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Abstract. Koopman operators are infinite-dimensional operators that linearize nonlinear dynamical systems,
facilitating the study of their spectral properties and enabling the prediction of the time evolution
of observable quantities. Recent methods have aimed to approximate Koopman operators while pre-
serving key structures. However, approximating Koopman operators typically requires a dictionary
of observables to capture the system’s behavior in a finite-dimensional subspace. The selection of
these functions is often heuristic, may result in the loss of spectral information, and can severely
complicate structure preservation. This paper introduces Multiplicative Dynamic Mode Decompo-
sition (MultDMD), which enforces the multiplicative structure inherent in the Koopman operator
within its finite-dimensional approximation. Leveraging this multiplicative property, we guide the
selection of observables and define a constrained optimization problem for the matrix approxima-
tion, which can be efficiently solved. MultDMD presents a structured approach to finite-dimensional
approximations and can more accurately reflect the spectral properties of the Koopman operator.
We elaborate on the theoretical framework of MultDMD, detailing its formulation, optimization
strategy, and convergence properties. The efficacy of MultDMD is demonstrated through several
examples, including the nonlinear pendulum, the Lorenz system, and fluid dynamics data, where we
demonstrate its remarkable robustness to noise.
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1. Introduction. We consider discrete-time dynamical systems of the form:

(1.1) xn+1 = F(xn), n ≥ 0,

where Ω ⊂ Rd is the state space, F : Ω → Ω is an unknown nonlinear map, and x0 ∈ Ω. We
aim to study this system through a global linearization in infinite dimensions by analyzing its
Koopman operator [33,34]. For a positive measure ω, the Koopman operator K : L2(Ω, ω)→
L2(Ω, ω) acts on square-integrable functions g ∈ L2(Ω, ω) as

(1.2) [Kg](x) = (g ◦ F)(x) = g(F(x)), x ∈ Ω.

The functions g are called observables and measure the state of the system since [Kg](xn) =
g(xn+1) for n ≥ 0. We are interested in the data-driven recovery of spectral properties of the
Koopman operator, such as its eigenfunctions and eigenvalues. The spectral information of K
contains substantial information about the dynamical system, and this area has attracted a
surge of interest over the last decade [9, 10,13,43].
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Figure 1. Schematic of the Multiplicative Dynamic Mode Decomposition (MultDMD) method.

We assume that we have access to M ≥ 1 snapshot pairs of the system:

(1.3) {(x(m),y(m) = F(x(m)))}Mm=1,

where the data could come from a single trajectory (e.g., if the dynamical system is ergodic) or
multiple trajectories. A popular method for data-driven approximation of the spectral content
of K is Dynamic Mode Decomposition (DMD), first introduced in the fluids community [54,55]
and later connected to Koopman operators [52]. DMD forms a Galerkin approximation of the
action of K on a finite-dimensional space. Extended DMD (EDMD) [63] makes this connection
explicit by considering a dictionary (basis) of (possibly) nonlinear observables. There is much
interest in establishing convergence results for DMD-type methods to their infinite-dimensional
Koopman counterparts. For example, Residual Dynamic Mode Decomposition (ResDMD) [15,
17] explicitly measures, controls, and minimizes the projection errors associated with EDMD,
ensuring convergence to the spectral properties of K. We refer to the survey [13] for more
information on DMD methods and their convergence properties.

Recent attention has been given to structure-preserving DMDmethods. For example, Bad-
doo et al. provided a framework, physics-informed DMD (piDMD), for imposing constraints
within DMD and a linear choice of dictionary [4]. Another example is measure-preserving
EDMD (mpEDMD) [12], which ensures that the EDMD approximation preserves the mea-
sure ω and has the benefit of being dictionary agnostic. When designing structure-preserving
methods, there is an important distinction between DMD and EDMD:

• DMD constructs a matrix that acts on the state space, effectively serving as a global
linearization of the dynamical system;
• EDMD forms a finite-dimensional approximation of K in coefficient space.

This difference can make it challenging to enforce that EDMD methods preserve structures,
as the choice of dictionary often determines the complexity of the optimization problem.1

1Fortunately, this issue is mitigated with mpEDMD.
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A useful property of K, and the focus of this paper, is its multiplicative structure: if
f, g ∈ L2(Ω, ω) such that fg ∈ L2(Ω, ω), then

(1.4) [K(fg)](x) = [K(f)](x)[K(g)](x), x ∈ Ω.

For example, suppose that λ1 and λ2 are eigenvalues with eigenfunctions ϕ1 and ϕ2, respec-
tively. Then, assuming all relevant observables lie in L2(Ω, ω), we have

K(ϕn1ϕm2 ) = λn1λ
m
2 ϕ

n
1ϕ

m
2 , n,m ∈ N.

This property induces a lattice or group structure on the spectrum of the Koopman operator.
Throughout this paper, we assume that K is unitary, which is equivalent to the dynamical
system being measure-preserving and invertible (up to ω-null sets) [24, Chapt. 7]. Ridge
showed that if K is unitary, then both Sp(K) and the set of eigenvalues of K are unions of
subgroups of T = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} [50]. In other words, (1.4) implies a circular symmetry of
spectral properties of K.

We introduce a new method called Multiplicative Dynamic Mode Decomposition (Mult-
DMD), that aims to preserve the multiplicative structure of the Koopman operator in (1.4)
on its finite-dimensional approximation. This leads to a natural choice of basis functions and
a specific constrained optimization problem to find the matrix approximation of the action
of the Koopman operator on the resulting finite-dimensional subspace. The matrix can then
be used to compute eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the Koopman operator and extract in-
formation about the system’s dynamics. MultDMD enforces (1.4) irrespective of the number
of basis functions or data snapshots. Additionally, the structure of the optimization problem
(constrained least-squares) can be exploited to develop an efficient algorithm. A schematic of
the MultDMD method is shown in Figure 1.

