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Abstract

In our earlier work Fareed et al., Comput. Math. Appl. 75 (2018), no. 6, 1942-1960], we
developed an incremental approach to compute the proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) of
PDE simulation data. Specifically, we developed an incremental algorithm for the SVD with
respect to a weighted inner product for the discrete time POD computations. For continuous
time data, we used an approximate approach to arrive at a discrete time POD problem and then
applied the incremental SVD algorithm. In this note, we analyze the continuous time case with
simulation data that is piecewise constant in time such that each data snapshot is expanded in a
finite collection of basis elements of a Hilbert space. We first show that the POD is determined
by the SVD of two different data matrices with respect to weighted inner products. Next, we
develop incremental algorithms for approximating the two matrix SVDs with respect to the
different weighted inner products. Finally, we show neither approximate SVD is more accurate
than the other; specifically, we show the incremental algorithms return equivalent results.

Keywords: Proper orthogonal decomposition, continuous time, incremental SVD, weighted
inner products
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1 Introduction

Proper orthogonal decomposition (POD) is a data approximation technique that has been success-
fully used for many applications in various fields; see, e.g., ,|§|,,,
. The first part of any such application is to use POD to extract basis elements, called POD
modes, from experimental or simulation data. The POD modes are then used in various ways, such
as forming optimal low order reconstructions of the data or constructing reduced order models of
ordinary and partial differential equations (PDEs).

In the most basic case, the POD modes for a data set can be found using the singular value
decomposition (SVD) of an appropriate data matrix. Therefore, as the amount of data increases
the computational cost and storage requirement for finding the POD modes also increase. For
this reason, researchers have investigated various approaches to lowering the computational cost
and storage requirement for constructing the POD modes, the matrix SVD, and other related
quantities ,. These more efficient algorithms have been used in various
applications involving POD and other related approaches, such as the dynamic mode decomposition
210,23 30,3234 42,4 15).

We developed an incremental algorithm for POD computations in our earlier work . In
that algorithm, we considered simulation data arising from a Galerkin-type approximation method
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(e.g., a finite element method) for a PDE and updated the POD singular values and POD modes
as new data became available. Due to the class of PDE simulation data considered in [13], we
developed an incremental SVD algorithm with respect to a weighted inner product to perform the
POD computations. The algorithm is computationally efficient, needs very little storage, and is
also easily used in conjunction with an existing time stepping PDE approximation code. We also
recently performed an error analysis of the method in [12].

In both of these earlier works [12}/13], we only performed analysis for the discrete time case, i.e.,
the data set is a finite collection of elements in a Hilbert space. In [13| Section 5], we developed an
algorithm for the case of time varying data by approximating the POD integral operator using a
Riemann sum and then performing an incremental POD/SVD update with respect to the weighted
inner product. In this note, we analyze the continuous time case assuming the data is piecewise
constant in time. First, in we rigorously establish a precise relationship between the POD
of the data and the SVD of two different matrices with respect to different weighted inner products.
In we develop approximate incremental SVD algorithms for both cases and show that
neither computed SVD is more accurate than the other; specifically, we show the incrementally
computed approximate SVDs are equivalent.

2 Background

We begin by recalling material concerning the SVD of compact linear operators, the continuous
time proper orthogonal decomposition, and the SVD of matrices with respect to weighted inner
products.

2.1 The SVD of a compact linear operator

In order to discuss the continuous time proper orthogonal decomposition, we first need to recall
the singular value decomposition of a compact linear operator.

Let X and Y be separable Hilbert spaces with inner products (+,-) x and (-, )y, and let A : X —
Y be a compact linear operator. The Hilbert adjoint operator A* : Y — X is the compact linear
operator satisfying (Az,y)y = (z, A*y)x for all x € X and y € Y. The self-adjoint nonnegative
compact operators AA* : Y — Y and A*A : X — X both have nonnegative eigenvalues and an
orthonormal basis of eigenvectors. The positive eigenvalues of these operators are equal and can
be ordered as A\; > Ay > --- > 0. The square roots of the positive eigenvalues are equal to the
(ordered) positive singular values {py} of A, and zero is included as a singular value of A if either
AA* or A*A has a zero eigenvalue. Denoting the orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of AA* by
{mk} C Y and the orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of A*A by {{x} C X, we have the singular
value expansions

AE =D e (& &) x e A=Y i (0,0 y G

k>1 k>1
for all £ € X and n € Y. This gives

A& = pimi,  A™ni = i, Vi > 0. (2.1)

Since only the positive singular values and corresponding singular vectors appear in the above
formulas, we call these quantities the core singular values and singular vectors.

