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Abstract. We introduce the Rigged Dynamic Mode Decomposition (Rigged DMD) algorithm, which computes
generalized eigenfunction decompositions of Koopman operators. By considering the evolution of
observables, Koopman operators transform complex nonlinear dynamics into a linear framework
suitable for spectral analysis. While powerful, traditional Dynamic Mode Decomposition (DMD)
techniques often struggle with continuous spectra. Rigged DMD addresses these challenges with
a data-driven methodology that approximates the Koopman operator’s resolvent and its general-
ized eigenfunctions using snapshot data from the system’s evolution. At its core, Rigged DMD
builds wave-packet approximations for generalized Koopman eigenfunctions and modes by inte-
grating Measure-Preserving Extended Dynamic Mode Decomposition with high-order kernels for
smoothing. This provides a robust decomposition encompassing both discrete and continuous spec-
tral elements. We derive explicit high-order convergence theorems for generalized eigenfunctions
and spectral measures. Additionally, we propose a novel framework for constructing rigged Hilbert
spaces using time-delay embedding, significantly extending the algorithm’s applicability. We provide
examples, including systems with a Lebesgue spectrum, integrable Hamiltonian systems, the Lorenz
system, and a high-Reynolds number lid-driven flow in a two-dimensional square cavity, demon-
strating Rigged DMD’s convergence, efficiency, and versatility. This work paves the way for future
research and applications of decompositions with continuous spectra.
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1. Introduction. Consider the discrete-time dynamical system defined by

(1.1) xn+1 = F(xn), n = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

Here, xn ∈ Ω denotes the state of the system after n iterations from an initial state x0, Ω ⊆ Rd

is the state space, and the function F : Ω → Ω governs the evolution of the state. In many
modern applications, the function F may be unknown since explicit knowledge of the laws
governing the dynamical evolution x0,x1,x2, . . . , may be absent or incomplete. Instead, one
observes a collection of so-called “snapshots” of the system, i.e.,

(1.2)
(
x(m),y(m)

)
such that y(m) = F(x(m)), for m = 1, . . . ,M.

These snapshots could arise from a single trajectory or multiple trajectories. The question is,
how can one use this data to study the dynamical system in (1.1)?
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Originally developed in the early 20th century [51, 52], Koopman operator theory has
recently emerged as a particularly powerful framework for data-driven analysis of dynamical
systems. This theory shifts the focus from state-space dynamics to a space of observables
g : Ω → C. As the state evolves under the map F, the observables evolve under the action of
the Koopman operator K, defined via composition with F as

(1.3) [Kg](x) = g(F(x)), so that [Kg](xn) = g(xn+1).

In contrast with the state space dynamics, the evolution of the observables under the action
of K is linear and can be studied with classical tools based on modal decompositions. Fur-
thermore, finite-dimensional approximations of K can be constructed from the snapshot data
in (1.2) using standardized tools from numerical linear algebra and statistics. The combination
of interpretable modal decompositions with accessible algorithms for their computation has
sparked a surge of interest in data-driven, Koopman-powered algorithms for analysis, model
reduction, prediction, and control of dynamical systems (see the reviews [62, 17, 16, 24]).

Although it is linear, the Koopman operator typically operates on an infinite-dimensional
space of observables because, even for a single observable g, the space generated by Kng is
generically infinite-dimensional. This poses two main challenges. Standard finite-dimensional
approximations may induce spurious eigenvalues or completely miss regions of spectra [20,
22, 26, 27]. Spectra of Koopman operators may also be far more complex than for matrices,
with continuous spectra and a lack of nontrivial eigenspaces playing a role in the associated
dynamics [21, 19]. Recently developed methods such as Residual Dynamic Mode Decompo-
sition (ResDMD) [28, 25] and Measure-Preserving Extended Dynamic Mode Decomposition
(mpEDMD) [23] successfully address these complexities in a Hilbert space framework : they
rigorously approximate Koopman spectra, pseudospectra, eigenfunctions, pseudoeigenfunc-
tions, and (for unitary Koopman operators) spectral measures (see also the related works
in subsection 3.1). However, the Hilbert space framework does not provide a complete set of
coherent modes, complicating modal analysis, model-order reduction, and other tasks when a
continuous spectrum is present.

This paper introduces a new Koopman mode decomposition and computational framework
for unitary Koopman operators on a rigged Hilbert space (see subsection 2.4). In the rigged
Hilbert space, the discrete and continuous spectrum are treated on equal footing, and (almost)
every point in the spectrum is associated with a set of coherent generalized eigenfunctions.
Generalized eigenfunctions associated with the continuous spectrum are not elements of the
Hilbert space. Instead, as distributions in the rigged Hilbert space, they represent coherent
linear features of the observables that may be used to identify coherent patterns in (1.1).

Our algorithm, which we call Rigged DMD, computes smooth wave-packet approximations
to generalized Koopman eigenfunctions using a two-stage framework (see Figure 1). In the
first stage, we use mpEDMD to construct a finite-dimensional unitary approximation to the
Koopman operator from the snapshot data in (1.2). In the second stage, we use the mpEDMD
resolvent to construct wave packets of observables with highly localized spectral content. These
approximations converge to generalized eigenfunctions associated with both the discrete and
the continuous spectrum (see section 5). They are approximately coherent (see Theorem 5.8),
achieve high orders of accuracy under natural regularity conditions on the spectral measure
of K (see Theorem 5.6), and converge pointwise in regions where generalized eigenfunctions
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Figure 1. Schematic of Rigged DMD. Stage A consists of a data-driven unitary approximation of K. Stage B
consists of sampling the resolvent of this approximation to form a smoothed generalized Koopman eigenfunction
(and Koopman modes) in the form of a wave-packet approximation. These generalized eigenfunctions provide
a decomposition, even in the presence of continuous spectra. The full algorithm is given in Algorithm 3.1.

Figure 2. Spectral measure and generalized eigenfunctions for the Lorenz system computed using Rigged
DMD. The spectral measure is continuous, and the generalized eigenfunctions are coherent.
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can be identified with smooth functions (see Theorem 5.7). For example, Figure 2 shows
four wave-packet approximations to generalized eigenfunctions associated with the continuous
spectrum of a Koopman operator on the Lorenz attractor.

There is extensive literature on rigged Hilbert spaces for self-adjoint operators in PDE
analysis and quantum mechanics [40, 14, 49, 13, 12]. However, standard rigging techniques do
not always apply to Koopman operators (consider the task of constructing a nuclear space on
the Lorenz attractor). For this reason, we provide a novel method to construct nuclear spaces
for unitary operators with sparse, infinite-dimensional matrix representations (see section 6).
This technique can be applied to any Koopman operator via time-delay embedding, enabling
the computation of generalized Koopman eigenfunctions for the Lorenz attractor.

The paper is organized as follows. We review the spectral theory of unitary Koop-
man operators on Hilbert spaces and derive Koopman mode decompositions in a rigged
Hilbert space in section 2. The Rigged DMD algorithm is introduced in section 3, and
connections with previous work are discussed in subsection 3.1. Data-driven approxima-
tions of the Koopman resolvent are discussed in section 4, and wave-packet approxima-
tions are analyzed in section 5. In section 6, we develop a methodology to rig Hilbert
spaces for Koopman operators. A variety of worked examples in section 7 include: sys-
tems with a Lebesgue spectrum, illustrated by Arnold’s cat map; integrable systems, il-
lustrated by the nonlinear pendulum; the Lorenz system, demonstrating the utility of the
rigged Hilbert space construction via time-delay embedding; and a high-dimensional fluid
flow scenario. General purpose code and all the examples of this paper can be found at:
https://github.com/MColbrook/Rigged-Dynamic-Mode-Decomposition.

2. Background: Koopman mode decompositions. We assume that the system in (1.1)
preserves a Borel measure ω (not necessarily finite), i.e., for measurable sets S ⊂ Ω,

ω(S) = ω(F−1(S)), where F−1(S) = {x : F(x) ∈ S}.

Such systems preserve an energy or volume associated with ω and are ubiquitous [7, 34, 74,
46, 86]. Many systems admit invariant measures [55] or measure-preserving post-transient
behavior [61]. We also assume that the dynamical system is invertible modulo ω-null sets (see
[35, Chapter 7]), so that K is a unitary operator on the Hilbert space L2(Ω, ω):

K : L2(Ω, ω) → L2(Ω, ω), and KK∗ = K∗K = I.

Here, K∗ denotes the adjoint of K, and I denotes the identity operator. The spectral theory
of unitary operators provides a firm foundation for Koopman mode decompositions.

2.1. Eigenvalues and eigenfunctions. Suppose first that an observable ϕ ∈ L2(Ω, ω) is
an eigenfunction of K with eigenvalue λ. Then ϕ is a coherent observable, because

(2.1) ϕ(xn) = [Knϕ](x0) = λnϕ(x0) for n = 0, 1, 2, . . . .

The oscillation and decay/growth of the observable ϕ are dictated by the complex argument
and absolute value of the eigenvalue λ, respectively. Eigenpairs (ϕ, λ) encode key information

https://github.com/MColbrook/Rigged-Dynamic-Mode-Decomposition
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about coherent structures observed in the dynamics in (1.1).1 For example, the level sets of
eigenfunctions determine invariant manifolds [63] and isostables [60] of the dynamical system.

If K has an invariant subspace spanned by eigenfunctions {ϕn}∞n=1, the Koopman mode
decomposition (KMD) expands observables g = [g1, . . . , gl]

T in this subspace [61, 69]:

(2.2) g(x) =
∞∑
n=1

cnϕn(x), so that g(xk) =
∞∑
n=1

cnλ
k
nϕn(x0).

Here, λn is the eigenvalue of K satisfying Kϕn = λnϕn, for n = 1, 2, 3, . . . , and the expansion
coefficients cn are called the Koopman modes of g(x) [69]. The KMD provides key insights
into the dynamical system, and truncated series may be used for reduced-order models [70, 66].

2.2. Spectrum and pseudoeigenfunctions. K may not have non-trivial eigenpairs, e.g.,
in Figure 2. Instead, the correct generalization of the set of eigenvalues of K is the spectrum

Sp(K) =
{
z ∈ C : (K − zI)−1 does not exist as a bounded operator

}
⊂ C.

Since K is unitary, we have Sp(K) ⊂ T = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}. The spectrum includes the set of
eigenvalues of K, but in general, it may contain points that are not eigenvalues and hence do
not have an associated eigenfunction. However, there are approximately coherent observables
associated with each point because K is unitary (therefore, normal). For each point λ ∈ Sp(K)
and any δ > 0, there exists a ϕδ ∈ L2(Ω, ω) with norm one such that ∥(K − λI)ϕδ∥ ≤ δ. The
observable ϕδ is called a δ-pseudoeigenfunction [81, p. 31] and satisfies

(2.3) ∥Knϕδ − λnϕδ∥ = O(nδ) ∀n ∈ N.

Like their eigenfunction counterparts, pseudoeigenfunctions encode significant information
about the underlying dynamical system [65], such as the global stability of equilibria [59] and
ergodic partitions [17]. However, they do not diagonalise the Koopman operator.

2.3. Spectral measures and diagonalization. The spectral theorem [29, Thm. X.4.11]
provides a diagonalization of K using a projection-valued measure E supported on Sp(K) ⊂ T.
To each Borel subset S ⊂ T, E associates an orthogonal projection E(S), which one should
think of as the spectral content of K on S. In particular, we have the following decompositions:

(2.4) g =

(∫
T
1 dE(λ)

)
g and Kg =

(∫
T
λ dE(λ)

)
g ∀g ∈ L2(Ω, ω).

