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Abstract. This work investigates model reduction techniques for nonlinear parameterized and

time-dependent PDEs, specifically focusing on bifurcating phenomena in Computational Fluid Dy-
namics (CFD). We develop interpretable and non-intrusive Reduced Order Models (ROMs) capable

of capturing dynamics associated with bifurcations by identifying a minimal set of coordinates.

Our methodology combines the Sparse Identification of Nonlinear Dynamics (SINDy) method
with a deep learning framework based on Autoencoder (AE) architectures. To enhance dimen-

sionality reduction, we integrate a nested Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) with the

SINDy-AE architecture. This novel combination enables a sparse discovery of system dynamics
while maintaining efficiency of the reduced model.

We demonstrate our approach via two challenging test cases defined on sudden-expansion chan-

nel geometries: a symmetry-breaking bifurcation and a Hopf bifurcation. Starting from a compre-
hensive analysis of their high-fidelity behavior, i.e. symmetry-breaking phenomena and the rise of

unsteady periodic solutions, we validate the accuracy and computational efficiency of our ROMs.

The results show successful reconstruction of the bifurcations, accurate prediction of system
evolution for unseen parameter values, and significant speed-up compared to full-order methods.

Keywords: Reduced Order Modeling; Sparse Identification; Bifurcation Problems; Computa-
tional Fluid Dynamics; Nested Proper Orthogonal Decomposition; Coandă Effect ; Autoencoders.

1. Introduction and Motivation

An important topic in CFD is the study of flow transitions in fluids and gases resulting from
changes in parameters. Several phenomena are related to the loss of stability and uniqueness for
flow configurations, such as droplet formation in capillary flows [17, 18], or transition from laminar
to unsteady regime in flows past a cylinder [65]. The study of such qualitative changes extends
to various applications, including pipe systems [24], branching networks in biological systems and
engineering [49], and clinical scenarios such as cardiovascular system modeling [47]. While these
physical processes may vary significantly, they often share underlying mathematical structures.

Bifurcation theory provides a valuable framework for understanding fluid flow instabilities at an
abstract level, offering a structured approach to evaluate how solutions of mathematical models
respond to variations in the parameter configuration [17].

The objective of this work is to investigate complex bifurcating phenomena in CFD using effi-
cient ROMs [54, 6, 12]. We consider two relevant test cases, each representing a different type of
bifurcation, involving both steady-state and periodic unsteady equilibrium configurations.

The first test case examines the Coandă effect in a two-dimensional sudden-expansion channel,
where the flow exhibits asymmetric behavior and wall attachment [45, 37]. This system undergoes a
supercritical pitchfork bifurcation, with solution multiplicity and stability depending on the Reynolds
number Re. This setting serves as a simplified model for a mitral valve geometry to study a heart
condition characterized by abnormal blood flow between the left ventricle and the left atrium due
to impaired mitral valve closure [60]. Indeed, this framework effectively captures essential prop-
erties of blood flow between heart chambers, where wall-hugging behavior can lead to inaccurate
echocardiographic measurements. The symmetry breaking in the sudden-expansion channel, despite
geometric and boundary conditions symmetry, is due to the presence of the nonlinear term, causing
the ill-posedness of the parametric problem and the non-uniqueness of the solution’s behavior.
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The second test case investigates a benchmark problem in CFD, focusing on identifying and
reconstructing the Hopf bifurcation that marks the transition from steady to unsteady behavior,
where periodic solutions emerge [50]. This bifurcation occurs at higher Reynolds numbers than the
symmetry-breaking one and is driven by the loss of stability of the steady solution, originating a
family of unsteady solutions that branches from it.

We chose the sudden-expansion channel framework due to its rich dynamics, exhibiting multiple
bifurcations even at low Reynolds numbers due to the Navier-Stokes equations’ nonlinearity.

The full-order numerical approaches usually exploited to reconstruct the flow dynamics employ
the Finite Element (FE) method [51] and the Finite Volume (FV) method [5].

Despite the extensive research on bifurcations in CFD and advances in scientific computing, ac-
curate numerical simulations remain computationally intensive [42]. This challenge stems from solu-
tion non-uniqueness and the many-query context to understand critical points and post-bifurcation
dynamics, and the computational burden increases even further in the considered time-dependent
setting.

To address these challenges and enable real-time analysis, we rely on reduced order modeling
techniques [32, 52, 54]. In particular, this work explores ROMs based on SINDy [9], a non-intrusive
method that explicitly derives equations describing the dynamical system from high-fidelity solution
snapshots. To handle high-dimensional data, we incorporate deep learning techniques using Neural
Networks (NNs) [10, 4, 13], combining SINDy’s parsimony and interpretability with the universal
approximation capabilities of deep NNs.

The main contributions of this work include: (i) the extension of previous research that only
focused on steady-state problems [42, 37, 44, 25], by providing a comprehensive investigation of time-
dependent bifurcating behavior for both benchmarks, and (ii) their efficient identification via a novel
integration of nested POD [3, 31] with an AE-based SINDy approach. The developed methodology is
efficient, purely data-driven, and interpretable, with strong capabilities for temporal and parametric
extrapolation. Our results show that it is fundamental to perform a careful analysis of such non-
trivial behaviors, already at full-order level, investigating potentially impactful symmetry-breaking
phenomena that affect the transition from steady to unsteady equilibria, and the time needed to
reach convergence. Moreover, the development and analysis of such problems via ROMs allows an
efficient identification of the latent evolution of the system, and the consequent reconstruction of
full-order trajectories and bifurcation diagrams.

The work is organized as follows:

• Section 2 reviews the state of the art regarding bifurcations in CFD, ROM and SINDy
approaches;

• Section 3 details the mathematical framework, and presents the bifurcating behaviors ob-
tained via high-fidelity numerical methods;

• Section 4 introduces the reduced order modeling tools, i.e. SINDy and nested POD, and
their integration in the SINDy-AE-nested-POD architecture;

• Section 5 illustrates the numerical results for symmetry-breaking and Hopf bifurcations.

2. Related Works

This work investigates two distinct bifurcating phenomena in fluid flows in sudden-expansion
channels: a symmetry-breaking bifurcation known as the Coandă effect [45, 37, 48], and a Hopf
bifurcation [50, 22]. The Coandă effect arises from the tendency of the fluid jet to attach to nearby
surfaces, driven by velocity fluctuations that generate transverse pressure gradients, which ultimately
maintain flow asymmetry [60, 64]. The physical mechanism has been extensively studied [11, 58],
revealing that at low Reynolds numbers, viscous dissipation stabilizes the flow [29]. As Reynolds
number increases, convective effects upstream of the expansion overcome this stabilization, leading
to symmetric solution instability.

The seminal work by Sobey and Drazin [58] combined asymptotic, numerical, and experimental
approaches to identify a Hopf bifurcation, with the bifurcation point later refined by Quaini et al.
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[50]. The emergence of periodic solutions through Hopf bifurcations for different benchmarks is
well-documented in CFD literature [58, 22, 2, 19].

