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Abstract

The paper studies parametric Reduced Order Models (ROMs) for the Kuramoto–Sivashinsky (KS)
and generalized Kuramoto–Sivashinsky (gKS) equations. We consider several POD and POD-DEIM
projection ROMs with various strategies for parameter sampling and snapshot collection. The aim is to
identify an approach for constructing a ROM that is efficient across a range of parameters, encompassing
several regimes exhibited by the KS and gKS solutions: weakly chaotic, transitional, and quasi-periodic
dynamics. We describe such an approach and demonstrate that it is essential to develop ROMs that
adequately represent the short-time transient behavior of the gKS model.

1 Introduction

Reduced-order modeling (ROM) of systems exhibiting chaotic (turbulent) and more deterministic (laminar)
behavior has been an active area of research for several decades. ROMs have been successfully applied
to numerically solve various mathematical models of such systems, often formulated in terms of partial
differential equations (PDEs). A major ongoing challenge is developing ROMs that remain both effective
and efficient across a range of parameter values upon which the system may depend, particularly when the
solution behavior transitions from chaotic to more deterministic depending on these parameters. Solving
such parametric systems is a common need in fields like uncertainty quantification and inverse modeling.

The development of ROMs for parametric fluid systems has already been addressed in the literature;
see. e.g., [26, 40, 22, 18, 42, 19] for the recent work on the subject. These studies primarily consider cases
where the flow regime does not change under the allowed variation of parameters, remaining either laminar,
transitional, or turbulent. However, there are situations, such as in shape design, where the flow’s statistical
behavior changes dramatically depending on the parameter values. In these cases, ROMs that perform well
for laminar flows may fail to represent turbulent solutions, and vice versa.

To gain insight into the behavior of projection-based ROMs (such as POD-ROMs) under these conditions
and to provide practical recommendations, this paper focuses on a prototypical model: the generalized
Kuramoto–Sivashinsky (gKS) equations. The solutions to these equations exhibit various regimes, ranging
from spatio-temporal chaos to quasi-periodic behavior, with the regime largely determined by the value of a
critical parameter.

The development of ROMs for the KS and gKS equations has already been addressed in the literature.
Existing approaches include stochastic reduced models [50, 44, 31], POD-ROMs [30, 56, 45], and neural
network-based ROMs [37, 1]. However, these studies have primarily focused on recovering statistics of
interest for either chaotic or deterministic solutions of the equations through reduced modeling.

The paper focuses on projection-based reduced-order models (ROMs), which construct surrogate models
by projecting a high-fidelity system onto a low-dimensional, problem-dependent vector space [5]. Prominent
examples of such ROMs for dynamical systems include proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) ROMs [32,
46] and its variants, such as POD-DEIM [8] and balanced POD [43], along with PGD-ROMs [9, 10]. These
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methods derive the projection basis by leveraging information from high-fidelity solutions sampled at specific
time instances and/or parameter values, commonly referred to as solution snapshots. However, constructing
a general low-dimensional space that remains accurate across a wide range of parameters and over long time
horizons can be highly challenging, if not infeasible. While such a space may effectively capture the training
data, it often lacks predictive accuracy beyond the reference simulations.

Several approaches have been proposed to address this limitation. Partitioning strategies, introduced
in [16, 15, 3], divide the parameter domain and assign local reduced-order bases to each subdomain offline.
In [2, 49], the authors suggested adapting precomputed reduced-order spaces by interpolating them for
out-of-sample parameters along geodesics on the Grassmann manifold. Another approach, which utilizes
the inherent tensor structure of the space-time-parameter domain to build parameter-specific local reduced
spaces, was introduced in [34, 35]. While these techniques have shown varying degrees of success in systems
with smooth parameter dependencies and relatively simple solution manifolds, it is still a challenge to extend
the methodology for a parametric dynamical system exhibiting multiple regimes within the given parameter
range. In this paper, we take a step in addressing this challenge and investigate the feasibility of several
strategies for building projection based ROMs (POD–ROM and POD–DEIM–ROM) for the model example
of the generalized Kuramoto–Sivashinsky equation.

