modes corresponding to a single (and possibly complex) frequency is the
dynamic mode decomposition [34–36], which considers the eigendecomposition
of a linear operator that approximates the time-evolution of the data.

While advances in both experimental techniques and computational power
and storage capacity make time-resolved data more readily available, there
remain cost and technological limitations that can hamper the acquisition of
adequate quantities of sufficiently time-resolved data to enable the applica-
tion of the aforementioned methods. Accordingly, a number of methods have
been proposed to enable the application of methods such as SPOD and DMD
even when full time-resolved data is not available. For example, DMD can be
modified to enable the use of data that is under-resolved and/or non-uniformly-
sampled in time by fitting temporal eigenfunctions to the full time series of
data rather than only considering the discrete-time map between consecutive
snapshots [37–40]. Compressive sensing methods [41] can also be utilized to
reconstruct DMD on data that is underresolved and randomly sampled in time
[42], in doing so bypassing the restrictions of the Nyquist-Shannon sampling
criterion [43, 44]. It is also possible to combine time-resolvent measurements
of a small number of quantities with underresolved (in time) full state mea-
surements (e.g. of a velocity field measured with particle image velocimetry),
using stochastic estimation techniques. To this end, Tu et al. [45] applies lin-
ear stochastic estimation and a Kalman smoother for flowfield reconstruction,
while Zhang et al. [46] utilize spectral stochastic estimation [47] to recover the
SPOD of a velocity field using time-resolved pressure and non-time-resolved
velocity field measurements. In addition to the above data-driven methods,
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it is also possible to apply physics-based methods to interpolate data that is
under-resolved in time [48, 49].

The methodology for recovering spectral information proposed in the
present work differs from the above methods in that it will not utilize any
temporal information in the data. Instead, the temporal information will come
from POD-Galerkin models, which will be used to generate the temporal win-
dows of data required to perform SPOD. This is also distinct from promising
recent work that directly uses SPOD modes in Galerkin projection models [50],
or that projects the governing equations in both space and time onto SPOD
or resolvent modes [51].

Our proposed method is applicable in cases where spatially-resolved data
is available, as required for computing these models. In particular, it should be
well suited for flows where the dynamics are dominated by the interactions of
large coherent structures that are well captured by the chosen POD subspace.
Vortex-dominated wake flows are a particularly well-suited example, which we
focus on here. In particular, we consider the two-dimensional wake behind two
collinear plates, at a range of (relatively low) Reynolds numbers.

Flow over arrays of bluff bodies have a range of academic and industrial
applications, including in the modeling and design of heat exchangers and high-
rise buildings [52, 53]. While flow over a single bluff body is often characterized
by periodic von Kármán vortex shedding, the presence of additional bodies
can add considerable complexity, even for two-dimensional flows at relatively
low Reynolds numbers.

Vortex shedding from adjacent bluff bodies can feature vortex shedding
that is either in-phase or anti-phase, with in-phase interactions forming a large-
scale wake and anti-phase interactions forming parallel vortex streets [54].
There have been numerous studies examining the dependence upon Reynolds
number and gap spacing between two or more adjacent bodies to quantify the
flow patterns observed in the wake [55–58]. At smaller gaps, “flip-flopping”
behavior is observed, while at higher gaps independent vortex streets start to
form. Intermediate gaps can contain a rich array of interesting dynamics, with
transitory behavior exhibiting, for example, random flip-flopping patterns.
Common adjacent geometrical bodies of interest include circular cylinders; see
[59] for a detailed review of the interacting wake between two adjacent cylinders
in various configurations. One of the problems of interest for this work is the
flow over two adjacent plates, where the dynamics of the vortex-vortex inter-
actions are dominated by the Reynolds number and gap spacing, as described
in Refs. [60, 61]. Flow over a three-cylinder “fluidic pinball” arrangement is a
related configuration that has been the subject of a number of recent modeling
[62, 63] and control [64] studies. The bluff body array wake behaviour observed
in these works are all characterized by the manner by which vortices form and
shed from either side of the bodies, and subsequently evolve and interact in
the wake. By varying the Reynolds number, we will use such a configuration
to demonstrate the applicability of our proposed methodology to recover the
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spectral content of vortex-dominated wake flows featuring a single dominant
frequency, multiple such frequencies, and broadband behavior.

The paper proceeds as follows. In section 2 we describe the POD, SPOD,
and Galerkin projection methods that underpin our proposed methodology for
recovering spectral content from non-time-resolved data, which is presented in
section 3. This method is subsequently applied and validated on a randomly-
generated forced linear system in section 4, and applied to flow over two
collinear plates in section 5.

2 Modal analysis and projection-based
modeling

This section describes the various existing methods that are utilized and com-
bined in the present work. We first introduce the space-only proper orthogonal
decomposition (POD) in section 2.1, before describing spectral POD (SPOD)
in section 2.2, and Galerkin projection of governing equations onto a spatial
POD basis in section 2.3.

2.1 Proper orthogonal decomposition

Proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) is a technique that can be utilized
to obtain a set of spatial modes that optimally represent the data from an
energetic perspective. Known variously in other fields as principal component
analysis, the singular value decomposition of appropriately-formed matrices,
and Karhunen-Loevè transformation in signal processing, the discussion of
POD here follows much of its introduction to the field of fluid dynamics by
Lumley [1, 2] and utilizes the popular snapshot-method for discrete datasets
[3], which reduces the computational burden for cases where the number of
measurements made at each timestep exceeds the total number of timesteps
considered.

