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L*>*-ERROR BOUNDS FOR APPROXIMATIONS OF THE KOOPMAN OPERATOR BY
KERNEL EXTENDED DYNAMIC MODE DECOMPOSITION
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ABSTRACT. Extended dynamic mode decomposition (EDMD) is a well-established method to generate
a data-driven approximation of the Koopman operator for analysis and prediction of nonlinear dynam-
ical systems. Recently, kernel EDMD (kEDMD) has gained popularity due to its ability to resolve the
challenging task of choosing a suitable dictionary by defining data-based observables. In this paper, we
provide the first pointwise bounds on the approximation error of KEDMD. The main idea consists of two
steps. First, we show that the reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces of Wendland functions are invariant un-
der the Koopman operator. Second, exploiting that the learning problem given by regression in the native
norm can be recast as an interpolation problem, we prove our novel error bounds by using interpolation
estimates. Finally, we validate our findings with numerical experiments.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Introduced by B.O. Koopman in the 1930’s [16], the Koopman operator offers a powerful theoretical
framework for data-driven analysis, prediction, and control of dynamical systems. Since the seminal
paper [20] by 1. Mezi¢ and the rapid development and success of deep learning techniques, Koopman’s
idea and related approaches to the learning of highly-nonlinear dynamics have received great interest,
see, e.g., [5] and the references therein. In essence, the Koopman operator I 4 predicts the dynamical
behavior of the system through the lens of observable functions f, i.e., af = f o A, where the
continuous map A : X — Y represents the flow map of a dynamical system (for a fixed time step on
topological spaces X and Y'). Correspondingly, the nonlinear dynamics A are lifted into an infinite-
dimensional function space on which the Koopman operator /C acts linearly.

Typically, data-driven techniques aim at learning a compression, i.e., a finite section of the Koop-
man operator, by evaluations of observables from a pre-defined dictionary of functions at a set of data
points in state space. The most prominent representative is Extended Dynamic Mode Decompostion
(EDMD), which has been successfully applied to climate prediction [2], molecular dynamics [32], tur-
bulent flows [10,21], neuroscience [4], and deep learning [8], to name just a few. However, as the qual-
itative and quantitative insight obtained by EDMD strongly depends on the dictionary, its choice is a
central and delicate task. An appealing way to resolve this problem is kernel EDMD (KEDMD; [15,31]),
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where the dictionary consists of the canonical features of an a-priori chosen kernel function centered at
the data points.

Despite the success of these Koopman-based methods and the plurality of works in the field, there
are only a few results available concerning error bounds on the corresponding data-driven approxima-
tions in terms of the data. For deterministic systems, the first error bounds on EDMD were derived
in [19] for ergodic sampling, followed by results in [34] for i.i.d. sampling. The first error bounds
for control and stochastic systems were proven in [22] for both sampling regimes. Under significantly
weaker conditions, novel error bounds — which also apply to discrete-time systems — were only re-
cently shown in [24]. Bounds for ResDMD, a variant of EDMD tailored to the extraction of spectral
information, can be found in [7]. Concerning KEDMD, the papers [25] and [26] provide error bounds
for both prediction and control using either i.i.d. or ergodic sampling. In all of the mentioned results,
the approximation error is split up into its two sources. The first one constitutes an estimation error
resulting from finitely many data points. If the data is drawn randomly, the respective error is, as to be
expected, of probabilistic nature. The second source quantifies the projection error onto the dictionary,
and as such, heavily depends on the choice of the dictionary. When choosing the dictionary as a subset
of an orthonormal basis, one may show that this projection error vanishes as the dictionary size tends to
infinity [17]. However, in applications, quantitative error estimates for finite dictionaries are key. In this
context, for classical EDMD schemes, only L2-type bounds are available [27,34] based on a dictionary
of finite-element functions.

In the recent preprint [33], an alternative to EDMD is proposed for approximating the Koopman
operator. This approach is based on approximation by uni- and multivariate Bernstein polynomials and
inherits their property of uniform convergence. However, also the inherent restriction to the (perturbed)
lattice structure of the Bernstein polynomials is currently preserved, see [33, Subsection 5.1].

In this paper, we provide the first uniform error analysis for the well-established kernel EDMD
method, which is very popular due to its flexiblility and efficiency. More precisely, we derive fully-
deterministic bounds on the pointwise error of the KEDMD approximant K 4 of the Koopman operator
K 4 on reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces (RKHSs) NV (X) and A/ (Y). To this end, we first recall that
regression in the native norm corresponds to an interpolation problem and show that K A = SyKa
holds, where Sy denotes an orthogonal projection, based on the interpolation on a set of nodes X C X.
Second, we prove a uniform bound on the full approximation error ||K 4 f — K 4 f|| s, ¢f. Theorem 7. In
this context, we require two main ingredients:

(i) The norm [|/Ca || nr(v)—ar(x) of the Koopman operator in the RKHSs. As shown in [12], for
Gaussian kernels the inclusion property KN (Y) C N(X) can only hold for affine linear
dynamics A. However, we prove in Theorem 11 that the Koopman operator preserves Sobolev
regularity, and hence K4 N (Y) C N(X) holds for the Wendland native spaces [30]. This
enables us to deduce a bound on [ K 4| pr(v)—ar(x)-

(ii) The uniform interpolation error in N'(X), i.e., the quantity || — Sx || x(x)—c,(x), Which may
be controlled via sophisticated results from approximation theory [9, 30].

To predict also observable functions which have not been or cannot be sampled on the flow, we further
analyze a variant of the KEDMD approximant defined by 16?4] = Sx K4Sy and provide, again, bounds
on the error in the uniform norm. Here, ) C Y is a second set of nodes, which may be chosen
independently of X'. This provides additional flexibility w.r.t. the KEDMD implementation, which is
particularly beneficial for multi-step predictions.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the basic properties of RKHSs (which
we also call native spaces) as well as interpolation and regression in these. Next, we build our abstract
framework around the Koopman operator and kKEDMD in Section 3 recalling that Koopman regression
in native spaces by means of KEDMD is interpolation. In Theorem 7, we prove uniform error bounds,
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which depend on the quantities ||/Cal[x(v)—arx) and [[I — Sx | n(x)—c,(x) mentioned above. In
Section 4, we introduce the Wendland radial basis functions (RBFs) and prove in Theorem 11 that the
Koopman operator preserves Sobolev regularity, which is then used in Section 5 to prove the uniform
error bounds, cf. Theorem 15. Finally, we provide numerical examples in Section 6 before conclusions
are drawn in Section 7.

Notation. We let N := {1,2,3,...} and Ny := NU {0}. For m,n € N, m < n, we use the notation
[m:n]:={keNy:m<k<n}.