The paper is organized as follows. We begin by introducing EDMD and related works on
structure-preserving DMD-type methods in section 2. Then, in section 3, we present a suit-
able dictionary of basis functions, along with an efficient constrained optimization algorithm
for preserving the multiplicative structure of the Koopman operator on its finite-dimensional
approximant. Simple conditions for convergence are given in section 4. We analyze the
performance of MultDMD in section 5 through several numerical examples. These demon-
strate its ability for data-driven discovery of coherent features, including singular general-
ized eigenfunctions of the pendulum and Lorenz systems, and its efficiency and robustness,
even in the presence of severe noise. Finally, we summarize our main results and conclude
in section 6. General purpose code and all the examples of this paper can be found at:
https://github.com/NBoulle/MultDMD.

2. Background and related works.

2.1. Extended dynamic mode decomposition. EDMD constructs a finite-dimensional
approximation of K from the snapshot data in (1.3). Given a dictionary {ψ1, . . . , ψN} ⊂
L2(Ω, ω), we approximate the action of K on the subspace VN = span{ψ1, . . . , ψN} by a
matrix KEDMD ∈ CN×N as

[Kψj ](x) = ψj(F(x)) ≈
N∑
i=1

(KEDMD)ijψi(x), 1 ≤ j ≤ N.

https://github.com/NBoulle/MultDMD
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For notational convenience, define Ψ(x) =
[
ψ1(x) · · · ψN (x)

]
∈ C1×N so that any g ∈ VN

can be written as g(x) =
∑N

j=1 ψj(x)gj = Ψ(x)g for g ∈ CN . EDMD considers

(2.1) KEDMD ≈ argmin
K∈CN×N

∫
Ω

∥∥Ψ(F(x))C−1 −Ψ(x)KC−1
∥∥2
ℓ2

dω(x),

where ∥ · ∥ℓ2 denotes the standard Euclidean norm of a vector, and C is an invertible positive
self-adjoint matrix that controls the size of g = Ψg. The integral in (2.1) cannot be evaluated
directly, so it is approximated using a quadrature rule with nodes {x(m)}Mm=1 and weights
{wm}Mm=1. For notational convenience, we introduce the matrices W = diag(w1, . . . , wM ) and

ΨX =

Ψ(x(1))
...

Ψ(x(M))

 ∈ CM×N , ΨY =

Ψ(y(1))
...

Ψ(y(M))

 ∈ CM×N .(2.2)

The discretized version of (2.1) yields the following weighted least-squares problem:

(2.3) KEDMD := argmin
K∈CN×N

∥∥∥W1/2ΨY C
−1 −W1/2ΨXKC−1

∥∥∥2
F
,

whose solution is given by KEDMD = (W1/2ΨX)†W1/2ΨY = (Ψ∗
XWΨX)†Ψ∗

XWΨY , where
‘†’ denotes the Moore–Penrose pseudoinverse. If the quadrature converges2 then

(2.4) lim
M→∞

[Ψ∗
XWΨX ]jk = ⟨ψk, ψj⟩ and lim

M→∞
[Ψ∗

XWΨY ]jk = ⟨Kψk, ψj⟩,

where ⟨·, ·⟩ is the inner product associated with L2(Ω, ω). Hence, in the large data limit,
KEDMD = (Ψ∗

XWΨX)†Ψ∗
XWΨY approaches a matrix representation of PVN

KP∗
VN

, where
PVN

denotes the orthogonal projection onto VN . In essence, EDMD is a Galerkin method.
The EDMD eigenvalues thus approach the spectrum of PVN

KP∗
VN

, and EDMD is an example
of the so-called finite section method [7]. Since the finite section method can suffer from
spectral pollution (spurious modes), spectral pollution is a concern for EDMD [63]. This and
other issues related to EDMD are resolved using Residual DMD [15,17].

Adding constraints. With additional information about the dynamical system, we can often
enforce physically motivated constraints in the minimization problem (2.3). This is explored
extensively in [4] for various types of systems in the context of DMD. Before discussing con-
nections with the broader literature, we discuss the two methods most closely related to the
current paper: measure-preserving EDMD and periodic approximations.

2.2. Measure-preserving EDMD. Measure-preserving EDMD (mpEDMD) [12] enforces
that the EDMD approximation is measure-preserving. We can approximate the inner product
⟨·, ·⟩ via the inner product induced by the matrix G = Ψ∗

XWΨX as

(2.5) h∗Gg =

N∑
j,k=1

hjgkGj,k ≈
N∑

j,k=1

hjgk⟨ψk, ψj⟩ = ⟨Ψg,Ψh⟩.

2See [13] for a discussion of when this holds.
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If the convergence in (2.4) holds, then limM→∞ h∗Gg = ⟨Ψg,Ψh⟩. Hence, ∥Ψg∥2 ≈ g∗Gg and
∥ΨKg∥2 ≈ g∗K∗GKg. Since K is an isometry, ∥Kg∥2 = ∥g∥2 and we enforce K∗GK = G.
We set C = G1/2 and replace (2.3) by

(2.6) KmpEDMD := argmin
K∗GK=G
K∈CN×N

∥∥∥W1/2ΨY G
−1/2 −W1/2ΨXKG−1/2

∥∥∥2
F
,

which can be solved using an SVD. Therefore, we enforce that the Galerkin approximation
is an isometry with respect to the learned inner product induced by G. The eigendecom-
position of KmpEDMD converges to the spectral quantities of Koopman operators for general
measure-preserving dynamical systems (see the discussion about weak convergence later in
subsection 4.2). This result fundamentally depends on the additional constraint in (2.6).
Other benefits include increased robustness to noise and conservation of key properties (e.g.,
the energy if this is what ω measures).