A vector field u(x, t) (in our context, a velocity field) defined on a domain
Ωx can be decomposed into a superposition of time-varying coefficients with
spatial basis functions such that

u(x, t) = u0(x) +

∞∑
i=1

ai(t)ui(x), (1)

where u0(x) represents the mean of the data, ai(t) are the time-dependent
coefficients, and {ui(x)}∞i=1 represent a set of orthonormal basis functions,
which are PODmodes. Here space and time are denoted by x and t respectively.
The POD modes are those which capture the most energy of the vector field;
if velocity data is utilized, the POD modes capture the kinetic energy of the
velocity field. Mathematically, this can be expressed as the POD modes being
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eigenfunctions satisfying∫
Ωx

C(x, x′)ui(x
′)dx′ = σ2

i ui(x), (2)

where C(x, x′) = E[(u(x, t)− u0(x)) (u(x
′, t)− u0(x

′))] is the spatial correla-
tion function, and the eigenvalues σ2

i are ordered such that σi ≥ σi+1 ≥ 0. This
property allows for the truncation of the infinite sum in Eq. 1 with minimal
loss in accuracy, so that

u(x, t) ≈ u0(x) +

r∑
i=1

ai(t)ui(x), (3)

for some finite truncation index r. As in Eqs. 1-3, POD is typically performed
after first subtracting the mean of the given dataset (or in some cases, an
equilibrium point). The set of POD modes ui then satisfy the homogeneous
boundary conditions, with the mean u0(x) satisfying any nonhomogeneous
boundary conditions of the system. This decomposition enables any vector
field to be approximated as a linear superposition of the mean with a finite
number of POD modes, which automatically satisfies the boundary conditions
contained within the data.

Data can be collected from any system of interest and arranged to com-
pute the POD, amounting to a discrete, finite-data approximation to Eq. 2.
Letting qj be the mean-subtracted measurements taken at time tj , we form
the snapshot matrix

Q =

 q1 q2 · · · qNt

 . (4)

The discrete analogue of Eq. 2 is then given by

QQTu := Cui = σ2
i ui, (5)

where here and throughout we suppress quadrature weights associated with
the numerical approximation of the integral. In our case, each snapshot qi will
include the components of a two-dimensional velocity field. Rather than com-
puting the discrete spatial correlation matrixC directly, we can instead use the
(typically smaller) time-correlation matrix, with the equivalent eigenproblem

QTQai = σ2
i ai, (6)

where ai are the discrete temporal coefficients of the POD modes. Equiva-
lently, the POD modes and coefficients can be found from the left and right



Galerkin spectral estimation 7

(respectively) singular vectors in the singular value decomposition

Q = UΣVT ≈
r∑

i=1

ui

(
σiv

T
i

)
=

r∑
i=1

ui(x)ai(t), (7)

where the right equality shows the explicit relationship between the truncated
SVD and the finite-dimensional vector form of the POD expansion given in
Eq. 3. Here the POD modes ui are the columns of U, vi are the columns of V,
and σ2

i denotes the energy content of the i-th mode. Note that POD produces
an optimal approximation of the data in the sense of minimizing the l2-norm
of the error between the original data and the low-rank approximation using
a subspace of POD modes.

2.2 Spectral proper orthogonal decomposition

In this section we provide an overview of the methodology for spectral proper
orthogonal decomposition (SPOD); additional details can be found in Refs. [32,
33, 65]. Unlike space-only POD described in section 2.1, SPOD decomposes
data into spatio-temporal functions. Theoretically, it can be formulated from
a similar eigenproblem to Eq. 2,∫

Ωx,Ωt

C(x, x′, t, t′)ui(x
′, t′)dx′dt′ = σ2

i ui(x, t), (8)

where C(x, x′, t, t′) is the spatio-temporal correlation function, and the inte-
gration is performed over both the spatial (Ωx) and temporal (Ωt) domains.
For systems that are statistically-stationary in time, it can be shown that the
temporal eigenfunctions are Fourier modes [2]. This property means that the
practical computation of these spatio-temporal eigenfunctions from data first
requires a discrete Fourier transform (DFT) in time. Following the methods
described in Refs. [32, 33], this is achieved in practice by utilizing techniques
such as Welch’s method [66], where the power spectral density (PSD) of vector-
valued data is computed from the DFT of a number of (possibly overlapping)
windows of data.

In this method, time series of data consisting of Nt equally-spaced snap-
shots can be segmented into a series of Nblk blocks which cover a time period
T , where each segment contains NFFT snapshots. In contrast to the space-only
formulation of POD described in section 2.1, we emphasize that SPOD requires
that data be resolvent in time (and with a constant timestep). In our case, we
will also consider the case where windows of data come not from a single time
series, but instead from running models from different initial conditions.

To estimate the spectrum, Welch’s method utilizes the discrete Fourier
transform of each block of data (indexed by k), with this Fourier transform
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and its inverse given by

q̂(k)
m =

NFFT−1∑
j=0

q(k) (tj+1) exp

(
− i2πjm
NFFT

)
, (9)

m = −NFFT

2
+ 1, . . . ,

NFFT

2
,

and

q(k) (tj+1) =
1

NFFT

NFFT/2∑
m=−NFFT/2+1

q̂(k)
m exp

(
i2πjm

NFFT

)
, (10)

j = 0, . . . , NFFT − 1.