Recent years have seen significant developments in ROMs for these systems, extending both the
range of applications and the available methodologies. To reduce the gap with real-world problems,
more advanced physical models have been considered, e.g. including fluid-structure interaction effects
[37], optimization and control to drive bifurcating phenomena [45, 7], interpretable ROMs for the
fluidic pinball [16], geometrically parametrized domains [44, 8], and the compressible CFD setting
[59]. As concerns the methodological advancements, deflated approaches have been used to discover
the multiple coexisting states [46], recently combined with greedy algorithms for efficiency, adaptivity
and model certification [43]. A stochastic perturbation approach [25] has been developed to obtain
insights about the bifurcation points in the uncertainty quantification setting. Moreover, localized
ROM strategies have been used to build specific reduced spaces depending on the fluid’s regime [30].

From a different perspective, an interesting and potentially effective approach consists in tack-
ling the problem by means of sparse identification, in particular employing SINDy [9]. Originally
developed for learning dynamics from system snapshots, SINDy has evolved through various gen-
eralizations [20, 41, 40] and found applications in fluid flow identification [23, 62] and convective
phenomena. The integration of SINDy with AEs for dimensionality reduction was pioneered by
Champion et al. [10], extended in [4], and adapted for parameterized systems by [13].

At the same time, neural networks and data-driven approaches have become increasingly prevalent
in dynamical systems research, particularly for bifurcation analysis [34, 44] and low-dimensional
flow representation [15, 28]. However, challenges persist regarding interpretability and overfitting
tendencies. The NN-SINDy approach was developed specifically to address these limitations.

Our work advances the state of the art by combining the SINDy-AE approach with nested POD
[3, 31], a dimensionality reduction technique well-suited for time-dependent parameterized PDEs.
This integration improves computational efficiency during the offline phase, enabling the processing
of larger snapshot sets with reduced computational resources. While SINDy has been applied to
PDE identification [66, 55, 40], we maintain an ODE framework, consistent with recent developments
[10, 13, 14].

3. Bifurcations in the Navier-Stokes equations

We consider the strong form of the incompressible unsteady Navier-Stokes equations describing
the behavior of fluid flows with constant density, given by1:

∂u

∂t
+ (u · ∇)u− µ∆u+∇p = f , ∀(x, t) ∈ Ω× R+, (1)

∇ · u = 0, ∀(x, t) ∈ Ω× R+, (2)

where µ ∈ R+ represents the kinematic viscosity, f ∈ L2(R+; [L2(Ω)]d) denotes the force per unit
volume, and u and p represent the velocity field and pressure of the fluid, respectively. The domain
Ω ⊆ Rd with d = 2, 3, and the nonlinear term (u · ∇)u introduces convective transport.

In the next sections, we present and study the bifurcating phenomena arising from these equations
when posed on sudden-expansion channel geometries: a symmetry-breaking bifurcation and a Hopf
bifurcation.

3.1. Symmetry-breaking bifurcation. We consider the sudden-expansion channel Ω ⊂ R2, de-
picted in Figure 1, and defined as Ω =

(
(0, 10)× (2.5, 5)

)
∪
(
(10, 50)× (0, 7.5)

)
.

1The arguments of the functions u,f , p and their derivatives are omitted for notational simplicity.
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Ω
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2.5

2.5

7.5

Figure 1. Problem geometry showing inlet boundary Γin (green), outlet boundary
Γout (red), and wall boundary Γ0 (black).

We solve Equations (1)-(2) in Ω with parametric range µ ∈ P = [0.5, 2], and subject to the
following boundary conditions:

u(x, 0) = 0, in Ω,

u(x, t) = [20(y − 2.5)(5− y), 0], on Γinlet × (0, T ),

u(x, t) = 0, on Γ0 × (0, T ),

(−µ∇u+ pI)n = 0, on Γout × (0, T ),

(3)

where Γin = {0} × [2.5, 5], Γout = {50} × [0, 7.5], and Γ0 = ∂Ω∖ (Γin ∪ Γout).
The Reynolds number, balancing convection and diffusion effects, is defined as Re = UL/µ, where

L and U are characteristic length and velocity for the fluid problem, respectively chosen as the inlet
length L = 2.5, and the maximum inlet velocity U = 31.25. This way, considering the parametric
setting µ ∈ [0.5, 2], the Reynolds number range is given by Re ∈ [39, 156].

For the numerical simulations, we employ the FE method implemented in FEniCS [39]. The
spatial discretization uses a mesh with 2752 triangular elements and Taylor-Hood P2 − P1 pair
for velocity-pressure fields, ensuring the validity of the inf-sup condition [53] while maintaining
computational efficiency.

For time integration, we use the θ-method with θ = 1
2 (trapezoidal rule), which provides second-

order accuracy and unconditional stability, with a time step dt = 0.01. The nonlinear system at
each time step is solved using Newton iterations with a direct LU solver for the linear steps. Finally,
we employ the following relative convergence criterion between successive iterations:

∥un+1 − un∥
∥un∥ < τ, (4)

where τ = 10−7 is chosen to ensure proper resolution of the bifurcation behavior.

3.1.1. Bifurcation Analysis. Previous studies have revealed a rich bifurcation structure for the steady
case [50, 46]. Indeed, as described in Section 1, there exists a critical viscosity µ∗ ≈ 0.96 such that
the system undergoes a supercritical pitchfork bifurcation [56], and the uniqueness of the solution is
lost. For lower viscosity values, the symmetric solution becomes unstable, the inertial effects begin
to dominate, and two stable asymmetric solutions emerge, with the jet bending toward either the
upper or lower wall. To comprehensively study the transition from uniqueness to bifurcating regions,
the chosen parametric space P = [0.5, 2] includes the bifurcation point µ∗.

Figure 2 illustrates the two qualitatively different and coexisting states in the bifurcation regime
at µ = 0.5: the stable asymmetric (2a), and the unstable symmetric (2b) solutions.

We remark that, for even lower values of µ, the system undergoes a cascade of bifurcations that
eventually transition to turbulent and chaotic flow regimes [46].

We study the numerical approximation of Equations (1) and (2) with the prescribed initial and
boundary conditions for 200 equispaced values of µ ∈ P = [0.5, 2].

In all simulations, the integration in time stops when the steady state is reached. Consistent
with observations in the steady case, after the bifurcation point µ∗, coinciding with the one in the
steady case, i.e. µ∗ ≈ 0.96, the uniqueness of the solution is lost and three qualitatively different
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(a) Stable asymmetric solution (b) Unstable symmetric solution

Figure 2. Magnitude of the velocity field for two coexisting solutions at µ = 0.5
in the bifurcating regime.

configurations coexist. For the first one, the steady state solution (meaning, the final configuration
reached after time integration has stopped) is fully symmetric and unstable, while the two remaining
ones are stable and exhibit a wall-hugging behavior either towards the upper or the lower boundaries.

For all values µ ≥ µ∗, the converged steady states align almost perfectly with solutions to the
steady problem. For µ < µ∗, the steady configuration always converges to an asymmetric state,
indicating the solver’s preference for stable solutions. Either the final state coincides with the
steady-state solution, or it belongs to the opposite stable branch, differing from it only by reflection
across the horizontal axis.

Regarding the time evolution of the system before the steady state is reached, the simulations
consistently show two different behaviors, before and after the bifurcation point. For values of µ
preceding the bifurcation point, the evolution of the solution is symmetrical with respect to the
horizontal axis, and it stops once the steady state is reached.

