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The dynamics in a primary Spectral Submanifold (SSM) constructed over the slowest modes of a dynamical system

provide an ideal reduced-order model for nearby trajectories. Modeling the dynamics of trajectories further away from
the primary SSM, however, is difficult if the linear part of the system exhibits strong non-normal behavior. Such
non-normality implies that simply projecting trajectories onto SSMs along directions normal to the slow linear modes
will not pair those trajectories correctly with their reduced counterparts on the SSMs. In principle, a well-defined
nonlinear projection along a stable invariant foliation exists and would exactly match the full dynamics to the SSM-
reduced dynamics. This foliation, however, cannot realistically be constructed from practically feasible amounts and
distributions of experimental data. Here we develop an oblique projection technique that is able to approximate this
foliation efficiently, even from a single experimental trajectory of a significantly non-normal and nonlinear beam.

Data-driven reduced-order models seeking to describe, predict and control complex physical systems attract growing
interest in various areas of applied science and engineering. Reduction to spectral submanifolds (or SSMs) provides a
mathematically justified model reduction approach that captures the nonlinear dynamics on low-dimensional, attracting
invariant manifolds in the phase space of the system. Nearby trajectories approach SSMs and quickly synchronize with
their internal dynamics, which then serve as accurate reduced models for the longer-term dynamics of the full system.
Therefore, establishing a proper correspondence between a trajectory outside an SSM and its target trajectory within the
SSM is essential. This task becomes challenging when the linear part of the system is strongly non-normal, necessitating
an oblique projection of trajectories onto their targets within the SSM. Here, we develop a data-driven identification of
this oblique projection and allows accurate SSM reduction from a few experimentally observed trajectories of highly
non-normal and nonlinear systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Reduced-order models have become crucially important in studying high-dimensional nonlinear dynamical systems across
various fields of applied science and engineering. They allow us to reduce computational cost while retaining physical in-
terpretability and enabling fast parametric analysis, especially when only experimental data are available. Numerous model
reduction methods have been proposed using vastly different approaches (see Benner, Gugercin, and Willcox 1 , Rowley and
Dawson 2 , Taira et al. 3 , Brunton, Noack, and Koumoutsakos 4 , Touzé, Vizzaccaro, and Thomas 5 , Ghadami and Epureanu 6 for
recent reviews).

Proper orthogonal decomposition (POD), followed by Galerkin projection is a popular and simple approach to reduce the
dimension of nonlinear dynamical systems. It employs a normal projection onto the most energetic modes of the system.
However, the main limitation of projecting onto linear subspaces is that those subspaces are not invariant under the nonlinear
dynamics (Ohlberger and Rave 7 ). This motivates different techniques that project the dynamics onto general invariant manifolds,
whose internal dynamics serve as a reduced order model for the system. We employ the theory of spectral submanifolds (SSMs),
which allows us to perform accurate model reduction for essentially nonlinear phenomena. Such SSMs rigorously extend the
concept of nonlinear normal modes (NNMs) originally introduced by Shaw and Pierre 8,9 and Shaw, Pierre, and Pesheck 10 .
They have been mathematically formalized by Cabré, Fontich, and De La Llave 11 and Haller and Ponsioen 12 for systems with
asymptotically stable stationary states. In particular, the primary SSM is the smoothest continuation of a spectral subspace of
the linearized system at the stationary state under the inclusion of nonlinearities. Its existence, uniqueness and persistence in
both autonomous and non-autonomous systems depend on certain non-resonance conditions among eigenvalues of the spectrum
of the linearization (see Haller and Ponsioen 12 ).

The internal dynamics within the primary SSM tangent to the spectral subspace spanned by the slowest modes is an ideal
nonlinear reduced model for the system. Indeed, such an SSM attracts all nearby trajectories, each of which then synchronizes
exponentially fast with a particular trajectory within the SSM. Therefore, properly identifying such a target trajectory on the
SSM for each off-SSM initial condition is crucial for effective reduced-order modelling.

a)Author to whom correspondance should be addressed: georgehaller@ethz.ch
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Classic linearization results near hyperbolic fixed points guarantee that off-SSM initial conditions converging the fastest to
a given on-SSM initial condition form an (n− d)-dimensional surface, where n is the dimension of the full system and d is
the dimension of the SSM (see Haller and Kaundinya 13 ). This surface is usually called the stable fiber associated with the
on-SSM initial condition, which is referred to as the base point of the stable fiber. Stable fibers are known to be as smooth as the
dynamical system and provide a smooth foliation of a neighborhood of the SSM. This stable foliation is invariant as fibers are
mapped into fibers by the full flow map (see Szalai 14 for more discussion).

If the initial condition lies close to the SSM, the SSM is nearly flat (this is often the case in a delay-embedding setting, see
Cenedese et al. 15 ) and the linear part is close to normal, then projecting such initial condition orthogonally onto the SSM yields
an accurate reduced initial condition whose trajectory within the SSM serves as a target for the trajectory of the full system. Such
a normal projection approximates the stable fibers of the SSM as planes aligned with the direction of the fast subspace. In our
work, orthogonality or normality refers to the mutual orientation of eigenspaces in the phase space. The above SSM-reduction
combined with orthogonal projection has proven successful in both equation- and data-driven problems, representing essentially
nonlinear features. In the data-driven case, unforced, decaying data is employed to fit the parametrization of the primary SSM
and its reduced dynamics. External forcing can then be taken into account to predict the nonlinear response of the system (see
Haller and Ponsioen 12 , Haller and Kaundinya 13 , Cenedese et al. 15,16 , Axås, Cenedese, and Haller 17 , Cenedese et al. 18 ), even
when non-smoothness is involved (Bettini, Cenedese, and Haller 19 ).

Recent work by Haller et al. 20 has revealed the existence of an additional, infinite family of fractional (or secondary) SSMs
in C∞ dynamical systems. These are tangent to the same spectral subspace as the primary SSM, but they fill an entire open set
of the domain of attraction of the fixed point. Fractional SSMs are of lower smoothness class than the primary SSM, which
is indicated by the appearance of non-integer powers in their parametrization. This new class of SSMs arises in modeling
transitions between isolated states (Kaszás and Haller 21 ) or in experimental problems, as general initial conditions lie on a
fractional SSM with probability one. Haller et al. 20 also extend the theory of SSMs to spectral subspaces with both stable and
unstable directions (mixed-mode SSMs).