After this transformation, the data is represented at a set of discrete fre-
quencies given by fm = m/T , where m = −NFFT /2 + 1, . . . , NFFT /2 is
the frequency index. The Fourier-transformed data at each frequency is then
selected from each block, and arranged into a frequency-specific data matrix

Q̂m =

 q̂
(1)
m q̂

(2)
m · · · q̂(Nblk)

m

 , (11)

In analogy with Eq. 7, the SVD Q̂m = ÛmΣ̂mV̂∗
m yields left singular vec-

tors ûm,i that are the SPOD modes corresponding to frequency index m, with
the energy of the modes given by the corresponding singular values (squared).
Note that using a ·̂ to indicate SPOD modes is a slight abuse of notation, since
these do not directly correspond to the Fourier transform of the space-only
POD modes. Unlike the case for space-only POD, the right singular vectors
do not have any physical meaning in the time domain, and instead repre-
sent coefficients relating the Fourier transformed data for a given window and
frequency to the SPOD modes at that frequency.

2.3 Galerkin Projection

Galerkin projection is a method that can be used to approximate a differential
equation by projecting onto a finite-dimensional basis. Suppose that we have
a differential equation that can be represented by

u̇′ = f(u′), (12)

where u̇ is the time derivative of u, and u′(x, t) = u(x, t)−u0(x) is the system
state relative to some fixed mean or equilibrium state.
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We seek an approximate solution to Eq. 12 of the form

u′(x, t) =

r∑
i=1

ai(t)ui(x), (13)

where the ui’s are the trial functions and the ai’s their coefficients. That is to
say, we look for a solution that is in the span of the set of functions {ui}ri=1.
In matrix form, we can express Eq. 13 as

u′ = Ura, (14)

where Ur is a matrix with columns ui, and at a given time a is a column vector
containing the coefficients ai. Substituting Eq. 14 into Eq. 12, we obtain

Urȧ = f(Ura). (15)

If the trial functions ui are orthonormal, then UT
r Ur = I, so we can

premultiply both sides of Eq. 15 by UT
r to obtain

ȧ = UT
r f(Ura), (16)

which is the general form of an r-th order Galerkin projection model for the
original differential equation.

To give an alternate description to this analysis, substituting the trial func-
tion expansion Eq. 13 into the original differential produces (in general) a
non-zero residual, which we can set to zero once projected onto a set of test
functions. Here, the test functions and trial functions are both chosen to be
the functions ui. Geometrically, we are projecting the equations onto a sub-
space spanned by the ui’s in a direction orthogonal to this subspace. In more
general Petrov-Galerkin methods, the test and trial functions do not need to
be the same (and equivalently the projection does not need to be orthogonal
to the subspace).

As suggested by the notation and the similarity between Eqs. 1 and 13, we
can choose the test and trial functions to be the first r POD modes identified
from data obtained from simulations of Eq. 12, giving the methodology to
obtain POD-Galerkin ROMs.

For a linear system with f(u′) = Au′ for a n × n square matrix A, the
r-th order Galerkin projection model is

ȧ =
(
UT

r AUr

)
a := Ara, (17)

where Ar is an r × r matrix.
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We now describe the application of this Galerkin projection procedure to
the incompressible Navier–Stokes equations,

∂u

∂t
= −(u · ∇)u− 1

Re
∆u+∇p, (18)

where u and p are the velocity and pressure fields. Upon substituting the POD
approximation

u(x, t) ≈ u0(x) +

r∑
i=1

ai(t)ui(x), (19)

into these equations and taking an inner product with each of the first r POD
modes, we obtain a ROM of the form

d

dt
ai =

1

Re

r∑
j=0

lijaj +

r∑
j=0

r∑
k=0

qijkajak + fpi

for i = 1, ..., N, (20)

where the coefficients are given by lij = ⟨ui,∆uj⟩Ωx
and qijk = −⟨ui,uk⟨uj ·

∇⟩⟩Ωx
, and with the unknown pressure term given by fpi = ⟨ui,−∇p⟩Ωx

. In
this work the pressure term has been neglected, as the homogeneous boundary
conditions result in negligible pressure terms. Note also that the accurate com-
putation of these inner products (and the terms within them) requires spatially
resolved data. For more details concerning the formulation and properties of
POD-Galerkin models, see Refs. [4, 5, 14, 67], for example.

3 Galerkin spectral estimation

This section introduces a methodology, which we term Galerkin spectral esti-
mation (GSE), that can utilize POD-Galerkin models, identified from the
procedure described in section 2.3, to estimate the spectral (in time) behavior
of a system, as characterized by SPOD as described in section 2.2, without
needing the original data to be resolved in time. For clarity and convenience,
the full algorithm is summarized as Algorithm 1 below.

Algorithm 1: Galerkin Spectral Estimation

1. Collect Nt velocity field snapshots, compute and subtract the temporal
mean at each spatial location, and assemble the mean-subtracted snapshots
into the data matrix

Q =

 q1 q2 · · · qNt

 .
2. Compute the POD of the data matrix Q, from the SVD

Q = UΣVT ≈
r∑

i=1

ui

(
σiv

T
i

)
=

r∑
i=1

ui(x)ai(t)
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3. Compute the Galerkin projection model for the time-evolution of the POD
coefficients from

ȧ = UT
r f(Ura).