2. NATIVE SPACES OF KERNELS

Let X be a topological space, and let £ : X x X — R be a bounded and continuous symmetric
positive definite kernel function, £ # 0. We adhere to the existing literature on kernel-based methods,
where positive definite means that foralln € N, all (3,...,(, € R, and all z1,...,z, € X we have

n
> k(i 2)G¢ > 0.
ij=1
In other words, the symmetric kernel matrix (k(x;,z;));;—; is positive semi-definite. For z € X,
define the function ¢, : X — R by

D, () = k(z, 2), r e X.

The &, are called the canonical features of k. We call k strictly positive definite if the canonical
features ®,,, ..., ®,, corresponding to any finite number of pairwise distinct points 1, . .., z, € RY
are linearly independent. This is easily seen to be equivalent to the positive definiteness of the kernel
matrices (k(zi, 2;)); j_;. We refer to [23, Theorem 3.6] for further equivalent conditions.

It is well known [23,28] that the kernel function k induces a unique Hilbert space (NV(X), (-, ) Ar(x))
of functions on X such that &, € NV (X) forall z € X and

f(x) = {f, Pa) v (x)s z € X, feN(X). 2.1

In particular, the function evaluation §, : N'(X) — R, d,(f) = f(x), is a continuous linear functional
on N (X) for every € X. The Hilbert space N (X) is called the reproducing kernel Hilbert space
or the native space associated with k. In converse, if H is any Hilbert space of functions on X, such
that 6, € H* for all z € X, then k(z,y) := (d,,0,) g~ defines a kernel function, such that H is the
corresponding native space.

From (2.1) it is easily seen that the functions in A(X) are also continuous and bounded, i.e.,
N(X) C Cy(X). In fact, the respective embedding is continuous: for f € N'(X) we have

<gaf>N X x _
geN (X) HQHN(X) zeX H(I’xHN’(X) zex Vk(z,x)

11wy =

In other words: the native norm is stronger than the sup-norm.

The majority of the content in the following two subsections is well known and can be found in,
e.g., [23, Chapter 3]. We have included it in order to be self-contained on the one hand and to introduce
our notation on the other.

2.1. Interpolation in native spaces. Let k be strictly positive definite. For a set of pairwise distinct
centers X = {x;}¥., C X, define the subspace

Vy =span{®@,, : i € [1 : N]} C N(X).
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By construction, the set {®,, : ¢ € [1 : N]} is a basis of Vy, which we call the canonical basis. Given
Z =z }jj‘il C X, define the (in general, rectangular) matrix K z » € RN by

(Kz x)ij = k(zi,25) = By (), ie€[l:M],je[l:N]

If o is a basis representation of f € Vy,ie., f = Zévzl(af)jfbmj, then K z yay consists of the values
of f at the points z;, i € [1 : N]:

N N
(12 x07), = DKz itar); =  Slas)ias, )20 = f:)
j=1 j=1
Hence,
Kz,xaf = izw (2.3)

where f_ 1= (f(21),.. . f(zam)) T, If we choose M = N and z; = a; for all i € [1 : N], then, by
strict positive definiteness of the kernel k, K y y is a quadratic spd-matrix and thus invertible. In this
case, the interpolation problem:

Given f € RY, find f € Vy such that f(z;) = f; foralli € [1: N]

possesses a unique solution f € Vy, whose coefficients are given by

—1
af = KX,Xix‘
We call f the X-interpolant of f. If g € N'(X) and f = g,,, we also call f the X-interpolant of g.

The vector f,, = f consists of the basis coefficients of f € Vy in the Lagrange basis' {éﬁz}f\i , of
Vi, where ®L (x;) = 6;; fori,j € [1: NJ:

N
F=Y (f si®L for feVu.
i=1

Thus, K y » also represents a change of basis from the canonical basis to the Lagrange basis, and
solving the interpolation problem can be interpreted as sampling f at the centers, followed by a change
of basis. Finally, the native inner product on Vy can be represented via basis representations, using
2.1):

N

(f,9)nix) = <f,§jag > => agf(z))=ajf,,  f9€Vx (2.4)
NX) =1

2.2. Regression in native spaces. Let f € AV/(X). Itis our goal to find a good approximation g € Vy
to f. If “good approximation” means “best approximation in the native norm”, the corresponding
regression problem reads

I —all2 o 2.
min [1f - gllyx) 2.5)

Obviously, the solution of (2.5) is given by g = S f, where Sy : N'(X) — Vx denotes the orthogonal
projection in N/ (X') onto Vi with respect to the native inner product. On the other hand, note that (2.5)
is equivalent to

0={(f -9, Pu;)nx) = flx) —g(z;), je[l:N]

IIn [23], the Lagrange basis is called the canonical partition of unity for X'
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Hence, the solution g € Vx of (2.5) coincides with the X-interpolant of f o+ As seen above, in the
Lagrange basis the solution g € Vy has the basis coefficients aL =0y = / > and thus

Syf= Zag] v fo] feN(X). (2.6)

In the canonical basis we have oy = K ;(’ x9y =K ;(7 xJ - Hence, the projection Sx has the following
representation in the canonical basis:

SXf Z Dy Xf :rja f € N(X) (2-7)

Proposition 1. The projection operator Sx : N (X) — Vx admits a bounded extension Sy : Cyp(X) —
Vx, which is given by

SXf Z 22X, Xf xj

Proof. The defined operator is certainly a well defined extension of Sy to Cyp(X). For f € Cy(X)

define f, = (f(x]))év 1= (SXf(xj)) . To compute the native norm, we use (2.4) to observe
152 IRy = @g 1 f 2 < llag, 4l Hf loo = 1K 0w f 21l f plloo < NE R lloomtllf 12
: : 1 y1/2
implying || f ) < K b7 - 0

Remark 2. As can be seen from the proof, the operator norm of Sx depends on the number and
locations of the centers x; and we cannot expect a uniform bound with respect to these choices.

3. KOOPMAN APPROXIMATION BY REGRESSION IN THE NATIVE NORM

In this section, we develop our framework to construct approximations of the Koopman operator.
Therein, the intimate relation between interpolation and regression in the native norm is a key ingredient
to prove pointwise error bounds, as provided in the main result, Theorem 15 below.

3.1. The Koopman operator on native spaces. Let X and Y be topological spaces, and let A : X —
Y be a continuous map. In the following, A will model the flow map of a dynamical system for a fixed
time step. Then A induces the linear Koopman operator K 4 : Cp(Y') — Cy(X), which is defined by

Kaf:=foA, feCy(Y).
Note that the Koopman operator K 4 is a contraction, which follows directly from its definition. In fact,
by noting K41y = 1x, we immediately see that ||KCallc, v)—c,(x) = 1.