Among other techniques exploiting manifold reduction through normal projection, Lee and Carlberg 22 , Champion et al. 23 ,
Fresca, Dede’, and Manzoni 24 , Conti et al. 25 and Romor, Stabile, and Rozza 26 employ an autoencoder. Specifically, the
reduced dynamics and manifold parametrization are learned in the process of encoding the data into a lower-dimensional space
and subsequently decoded in the original space (Goodfellow, Bengio, and Courville 27 ). As an alternative, Geelen, Wright, and
Willcox 28 and Benner et al. 29 orthogonally project onto a manifold expressed as a graph over a slow subspace computed from
proper orthogonal decomposition.

However, when the non-normality of the system becomes more significant and the slow manifold is far from being flat, a more
refined projection of initial conditions to the base point of the stable fiber containing them becomes essential. Here, we call a
system non-normal if the slow subspace, containing the modes of the linearized dynamics retained in the reduced-order model,
is not orthogonal to the fast subspace, which collects the remaining faster modes. Such behavior is common in fluid dynamics,
as described by Trefethen et al. 30 , Schmid and Henningson 31 , Trefethen and Embree 32 . In structural vibrations, experimental
data from resonance-based gravity measurements (Brack et al. 33 ) and hydrogel vibrations (Yerrapragada et al. 34 ), also show
clear signs of non-normal behavior.

In these problems, a more refined projection onto the SSM is required along the stable fibers emanating from the SSM.
Fiber reconstruction from data relies heavily on the exponentially decaying transients, which make stable fiber reconstruction
challenging from experiments. Indeed, as the examples of Szalai 14,35 show, an accurate reconstruction of the stable foliation
near an SSM requires data amounts and densities that are unrealistic to obtain in a real experimental setting. For instance,
Szalai 14 approximates the local stable foliation of a 1D SSM in a 2D system using 500 trajectories whose initial conditions
are uniformly distributed in the phase space. Neither the number nor the placement of these initial conditions is feasible in
an experimental setting. Also, the numerical burden of constructing stable fibers from data increases significantly with the
dimension of the problem. Indeed, while SSM-reduction deals with a single d-dimensional manifold, stable fiber construction
targets a d-dimensional family of (n−d)-dimensional manifolds. In practical problems, one actually deals with continuum, for
which we have n = ∞.

In the context of input-output systems, the stable fibers can be approximated through oblique projections directly from the
equations. Given a target subspace spanned by the reduced coordinates of the envisioned reduced-order model, oblique projec-
tions allow one to connect the portion of the phase space outside that subspace to base points contained in the subspace. Balanced
truncation (Mullis and Roberts 36 , Moore 37 ) and balanced POD (Rowley 38 , Bagheri, Brandt, and Henningson 39 , Barbagallo,
Schmid, and Sipp 40 ) provide a linear approximation, while Scherpen 41 , Scherpen and Van der Schaft 42 extended the balancing
idea between observable and controllable states to nonlinear projections. However, in this work we focus on data-driven reduced-
order modeling: for a more extensive review of equation-driven balancing techniques, refer to Gugercin and Antoulas 43 , Benner
and Breiten 44 .

Recent work by Otto, Macchio, and Rowley 45 constructs nonlinear oblique projections directly from data via an autoencoder
neural network. The architecture of the encoder is constrained to represent a projection, while the decoder parametrizes the
manifold over which the projection takes place. The direction of the projection is then learned by minimizing a loss function
that measures the difference between the time derivative of the projected trajectories and the reduced dynamics on the manifold,
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evaluated at the projected points. However, this method also requires large amounts of data, such as 1000 training trajectories
in an example given by Otto, Macchio, and Rowley 45 . In some cases, the direction of stable fibers is primarily influenced
by non-normality of the slow and fast eigenspaces, rather than by the presence of nonlinearities. In such situation, a linear
oblique projection is sufficient for achieving effective reduced-order models (see Barbagallo, Schmid, and Sipp 40 , Ahuja and
Rowley 46 , Illingworth, Morgans, and Rowley 47 , Benner, Goyal, and Gugercin 48 , Otto, Padovan, and Rowley 49,50 ).

Another form of simplification arises when the eigenvalues of the slow and fast subspaces are known. Axås and Haller 51 show
this to be the case for delay embeddings of systems with a known linear spectrum. Optimizing the number and magnitude of
delay used, one can then achieve near-normality in the delay-embedding space, and use normal projection to the slow subspace
with high accuracy.

In the present work, we employ linear, oblique projections onto primary SSMs to construct SSM-reduced models for nonlinear
and non-normal dynamical systems. The method requires a low number of trajectories and hence applies to both numerical and
experimental data, as we will show. The idea is to identify the overall impact of the fast dynamics in the data, rather than identify
the fast subspace itself. Specifically, the influence of the fast dynamics on a decaying trajectory manifests itself in oscillations
of the backbone curve, i.e. the curve of instantaneous amplitudes as functions of instantaneous frequencies in an oscillatory
decaying signal. Based on this observation, we construct an oblique projection along stable fibers by finding the linear mapping
from the full phase space to the slow spectral subspace that minimizes the oscillations in the backbone curve of a decaying
trajectory observed under that projection. This procedure allows us to effectively approximate the overall direction of the fibers
even from a single decaying trajectory, as opposed to the vast amounts and densities required for the data by other methods we
have surveyed above.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In section II we first provide an explanation for oscillatory backbone curves, which
are present already in non-normal linear systems. We identify the two key contributors to this phenomenon: fractional SSMs and
non-normal eigenspaces. Section III outlines our model reduction procedure based on obliquely projected reduced coordinates
over which the primary SSM is constructed. Finally, in section IV, we apply our oblique SSM reduction method to both
numerical and experimental data sets.