The paper investigates several single-parameter and multi-parameter training strategies for training a
reduced-order model (ROM). We examine how the selection of the training set of parameters and initial
conditions affects the ROM’s ability to predict solutions across various regimes exhibited by the KS and gKS
equations: weakly chaotic, transitional, and quasi-periodic dynamics. We will show that efficient prediction
of solutions beyond the set of parameters and initial conditions used for training requires including additional
snapshots that capture chaotic or short-time transient behaviors of the gKS model. Additionally, the paper
argues that conventional error metrics, such as the difference between FOM and ROM solutions measured in
various norms, may not always be suitable for assessing ROM performance—not only in turbulent regimes
but also for transitional solutions that exhibit the formation of persistent patterns. In addition, for turbulent
regimes, we examine whether ROMs reproduce the statistical behavior of solutions. To this end, we compare
the power spectra computed from FOM and ROM simulations.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Sections 2 and 3 review the KS and gKS equations and
the parametric POD-ROM, respectively. Section 4, the core of the paper, introduces our training strategies
and the metrics used to assess ROM quality. Depending on the value of the problem parameter, our study
covers three solution regimes: the chaotic regime (Section 4.1.2), the transient regime with persistent pattern
formation (Section 4.1.3), and the laminar regime (Section 4.1.4). Section 4.2 examines the performance
of the DEIM hyper-reduction technique for handling nonlinear terms in the equations. Finally, several
conclusions are presented in Section 5.

2 KS and gKS equations

Kuramoto-Sivashinsky (KS) equation [29, 47] has become a classical model for studies of spatio-temporal
chaos. The generalized Kuramoto-Sivashinsky (gKS) equation in 1D has the following form

∂u

∂t
+

1

2

∂u2

∂x
+

∂2u

∂x2
+ γ

∂3u

∂x3
+

∂4u

∂x4
= 0 (1)

usually supplemented with periodic boundary conditions u(0, t) = u(L, t). The KS equation is a particular
case of the gKS with γ = 0. In (1), L plays the role of the bifurcation parameter which determines the
number of linearly unstable Fourier modes Sunst =

⌊
L
2π

⌋
, where ⌊·⌋ denotes the lowest integer. The most

unstable wavenumber is given by Munst =
L

2
√
2π

.

The KS equation has been the subject of an extensive investigation. In particular, it was demonstrated
that the KS model has a finite-dimensional attractor and, thus, is equivalent to a finite-dimensional dynamical
system [12, 20, 39] (see [51] for an overview). Moreover, it can be shown that the attractor is an inertial
manifold [24, 11, 52]. Many other analytical and numerical studies have been performed (e.g. [28, 23, 48, 38]).
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The dynamics of the gKS equation also has been studied extensively (e.g. [27, 36, 25, 4, 6, 17, 13, 54, 14,
53, 41, 7]). It has been demonstrated that parameter γ has a strong influence on the dynamics of the gKS
equation. For smaller values of γ near zero, the system exhibits spatio-temporal chaos, similar to the KS
equation. As γ increases, the system exhibits a transition towards less chaotic or even non-chaotic dynamics
(see [21] for a detailed numerical study). In the limit γ → ∞ the gKS equation is equivalent to the integrable
Korteweg–deVries (KdV) equation (e.g. [54]).

3 Parametric POD–DEIM–ROM

For the space discretization of (1) we use a uniform grid on [0, L] and apply a finite-difference discretization
where nonlinear fluxes F (u) = −u2/2 are discretized explicitly using Fi+1/2 = −(u2

i + uiui+1 + u2
i+1)/6

and linear terms are discretized implicitly. This discretization of the nonlinear term was used previously in
[55, 33]. The resulting system of ODEs takes the form of the parameterized dynamical systems: for a given
γ from the parameter domain G = [0,Γ] find u = u(t, γ) : [0, T ) → RM solving

ut = A(γ)u+ f(u), t ∈ (0, T ), and u|t=0 = u0. (2)

Here A(γ) is an M ×M matrix corresponding to the linear space derivatives in (1) and f : RM → RM stands
for the discrete nonlinear term; u0 is an initial value projected on the grid.