Although the Koopman operator X4 is a linear object which captures the full information on the
dynamics A, in real-world applications it is usually unknown, and Koopman-based data-driven methods
aim at learning the operator /4 from finitely many observations of the dynamics A at a finite number
of states z; € X, i.e., from K f(x;) = f;(A(z;)), where the f; € C,(Y') are called observables.

In what follows, we consider particular observables in A/ (Y"). To this end, let kx and ky be continu-
ous and bounded strictly positive-definite kernel functions on X and Y with canonical features ®, and
U, forz € X and y € Y, respectively. We shall assume occasionally that K 4 maps N (Y") into N (X),
ie.,

KaN(Y) c N(X). 3.1)
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We will see in Section 4 that this condition is satisfied for appropriately chosen Wendland functions
under mild conditions on the domains and on A. If (3.1) holds, we observe the following adjoint
property of KCa on native spaces

(Ka f, @) nvx) = f(A®) = (f, Pa@)ny)y, FENY), zeX. (3.2)

Lemma 3. If Condition (3.1) holds, then the restriction K|y vy : N(Y) — N(X) is a bounded
operator.

Proof. By the closed graph theorem, it suffices to show that /C 4| N(v) 1s closed. To this end, let f, f, €
N(Y)and g € N(X) such that || f, — fl|aryy — 0and [[Kafn — gllarx) — 0asn — oo. Then, for
any z € X, we compute via (3.2)

9(@) = (9, Pa)n(x) = 1 (Ka fo, Pa)nx) = 1m (fo, Wa))a(y)

= ([, Va@)nr) = f(Ax)) = (Kaf)(2),
hence g = K4 f. O

Remark 4. Note that Lemma 3 remains to hold if we drop the continuity of the kernels kx and ky
and/or their strict positive definiteness.

3.2. Kernel EDMD. Extended Dynamic Mode Decomposition (EDMD) is a data-driven method which
aims at approximating the Koopman operator K 4 based upon evaluations of finite sets of observable
functions G C Cy(X), F C Cy(Y), frequently called dictionaries®, at nodes x1, ..., x,, € X and
the corresponding values A(x1),... A(x,,), respectively. Setting V' := spanG and W := span F,
EDMD builds a data matrix K representing an operator K, : W — V which approximates the com-
pression Py K 4|y of the Koopman operator, regarded as a map between some L?-spaces over X and
Y, respectively. Here, Py and Py denote the L2-orthogonal projections onto V and W, respectively.
Having approximated the finite-dimensional compression, one then has to consider the projection error
corresponding to the difference of Py K 4|y and K 4|y or, if one wants to also predict observables not
contained in the dictionary F, to the difference between Py K 4 Py and K 4. Clearly, this projection
error strongly depends on the chosen dictionaries F and G. Hence, the choice of a suitable dictionary
is a central and delicate task.

In kernel EDMD (kEDMD; [31]), this issue is alleviated by means of data-driven dictionaries.
Therein, one has N = m, i.e., the dictionary size coincides with the amount of data points, and one adds
a set of centers Y = {y; }jj‘il in Y to define the corresponding dictionaries as F = {W¥,, : i € [1: M|}
and G = {®,, : j € [1 : N]}. Hence, the problem of choosing the dictionaries reduces to the mere
choice of a kernel. Note that, in this case, V = Vy and W = V3, according to Section 2. Moreover,
M and the centers y; can be freely chosen. For example, we may choose M = N and y; = A(x;) or
yi=uz;if A: X = X (e, Y = X).

In this setting, the EDMD matrix approximant K reads

K=Ky xKaw)y (3.3)

Proposition 5. The matrix K represents the operator SxK |y, with respect to the canonical bases of
Vx and V.

Proof. For j € [1: M| we have
N
3 S -1
SxKaVy, = Sxy(¥y, 04) = E 1 (KX,X\Iij o AX)i(I)xi'
1=

20Often in the literature, only the case X =Y and G = F is discussed.
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Hence, the j-th column of the matrix representing Sk Alvs, is given by
Kty Wy 0 A, = Kxbe(by(A(i). )5, = KxlyKa yer
where ¢; denotes the i-th standard basis vector. The claim now follows from (3.3). O
Fixing X, a natural approximant of the full operator K 4 |r(y is therefore given by
K == SxKaSy. (3.4)

For the special choice ) = A(X') we set

Ka = K43 = SxKaSac). (3.5)
Proposition 6. We have IEA = g/leA. If (3.1) holds, then Y = SxK 4 if and only if A(X) C Y.

Proof. We have to show that §XICASA( x) = SvKa,ie., g;(ICA(I SA( ) =0.1f f € N(Y), then

g = (I — Sy f satisfies g(A(x;)) = 0 fori € [1: N|. And since SxK g is the X-interpolant of
go A, itis unlquely determined by (g o A)(z;) = 0 and thus vanishes.

Assume that (3.1) holds. By strict positive definiteness of k:y, A(X) C Y is equivalent to V(xy C
Vy, which is in turn equivalent to (Sy f,v)xryy = (f,v)aryy forall f € N(Y) and all v € V.,

since Sy is the orthogonal projection onto Vj,. Finally, thls is equivalent to IC% = SxK4, as the
following computation shows:

SxKaSyf=SxKaf <= (KaSyf, Pz )nix) = (Kaf, ®u)n(x)
= (S, Vae)ney) = Y ae) vy

where we have used (3.2). O

We are now able to provide deterministic error bounds in the uniform norm for the approximants
IC% fand Kaf = IC;‘(X) f of K4f for observables f € N (Y'). These in particular imply pointwise
bounds on the approximation error of data-driven predictions via KEDMD.

Theorem 7. If the inclusion KAN(Y) C N(X) holds, then for the Koopman approximation K 4
defined in (3.5) we have the error bound

1Ka = Kallyyrymeyx < M= Sxln-c,m0llKalvey-ae)-
and, for the error of I/C\% defined in (3.4) it holds that
1K = KX Ivv) e < I = Syllve) ey + I = Sxllvo o IKallvy—ax)-
In particular, for f € N(Y') we have the uniform bounds on the approximation error

1Kaf = Kafll, < I = Sxlveo—ocolKallvory—aool f e

and
IKaf =K flloo < I = Sy flloe + 1T = Sxllwix)scn o 1Kallvy—sarco 1S Fllaery

Proof. We have K4 — K A =Kag—SxKa = (I — Sx)K4, from which the first estimate readily
follows. On the other hand, concerning the error caused by the approximant IC%, we observe that
Ka—K% =Ka—SxKaSy =Ka(I —Sy)+ (I — Sx)KaSy, so that
[KCa — ICAH/\/’ sae) < KAl = Sy)lvay—cyx) + I = Sx)KaSylnay—cyx)
S 1Kalle,or)—c,clll = Syllve)—cyv)
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+ I = Sxllvco—c, ) IKallv, a0 1Sy vy —v, -
The claim is now a consequence of [|KCallc, (vy—c,(x) = 1 and [|Sy | xv)—v, = 1. O

The derived bounds feature two central components. The first one is the norm of the Koopman
operator which will be bounded in Section 4 for native spaces of Wendland functions. The second
ingredient are interpolation estimates, which, for various choices of the kernel, may be readily taken
from theliterature. They usually depend on a density measure on the x; in X, commonly called the fill
distance, cf. Theorem 14 of Section 5.