For more information, see, e.g., [15, Chapters VI-VIII], [24, Chapter 30|, [33, Sections VI.5—
VL.6].



2.2 Continuous time proper orthogonal decomposition

Let X be a separable Hilbert space with inner product (-,)x and corresponding norm || - || x, and
let I C R be an interval. Suppose u is a given element of the Bochner space L?(I; X), i.e., roughly,
J; llu(®)|I% dt < oo. The continuous time proper orthogonal decomposition problem is to find an
orthonormal basis {z;} C X (called the POD modes) minimizing the data approximation error

B, = /I lu(t) - Pa(t)|[% dt.

where P, : X — X is the orthogonal projection onto the first r basis elements, i.e.,

r

P = Z(u,:rk)xzck.

k=1

The solution of the POD problem comes from the continuous time POD operator K : L?(I) — X
for the data u defined by

Kf= /u(t)f(t) dt. (2.2)
I
The POD operator is compact, and the Hilbert adjoint operator K* : X — L2(I) is given by

(K*x)(t) = (@, u(t)) (2.3)

Let {0y, fi,zi}i>1 C R x L?(I) x X be the ordered singular values and corresponding orthonormal
singular vectors. The orthonormal basis minimizing the error is exactly given by the singular
vectors {z;};>1 C X, and the minimal value for the error is

E;nin = Z 022.
i>r

Given the data u, a typical computation of the solution of the POD problem above focuses
on finding the POD eigenvalues and modes {\;, z;}i>1, where the POD eigenvalues are simply
the squares of the POD singular values. Also, in many applications the POD singular values
for the data decay rapidly; therefore, only the first R singular values and modes are computed,
where R is chosen so that Elr_gin or op is small enough for the application. If one is interested
in approximately reconstructing the data (without storing the data), then one may desire to also
compute the dominant L?(I) POD singular vectors {fi};>1 since the optimal data approximation
P,u(t) can be rewritten as

Pru(t) =) on fi(t) z,
k=1

where the bar denotes complex conjugate (for complex Hilbert spaces) [36, Section 2.3].
For more information, see, e.g., [16[23}35,38].

2.3 The matrix SVD and weighted inner products

In continuous time POD applications, the given data u(t) is often finite dimensional; for example,
the data is an approximate solution of a partial differential equation. As we show in this note,
for certain types of finite dimensional data the SVD required for the continuous time POD can be
reduced to a matrix SVD with respect to weighted inner products. Below, we review this type of
matrix SVD, mostly following |13].



First, we give notation. For a symmetric positive definite matrix M € R™*™, let R’} denote the
Hilbert space R™ with the M-weighted inner product and corresponding norm given by (z,y)y =
y" Mz and ||z|/y = (a:,a:)}v/[Q = (" Mz)Y/? for all 2,y € R™. The space R is defined in the same
way, where A is also symmetric positive definite. Also, R¥ without a subscript indicates the space
is given the standard unweighted inner product and norm.

Next, for a matrix A € R™*?® considered as a linear operator A : R} — R}, the Hilbert adjoint
operator A* : R, — R} is the matrix A* € R**"™ satisfying

(Az,y)m = (z, A%y)a for all z € R} and y € RY}.

It is straightforward to show A* = A=1AT M.