To formulate a POD–DEIM ROM for (2), consider a training set of K parameters sampled from the

parameter domain, Ĝ := {γ̂1, . . . , γ̂K} ⊂ G. Hereafter we use hats to denote parameters from the training

set Ĝ. At the first, offline stage of POD–DEIM, one computes through the full-order numerical simulations
a collection of solution snapshots

ϕj(γ̂k) = u(tj , γ̂k) ∈ RM , j = 1, . . . , N, k = 1, . . . ,K, (3)

and non-linear term snapshots

ψj(γ̂k) = f(u(tj , γ̂k)) ∈ RM , j = 1, . . . , N, k = 1, . . . ,K, (4)

further referred to as u- and f -snapshots, respectively, at times 0 ≤ t1, . . . , tN ≤ T , and for γ̂k from the
training set Ĝ. For a desired reduced space dimension n ≪ M , one computes the reduced space basis
{upod

i }ni=1 ⊂ RM , referred to as the POD basis, such that the projection subspace span
{
upod
1 , . . . ,upod

n

}
approximates the space spanned by all u-snapshots in the best possible way. This is achieved by assembling
the matrix of all u-snapshots

Φpod = [ϕ1(γ1), . . . ,ϕN (γ1), . . . ,ϕ1(γK), . . . ,ϕN (γK), ] ∈ RM×NK (5)

and computing its SVD. Then, the POD reduced basis upod
i , i = 1, . . . , n, consists of the first n left singular

vectors of Φpod.

Consider bow the M × n matrix Upod = [upod
1 , . . . ,upod

n ]. At the second, online stage, the POD–ROM
solution urom is found through its vector of coordinates β in the space range(Upod), i.e., u

rom = Upodβ,
which solve the projected system

βt = UT
podA(γ)Upodβ +UT

podf(Upodβ), t ∈ (0, T ), and β|t=0 = UT
podu0. (6)

While the projected matrix UT
podAγUpod can be pre-computed during the offline stage, to efficiently

evaluate the nonlinear term in (6) during the online stage, we apply the discrete empirical interpolation
method (DEIM) [8]. In this widely-used hyper-reduction technique, the nonlinear term is approximated
within a lower-dimensional subspace of the space spanned by all f -snapshots. To define the orthogonal basis
{ypod

i }ni=1 ⊂ RM for this subspace, one takes the first n left singular vector of the matrix:

Ψpod = [ψ1(γ1), . . . ,ψN (γ1), . . . ,ψ1(γK), . . . ,ψN (γK)] ∈ RM×NK , (7)
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consisting of all pre-computed f -snapshots. These n first left singular vectors of (7) form the matrix Ypod =

[ypod
1 , . . . ,ypod

n ]. Then, DEIM approximates the nonlinear term of (2) via

f(u) ≈ Ypod(P
TYpod)

−1PT f(u), (8)

where the ’selection’ matrix is defined as:

P := [eη1
, . . . , eηn

] ∈ RM×n, (9)

This matrix, P, is constructed so that for any f ∈ RM , the vector PT f contains n entries selected from f with
indices η = [η1, . . . , ηn]

T ∈ Rn. DEIM determines η entirely based on the information within Ypod using a
greedy algorithm; we refer to [8] for further details.

The singular values of Φpod and Ψpod provide information about the representation power of the ROMs

subspaces span
{
upod
1 , . . . ,upod

n

}
and span

{
ypod
1 , . . . ,ypod

n

}
, respectively. In particular, the following estimate

follows from the Eckart–Young–Mirsky theorem:

K∑
k=1

N∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥ϕi(γk)−
n∑

j=1

〈
ϕi(γk),u

pod
j

〉
upod
j

∥∥∥∥2
ℓ2

≤
NK∑

j=n+1

σ2
i (Φpod), (10)

for representation of the solution states, and similarly for ypod
j and f -snapshots ψi(γk). Therefore, to

determine the dimension of the reduced space, we take such minimal n that

NK∑
j=n+1

σ2
i (Φpod) ≤ ε∥Φpod∥2F

with the threshold parameter ε.
Summarizing, the POD–DEIM ROM of (2) takes the form

βt = UT
podA(γ)Upodβ + (UT

podYpod)(P
TYpod)

−1PT f(Upodβ), t ∈ (0, T ), (11)

with the initial condition β|t=0 = UT
podu0, for β(t) : [0, T ] → Rn so that u(t) is approximated by urom(t) :

[0, T ] → span
{
upod
1 , . . . ,upod

n

}
, where urom(t) = Upodβ(t).