In the following remark, we provide further, more-detailed comments on the uniform error bounds
presented in Theorem 7.

Remark 8. (a) In [25] (see also [26]), probabilistic bounds on the approximation error |K4 —
Kall N(Y)—L2(X,u) Were provided for the case where (3.1) holds. Here, the measure [ is a proba-
bility measure on X and the x; are sampled randomly with respect to 1. Of course, since || - || 12 (x,,) <
| - Iy, (x)> Theorem 7 also yields bounds on the approximation error in the || - ||nr(y)—r2(x ) norm.

However, the corresponding upper bounds are of a completely different nature compared to those
in [25,26].

(b) For the estimate on Ky , we do not actually need the inclusion (3.1). Instead, one only has to
require that KAV, € N(X) forall j € [1 : M]. Then, as a linear operator on a finite-dimensional
space, K A‘Vy Vy — N (X)) is bounded. In the absence of (3.1), this bound may, however, not be
uniform in the number and location of the centers vy;.

(c) When applying K2, one might be tempted to use Y = X, i.e., IA(AY = SxKaSx. However, this
approach might cause comparably large errors at the boundary of X if X is not invariant under the
flow A, ie., x; € X, but A(x;) € Y\X. An example for this behavior is provided in Section 6.

Implementation aspects. Albeit the two approximating operators K 4 and I/C\% mapping between the
infinite-dimensional spaces A/ (Y") and NV(X), their action can be computed with the help of certain
kernel matrices. In what follows, we shall investigate to which extent the dynamics, givenby A : X —
Y, has to be observed for the calculation of the approximants. We distinguish between observations
W, (A(x;)) = ky (A(z;),y;) with the fixed kernel observables W, and measurements f(A(z;)) with
arbitrary observables f € N (Y).

First of all, we note that the action of the operator K 4 on an observable f € N(Y) requires the
knowledge of the values f(A(x; )) In fact, we have

ICAf SxKaf = Z X)(foA) 2 1€, O f_KK’TXMX‘
7=1

If the values f(A(z;)) are not available, one may resort to the variant IE% with a “user-defined” set of
centers )V in Y. Indeed, we have

/Cyf SxKaSyf = Z Ky (Syf)oA ) 2
j=1
and since Sy f(A(x;)) = (KA(X),yKEJ,lyiy)i’ we obtain
2y = Ky aKaw yEKyyfy, (3.6)

which only requires the knowledge of the values W, (A(z;)) = ky (A(x;),y;), i € [1: N],j € [1:
M], in the matrix K A(x),y and evaluations of f at the user-defined nodes y; which are independent

(0}
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of the dynamics. Hence, ﬁ% f may be computed for any f € N (Y') by using the previously observed
“offline measurements” ky (A(z;), y;) and by evaluations of f at the y; at runtime.

For explicit matrix representations we consider I%%\vy : V3 = Vx. Depending on the choice of
bases we have

,61)4]“/3; ~ K}}XK A(X),Y (canonical basis),
’C?ﬂvy ~ K5y K{,}y (Lagrange basis).

The first representation is from Proposition 5 and the second follows by taking into account the appro-
priate basis transformation matrices between the canonical basis and the Lagrange basis. The choice

Y = X allows to regard Iaif lve : Vo — Vi as a linear automorphism, and thus a meaningful compu-
tation of powers and of eigenvalues.

Multi-step predictions. If Y = X, and hence K4 : Cy(X) — Cp(X), powers K’} of the Koopman
operator are well defined, where K’y f = fo Ao---o A, the composition taken n times. In this setting,
we would like to approximate K; for multi-step predictions.

Let us assume that K }1X and K 4(y) v are available. Then multi-step predictions, i.e., approxima-
tions of K7} f by I/C\’j‘ f, only require the knowledge of the f(A(x;)). In fact, we have

-1 —17-—1
Qgn p = (Ky v K ax)x)" Ky xfoA,.

This can be easily proved by induction and the fact that for any h € Vy we can evaluate h o A at the
points z; € X by ho Ay = K g(x) xQh-

Once ag, f has been computed, it is possible to evaluate IEZ f at an arbitrary finite set of points

Z C X by tﬁe formula
Kif, = Kz xopn ;-
For multi-step predictions with IEjX = SxKaSx (ie., Y = X), the computation of
(K" = (SxKaSx)" = KjSx
only requires the knowledge of f(z;) and we obtain the formula
O‘(;Ei‘f)nf = (K;(}XKA(X),X)nK;(,lXiX'

Our error bounds for single step predictions can be extended to multi-step predictions by a straightfor-
ward induction argument.

Theorem 9. If X =Y and (3.1) holds, i.e., Ka4N(X) C N(X), then

K% = K5 la)—cnx < I = Sxlnve—cne Y 1Kl -
i=1

and

IK% — (KX)o < I = Sxllvx sy x) Z I Al x) ()
=0

Proof. The statement is true for n = 1 by Theorem 7. Assume that it holds for n — 1. We observe
K — K = K% — K2 Sy Ka = KM — Sx)Ka + (K =K HSeKa.  (3.7)
Thus, using ||Sx || x(x)—ax) = L IKalle,(x)—c,(x) < 1, and the induction hypothesis,

1K — ’/C\ZHN(X)%CI,(X) < IKG Moy x)—cn Il = Sxllveo ool all v —aro
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F I = K v s, o0 1S Kalla o —ar)
< = Sxllarcx)—c, () I Al (x) -7 (x)
n—1 '
+ 11 = Sxllax)—cy(x) (Z HICAHj\/(X)—)N(X)) I allax)—arx)-
i=1
This proves our first statement. The identity
i — (K3)" = K = KiSa = KA (I = Sx) + (K — K4) S

shows that the second statement follows from the first. O

4. KOOPMAN OPERATORS ON NATIVE SPACES OF WENDLAND FUNCTIONS

In this section, we show that the central invariance assumption (3.1) of the error estimate provided
in Theorem 7 is satisfied for native spaces of Wendland functions. The key ingredients are an intimate
relation between these spaces with Sobolev spaces (Subsection 4.1) and that the Koopman operator
preserves Sobolev regularity if the underlying flow has sufficient regularity (Subsection 4.2).