Moreover, the analogue of (2.1) is provided by a functional calculus on Sp(K), so that

g(xn) = [Kng](x0) =

[(∫
T
λn dE(λ)

)
g

]
(x0) ∀g ∈ L2(Ω, ω).

While E associates invariant subspaces of K to measurable subsets of its spectrum, E is unable
to associate coherent modes in L2(Ω, ω) to points in the continuous spectrum.

1However, any constant function is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue one, assuming it is normalizable. This
pair is considered trivial because it contains no dynamic information.
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The scalar-valued spectral measure of K with respect to g ∈ L2(Ω, ω) with ∥g∥ = 1 is a
probability measure supported on T and defined as µg(S) = ⟨E(S)g, g⟩. Following a change of
variables λ = exp(iθ), we consider the measures ξg on the periodic interval [−π, π]per so that
ξg(S) = µg(exp(iS)) for S ⊂ [−π, π]per. Similarly, we make use of complex Borel measures
ξg,f (S) = ⟨E(exp(iS))g, f⟩, for f, g ∈ L2(Ω, ω). The Lebesgue decompositions of the scalar
spectral measures ξg lead to a partition of the Hilbert space L2(Ω, ω) into closed subspaces
Hpp and Hc. Dynamics in Hpp can be resolved via a discrete KMD in (2.2), whereas those in
Hc cannot. These subspaces find interpretations across various applications, including fluid
mechanics [62], anomalous transport [90], and trajectory invariants/exponents [48].

2.4. Generalized eigenfunctions. To construct a KMD from coherent features, we re-
place the projection-valued measure with a generalized eigenfunction expansion. Generalized
eigenfunctions are distributions on a subspace S ⊂ L2(Ω, ω) of test functions, where KS ⊂ S
and S admits a dense, continuous embedding into L2(Ω, ω) as a complete topological vector
space. In this case, the dual of L2(Ω, ω) embeds densely and continuously into the space S∗ of
continuous linear functionals on S. By identifying L2(Ω, ω) with its dual, one obtains a triple
of dense, continuous embeddings S ⊂ L2(Ω, ω) ⊂ S∗, referred to as a rigged Hilbert space.
Since the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ on L2(Ω, ω) is conjugate linear in its second argument, the dual-
ity pairing ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩ for ψ ∈ S∗ and ϕ ∈ S is equal to ⟨ϕ, ψ⟩ when both ψ and ϕ are in L2(Ω, ω).

Given ψ ∈ S∗, it is useful to define its conjugate ψ∗ ∈ S∗ by ⟨ψ∗|ϕ⟩ = ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩ for ϕ ∈ S. The
Koopman operator has a continuous extension to S∗ as ⟨Kψ|ϕ⟩ = ⟨ψ|K∗ϕ⟩ = ⟨ψ|K∗ϕ⟩, where
the second equality holds because K is a composition operator.

A functional ψ ∈ S∗ is called a generalized eigenfunction of K if there is a λ ∈ C such that
(2.5) ⟨Kψ|ϕ⟩ = λ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩ ∀ϕ ∈ S.

By the density of S in L2(Ω, ω), u ∈ L2(Ω, ω) is a generalized eigenfunction if and only if it is
an eigenfunction. From (2.5), generalized eigenfunctions are coherent because

(2.6) ⟨Kψ|ϕ⟩ = λn⟨ψ|ϕ⟩ for all ϕ ∈ S and n ∈ Z.

To achieve a modal decomposition using generalized eigenfunctions, we require that S also be
a countably Hilbert nuclear space [41, Ch. 1.3]. Then, there is a complete set of generalized
eigenfunctions {gθ,k : θ ∈ [−π, π]per, k ∈ I} ⊂ S∗ such that for any g ∈ S, it holds in L2(Ω, ω):

(2.7) g =
∑
k∈I

∫
[−π,π]per

⟨g∗φ,k|g⟩gφ,k dξgk(φ), Kg =
∑
k∈I

∫
[−π,π]per

exp(iφ)⟨g∗φ,k|g⟩gφ,k dξgk(φ).

The spectral measures {ξgk} reflect a choice of normalization and the multiplicity of λ =
exp(iθ) ∈ Sp(K) is the number of nonzero functionals {gθ,k}. This expansion replaces the
projection-valued measure expansion in (2.4) with a KMD, where the Koopman mode associ-
ated with gφ,k is the dual product ⟨g∗φ,k|g⟩. For example, if each observable in g = [g1, . . . , gl]

T

lies in S, we recover the vectorized form of (2.7) as an analogue of the classic KMD in (2.2):

g =
∑
k∈I

∫
[−π,π]per

⟨g∗φ,k|g⟩gφ,k dξgk(φ), so that g =
∑
k∈I

∫
[−π,π]per

exp(inφ)⟨g∗φ,k|g⟩gφ,k dξgk(φ).

Here, ⟨g∗φ,k|g⟩ is the Koopman mode associated with the point λ = exp(inφ) ∈ Sp(K).
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3. The Rigged DMD algorithm. To approximate generalized Koopman modes and eigen-
functions from the snaphot data in (1.2), we consider “wave-packet” observables of the form

(3.1) gϵθ =
∑
k∈I

∫
[−π,π]per

Kϵ(θ − φ) ⟨g∗φ,k|g⟩gφ,k dξgk(φ) ∈ L2(Ω, ω), where g ∈ S.

This wave-packet approximates the part of (2.7) with spectral parameter λ = exp(iθ) via
convolution with Kϵ. The function Kϵ is a highly localized smoothing kernel approximating
a Dirac delta measure as ϵ ↓ 0. Therefore, the kernel filters out the contribution of unwanted
modes to gϵθ and amplifies the contribution of the desired modes at λ = exp(iθ) for small ϵ.
In the limit as ϵ ↓ 0, we aim for gϵθ to converge in a suitable sense (e.g., in S∗) to a generalized
eigenfunction of K associated with the point λ = exp(iθ).

To compute gϵθ, we exploit a connection between rational convolution kernels and the
resolvent, (K − zI)−1, of the Koopman operator. For example, let

(3.2) K(P)
ϵ (φ) =

1

2π

(1 + ϵ)2 − 1

1 + (1 + ϵ)2 − 2(1 + ϵ) cos(φ)

be the Poisson kernel for the unit disc [50, p.16]. If we set r = 1 + ϵ, then (see section 5)

(3.3) gϵθ =
1

4π

[
(K + r−1eiθI)(K − r−1eiθI)−1 − (K + reiθI)(K − reiθI)−1

]
g.

Therefore, we can explicitly compute gϵθ by sampling the resolvent at a few strategic points in
the complex plane. Although the Poisson kernel produces low-order accurate approximations
to the generalized eigenfunctions in general, we construct high-order accurate rational convo-
lution kernels in subsection 5.1 and analyze their convergence properties in subsection 5.2.

The question remains: How can we approximate (K − zI)−1 from the snapshot data in
(1.2)? A first attempt may project K onto a finite-dimensional subspace of observables. This
is equivalent to using Extended Dynamic Mode Decomposition (EDMD) [87] in the large data
limit M → ∞, which generally does not work.

Example 3.1 (Non-convergence of EDMD). Consider the Hilbert space l2(Z) with or-
thonormal basis {ej}∞j=−∞. Let K be the bilateral shift defined by Kej = ej−1. This operator
is unitary and Sp(K) = T. Such shifts commonly appear when considering the restriction of
Koopman operators to subspaces of observables, and we will revisit this example in subsec-
tion 7.2. If we restrict the operator to span{e−N , . . . , eN}, the large data limit M → ∞ of the
EDMD matrix approximation of K is the finite (2N + 1)× (2N + 1) Jordan matrix

KEDMD =


0 1

. . .
. . .

0 1
0

 , with (KEDMD − zI)−1 =


−1
z

−1
z2

. . . −1
zk

. . .
. . .

...
−1
z

−1
z2−1
z


The spectrum of KEDMD is {0} and severely unstable. For example, if 0 < |z| < 1, then
(KEDMD− zI)−1e0 =

∑N
j=1−z−je−j grows exponentially as N → ∞, whereas (K− zI)−1e0 =∑∞

j=1 z
j−1ej . ■
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To rectify this, we use mpEDMD, which computes the unitary part of a Galerkin projection
of K onto a finite-dimensional subspace spanned by a dictionary {ψ1, . . . , ψN} ⊂ L2(Ω, ω).
This projection is computed using the snapshot data to approximate integration with respect
to ω. Utilizing the unitary part is crucial for achieving convergence (see Theorem 4.1). In
Example 3.1, mpEDMD replaces the Jordan matrix with a circulant matrix

0 1
. . .

. . .

0 1
1 0

 ,

effectively placing a 1 in the bottom-left corner. In general, mpEDMD achieves a unitary
approximation by taking the unitary part of a polar decomposition.

Algorithm 3.1 summarizes Rigged DMD, which can be split into two key stages (Figure 1):
• Stage A: Use mpEDMD to compute a discretization of K and g, as detailed in sec-

tion 4. Step 2 represents the observable g in terms of the mpEDMD eigenvectors,
which are orthogonal with respect to a data-driven approximation of ω.

• Stage B: Build wave-packet approximations through sampling the resolvent, as de-
tailed in section 5. Step 3 solves a small linear system to construct high-order rational
smoothing kernels. Step 4 builds the wave-packet approximation. Step 5 computes
spectral measures through an inner product.

A few practical points are worth discussing:
• We work in mpEDMD eigenvector coordinates. Step 4 requires no matrix multiplica-
tion, and it is very cheap to compute wave-packet approximations for different θ.

• Wave-packets can be evaluated at any point x ∈ Ω through the feature map Ψ(x) =
[ψ1(x) · · ·ψN (x)]. For example, we can evaluate wave-packets at the snapshot data.

• Spectral measures are also cheap to evaluate at several θ. We recommend choosing an
equispaced θ grid for visualization, such as in Figure 2.

• If the state space dimension d is large, it may be difficult to visualize gϵθ. Instead, we can
visualize the Koopman modes ⟨g∗φ,k|g⟩ for a collection of observables g = [g1, . . . , gl]

T .
This post-processing step is summarized in Algorithm 3.2 and can also be achieved
via normalising by the smoothed spectral measures computed in Algorithm 3.1.

To explain how and why Rigged DMD works, we describe stages A and B and analyze key
notions of convergence in greater detail in section 4 and section 5 below. The reader may
safely skip to the examples in section 7.

3.1. Connections with previous work. Generalized eigenfunctions of Perron–Frobenius
operators, which are pre-adjoints of Koopman operators, are well-studied. The decay rates of
correlation functions, known as Pollicott–Ruelle resonances [68, 71], correspond to a distinct
type of generalized eigenvalue of the Perron–Frobenius operator. Numerous studies have ex-
plored these expansions for specific examples of maps [4, 44, 72, 37, 45, 38, 79, 2, 3, 33, 1, 77].
A key distinction between these works and ours is that Pollicott–Ruelle resonances typically
do not lie on the unit circle, corresponding instead to extensions of Koopman operators via
meromorphic extensions of the resolvent. Operators that admit such extensions are termed
Fredholm–Riesz operators [10]. In contrast, our work achieves a generalized eigenfunction ex-
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Algorithm 3.1 The Rigged DMD algorithm for computing generalized eigenfunctions of K.