II. MOTIVATION

Let us consider the nonlinear dynamical system

ẋ = Ax+ fnl(x), x ∈ Rn, (1)

with a fixed point at x = 0, linear part A ∈ Rn×n and nonlinearities fnl = O(|x|2). We assume that the fixed point is linearly
asymptotically stable, i.e., Re λi < 0 for the eigenvalues λi of A for i = 1, ...,n. Moreover, we assume that A is semisimple and
that its eigenvalues satisfy the nonresonance condition

λ j ̸=
n

∑
k=1

mkλk, mk ∈ N,
n

∑
k=1

mk ≥ 2, j = 1, . . . ,n. (2)

SSM-based model reduction constructs a slow attracting SSM W (E) of the fixed point and restricts the full dynamics to this
low-dimensional manifold. The reduced coordinates on the SSM are defined as a projection of the coordinates of the phase
space onto the slow spectral subspace E of A that is tangent to W (E) at the fixed point. The internal dynamics of the slow SSM
are then represented as the dynamics of the reduced coordinates. Normal projection of coordinates onto the slowest spectral
subspace is justified when the spectral subspace F spanned by the remaining faster-decaying eigenmodes of A is normal to the
slow spectral subspace tangent to the SSM. When this is not the case, an oblique projection along F is needed to account for the
effects due to non-normality.

As an illustration, consider the linear system

ẋ = Ax, x = (x1,x2,)
T, A =

(
−α 0
0 −β

)
, β > α > 0, (3)

where the slow and fast subspaces E and F are 1D and are spanned by the eigenvectors corresponding to the eigenvalues λ1 =−α

and λ2 =−β :

v(1) =
(

1
0

)
, v(2) =

(
0
1

)
, E = span

{
v(1)

}
, F = span

{
v(2)

}
. (4)

Note that the linear system is normal, i.e. v(1),T · v(2) = 0. Moreover, the reduced dynamics of fractional SSMs filling the
phase space are identical to the reduced dynamics of the primary SSM, W (E)≡ E. Consequently, even though a general initial
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Figure 1: Subfigures (a) and (b) represent the phase space of a two-dimensional linear system with real eigenvalues, when the
slow and fast directions are normal (eq. 3) or non-normal (eq. 7) to each other, respectively. Subfigure (c): if we consider a
linear system with two oscillating modes (eq. 11), the backbone curve of a decaying trajectory lying on a fractional SSM (black)
exhibits oscillations around the backbone curve of decaying trajectories on the primary SSM (dashed, red), when the slow and
fast subspaces are not normal (non-normal linear part). Otherwise, the backbone curves are identical.

condition lies on a fractional SSM, the normal projection of the trajectory that it generates is accurately modeled by the internal
dynamics of W (E)

x1(t) = x10e−αt . (5)

Suppose that we now observe the system in a specific set of coordinates z such that E and F are non-normal to each other.
Namely, we introduce the coordinate change

x = Tz, T =

(
1 δ

β−α

0 1

)
, (6)

so that

ż = Ãz, Ã =

(
−α δ

0 −β

)
. (7)

The system is now non-normal. i.e. v(1),T ·v(2) ̸= 0, with

v(1) = (1,0)T , v(2) =
(

δ

α −β
, 1

)T

, E = span
{

v(1)
}
, F = span

{
v(2)

}
. (8)

If we now consider an initial condition on a generic fractional SSM, its evolution in time

z1(t) =
(

z10 −
δ z20

α −β

)
e−αt +

δ z20

α −β
e−β t (9)
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cannot be modeled by the normal projection onto W (E), whose internal dynamics is similar to eq. (5) and reads

z1(t) = z10e−αt . (10)

We observe that in eq. (9) the solution z1(t) depends on z20, which selects a particular fractional SSM. The non-normality
between eigenspaces is solely responsible for this behavior. A sketch of the phase space in the two cases is reported in Figures
1(a) and 1(b).

Let us consider the following system, modeling a typical damped linear oscillator, given by

ẋ = Ax, x = (x1,x2,x3,x4)
T, A =

−α −ω A B
ω −α C D
0 0 −β −ν

0 0 ν −β

 , β > α > 0. (11)

If A,B,C and D are zero, then the two modes are orthogonal to each other (normal system), i.e. the slow spectral subspace
E spanned by (x1,x2) is orthogonal to the fast subspace F . Otherwise, the two modes are coupled (non-normal system). We
examine decaying trajectories with initial conditions lying on the primary SSM W (E)≡ E and on a fractional SSM, both with
and without coupling. Given oscillatory decaying trajectories, we approximate backbone curves through the Peak Finding and
Fitting (PFF) algorithm (Jin et al. 52 ). For each semi-period of the signal, the PFF algorithm associates the maximum amplitude
of the observed quantity (|x1| in this example) with the corresponding local frequency, which is directly obtained from the semi-
period. This process yields an amplitude-frequency pair for each semi-period of oscillation of the signal, effectively constructing
points along the backbone curve. Fig. 1(c) compares the backbone curves they generate. Fractional effects, seen as oscillations
in the backbone curves, appear in the non-normal system. In contrast, normal systems feature identical reduced dynamics on
any SSM, whether primary or fractional. Consequently, already for a linear system, the dynamics of trajectories on fractional
SSMs cannot be accurately reduced to those on the primary SSM when the system is non-normal.

III. METHOD

When constructing the backbone curves as above, we orthogonally project the trajectory onto the slow subspace and then
apply the PFF procedure in order to identify the history of instantaneous frequencies and amplitudes along decaying oscillations.

We now discuss what happens if we project onto the slow subspace in an oblique way, along the direction of the fast subspace,
rather than normally. Notably, this results in a straight backbone curve, which is identical to the one of the primary SSM (see
Fig. 2(a)). Consequently, the reduced dynamics on the primary SSM can serve now as a reduced-order model for the dynamics
on fractional SSMs, as long as trajectory positions are projected obliquely onto E along the direction of F .

(a) (b)

Figure 2: Aspects of non-normality between the slow spectral subspace E and the fast spectral subspace. (a) Two different ways
of extracting the backbone curve of system (11) with parameter values α = 0.3, β = 0.63, ω = 3, ν = 8, A = B =C = D = 1,
x0 = (1,1,0.8,0.8)T: via normal projection onto E (light blue) and via oblique, F-parallel projection onto E (red). (b) The
construction of an F-parallel oblique projection P onto E.
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We now recall the general construction of an oblique projection P : Rn → E for system (1) (see Banerjee and Roy 54 for a full
explanation). Referring to Fig. 2(b), we decompose a general vector u ∈ Rn

u = u1 +u2, u1 ∈ E, u2 ∈ F. (12)

For the envisioned projection P, we have

E = range(P) , F = ker(P) . (13)

By equations (12)-(13), u1 is in the range of the projection and hence

u1 = Qw, Q ∈ Rn×d , w ∈ Rd , dim(E) = d. (14)

Here, the columns of Q ∈ Rn×d form a basis in E. For instance, for d = 2, we have Q = [a1|a2], with the vectors a1,a2 ∈ E
shown in Fig. 2(b). Furthermore, we have

BTu2 = BT (u−u1) = 0, (15)

where B ∈ Rn×d is a matrix whose columns form a basis of F⊥, the orthogonal complement of F = ker(P). For instance, for
d = 2, we have B = [b1|b2], with the vectors b1,b2 ∈ F⊥ shown in Fig. 2(b).