Throughout this section, let X = Qy and Y = Qy be bounded Lipschitz domains in R?, i.e., they
have a Lipschitz boundary, cf. Appendix A, and let A : Qx — Qy be a C''-diffeomorphism such that

inf |det DA(x)| > 0. 4.1)

€N

In the next subsection, we recall the compactly supported Wendland RBFs which induce the appropriate
native spaces we shall be working with.

4.1. Wendland functions and Sobolev spaces. For the reader’s convenience, we briefly summarize

the construction of the compactly supported, positive definite RBFs from [30]. For ¢ € N, define the

base function ¢¢(r) = (1 — )% = max(1l — r,0)%, r > 0. For r > 0 and measurable functions

¢ :[0,00) — [0, 00) define
(o)
Zo(r) = / to(t)dt.
T
Now, for given dimension d > 1 and smoothness k& € Ny, set
_ Tk

¢d,k =7 ¢L%J+k+17

which is easily verified to be of the form

) pag(r), 0<r<1
ba () = {07 o1

with a univariate polynomial py s, of degree |%] + 3k + 1 and ¢qx € C*([0,0)), see [30, Theorem
9.13]. A recursive scheme for computing the coefficients of the polynomial pg ;. can be found in [30,
Theorem 9.12]. Correspondingly, one may define the compactly supported RBF @ ;. . : R? — R by

Py ie = Gak(llr—-2),
where d € N, k € Ny, z € R and set Dy = Pgro € Cck (Rd). The corresponding native space
on a set Q C R? will be denoted by Np 4 (). Note that the associated kernel function k(z,y) =
bar(llz — yll2) is bounded and continuous such that N, ,(€2) C Cp(2). Moreover, k is strictly
positive definite’ on R? (and thus on any subset Q C R%) by [30, Theorem 9.13].

Given a bounded Lipschitz domain @ C R?, we denote the L2-Sobolev space of regularity order
o > 0on by H?(Q2). Note that, as {2 has a Lipschitz boundary, the two predominant definitions

3Note that positive definite in [30] means strictly positive definite as defined in the beginning of Section 2.
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of H?(2) in the literature via the Fourier transform on the one hand and via weak derivatives on the
other coincide, see [18, Theorem 3.30]. Therefore, we may use the following norm on H?(2) for
o = |o| +r,cf. [18, Chapter 3]:

. il ~ s
ey = 3 10 ey +xon@- 3 [ [ yudﬂr .
lel< o] lo|=|o]

The following theorem summarizes the connections between the RKHS corresponding to the RBFs
defined above and Sobolev spaces.

Theorem 10. Let k € Ng and d € N (where d > 3 if k = 0). Let 04} = d%l + k. Then
N, (RY) = H7¢*(R)
with equivalent norms. If the bounded domain Q0 C R? has a Lipschitz boundary, then
Na,, () = HOH(Q)

with equivalent norms.

Proof. The first identity is shown in [30, Theorem 10.35]. The second follows directly from [30, Corol-
lary 10.48] when applied to the decay proven in [30, Theorem 10.35]. ([

4.2. The Koopman operator preserves Sobolev regularity. In Section 3, we introduced the Koop-
man operator as a linear contraction from Cy(2y ) to Cp(€2x). The law f — f o A, however, makes
sense for any function f : Y — R. In this part of the paper, we prove that the Koopman operator maps
L?(Q2y) boundedly into L?*(2x) and, in general, Sobolev spaces over 2y boundedly into Sobolev
spaces over {)x and thus preserves the corresponding regularity—as long as the vector field A has the
same regularity.

By CF(Q,R?) we denote the space of all C*(Q2, R?)-vector fields with bounded derivatives up to
order k.

Theorem 11. Assume in addition that A € CI"(Qx,R%) for some m € N, m > d/2. Then for all
o < m the linear Koopman operator

lCA :HU(Qy) —>HU(Q)() (4.2)
is well defined and bounded.

Proof. The proof consists of five steps: first of all, we prove the well-definedness (4.2) for H = L2.
In Step 2, we prove it for H' and generalize this result to H°, o € Ny, in Step 3. The boundedness and
fractional Sobolev spaces are treated in Steps 4 and 5.

Step 1. (4.2) with ¢ = 0. By the change of variables formula, for f € L?(2y) we have

/Q Ka S dr = /Q (AP dr = /Q F@)? [det DA™Y ()| dy.

Y

This proves that K4 : L%(Qy) — L?(Q2x) is well defined and bounded with

1/2

IKall2y)—r2(0x) < | det DA™ 1||Cb Q)"

Step 2. (4.2) with 0 = 1. Let f € H'(Qy). Then Kaf € L?(Qx) by Step 1. To prove K4 f €
H'(Qx) it thus remains to show that K5 f possesses weak partial derivatives in L?(2x) up to order
1. To see this, recall that C>°(Qy) N H'(Qy) is dense in H*(Qy) [1, Theorem 3.17]. Thus, we
may consider a sequence f, C C®(Qy) N HY(Qy) with f, — fasn — ooin H'(Qy). Then
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ICa fr = Ka fll12(0y) — 0 by Step 1 and, since A is continuously differentiable, K f,, € CH(Qx).
In particular, by the chain rule we get
d d
u (@) = 0j(Kafo)(@) = Y O fu(Ax) - 0;Ar(x) = Y (Kadifu)(@) - 9jAK(x), @ € Qx.
k=1 k=1
For j € [1 : d] consider wl) = Zi:l KA(Okf) - 0;Ak. Then, Step 1 (applied to Oy f, Ok fr. € L*(Qy))
and the boundedness of the J; Aj, on {2 x show that " ), ul) € L?(Q2x). For fixed j € [1 : d] we obtain

d
49 — a2y < SN KA@S) ~ Ka@rfa)] - 054k ] 12y
k=1

d
< |[det DA™Y %0, )+ D195 Aklle e 196S = Okl 12y ) -
k=1

which tends to zero as n — oo, since f, — f in H'(Qy). In particular, for any test function ¢ €
e (02x),

Ka f-0jodr = lim / KA fn-0jpdx = — lim uglj) cpdr = —/ ul?) - pdz.