Input: Snapshots {x(m),y(m)}Mm=1, quadrature weights {wm}Mm=1, dictionary of observables
{ψj}Nj=1, {aj}mj=1 with Im(aj) > 0, smoothing parameter ϵ > 0, Θ ⊂ [−π, π]per, observable g.

Stage A: Build discretizations of K and g.

1: Apply mpEDMD (Algorithm 4.1) to compute K, V (eigenvectors), Λ (eigenvalues).

2: Compute the vector g = (W1/2ΨXV)†W1/2
(
g(x(1)), . . . , g(x(M))

)⊤
.

Stage B: Build wave-packet approximations through sampling the resolvent.

3: Solve the m×m system (5.8) for the residues α1, . . . , αm ∈ C.
4: For each θ ∈ Θ and j = 1, . . . ,m, compute

g
(j,+)
θ = (Λ+ eiθ−iϵaj )(Λ− eiθ−iϵaj )−1g, g

(j,−)
θ = (Λ+ eiθ−iϵaj )(Λ− eiθ−iϵaj )−1g.

(NB: No matrix multiplications or inverses are needed in this step since Λ is diagonal.)
5: For each θ ∈ Θ, compute

g̃θ =
−1

4π

m∑
j=1

(
αjg

(j,+)
θ − αjg

(j,−)
θ

)
∈ CN (mpEDMD eigenvector coordinates),

gθ = Vg̃θ ∈ CN (original dictionary coordinates).

6: Optional: If spectral measures are desired, for each θ ∈ Θ, compute

ξ(θ) =
−1

2π

m∑
j=1

Re
(
αjg

∗g
(j,+)
θ

)
∈ R.

Output: Vectors {gθ : θ ∈ Θ} such that each Ψgθ ∈ L2(Ω, ω) is a wave-packet approximation
to a generalized eigenfunction of K corresponding to spectral parameter λ = exp(iθ). If
desired, smoothed spectral measures {ξ(θ) : θ ∈ Θ}.

pansion with eigenvalues on the unit circle and makes no assumption beyond K being unitary.
Recently, Bandtlow, Just, and Slipantschuk [75, 11] and Wormell [88] have found a significant
link in certain systems: EDMD eigenvalues in the large subspace limit can correspond to these
resonances. Meanwhile, generalized eigenfunctions associated with the Koopman operator side
have been less explored, with Mezić’s work on integrable Hamiltonian systems with one degree
of freedom [64] being a notable exception. We revisit this example in subsection 7.2, providing
an explicit expansion for any number of degrees of freedom. A general-purpose algorithm for
computing generalized eigenfunctions of Koopman operators from snapshot data in (1.2) has
yet to be developed. Rigged DMD addresses this gap.

Spectral measures are formed from one-dimensional projections of generalized eigenfunc-
tions. Methods for computing spectral measures of Koopman operators have been developed
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Algorithm 3.2 Post-processing of Rigged DMD to compute generalized Koopman modes.

Input: Snapshot data {x(m),y(m)}Mm=1, quadrature weights {wm}Mm=1, dictionary of observ-
ables {ψj}Nj=1, {aj}mj=1 with Im(aj) > 0, smoothing parameter ϵ > 0, angles Θ ⊂ [−π, π]per,
observables g = [g1, . . . , gl]

T .

1: Apply steps 1 – 5 of Rigged DMD (Algorithm 3.1) for each observable gp to compute g̃
(p)
θ

(where the superscript denotes dependence on p) for p = 1, . . . , l and θ ∈ Θ.
2: For each θ ∈ Θ, compute the mean g̃θ =

1
l

∑l
p=1 g̃

(p)
θ and the vector cθ ∈ Cl defined

component-wise by [cθ]p = g̃∗
θ g̃

(p)
θ .

Output: Vectors {cθ : θ ∈ Θ}.

in the last few years. We have already mentioned ResDMD [28] and mpEDMD [23]. ResDMD
computes smoothed approximations of spectral measures associated with general measure-
preserving dynamical systems using either the resolvent operator or filters applied to correla-
tions. The paper [28] includes explicit high-order convergence theorems for the computation of
spectral measures in various senses, including the density of the continuous spectrum, spectral
projections of subsets of the unit circle, and the discrete spectrum. Similar smoothing tech-
niques can also be used for self-adjoint operators [19]. The spectral measures of the mpEDMD
approximations converge weakly to their infinite-dimensional counterparts. Other methods
include compactification for Koopman generators of continuous-time systems [32, 85], the
partitioning of state space to obtain periodic approximations [42, 43], post-processing of the
moments of spectral measures of ergodic systems using the Christoffel–Darboux kernel [53],
and harmonic averaging and Welch’s method for post-transient flows [6].

The above papers compute spectral measures as opposed to generalized eigenfunctions.
Nevertheless, we build on some of the above techniques. We use mpEDMD as a discretiza-
tion method to construct data-driven approximations of the resolvent (K − zI)−1. Exam-
ple 3.1 demonstrates the necessity for using mpEDMD. We then use the resolvent to compute
smoothed approximations of generalized eigenfunctions. This smoothing is analogous to Res-
DMD, which computed smoothed approximations of spectral measures.

4. Data-driven computation of the resolvent. To compute the resolvent (K − zI)−1g,
we will apply mpEDMD [23], which enforces measure-preserving approximations of K. The
mpEDMD algorithm is simple and robust, with no tuning parameters. Importantly, one can
show its convergence of spectral properties and the resolvent (see subsection 4.3).

4.1. Extended DMD. The starting point of EDMD [87] is a dictionary {ψ1, . . . , ψN} ⊂
L2(Ω, ω), i.e., a list of observables. These observables generate a finite-dimensional subspace
VN = span{ψ1, . . . , ψN}. Utilizing the snapshot data in (1.2), EDMD constructs a matrix
KEDMD ∈ CN×N . This matrix acts on coefficients within expansions in terms of the dictionary
to approximate the action of the Koopman operator on VN :

[Kψj ](x) = ψj(F(x)) ≈
N∑
i=1

(KEDMD)ijψi(x), 1 ≤ j ≤ N.
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To build KEDMD, we view the snapshot data {x(m)}Mm=1 as quadrature nodes for integration
with respect to ω and weights {wm}Mm=1.

2 Define the vector-valued feature map Ψ(x) =[
ψ1(x) · · · ψN (x)

]
∈ C1×N , the weight matrix W = diag(w1, . . . , wM ), and let

ΨX =

Ψ(x(1))
...

Ψ(x(M))

 ∈ CM×N , ΨY =

Ψ(y(1))
...

Ψ(y(M))

 ∈ CM×N .(4.1)

Assuming that the quadrature approximations are convergent, we have that

(4.2) lim
M→∞

[Ψ∗
XWΨX ]jk = ⟨ψk, ψj⟩ and lim

M→∞
[Ψ∗

XWΨY ]jk = ⟨Kψk, ψj⟩.

Therefore, the EDMD matrix is defined as (without loss of generality, rank(W1/2ΨX) = N)

KEDMD = (W1/2ΨX)†W1/2ΨY = (Ψ∗
XWΨX)†Ψ∗

XWΨY ,

where ‘†’ denotes the pseudoinverse. Hence, KEDMD approaches a matrix representation of
PVN

KP∗
VN

in the large data limit, where PVN
denotes the orthogonal projection onto VN .

4.2. Measure-preserving EDMD. The Gram matrix G = Ψ∗
XWΨX provides an approx-

imation of the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ on L2(Ω, ω). Given h,g ∈ CN , we have that

(4.3) h∗Gg =

N∑
j,k=1

hjgkGj,k ≈
N∑

j,k=1

hjgk⟨ψk, ψj⟩ = ⟨Ψg,Ψh⟩.

If the convergence in (4.2) holds, the left-hand side of (4.3) converges to the right-hand side
as M → ∞. Hence, if g = Ψg ∈ VN and we approximate K on VN by a matrix K,

∥g∥2 ≈ g∗Gg, ∥Kg∥2 ≈ ∥ΨKg∥2 ≈ g∗K∗GKg.

Since K is an isometry, ∥g∥2 = ∥Kg∥2. The mpEDMD algorithm combines EDMD with the
constraint K∗GK = G. In a nutshell, we enforce that our Galerkin approximation is an
isometry with respect to the learned, data-driven inner product induced by G.

Algorithm 4.1 summarizes the computation of K and its eigendecomposition. Since K is
similar to a unitary matrix, its eigenvalues lie along the unit circle. Note that mpEDMD can
be used with generic dictionary choices.

4.3. Convergence to the resolvent. The following theorem shows that mpEDMD pro-
vides convergent approximations of (K − zI)−1 for z ̸∈ T. Combined with the results of sub-
section 5.2, this theorem implies the convergence of Rigged DMD in the large data (M → ∞)
and large dictionary (N → ∞) limits as ϵ ↓ 0. In practice, ϵ is chosen adaptively depending
on M and N or vice versa.

2There are typically three scenarios for convergence of the quadrature rule (see the discussion in [24]): high-
order quadrature rules, suitable for small d and when we are free to choose {x(m)}Mm=1; drawing {x(m)}Mm=1 from
a single trajectory and setting ωm = 1/M , suitable for ergodic systems; and drawing {x(m)}Mm=1 at random.
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Algorithm 4.1 The mpEDMD algorithm [23] using a QR decomposition (see [24]). For
stability, we compute the eigendecomposition of K via the unitary matrix U2U

∗
1.

Input: Snapshots {x(m),y(m)}Mm=1, quadrature weights {wm}Mm=1, dictionary of observables
{ψj}Nj=1.

1: Compute the matrices ΨX and ΨY defined in (4.1) and W = diag(w1, . . . , wM ).
2: Compute an economy QR decomposition W1/2ΨX = QR, where Q ∈ CM×N ,R ∈ CN×N .
3: Compute an SVD of (R−1)∗Ψ∗

Y W
1/2Q = U1ΣU∗

2.

4: Compute the eigendecomposition U2U
∗
1 = V̂ΛV̂∗ (via a Schur decomposition).

5: Compute K = R−1U2U
∗
1R and V = R−1V̂.

Output: Koopman matrix K, with eigenvectors V and eigenvalues Λ.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose that limN→∞dist(h, VN ) = 0 for all h ∈ L2(Ω, ω) and (4.2) holds.
Then for any z ∈ C\T, g ∈ L2(Ω, ω) and gN ∈ CN with limN→∞ ∥g −ΨgN∥ = 0,

(4.4) lim
N→∞

lim sup
M→∞

∥(K − zI)−1g −Ψ(K− zI)−1gN∥ = 0.

Proof. See Appendix A.

As we saw in Example 3.1, the convergence in (4.4) need not hold for methods such
as EDMD. In particular, convergence in the strong operator topology (the convergence of
EDMD) need not imply convergence of the resolvent. The fact that mpEDMD provides a
measure-preserving approximation is crucial to Theorem 4.1.

5. Smooth wave-packet approximations to generalized eigenfunctions. To recover gen-
eralized eigenfunctions of K from sampling the resolvent (K − zI)−1, we link (K − zI)−1 to
generalized eigenfunction in two steps. First, generalized eigenfunctions diagonalize the spec-
tral measure on the rigged Hilbert space. For each Borel subset S ⊂ [−π, π]per [36],

(5.1) E(S)g =
∑
k∈I

∫
S
⟨g∗φ,k|g⟩gφ,k dξgk(φ) for all g ∈ S.