Remark. We also consider the case where the initial condition u0(x, α⃗) in (2) is parametrized by a parameter
vector α⃗ from a parameter domain in RJ . In this case, the parameter domain is sampled with W trial values
for each γi, where i = 1, . . . ,K. Therefore, the matrices Φpod and Ψpod from (5) and (7) are M × (NKW )
matrices. We distinguish between the sampling of parameters γ and α⃗, as these parameters play very
different roles in the system dynamics. For each fixed α⃗, the set of collected snapshots will be referred to as
a ’trajectory’.

4 Numerical Results and Analysis

In this section, we present our numerical results on the performance of ROMs for the KS and gKS equations.
Specifically, we focus on constructing ROMs with high predictive utility across a range of parameter values
γ. This task is particularly challenging because the behavior of the gKS equation changes drastically as γ
increases (see, e.g., [21]). Notably, the chaotic regime is relatively narrow, occurring approximately within γ ∈
[0, 0.15]. We demonstrate that even for larger γ, ROMs built with a sufficient number of chaotic or “transient”
(non-chaotic regime) snapshots significantly outperform those constructed from purely non-chaotic time
series. To this end, we analyze ROMs constructed from datasets specifically designed to emphasize either
the chaotic (or transient) regime or the more deterministic behavior.
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Parameters and Initial Conditions. We use the following parameters in simulations of the KS and
gKS equations. The number of spatial points is M = 256, domain size L = 60 (except for Figure 1 and
corresponding simulations), time-step δt = 0.001, the total number of snapshots for constructing ROMs is
N∗ = 20, 000, time-step for collecting snapshots ∆t = 0.5. The domain size L = 60 corresponds to 18
unstable wavenumbers in Fourier space, and the most unstable wavenumber is 7. For all simulations, initial
conditions are generated as

u(x, 0) =

J∑
j=1

Aj cos

(
2πjx

L
+ ϕj

)
, (12)

where Aj ∼ 0.1 × Unif[−1, 1], ϕj ∼ Unif[0, 2π]. To build our ROMs, we utilize J = 8, while testing the
ROMs’ performance and robustness, we employ a broader range of values J = 3, 8, 22.

Selecting the Reduced dimension. Singular Value Decomposition (SVD) is used to identify the mini-
mum number of singular values necessary to accurately represent the data. First, we define cumulative sum
of singular values Si =

∑
j≥i σj and cumulative variance ratio Ci = Si/S1. Then we define the optimal

reduced dimension as r = min{i : Ci < V }, where V is a preselected threshold. In this paper, we use
V = 10−2, i.e. our ROMs bases accumulate 99% of the energy).

Figure 1: Simulations of the KS equation. Cumulative variance ratio, Ci, for different values of L and the
corresponding optimal reduced dimension. The optimal reduced dimension is selected when Ci becomes less
than 10−2.

To analyze the effect of the spatial domain length L on reduced dimension selection, cumulative sums
of singular values are plotted for four values of L in Figure 1. The figure demonstrates that larger L
values require more singular vectors to adequately capture the system’s behavior. This reveals a linear
relationship between L and the number of modes necessary to construct ROMs with the same threshold V
as L increases. Since the number of unstable wavenumbers scales linearly with L, the KS equation exhibits
greater complexity for larger L, requiring a higher rank to effectively capture the dynamics of the KS and
gKS models.