2.3. Periodic approximations. While mpEDMD allows for a generic dictionary, an al-
ternative for constraining EDMD involves selecting a dictionary that simplifies integrating
constraints into the optimization problem. As an example, [26, 27] offer a method akin to
the Ulam approximation [37,60] for the Perron–Frobenius operator, constructing periodic ap-
proximations of Koopman operators under specific conditions: compact Ω, ω being absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure, and the system being both measure-preserving
and invertible. This approach has been adapted into an algorithm for tori systems and ex-
tended to continuous-time systems [27], relying on state-space partitioning to approximate
the Koopman operator’s dynamics through a permutation. This method yields measures that
converge weakly to the spectral measures of the Koopman operator. Furthermore, periodic
approximations are positive operators and uphold the multiplicative structure of the Koop-
man operator. However, generalizing these results to systems beyond those with invariant
Lebesgue absolutely continuous measures, such as chaotic attractors, and developing efficient
high-dimensional schemes remain open challenges.

2.4. Other methods. The Koopman generator is skew-adjoint for continuous-time, invert-
ible, measure-preserving systems, and various methods have been developed to approximate
these generators. The authors of [19] introduce an approach using a one-parameter family
of reproducing kernels to approximate Koopman eigenvalues and eigenfunctions within the
ϵ-pseudospectrum, where ϵ is determined by a Dirichlet energy functional. Recently, [62] com-
bines this compactification strategy with the integral representation of the resolvent [57] to
create a compact operator that approximates the resolvent of a skew-adjoint operator. This
leads to skew-adjoint unbounded operators with compact resolvents whose spectral measures
weakly converge to those of the Koopman generator. Other structure-preserving DMD meth-
ods include naturally structured DMD [29], DMD for dynamical systems with symmetries
characterized by a finite group [53], Lagrangian DMD [40], Port-Hamiltonian DMD [46], sym-
metric DMD [11], constrained DMD [35]. Recently in [8], the authors proved that Hermitian
DMD [4,22] converges for Hermitian Koopman operators, as well as skew-Hermitian operators
using an appropriate multiplication by i.
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3. Multiplicative dynamic mode decomposition (MultDMD). We aim to construct an
approximation of the Koopman operator, KMultDMD, on the finite-dimensional subspace VN =
span{ψ1, . . . , ψN} that maintains the multiplicative property (1.4). This involves assuming
VN is closed under multiplication and ensuring KMultDMD upholds this property.

3.1. Optimization problem and algorithm. The multiplicative property (1.4) leads to a
natural choice of basis functions as piecewise constant functions with disjoint support, i.e., a
discontinuous Galerkin approximation of degree zero of the Koopman operator. We set

ψj(x) = χSj (x) =

{
1, if x ∈ Sj ,
0, otherwise,

where S1, . . . , SN ⊂ Rd are disjoint, Ω ⊂ ∪Nj=1Sj and 0 < ω(Sj ∩ Ω) < ∞. We can view each

function ψj as a member of L2(Ω, ω), even if Sj\Ω ̸= ∅. This choice ensures that

f(x) = Ψ(x)f , g(x) = Ψ(x)g, f(x)g(x) = Ψ(x)(f ⊙ g), f, g ∈ VN , x ∈ Ω.

Here, ⊙ denotes the Hadamard product (f ⊙ g)j = fjgj for f ,g ∈ CN . To preserve the
multiplicative structure at the discrete level, we are therefore led to the constraint

Ψ(x)(Kf ⊙ g) ≈ [K(fg)](x) = [Kf ](x)[Kg](x) ≈ Ψ(x)[(Kf)⊙ (Kg)].

Hence, we adapt EDMD to approximate K by a matrix KMultDMD ∈ CN×N satisfying

(3.1) KMultDMDf ⊙ g = (KMultDMDf) ◦ (KMultDMDg), f ,g ∈ CN .

Since the supports of the basis functions are disjoint, the Gram matrix G is diagonal with

G = diag(G1, . . . , GN ), Gi =
∑

x(m)∈Si

wm.

Without loss of generality, we assume that each set Si contains at least one data point x(m)

and that the weights ωm are positive, consistent with the assumption that ω(Sj ∩ Ω) > 0.
Hence, the diagonal entries of G are strictly positive. Setting C = G1/2 and adding the
constraint (3.1) in (2.3), we obtain the following constrained least-squares problem:

(3.2) KMultDMD := argmin
K∈CN×N

K satisfies (3.1)

∥∥∥W1/2ΨY G
−1/2 −W1/2ΨXKG−1/2

∥∥∥2
F
.

Example 3.1 (Relaxation of the permutation recovery problem). Permutation matrices sat-
isfy the constraints in (3.1), and (3.2) is related to the problem of finding a permutation matrix
that minimizes the distance to a given matrix, known as permutation recovery problems. This
problem is notoriously challenging to solve due to being NP-hard [25, 42, 48, 61]. Hence, we
may view (3.2) as a relaxation, where we do not assume that KMultDMD is a permutation
matrix. This ensures that the optimization problem can be solved efficiently.



MULTIPLICATIVE DYNAMIC MODE DECOMPOSITION 7

Algorithm 3.1 MultDMD algorithm.

Input: Piecewise constant basis functions Ψ1, . . . ,ΨN with disjoint support, data points
x(1), . . . ,x(M),y(1), . . . ,y(M) ∈ Ω, and quadrature weights ω1, . . . , ωM .

Output: Matrix KMultDMD ∈ RN×N solving (3.2).
1: Initialize the N ×N matrices KMultDMD and ω to zero.
2: for m = 1, . . . ,M do
3: Find the indices im, jm such that ψim(x

(m)) = ψjm(y
(m)) = 1.

4: ωim,jm ← ωim,jm + wm

5: end for
6: Compute the diagonal entries of the Gram matrix Gj ←

∑N
k=1 ωj,k.

7: for i = 1, . . . , N do
8: j0 ← argmin1≤j≤N (Gi − 2ωi,j)/Gj .
9: [KMultDMD]i,j0 ← 1.