Figure 3 illustrates the evolution in time of the flow’s velocity for µ = 1.3 at several time instances,
and the comparison with the solution for the steady problem.

(a) t = 0.1 (b) t = 1

(c) t = Tend = 4.67 (d) Steady solution

Figure 3. Evolution of the velocity field’s magnitude for µ = 1.3, and comparison
with solution of the steady problem.

Regarding values of µ in the bifurcation regime, the evolution of the fluid is symmetric until
an almost steady state is reached. After that moment, the solution begins to bend toward one of
the walls, eventually reaching an asymmetric configuration. Figure 4 displays the evolution of the
velocity field for µ = 0.5, and the corresponding stable and unstable solutions obtained with or
without the exploitation of the continuation algorithm, implemented in [54, 1].

Figure 5 shows the evolution of the relative distance between two successive iterations w.r.t.
time until convergence for µ = 1.3 and µ = 0.5. For values of µ ≥ µ∗, the relative distance
between two successive iterations decreases almost uniformly until the solver reaches the steady
state. In contrast, for values of µ < µ∗ the relative distance initially decreases, reaching a local
minimum in correspondence to the symmetrical configuration. As the solution begins to bend



6

(a) t = 0.1 (b) t = 1

(c) t = 6.31 (d) t = Tend = 48.47

(e) Steady solution wo. continuation algorithm (f) Steady solution w. continuation algorithm

Figure 4. Evolution of the velocity field’s magnitude for µ = 0.5, and comparison
with the solution obtained considering the steady problem.
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(b) µ = 0.5

Figure 5. Evolution over time of the relative distance between two successive
iterations for two values of µ, before and after the bifurcation point.

toward a wall, the relative distance increases before gradually diminishing until it reaches a global
minimum corresponding to the steady state. We also remark that the time required to satisfy the
stopping criterion (4) is significantly longer for values of µ < µ∗.

For this reason, it is crucial that the threshold τ selected to stop the time stepping is sufficiently
low to guarantee the full development of the system, and the identification of the branches. In
fact, choosing a threshold that is too high, e.g. 10−5 instead of 10−7, has a negative impact on
the discovery of the bifurcating states, compromising the proper reconstruction of the bifurcation
diagram.

Having described the behavior of the solutions to Equations (1) and (2), we are interested in
showing the bifurcation diagrams. This is done by choosing a reasonable quantity of interest s(·)
for the parametrized solution at the final time, and plotting its dependence on µ. A straightforward
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option is to consider a point on the horizontal axis of symmetry and evaluate the vertical component
u2 of the velocity u = (u1, u2). To detect asymmetries, we choose the point that lies on the symmetry
axis of the geometry with coordinates P = (19.5, 3.75), for which the resulting bifurcation diagram
is plotted in Figure 6. In Figure 6a, we observe that once a steady state is reached, the solution’s
behavior almost perfectly overlaps with the one of the solution to the steady equation (obtained using
a continuation algorithm). Furthermore, for each value of µ in the bifurcation regime, the solver
converges to a stable asymmetric solution displaying wall-hugging behavior; thus, for consistency,
we plotted the evolution of both stable branches. Inspecting Figure 6b, we notice that the number
of time step needed to reach the steady state can indicate a-posteriori the location of the bifurcation
point.

(a) Comparison with the steady case (b) 3D dynamics

Figure 6. Evolution of u2 over time at point P for several values of µ, and com-
parison with the solution of the steady problem.

Exploiting the L2−norm of the vertical velocity u2 is very informative and allows reconstructing
the bifurcation diagram, as can be seen in Figure 7a. In addition, Figure 7b displays the number of
iterations needed to reach the steady state. This confirms that the main cause of the bifurcation is
the symmetry breaking that occurs for the vertical component of the velocity.

Remark 3.1. Varying the parameter θ had minimal impact on the overall behavior, though θ = 1
resulted in longer transient phases at low µ values before wall-hugging behavior emerged. To obtain
stable solutions directly and avoid the symmetrical transient phase, we explored multiple approaches
aimed at choosing a suitable initial guess for the nonlinear solver at each time step. These included:
(i) using asymmetrical inflow conditions to generate a suitable initial guess as done in [30], and
(ii) using solutions from the continuation algorithm or their weighted combinations with previous
time steps as initial guesses for the nonlinear solver. Neither approach altered the evolution of the
solution2.

Remark 3.2. When dealing with bifurcation problems, it is of utmost importance to be able to
reconstruct a specific branch in a neighborhood of the critical parameter value for which uniqueness
is lost, i.e. to follow a desired branch while varying the value of the parameter [42]. In this framework,
several continuation algorithms [1, 36, 42] have been developed in the literature, aiming to generate
a sequence of solutions belonging to the same branch. Here, the continuation algorithm used to
retrieve the represented bifurcation diagrams for the steady case of the Navier-Stokes equations is

2Additional numerical experiments can be found at https://github.com/lorenzotomada/NS continuation.

https://github.com/lorenzotomada/NS_continuation
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Figure 7. Evolution over time of the L2-norm of the vertical component of the
velocity field u2 for several values of µ, and comparison with the solution of the
steady problem.

the one presented in [42, 37], which simply consists of choosing the previous solution as the initial
guess for Newton’s method at each new parameter instance.

3.2. Hopf bifurcation. Our second case study examines fluid flow in a sudden-expansion channel.
The domain Ω = (0, 1)× (0, 30) is shown in Figure 8, with boundary conditions:

u(x, 0) = 0, in Ω,

u(x, t) = [Umax(1− 4(y − 1

2
)2), 0], on Γinlet × (0, T ),

u(x, t) = 0, on Γ0 × (0, T ),

(−µ∇u+ pI)n = 0, on Γout × (0, T ),

(5)

where Γinlet = {0} × [ 5
12 ,

7
12 ], Γout = {30} × [0, 1], and Γ0 = ∂Ω∖ (Γinlet ∪ Γout).

Ω

30

15
12

5
12

Figure 8. Problem geometry showing inlet Γinlet (green), outlet Γout (red), and
wall boundary Γ0 (black).

Following [50], we define the Reynolds number Re as our bifurcation parameter:

Re =
2UρL

µ
, (6)

where U represents the average channel velocity, ρ denotes fluid density, and L = 1
6 is the charac-

teristic length. Given the maximum velocity Umax = 1 and assuming a fully developed parabolic
profile, we have U = 2

3Umax, yielding:

Re =
ρU

3µ
=

2

9

ρUmax

µ
. (7)
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0.0e+00 9.8e-010.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

(a) t = 10

0.0e+00 9.8e-010.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

(b) t = 100

0.0e+00 9.8e-010.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

(c) t = 200

0.0e+00 9.8e-010.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

(d) t = 300

Figure 9. Evolution of the velocity field’s magnitude for Re = 346 (before bifurca-
tion), showing steady behavior. The flow quickly develops into a steady-state stable
asymmetric pattern, with the jet attaching to one wall due to the Coandă effect.