Second, the action of the projection-valued spectral measure E on observables can be recovered
from the resolvent via the Carathéodory function of E , defined as

(5.2) FE(z) =

∫
[−π,π]per

eiφ + z

eiφ − z
dE(φ) = (K + zI)(K − zI)−1, |z| ≠ 1.

The second equality follows from the functional calculus of K. Writing z = reiθ in modulus-
argument form and assuming that r = (1 + ϵ) > 1, one finds that (c.f. (3.1)–(3.3))

(5.3)
1

4π

[
FE(r

−1eiθ)− FE(re
iθ)
]
=

1

2π

∫
[−π,π]per

(r2 − 1) dE(φ)
1 + r2 − 2r cos(θ − φ)

= [K(P)
ϵ ∗ E ](θ).

The right-hand side is a convolution of E with the Poisson kernel defined in (3.2). Figure 3
illustrates the geometry of the left-hand side in the complex spectral domain.
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Figure 3. The essence of Stone’s formula. Left: The points z marked with • are where we evaluate
(K− zI)−1, at a distance ϵ and 1− 1/(1 + ϵ) from the unit circle. Right: The Poisson kernel for the unit disc.
As ϵ ↓ 0, the Poisson kernel converges in the sense of distributions to a Dirac delta distribution.

Stone’s classic formula [76] recovers E by taking r = (1 + ϵ) ↓ 1. Similarly, we can
combine (5.1) and (5.3) to recover the generalized Koopman modes and eigenfunctions from
FE(z). We obtain convergence rates for wave-packet approximations to Koopman modes in
the continuous spectrum under mild regularity conditions on spectral measures of K. We
denote the interior of a closed interval I by int(I) and write g ∈ Cn,α(I) for a function with
n ∈ N ∪ {0} continuous derivatives on I with an α-Hölder continuous nth derivative.

Theorem 5.1. Suppose that the spectrum of K is absolutely continuous on the closed interval
I ⊂ [−π, π]per. Given g, ϕ ∈ S, let ρg,ϕ be the Radon–Nikodym derivative of the absolutely
continuous component of ξg,ϕ, and suppose that ρg,ϕ ∈ Cn,α(I) with n ∈ N∪{0} and α ∈ [0, 1].
Denoting gϵθ = [K

(P)
ϵ ∗ E ](θ)g, for any fixed θ0 ∈ int(I), it holds that∣∣⟨gϵθ0 |ϕ⟩ − ρg(θ0)⟨uθ0 |ϕ⟩

∣∣ = O(ϵ log(1 + ϵ−1)) +O(ϵα) as ϵ ↓ 0.

Here, uθ ∈ S∗ is a generalized eigenfunction of K satisfying (2.5) with λ = exp(iθ). Moreover,
in general, the convergence rate O(ϵ log(1 + ϵ−1)) is optimal for the Poisson kernel.

Proof. See Appendix C.

The factor of ρg(θ) in Theorem 5.1 is equivalent to a renormalization of the generalized
eigenfunctions in (2.7) so that {gϵθ} are orthonormal with respect to Lebesgue measure on the
continuous spectrum of K, rather than with respect to a spectral measure of K, in the limit ϵ ↓
0. If desired, gϵθ can easily be rescaled with the smoothed measure computed in Algorithm 3.1.

In practice, the sublinear convergence rates associated with the Poisson kernel present a
computational bottleneck. As noted in [28, Figure 10], as ϵ ↓ 0, the computational cost typi-
cally increases because a larger dictionary of observables is required to compute the resolvent
(K − zI)−1 and, consequently, a larger collection of snapshot data is required. Therefore,
keeping ϵ from becoming too small is crucial.

5.1. High-order kernels. To alleviate the computational burden associated with slow con-
vergence in the smoothing parameter ϵ, we can replace the Poisson kernel with generalizations
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that achieve faster convergence rates as ϵ ↓ 0. Building on [28], we now use Carathéodory
functions to develop a general, streamlined framework for high-order convolution kernels on
the unit circle. Our starting point is defining an mth order periodic kernel.

Definition 5.2 (mth order periodic kernel). Let m ∈ N and
{
KT

ϵ : 0 < ϵ ≤ 1
}
= {KT

ϵ } be
a family of continuous functions on the periodic interval [−π, π]per. We say that {KT

ϵ } is an
mth order kernel for [−π, π]per if it satisfies the following three properties:

(i) Normalized:
∫ π
−πK

T
ϵ (θ) dθ = 1.

(ii) Approximately constant Fourier coefficients: There exists a constant CK such that for
any integer n = 1, . . . ,m− 1,

(5.4)

∣∣∣∣∫ π

−π
KT

ϵ (−θ)einθ dθ − 1

∣∣∣∣ ≤ CKϵ
mlog(1 + ϵ−1).

(iii) Concentration around zero: For any θ ∈ [−π, π]per and 0 < ϵ ≤ 1,

(5.5)
∣∣∣KT

ϵ (θ)
∣∣∣ ≤ CKϵ

m

(ϵ+ |θ|)m+1
.

The name of this class of kernels is justified in subsection 5.2, where we provide high-order
convergence theorems. We consider continuous kernels since this implies that for any complex
Borel measure ξ on [−π, π]per, the function

[−π, π]per ∋ φ 7→
∫
[−π,π]per

KT
ϵ (φ− θ) dξ(θ) =

∫
[−π,π]per

KT
ϵ (θ) dξ(φ− θ)

is continuous. While the Poisson kernel for the unit disc in (3.2) is a first-order kernel, our goal
is to build high-order kernels that can be expressed in terms of the Carathéodory function.
We construct these from high-order rational kernels designed for the real line R [19].

Definition 5.3 (mth order kernel for R). Let m ∈ N. We say that a continuous bounded
function K on R is an mth order kernel (for R) if it satisfies the following three properties:

(i) Normalized: K is integrable and
∫
RK(x) dx = 1.

(ii) Zero moments: K(x)xj is integrable and
∫
RK(x)xj dx = 0 for j = 1, . . . ,m− 1.

(iii) Decay at ±∞: There is a constant CK , independent of x, such that

(5.6) |K(x)| ≤ CK

(1 + |x|)m+1
∀x ∈ R.

The connection between Definition 5.2 and Definition 5.3 is the following proposition.

Proposition 5.4 (Periodic summation of kernels). Let K be an mth order kernel for R and

KT
ϵ (θ) =

∑
n∈Z

Kϵ(θ + 2πn) =
1

ϵ

∑
n∈Z

K

(
θ + 2πn

ϵ

)
, 0 < ϵ ≤ 1,

be its periodic summation. Then {KT
ϵ } is an mth order kernel for [−π, π]per.

Proof. See Appendix B.
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Suppose now that K is an mth order kernel for R of the form

(5.7) K(x) =
1

2πi

m∑
j=1

(
αj

x− aj
− βj
x− bj

)
,

where a1, . . . , am are any distinct points in the upper half-plane and b1, . . . , bm are any distinct
points in the lower half-plane. In [19], it is shown that K is an mth order kernel for R if

(5.8)


1 . . . 1
a1 . . . am
...

. . .
...

am−1
1 . . . am−1

m



α1

α2
...
αm

=


1 . . . 1
b1 . . . bm
...

. . .
...

bm−1
1 . . . bm−1

m



β1
β2
...
βm

 =


1
0
...
0

 .

The following proposition expresses the periodic summation of these kernels in terms of the
Carathéodory function. This result provides the basis for stage B in Algorithm 3.1.

Proposition 5.5. Let {KT
ϵ } be the periodic summation (Proposition 5.4) of the mth order

kernel for R in (5.7), where the residues {αj , βj} satisfy (5.8). Then

(5.9)
[
KT

ϵ ∗ E
]
(θ) =

−1

4π

m∑
j=1

(
αjFE(e

iθ−iϵaj )− βjFE(e
iθ−iϵbj )

)
.

Moreover, if bj = aj and βj = αj, then[
KT

ϵ ∗ ξg
]
(θ0) =

−1

2π

m∑
j=1

Re
(
αj

〈
(K − eiθ−iϵajI)−1g, (K + eiθ−iϵajI)∗g

〉)
.

Proof. See Appendix B.

For computations, we use equally spaced poles in [−1, 1] with

(5.10) aj =
2j

m+ 1
− 1 + i, bj = aj , 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

We determine αj = βj by solving (5.8). Figure 4 shows these kernels for m = 1, . . . , 6.

5.2. Convergence theorems. Returning to the generalized eigenfunction expansion in
(2.7), the mth-order kernel KT

ϵ induces a smoothed approximation of the KMD:

gϵθ =
[
KT

ϵ ∗ E
]
(θ)g =

∑
k∈I

∫
[−π,π]per

KT
ϵ (θ − φ)︸ ︷︷ ︸

sharp peak at θ

⟨g∗φ,k|g⟩︸ ︷︷ ︸
K. mode

gφ,k︸︷︷︸
gen. efun.

dξgk(φ) ∀g ∈ S.(5.11)

The observable on the left-hand side is a wave-packet approximation of a generalized eigen-
function corresponding to the spectral parameter λ = exp(iθ), as outlined in (3.1). Unlike
Poisson wave packets, these wave packets are capable of exploiting smoothness in the spectral
measures of K to provide high-order accurate approximations to the Koopman modes and
generalized eigenfunctions associated with the continuous spectrum of K.

Throughout this subsection, we assume that K is unitary on a rigged Hilbert space S ⊂
L2(Ω, ω) ⊂ S∗ with KS ⊂ S. We use the notation a ≲ b to mean that a ≤ Cb, where C is a
constant that can be made explicit and depends only on the constant CK in Definition 5.2,
the order of the kernel m, and parameters n+ α when considering the Hölder space Cn,α(I).
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Figure 4. The mth order kernels on [−π, π]per constructed via periodic summation of rational kernels with
equispaced poles in [−1, 1]. They localize around the origin as ϵ ↓ 0, approximating Dirac’s delta measure.

5.2.1. Convergence of generalized eigenfunctions. The wave-packet approximations
converge to generalized eigenfunctions of the Koopman operator in the sense of distribu-
tions on S. This means that the approximate Koopman modes converge. When the associated
spectral measures are smooth, we can also characterize the rate of convergence. Given a
complex Borel measure ξ with finite variation, we let ∥ξ∥ denote its total variation norm.

Theorem 5.6 (Convergence of Koopman modes). Let {KT
ϵ } be an mth order kernel for

[−π, π]per. Suppose that for some θ0 ∈ [−π, π]per and η ∈ (0, π), the spectrum of K is absolutely
continuous on the closed interval I = [θ0 − η, θ0 + η]. Given g, ϕ ∈ S, let ρg,ϕ be the Radon–
Nikodym derivative of the absolutely continuous component of ξg,ϕ, and suppose that ρg,ϕ ∈
Cn,α(I) with n ∈ N ∪ {0} and α ∈ [0, 1]. Denoting gϵθ =

[
KT

ϵ ∗ E
]
(θ)g, it holds that

∣∣⟨gϵθ0 |ϕ⟩−ρg(θ0)⟨uθ0 |ϕ⟩∣∣≲ ϵm∥ξg,ϕ∥
(ϵ+ η)m+1

+

{
∥ρg,ϕ∥Cn,α(I)(1 + η−(n+α))ϵn+α, if n+ α < m,

∥ρg,ϕ∥Cm(I)(1 + η−m)ϵmlog(1 + ϵ−1), if n+ α ≥ m.

Here, uθ ∈ S∗ is a generalized eigenfunction of K satisfying (2.5) with λ = exp(iθ).