4. Evolve the Galerkin projection model from a chosen set of initial conditions
to obtain time-resolved data (in terms of the POD coefficients, a(t)).

5. Perform SPOD on the predicted POD coefficient trajectories, where each
trajectory is used for one or more (possibly overlapping) DFT windows.

6. The resulting SPOD mode energies should approximate those for the full
system. The SPOD modes computed for the POD-Galerkin models ψ̂m,i

can be mapped back into physical space using the (space-only) POD modes:

ûm,i = Urψ̂m,i.

There are several choices to be made when implementing this procedure. In
step 2, a decision must be made for the truncation level, r. Note that in this
method the computed SPOD modes are limited to the subspace spanned by
the first r POD modes, which could make it difficult to accurately estimate the
results of SPOD at frequencies for which the system has relatively low energy.
The choice of r can also affect the accuracy of the resulting POD-Galerkin
model computed in step 3. Note, however, that these models do not strictly
need to be asymptotically stable, since only finite-time windows of data are
required for the application of SPOD.

In step 4, the POD-Galerkin model is used to generate data to be used to
estimate the SPOD of the full system. If we started with a single trajectory
of time-resolved data in step 1, then one could most simply try to reconstruct
this trajectory from the first snapshot. However, the ROM is not limited to
simply reconstructing the initial data. To start with, the comparative low
computational cost of evaluating (and low storage requirements for storing
states from) a ROM likely makes it feasible to generate many more snapshots
than were present in the initial dataset. This could include both running the
ROM for a longer total time, and saving snapshots at shorter time intervals, to
enable the analysis of higher frequencies in SPOD. Indeed, the initial data used
for POD does not need to be sampled uniformly in time, or be time-resolved
at all. Rather than using a single trajectory of data, the ROM could also be
evaluated along multiple trajectories, each with a different initial condition.
This could be advisable if the ROM loses accuracy over long time horizons (e.g.
with non-physical growth or decay of total energy). These initial conditions
could be chosen from selected snapshots of the initial data, or could be sampled
more broadly. Particularly if choosing initial conditions that are not directly
taken from the initial data, it could be advisable to remove an initial section
of the data before further analysis to eliminate any rapid transients associated
with a nonphysical initial condition. The minimum length of each trajectory is
the window size used for each block in the SPOD algorithm; a longer trajectory
could be used to generate multiple windows. If concatenating data from several
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trajectories, it is important to ensure that each window is only associated with
a single trajectory.

In step 6, the SPOD of the ROM is mapped back into physical space. This
mapping from POD coefficients to velocity fields could also be performed prior
to applying SPOD in step 5 with no effect on the results, though this would
make the SPOD computationally expensive due to the larger state size.

The following sections demonstrate the use of this proposed GSE method
in several contexts. First, in section 4, we apply this method to a randomly-
generated linear system that is forced with Gaussian white noise. Following
this, in section 5 we apply this method to two dimensional flow past two
collinear flat plates, a system governed by the incompressible nonlinear Navier–
Stokes equations. In this section example, we vary both the manner in which
the data is collected (in terms of time resolution), and the complexity of the
dynamics through variation of the Reynolds number.

4 Galerkin spectral estimation of a forced
random linear system

To test and validate the proposed method, we first apply it to data obtained
from a randomly-generated linear system that is continually forced with white
noise. The random system (which is generated using the rss command in
MATLAB) takes the form

ẋ(t) = Ax(t) +Bu(t) (21)

Here the n-dimensional state vector is x(t), and the input (or control) vector
is u(t). A single input channel is used, with B being a column vector of ones,
so that the random input excites each state in the same manner.

The random system is generated with 200 states, and is evolved to col-
lect Nt = 120, 000 snapshots, with a timestep of ∆t = 0.02, for an input u(t)
consisting of Gaussian white noise with unit variance applied using the same
timestep. As this is a linear system forced with white noise, its SPOD should
agree with the properties of its pseudospectrum [32] (i.e. with the results of
resolvent analysis). For a linear system of the form given by Eq. 21, the pseu-
dospectrum corresponding to a specified (real) frequency ω is characterized by
the operator norm (leading singular value, σ1)

σ1 = max
∥ϕ∥=1

∥Hωϕ∥ := ∥Hω∥, (22)

where the resolvent Hω is given by

Hω = (ωI−A)
−1
. (23)

The pseudospectrum of A is shown in Fig. 1a, along with the pseudospectra
of POD-Galerkin ROMs identified from applying Eq. 17 using POD modes
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identified from the data generated as described above, for ROMs using 25 and
50 POD modes (which specifies the size of Ar). Here the first 5,000 snapshots
(corresponding to 100 time units) are excluded from the analysis to ensure
that any transient effects are eliminated. Aside from numerous low-frequency
peaks, we observe three high-frequency peaks in the pseudospectrum of A,
corresponding to frequencies {f1, f2, f3} = {3.54, 4.93, 10.27} shown on the
plot.