0.0e+00 9.8e-010.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

(a) t = 10

0.0e+00 9.8e-010.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

(b) t = 200

0.0e+00 9.8e-010.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

(c) t = 400

0.0e+00 9.8e-010.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

(d) t = 600

0.0e+00 9.8e-010.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

(e) t = 800

0.0e+00 9.8e-010.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

(f) t = 900

Figure 10. Evolution of the velocity field’s magnitude for Re = 356 (after bifur-
cation), showing the emergence of periodic behavior. The initially asymmetric flow
develops instabilities that lead to periodic vortex shedding, reaching the character-
istic limit cycle behavior.

For the numerical simulations, we focus on the parameter range Re ∈ P = [346, 356], which
encompasses the Hopf bifurcation point, and we employ the FV method implemented in OpenFOAM
[63]. The pressure-velocity coupling is handled through the PIMPLE algorithm [27], while spatial
discretization utilizes second-order central differences for diffusion terms and second-order upwind
schemes for convection terms. Our mesh consists of 12 734 cells, which is intentionally coarser
than those used in [50]. Time integration employs a stepsize of dt = 10−2, though solution data
is recorded at 1-second intervals to optimize memory usage, resulting in a temporal discretization
Ik = [k | k ∈ N, k ≤ 2500].

Bifurcation Analysis. The system exhibits a rich progression of dynamical behaviors as the Reynolds
number increases. At low Reynolds numbers, the flow transitions from symmetric to asymmetric
solutions through the Coandă effect, similar to the pitchfork bifurcation case. As Re increases
further, the system develops four distinct stable asymmetric solutions. The most interesting tran-
sition occurs at higher Reynolds numbers, where these asymmetric solutions lose stability through
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a Hopf bifurcation, giving rise to periodic solutions [50]. Beyond this critical point, the elongated
jet becomes unstable, fragmenting into small vortices that propagate downstream, establishing a
time-periodic flow pattern. This behavior is clearly visible in the velocity field visualizations shown
in Figures 9 and 10, which contrast the steady-state behavior before bifurcation with the periodic
dynamics after bifurcation. For visualization purposes, only the initial portion of the channel (with
x ∈ [0, 8]) is shown, as the most relevant dynamics occur in this region.

To systematically investigate this behavior, we analyze the system for 40 equispaced values of Re
in P = [346, 356]. To investigate the evolution in time of the system, we monitor the total kinetic
energy of the system, defined as:

E(t) =
1

2

∫
Ω

|uh(t)|2dΩ,

which serves as an effective indicator of the system’s dynamics. Figure 11 presents the evolution of
E(t) over the interval [600, 1850] for four carefully selected Reynolds numbers—two before and two
after the bifurcation point—illustrating the transition in system behavior.

600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800
Time

1.249
1.250
1.251
1.252
1.253
1.254

E

×10 2

Re = 346.0
Re = 349.3
Re = 352.7
Re = 356.0

Figure 11. Evolution of the kinetic energy E(t) for selected values of Re, demon-
strating the transition from steady to periodic behavior.

The periodic nature of the post-bifurcation solutions can be rigorously established through Fourier
analysis of the kinetic energy signal E(t). Figure 12 displays the power spectral density of E(t) for
the same four Reynolds numbers, computed from time series data comprising 50 000 points3 over
[2000, 2500]. The emergence of distinct frequency peaks after the bifurcation point clearly indicates
the onset of periodic behavior.

Moreover, the periodic solutions can also be represented in the three-dimensional phase plane.
Figure 13 presents a plot of E(t) against E(t+τ) across multiple Reynolds numbers, with τ = 7 and
starting from t = 1800. This phase portrait clearly demonstrates the transition from fixed points to
limit cycles, characteristic of a Hopf bifurcation.

To quantitatively characterize the bifurcation, we introduce a scalar measure A : P → R+ repre-
senting the amplitude of energy oscillations:

A(Re) = max
t∈Ik

E(t)−min
t∈Ik

E(t), (8)

where the dependence of E on Re is implicit. The resulting bifurcation diagram, presented in Figure
24 of Section 5, shows the supercritical nature of the Hopf bifurcation.

Remark 3.3. The location of the bifurcation point exhibits significant mesh sensitivity, as noted
in [50]. Our computed critical value Re∗ ≈ 350.6 is lower than the range [413, 476] reported in
the original study, which employed finer spatial discretizations. While this discrepancy stems from

3Unlike the full-order snapshots, the energy values were saved every 10−2 seconds, allowing for a more complete

investigation of the bifurcating phenomenon.
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Figure 12. Power spectral density analysis of E(t) revealing the frequency content
of the flow for selected Reynolds numbers.

Figure 13. 3D phase space representations of the system dynamics across different
Reynolds numbers.

our intentionally coarser mesh, it does not impact the fundamental bifurcation structure or the
effectiveness of our model reduction strategies, which are the primary focus of this investigation.

4. Reduced order modeling: SINDy, AE and nested POD

The need to mitigate the computational burden when solving parameterized PDEs for multiple
parameter values, coupled with the necessity for real-time responses, has driven the development of
ROM techniques.

A typical approach to build reduced models starts by performing expensive computations for
some representative states of the system, i.e. high-fidelity solutions of the problem, or snapshots,
upon which a simplified model is built. Given a differential problem with solution u and its nu-
merical approximation uh obtained by a full-order method (FOM), the ROM should provide an
approximation uN such that ∥uN − u∥ ≈ ∥uh − u∥ for a suitably chosen norm.

This section introduces the tools used for developing the ROM strategies presented in this work,
focusing on the combination of SINDy for dynamics identification, autoencoders for nonlinear di-
mensionality reduction, and nested POD for efficient basis computation.
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4.1. Sparse Identification of Nonlinear Dynamics. This subsection is dedicated to the descrip-
tion of the data-driven method SINDy as applied to parameterized PDEs, and to some of the critical
issues that might arise in the aforementioned situation [9, 10, 41, 13]. We recall that SINDy lever-
ages sparse regression with the aim of explicitly retrieving the equations that describe the dynamical
system under consideration. In order to do so, it takes as input some snapshots of the dynamics and
a library of candidate functions for its description; the equations are then obtained by numerically
solving a sparse regression problem.

Assume that we have a set of snapshots describing the behavior of a parameterized system stored
in the snapshot matrix:

X =



x(t1;µ1)
T

x(t2;µ1)
T

...
x(tNt ;µ1)

T

x(t1;µ2)
T

...
x(tNt ;µNµ)

T


=



x1(t1;µ1) x2(t1;µ1) · · · xN (t1;µ1)
x1(t2;µ1) x2(t2;µ1) · · · xN (t2;µ1)

...
...

. . .
...

x1(tNt ;µ1) x2(tNt ;µ1) · · · xN (tNt ;µ1)
x1(t1;µ2) x2(t1;µ2) · · · xN (t1;µ2)

...
...

. . .
...

x1(tNt ;µNµ) x2(tNt ;µNµ) · · · xN (tNt ;µNµ)


∈ RNtNµ×Nh , (9)

where Nµ is the number of samples of the parameter(s) on which the system depends, and Nt is the
number of time instances. The vector x(ti;µj) = [x1(ti;µj), x2(ti;µj), · · · , xN (ti;µj)]

T ∈ RNh , for
all i ∈ {1, . . . , Nt} and j ∈ {1, . . . , Nµ}, represents the state of the system at time ti, with Nh being
the spatial dimension of the system, while µj ∈ Rp is a vector of p parameters and/or forcing terms.