10: end for

We propose an efficient algorithm, summarized in Algorithm 3.1, to solve (3.2) by charac-
terizing the manifold of matrices satisfying the constraint (3.1). First, let f = ei and g = ej
where 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ N , and K ∈ CN×N satisfying (3.1). Then, we have

K1i,j = (Kei) ◦ (Kej),

where 1i,j(k) = 1 if k = i = j and 0 otherwise. Taking i = j leads to the constraintsK
2
1,i
...

K2
N,i

 =

K1,i
...

KN,i

 , 1 ≤ i ≤ N,

i.e., Ki,j ∈ {0, 1} for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N . While for any i ̸= j, we have K1,iK1,j
...

KN,iKN,j

 =

0...
0

 .
Therefore, each row of K contains at most one non-zero element equal to one. For example,
the following three matrices satisfy the constraint:

1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0

 ,

0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 1 0
1 0 0 0

 ,

1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0

 .
The set of matrices satisfying the constraint in (3.1) consists of those with entries of either 0
or 1, each row containing at most one non-zero entry. Hence, (3.2) is equivalent to

(3.3) KMultDMD = argmin
K∈{0,1}N×N

rows have at most one 1

M∑
m=1

ωm

N∑
j=1

1

Gj

[
ψj(y

(m))−Ψ(x(m))Kj

]2
,
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where Kj denotes the jth column of K. Let 1 ≤ m ≤ M , since the basis Ψ is piecewise
constant with disjoint support, there exists a unique set Sjm , with y(m) ∈ Sjm . Hence,

ψj(y
(m)) = δj,jm , 1 ≤ j ≤ N,

where δj,jm = 1 if j = jm and 0 otherwise. Similarly, there exists 1 ≤ im ≤ N such that
ψi(x

(m)) = δi,im . It follows that (3.3) is equivalent to

(3.4) KMultDMD = argmin
K∈{0,1}N×N

rows have at most one 1

M∑
m=1

ωm

 1

Gjm

[1−Kim,jm ]
2 +

∑
j ̸=jm

1

Gj
K2

im,j

 .

We introduce the matrix ω ∈ RN×N defined as

(3.5) ωi,j =
M∑

m=1
im=i,jm=j

ωm and Gj =
N∑
k=1

ωj,k

so that (3.4) is equivalent to

KMultDMD = argmin
K∈{0,1}N×N

rows have at most one 1

N∑
i=1

N∑
j=1

ωi,j

 1

Gj
[1−Ki,j ]

2 +
∑
j̃ ̸=j

1

Gj̃

K2
i,j̃

 .

This problem decouples along each row, and for each 1 ≤ i ≤ N , we have the problem

min
Ki,:∈{0,1}N
at most one 1

N∑
j=1

ωi,j

 1

Gj
[1−Ki,j ]

2 +
∑
j̃ ̸=j

1

Gj̃

K2
i,j̃

 .

Suppose that there exists j0 with Ki,j0 = 1. Then, the above becomes

min
1≤j0≤N

∑
j ̸=j0

ωi,j

(
1

Gj
+

1

Gj0

)
=

1

Gj0

−ωi,j0 +
∑
j ̸=j0

ωi,j

+
N∑
j=1

ωi,j
1

Gj

 .

Since
∑N

j=1 ωi,j
1
Gj

is independent of j0, we arrive at

min
1≤j0≤N

1

Gj0

(Gi − 2ωi,j0) , with Gi =

N∑
j=1

ωi,j .

This problem requires O(M +N2) operations to compute the optimal K, which is the same
complexity as standard EDMD for our choice of basis because the Gram matrix Ψ∗

XWΨX

is diagonal. However, MultDMD is often computationally faster in practice (see section 5)
since it returns a sparse matrix KMultDMD with at most N non-zero elements, while KEDMD

is dense and does not enforce the multiplicative property of K.
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3.2. Choice of basis functions. The selection of a dictionary prompts interesting ques-
tions about the placement of support elements for ψ1, . . . , ψN and how this affects the accuracy
of approximating the map F : Ω→ Ω in (1.1). There exists extensive research on the optimal
arrangement of nodes for both interpolation and the approximation of continuous functions
via piecewise discontinuous functions [5, 6, 20,21,23,49,59].

We perform a Voronöı tesselation [3] into N cells, S1, . . . , SN and select the basis functions
as indicator functions of these sets. The centroids µ1, . . . ,µN of the sets, with respect to the
Euclidean distance, are chosen to minimize the following objective function:

(3.6) min
S1,...,SN

N∑
i=1

∑
x(m)∈Si

∥x(m) − µi∥22, µi =
1

|Si|
∑

x(m)∈Si

x(m).

The clustering is performed using the k-means algorithm [38], but one could also use a deep
neural network to find the centroids’ locations and distance [64].

x1

x2

y1

y2

Figure 2. Voronöı tessellation of the state space Ω computed by the k-means clustering algorithm using the
data points x(1), . . .x(m). The basis functions are piecewise constant and locally supported on each Voronöı cell,
whose centroid is highlighted by a red dot. The arrows represent the action of the Koopman operator.

As an illustrative example, Figure 2 shows a Voronöı tesselation of the unit square and
the resulting piecewise constant basis functions supported by the partition. The Koopman
operator K is approximated by a matrix KMultDMD mapping each basis function to at most
one other basis function, which is represented by the arrows in Figure 2. While (3.6) might
be computationally expensive to solve for a large number of data points, one could compute
centroids for a subsampled set of data points (e.g., by randomly or uniformly subsampling
{x(m)}) and use the resulting partition to compute KMultDMD for the full set of data points.

4. Convergence analysis. To motivate MultDMD theoretically, we provide a simple, suf-
ficient condition for the convergence of DMD methods for unitary Koopman operators.