Substituting eq. (14) into (15), we obtain

w =
(
BTQ

)−1 BTu. (16)

Substituting formula (16) into (14) then gives u1 = Pu with

P = Q
(
BTQ

)−1 BT. (17)

In the special case of E ⊥ F , P is a normal projection, its range coincides with the orthogonal complement of its kernel, namely
Q ≡ B and

P = PT = Q
(
QTQ

)−1 QT. (18)

Formula (17) gives the general form of oblique projections onto E. SSM-reduction algorithms approximated E as the span
of the dominant singular vectors of the trajectory data matrix. For our purposes here, we need a more accurate approximation,
which prompts us to use a combination of singular value decomposition (SVD) with the dynamic mode decomposition (DMD).

It remains to determine the matrix B in formula (17) to obtain the projection matrix P. As the columns of B span F⊥,
identifying B from data is a much easier problem than identifying the (generally very high dimensional) subspace F spanned by
the fast eigenspaces. We find B as the matrix that renders the variance of the backbone curve minimal when computed from the
input data after the application of the projection P. The steps in this procedure are as follows.

1. Linear regime identification. We identify trajectory pieces falling in the linear regime of the system by looking at the
frequency values of the backbone curve and computing the average as we remove one frequency at a time. The amplitude
range corresponding to the frequencies whose difference in average falls below a user-defined threshold identifies the
linear regime.

2. 2D slow subspace identification. We aim to identify the matrix Q = [a1|a2] spanning the 2D slow subspace E which is
required to construct the oblique projection (17). The subspace E is tangent to the primary SSM that we want to reconstruct
(Haller and Ponsioen 12 ) and it contains the reduced coordinates that parametrize it. Practically, we employ DMD on the
linear regime of the data (Schmid and Sesterhenn 53 ) along with SVD in order to approximate E. The input data to this
procedure consists of N snapshots of a subset of the system’s states collected in the observable vector y ∈ Rp with p ≤ n,
collected in the matrices

V1 =
(
y(t1), y(t2), . . . , y(tN)

)
∈ Rp×N

V2 =
(
y(t2), y(t3), . . . , y(tN+1)

)
∈ Rp×N ,

(19)

so that

V2 = AV1, (20)
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where A ∈ Rp×p is an appropriate matrix. Applying the truncated compact version of SVD (Banerjee and Roy 54 ) to the
snapshot matrix V1 yields

V1 = UΣWT, (21)

where U ∈ Rp×d , Σ ∈ Rd×d and W ∈ RN×d , so that det(Σ) ̸= 0 and UTU = WTW = Id .

We now substitute eq. (21) into eq. (20) and premultiply by UT to obtain

UTV2 = UTAUΣWT (22)

and hence

UTAU = UTV2WΣ−1 = Ã, Ã ∈ Rd×d . (23)

The eigenvectors of Ã are readily computable and collected as columns of matrix VÃ ∈ Rd×d . The matrix Q ∈ Rp×d that
approximates the slow subspace E is found as the matrix of eigenvectors of A, i.e. Q = UVÃ.

3. Matrix B identification. We find B as the solution of the optimization problem

B∗ = argmin
B∈Rp×2

σ

(
Q
(
BTQ

)−1 BTylin

)
, (24)

where ylin denotes the data in the linear regime and σ (·) measures the variance of the backbone curve of its argument.
The optimization problem is addressed using a Quasi-Newton algorithm, where Q serves as the initial condition for
convergence to B.

Once we have determined the matrices Q and B from steps 1-3, we compute the oblique projection P from eq. (17). This
defines the projected coordinates on E as

z = Py, (25)

for each column y of the data matrices V1 and V2 that lie close to the primary SSM.

4. SSM parametrization and reduced dynamics. We now follow a procedure similar to that of Cenedese et al. 15 . Specif-
ically, we approximate the parametrization of the SSM and its reduced dynamics with multivariate polynomials of the
reduced coordinates ξ, defined as

ξ = Q̃Tz, (26)

where matrix Q̃ is an orthonormal representation of the tangent space E. The parametrization is sought in the form of a
multivariate polynomial

y = h(ξ) = M1ξ+Mξ2:M (27)

The unknown M1 and M are found via constrained regression by the following minimization problem:

(M∗
1,M

∗) = argmin
M1,M

∥∥∥y−M1ξ−M(ξ)2:M
∥∥∥2

. (28)

To clarify the advantage of the oblique projection as constructed in Step 3 for the SSM parametrization, let us consider a
general 2D nonlinear system, with the observables y = (x1,x2)

T, where the coordinate x1 lies in the slow spectral subspace E of
the linearized system. We seek a parametrization of the SSM W (E) as a function of the reduced coordinate ξ in the form

x2 = h(ξ ) . (29)

If ξ ≡ x1, then the reduced coordinate is the normal projection onto the slow subspace (blue, dashed lines in Fig. 3). In contrast,
the oblique projection P is defined by the relationship ξ = p(x1,x2), which gives an SSM parametrization in the implicit form

x2 = h
(

p(x1,x2)
)
, (30)
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Figure 3: Comparison between normally and obliquely projected reduced coordinates that parametrize the SSM. We note that the
ξ coordinate obtained from the oblique projection parametrizes W (E) on a much larger domain than the x1 coordinate obtained
from normal projection.

visualized as the red, dashed lines in Fig. 3. We note that once we fix the value of the reduced coordinate ξ , also x2 on the SSM
is fixed by the relationship (29), while we have to solve eq. (30) in order to retrieve the corresponding x1.

Steps 1-4 have been implemented in a publicly available, updated version of the SSMLearn algorithm, which is downloadable
from https://github.com/haller-group/SSMLearn.