Our goal is to learn the dynamics from the data, i.e. find a suitable function f allowing us to
write explicitly a parameterized dynamical system of the form{

ẋ(t;µ) = f(t,x(t;µ);µ)

x(t0;µ) = x0

(10)

where I ⊆ R+ is some interval, f(· ;µ) : I × Ω → RNh , x(· ;µ) : I → Ω, and (t0,x0) ∈ I × Ω.
In order to achieve this, we assume that f can be expressed as a linear combination of terms from

a library of r candidate functions4 Θ(x; µ) ∈ (C0[RNh+p,R])r, and that only a few terms are active

i.e. the representation is sparse. Hence, we are looking for coefficients {ξk}Nhk=1, with each ξk ∈ Rr,
allowing us to write

ẋk(t;µ) = fk(t,x(t;µ);µ) = Θ
(
x(t;µ);µ

)
ξk, k = 1, . . . , Nh. (11)

To obtain a relation such as (11), we enforce it on the available data. Denote by Ẋ the matrix
containing the corresponding time derivatives (computed numerically if unknown), and introduce
Ξ = {ξ1, . . . , ξNh} ∈ Rr×Nh , where the k-th column contains the nonzero coefficients for the equation
ẋk(t;µ) = fk(t,x(t;µ);µ). We then compute Ξ by solving

Ẋ = Θ(X;µ)Ξ, (12)

where Θ(X;µ) ∈ RNtNµ×r is the dictionary matrix containing the candidate function evaluations
at the different time instances and parameter values.

Various algorithms exist to obtain a sparse solution Ξ to the regression problem in Equation (12),
for example, the LASSO technique [33] and the Sequential Thresholded Least-Squares (STLSQ) al-
gorithm [9], with the latter being the one adopted in this work.
It is important to note that, in principle, this approach also accommodates time-dependent parame-
terized PDEs. Indeed, the PDE can be interpreted as a system of ordinary differential equations on
the mesh points, and thus, the formulation in Equation (9) remains valid, where Nh now represents
the number of degrees of freedom of the discretization. Essentially, the matrix X is built from the

4We assume that all candidate functions of both the state variables and the parameters are continuous. While one

could consider a library including discontinuous functions, these must provide pointwise evaluations.
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values of the numerical solution of the parameterized PDE, where each x(ti,µj) ∈ RNh corresponds
to the state at time ti and parameter µj .

Applying SINDy to this system allows us to reproduce the time evolution at each degree of
freedom, thereby reconstructing the full dynamics for each parameter value.

However, in many practical applications (especially when dealing with high-resolution discretiza-
tions or experimental data) Nh may be extremely large—rendering direct solution computationally
unfeasible. This difficulty is addressed in the next subsection.

4.2. Reduction Techniques. Directly applying SINDy to time-dependent PDEs may be prohib-
itively expensive. However, many high-dimensional systems exhibit underlying low-dimensional
structures, that can be discovered and exploited via dimensionality reduction techniques. Once a
reduced set of coordinates is identified, SINDy can be applied on these new coordinates; the identi-
fied equations can be integrated and subsequently projected back to the original coordinates, ideally
yielding an accurate description of the system.

To this end, many techniques have been employed in recent years, most notably the POD (see,
e.g., [51]) and Dynamic Mode Decomposition [61], among others.

However, owing to the linearity of many such techniques, they may fall short when addressing
nonlinear PDEs—especially time-dependent ones—since they might not capture essential nonlinear
relationships in the data.

For these reasons, we adopt nonlinear reduction techniques based on autoencoder neural networks
[26], as utilized in [10] and [13]. These architectures can identify a reduced set of coordinates via
nonlinear transformations, potentially offering improved accuracy in capturing the system dynamics.

The remainder of this subsection details the tools used to develop an efficient ROM strategy: the
POD and the SINDy-AE architecture.

4.2.1. The Proper Orthogonal Decomposition. The Proper Orthogonal Decomposition (POD) is a
powerful technique for deriving a low-dimensional representation of high-dimensional data. Intu-
itively, POD identifies the principal directions (modes) in the data that capture the maximum
amount of variance. These modes comprise an optimal basis for representing the data in a reduced-
dimensional space.

Consider a finite set {uj}ntrain
j=1 of snapshot vectors in RNh , with Nh the number of degrees of

freedom in the discretization, that contains the solution information w.r.t. the time evolution and
the parameter µj . For any N ≤ ntrain, the POD basis of dimension N extracted from {uj}ntrain

j=1 is
defined as the set of N orthonormal vectors solving the minimization problem:{

min{E(z1, . . . ,zN ) : zi ∈ RNh , zTi zj = δij , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N}
with E(z1, . . . ,zN ) =

∑ntrain

i=1 ∥ui −ΠZNui∥22,
(13)

where ΠZN denotes the projection onto the space spanned by {z1, . . . ,zN}. It can be shown that

E(ζ1, . . . , ζN ) =

Nh∑
i=N+1

σ2
i ,

i.e., the approximation error using the POD basis equals the sum of the squares of the neglected
singular values. Thus, one may choose Ñ such that E(ζ1, . . . , ζÑ ) ≤ ϵ∗tol for a prescribed tolerance.

Equivalently, Ñ is chosen as the smallest N such that

I(N) =

∑N
i=1 σ

2
i∑Nh

i=1 σ
2
i

≥ 1− δ, (14)

meaning that the relative energy contained in the first Ñ modes exceeds 1− δ (with δ > 0 small).
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4.2.2. Nested POD. For time-dependent parameterized problems, performing a POD on the full
snapshot matrix can be computationally prohibitive. To mitigate this, a nested (two-level) POD
strategy is adopted [3, 31].

First, for each parameter instance µm ∈ Ph = {µ1, µ2, . . . , µNµ} ⊂ P, consider the snapshot
matrix containing the evolution of the dynamical system

SNhm =
[
u1
h(µm) . . . uNth (µm)

]
∈ RNh×Nt .

A first-level (local) POD is applied to SNhm , yielding a set of Km spatial modes. For each µm, these
modes are stored in the matrix Vm ∈ RNh×Km , which are then concatenated to form

Vglobal =
[
V1 . . . VNµ

]
∈ RNh×K , (15)

where K =
∑Nµ
m=1Km. We remark that this procedure can be performed by setting a tolerance

threshold on the energy retained by the spatial modes for each value of the parameter µm ∈ Ph,
which can cause the number of bases Km extracted for each value of the parameter to be different.

Instead of directly using Vglobal for projection, this matrix is treated as a snapshot matrix and

a second-level (global) POD is performed. This additional POD yields an orthonormal basis Ṽ ∈
RNh×Nglobal (with Nglobal ≤ K), which is then employed in the projection of the full-order model.

4.2.3. SINDy-AE-nested-POD architecture. The SINDy-AE-nested-POD architecture combines the
previously discussed methods to create an efficient reduced order model.