4.1. Spectral measures. Since K is unitary, the spectral theorem [18, Thm. X.4.11] allows
us to diagonalize K through a projection-valued measure E . For each Borel measurable S ⊂ T,
E(S) is a projection onto the spectral elements of K inside S. Moreover,

g =

(∫
T
1 dE(λ)

)
g and Kg =

(∫
T
λ dE(λ)

)
g, g ∈ L2(Ω, ω).
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This formula decomposes g based on the spectral content of K. The projection-valued measure
E simultaneously decomposes the space L2(Ω, ω) and diagonalizes the Koopman operator, akin
to a custom Fourier-type transform that identifies coherent features. Scalar-valued spectral
measures are of interest: for a normalized observable g ∈ L2(Ω, ω) with ∥g∥ = 1, the probabil-
ity measure µg is defined as µg(S) = ⟨E(S)g, g⟩. It is convenient to parametrize T using angle
coordinates. By changing variables to λ = exp(iθ), measures ξg on the interval [−π, π]per are
considered, with dµg(λ) = dξg(θ). This approach is applied to the projection-valued spectral
measure, continuing to denote it as E . The moments of the measure µg are the correlations

(4.1) ⟨Kng, g⟩ =
∫
T
λn dµg(λ) =

∫
[−π,π]per

einθ dξg(θ), n ∈ Z.

For example, if our system corresponds to dynamics on an attractor, these statistical properties
enable the comparisons of complex dynamics [45]. More generally, the spectral measure of K
with respect to g ∈ L2(Ω, ω) is a signature for the forward-time dynamics of (1.1).

4.2. Weak convergence of spectral measures. The convergence of matrix approxima-
tions of K is best analyzed through the convergence of spectral measures, which encode the
spectral content of K. Sometimes, approximations involve spaces outside of H = L2(Ω, ω),
like in DMD methods where approximations of the measure ω are derived from data. Consider
a sequence of unitary operators {Kn} on finite-dimensional Hilbert spaces {Hn}, where both
Hn and H are closed subspaces of a larger Hilbert space X . Denoting orthogonal projections
as Pn : X → Hn and P : X → H, we assume P∗

nPn strongly converges to P∗P as n → ∞.
Given g ∈ H with ∥g∥ = 1, we assume that Png ̸= 0 and let En be the projection-valued
spectral measure of Kn and ξg,n be the scalar-valued spectral measure of Kn with respect to
Png/∥Png∥.

4.2.1. Definitions. We consider weak convergence of spectral measures defined as follows.

Definition 4.1 (Weak convergence of measures). A sequence of Borel measures {βn}n on
[−π, π]per converges weakly to a Borel measure β on [−π, π]per if

(4.2) lim
n→∞

∫
[−π,π]per

ϕ(φ) dβn(φ) =

∫
[−π,π]per

ϕ(φ) dβ(φ), ∀ continuous ϕ : [−π, π]per → C.

The analog of weak convergence for projection-valued spectral measures is the functional
calculus. If F : T→ C is a bounded Borel function, then

(4.3) F (K) =
∫
[−π,π]per

F (eiφ) dE(φ) =
∫
T
F (λ) dE(λ).

Definition 4.2 (Functional calculus convergence). Given the above, En converges in the
functional calculus sense to E if for any g ∈ H and continuous function ϕ : [−π, π]per → C,

(4.4) lim
n→∞

∫
[−π,π]per

ϕ(φ) dEn(φ)Png︸ ︷︷ ︸
ϕ(log(Kn)/i)Png

=

∫
[−π,π]per

ϕ(φ) dE(φ)g︸ ︷︷ ︸
ϕ(log(K)/i)g

.
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The choice ϕ(φ) = exp(imφ) yields convergence of Km
n Png to Kmg and hence the conver-

gence of the Koopman mode decomposition for forecasting. The Portmanteau theorem [32,
Thm. 13.16] yields the following corollaries.

Corollary 4.3. Suppose that ξg,n converges weakly to ξg for any g ∈ H. If U ⊂ T is an open
set with U ∩ Sp(K) ̸= ∅, then there exists N ∈ N such that if n ≥ N then U ∩ Sp(Kn) ̸= ∅.

Corollary 4.4. Let E ⊂ [−π, π]per be closed with exp(iE) ∩ Sp(K) = ∅, then
(i) The weak convergence of ξg,n to ξg implies limn→∞ ξg,n(E) = 0;
(ii) The convergence En in the functional calculus sense to E implies

lim
n→∞

∫
E
1 dEn(φ)Png = 0, for all g ∈ H = L2(Ω, ω).

Corollary 4.3 says that the discretization does not miss any parts of the spectrum, whereas
Corollary 4.4 ensures that the contribution of spurious eigenvalues diminishes as the measures
converge. Weak convergence and convergence of the functional calculus are highly desirable
and encompass important dynamical convergence and consistency.

4.2.2. A simple sufficient condition. The following theorem provides a sufficient condi-
tion for the convergence of spectral measures and the functional calculus under the condition
that the approximation operators are unitary. Here, Tn

w−→ T means that Tn converges weakly
to T , i.e., limn→∞⟨Tnv, w⟩ = ⟨Tv,w⟩ for all v, w ∈ X , while Tn s−→ T means that Tn converges
strongly to T , i.e., limn→∞ Tnv = Tv for all v ∈ X .

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that K and {Kn} are unitary and that KnPn w−→ KP. Then ξg,n
converges weakly to ξg and En converges in the functional calculus sense to E as n→∞.