Proof. See Appendix C.

The generalized eigenfunctions of K can often be identified with genuine functions on Ω
that are smooth apart from certain singular features that prevent them from being in L2(Ω, ω).
We now provide sufficient conditions for locally uniform convergence and convergence rates
for wave packets computed with an mth order kernel. Given a measure ξ on an interval
I ⊂ [−π, π]per and a compact set A ⊂ Ω, we say that a function u : A × I → C is A-
uniformly ξ-integrable if

∫
I |u(x, θ)|dξ(θ) is uniformly bounded on A. Similarly, we say that

u(x, ·) ∈ Cn,α(I) is A-uniformly (n, α)-Hölder if ∥u(x, ·)∥Cn,α(I) is uniformly bounded on A.

Theorem 5.7 (Pointwise convergence of generalized eigenfunctions). Suppose that the hy-
potheses of Theorem 5.6 hold and let A ⊂ Ω be compact. If ρguθ(x) is A-uniformly ξg-
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integrable and ρg(θ)uθ(x) is continuous on A× I, then

sup
x∈A

∣∣gϵθ0(x)− ρg(θ0)uθ0(x)
∣∣→ 0 as ϵ ↓ 0.

Moreover, if ρguθ(x) is A-uniformly (n, α)-Hölder with n ∈ N ∪ {0} and α ∈ [0, 1], then

sup
x∈A

∣∣gϵθ0(x)− ρg(θ0)uθ0(x)
∣∣ = O(ϵmlog(1 + ϵ−1)) +O(ϵn+α) as ϵ ↓ 0.

Proof. See Appendix C.

Convergence results without the rigged Hilbert space structure. Even without the rigged
Hilbert space structure, two convergence theorems are of interest. The functions ([KT

ϵ ∗E ](θ0))g
form an approximate eigenvector sequence. This means that in the limit ϵ ↓ 0, the approximate
coherency in (2.3) is satisfied for arbitrarily small δ > 0.

Theorem 5.8 (Approximate eigenfunction convergence). Let {KT
ϵ } be an mth order kernel

for [−π, π]per, θ0 ∈ [−π, π]per and g ∈ L2(Ω, ω). Let gϵθ =
[
KT

ϵ ∗ E
]
(θ)g and suppose that

(5.12) lim inf
ϵ↓0

inf
|θ|<ηϵ

ϵ|KT
ϵ (θ)| > 0 for some η > 0 and lim inf

c↓0

ξg([θ0 − c, θ0 + c])

c2
> 0.

Then limϵ↓0 ∥(K−eiθ0I)gϵθ0∥/∥g
ϵ
θ0
∥=0, i.e., gϵθ0/∥g

ϵ
θ0
∥ is an approximate eigenvector sequence.

Proof. See Appendix C.

The two conditions in (5.12) are natural. The first condition ensures that the kernel is
uniformly concentrated around θ = 0 and is satisfied by any kernel constructed from peri-
odic summation in the manner of Proposition 5.4. The second condition guarantees that ξg
maintains a suitable non-vanishing concentration near θ0. In particular, this is satisfied if ξg
is absolutely continuous at θ0 with a continuous, non-zero Radon–Nikodym derivative there.

The following result establishes that if λ = eiθ is an eigenvalue of K, the wave-packet
approximations converge to an appropriate eigenfunction after rescaling.

Theorem 5.9 (Eigenfunction convergence). Let {KT
ϵ } be an mth order kernel for [−π, π]per

with lim infϵ↓0 ϵ|KT
ϵ (0)| > 0. Let θ0 ∈ [−π, π]per and g ∈ L2(Ω, ω). Then

lim
ϵ↓0

1

KT
ϵ (0)

[KT
ϵ ∗ E ](θ0)g =

{
Peiθ0g, if eiθ0 is an eigenvalue of K,
0, otherwise,

where the convergence is in L2(Ω, ω).

Proof. See Appendix C.

5.2.2. Convergence of spectral measures. For completeness, we restate two theorems
from [28] concerning the convergence of smoothed spectral measures. The first result, stated
for a general, complex-valued Borel measure with finite variation, demonstrates that the
spectral measures computed via Rigged DMD converge at the expected rates.
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Theorem 5.10 (Pointwise convergence). Let {KT
ϵ } be an mth order kernel for [−π, π]per

and ξ be a (possibly complex-valued) Borel measure on [−π, π]per with total variation ∥ξ∥.
Suppose that for some θ0 ∈ [−π, π]per and η ∈ (0, π), ξ is absolutely continuous on the closed
interval I = [θ0−η, θ0+η]. Let ρ be the Radon–Nikodym derivative of the absolutely continuous
component of ξ, and suppose that ρ ∈ Cn,α(I) with n ∈ N ∪ {0} and α ∈ [0, 1]. Then,∣∣∣ρ(θ0)− [KT

ϵ ∗ ξ](θ0)
∣∣∣ ≲ ϵm∥ξ∥

(ϵ+ η)m+1
+

{
∥ρ∥Cn,α(I)(1 + η−(n+α))ϵn+α, if n+ α < m,

∥ρ∥Cm(I)(1 + η−m)ϵmlog(1 + ϵ−1), if n+ α ≥ m.

To understand the next theorem, recall that if Φ : T → C is a continuous function and K
is unitary, then one can define a normal operator Φ(K) via

Φ(K) =

∫
[−π,π]per

Φ(eiφ) dE(φ) =
∫
T
Φ(λ) dE(λ).

The following theorem says that integration against KT
ϵ ∗ E approximates the functional cal-

culus of K. For example, the choice Φ(λ) = λn (with associated function ϕ(θ) = exp(inθ) in
angle coordinates) recovers Kn and implies convergence of the smoothed KMD in (5.11).

Theorem 5.11 (Convergence to the functional calculus). Let {KT
ϵ } be an mth order kernel

for [−π, π]per and ϕ ∈ Cn,α([−π, π]per) with n ∈ N ∪ {0} and α ∈ [0, 1]. Then∥∥∥∥∥
∫
[−π,π]per

ϕ(φ)
(
dE(φ)−[KT

ϵ ∗ E ](φ) dφ
)∥∥∥∥∥≲

{
∥ϕ∥Cn,α([−π,π]per)ϵ

n+α, if n+ α < m,

∥ϕ∥Cm([−π,π]per)ϵ
mlog(1 + ϵ−1), if n+ α ≥ m.

Theorem 5.11 implies similar bounds for the weak convergence of KT
ϵ ∗ ξv to ξv, because∣∣∣∣∣

∫
[−π,π]per

ϕ(φ)
(
dξv(φ)− [KT

ϵ ∗ ξv](φ) dφ
)∣∣∣∣∣ ≤

∥∥∥∥∥
∫
[−π,π]per

ϕ(φ)
(
dE(φ)− [KT

ϵ ∗ E ](φ) dφ
)∥∥∥∥∥∥v∥2.

6. A general and natural method to construct nuclear spaces. To apply the nuclear
spectral theorem and Rigged DMD, we do not need to explicitly know what S is; it suffices
to know it exists with g ∈ S. We now show that a natural nuclear space exists for Koopman
operators. Suppose that {qn : n ∈ N} is an orthonormal basis of L2(Ω, ω). This basis could be
constructed using the Gram–Schmidt process, but we do not need it explicitly. For example,
in subsection 7.3, we implicitly use such a basis obtained via delay-embedding.

Associated with K is a unitary matrix A acting on l2(N), where the canonical basis of
l2(N) is identified with {qn : n ∈ N}. To construct S, we consider weighted l2 spaces

l2τ (N) =

(xj)j∈N :

∞∑
j=1

|xj |2τ(j) <∞

 where τ : N → R>0 is a positive weight function.

The space l2τ (N) has an associated inner product and norm

⟨u, v⟩τ =
∞∑
j=1

ujvjτ(j), ∥u∥τ =

√√√√ ∞∑
j=1

|uj |2τ(j).

The following lemma will allow us to choose an appropriate sequence of weighted l2 spaces.
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Lemma 6.1. Suppose that the unitary matrix A is sparse, meaning that for any qn, Kqn
can be written as a finite linear combination of basis vectors in {qn : n ∈ N}. Given a weight
function τ : N → R>0, there exists a weight function τ ′ : N → R>0 with τ ′ ≥ τ such that:

(i) The inclusion map ι : l2τ ′(N) ↪→ l2τ (N) is nuclear;
(ii) If u ∈ l2τ ′(N), then Au ∈ l2τ (N) with ∥Au∥τ ≤ ∥u∥τ ′.

Proof. See Appendix D.

We repeatedly apply Lemma 6.1 to construct a nuclear space. We begin with

S0 = L2(Ω, ω) =

u =
∞∑
j=1

ujqj : (uj) ∈ l2(N)

 .

Given

Sn =

u =
∞∑
j=1

ujqj : (uj) ∈ l2τn(N)

 ⊂ L2(Ω, ω),

we apply Lemma 6.1 to obtain τn+1 = τ ′n and set

Sn+1 =

u =

∞∑
j=1

ujqj : (uj) ∈ l2τn+1
(N)

 ⊂ Sn.

By part (i) of Lemma 6.1, each inclusion map Sn+1 ↪→ Sn is nuclear. Setting S = ∩∞
n=1Sn, we

have span{qn : n ∈ N} ⊂ S. Moreover, K : S → S is continuous due to part (ii) of Lemma 6.1.

6.1. Example: Time-delay embedding. Lemma 6.1 holds when we use time-delay embed-
ding. Time-delay embedding is a popular method for DMD algorithms [5, 15, 31, 47, 67] and
corresponds to using a Krylov subspace. The technique is justified through Takens’ embedding
theorem [78], which says that under certain conditions, delay embedding a signal coordinate
of the system can reconstruct the attractor of the original system up to a diffeomorphism.

For example, let g1, g2, . . . , gk ∈ L2(Ω, ω) and assume that Kngj are linearly independent
for n ∈ Z≥0 and j = 1, . . . , k. We order the observables g1, . . . , gk,Kg, . . . ,Kgk, . . . as q̂1, q̂2, . . .
and consider the subspace of L2(Ω, ω) generated by these observables. Let q1, q2, . . . be an
orthonormal sequence such that

span{q1, . . . , qN} = span{q̂1, . . . , q̂N} ∀N ∈ N.

For example, if we consider time delays of a single variable, then the corresponding matrix
A is upper Hessenberg. For time-delays of k variables, the matrix representation A of K is
sparse with Aij = ⟨Kqj , qi⟩ = 0 if i > j + k. The proof of Lemma 6.1 shows that given a
weight function τn, we must select τn+1 such that

∞∑
j=1

√
τn(j)

τn+1(j)
<∞, and

l+k∑
j=1

τn(j) ≤ τn+1(l).
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Beginning with τ0 ≡ 1, we may select τn(j) = cnj
3n for some constants cn. It follows that

S =

f =
∞∑
j=1

fjqj : lim
j→∞

jmfj = 0 ∀m ∈ N

 .

In particular, Kngj ∈ S for n ∈ Z≥0 and j = 1, . . . , k. It follows that S corresponds to
observables that can be expanded in our Krylov subspace with sufficiently rapidly decaying
expansion coefficients according to the powers of K.

7. Examples. We consider four examples of Rigged DMD:
• Systems with Lebesgue spectrum. These systems decompose into a direct sum of
shift operators, the canonical unitary operators, an example where we can write down
the generalized eigenfunctions analytically. The spectrum is absolutely continuous on
T\{1}. We consider the cat map as an example, where the smoothed generalized eigen-
functions become increasingly oscillatory as ϵ ↓ 0, and we demonstrate the convergence
of Rigged DMD.