As a simple illustration of the above procedure, we now apply oblique SSM-reduction to the linear non-normal system (11).
As seen in Fig. 4, the internal dynamics of the primary SSM W (E) parametrized by the reduced coordinate ξ successfully
tracks the decaying trajectory which gave rise to the oscillatory backbone curve in Fig. 1(c), as opposed to the standard normal-
constructed primary SSM (4(a)).

(a) (b)

Figure 4: Decaying test trajectory of the linear non-normal system (11), with initial condition on a fractional SSM and its
prediction from (a) normal SSM reduction and (b) from oblique SSM reduction. Both SSMs are computed from data using the
SSMLearn algorithm https://github.com/haller-group/SSMLearn.

Both cases employ the SSMLearn algorithm developed in Cenedese et al. 15 for computing the SSMs through a data-driven
approach, equipped with oblique projection when it is used. The oblique projection is determined as the one that minimizes the
oscillations of the backbone curve.

IV. RESULTS

Next, we apply the oblique SSM reduction to several numerical and experimental examples. We show that this method proves
to be effective when a simple normal SSM reduction fails.

https://github.com/haller-group/SSMLearn
https://github.com/haller-group/SSMLearn


9

A. Shaw-Pierre oscillator chain

We consider the two-degree-of-freedom mechanical system studied by Shaw and Pierre 8 , with an additional damper connect-
ing the left mass to the wall. Shown in Fig. 5, the system was originally studied in the (q1,q2) coordinates, whereas here we use
the coordinates

y1 = q1, y2 = q2 −q1. (31)

The governing equations are

Mÿ+Cẏ+Ky+ fnl = 0, (32)

with y = (y1, y2)
T and

M =

(
m1 0
m2 m2

)
, C =

(
c1 −c2
c1 c1 + c2

)
, K =

(
k1 −k2
k1 k1 + k2

)
, fnl =

(
−αy3

1
0

)
. (33)

With the notation x1 = y1, x2 = y2, x3 = ẏ1 and x4 = ẏ2, we can rewrite eq.(32) as a first-order system of ODEs

ẋ = Ax+Fnl, (34)

with

A =


0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

− k1

m1

k2

m1
− c1

m1

c2

m1

− (m1 −m2)k1

m1m2
−m1 (k1 + k2)+m2k2

m1m2
− (m1 −m2)c1

m1m2
−m1 (c1 + c2)+m2c2

m1m2

 ,

Fnl =


0
0

− α

m1
x3

1

0

 .

As parameter values, we take

m1 = m2 = 1, c1 = 0.05, c2 = 0.01, k1 = 1, k2 = 3.325, α = 0.5.

The eigenvalues of A are

λ1,2 =−0.025± i0.9997,
λ3,4 =−0.035± i2.7656,

whose eigenvectors give rise to two 2D real invariant subspaces, the slow spectral subspace E and the fast spectral subspace F .
According to our choice of coordinates, E and F are not normal to each other. A decaying trajectory with initial condition outside

m1

y1 = q1

y2 = q2 − q1

k1, α

c1

m2

k2

c2

q2

k1

c1

Figure 5: Geometry of the two-degree-of-freedom mechanical system studied in Shaw and Pierre 8 , modified by adding a damper
between the left mass and the wall.



10

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 6: Trajectories of the Shaw-Pierre system observed in the (y1,y2) coordinates. (a) The primary SSM W (E) (green), a
trajectory on it (black) and a trajectory outside W (E) on a fractional SSM (red). (b) Backbone curve computed from observations
of these trajectories. (c) The linear data regime to be used to construct the oblique projection P.

the primary SSM W (E) (shown in red in Fig. 6(a)), generates an oscillatory backbone curve shown in red in Fig. 6(b). This
phenomenon occurs even at low amplitudes, when the dynamics are approximately linear. This is the effect of non-normality on
trajectories lying on fractional SSMs outside W (E), as we discussed in earlier sections.

We now perform an oblique SSM reduction to the 2D slow SSM W (E) using the procedure outlined in section III. With
reference to the notation used in this section, we have the dimension of the phase space n = 4, the dimension of the reduced-
order model d = 2 and that of the observable space p = 8. We compute both normal and oblique SSMs up to 5th order using the
SSMLearn algorithm of Cenedese et al. 15 from a single trajectory, first with normal projection onto E (normal SSM reduction),
then with oblique projection (oblique SSM reduction). The reduced-order model in polar coordinates reads{

ρ̇ =−0.025ρ +0.017ρ3 −0.091ρ5

θ̇ = 1+0.245ρ2 −0.163ρ4 . (35)

A comparison between the predictions for forced response under periodic forcing is shown in Fig. 7. By employing the
oblique SSM reduction we can accurately track the backbone curve, and accurately predict the forced response curves of the
system under harmonic forcing acting on both masses for several different forcing amplitudes. In contrast, the normal projection
yields inaccurate results.

(a) (b)

Figure 7: Predictions for backbone curve and forced response curves (FRC) in system (32). (a) Normal SSM reduction. (b)
Oblique SSM reduction.
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B. Shaw-Pierre system on an oscillating cart

We adopt the three-degree-of-freedom model of Haller and Kaundinya 13 , which consists of the Shaw-Pierre system we
analyzed in IV A, but now mounted on an oscillating cart of mass m f , as seen in Fig. 8.

The cart is connected to a wall via a linear spring and a linear damper. The equations of motion are still in the general form of
(32), but now with y =

(
y1,y2,x f

)T and

M =

m1 0 m1
m2 m2 m2
0 0 m f

 , C =

 c1 −c2 0
c1 c1 + c2 0

−2c1 −c1 c f

 ,

K =

 k1 −k2 0
k1 k1 + k2 0

−2k1 −k1 k f

 , fnl =

 αy3
1

0
−αy3

1

 .

(36)

We fix the nondimensional parameter values

m1 = m2 = m f = 1, c1 = 0.05, c2 = c f = 0.01,
k1 = 1, k2 = 3.325, k3 = 33.25, α = 0.5,

for which the linearized system at the equilibrium has the eigenvalues λ1,2 =−0.022± i0.97, λ3,4 =−0.035± i2.77, λ5,6 =
−0.059± i5.94. We want to construct a 2D reduced-order model on 2D primary SSM W (E) tangent to the slow spectral
subspace E corresponding to the eigenvalues λ1,2.The real and the imaginary parts of the eigenvectors corresponding to λ3,4 and
λ5,6 span the 4D fast subspace F in this example.