Proof. Suppose that KnPn w−→ KP and g ∈ X . Then KnPng converge weakly in X to KPg
as n → ∞. Since Kn is unitary and hence an isometry, ∥KnPng∥ = ∥Png∥, which converges
to ∥Pg∥ = ∥KPg∥. Weak convergence of a sequence of vectors and convergence of norms
implies convergence of the sequence of vectors. Hence, KnPng converges in X to KPg and
hence KnPn s−→ KP. Moreover, K∗

nPn
w−→ K∗P, since the adjoint operation is continuous with

respect to the weak operator topology. The same argument now shows that K∗
nPn

s−→ K∗P.
We prove that En converges in the functional calculus sense to E . The weak convergence of

scalar-valued measures follows by taking an inner product and the fact that limn→∞ ∥Png∥ =
∥Pg∥. Trigonometric polynomials are dense in C[−π,π]per and hence it is enough to consider
ϕ(φ) = exp(imφ) for m ∈ Z in (4.4). The functional calculus shows that for g ∈ L2(Ω, ω),∫

[−π,π]per

eimφ dEn(φ)Pnv = [KnPn]mv,
∫
[−π,π]per

eimφ dE(φ)v = [KP]mv.

Since multiplication is jointly continuous in the strong operator topology and KnPn s−→ KP
and K∗

nPn
s−→ K∗P, limn→∞[AnPn]mv = [AP]mv for all m ∈ Z. The theorem follows.

4.3. Applications of Theorem 4.5. We can apply Theorem 4.5 to mpEDMD [12] (sub-
section 2.2) and periodic approximations [26] (see subsection 2.3).

Example 4.6 (mpEDMD). Suppose that AN = PNKP∗
N , which corresponds to the large

data limit of EDMD. Since VN is finite-dimensional, we can write AN = KN (A∗
NAN )1/2, for a
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unitary operator KN , where we take the non-negative square-root of the self-adjoint operator
A∗

NAN . The paper [12] showed that mpEDMD is essentially a DMD-type approximation of

the abstract operator KN . Moreover, it was shown that KNPN s−→ K and hence Theorem 4.5.

Example 4.7 (periodic approximations). Periodic approximations explicitly enforce a bijec-
tion on a state-space partition to preserve the unitary property of the Koopman operator. The
setup of [26] assumes that ω is finite and absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure. They consider a sequence of partitions Pn = {p1,n, . . . , pqn,n} of Ω such that

(i) Each set in the partition is of equal measure:3 ω(pj,n) = ω(Ω)/qn;
(ii) The maximum diameter converges to zero: limn→∞maxj=1,...,qn supx,y∈pj,n |x−y| = 0;
(iii) Pn+1 is a refinement of Pn.

One can associate with the partition Pn unitary operators Kn that act as a permutation on the
sets in the partition. If F is continuous, then under the above conditions, there exists a choice
ofKn withKnPn s−→ K [26, Thm. 5.2]. This idea builds upon a rich tradition of studying ergodic
systems through periodic approximations [28, 36, 47, 51]. For example, the Rokhlin–Halmos
lemma [56, Thm. 4.1.1] says that periodic transformations (without necessarily enforcing the
sets in the partition to have equal measure) are dense in the space of all automorphisms of
a Lebesgue space equipped with a suitable topology. Various properties of the dynamical
systems are connected to the rapidity of their approximation by the periodic ones [31].

These examples serve as a theoretical motivation for our MultDMD algorithm introduced
in section 3. Indeed, one can interpret MultDMD as a combination of mpEDMD with periodic
approximations, along with suitable relaxations to make the resulting optimization problem
feasible. Certain algorithmic choices we employ are motivated directly by Theorem 4.5. In
particular, the proof of Theorem 4.5 goes through for MultDMD with n = N after the large
data limit M →∞ (even in the case of non-unitary approximations) if:

• MultDMD converges to K in the above weak sense;
• The norm of MultDMD applied to a given g converges to ∥Kg∥;
• The eigenvector matrix of MultDMD is uniformly conditioned as n→∞.

This final condition is needed to reduce the convergence when integrated against a general
continuous ϕ to convergence when integrated against trigonometric polynomials.

5. Numerical examples. We now consider four distinct examples. The first two are the
nonlinear pendulum and the Lorenz system. These systems have Koopman operators with
continuous spectra on T\{1}. The final two systems are standard benchmarks in fluid dy-
namics with noisy data and have a pure point spectrum. Note that the method of periodic
approximations cannot be applied to any of these four systems.

5.1. Nonlinear pendulum. We consider the nonlinear pendulum given by

(5.1) ẋ1 = x2, ẋ2 = − sin(3x1), x = (x1, x2) ∈ Ω = [−π/3, π/3]per × R.

We simulate 400 trajectories of the dynamical system (5.1) by sampling the initial conditions
on a uniform grid in [−0.6, 0.6]2 to ensure that the trajectories remain in the domain [−1, 1]2.

3This condition is why ω is restricted to have no atoms. In particular, the abstract theory surrounding the
existence of periodic approximations assumes that the space (Ω, ω) is a Lebesgue space. One should think of
this as saying that ω is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure up to atoms.
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We integrate the system in time up to t = 10 using MATLAB’s ode45 function. The solutions
are then interpolated at uniform times between [0, 10] with a time step ∆t = 0.1, resulting in
M = 4× 104 snapshots.
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Figure 3. Left: Trajectories of the nonlinear pendulum system (5.1). Middle and right: Eigenvalues
of the Koopman operator K for the nonlinear pendulum system computed using MultDMD and EDMD. The
eigenvalues are colored according to the residual of the eigenpairs, estimated by the ResDMD method. The
eigenvalues corresponding to eigenvectors supported on fewer than 50 support elements have been discarded to
take into account discretization error, as well as the zero eigenvalues computed by MultDMD. The unit circle
is highlighted in black and indicates the spectrum of the Koopman operator.

The left panel in Figure 3 displays examples of trajectories of the system. We select
N = 1000 basis functions by performing a Voronöı tesselation of the state space with the
k-means algorithm using the data points x(1), . . . ,x(M). The partition of the state space can
be observed in Figure 4. The initial centroid locations are chosen by selecting N observations
from x using the k-means++ algorithm [2], following MATLAB’s default implementation of
k-means. The quadrature weights {wm}Mm=1 used to discretize the integral in (2.1) are chosen
to be uniform as wm = 1/M for simplicity. We then compute the matrix KMultDMD, which
approximates the action of the Koopman operator on the finite-dimensional subspace spanned
by the piecewise constant basis functions using MultDMD (Algorithm 3.1). We also compute
the matrix KEDMD using the standard EDMD procedure described in subsection 2.1 as a
comparison.