Therefore, Ka f € H'(Qx) with weak partial derivatives 9; K f = ul), jel:d.
Step 3. (4.2) with 0 € N, 0 < m. We prove the claim by induction. For o € {0, 1}, the claim has

already been proven in Steps 1 and 2. Let ¢ > 2, suppose that K4 : H°~1(Qy) — H°1(Qy) is well
defined, and consider f € H({ly). By Step 2, we have K f € H'(Qy) with

d
O Kaf=> (Kaodf)0Ar,  je[l:d]. 4.3)
k=1
Since Oy f € H 1(Qy), we obtain Kp O f € H° 1(Qx) for k € [1 : d]. By assumption, for all
j,k € [1:d], we have 9; A, € C°~}(Qx) with bounded derivatives up to order ¢ — 1. Hence, we
conclude 9; K f € H 1(Qx) forall j € [1: d] and thus K f € H(Qx).

Step 4. Boundedness for m. By Step 3, we know that 4 : H™(Qy) — H™(Qx) is well defined.
Since Qx and 2y being Lipschitz domains satisfy the uniform cone condition (cf. Appendix A) and
m > d/2, it follows from [13, Theorems 1 and 2] that H™(Qx ) and H™({2y ) are native spaces of some
kernel functions, respectively. Hence, Lemma 3 (see also Remark 4) implies that K4 : H™(Qy) —
H™(Qx) is indeed a bounded operator.

Step 5. The general case. Let o € (0, m). From the previous steps, we know that K4 : H™(Qy) —
H™(Qy) is well defined and bounded. Moreover, the same holds for K4 : L?(Qy) — L?(Q2x) (see
Step 1). By [3, Theorem 14.2.3], H?({2) coincides with the real interpolation space (with equivalent
norms4):

Ho(Q) = [L*(Q),H™(Q)],,  0=0/me(0,1), (4.4)
for Q € {Qx, Yy }. Hence, [29, Lemma 22.3] implies that also

Ka: [L*(Qy), H™(Qy)], = [L*(Qx), H™(2x)],
is well defined and bounded. Thus, the characterization (4.4) yields the result. U

“In fact, H® (RY) = [L?(R?), H™(R?)]s with equal norms, see [18, Theorem B.7]. However, even for Lipschitz domains
€, the norms of H?(Q) and [L?(Q), H™ ()]s are in general not equal, but only equivalent. This has been shown in [6],
proving [18, Theorem B.8] wrong.
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Remark 12. In Theorem 18 in the Appendix we provide explicit bounds on the operator norm of K 4 :
HJ(Qy) — HU(Q)()fOF o € Np.

Finally, we obtain the desired result for the Koopman operator on the native spaces of the Wendland
functions.

Corollary 13. Letd € N, k € Ny, whered > 3 if k = 0. Assume in addition that A € C'gad’k] (Qx, Rd).
Then the Koopman operator

Ka: N‘I’d,k (Qy) — Nq)d,k (Qx)
is well defined and bounded.

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the combination of Theorem 11 and the identification
in Theorem 10 of the Wendland native spaces N, , (€2) with the Sobolev spaces H74*(Q2), Q €
{Qx, Qy}, with equivalent norms. Note that g, = (d+1)/2+ k > d/2. O

5. UNIFORM ERROR BOUNDS

In this section, we prove our main theorem, containing estimates on the errors 4 — Sy K 45y and
K4 — Sx K 4, by combining the results from the previous sections. To this end, we recall the projection
operator Sy : N (X) — Vx from Subsection 2.2,

Sxf = fj (K7'ety), ®an
=1

where f € N(Qx)and f,, = f(2;),i € [1: N]. Note that if one considers a Lagrange basis {®L N,
of Vi, where ®% (x;) = §;; for i, j € [1 : N], then we have

N
Sxf = f Pk
=1

In what follows, we provide an estimate on || — Sy || N, (2)=Cy(Q) for the native space of Wendland

functions as introduced in Section 4. Denoting the fill distance of a set X = {xz}fil C Q of sample
points by

hy :=sup min ||z — x4|2,
2eq 1SI<N

we restate the interpolation error estimate [30, Theorem 11.17].

Theorem 14. Let d € N, k € Ny, and assume that the bounded domain Q) C R4 satisfies the interior
cone condition, cf. Appendix A. Then there are constants C, hg > 0 (depending on d, k, and ) such
that for every set X = {x;}; C Q of sample points with hy < ho and all o« € N¢, |a| < k, we have

1D°f = D*(Sxflleye) < ChY N fllna, @0 F € Ny, (). 5.1)

In particular,

k+1/2
”I - SXHN@dﬂk(Q)%Cb(Q) < ChXJr / .

We now may state the main result of the paper, leveraging Theorem 7 in the particular case of native
spaces induced by Wendland functions. Therein, the interpolation errors present in the upper bounds of
Theorem 7 vanish if the fill distance tends to zero with a particular rate corresponding to the smoothness
of the RBFs.
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Theorem 15. Let Qx and Qy have a Lipschitz boundary, let d € N, k € Ng, where d > 3 if k = 0,
and assume that A € CI"(Qx,R?), where m = [0 ]. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for any set of centers X = {z;}.; C Qx we have

= k
1Ka = Kalln,, @v)-cnax) < Chy™"”.

Moreover, there are constants Cy,Cy > 0 such that for any two sets X = {z;}, C Qx and Y =
{y;}j=1 C Qy of centers,

= k41/2 k41/2
1Ka — IC%H./\ﬂpd’k(Qy)HCb(QX) < C'lhy+ 24 Cohyh 2

Proof. By Theorem 7, we have
1Ka = SxKaSyllne,, @v)-cu@x)
< = Syllna, , @n)-c@y) + I = Sxllne, , @0-on@x) - IKallvysas,, @)
The terms || — Sy||Nq)d’k(QY)_>C(QY) and || — SX||N®d’k(QX)_>Cb(QX) may be bounded using Theo-
rem 14, and

1K allvy s, ,@x) < IKAllNg, , @) Nw, , (2x) <2
by corollary 13. Similarly,

”’CA - leCAHNq)d’k(Qy)—}Cb(Qx) S HI - SXHN@d’k(QX)_)Cb(QX) : ||ICA|’Nq>d7k(Qy)—>N¢d7k(Qx)7

which can be bounded in the same way. U
For multistep predictions we obtain in the same way from Theorem 9 and the previous Theorem 15:

Corollary 16. Let the assumptions of Theorem 15 hold. Then there is a constant C,, > 0 such that

n on ~ 1 k+1/2
14 = KAl (@) —Crex) < Coll 2.

Of course, C', grows with increasing n.

6. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, we illustrate the theoretical results by means of two numerical examples: a Duffing
oscillator in two space dimensions and a Lorenz system in three space dimensions.

6.1. Duffing oscillator. We consider the dynamics of the Duffing oscillator

1\ T2
<.%"2> o <$1 - 31':15) ’ (61)

from Qx = (—2,2)? into Qy = (—3,3)2. We train the two coordinate maps f;(z1,72) = x;, i =
1,2, as observables and perform a one-step prediction of the Duffing oscillator’s flow with time step
At = 0.02. The validation is performed on a uniform grid I'y; in Q2 x with fill distance 0.025 and points
located with maximal distance to the points of the finest training grid.