It is observed that the ROM identified by projecting A onto r = 50 POD
modes captures each of these peaks, while the r = 25 model misses the peak
corresponding to frequency f3. Fig. 1b shows the eigenvalues of A and Ar for
each r value. These eigenspectra demonstrate that these peaks in the pseu-
dospectra arise from modal amplification due to the presence of eigenvalues at
these frequencies f1–f3. Here and throughout, we express frequencies in oscil-
lations per time unit (which is why the real and imaginary components of the
eigenvalues λ are divided by 2π to convert from radians per time unit). Note
also that only positive frequencies are shown here, though spectra and pseu-
dospectra are symmetric about the vertical axis as the eigenvalues of the real
matrices A and Ar come in complex conjugate pairs.

The absence of a peak in the pseudospectrum at f3 for the r = 25 model
is due to the lack of an eigenvalue of Ar at this frequency. As we are inter-
ested in recovering these frequencies using the proposed GSE methodology, we
henceforth focus on the r = 50 ROM.

We now apply SPOD to the data generated as described above, using DFT
Hamming windows each containing 512 snapshots, with a 50% overlap between
adjacent windows. This results in a total of 448 DFT windows. In Fig. 2, we
show the leading SPOD energy levels for the original data, the data projected
onto the first 50 POD modes, and data generated using the r = 50 ROM. There
is close agreement between all cases, and the three frequencies identified from
the pseudospectra of the underlying operators A and Ar are all accurately
identified as peaks in the SPOD spectra. The agreement between the results
for the original and projected data confirm that the original data can be closely
approximated by 50 POD modes, suggesting that it should be possible for a
ROM of this order to accurately capture the dynamics of the full system. Once
the ROM is identified, following the GSE methodology described in Algorithm
1 it is simulated for the same number of timesteps as the original system, but
with a different realization of white noise. We emphasize that this ROM does
not directly utilize the temporal information of the original data, only the
associated POD modes and knowledge of the original equations.

To emphasize this point more directly, in Fig. 3 we consider a case where
data is sampled at a coarser timestep of ∆t = 0.16. As shown, performing
SPOD directly on this dataset cannot recover any of the frequencies f1–f3,
with the associated Shannon-Nyquist sampling frequency of 1/(2∆t) = 3.125
smaller than f1 = 3.54. Moreover, due to aliasing this SPOD incorrectly iden-
tifies a peak at f1/2. This SPOD of the data collected at this coarser timestep
uses the same total number of snapshots and DFT window size. While this
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(a)

(b)

Fig. 1: (a) Pseudospectra and (b) eigenspectra of the full random linear system
(A) and Galerkin-POD ROMs with r = 25 and r = 50. Vertical dashed lines
indicate frequencies f1–f3 that will be the focus of the subsequent analysis of
the proposed GSE methodology.

coarsely-sampled dataset cannot directly identify the correct frequency con-
tent, it can still be utilized to identify a POD subspace to apply the GSE
method. We show that application of this technique generated predicted data
that can accurately recover the SPOD energy content, including correct iden-
tification of the location and size of each of the peaks corresponding to f1–f3.
Once the ROM is identified, we apply two variants of GSE. In the first case,
we again use the ROM to generate a single time-series of data, with the same
timestep ∆t = 0.02 and total number of snapshots Nt = 120, 000 as originally
considered (again using a different realization of white noise). In the second
case, we run a total of 448 simulations of the ROM, each for only 1024 snap-
shots of data (again with ∆t = 0.02). Within these short simulations, the
first 512 snapshots are discarded to minimize initial transient effects, while the
next 512 snapshots are used for a single DFT window. This allows us to apply
SPOD using the same number and size of windows as the other cases. While
not required here, this variant which uses many short simulations of the ROM
could be particularly useful in cases where the ROM has nonphysical growth
or decay in energy over long time intervals.

Of course, in this section the example considered was small enough such
that simulating and storing data for the full system is not computationally bur-
densome. However, it has been demonstrated that the proposed GSE method
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can indeed accurately recover spectral information for the system, even when
the initial data is not fully time-resolved.

We conclude this section by noting that in the case of linear systems in
particular, there exist alternative methods to obtain ROMs that can be more
accurate than POD-Galerkin projection, such as balanced truncation [68],
which accounts for the controllability and observability of the linear system.

Fig. 2: Comparison between the SPOD spectra computed from the original
data, this data directly projected onto the leading 50 POD modes, and using
GSE with data generated from a ROM identified using these r = 50 POD
modes. In all cases SPOD is computed using ∆t = 0.02 and a window size of
512 snapshots. The vertical lines indicate the pertinent frequencies identified
from the pseudospectra in Fig. 1a.

5 Galerkin spectral estimation of flow over two
collinear plates

In this section, we apply GSE to incompressible, two-dimensional, viscous flow
over two flat plates that are collinear and arranged perpendicular to the oncom-
ing flow. Unlike the simple example considered in Sect. 4, here the governing
Navier–Stokes equations are nonlinear and high-dimensional.

Direct numerical simulations are performed using an immersed bound-
ary projection method (IBPM) [69, 70], where no-slip boundary conditions
associated with the solid bodies are enforced through the use of Lagrangian
multipliers. This formulation is solved using a fractional step (projection)
method [71, 72], where here a nullspace method allows for the divergence-free
condition to be enforced without needing to solve for the pressure separately
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Fig. 3: Comparison between the SPOD spectra identified from finely (∆tdata =
0.02) and coarsely (∆tdata = 0.16) sampled data, and predicted/recovered from
the coarsely sampled data using GSE. The GSE data is generated using either
a single trajectory, or many different trajectories (multiple initial conditions).