The middle and right panels of Figure 3 display the eigenvalues of KMultDMD and KEDMD,
which are colored according to the residual of the eigenpair (λ,g), computed by ResDMD [15,
17]. Namely, for a candidate eigenpair (λ,g), the relative residual is defined as [15, Eq. (3.2)]

(5.2) res(λ,g) =

√
g∗[Ψ∗

Y WΨY − λ[Ψ∗
XWΨY ]∗ − λΨ∗

XWΨY + |λ|2Ψ∗
XWΨX ]g

g∗[Ψ∗
XWΨY ]g

.

This is a convergent approximation of the (infinite-dimensional) residual ∥(K − λI)g∥/∥g∥
of the Koopman operator K. An advantage of our choice of basis functions is that (5.2)
can be computed efficiently since the matrices Ψ∗

XWΨX and Ψ∗
Y WΨY are diagonal, while

Ψ∗
XWΨY is often sparse. If ω denotes the matrix defined in (3.5), then

Ψ∗
XWΨX = diag(sum(ω, 2)), Ψ∗

Y WΨY = diag(sum(ω, 1)),
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Figure 4. Eigenfunctions for the pendulum system along with the corresponding eigenvalues calculated using
the MultDMD algorithm (a) and EDMD algorithm (b). The eigenfunctions are normalized to have norm one.
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where we employed MATLAB’s notation for the sum of a matrix over its columns or rows.
The eigenvalues of MultDMD lie on the unit circle, which is the spectrum of the Koopman
operator. In contrast, many EDMD eigenvalues are spurious and inside the circle despite
using the same dictionary as MultDMD.

Next, in Figure 4, we display a selection of eigenfunctions computed using the MultDMD
and EDMD algorithms. The EDMD eigenfunctions show severe dissipation, evidenced by the
lack of coherency along constant energy surfaces. In contrast, the MultDMD eigenfunctions
show modal structure along constant energy surfaces. Although the Koopman operators
associated with the nonlinear pendulum have no eigenvalues (except λ = 1), MultDMD reflects
the generalized eigenfunctions of the Koopman operator, which are Dirac delta distributions
of plane waves supported on constant energy surfaces [16,44].
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Figure 5. Computational time for computing the Koopman matrix with EDMD and MultDMD as a function
of the number of sample points M (left) and the number of basis functions N (right).

Finally, in Figure 5, we report the computational time4 of EDMD and MultDMD with
respect to the number of snapshots M and the number of basis functions N . Here, we record
the computational time needed for computing the approximation matrix to the Koopman
operator given the set of basis functions (similar in both methods), i.e. the timings of Algo-
rithm 3.1 in the case of MultDMD. While both methods have similar asymptotic behavior, we
observe that MultDMD is slightly faster than EDMD, especially for large values of N . This
is because the matrix KMultDMD is sparse, while KEDMD is dense.

5.2. Lorenz attractor. Next, we consider the Lorenz system [39] described by three cou-
pled ordinary differential equations:

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

We use the initial condition x0 = y0 = z0 = 1 and consider the dynamics of x = (x, y, z) on
the Lorenz attractor Ω. The system is chaotic and strongly mixing [41] (and hence ergodic).
It follows that the only eigenvalue (including multiplicities) of K is the trivial eigenvalue
λ = 1, corresponding to a constant eigenfunction. We collect snapshots of the system by

4Timings were measured in MATLAB R2023a on a laptop with an Intel® Core™ i5-8350U CPU.
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integrating (5.3) in time using MATLAB’s ode45 implementation of an explicit (4, 5) Runge–
Kutta method up to a final time of T = 104 with a time step of ∆t = 0.01, resulting in 106

snapshots. Then, we remove the first 104 snapshots to neglect the effect of the initial condition
and ensure that the trajectories lie on the Lorenz attractor, resulting in M = 9.9 × 105

data points. Although this system is chaotic, we still have convergence as in (2.4) owing to
the phenomenon of shadowing. Similarly to the nonlinear pendulum example, we perform
a Voronöı tesselation of the state space with the k-means algorithm and select N = 5000
basis functions. Given the large number of data points, we perform k-means on a smaller
matrix consisting of x subsampled every ten time steps to find the centroid locations. The
quadrature weights {wm}Mm=1 used to discretize the integral in (2.1) are chosen to be uniform
as wm = 1/M , which corresponds to ergodic sampling.
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Figure 6. MultDMD eigenfunctions for the Lorenz system and associated eigenvalues.
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Figure 6 displays a subset of the eigenfunctions computed using MultDMD. Although the
system has no non-trivial eigenfunctions, the MultDMD eigenfunctions should be interpreted
as approximate eigenfunctions and feature coherent structures. Moreover, the eigenvalues
obtained by MultDMD satisfy a multiplicative group structure of the form {λk0}k, where
λ0 ≈ e0.04i, that approximate the continuous spectrum of the Lorenz system located on the
unit circle. A movie available as Supplementary Material shows the evolution of the MultDMD
eigenfunctions over time.
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Figure 7. Distortion (average distance to nearest centroid) of the k-means clustering algorithm for the
Lorenz system as a function of the number of basis functions N .

Finally, in Figure 7, we display the distortion of the k-means clustering algorithm as a
function of the number of basis functions N for the Lorenz system example. The distortion
is defined as the average distance of each data point to its nearest centroid and may be used
to determine the appropriate number of basis functions. The plot shows an elbow point at
N = 500, indicating that one can reduce the number of basis functions without significantly
affecting the quality of the approximation.
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Figure 8. Left: Snapshot of the vorticity for the cylinder wake example. Right: Snapshot of the vorticity
with 40% added Gaussian random noise.