The L*°- and L?-errors for the two approximations K 4 and IE% on the respective validation grids are
depicted in Table 1. There, we observe the different convergence rates corresponding to the smoothness
of the kernel. Whereas the kernel with smoothness degree £ = 1 performs better than higher smooth-
ness degrees for fill distance hy = 0.2, this changes for smaller fill distances. Moreover, we observe
that asymptotically the two methods behave very similar, as the error values in the respective two right
columns of Table 1 coincide. Figure 1 shows intensity plots of the errors

| (Kafi, Kafz) (@1, 22) — (/EXfl,’E%ﬁ)(ﬂ?l,ﬂ?Q)HQ, (w1,22) € Ty,
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for all considered mesh sizes and smoothness & = 1. It is readily inferred that the error grows roughly
with max{|z1|, |z2|} and takes its peak near the boundary of the box.

In Table 2 and Figure 2, we also have depicted the error for the approximation Ef (e, Y = X).
In Figure 2, we observe that whereas the error in the interior of the domain decreases for smaller fill
distances, the dynamics at the corners can not be captured. This leads to a high L° error as reported in
Table 2 and clearly shows that one has to take account of the dynamics in the choice of the y; if X is
not invariant under the flow.

TABLE 1. L®°-errors (top) and L?-errors (bottom) for the predicted dynamics of the
Duffing oscillator for the approximations Sy 4 (left) and Sy K 45y (right) for four
different fill distances and three different smoothness degrees.

k! hx 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.025 k! hx 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.025
1 0.15412 | 0.04152 | 0.00982 | 0.00211 1 0.15283 | 0.04148 | 0.00982 | 0.00211
2 0.16564 | 0.02621 | 0.00333 | 0.00033 2 0.16468 | 0.02620 | 0.00333 | 0.00033
3 0.20054 | 0.02154 | 0.00158 | 0.00008 3 0.19964 | 0.02162 | 0.00158 | 0.00008

k!l hx 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.025 k! hx 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.025
1 0.62284 | 0.04950 | 0.00361 | 0.00031 1 0.61540 | 0.04933 | 0.00361 | 0.00030
2 0.70755 | 0.03469 | 0.00142 | 0.00006 2 0.70539 | 0.03469 | 0.00142 | 0.00006
3 0.88888 | 0.03019 | 0.00074 | 0.00001 3 0.88739 | 0.03020 | 0.00074 | 0.00002

h,=0.10

1t

102

103

1

il

1

1w

X1

FIGURE 1. L®-error for the approximant KY = SxK ASy for the Duffing oscillator
at smoothness degree k& = 1, fill distances hy € {0.2,0.1,0.05} and hy = hx.

TABLE 2. Case )V = X: Maximum errors for the predicted dynamics of the Duffing
oscillator for the approximation Sy 4S5y for four different fill distances and three
different smoothness degrees.

k! hx 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.025
1 2.05147 | 1.91387 | 1.82118 | 1.76882
2 2.29052 | 2.03404 | 1.84288 | 1.72993
3 2.52979 | 2.21211 | 1.92156 | 1.73675
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hy=0.20 hy=0.10
2 2 — 10°
' 1071
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FIGURE 2. Case YV = AX: Absolute approximation error for the approximant
SxK Sy for the Duffing oscillator at smoothness degree £k = 1, fill distances
hx € {0.2,0.1,0.05} and hy = hy.

6.2. Lorenz system. In a second numerical experiment, we consider the chaotic Lorenz 69 system,
which is given by

1 =o(x2 — x1),

&y = x1(p — x3) — T2, (6.2)

&3 = w129 — P3,

where 0 = 10, p = 28, and 3 = 8/3. Here, we let Qx = (—0.5,0.5)% and fill the domain with
four different meshes with mesh sizes hy € {0.2,0.1,0.05,0.025} as before, but this time in three
dimensions. After simulating the flow, the domain {2y is chosen as the smallest box including all
propagated points. The validation grid is again chosen as the union of the centers of the cube cells
defined by the X'-grid in order to keep the maximum distance from the interpolation points.

The results are collected in Table 3. Contrary to the previous example, where the performance
of the two proposed methods was similar, we observe that in particular for large fill distances, the
approximation with Sy X 4 leads to smaller errors compared to Sy 4.Sy.

TABLE 3. Maximum errors of the predicted dynamics of the Lorenz 69 model for the
approximations Sy /C4 (left) and SxK 45y (right) for four different fill distances and
three different smoothness degrees

klhx 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.025 k/!hx 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.025
1 0.06793 | 0.01497 | 0.00316 | 0.00069 1 0.22827 | 0.06824 | 0.01666 | 0.00073
2 0.07461 | 0.00945 | 0.00097 | 0.00009 2 0.27389 | 0.07084 | 0.01024 | 0.00009
3 0.09688 | 0.00821 | 0.00047 | 0.00002 3 0.28858 | 0.08690 | 0.00840 | 0.00002

7. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown in Proposition 5 that the kernel EDMD approximant of the Koopman operator 1 4
— typically defined as the solution of a linear regression problem — may be equivalently expressed as
a compression in native spaces by using interpolation operators. Based on this novel representation,
we derived the first uniform finite-data error estimates for KEDMD. This enabled us to prove conver-
gence in the infinite-data limit with convergence rates depending on the smoothness of the dynamics
in Theorem 15. To this end, we have rigorously shown invariance of a rich class of fractional Sobolev
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spaces under the Koopman operator — a key property leveraged in the subsequent analysis. These are
generated by Wendland kernels (compactly-supported radial basis functions of minimal degree) and are
particularly attractive from a numerical perspective [30].
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APPENDIX A. CONDITIONS ON THE BOUNDARY OF A BOUNDED DOMAIN

In this paper, we consider several conditions on the regularity of the boundary of a bounded domain
Q C RY. Recall that a domain is a non-empty connected open set.

Definition 17. Let Q C R? be a bounded domain.

(a) ([1,§4.9]) We say that 2 has a Lipschitz boundary if for every x € 02 there is a neighborhood
U, of x such that U, N ON) is the graph of a Lipschitz-continuous function, i.e. there exist
a Lipschitz-continuous function ¢ : R*' — R and a rigid motion (i.e., a rotation plus a
translation) T : R% — RY such that

U,NQ=U,N{T(y) :y €RY ya < @y, ..., ya-1)}-

(b) ([13]) 2 satisfies the uniform cone condition if there exists a locally finite countable open cover
{U;} of the boundary of Q2 and a corresponding sequence {C}} of finite cones, each congruent
to some fixed finite cone C, such that

(a) There exists M > 0 such that every U; has diameter less then M

(b) {z € Q : dist(z,0Q) < 6} C UJ; Uj for some 5 >0

(¢) Qj := U eanu,(x + Cj) C Qforevery j

(d) For some finite R, every collection of R + 1 of the sets Q) has empty intersection.