4.1 Comparing Performance of Different ROMs

From now on, we consider L = 60. In our study, we construct the reduced basis for ROMs using N∗ = 20, 000
snapshots of the FOM solution. We consider several approaches for sampling these snapshots from numerical
solutions. In particular, we analyze several ROMs where Φpod is constructed using snapshots for a single
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value of γ, as well as ROMs where Φpod is constructed using a combination of snapshots for multiple values
of γ. In all cases, the total number of snapshots is N∗, and the sampling time-step is ∆t = tj+1 − tj = 0.5.

All ROMs discussed in this paper are constructed using V = 10−2 as a threshold. The corresponding
ranks vary slightly for different approaches but fall within the range r ∈ [41, 47].

Next, we compare and contrast the following three approaches:

• Single trajectory sampling for γ = 0: Sample snapshots from a single trajectory for γ = 0. The
total simulation time is Ts = 10, 000, corresponding to N = N∗, K = 1, and W = 1. The dimension
of this ROM is r = 41.

• Multiple trajectory sampling for γ = 5: Sample snapshots from W trajectories generated using
different initial conditions for a single γ = 5 (K = 1). When W increases, the total number of collected
snapshots remains fixed at N∗. Consequently, trajectories become shorter, and a larger percentage of
snapshots are sampled from the chaotic (or transient) regime. Specifically, we consider W = 250, 100,
and 25, with the total number of snapshots from a single trajectory being N∗/W . The resulting ranks
are 46, 47, and 47, respectively.

• Multi-parameter sampling for γ: Sample snapshots from trajectories generated using multiple
values of γ. We use W = 1 and K = 5 different values of γ, with N = N∗/K = 4, 000 snapshots
sampled for each value. Although the number of parameters is fixed at K = 5, we consider four
different parameter domains Ĝ for sampling:

– (i) Ĝ1 = {3, 4, 5, 7, 10}

– (ii) Ĝ2 = {0, 4, 5, 7, 10}

– (iii) Ĝ3 = {0, 0.3, 1, 5, 10}

– (iv) Ĝ4 = {0, 0.2, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9}

The corresponding ranks are 44, 43, 41, and 41, respectively.

Recall that smaller values of γ correspond to chaotic (or transient) regimes. Therefore, Ĝ1 includes very

few snapshots from the chaotic regime, while Ĝ4 includes many snapshots from the chaotic regime. We
observe that the performance of the ROM improves as more chaotic snapshots are included in Φpod.

Performance assessment: To gauge the performance of ROMs, we will focus on several statistics such as
(i) Prediction time (measures the short-term prediction capability of the ROM); (ii) Power spectra (measures
the statistical properties of chaotic solutions); (iii) Persistent patterns (assesses the prediction of long-term
solution behavior).

4.1.1 Averaged Prediction Time.

First, we evaluate the performance of different reduced order models by comparing the prediction accuracy
for several randomly chosen initial conditions. For this purpose, we define the prediction time of the ROM
for a given initial condition as

Trom(u0) = arg max
t∈[0,T ]

{
t : sup

t′∈[0,t]

∥urom(t′)− ufom(t′)∥L2(0,L)

∥ufom(t′)∥L2(0,L)
≤ 10−1

}
, (13)

where ufom solves (2).
In particular, we consider initial conditions given by (12) with three different values of J = 3, 8, 22.

Averaged prediction times for two single-parameter ROMs are depicted in Figure 2 and for multi-parameters
ROMs in Figure 3. We considered three random initial conditions for each J and γ and calculated the
prediction time according to (13). The averaged prediction time is then computed by averaging over the
three initial conditions.
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Figure 2: Averaged prediction times for trajectories of the gKS equation with different values of γ using
ROMs constructed using gKS data with a single value of γ. Upper left - ROM is constructed from simulations
with γ = 0 and W = 1. Upper right, bottom left, bottom right - ROM is constructed from simulations with
γ = 5 with W = 25, 100, 250, respectively. We consider 3 sets of different initial conditions with J = 3, 8, 22,
where J is the number of non-zero Fourier wavenumbers at time t = 0 (see eq. (12)).