5.3. Noisy cylinder wake. For our next example, we consider a classical cylinder wake
at Re = 100. We use the dataset described in [14] (computed using an incompressible, two-
dimensional lattice-Boltzmann solver [30,58] at 158624 grid points) and consisting in vorticity
field. We consider just 80 snapshots and corrupt the data with 40% Gaussian random noise.
A snapshot of the vorticity data, with and without noise, is shown in Figure 8. To apply the
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MultDMD algorithm, we first project onto the first three POD modes. We then run MultDMD
in this compressed state space with N = 80. This example demonstrates how MultDMD can
be applied to systems with an initially high-dimensional state space and to data corrupted
with severe noise.
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Figure 9. Comparison of eigenvalues computed using MultDMD (top), exact DMD (middle), and
mpEDMD/piDMD (bottom), which produce the same eigenvalues for this particular example when using a
POD basis. The eigenvalues are normalized with respect to the base eigenvalue of λ0 of the system. Hence, the
exact eigenvalues correspond to 0,±1,±2, . . . in the figure.

At this Reynolds number, the flow is periodic. The Koopman operator associated with
this system has a pure point spectrum consisting of powers of a base eigenvalue λ0. Figure 9
shows the eigenvalues computed by MultDMD, exact DMD, and mpEDMD/piDMD.5 While
all of the standard methods are successful in the noise-free regime, they fail to approximate
the spectrum accurately under severe noise perturbation. In contrast, MultDMD successfully
captures the lattice structure of the spectrum in this high-noise regime. Figure 10 compares
the dominant modes computed by MultDMD with the noisy data and the ground truth (noise-
free). MultDMD successfully captures coherent features, even in the presence of severe noise
perturbation.

5.4. Noisy lid-driven cavity. As a final example, we consider the classical lid-driven cavity
flow. The setup is an incompressible viscous fluid confined to a rectangular box with a moving
lid. We use data from [1] at Re = 16000 computed using a Chebyshev collocation method
with 65 × 65 = 4225 collocation points. We consider 1000 snapshots and corrupt the data
with 40% Gaussian random noise. A snapshot of the vorticity data, with and without noise,
is shown in Figure 11. To apply the MultDMD algorithm, we first project onto the first five
POD modes. We then run MultDMD in this compressed state space with N = 1000.

5piDMD and mpDMD produce the same eigenvalues for this particular example when using a POD basis.
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Figure 10. The MultDMD modes of the cylinder wake corresponding to the mean and first five powers of
λ0 (negative powers of λ0 can be obtained by conjugate symmetry).

At this Reynolds number, the flow is quasiperiodic and posses an attractor diffeomorphic
to a torus, with two base Koopman eigenvalues λ1 and λ2 [1, App. B]. The Koopman spectrum
is pure point with eigenvalues λn1λ

m
2 for m,n ∈ Z. Figure 12 shows the eigenvalues computed

by MultDMD, exact DMD, and mpEDMD/piDMD.6 MultDMD is once again able to capture
the lattice structure of the spectrum in this high noise regime, unlike all of the other methods.

6Again, piDMD and mpDMD produce the same eigenvalues for this particular example when using a POD
basis.



20 N. BOULLÉ AND M. J. COLBROOK

−1 −0.5 0 0.5 1
−1

−0.5

0

0.5

1

x

y

Noise-free data

−1 −0.5 0 0.5 1
−1

−0.5

0

0.5

1

x

y

Noisy data

Figure 11. Left: Snapshot of the vorticity for the lid-driven cavity. Right: Snapshot of the vorticity with
40% added Gaussian random noise.

Finally, we compute the MultDMD modes corresponding to λ = 1, λ1 and λ2.
7 These are

shown in Figure 13 and compared to the noise-free ground truth. We observe that MultDMD
successfully captures coherent features, even in the presence of severe noise.
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Figure 12. Comparison of eigenvalues computed using MultDMD (top), exact DMD (middle), and
mpEDMD/piDMD (bottom), which produce the same eigenvalues for this particular example when using a
POD basis. The eigenvalues are normalized with respect to one of the base eigenvalues, λ1, of the system. The
dominant eigenvalues (computed with noise-free data and verified by comparing all three methods) are shown
as green dots.

7These are not the eigenvalues closest to 1 in Figure 12 due to the quasiperiodic structure of the spectrum.
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Figure 13. The first three modes of the noise-free lid-driven cavity example (top row) along with the ones
discovered by MultDMD on noisy data (bottom row).

6. Conclusions. We introduced the Multiplicative Dynamic Mode Decomposition (Mult-
DMD) as a robust approach for approximating the Koopman operator whilst preserving its
inherent multiplicative structure within a finite-dimensional framework. The effectiveness of
our method is evidenced through examples from various dynamical systems, including the
nonlinear pendulum, the Lorenz system, and a noisy cylinder wake. Each example highlights
MultDMD’s capability to capture and preserve the spectral properties of the Koopman oper-
ator, proving to be especially proficient in environments afflicted by significant noise levels.

Numerous further extensions of this work could be considered. For example, the approxi-
mate point spectrum and the set of eigenvalues of general Koopman operators (not necessarily
unitary) exhibit circular symmetry. It would be interesting to extend MultDMD to systems
with a dissipative component or to apply it to the measure-preserving parts of systems. An-
other strategy could involve enforcing the multiplicative structure after forming a matrix
approximation of the Koopman operator, possibly within a larger tensor-product space of
observables. One could also consider adaptive methods that dynamically adjust our basis
functions based on the evolving characteristics of the dynamical system. While MultDMD
has shown promise in computational efficiency, there is scope for algorithmic improvements in
very high-dimensional systems. Finally, deeper theoretical investigations into the convergence
properties of MultDMD, especially concerning its ability to recover exact Koopman operators
under varying conditions, would be beneficial. A challenge here is that MultDMD does not
necessarily lead to unitary approximations.
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