(c) ([30, Definition 3.6]) 2 satisfies the interior cone condition if there are an angle 6 € (0,7/2)
and a radius v > 0 such that the following holds: for every x € ) there exists £(x) € RY,
Il€(x)||2 = 1, such that the cone

C(x,{(x),&,r) ={z+Aly:y€ R, llyll =1, yT§(x) > cosf, A € [0,7]}

is contained in ().

In Theorem 10, the domain needs to have a Lipschitz boundary in the sense of [3, Definition 1.4.4],
which, on bounded domains, is easily seen to be implied by the Lipschitz condition above. To obtain the
interpolation estimates in Theorem 14, the interior cone condition is needed, which is precisely the cone
condition from [1, Paragraph 4.6] and is implied by the Lipschitz boundary condition (see [1, Paragraph
4.11)).

APPENDIX B. BOUNDS ON THE KOOPMAN OPERATOR NORM

In this section, we prove explicit bounds on the operator norms [|KC4l| o (0, )= He (0 ) for o € N. We
denote by £F(R? R") the linear space of all k-multilinear mappings ¥ : (R%)* — R™. A multilinear
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map ¥ € L¥(RY, R") is called symmetric if ¥(Pv) = ¥(v) for any permutation matrix P € R*? and
all v € (RY)*. By £X(RY, R™) we denote the set of all symmetric k-multilinear maps.

For the k-th total derivative D* A of A : Qx — Qy we have D*A(z) € LF(RY RY), z € Qy, by
setting

DkA(x)(eil, ceey Cik) == 81-1 A 8%/1(33),

where e; denotes the i-th standard basis vector. For scalar-valued f : €2y — R we have accord-
ingly f®)(y) := D*f(y) € LE(R? R). For example, the second derivative of f can be written as
A @) (z1,20) = z{ Hy(y)z2, where Hy(y) denotes the Hessian of f at y.

For 0 € N we denote the set of all partitions 7 of {1,...,0} by II,. For a partition 7 € Il,, |x|
denotes the number of blocks B in the partition 7.

For o € NZ, we denote by P(«) the set of all vectors 3 € [1 : d]/*l in which any index k € [1 : d]
appears exactly ay, times. For example, for « = (2,1) we have P(«a) = {(1,1,2),(1,2,1),(2,1,1)}.

Theorem 18. Let o € N, and assume in addition that A € C(Qx,R%). Then we have

1/2
||/CA||HU(Y)—>HG(X)§(max{coa > Sa(A)}> ;

1<]|al<o

where ¢y = Sup,cq, |det DA(z)|™", and for o € Ng, |a| = m, and any 3 € P(«),

2

Sa(A) := sup |det DA(x)|™ IZ Z

reQx k=1 |o/|=k

Y. D OsmAg () 055,45 ()

ﬂEHmﬁfeP )
|m|=k

Here, B; denotes the i-th block of the partition 7, and Og g stands for the operator ngl e 85].[, where
B={j1,...,je}

Proof. We prove by induction over o € N that for f € H?(€y) we have

Kaflirony < ol + 30 (X 5a)) X107l B

k=1 \k<al<o yl=k

Then the statement of the theorem follows immediately. The anchor for (B.1) has been set in the first

step of the proof of Theorem 11, where it was shown that ||XC AH%Q(QY) L2y S Co- Next, leto € N,

o > 1. Forany a € Ng with |a| = o, we have D* = J3 with some (any) 3 € P(«). Now, consider
Faa di Bruno’s formula in combinatorial form (see [14, p. 219]):

(Fo @), 20) = 3 SO A@)zp), - DIPFIA) (25,.)),
ﬂ'EHo‘
where zp; € (R%)1Bil are the components of (21, ..., z,) with indices in the block B;. If we denote

e? = (ep,,...,ep,), then
D(f o A)(x) = aﬂ(fOA)(ﬂf) = (f o A) 7 (2)(e”)

=3 S A (O A, . D AG),)

k=1 rn€ll,

||=k

_Z > P (A@))(9p,8,A(2), . .., 05,8,A(x))

k=1 rn€ll,

|wl=k
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—ZZ N 9sm, Agy () - 05,5, Apy () - FB (A(2)) ()

k=1 rnell, B'e[1:d] d
|7|=k

—ZZ > 9.8, Ag () 055, Ag () - O f(A(z))

k=1 nell, B'e[1:d] d
||=k

=2 > DVf(A@) Y Z 3ﬁ B Ag;(2) -+ 95,5, Ap ().

k=1|o/|=k TE\HG B'eP(a
=

-~

::Aa,k,&’(x)

Thus, we have D(f o A) = 3774 37— [(D® "f)o Al Ag k.o, and we estimate

2
ID%(7 0 )y, = | (Zum’f) oA]-Aa,k,a/) dx

k,o!
’ 2
- / <Z(Da f) - [Aaka o A‘1]> |det DA™Y dy
QY k,a’
’ 2
- / (Z(Da ) [Aa a0 A7| det DA1]1/2> dy
Qy k.o -
::Aa,k,o/
< / <Z |Do‘,f|2> <Z |ga,k‘,o/|2) dy
Qy k.o’ k.o
< < sup Z|Aaka )‘2><Z/ Da’f‘Zdy)
Ykoz k.o Qy
’Aoz k,a! ( )|2> 9
Sup DVf
<x€QX ko !det DA( )| 1<|Zy|:<0 H ||L2(QY)
= Sa(A) Z HD’YfHLQ @)
1<y[<e

Therefore, we obtain by assumption that

Ao (y) = 1AL o1y + D IDY(f 0 D20y

la|=c

o—1
o+ (3 8ud) 1071y

k=1 *k<|al<o-1 |v|=k

+ Y SalA) DY ID flli2 0y

laj=c 1<y[<o

“alflinn + 3 (5 S0) 100,

IN

as we wished to prove.



L°°-ERROR BOUNDS FOR APPROXIMATIONS OF THE KOOPMAN OPERATOR BY KEDMD 21

In the particular case 0 = 1, Theorem 18 yields the following corollary.
Corollary 19. We have

IDA@)F "
K < ——— :
1Al Er1 0y ) 11 () < max {CO’;‘& |det DA(z))|
Remark 20. In fact, it is not hard to see that the Frobenius norm ||DA(z)||p above can be replaced by
the spectral norm ||DA(z)||o—2 (cf. [11]).
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