To reduce computational complexity and obtain a more interpretable dynamical system, we per-
form nonlinear reduction through an AE, identifying a new set of coordinates z(t) ∈ Rn with n≪ Nh.
The autoencoder network consists of a pair (φ,ψ), where:

• φ(·) = φ(·;Wφ) : RNh → Rn is the encoder, parameterized by the weight matrix Wφ,
• ψ(·) = ψ(·;Wψ) : Rn → RNh is the decoder, parameterized by the weight matrix Wψ;

where both φ and ψ are implemented as fully connected neural networks.
The pair (φ,ψ) should satisfy:

ψ (φ(y;Wφ);Wψ) ≈ y, ∀y ∈ RNh . (16)

In these new coordinates z obtained through φ, system (9) becomes:{
ż(t;µ) = f̃(t, z(t;µ);µ)

z(t0;µ) = z0
(17)

where f̃(· ;µ) : I × Rn → Rn describes the dynamics of the low-dimensional system with initial
condition (t0, z0) ∈ I × Rn, and z(t) = φ(x(t);Wφ).

The solution to Equation (17) can then be computed and projected back to full coordinates using
the decoder ψ. Clearly, the training of the network is a key part of the procedure and should
be addressed with the right strategy to return the correct set of latent coordinates for the system
identification. The procedure involves two distinct optimization problems. The first stems from the
autoencoder network and the requirement that the encoder-decoder pair accurately approximates the
identity mapping (see Equation (16)). Denoting withX the snapshot matrix, this can be formulated
as an optimization problem on the weights matrices Wφ and Wψ, respectively for the encoder φ
and decoder ψ functions as follows:

arg min
Wφ,Wψ

∥ψ (φ(X; Wφ); Wψ)−X∥2. (18)

It is important to note that φ (as well as ψ) is applied row-wise, specifically:

φ(X; Wφ) =


φ(x(t1;µ1); Wφ)

T

φ(x(t2;µ1); Wφ)
T

. . .
φ(x(tNt ;µNµ); Wφ)

T

 ∈ RNtNµ×n.
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The second optimization problem relates to SINDy and is formulated in the z variables. Given a
library of candidate functions Θ, this problem takes the form:

arg min
Ξ

∥Ż −Θ(Z;µ)Ξ∥2 + λ∥Ξ∥1, (19)

where λ ∈ R+ serves as a fixed regularization term to enforce sparsity of the solution, and Z =
φ(X;Wφ) represents the encoded snapshot matrix.

To capture the most important dynamical features while retaining interpretable terms, the op-
timization tasks (18) and (19) must be addressed simultaneously through a unified neural network
architecture that incorporates both tasks into a single optimization problem. The sparse regression
terms are inserted as additional regularization components in the AE loss function, with the sparse
coefficients Ξ treated as network variables and estimated concurrently with φ and ψ during training.

The resulting optimization problem is given by:

arg min
Wφ,Wψ,Ξ

(
∥X −ψ(φ(X;Wφ);Wψ)∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸

Autoencoder loss

+λ1∥Ż −Θ(Z;µ)Ξ∥2 + λ2∥Ξ∥1︸ ︷︷ ︸
Sparse regression loss

+

+ λ3∥Ẋ −∇zψ(Z;Wψ)Θ(Z;µ)Ξ∥2︸ ︷︷ ︸
Consistency loss

) (20)

Recalling that ż(t) = φ̇(x(t)) = ∇xφ(x(t))ẋ(t) by the chain rule, the consistency loss term in (20)
ensures that the time derivative of the network output obtained via SINDy matches the input time
derivatives Ẋ. The coefficients λ1, λ2, λ3 ∈ R+ are hyperparameters of the technique. These values
must be adjusted according to the specific problem and dataset.

The latent dimension n is another crucial hyperparameter requiring careful tuning. When the
dimension of the low-dimensional manifold is known a priori, n can be set accordingly. Otherwise,
it can be determined by analyzing the behavior of the SINDy-AE architecture’s loss function with
respect to n, selecting the value beyond which further dimension reduction leads to significant
error increases [13]. While SINDy-AE can operate with n larger than the manifold dimension, this
may introduce computational challenges, as SINDy’s efficiency rapidly decreases with increasing n,
potentially complicating the dynamics identification task.

The SINDy-AE-nested-POD architecture operates in three primary stages. First, nested POD
efficiently computes a reduced basis for the high-dimensional data, handling temporal and parametric
variations separately. Second, the autoencoder further reduces dimensionality through nonlinear
transformations, capturing complex relationships that linear methods might miss. Finally, SINDy
identifies sparse, interpretable governing equations in the latent space for prediction and analysis.

The offline training phase consists of minimizing the loss function through backpropagation using
the ADAM algorithm. Once trained, the model can be queried online to reconstruct the complete
time evolution of the full-order system for different initial conditions and new parameter instances.
The procedure, depicted in Figure 14 and summarized in Algorithm 1, reads as follows:

(i) Encode the initial condition x0 of the dynamical system (9) by first mapping it to POD

coordinates and then computing its latent representation, obtaining z0 = φ(ṼTx0; Wφ);
(ii) Integrate Equation (17), obtained exploiting SINDy on latent variables, using a time-

marching technique, such as Runge-Kutta or multistep methods. That is, given z0, recover
the latent dynamics by computing z1, . . . ,zNend

as approximations of the solution z(t) of (17)
at the Nend + 1 points used for time discretization [t0, Tend];

(iii) Decode the latent solution using the decoder, project back onto physical coordinates, and

reconstruct the full-order solution via Ṽψ(zi ;Wψ) ≈ x(ti), for i = 0, . . . , Nend.

This online procedure is computationally efficient since the encoding and decoding steps merely
involve evaluating pre-trained NN functions, while the integration step operates on a low-dimensional
system. Due to SINDy’s ability to extrapolate in time and parameters, Tend can significantly exceed
the final time used for model training, performing an extrapolation task. Furthermore, when only
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Nested
POD

ṼT φ(·; W φ)

Encoder and time integration

ż = Θ(zT ;µ)Ξ

SINDy

ψ(·; W ψ)

Decoder
Nested
POD

Ṽ

x0 x̃0 Z̃ Ỹ Y

Figure 14. Representation of the SINDy-AE-nested-POD architecture.

the steady state of (10) is of interest, one can integrate the latent system (17) to its steady solution
and then decode using ψ, efficiently obtaining the desired result.

Algorithm 1: Pseudo-code for the online phase

Input: x0 initial condition, µtest parameter value
Output: (x0, . . . ,xNend

) simulated trajectory

1 x̃0 = ṼTx0; // POD projection

2 z0 = φ(x̃T0 ; Wφ); // Nonlinear encoding

3 (z1, . . . ,zNend
) = TimeStepping(f̃(·; µtest), z0); // Integration in time

4 for i = 0, . . . , Nend do
5 x̃i = ψ(zi ;Wψ); // Nonlinear decoding

6 xi = Ṽx̃i; // POD reconstruction

7 end

Remark 4.1 (SINDy-AE with nested POD). As discussed previously, a further enhancement of
the plain SINDy-AE architecture toward an efficient ROM has been proposed in [13], introduc-

ing the POD projection as a reduction technique. By projecting the data using the matrix Ṽ =
[ζ1 . . . ζNPOD

] ∈ RNh×NPOD formed by the first NPOD dominant modes, this strategy enables a more
efficient encoding process, as the autoencoder now only needs to reduce the dimension from a rel-
atively low number NPOD of features to n, rather than directly handling the full Nh degrees of
freedom. Reducing a reduced set of variables could seem counterintuitive, but it could prove to be
fundamental when the system exhibits slow Kolmogorov n-width decay, e.g. advection-dominated
problems, for which a large number of modes are necessary for the linear compression.