We use SSMLearn to compute a 5th-order polynomial approximation of W (E) and its reduced dynamics from two trajectories
observed in the full phase space (n = p = 6). The model’s predictive ability is assessed on a test trajectory with an initial condition
outside the training data, along with the reconstruction of the backbone curve and the prediction of the forced response curves
under harmonic excitation of the three masses. The forcing mimics the shaking of the entire system, whereby all masses are
subjected to the same forcing amplitude and phase, given m1 = m2 = m f . As seen in Fig. 9, the SSM constructed over obliquely
projected reduced coordinates yields superior results compared to its normally projected counterpart.

m1

y1 = q1

y2 = q2 − q1

k1, α

c1

m2

k2

c2

q2

k1

c1

mf

xf

kf

cf

Figure 8: Geometry of the Shaw-Pierre mechanical system on a cart studied in Haller and Kaundinya 13 . The coordinate x f
refers to the absolute displacement of the cart, while q1 and q2 are the relative displacements of the two masses with respect to
x f .
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 9: The reduced coordinates ξ1 and ξ2 are computed via normal and oblique projection onto the slow subspace of the
system in Fig. 8. The resulting SSM-reduced model (ROM) predictions are compared in terms of prediction of a test trajectory
(a) and (b), reconstruction of the backbone and prediction of the forced response curves (c) and (d).

C. Experimental data from nonlinear beam oscillations

In our last example, we derive an SSM-reduced model from experimental data for the bending motion of a nonlinear beam.
In this experiment, the response of the beam (transmitter) to external excitation induces gravitational forces on a bending beam
resonator (receiver), located at a distance (Brack et al. 33 ). The interaction between transmitter and receiver beams can then be
studied to estimate the gravitational constant between the two objects. As such, accurate modeling of the beam becomes crucial.
The forced response curves computed around the slowest bending modes of the transmitter beam reveal clear nonlinear behavior.
Here we seek to construct a nonlinear 2D SSM-reduced model of the transmitter beam from decaying trajectory data.

The tungsten beam has dimensions 1m×20mm×10mm and a mass of 3,875.6g. It is suspended by two strings attached
at the nodal points of the first bending mode, as shown in Fig. 10(a). A piezoelectric transducer is mounted at the middle
point of the beam, where a counter mass amplifies the excitation. The velocity near one end of the beam is measured by a
laser interferometer. Given a single scalar observable, we cannot satisfy Whitney’s embedding theorem, for which we need
p > 2d independent observables to embed a d-dimensional manifold. To address this, we invoke Takens’ delay embedding
theorem (Takens 55 ), which states that delayed copies of a single scalar observables can serve as independent observables,
thereby enabling the manifold embedding.
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(a) (b)

Figure 10: Experimental setup and data of the vibrating nonlinear beam. (a) The experimental setup, with the transversal velocity
measured at the tip of the beam via a laser. (b) The oscillatory backbone curve of a decaying trajectory, computed by means of
the Peak Finding and Fitting (PFF) algorithm. The linear regime in which the oblique projection is computed is highlighted in
red.

We construct the six-dimensional delay-embedded observable

η = (v(t),v(t +∆t), . . . ,v(t +(p−1)∆t))T , p = 6, (37)

where v(t) denotes the single velocity measurement at the location of the laser dot and ∆t is the time delay. We took ∆t = 6 ·10−4,
which is the reciprocal of the acquisition frequency of the signal. The choice of p satisfies the condition p > 2d to embed the
2D slow SSM of dimension 2 via a generic observable (Takens 55 ).

We subject the beam to excitation at various forcing levels and in a range of frequencies around the first bending resonance.
Recording the amplitude of the steady response as a function of the excitation frequency, we obtain the forced response curves
shown in black dots in Figs. 11(a) -(b). These curves represent our test set to be reconstructed by a 2D primary SSM-reduced
model of the infinite-dimensional continuum beam. The training trajectory employed for the data-driven construction of this
model consists of a single decaying trajectory obtained after a forcing at a specific amplitude and frequency is turned off. This
trajectory will lie on a fractional SSM with probability one, as the full family of SSMs fills the entire domain of attraction of the
unforced equilibrium. The primary SSM forms a single (measure zero) curve in this family.

We determine the backbone curve from the single decaying trajectory using the PFF algorithm. Shown in Fig. 10(b), the
backbone curve displays nonlinear softening behavior, and exhibits pronounced oscillations in frequency, even at low amplitudes.
This implies a significant non-normality for the linearized system based on our findings in Section II. As described in steps 1-
4 of Section III, we compute the oblique projection as the one that minimizes the oscillations of the backbone curve in the
linear regime (shown in Fig. 10(b)). We show that this procedure only requires a single decaying trajectory. Indeed, given the
oscillatory nature of the system, the trajectory explores the region of the phase space relevant for the SSM reconstruction and
also provides information for the foliation approximation in terms of oscillatory backbone curve.

Both the parametrization of the primary SSM W (E) and its reduced dynamics are approximated by a 7th-order polynomial.
As seen in Fig. 11, the SSM-reduced model obtained via normal projection has difficulty in reconstructing the experimental
backbone curve and predicting the forced response curves for amplitudes and phases. In contrast, the primary SSM-reduced
model with oblique projection (trained on a single decaying trajectory) reproduces very accurately the experimental forced
response and phase curves. The data have been measured via lock-in amplifier by introducing a fictitious 90◦ phase shift with
respect to a reference signal. The experimental phase curves in Fig. 11 have been plotted taking into account this shift.

V. CONCLUSION

We have enhanced the original SSMLearn algorithm for SSM-reduced modeling by employing an oblique projection onto slow
spectral subspaces instead of the originally used normal projection. This results in a significant improvement in reconstructing
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 11: Comparison between the predictions of the primary SSM-based reduced-order model with normally and obliquely
projected reduced coordinates, in terms of backbone curve and amplitude response (Subfigures (a) and (b)) and phase curves
(Subfigures (c) and (d)).

backbone curves and predicting forced response curves for nonlinear oscillatory systems with substantial non-normality in their
linear parts. Oblique SSM reduction is particularly relevant for experimental data, in which generic training trajectories lie on
fractional SSMs.

We also give an explanation for the phenomenon of oscillating backbone curves, which turn out to arise even in linear systems.
While the oscillations in the backbone curves are tempting to blame on noise or imperfections, the phenomenon in fact arises
from an interplay between fractional SSMs and non-normality of slow and fast spectral subspaces.