[70]. The flow state is solved on three nested uniform grids, as shown in Fig. 4.
The use of uniform grids allows for computational speedup with a fast sine
transform [70], while the use of multiple grids with different resolutions reduces
the total computational cost, by not requiring the fine resolution needed near
the body to expend across the entire computational domain.

The finest grid (G0) has a grid spacing ∆x = ∆y = 0.02c, where c is the
chord length of a single plate. Grid G0 has a total extent of 27c × 7c, with
1200 × 350 = 420, 000 total grid points. The two collinear plates have a gap
of c (corresponding to a dimensionless gap ratio g∗ = 1) between them, and
are located 2c from the front of grid G0. Each of the two larger grids G1 and
G2 is twice the total size of the previous in both the horizontal (streamwise)
and vertical directions, with half the spatial resolution. The larger grids are
offset such that the majority of the domain is downstream of the plates. The
resolution of the grid for the Reynolds numbers considered here has been
validated in a range of past studies [73–76]. For the analysis, we will use velocity
data from the G1 grid, where ∆x = ∆y = 0.04c.

We consider flow at three Reynolds numbers, Re = 40, 80, and 100. While
this particular flow does not appear to have been studied in past works, the
qualitative observations of the dynamical features of each flow are broadly
consistent with prior results observed for cylinder arrays [54, 59, 62].

Instantaneous vorticity snapshots are shown in Fig. 5. For the Re = 40 case,
the wake (Fig. 5a) is regular and periodic. Vorticity is shed from the top and
bottom surfaces of each plate in phase, so the formation of positive vorticity
from the bottom (and negative vorticity from the top) of each plate occurs
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approximately simultaneously. The vorticity shed from the inner plate edges
appear to largely cancel out as we move downstream, leaving the vorticity
shed from the outer edges, resulting in a vortex street of alternating positive
and negative vortices. This is somewhat reminiscent of the von Kármán vortex
street that forms for flow past a single bluff body, though with further vertical
separation between the vortices. Consistent with the snapshot of the wake, the
lift coefficient Cl =

Fy

1/2ρU2
∞c (summed across both bodies) is periodic.

The wakes for the Re = 80 and 100 cases shown in Figs. 5c and 5e respec-
tively at first glance appear to be qualitatively similar to each other based on
the snapshots shown. They both exhibit in-phase vortex shedding from the
plates, with stronger and more distinct vortices forming nearer to the plates
than in the Re = 40 case. Further downstream, unlike in the Re = 40 case, the
vortices forming from the outer edges of the plates exhibit meandering, pair-
ing, and merging. Such vortex pairing is similar to that observed in Ref. [54],
though in some cases that was due to the merging of same-sign vortices shed
from both (typically further apart) bluff bodies simultaneously, rather than
the case here of merging between consecutively-shed same-sign vortices from
a single body.

While the wake snapshots look similar, the forces for the Re = 80 and 100
cases shown in Figs. 5d and 5f respectively show that the two systems are
dynamically quite distinct. The lift coefficient for the Re=80 case is approxi-
mately periodic (with a larger amplitude of oscillation than the Re=40 case),
while the Re=100 case exhibits a lift force that is more irregular and aperiodic.
The reason for this difference is because the near-wake behavior Re=80 case
consistently features periodic in-phase shedding, whereas the Re=100 case fea-
tures intermittent behavior where the shedding from each plate is not always
in-phase or at the same frequency.

Fig. 4: Spatial domain illustrating the separate grids and placement of the two
flat plates simulated. Note that results are shown here for the grid described
by G1.

The dynamical complexity of the wake at these three Reynolds numbers
can also be quantified by considering the (space-only) POD of velocity field
data for snapshots collected for each case. Fig. 6 plots the cumulative energy
fraction of the PODmode energy content for each case. This POD computation
utilizes 512 snapshots for the Re = 40 and 80 cases, and 1024 snapshots for
the Re = 100 case. As well as these snapshots, we also utilize the symmetry
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(a)
(b)

(c)
(d)

(e)
(f)

Fig. 5: Snapshots of vorticity computed for flow over two flat plates separated
at a gap of d = c for (a) Re = 40, (c) Re = 80, and (e) Re = 100. Lift coefficient
shown for (b) Re = 40, (d) Re = 80, and (f) Re = 100. Contours are shown
within a range of [-2.5, 2.5].

of the geometry to generate additional data flipped in the y = 0 plane. In
particular, for each snapshot with horizontal (streamwise, u) and vertical (v)
velocity components (uj , vj) collected (where j is the snapshot index) we also
append to the data (ujsym, v

j
sym), where

ujsym(x, y) = uj(x,−y), (24)

vjsym((x, y) = −vj(x,−y). (25)

Note that this would not be appropriate if the flow exhibited a persistent
symmetry-breaking bias in the wake (i.e. a pitchfork bifurcation as described
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for the fluidic pinball in [62]). We do not observe such behavior for the cases
considered here, though it was observed for this configuration at Re = 60
[77]. As expected based on prior discussion of the flow physics, in Fig. 6 as
the Reynolds number increases a larger number of modes must be retained
to capture a certain fraction of the kinetic energy. For the subsequent results
shown and the POD-Galerkin models used to obtain them, the number of
POD modes retained for models at different Reynolds number was chosen to
capture at least 96% of the kinetic energy of the flowfield. In what follows, we
use r = 6, 30, and 80 modes for the Re = 40, 80, and 100 cases respectively.