In this work, we employ nested POD as the preliminary reduction technique instead of standard
POD. The fundamental procedure remains unchanged; the only modification is the use of matrix
Ṽ resulting from the nested POD for projections, enabling a more efficient reduction when working
with large datasets containing many degrees of freedom.

5. Numerical results

In this section, we present numerical results for the two test cases introduced in Sections 3.1 and
3.2. Since problem settings, boundary conditions, and numerical discretization schemes have been
thoroughly described in their respective sections, we focus here on demonstrating the effectiveness
of the SINDy-AE-nested-POD architecture in capturing the bifurcating phenomena. For each case,
we analyze the architecture’s ability to learn the underlying dynamics, reconstruct the bifurcation
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diagrams, and extrapolate solutions in both parameter and time domains. We also investigate
the sparsity of the identified governing equations through a dedicated study of the nonparametric
case. The results showcase the methodology’s capability to accurately reproduce complex dynam-
ical behaviors while maintaining computational efficiency. The network architecture and training
parameters for the proposed SINDy-AE models are summarized in Table 1.

Parameter Symmetry-breaking Hopf bifurcation Hopf (nonparametric)
Encoder layers [32, 8, 4] [64, 32, 16, 8, 4, 3] [64, 32, 16, 8, 4]
Decoder layers [4, 8, 32] [3, 4, 8, 16, 32, 64] [4, 8, 16, 32, 64]
Latent dimension 2 2 2
Training epochs 5000 350 10000
Learning rate 10−5 10−5 10−5

Batch size 64 64 64
λ1 10−10 10−9 10−9

λ2 10−6 0 0
λ3 0 10−10 3 · 10−9

Table 1. Network architecture and training parameters for both test cases.

5.1. Symmetry-breaking bifurcation. Given the previous analysis, we considered a discretiza-
tion of P = [0.75, 1.05] comprising 20 equispaced values of µ.

We performed the nested POD as the preliminary dimensionality reduction technique for the
SINDy-AE architecture. Specifically, we computed local PODs on the snapshot matrices corre-
sponding to each parameter value, with Km modes chosen for each µm according to the criterion
in Equation (14), using δlocal = 10−6. Similarly, Nglobal was determined using the same criterion
using δglobal = 10−5. The projection onto POD coordinates was then performed for the full-order
snapshots corresponding to the selected values of µ. After this operation, the POD coefficients of
u1, u2, and p were independently scaled to have zero mean and unit variance to facilitate network
training, then stacked and passed as input to the architecture.

Since we are not interested in reproducing the initial transient phase (as it does not convey
useful information about the bifurcation diagram), we considered only snapshots corresponding to
time instances in the interval [8.0, 70.0]. For parameter values where the simulation stopped before
reaching Tend = 70.0, we duplicated the last snapshot until the final time Tend (since they all are all
approximations of the steady-state solution).

We used 90% of the computed snapshots for training the network and SINDy, reserving the
remaining 10% to test the model’s ability to extrapolate in time.

To ensure better stability, we trained a separate SINDy model on the latent variables using the
Python library pysindy [57, 35]. The library was constructed using a polynomial basis of degree 2
with respect to both state variables and parameter, employing both ensembling and library ensem-
bling to improve robustness to noise [20]. The STLSQ threshold τ was set to 0.01.

Figure 15 shows the real and simulated latent trajectories for the test values µ = 0.81 and µ = 1.01.
We observe a general agreement of the real and simulated evolutions. SINDy reconstruction in the
non-bifurcating regime 15a may appear less accurate, but the error magnitude is lower than the
evolution scale in 15b, indicating that the model correctly identifies the “flat” dynamics converging
to the symmetric steady state. The dashed blue line denotes the end of the training interval.

In Figure 16 the mean and maximum errors introduced by the SINDy-AE-nested-POD architec-
ture are plotted against the values of µ ∈ Ph. We have not reported the errors for p due to their
similarity to those for u1 in Figure 16a. As it is clear from the plots, the error for the vertical
components of the velocity u2 is one order of magnitude higher than its horizontal counterpart.
Indeed, the symmetry-breaking phenomenon is essentially related to the vertical axis, and being u2
the primary driver of the bifurcating behavior, such complexity causes the approximation of the
latent behavior to be less robust.
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(b) Latent trajectory for µ = 0.81

Figure 15. Evolution of the latent trajectories for two testing values of µ.
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Figure 16. Mean and maximum errors of the SINDy-AE-nested-POD architecture
against the values of µ ∈ Ph.
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We show in Figure 17 a comparison between a high-fidelity snapshot and its reconstruction, along
with the resulting error field. We observe that despite the complexities in approximating the wall-
hugging latent dynamics, the methodology is capable of correctly reconstructing the bifurcating
steady states for an unseen value of the parameter.

(a) Exact (b) Simulated

(c) Error

Figure 17. Comparison between the exact and simulated horizontal component
of the velocity field u1, and the corresponding error field for µ = 0.81 at t = 69.81.

Finally, Figure 18 shows the real and simulated bifurcation diagram exploiting the L2-norm of
the vertical velocity u2 as the scalar quantity of interest. Once again, we note that despite the
complex evolution of u2, the methodology successfully reconstructs the bifurcation diagram with
good accuracy.
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Figure 18. Real and simulated bifurcation diagram in terms of the L2-norm of
the vertical velocity u2.

5.2. Hopf bifurcation. For this case, we also employed the nested POD as the preliminary di-
mensionality reduction technique for the SINDy-AE architecture. Specifically, we performed POD
on the snapshot matrices corresponding to each parameter value, setting Km = 100, while choosing
Nglobal as 32 for both velocity and pressure.
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Following the same preprocessing strategy, the POD coefficients of u and p were independently
scaled to have zero mean and unit variance to facilitate network training, then stacked and passed
as input to the architecture5.

Among the 40 equispaced values of Re ∈ P = [346, 356], for which we collected the full-order
solution, we used 38 for training and reserved two (Re = 347.28 and Re = 354.97) for testing.

To ensure a fully developed flow regime and focus on the steady-unsteady transition, we considered
the system’s evolution over the time interval I = [1900, 2500], avoiding the initial diffusive transient.
Since the time step between successive snapshots was 1, we interpolated the POD coefficients matrix
using cubic natural spline functions and evaluated them at intervals of dt = 0.01 seconds to ensure
smooth computation of derivatives for SINDy.

In this case as well, we trained a separate SINDy model on the latent variables using pysindy.
The model was trained on a subset of the initial time interval Itrain = [2275, 2477] for efficiency
purposes (using dt = 0.5 × 10−2). The library was constructed using polynomials of degree 3 with
respect to state variables and degree 2 with respect to the parameter. The STLSQ threshold τ in
was set to 0.01.

Remark 5.1 (Error analysis). Figure 19 shows the mean projection error onto the nested POD basis
for all values of Re ∈ Ph. The projection error remains relatively low (on the order of 10−2) across
the Reynolds number range, but shows a notable increase around Re ≈ 350.6, which corresponds
to the onset of the Hopf bifurcation. Before this critical point, the error for both the velocity and
pressure fields remain constant. After the bifurcation point, both fields exhibit increasing errors,
with pressure showing a more pronounced rise. This behavior is expected, as the flow dynamics
becomes more complex after the bifurcation, making the projection onto a fixed number of POD
modes slighlty less accurate.