• Integrable Hamiltonian systems. The associated Koopman operators decompose with
a Kronecker structure. The spectrum is continuous on T\{1}. Again, we provide
an explicit generalized eigenfunction expansion, where the generalized eigenfunctions
are plane waves with singular support along hyperplanes of constant energy. As an
example, we treat the nonlinear pendulum.

• The Lorenz system. The spectrum is continuous on T\{1} but the generalized eigen-
function expansion for this example is unknown. We utilize the method outlined in
subsection 6.1 to construct a rigged Hilbert space via time-delay embedding and also
demonstrate the increased coherency provided by high-order kernels.

• A high-Reynolds-number flow where a discrete DMD expansion presents significant
challenges. This system also illustrates the application of Rigged DMD to noisy
datasets with large state-space dimensions.

7.1. Systems with Lebesgue spectrum. As our first example, we consider systems with
Lebesgue spectrum. These systems generalize the bilateral shift in Example 3.1. Just as
differential operators such as the Schrödinger operator are canonical self-adjoint operators,
the bilateral shift operator can be considered the canonical example of a unitary operator.

Definition 7.1. The dynamical system (Ω, ω,F) with ω(Ω) = 1 has Lebesgue spectrum if
there exists an orthonormal basis {1, fi,j : i ∈ I, j ∈ Z} of L2(Ω, ω) such that

Kfi,j = fi,j−1, i ∈ I, j ∈ Z.

Here, I is an index set whose cardinality is called the multiplicity of the Lebesgue spectrum.

Many dynamical systems have Lebesgue spectrum, such as geodesic flows on manifolds of
constant negative curvature [39] and K-automorphisms (e.g., Bernoulli schemes) [30]. Having
a Lebesgue spectrum implies that the system is mixing [9, Theorem 10.4].

If the system (Ω, ω,F) has Lebesgue spectrum, K acts as a direct sum of bilateral shift
operators on the space span{1}⊥. Hence, to compute the decomposition in (2.7), it is enough
to study K restricted to each of the invariant subspaces Hi = Cl(span{fi,j : j ∈ Z}). Hence,
it is enough to study the bilateral shift operator on l2(Z).
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7.1.1. Generalized eigenfunctions of the bilateral shift operator. We can give an explicit
rigged Hilbert space for the bilateral shift and, hence, for systems with Lebesgue spectrum.
Consider H = l2(Z) and the bilateral shift operator L defined by its action on the canonical
basis vectors Lej = ej−1, for each j ∈ Z. As our nuclear space, we take the space of rapidly
decreasing sequences [41, p. 85]

S =

{
a =

∑
n∈Z

anen : lim
|n|→∞

|n|man = 0 ∀m ∈ N

}
.

Given λ = eiθ ∈ T, the corresponding generalized eigenfunction is uθ =
∑

j∈Z e
ijθej . Note that

the generalized eigenfunctions are non-normalizable with expansion coefficients of constant
amplitude.

The rigged Koopman mode decomposition in (2.7) takes the explicit form

a =
1

2π

∫
[−π,π]per

〈∑
n∈Z

anen, uφ

〉∑
j∈Z

eijφej dφ =
1

2π

∫
[−π,π]per

∑
n∈Z

ane
−inφ

∑
j∈Z

eijφej dφ.

For example, for a = en, Rigged DMD computes the smoothed generalized eigenfunction∑
j∈Z

ej
1

2π

∫
[−π,π]per

KT
ϵ (θ − φ)ei(j−n)φ dφ.

As ϵ ↓ 0, we recover e−inθuθ, with the jth coefficient in the sum converging as follows:

1

2π

∫
[−π,π]per

KT
ϵ (θ − φ)ei(j−n)φ dφ→ ei(j−n)θ.

Notice that, in the limit ϵ ↓ 0, the expansion of the smoothed generalized eigenfunction in
the canonical basis decays more slowly, approximating the non-normalizable discrete Fourier
modes that characterize the generalized eigenfunctions of the bilateral shift operator.

7.1.2. Example: Arnold’s cat map. As an example of a system with Lebesgue spectrum,
let Ω = [−π, π]2per, ω be the uniform measure and consider Arnold’s cat map [9]

F(x) = (2x+ y, x+ y) =

(
2 1
1 1

)
x.

The functions {ϕm,n(x) = exp(imx+ iny) : m,n ∈ Z} form an orthonormal basis of L2(Ω, ω).
The constant function is left invariant under K, whereas in general,

Kϕm,n = ϕ2m+n,m+n.

Since the matrix (2, 1; 1, 1) is invertible over Z, we can partition {ϕm,n : (m,n) ̸= (0, 0)}
into distinct orbits, which one can show are infinite. Consider ϕp,0 with p prime, then any
basis function ϕm,n in the orbit {Kjϕp,0 : j ∈ Z} must have indices m and n divisible by p.
It follows that there must be a countable infinity of orbits. Therefore, the cat map has a
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Figure 5. Left: The density of the spectral measure ξg for the cat map example. Middle: The L∞([−π, π]per)
error of the smoothed approximation computed using the kernels in Figure 4. Right: The error of the smoothed
generalized eigenfunctions of the cat map computed using Algorithm 3.1.

Figure 6. The smoothed generalized eigenfunctions of the cat map computed using Algorithm 3.1.
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countably infinite Lebesgue spectrum. Moreover, as the basis {ϕm,n(x)} consists of Fourier
modes on Ω, the analysis of the bilateral shift operator in subsection 7.1.1 shows that the
smoothed generalized eigenfunctions computed by Rigged DMD become more oscillatory as
ϵ ↓ 0.

We collect data {x(m),y(m)} along an equispaced 50×50 grid for x(m) over Ω, correspond-
ing to M = 2500. As a dictionary, we employ time-delay embedding with the function

g = sin(x) +
1

2
sin(2x+ y) +

i

4
sin(5x+ 3y).

This function is chosen because we can analytically compute the spectral measure and gen-
eralized eigenfunctions. Figure 5 shows the spectral measure and the maximum errors of
the smoothed approximations computed using Algorithm 3.1. We see the convergence rates
O(ϵmlog(1 + ϵ−1)) predicted by the theorems in subsection 5.2. To demonstrate the conver-
gence of the smoothed generalized eigenfunctions, we represent the eigenfunction at θ = 1 in
the basis {g,Kg,K2g, . . .} and consider the relative l2 norm error of the first five coefficients.
These are also shown in Figure 5 and again demonstrate the high-order convergence. Figure 6
shows the corresponding smoothed generalized eigenfunctions. As ϵ ↓ 0, these functions be-
come more oscillatory (as predicted by the above analysis). For the higher-order kernels, we
see an increased resolution of the approximation for a given ϵ.

7.2. Integrable Hamiltonian systems. The nonlinear pendulum has continuous spectra
and is a well-known challenge for DMD methods [57]. We consider general integrable Hamil-
tonian systems, before specializing to this example. The Arnold–Liouville theorem states that
if a Hamiltonian system with n degrees of freedom has n independent, Poisson commuting
first integrals of motion, and if the constant energy manifolds are compact, then there exists
a transformation to local action-angle coordinates in which (a) the transformed Hamiltonian
is dependent only upon the action coordinates and (b) the angle coordinates evolve linearly
in time [8]. Suppose that our system can be transformed to global action-angle coordinates
x = (I,θ) ∈ Rn × [−π, π]nper = Ω such that İ = 0, θ̇ = I. We sample the continuous dynamical
system at discrete time steps of ∆t > 0. The associated discrete dynamical system has the
map F(I,θ) = (I,θ +∆tI) and the Koopman operator is

[Kg](I,θ) = g(I,θ +∆tI), where g ∈ L2(Ω, ω),

and ω is the Lebesgue measure normalized by (2π)−n. We equip L2(Ω, ω) with the nuclear
space S = S(Rn)× C∞([−π, π]nper), where S(Rn) denotes the Schwartz space on Rn.

Given g ∈ S, we denote the n-dimensional Fourier series in the angle coordinates of g by

g(I,θ) =
∑
k∈Zn

ĝk(I)e
ik·θ, where ĝk(I) =

1

(2π)n

∫
[−π,π]nper

g(I,θ)e−ik·θ dθ.

In the Fourier basis for the angle coordinates, K acts as a multiplication operator, because

(7.1) [̂Kg]k(I) = exp(−i∆tk · I)ĝk(I), for each k ∈ Zn.

Examining the resolvent of this multiplication operator, it is straightforward to see that the
spectrum of K is continuous for all λ ∈ T except for an eigenvalue of (countably) infinite
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multiplicity at λ = 1, corresponding to observables with no angular dependence. We, therefore,
study each Fourier mode separately.

When k = 0, the Koopman operators acts as the identity and, consequently, every angle-
independent observable is an eigenfunction. Let {ϕj}∞j=1 ⊂ S(Rn) be an orthonormal basis of

L2(Rn). The zeroth mode can be recovered by the generalized eigenfunction expansion

g0(I) =
∞∑
j=1

∫
Rn

g0(I
′)ϕj(I′) dI

′︸ ︷︷ ︸
=⟨ϕ∗

j |g⟩

ϕj(I) =
∞∑
j=1

∫
[−π,π]per

⟨ϕ∗j |g⟩ϕj(I)δ(φ) dφ.

When k ̸= 0 and τ ∈ R, we define the (n− 1)-dimensional hyperplane

Hk(τ) = {I ∈ Rn : ∆tI · k = τ},

and Qk(I) the projection of I onto its component perpendicular to k. The Koopman operator
acts as multiplication by a constant along each hyperplane Hk(τ) but is a nontrivial mul-

tiplication operator along their orthogonal complements. Let {ψ(k)
j }∞j=1 ⊂ S(Hk(0)) be an

orthonormal basis of the space L2(Hk(0)) equipped with the standard surface measure σ. For

λ = eiθ ∈ T, m ∈ Z and j ∈ N, we define the distribution u
(k,m,j)
θ via

(7.2)
〈
u
(k,m,j)
θ

∗
|g
〉
=

∫
Hk(θ+2πm)

ĝk(I)ψ
(k)
j (Qk(I)) dσ(I).

Using the relation (7.1), we see that u
(k,m,j)
θ is a generalized eigenfunction corresponding to

λ = eiθ. Formally, we have

(7.3) u
(k,m,j)
θ (I,θ) =

1

(2π)n
δ(θ + 2πm−∆tk · I)ψ(k)

j (Qk(I))e
ik·θ,

where the Dirac-delta distribution should be understood in terms of the integration along
hyperplanes in (7.2). It is straightforward to show that

ĝk(I)e
ik·θ =

∞∑
m=−∞

∞∑
j=1

∫
[−π,π]per

⟨u(k,m,j)∗
φ |g⟩u(k,m,j)

φ (I,θ) dφ.

Hence, the Koopman mode decomposition of g ∈ S is

g(I,θ)=
∞∑
j=1

∫
[−π,π]per

⟨ϕ∗j |g⟩ϕj(I)δ(φ) dφ+
∑

k∈Zn\{0}

∞∑
m=−∞

∞∑
j=1

∫
[−π,π]per

⟨u(k,m,j)∗
φ |g⟩u(k,m,j)

φ (I,θ) dφ.