The goal of this analysis is to determine the extent to which GSE can pre-
dict the dynamics of these wakes, in terms of the energy content and leading
SPOD mode shapes associated with each frequency, from velocity field snap-
shots that are not resolvent in time. For example, while the snapshots of the
flow at Figs. 5d and 5f look qualitatively similar, we would hope that GSE
could predict that the Re=80 case features strongly periodic behavior, whereas
the Re=100 case is more intermittent and complex.

As was the case for the example considered in Sect. 4, we first consider
GSE as applied to time-resolved data (Sect. 5.1), before considering data that
is subsampled in time (Sect. 5.2), such that the direct SPOD cannot accurately
capture the true dynamics of the system.

Fig. 6: The singular values computed from performing POD on the velocity
snapshots for the Re = 40, 80, and 100 case shown as the cumulative energy
fraction.

5.1 Galerkin spectral estimation of time-resolved data

This section applies GSE and compares the estimated spectra to that com-
puted directly from the data. Data is collected with a timestep ∆t = 1u∞/c,
which is sufficient to resolve the pertinent dynamics for all cases. A portion of
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the true and POD-Galerkin model-predicted POD mode coefficients for Re =
100 case are shown in Fig. 7, along with the corresponding POD modes. We
plot the POD-Galerkin model predictions for a single trajectory. It is observed
in general that the Galerkin projection model diverge after approximately 50
convective time units. In what follows, we will perform GSE using both a
single trajectory and multiple different trajectories of data, with each initial
condition coming from the original data. This multiple-trajectory case should
ensure that the predicted data used for SPOD remains physically realistic.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Fig. 7: True and predicted (a) first and (b) third POD mode coefficients for
the Re = 100 case, where the predictions are made from a nonlinear Galerkin
projection model of order r = 80. (c) and (d) show the streamwise velocity
component of POD modes 1 and 3, respectively.

Figure 8 shows the SPOD spectrum comparisons between the original data
and GSE estimates. When performing GSE, we generate 4096 total snapshots
for the Re = 40 and 80 cases, and 8196 snapshots for the Re = 100 case, and
perform SPOD using a window size of 128 snapshots (with ∆t = 1 as per the
original data).

It is observed that GSE is able to capture the behavior of the true SPOD
spectra in all cases. At Re=40, the SPOD spectrum contains a single isolated
peak at fc/U∞ ≈ 0.12, and smaller peaks at harmonics of this frequency. The
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 8: Comparison between SPOD spectra computed directly from data and
using GSE for a single and multiple reconstructed trajectories (with different
initial conditions, for flow over two flat plates at (a) Re = 40, (b) Re = 80,
and (c) Re = 100.
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Galerkin model captures this spectrum almost exactly. The Re = 80 case fea-
tures a larger number of peaks, owing to the more complex wake dynamics
present. At Re = 100, the spectrum is more broadband, with an energy roll-
off at dimensionless frequencies greater than approximately 0.1. For the Re
= 80 and 100 cases, the GSE method using multiple trajectories is slightly
more accurate at capturing the true SPOD spectrum than the case using a sin-
gle trajectory of predicted data. A more comprehensive analysis of the SPOD
spectra and associated modes (shown in Tables 1–3) and flow physics corre-
sponding to frequency peaks will be discussed following the consideration of
temporally under-resolved data in Sect. 5.2.

5.2 Galerkin spectral estimation using non-time-resolved
data

In this section, we apply GSE to recover spectral content from data that is
initially under-resolved in time, analogous to the cases considered for the forced
linear system in Sect. 4.

Figure 9 compares SPOD performed directly on data that is under-resolved
in time, with GSE reconstruction of the SPOD spectra. For all Reynolds num-
bers, we observe that the original under-resolved data is unable to accurately
capture any of the energy peaks in the SPOD spectra, except for the low-
frequency peak at Re = 80. In contrast, GSE is able to reconstruct the full
spectra, with a similar accuracy to the cases shown in Fig. 8 where time-
resolved data was used from the outset. Note that for the direct SPOD of the
underresolved data, the smaller total amount of data necessitated the use of a
much smaller window size (16 snapshots). However, the lack of time resolution
means that the high frequency dynamics would still not be directly available
even with more data and larger DFT windows.

We now analyze a selection of true and reconstructed SPOD modes, at
frequencies indicated by vertical dashed lines in Fig. 9. The true and GSE-
reconstructed SPOD modes for the Re = 40 case are shown in Table 1,
indicating that GSE can also accurately reconstruct the leading SPOD modes
at the frequencies corresponding to the peaks in the SPOD spectrum. We
observe a symmetric mode at the dominant peak concentrated in the near
wake, consistent with a mode representing in-phase shedding from each plate.
Note that all of the GSE-computed SPOD modes shown here have been
phase-aligned with the true SPOD modes (computed from the flowfield data).