346 348 350 352 354 356
Re

2.0

3.0

4.0

5.0

6.0

M
ea

n 
L2  P

ro
je

ct
io

n 
Er

ro
r

×10 2

u
p

Figure 19. Mean relative projection error for u and p using nested POD for Re ∈
Ph with N = 32 basis.

The relatively low error introduced by the POD projection with NPOD = 32 indicates that a
meaningful analysis of the system can be conducted using the POD coefficients alone, as they
provide a sufficiently accurate representation of the full-order trajectories. Therefore, in the following
numerical results, we focus exclusively on the POD coefficients, as they are sufficient to recover the
bifurcation diagram.

5In the previous case, the vertical component of the velocity u2 was much harder to approximate than u1, hence
suggesting to treat them separately. Here, instead, we stacked the matrices containing the snapshots of u1 and u2,

performing the POD directly on the snapshot matrix u ∈ R2Nh .



21

To test the model’s ability to extrapolate in time, we integrated over [2480, 2500] (not seen during
training) for each value of Re, using the POD coefficients at t = 2480 as initial conditions. Figure
20 shows the real and simulated latent trajectories for the two test values of Re.

Similarly to the previous test case, the simulated evolution in 20a appears to deviate from the
original one, but the error magnitude is much smaller than the oscillation amplitude in Figure 20b,
indicating that SINDy correctly identifies the pre-bifurcation dynamics as nearly constant. On the
other hand, we obtain very accurate results in the extrapolatory regime in parameter and time
spaces, correctly identifying the periodic behavior of the Hopf bifurcation also at the reduced level.
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(a) Latent trajectory for Re = 347.28
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(b) Latent trajectory for Re = 354.97

Figure 20. Evolution of the latent trajectories for two testing values of Re.

Figure 21 shows the real and simulated evolution of the first POD coefficients of p, from which we
can observe the complete change in the dynamics of the system transitioning from steady state to
unsteady periodic behavior. We omit the evolution of the first POD coefficients of u as they exhibit
behavior similar to that of p.

The comparison of the maximum errors introduced by the AE and SINDy-AE architectures are
plotted against Re ∈ Ph in Figure 22. We only observe a small discrepancy among the two, indicating
that exploiting SINDy to identify and integrate the latent dynamics provides accurate results, with
errors below 1% for all values of Re, even when compared to the baseline AE reconstruction.

In the same spirit of the frequency analysis depicted in Figure 12, we performed a Fourier analysis
at the reduced level on the first POD coefficient for velocity and pressure fields. In Figure 23 we
show such analysis for the test Re values, from which we can see both the accuracy between the
real and simulated quantities, and the difference magnitude of the two parametric configurations,
denoting the steady and unsteady behaviors.
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Figure 21. Evolution of the first POD coefficient of p for two testing values of Re.
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Figure 22. Maximum error of the AE and SINDy-AE architecture with time in-
tegration on the POD coefficients of u and p against Re ∈ Ph.
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To conclude, Figure 24 shows the reconstruction of the bifurcation diagram using the amplitude
defined in Equation (8) as the quantity of interest, and identifying the bifurcation point as Re∗ ≈
350.6.
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Figure 24. Real and simulated amplitudes against Reynolds number as defined in
Equation (8) for Re ∈ Ph.

5.2.1. SINDy-AE-POD architecture in the nonparametric case. The identified ODEs for the previous
systems, mixing both time and parameter dependency, have not been reported as they were not
sparse enough and difficult to interpret.

This raises the question of whether this stems from an intrinsic difficulty in learning sparse
representations for these bifurcating systems, or whether it is a limitation of the SINDy methodology
when handling parameterized dynamics.

To proceed in this direction, we trained and tested a SINDy-AE model on a single trajectory. We
fixed a Reynolds number Re = 353.69 in the bifurcating regime, and projected the snapshots of the
corresponding dynamics onto the POD coordinates.

For the SINDy algorithm, we used a library of first-order polynomials in z0 and z1, with the
STLSQ threshold τ set to 1.

To ensure complete system evolution, we analyzed the time interval [1800, 2500], and used the
first 90% of the resulting dataset for training. As before, since the time step between snapshots was
1, we interpolated the POD coefficients using cubic natural spline functions evaluated at dt = 0.01
second intervals.

In this case as well, we trained a separate SINDy model on latent variables and used ensembling
for better robustness.

This way, we have been able to identify the following ODE:{
z′0 = −0.111z0 − 0.992z1,

z′1 = 0.992z0 + 0.111z1,

which exhibits a nice symmetry related to the periodic and oscillatory nature of the phenomena.
Moreover, we tested the model’s ability to extrapolate in time beyond the training data by

integrating over [2450, 2500]. The great agreement between the real and simulated latent trajectories
(below 1%), shown in Figure 25, confirms the possibility of capturing the periodic behavior in the
latent dimension, performing excellently in terms of both recovered dynamics and error on the POD
coefficients.

Moreover, being the identified ODE a sparse and analytically solvable system, it provides valuable
insight into the underlying dynamics which could be exploited for more general frameworks.
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Figure 25. Latent trajectories on the integration window for Re = 353.69.

6. Conclusions and Perspectives

In this work, we developed and investigated a ROM methodology for complex, time-dependent,
nonlinear systems exhibiting bifurcation phenomena. Our main contribution is the successful ap-
plication of the SINDy-AE-nested-POD architecture to challenging CFD problems, demonstrating
its effectiveness across different bifurcating scenarios and numerical discretization methods. In par-
ticular, we analyzed two distinct cases: a pitchfork bifurcation driven by the Coandă effect and a
Hopf bifurcation for channel flow problems, obtaining solutions using both FE and FV methods.
The performance of our framework proved particularly strong, achieving robust identification of the
pitchfork dynamics and excellent accuracy in capturing the Hopf behavior. Our investigation also
provided novel insights into the challenges of parameterized system reduction, suggesting that the
difficulties in obtaining effective latent representations through SINDy are inherent to the parame-
terized nature of the systems rather than limitations in trajectory representation.

During our study, several promising research directions emerged. A natural extension of this
work would be to apply the SINDy-AE-nested-POD framework to even more challenging scenarios,
such as compressible fluid dynamics or other fields characterized by complex dynamical behavior.
Additionally, our experiments highlighted the high sensitivity of SINDy to hyperparameters. Recent
advancements, including the nested SINDy method [21] that integrates SINDy with neural networks,
as well as techniques like WSINDy [40] and LES-SINDy [66]—which employ weak formulations or
Laplace transforms to better manage discontinuities—offer enhanced robustness in the presence of
noisy data. Although these methods incur higher computational costs, their potential synergy with
suitable reduction techniques presents an exciting avenue for future research.

Finally, recent work by Conti, Kneifl et al. [14, 38] on a variational extension of SINDy (VINDy),
combined with Variational Encoding of Noisy Inputs (VENI) and Variational Inference with Cer-
tainty Intervals (VICI), points to promising directions for dynamic system identification even in
highly complex scenarios.
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