In particular, the generalized eigenfunctions consist of eigenfunctions in the usual sense (in
L2(Ω, ω)) corresponding to λ = 1 that depend only on I, and generalized eigenfunctions of the
form in (7.3) corresponding to any λ ∈ T. These latter generalized eigenfunctions are plane
waves with singular support along hyperplanes of constant directions of action.



RIGGED DYNAMIC MODE DECOMPOSITION 25

7.2.1. Nonlinear pendulum. We consider the dynamical system of the nonlinear pendu-
lum. The state variables x = (x1, x2) are governed by the following coupled ODEs:

ẋ1 = x2, ẋ2 = − sin(x1), with Ω = [−π, π]per × R,

where ω is the standard Lebesgue measure on Ω. We consider the corresponding discrete-time
dynamical system by sampling with a time-step ∆t = 1. This system is Hamiltonian with one
degree of freedom. A special case of the spectral decomposition we derived in subsection 7.2
was derived in [64] for this system.

We employ time-delay embedding {g,Kg, . . . ,K299g} with g(x1, x2) = exp(ix1)/ cosh(x2),
and collect data on a 500-point equispaced grid in both x1 and x2 directions. Trajectory data
is generated using MATLAB’s ode45, based on initial conditions from this grid. We apply a
trapezoidal quadrature rule with super-algebraic convergence in mpEDMD [82, 80]. Figure 7
shows the spectral measure and generalized eigenfunctions computed using Rigged DMD with
smoothing parameter ϵ = 0.05 and the 6th order kernel from Figure 4. The singular support
and plane wave structure of the generalized eigenfunctions for λ ̸= 0 are clearly visible.

7.3. The Lorenz system. The Lorenz (63) system with classical parameter values [56] is
the following three coupled ODEs:

ẋ = 10 (y − x) , ẏ = x (28− z)− y, ż = xy − 8z/3.

We consider the dynamics of x = (x, y, z) on the Lorenz attractor Ω. This system has a
unique SRB measure3 ω on Ω [84], meaning that for Lebesgue-almost every initial condition
x0 in the basin of attraction of Ω and compactly supported function g : R3 → C,

(7.4) lim
M→∞

1

M

M−1∑
m=0

[Kmg](x0) =

∫
Ω
g(x) dω(x).

The system is chaotic and strong mixing [58]. It follows that λ = 1 is the only eigenvalue of
K, corresponding to a constant eigenfunction, and that this eigenvalue is simple.

We consider a discrete-time dynamical system by sampling with a time-step ∆t = 0.05 and
collecting M = 104 snapshot pairs over a single trajectory. This quadrature rule is justified
by (7.4). We use the ode45 command in MATLAB to collect the data after an initial burn-in
time to ensure that the initial point x(0) is (approximately) on the Lorenz attractor. The
system is chaotic, so we cannot hope to accurately numerically integrate for long periods.
However, convergence is still obtained in the large data limit M → ∞ due to an effect known
as shadowing. As our dictionary, we use time delays of the function

ψ1(x) = g(x) = tanh((xy − 5z)/10)− c, ψj = Kj−1g, j = 2, . . . , N,

where c is a constant chosen so that g is orthogonal to the one-dimensional space spanned
by constant functions. The value of c ≈ −0.5382 is computed by taking the average of
tanh((xy − 5z)/10) over our trajectory. Shifting by c ensures that the spectral measure ξg is

3For a survey of these measures and their definitions, see [89].
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Figure 7. The smoothed generalized eigenfunctions of the nonlinear pendulum computed using Algorithm 3.1.
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Figure 8. The subspace angle between gϵθ and Kngϵθ, plotted against Lt with L the maximal Lyapunov
exponent of the Lorenz system. The labels (a), (b), (c) and (d) correspond to Figure 2. The angle θspace ∈
[0, π/2] measures the angle between subspaces, with a value of zero corresponding to perfect coherency and a
value of π/2 corresponding to perfect incoherency.

purely continuous. Figure 2 shows the spectral measure computed using N = 1000, the 6th
order kernel in Figure 4 and a smoothing parameter ϵ = 0.05. There are four noticeable peaks
at θ ≈ 0.414, 0.497, 0.828, and 0.994. Since the spectral measure is continuous, these do not
correspond to eigenvalues. Instead, we can compute generalized eigenfunctions corresponding
to these values to obtain approximately coherent structures. These are also shown in Figure 2.
The function labeled (a) is similar to the local spectral projections in [53, Figure 13] (see also
[24, Figure 4]), which the authors attributed to an almost-periodic motion of the z component
during the time that the state resides in either of the two lobes of the Lorenz attractor. The
function labeled (c) corresponds to double the angle θ of that of (a) and roughly the square of
the corresponding function. The structures in (b) and (d) are different and include oscillations
within each lobe.

To measure the coherency of each approximate generalized eigenfunction gϵθ, we measure
the subspace angle between gϵθ and Kngϵθ. We do this over a larger data set of 105 trajectory
points to ensure that the subspace angle is accurate and does not correspond to fitting our
original snapshot data. Figure 8 shows these angles, where we have plotted against Lt with
L the maximal Lyapunov exponent of the Lorenz system. In agreement with (2.3) and Theo-
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Figure 9. Spectral measures of the kinetic energy of the lid-driven cavity flow.

rem 5.8, we see that our computed generalized eigenfunctions are highly coherent over several
Lyapunov time scales. Moreover, higher-order kernels lead to larger levels of coherency.

7.4. Lid-driven cavity flow. As our final example, we consider a 2D lid-driven cavity flow
at various Reynolds numbers. The flow is a simple model of an incompressible viscous fluid
confined to a rectangular box with a moving lid and is a standard benchmark [83, 18, 54].
As the Reynolds number increases, the Koopman spectrum undergoes a series of bifurcations
from pure point to mixed to pure continuous spectrum [73, 6]. It was also shown in [6, e.g.,
Figure 7] that for high Reynolds number, it is challenging to capture the flow with discrete
DMD expansions. We use the data from [6], namely, the vorticity field within the cavity at
Re = 13000, 16000, 19000 and 30000 collected over 10000 snapshots. We have also added 20%
Gaussian random noise (SNR of 14) to demonstrate the robustness of Rigged DMD.

Figure 9 shows the spectral measures of the total kinetic energy, computed using Algo-
rithm 3.1 with a 10th order kernel, ϵ = 0.001 and a dictionary formed by time delays. At
Re = 13000, we see pure point spectrum built from a base frequency. As the Reynolds number
increases, the spectrum becomes mixed and then continuous. Figures 10 to 13 show the gen-
eralized Koopman modes computed using Algorithm 3.2 with a 6th order kernel and ϵ = 0.01
and a dictionary of 10, 100, 200 and 500 POD modes for Re = 13000, 16000, 19000 and
30000, respectively. As our values of θ, we pick the Strouhal numbers corresponding to the
four peaks visible in the spectral measure at Re = 13000. We have shown the results with
the noisy data and the noise-free data. As expected, larger frequencies are more affected by
noise. Nevertheless, we are able to compute these modes over the continuous spectrum in the
presence of large noise. There are three reasons for robustness of Rigged DMD. The first is
that mpEDMD is equivalent to a constrained total least squares problem (see the discussion
in [23, Section 6.2]). The second is the smoothing parameter (high-order kernels help, see the
discussion in [28, Section 5.1.2]). The third is the averaging procedure in Algorithm 3.2.



RIGGED DYNAMIC MODE DECOMPOSITION 29

Figure 10. Generalized Koopman modes for the cavity flow at Re = 13000.

Figure 11. Generalized Koopman modes for the cavity flow at Re = 16000.

Figure 12. Generalized Koopman modes for the cavity flow at Re = 19000.
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Figure 13. Generalized Koopman modes for the cavity flow at Re = 30000.

8. Conclusions. We have developed an algorithm that computes generalized eigenfunction
expansions (mode decompositions) of Koopman operators, even in the presence of continuous
spectra. Named Rigged DMD, the algorithm leverages Gelfand’s theorem, which asserts that
a complete set of generalized eigenfunctions exists within a rigged Hilbert space. Rigged
DMD employs unitary approximations of Koopman operators, computed using mpEDMD,
to determine the Koopman resolvent. This resolvent is then used to compute smoothed
approximations of generalized eigenfunctions for any spectral parameter. We have not only
shown examples of rigged Hilbert spaces but also demonstrated how to realize this assumption
for general unitary Koopman operators using appropriately weighted vectors derived from
delay embedding. In addition to proving convergence theorems for generalized eigenfunctions
and spectral measures, we have demonstrated the algorithm’s applicability and robustness
through several examples. There is considerable potential for future work, and we briefly
discuss two avenues. The first involves applying Rigged DMD to reduced order models and
control problems involving continuous spectra. Specifically, Rigged DMD opens the door
to control over the interactions between modes corresponding to the continuous and discrete
spectra. Second, we relied on the Koopman operator being unitary (i.e., the system is measure-
preserving and invertible). We aim to extend Rigged DMD to non-unitary and non-normal
Koopman operators, a development that would require adapting these techniques to scenarios
where the nuclear spectral theorem does not apply.

Appendix A. Strong convergence of the mpEDMD resolvent. To prove Theorem 4.1,
we use the following lemma from [23]. We stress that the second part of the lemma need not
hold for methods such as EDMD. In particular, convergence in the strong operator topology
(the convergence of EDMD) need not imply convergence of adjoints in the strong operator
topology, even if the desired limit is unitary. The polar decomposition in mpEDMD is crucial
for strong convergence of the adjoint of the Koopman operator.

Lemma A.1. Suppose that limN→∞dist(h, VN ) = 0 for all h ∈ L2(Ω, ω) and (4.2) holds.
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Then for any g ∈ L2(Ω, ω) and gN ∈ CN with limN→∞ ∥g −ΨgN∥ = 0,

lim
N→∞

lim sup
M→∞

∥Klg −ΨKlgN∥ = 0 ∀l ∈ N ∪ {0},(A.1)

lim
N→∞

lim sup
M→∞

∥(K∗)lg −ΨK−lgN∥ = 0 ∀l ∈ N ∪ {0}.(A.2)

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Suppose first that |z| > 1. Since ∥K∥ = 1 and ∥G1/2KG−1/2∥ = 1,

(K − zI)−1g =
−1

z
(I −K/z)−1g =

−1

z

∞∑
l=0

1

zl
Klg

(K− zI)−1g =
−1

z
(I−K/z)−1gN =

−1

z

∞∑
l=0

1

zl
KlgN .

The tails of these series can be uniformly bounded, and for any l ∈ N∪{0}, (A.1) implies that

lim
N→∞

lim sup
M→∞

∥∥∥∥ 1zlKlg −Ψ
1

zl
KlgN

∥∥∥∥ = 0.

The convergence in (4.4) now follows. Similarly, if |z| < 1, we may write

(K − zI)−1g = (I − zK∗)−1K∗g =
∞∑
l=0

zl(K∗)l+1g

(K− zI)−1g = (I− zK−1)−1K−1gN =
∞∑
l=0

zlK−l−1gN .

We argue similarly using (A.2) to see that (4.4) holds.

Appendix B. Construction of high-order periodic kernels.

Proof of Proposition 5.4. The decay condition (5.6) in Definition 5.3 ensures that the
series defining KT

ϵ is absolutely convergent and hence that KT
ϵ is continuous. Similarly,∫ π

−π
KT

ϵ (θ) dθ =

∫
R
Kϵ(x) dx = 1.