Our methodology selects the reduced coordinates on the slow subspace via an oblique projection from the space of observables,
along the span of the remaining fast spectral subspaces. Unlike prior approaches seeking to reconstruct the full fast subspace
F , we only seek to identify the orthogonal complement F⊥ of F in the observable space. This enables a major reduction on
the data needed in our approach, as F⊥ has the same low dimension as the slow spectral subspace E. This allows us to use a
single trajectory to construct the required oblique projection that minimizes the oscillations in the trajectory’s backbone curve.
We have applied this technique to various examples, both numerical and experimental, showing that the reduction on primary
SSMs using obliquely projected reduced coordinates yields superior results compared to its normally projected counterpart.

The current method is constrained to linear oblique projection of the observable coordinates onto the slow subspace, over
which the primary SSM is constructed. As such, the oblique projection is computed in the linearized regime, even for nonlinear
dynamical systems, which results in a linear approximation of the stable foliation. While the leading factors influencing the
difference between the dynamics on fractional and the primary SSMs appear to be related to the linear part, our future work will
explore nonlinear oblique projections in order to enhance the accuracy of SSM-reduced modeling even further.



15

CONFLICT OF INTEREST

The authors have no conflicts to disclose.

AUTHORS CONTRIBUTIONS

GH designed the research. LB, BK and GH carried out the research. LB and BK developed the software and analyzed the
examples. JD, BZ and LB designed the experiments. BZ and LB carried out the experiments. LB wrote the paper. GH, JD and
BK reviewed the paper. GH led the research team.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The data discussed in this work are publicly available at https://github.com/haller-group/SSMLearn.

CODE AVAILABILITY

The code supporting the results of this work is publicly available at https://github.com/haller-group/SSMLearn.

REFERENCES

1P. Benner, S. Gugercin, and K. Willcox, “A survey of projection-based model reduction methods for parametric dynamical systems,” SIAM Rev. 57, 483–531
(2015).

2C. W. Rowley and S. T. Dawson, “Model reduction for flow analysis and control,” Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 49, 387–417 (2017).
3K. Taira, S. L. Brunton, S. T. Dawson, C. W. Rowley, T. Colonius, B. J. McKeon, O. T. Schmidt, S. Gordeyev, V. Theofilis, and L. S. Ukeiley, “Modal analysis
of fluid flows: An overview,” AIAA Journal 55, 4013–4041 (2017).

4S. L. Brunton, B. R. Noack, and P. Koumoutsakos, “Machine learning for fluid mechanics,” Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 52, 477–508 (2020).
5C. Touzé, A. Vizzaccaro, and O. Thomas, “Model order reduction methods for geometrically nonlinear structures: a review of nonlinear techniques,” Nonlinear
Dyn. 105, 1141–1190 (2021).

6A. Ghadami and B. I. Epureanu, “Data-driven prediction in dynamical systems: recent developments,” Philos. Trans. R. Soc. A 380, 20210213 (2022).
7M. Ohlberger and S. Rave, “Reduced basis methods: Success, limitations and future challenges,” Proceedings of the Conference Algoritmy , 1–12 (2016).
8S. Shaw and C. Pierre, “Normal modes for non-linear vibratory systems,” J. Sound Vib. 164, 85–124 (1993).
9S. Shaw and C. Pierre, “Normal modes of vibration for non-linear continuous systems,” J. Sound Vib. 169, 319–347 (1994).

10S. W. Shaw, C. Pierre, and E. Pesheck, “Modal analysis-based reduced-order models for nonlinear structures : An invariant manifold approach,” Shock Vib.
Dig. 31, 3–16 (1999).

11X. Cabré, E. Fontich, and R. De La Llave, “The parameterization method for invariant manifolds III: overview and applications,” J. Differ. Equ. 218, 444–515
(2005).

12G. Haller and S. Ponsioen, “Nonlinear normal modes and spectral submanifolds: existence, uniqueness and use in model reduction,” Nonlinear Dyn. 86,
1493–1534 (2016).

13G. Haller and R. S. Kaundinya, “Nonlinear Model Reduction to Temporally Aperiodic Spectral Submanifolds,” Chaos 34 (2024).
14R. Szalai, “Data-driven reduced order models using invariant foliations, manifolds and autoencoders,” J. Nonlinear Sci. 33, 75 (2023).
15M. Cenedese, J. Axås, B. Bäuerlein, K. Avila, and G. Haller, “Data-driven modeling and prediction of non-linearizable dynamics via spectral submanifolds,”

Nat. Commun. 13, 872 (2022).
16M. Cenedese, J. Axås, H. Yang, M. Eriten, and G. Haller, “Data-driven nonlinear model reduction to spectral submanifolds in mechanical systems,” Philos.

Trans. R. Soc. A 380 (2022).
17J. Axås, M. Cenedese, and G. Haller, “Fast data-driven model reduction for nonlinear dynamical systems,” Nonlinear Dyn. 111, 7941–7957 (2023).
18M. Cenedese, S. Jain, J. Marconi, and G. Haller, “Data-Assisted Non-Intrusive Model Reduction for Forced Nonlinear Finite Elements Models,”

arXiv:2311.17865 (2023).
19L. Bettini, M. Cenedese, and G. Haller, “Model reduction to spectral submanifolds in piecewise smooth dynamical systems,” International Journal of Non-

Linear Mechanics 163 (2024).
20G. Haller, B. Kaszás, A. Liu, and J. Axås, “Nonlinear model reduction to fractional and mixed-mode spectral submanifolds,” Chaos 33 (2023).
21B. Kaszás and G. Haller, “Capturing the edge of chaos as a spectral submanifold in pipe flows,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics 979 (2024).
22K. Lee and K. Carlberg, “Model reduction of dynamical systems on nonlinear manifolds using deep convolutional autoencoders,” J. Comput. Phys. 404,

108973 (2019).
23K. Champion, B. Lusch, J. N. Kutz, and S. L. Brunton, “Data-driven discovery of coordinates and governing equations,” Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 116,

22445–22451 (2019).
24S. Fresca, L. Dede’, and A. Manzoni, “A comprehensive deep learning-based approach to reduced order modeling of nonlinear time-dependent parametrized

pdes,” J. Sci. Comput. 87, 61 (2021).
25P. Conti, G. Gobat, S. Fresca, A. Manzoni, and A. Frangi, “Reduced order modeling of parametrized systems through autoencoders and sindy approach:

continuation of periodic solutions,” Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Eng. 411, 116072 (2023).

https://github.com/haller-group/SSMLearn
https://github.com/haller-group/SSMLearn


16

26F. Romor, G. Stabile, and G. Rozza, “Non-linear manifold reduced-order models with convolutional autoencoders and reduced over-collocation method,” J.
Sci. Comput. 94 (2023).