7



Figure 3: Averaged prediction times for trajectories of the gKS equation with different values of γ using
multi-valued ROMs constructed using gKS data with K = 5 values of γ and W = 1. For each γ, we consider
3 sets of different initial conditions with J = 3, 8, 22, where J is the number of non-zero Fourier wavenumbers
at time t = 0 (see eq. (12)).
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Figure 4: Power Spectra (left) and a typical L2 error for a single trajectory (right) for γ = 0.1.

We observe that the ROM constructed from γ = 0 data has the best performance for the chaotic regimes
γ = 0 and γ = 0.2. To interpret the results for the ROM constructed from γ = 5, we note that all solutions
of the gKS equation with γ = 5 become quasi-periodic in the long term. However, there is a short transient
regime (t ≲ 5) during which all solutions exhibit chaotic behavior. Therefore, as W increases, the ratio of
these “chaotic” snapshots increases in Φpod constructed from an FOM applied to the gKS equation with
γ = 5.

Figure 2 also demonstrates that as the number of “chaotic” snapshots in Φpod increases, ROMs perform
better in terms of short-term prediction across all regimes 0 ≤ γ ≤ 10. Similarly, Figure 3 indicates that
ROMs constructed with more “chaotic” snapshots perform better. In particular, in Figure 3, we consider
multi-value ROMs, with parameter domains Ĝi chosen such that the number of “chaotic” snapshots increases
with the index i.

4.1.2 Chaotic regime and statistical behavior.

The gKS equation converges to the integrable KdV equation as γ → ∞ and, thus, the long-term behavior
of solutions becomes quasi-periodic as γ increases (e.g. [7, 41, 53]). It is possible to identify three different
regimes for the long-term behavior of solutions of the gKS equation. Parameter values γ ∈ [0, 0.19] correspond
to the chaotic regime, γ ≳ 1 corresponds to quasi-periodic behavior, and γ ∈ [0.2, 0.9] is an intermediate
regime where solutions can exhibit transient chaotic behavior for a long time. This behavior of the gKS
equation was analyzed extensively numerically in, e.g., [21].

Although, as shown previously, ROM accuracy deteriorates for individual trajectories at times O(102),
we can compare the long-time statistical behavior of ROMs for the gKS equation. To this end, we compute
the power spectra over a long time. The power spectra are given by

Ek =
1

T

T∫
0

|ûk(t)|2 dt,

where ûk(t) are the coefficients of the Discrete Fourier Transform of the solution u(x, t).

Definition of ROMj with j = 1, 2, 3. We consider three particular ROMs discussed previously:

ROM1 is constructed from snapshots computed with γ = 0, W = 1, and K = 1;
ROM2 is constructed using γ = 5, W = 250, and K = 1;
ROM3 is multi-valued constructed using K = 5 and Ĝ4 = {0, 0.2, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9}.

Figure 4 depicts the power spectra for the FOM and ROMj (j = 1, 2, 3), as well as the L2 error of the
individual solution between the FOM and ROMj for γ = 0.1. Relative L2 errors are shown on a log-log
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Figure 5: Comparison of an individual solution for FOM and ROMj , j = 1, 2, 3, for γ = 0.1.

10



Figure 6: L2 error for two particular trajectories (given by different initial conditions; left: IC1, right: IC2)
in simulations of FOM and ROMj , j = 1, 2, 3 with γ = 0.7.

scale to emphasize the behavior near t = 0 and suppress noisy oscillations in the graph of the relative error.
Figure 5 presents a comparison of one particular trajectory on the time interval [0, 200]. Numerical solutions
computed using the FOM and ROMj appear very similar for t ∈ [0, 80]. This observation is supported by
the Averaged Relative Error depicted in Figure 4.

Larger differences between the numerical solutions computed using the FOM and ROMj become clearly
visible on the time interval t ∈ [100, 200]. However, the statistical behavior remains very similar. Conse-
quently, the power spectra for the FOM and ROMj (Figure 4) are almost identical for low wavenumbers,
with only a small discrepancy observed at higher wavenumbers in the ROMj simulations.