We may write ∫ π

−π
KT

ϵ (−θ)einθ dθ − 1 =

∫
R
Kϵ(x)

[
e−inx − 1

]
dx = [Kϵ ∗ ρ](0),

where ρ(x) = einx − 1. Since ρ is a bounded, smooth function, and ρ(0) = 0, we may apply
[19, Theorem 5.2] to deduce that (5.4) holds.

We are left with proving the concentration bound (5.5). By directly plugging (5.6) into
the definition of KT

ϵ , we see that

(B.1) |KT
ϵ (θ)| ≲

1

ϵ

∑
n∈Z

1

(1 + |θ + 2πn| /ϵ)m+1
=
∑
n∈Z

ϵm

(ϵ+ |θ + 2πn|)m+1
.
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For any non-zero integer n, we have |θ + 2πn| ≥ π|n| and hence∑
n∈Z\{0}

1

(ϵ+ |θ + 2πn|)m+1
≤

∑
n∈Z\{0}

1

|θ + 2πn|m+1
<∞.

It follows that

|KT
ϵ (θ)| ≲ ϵm +

ϵm

(ϵ+ |θ|)m+1
,

where the second term on the right-hand side comes from the n = 0 term in the series in
(B.1). The decay condition (5.5) now follows.

Proof of Proposition 5.5. The corresponding periodic kernel is given by

KT
ϵ (θ) =

1

2πi

m∑
j=1

∑
n∈Z

(
αj

θ + 2πn− ϵaj
− βj
θ + 2πn− ϵbj

)
,

where the rearrangement of the sum is justified by its absolute convergence. Since∑
n∈Z

1

z + 2πn
=

1

2
cot
(z
2

)
=

−i
2

1 + eiz

1− eiz
,

the kernel can be re-written as

KT
ϵ (θ)=

1

2πi

m∑
j=1

(
αj

1

2
cot

(
θ − ϵaj

2

)
−βj

1

2
cot

(
θ − ϵbj

2

))

=
−1

4π

m∑
j=1

(
αj

1 + eiθ−iϵaj

1− eiθ−iϵaj
−βj

1 + eiθ−iϵbj

1− eiθ−iϵbj

)
=
−1

4π

m∑
j=1

(
αj
e−iθ + e−iϵaj

e−iθ − e−iϵaj
−βj

e−iθ + e−iϵbj

e−iθ − e−iϵbj

)
.

The formula in (5.9) follows. If bj = aj and βj = αj , since ⟨FE(z)g, g⟩ = −⟨FE(1/z)g, g⟩,[
KT

ϵ ∗ ξg
]
(θ0) =

−1

2π

m∑
j=1

Re
(
αj

〈
FE(e

iθ−iϵaj )g, g
〉)

=
−1

2π

m∑
j=1

Re
(
αj

〈
(K − eiθ−iϵajI)−1g, (K + eiθ−iϵajI)∗g

〉)
.

Appendix C. Convergence of wave-packet approximations. We use the following
notation throughout this section. Given m ∈ N, we let {KT

ϵ } be an mth order kernel for
[−π, π]per. Let K : H → H be a unitary operator on a rigged Hilbert space S ⊂ H ⊂ S∗

with KS ⊂ S. Denote the absolutely continuous component of Sp(K) by Spac(K) and, given
g, ϕ ∈ S, let ρg,ϕ be the Radon–Nikodym derivative of the absolutely continuous component
of the spectral measure ξg,ϕ = ⟨Eg, ϕ⟩, with ξg = ξg,g for brevity.

Before proving the main results, we note that the smoothed Koopman mode expansion
in (5.11) can be simplified with, essentially, a “change-of-basis” for the generalized eigenspace:

(C.1) gϵθ =

∫
[−π,π]per

Kϵ(θ − φ) ⟨u∗φ|g⟩uφ dξg(φ) for every g ∈ S,
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where uθ depends on g and satisfies ⟨Kuθ|ϕ⟩ = λ⟨ψ|ϕ⟩ for all ϕ ∈ S with λ = exp(iθ). The
action of gϵθ on a function f ∈ S is given by

(C.2) ⟨gϵθ|f⟩ =
∫
[−π,π]per

Kϵ(θ − φ) ⟨u∗φ|g⟩⟨uφ|f⟩dξg(φ) for every g ∈ S.

The corresponding expansion of the spectral measure in the rigged Hilbert space is

(C.3) [E(S)]g =

∫
S
⟨u∗φ|g⟩uφ dξg(φ) ∀g ∈ S.

After taking an inner product with g, (C.3) implies that

ξg(S) = ⟨[E(S)]g, g⟩ = ⟨[E(S)]g|g⟩ =
∫
S
⟨u∗φ|g⟩⟨uφ|g⟩dξg(φ) =

∫
S
|⟨u∗φ|g⟩|2 dξg(φ).

It follows that |⟨u∗φ|g⟩|2 = 1 ξg-almost everywhere.4 We can, without loss of generality, scale
each generalized eigenfunction by a phase factor so that ⟨u∗φ|g⟩ = 1. As a consequence of this
convention, upon taking an inner product with f ∈ S, we see that dξg,f (φ) = ⟨uφ|f⟩dξg(φ).

Proof of Theorem 5.6. Since the spectrum of K is absolutely continuous on the interval
I, the arguments above show that ρg,ϕ(φ) = ρg(φ)⟨uφ|ϕ⟩ for φ ∈ I. Theorem 5.6 now follows
by applying Theorem 5.10 to the complex Borel measure ξg,ϕ after substitution in (C.2).

Proof of Theorem 5.7. Under the hypotheses of the theorem, the integrand of (C.1) is
equivalent to convolution with a complex Borel measure (with finite total variation) on
[−π, π]per for each point x ∈ A. The uniform integrability and continuity assumptions ensure
that the total variation and Hölder norms are bounded independently of x ∈ A. Theorem 5.7
now follows from Theorem 5.10.

We now prove the convergence of the approximate eigenvector sequence.

Proof of Theorem 5.8. Using the functional calculus, we have.

(K − eiθ0I)gϵθ0 =

[∫
[−π,π]per

(eiφ − eiθ0)KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ) dE(φ)

]
g.

This implies that

∥(K − eiθ0I)gϵθ0∥
2 =

∫
[−π,π]per

|eiφ − eiθ0 |2|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ).

Similarly, we have

∥gϵθ0∥
2 =

∫
[−π,π]per

|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ).

4This is a convenient consequence of using the spectral measure ξg to normalize the generalized eigenfunc-
tions.
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Suppose that ϵη < δ and let

Iδ =

∫
|θ0−φ|≤δ

|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ) ≥

(
inf

|θ|<ηϵ
ϵ|KT

ϵ (θ)|
)2 1

ϵ2

∫
|θ0−φ|≤ηϵ

1 dξg(φ).

The two bounds in Theorem 5.8 imply that lim infϵ↓0 Iδ > 0. We have∫
[−π,π]per

|eiφ − eiθ0 |2|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ)

≤

(
sup
|θ|≤δ

|1− eiθ|2
)
Iδ +

∫
|θ0−φ|>δ

|eiφ − eiθ0 |2|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ)

≲ δ2Iδ +

∫
|θ0−φ|>δ

|eiφ − eiθ0 |2|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ).

Using the concentration condition in (5.5), we see that

lim
ϵ↓0

∫
|θ0−φ|>δ

|eiφ − eiθ0 |2|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ) = 0.

Similarly, we have∫
[−π,π]per

|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ) ≥ Iδ −

∫
|θ0−φ|>δ

|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ)

and

lim
ϵ↓0

∫
|θ0−φ|>δ

|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ) = 0.

Hence,

lim sup
ϵ↓0

∥(K − eiθ0I)gϵθ0∥
2

∥gϵθ0∥
2

≲ lim sup
ϵ↓0

δ2Iδ +
∫
|θ0−φ|>δ |e

iφ − eiθ0 |2|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ)

Iδ −
∫
|θ0−φ|>δ |KT

ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2 dξg(φ)
= δ2.

Since δ > 0 was arbitrary, the result now follows.

Proof of Theorem 5.9. Taking Peiθ0 = 0 in the case that eiθ0 is not an eigenvalue,

1

KT
ϵ (0)

[KT
ϵ ∗ E ](θ0)Peiθ0g =

1

KT
ϵ (0)

∫
[−π,π]per

KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ) dE(φ)Peiθ0g = Peiθ0g.

It follows that we can define

g′ϵ =
1

KT
ϵ (0)

[KT
ϵ ∗ E ](θ0)g − Peiθ0g =

1

KT
ϵ (0)

[KT
ϵ ∗ E ](θ0)(g − Peiθ0g).

From the functional calculus, we have

(C.4) ∥g′ϵ∥2 =
∫
[−π,π]per

|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2

|KT
ϵ (0)|2

dξg−P
eiθ0

g(φ).
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The concentration bound in (5.5) and the condition lim infϵ↓0 ϵ|KT
ϵ (0)| > 0. imply that

|KT
ϵ (θ0 − φ)|2

|KT
ϵ (0)|2

≲
1

ϵ2|KT
ϵ (0)|2

1

(1 + |θ0 − φ|/ϵ|)2m+2
.

is uniformly bounded and converges to zero as ϵ ↓ 0 whenever φ ̸= θ0. Since ξg−P
eiθ0

g({θ0}) =
0, we can apply the dominated convergence theorem to the right-hand side of (C.4) to see
that limϵ↓ ∥g′ϵ∥2 = 0, which proves the result.

Appendix D. Construction of a rigged Hilbert spaces for sparse unitary operators.

Proof of Lemma 6.1. Let {en : n ∈ N} denote the canonical basis for ℓ2(N). Then, for any
weight function ρ, the vectors {en/

√
ρ(n) : n ∈ N} form an orthonormal basis of l2ρ(N). We

may represent the inclusion map ι as

ιu =

∞∑
j=1

√
τ(j)

τ ′(j)

〈
u,

ej√
τ ′(j)

〉
τ ′

ej√
τ(j)

.

It follows that if

(D.1)

∞∑
j=1

√
τ(j)

τ ′(j)
<∞,

then ι is nuclear. To achieve part (ii), it is enough to consider finite linear combinations of
the basis vectors {en/

√
τ ′(n) : n ∈ N} of l2τ ′(N). Let u =

∑N
j=1 ujej . Then

∥u∥2τ ′ =
N∑
j=1

|uj |2τ ′(j), ∥Au∥2τ =
N∑
j=1

|(Au)j |2τ(j).

The assumption that A is sparse implies that there exists an increasing function f : N → N
with f(n) ≥ n such that Ajk = 0 if j > f(k) and hence we can write

(Au)j =
∑

k∈{1,...,N},f(k)≥j

Ajkuk.

Hence by Hölder’s inequality,

|(Au)j |2 ≤
∑

k∈{1,...,N},f(k)≥j

|Ajk|2
∑

k∈{1,...,N},f(k)≥j

|uk|2 ≤ ∥A∗∥2
∑

k∈{1,...,N},f(k)≥j

|uk|2.

Since A is unitary on l2(N), ∥A∗∥ = 1. It follows that

∥Au∥2τ ≤
N∑
j=1

∑
k∈{1,...,N},f(k)≥j

|uk|2τ(j) =
N∑
k=1

|uk|2
f(k)∑
j=1

τ(j).

It follows that if

(D.2)

f(k)∑
j=1

τ(j) ≤ τ ′(k),

then ∥Au∥τ ≤ ∥u∥τ ′ . To finish the proof, we select τ ′ so that both (D.1) and (D.2) hold.
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