27I. J. Goodfellow, Y. Bengio, and A. Courville, Deep Learning (MIT Press, 2016).
28R. Geelen, S. Wright, and K. Willcox, “Operator inference for non-intrusive model reduction with quadratic manifolds,” Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Eng.

403, 115717 (2023).
29P. Benner, P. Goyal, J. Heiland, and I. Duff, “A quadratic decoder approach to nonintrusive reduced-order modeling of nonlinear dynamical systems,” Proc.

Appl. Math. Mech. 23 (2023).
30L. N. Trefethen, A. E. Trefethen, S. C. Reddy, and T. A. Driscoll, “Hydrodynamic stability without eigenvalues,” Science 261, 578–584 (1993).
31P. Schmid and D. Henningson, Stability and Transition in Shear Flows, Applied Mathematical Sciences, Vol. 142 (Springer - Verlag, 2002).
32L. Trefethen and M. Embree, Spectra and Pseudospectra: The Behavior of Nonnormal Matrices and Operators (Princeton University Press, 2005).
33T. Brack, B. Zybach, F. Balabdaoui, S. Kaufmann, F. Palmegiano, J.-C. Tomasina, S. Blunier, D. Scheiwiller, J. Fankhauser, and J. Dual, “Dynamic measure-

ment of gravitational coupling between resonating beams in the hertz regime,” Nat. Phys. 18, 952–957 (2022).
34K. Yerrapragada, H. Yang, W. Lee, and M. Eriten, “Characterization of drying-induced changes in moduli and internal stresses in a constrained gel using laser

vibrometry,” Soft Matter 20, 813–822 (2024).
35R. Szalai, “Invariant spectral foliations with applications to model order reduction and synthesis,” Nonlinear Dyn. 101, 2645–2669 (2020).
36C. Mullis and R. Roberts, “Synthesis of minimum roundoff noise fixed point digital filters,” IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. 23, 551–562 (1976).
37B. Moore, “Principal component analysis in linear systems: Controllability, observability, and model reduction,” IEEE Trans. Autom. Control 26, 17–32

(1981).
38C. W. Rowley, “Model reduction for fluids, using balanced proper orthogonal decomposition,” Int. J. Bifurcat. Chaos 15, 997–1013 (2005).
39S. Bagheri, L. Brandt, and D. Henningson, “Input–output analysis, model reduction and control of the flat-plate boundary layer,” J. Fluid Mech. 620, 263 –

298 (2009).
40A. Barbagallo, P. J. Schmid, and D. Sipp, “Closed-loop control of an open cavity flow using reduced-order models,” J. Fluid Mech. 641, 1–50 (2009).
41J. Scherpen, “Balancing for nonlinear systems,” Syst. Control Lett. 21, 143–153 (1993).
42J. M. A. Scherpen and A. J. Van der Schaft, “Normalized coprime factorizations and balancing for unstable nonlinear systems,” Int. J. Control 60, 1193–1222

(1994).
43S. Gugercin and A. Antoulas, “A survey of model reduction by balanced truncation and some new results,” Int. J. Control 77 (2004).
44P. Benner and T. Breiten, “Chapter 6: Model order reduction based on system balancing: Theory and algorithms,” (Society for Industrial and Applied

Mathematics Philadelphia, 2017) pp. 261–295.
45S. Otto, G. Macchio, and C. Rowley, “Learning nonlinear projections for reduced-order modeling of dynamical systems using constrained autoencoders,”

Chaos 33 (2023).
46S. Ahuja and C. W. Rowley, “Feedback control of unstable steady states of flow past a flat plate using reduced-order estimators,” J. Fluid Mech. 645, 447–478

(2010).
47S. J. Illingworth, A. S. Morgans, and C. W. Rowley, “Feedback control of flow resonances using balanced reduced-order models,” J. Sound Vib. 330,

1567–1581 (2011).
48P. Benner, P. Goyal, and S. Gugercin, “H2-quasi-optimal model order reduction for quadratic-bilinear control systems,” SIAM J. Matrix Anal. Appl. 39,

983–1032 (2018).
49S. E. Otto, A. Padovan, and C. W. Rowley, “Optimizing oblique projections for nonlinear systems using trajectories,” SIAM J. Sci. Comput. 44, A1681–A1702

(2022).
50S. E. Otto, A. Padovan, and C. W. Rowley, “Model reduction for nonlinear systems by balanced truncation of state and gradient covariance,” SIAM J. Sci.

Comput. 45, A2325–A2355 (2023).
51J. Axås and G. Haller, “Model reduction for nonlinearizable dynamics via delay-embedded spectral submanifolds,” Nonlinear Dynamics 111, 22079–22099

(2023).
52M. Jin, W. Chen, M. R. W. Brake, and H. Song, “Identification of Instantaneous Frequency and Damping From Transient Decay Data,” Journal of Vibration

and Acoustics 142, 051111 (2020).
53P. Schmid and J. Sesterhenn, “Dynamic mode decomposition of numerical and experimental data,” J. Fluid Mech. 656 (2008).
54S. Banerjee and A. Roy, Linear Algebra and Matrix Analysis for Statistics, 1st ed. (Chapman and Hall/CRC, 2014).
55F. Takens, “Detecting strange attractors in turbulence,” in Dynamical Systems and Turbulence, Warwick 1980, edited by D. Rand and L.-S. Young (Springer

Berlin Heidelberg, 1981) pp. 366–381.


	Data-Driven Nonlinear Model Reduction to Spectral Submanifolds via Oblique Projection
	Introduction
	Motivation
	Method
	Results
	Shaw-Pierre oscillator chain
	Shaw-Pierre system on an oscillating cart
	Experimental data from nonlinear beam oscillations

	Conclusion
	Conflict of Interest
	Authors contributions
	Data availability
	Code availability
	References