All three ROMs successfully reproduce the solution on the time interval [0, 80] (short-term prediction)
and correctly capture the statistical behavior of the solutions for longer times. This outcome is expected
since the gKS equation exhibits chaotic solutions for γ = 0.1, and numerical errors eventually lead to rapidly
divergent trajectories of the ROM and FOM solutions. Nevertheless, all three ROMs accurately capture the
behavior of the attractor of the gKS equation.

4.1.3 Transient regime and persistent patterns.

For γ > 0.2, statistical properties of the gKS equation become dependent on the initial condition. Therefore,
we do not present the averaged power spectra for values of γ > 0.2. For γ ∈ [0.2, 0.9], solutions can exhibit
long chaotic-like transition periods, but eventually, solutions become quasi-periodic and persistent patterns
emerge.

We present the results of ROM and FOM numerical simulations for γ = 0.7 and two particular initial
conditions (IC1 and IC2) in Figures 6, 7, and 8. For both initial conditions, the solutions demonstrate
persistent traveling wave-like structures that form beyond the transient stage at longer times. The speed,
width, and amplitude of these traveling structures are clearly dependent on the initial conditions.

We observe that all three ROMs accurately reproduce the solution up to t ≃ 10, after which the relative
L2 error between the ROM and FOM solutions begins to grow, reaching O(1) around t = 100; see Figure 6.
Nevertheless, the persistent solution patterns are very well reproduced by the ROMs when the long-term
behavior of solutions is of interest. The larger errors for t > 100 can be attributed to small phase shifts in
the traveling-wave solutions between the ROMs and the FOMs.

We conclude that the error norm, a commonly used statistic for assessing the quality of a ROM, may be
inadequate for systems that exhibit laminar solutions with persistent patterns emerging after a transition
stage.
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Figure 7: Snapshots fo solutions in simulations of FOM and ROMj , j = 1, 2, 3 with γ = 0.7. Initial
condition IC1.
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Figure 8: Snapshots fo solutions in simulations of FOM and ROMj , j = 1, 2, 3 with γ = 0.7. Initial
condition IC2.
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Figure 9: L2 error for two particular trajectories (given by different initial conditions; left: IC1, right: IC2)
in simulations of FOM and ROMj , j = 1, 2, 3 with γ = 3.

4.1.4 Laminar regime and quasi-periodic solutions.

For larger γ the gKS system becomes deterministic with solutions exhibiting a short transition period before
reaching a quasi-periodic state. Both the transition period and the quasi-periodic state are initial condition
dependent. The later makes it hard to predict long term solution behavior especially if the initial condition
is not within (or very close to) the training set of initial conditions. This phenomenon is illustrated by the
following example of recovering gKS solution for γ = 3.

Figures 9–10 show the results of ROMj , j = 1, 2, 3, and FOM numerical simulations for γ = 3 and
two particular initial conditions (IC1 and IC2). All three ROMs accurately reproduce the solution up to
t ≃ 10, after which the relative L2 error between the ROM and FOM solutions begins to grow, reaching O(1)
around t = 40; see Figure 9. Unlike the transitional case with persistent solution patterns, the ROMs fail
to accurately reproduce the quasi-periodic state of the solution. However, we observe that ROM2 performs
somewhat better in the long term, offering the best recovery of the quasi-periodic states among all ROMs
considered.

We note that other variants of ROMs described at the beginning of the section were also applied in this
example. In particular, variants of multi-parameter ROMs with training sets Ĝi, i = 1, 2, 3, were tested.
They all demonstrated results no better than ROM1 or ROM3. Notably, the results for the multi-parameter
ROM with training set Ĝ1 were the least accurate, despite γ = 3 being among the training values for this
ROM. We omit presenting these results for brevity. A similar pattern was observed when ROM and FOM
solutions were compared for gKS with γ = 5.

4.2 POD-DEIM and POD ROM comparison

A hyper-reduction technique is generally required for effective handling of non-linear terms in a projection-
based ROM. In this final set of experiments, we demonstrate that applying the discrete empirical interpolation
method (DEIM) leads to a reduced model that is as accurate as the (computationally expensive) true
projection. In other words, we compare ROMs given by (6) and (11).