For the Re = 80 case, Table 2 shows that GSE is again able to accurately
reconstruct the leading SPOD modes at the selected frequencies. The sym-
metric mode at the highest frequency fc/U∞ = 0.156 (corresponding to the
second highest peak in the SPOD energy spectrum) looks visually similar to
the fundamental mode for the Re = 40 case, suggesting that it is associa-
tion with in-phase vortex shedding. The mode corresponding to the peak at
fc/U∞ = 0.039 and its first harmonic are largest further downstream of the
bodies, and are reminiscent of modes behind a single bluff body. These fre-
quencies are one quarter and one half of the highest frequency, suggesting that
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 9: Comparison between SPOD spectra computed directly from data sam-
pled at ∆t = 1 and ∆t = 10, and GSE reconstruction of the latter, at (a) Re
= 40, (b) Re = 80, and (c) Re = 100. The red dashed lines mark frequencies
of SPOD modes plotted in Tables 1–3.
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they are associated with period doubling and quadrupling behavior associated
with the pairing, merging, and meandering of the shed vortices as they more
further downstream.

While the Re = 100 case does not have as distinct peaks in its energy
spectrum, GSE is still able to quite accurately reconstruct the true SPOD
modes for most cases, as shown in Table 3. The exception is the mode at the
highest frequency of 0.3359, where GSE predicts a mode that looks similar to
the fc/U∞ = 0.1719 mode. It is speculated that this is because this frequency
is associated with a lower energy than the others, so the true mode may not be
included in the span of the initial POD modes used for GSE. This highlights
one limitation of the GSE method: any SPOD mode reconstructed must be
spanned by the initial POD subspace used to identify the ROM. The mode at
a frequency of 0.1719 again resembles the in-phase shedding mode observed for
the other cases, though it is more strongly localized near the bodies for the Re
= 100 case. This indicates that the shed vortices lose their spatial coherence
more quickly for this higher Reynolds number. Similar to the Re = 80 case,
the low frequency modes consist of larger structures reminiscent of those that
represent the convection of vortical structures behind a single bluff body.

Table 4 shows the error in the GSE estimation of the first SPOD mode
for the leading peak in the SPOD spectrum for each case, for three different
initial sampling rates. It can be observed that the error increases with Reynolds
number, but is relatively independent of the sampling timestep used for the
initial data for GSE. This is unsurprising, since GSE does not utilize this
temporal information, and only requires that the space-only POD modes used
to obtain the POD-Galerkin model are sufficiently converged. While not shown
here, we have also verified that accurate reconstruction of SPOD using GSE
can also be achieved from non-uniform, randomly sampled snapshots of data.

6 Discussion and Conclusions

We have demonstrated that the proposed GSE methodology can be utilized
for reconstructing both energy spectra and leading SPOD modes for vortex-
dominated wake flows exhibiting a range of dynamical complexity. In essence,
this method combines two methodologies that are both derived from basic
principals of the proper orthogonal decomposition. On one hand, space-only
POD identifies a tailored subspace that can be used to form a reduced-order
model for a given system. Spectral POD identifies modes tied to a specific
temporal frequency, which we are using POD-Galerkin ROMs to reconstruct.
From another point of view, the proposed GSE method amounts to a way
of utilizing traditional POD-Galerkin ROMs to estimate additional statistical
properties of the underlying system. In cases where the true SPOD is known,
this could also be used to assess the accuracy of POD-Galerkin models at
different timescales.

Here, we considered generating multiple trajectories of data from ROMs by
starting at different initial conditions, which may be obtained from snapshots
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Table 4: Percent error in GSE-
computed SPOD modes

Re ∆tdata = 1 ∆tdata = 5 ∆tdata = 10

40 3.5×10−4 3.7×10−4 4×10−4

80 2.1 3.5 3
100 13 5.7 9.1

of the original data. An extension of this idea could involve combining time-
resolved ROM predictions with non-time-resolved data through the use of a
Kalman filter or smoother at times when original data is available.

We have formulated the GSE method using standard versions of both
Galerkin projection and SPOD. It would be relatively straightforward to incor-
porate additional variants of both methods to potentially improve results for
certain applications. For example, closure models can be used to improve the
accuracy of POD-Galerkin models [20, 21, 23, 25] for cases where it is diffi-
cult to capture all dissipative effects. Similarly, recent work using multi-taper
estimates [78] and other aliasing-mitigation strategies [79] could be incorpo-
rated to improve the convergence of the SPOD computation. Another variant
of the proposed methodology could involve performing a projection onto the
linearized (rather than nonlinear) governing equations, which would enable
prediction of the spectral content of the system through direct analysis of the
pseudospecra of the underlying operator, rather than through applying SPOD
on data generated by the ROM.

The GSE methodology could potentially be useful for experimental data
collected through techniques such as particle image velocimetry, where the
high sampling rate requirements often constrict the spatial window that can
be captured. While it is typically difficult to acquire accurate POD-Galerkin
projection models from experimental data, the fact that long term stability is
not required for GSE could make such analysis feasible. Future work will look
to apply it to a broader range of both numerical and experimental data.
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[63] Deng, N., Noack, B.R., Morzyński, M., Pastur, L.R.: Cluster-based hier-
archical network model of the fluidic pinball–cartographing transient
and post-transient, multi-frequency, multi-attractor behaviour. Journal of
Fluid Mechanics 934 (2022)

[64] Maceda, G.Y.C., Li, Y., Lusseyran, F., Morzyński, M., Noack, B.R.: Sta-
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