14



Figure 10: Snapshots fo solutions in simulations of FOM and ROMj , j = 1, 2, 3 with γ = 3. Initial

condition IC1. ROM3 is constructed with Ĝ4 = {0, 0.2, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9}.
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Figure 11: Snapshots fo solutions in simulations of FOM and ROMj , j = 1, 2, 3 with γ = 3. Initial

condition IC2. ROM3 is constructed with Ĝ4 = {0, 0.2, 0.5, 0.7, 0.9}.
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(a) POD ROM Solution (b) POD-DEIM ROM Solution

Figure 12: POD-DEIM ROM vs POD ROM for γ = 0.

(a) POD ROM Solution (b) POD DEIM ROM Solution

Figure 13: POD-DEIM ROM vs POD ROM for γ = 0.5 .

(a) POD ROM Solution (b) POD DEIM ROM Solution

Figure 14: POD-DEIM ROM vs POD ROM for γ = 2 .

Figures 12–14 present results with POD–DEIM and POD ROMs applied to predict solutions of the KS
and gKS equations for γ = 0, 0.5, and 2. We show the results only for the single-valued ROM built from γ = 0
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snapshots, as the results for ROMs built from other snapshot collections were also almost indistinguishable
between the POD–DEIM and POD variants.

5 Conclusions

For the example of the KS and gKS equations, we investigated the ability of parametric POD-ROMs to
predict solutions over a range of parameters that include various regimes exhibited by the KS and gKS
solutions: chaotic, transitional, and quasi-periodic dynamics. Several single-parameter and multi-parameter
training strategies were applied to train the reduced-order model. We found that efficient prediction of
solutions beyond the set of parameters and initial conditions used to generate the training data requires
including more snapshots that represent chaotic or short-time transient behaviors of the gKS model.

The results suggest that POD-ROM is capable of reproducing statistical properties of turbulent solu-
tions, such as power spectra, and accurately recovers the solution over relatively short time intervals. This
prediction time depends on the chosen training strategy. For the transitional regime, characterized by an
initial period of (quasi-)chaotic behavior followed by a more laminar regime, a properly trained POD-ROM
can recover persistent patterns of the laminar solution. These patterns emerge in the ROM solution with a
phase shift. We conclude that for such systems, simply computing the norm of the error between FOM and
ROM solutions may not be a sufficient assessment of ROM quality.

The quasi-periodic regimes proved to be the most resistant to effective POD-ROM simulations when initial
conditions and parameter values were not included in the training sets. Interestingly, ROMs trained with
more data from chaotic and transitional regimes yielded somewhat better results in these cases. Developing
more universal projection-based ROMs that perform equally well across all regimes—from turbulent to
laminar—may require employing parameter-specific ROM bases, potentially exploiting ideas of tensor-based
ROMs. We plan to explore this research direction in future work.
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A Initial Conditions

Initial conditions in the simulations of the KS and the gKS equation are given by (12).
Initial conditions for Figure 5 were generated with J = 8 using Aj = {3.0233, 3.5171, -7.3354, -9.6221,

-1.9993, 5.3954, -6.7118, -4.5122} × 10−2 and ϕj = {6.08, 3.0139, 6.2266, 3.1967, 4.983, 3.0123, 3.6808,
2.2941}.

IC1 and IC2 in this paper were generated with J = 8. Specific values of coefficients and phases for IC1 are

A
(1)
j = {0.1593, -8.4911, 5.6365, 5.4644, -1.8904, 6.2566, 1.7180, -2.1826}× 10−2 and ϕ

(1)
j = {3.5963, 2.1939,

4.1857, 5.4722, 5.5467, 4.5229, 1.2151, 0.16661}. Values of these parameters for IC2 are A
(2)
j = {-1.5013,

7.649, 1.891, 8.5255, 5.531, 2.4718, 6.5647, 9.6781}×10−2 and ϕ
(2)
j = {3.3396, 3.6174, 1.7775, 5.3945, 2.7183,

0.1965, 5.1264, 4.5449}.
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