Now we use the definition of the SVD of a compact operator in applied to the matrix
A : R} — R7Y}. Furthermore, we only focus on positive (or core) singular values since zero singular
values are typically not of interest in POD applications. Suppose A has exactly k positive singular
values o1 > 09 > -+ > 03 > 0. Let V = [v1,v2,...,0;] € R™** be the matrix whose columns are
the first k& M-orthonormal eigenvectors of AA* : R}, — R, and let W = [wy, we, ..., wg] € [R5k
be the matrix whose columns are the first £ A-orthonormal eigenvectors of A*A : R} — Rj.

gives
AW =VE, AV =W, ¥=diag(oy,...,0). (2.4)

Since {v;}72; and {w;};_; are orthonormal in RY; and R}, respectively, we have WTAW =TI and
VTMV = I. Alternatively, we write W*W = I and V*V = I, where W* = WTA and V* = VT M
are the Hilbert adjoint operators for W : RF — R} and V : RF — R%;. This implies is
equivalent to

A=VIW*. (2.5)

This leads to the following definition:

Definition 2.1. For a matrix A : R} — R’ with exactly k& positive singular values, a core SVD
of A is given by A = VEW*, where V € R™*F ¥ € RF*k and W € R**F are defined above.

See [13] for more discussion about the core SVD. If both inner products are unweighted, we call
the core SVD the standard core SVD for clarity.

In the following result, we give a basic property of the core SVD. The result is similar to
Proposition 2.3 in [13]. The proof is also similar, and is omitted.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose Vi, € R™* has M-orthonormal columns and W, € R*** has A-
orthonormal columns. If Q € R¥** has standard core SVD Q = VQZQWS and A : Ry — R} is
defined by A =V, QW , then

A=VEQW*, V=VV,, W=W,Wqy, (2.6)
is a core SVD of A.

Other notation: For a vector v € R" and k < n, let v(;,;) denote the vector of the first
k components of v. Similarly, for a matrix A € R™*", let A, .y denote the submatrix of A
consisting of the entries of A from rows p,...,q and columns r,...,s. Also, the notation A. .y is
defined similarly, except all rows are included in the submatrix.



3 Continuous time POD with finite dimensional data

Next, we consider continuous time POD of a specific class of finite dimensional data that is often
generated by Galerkin-type methods for approximating solutions of partial differential equations.

First, in [Section 3.1| we review our approximate approach from [13]. Next, in [Section 3.2| we show

that the SVD of the POD operator is equivalent to the SVD of two different matrices with respect
to different weighted inner products. Below, let X be a real separable Hilbert space with inner
product (-,-)x, and suppose u € L?(I; X), where I = (0,T) and T > 0 is fixed.

3.1 Approximate approach using a Riemann sum

Below, we give a brief summary of our approximate approach in [13, Section 5]. Assume the data u
is known at certain points in time 0 = t; <ty < --- < ts41 = T and approximate the POD integral
operator (2.2)) using a Riemann sum to get

S
Kgm Y djujg(ty), 0=t —t5, u;=ulty).
j=1

Next, define @; = 5;/2u(tj) and h; = 6]1-/2g(tj) and approximate the continuous POD operator
K : L*(0,T) — X by a discrete POD operator K : R® — X as follows:

S
Kgm Kh:=Y iijh;.
j=1

Assume u; € X for each j is expressed in terms of a finite set of basis functions:

m
uj =Y Upjdr, forj=1,...,s (3.1)
k=1
where {¢;};2, C X is a linearly independent set. Define the matrices M € R™*™ and U € R™**
by their entries M := (¢;, ¢x)x and Uyy, for j,k =1,...,m and £ = 1,...,s. Also, define the
matrix A € R%*® by A = diag(dy,...,ds). We can use Appendix A.1 in [13] to see that the core
SVD of the discrete POD operator K : RS — X is obtained from the core SVD of the matrix
UAY? R — R’;. We do not give the details here since similar details will be provided below.
We note that we approximated the POD integral operator and found that the SVD of the
resulting discrete POD operator can be obtained by the SVD of the matrix UA!/2 : R® — R
This SVD with respect to a weighted inner product can be updated incrementally, as in [13].

3.2 Exact approach assuming the data is piecewise constant in time

Next, we show that the SVD of the POD operator can be obtained without approximation assuming
the data wu is piecewise constant in time. Specifically, we assume the data u has the form

u(t) =Y ux;(t), (3.2)
j=1

where {u;} C X is given as in (3.1]), 0 =1 < ta <--- <ts41 =T, and the characteristic functions
are defined by
1, t; <t <tjyr,

i(t) = 3.3
Xi(®) {O, otherwise. (8:3)



We first show in [Proposition 3.1] that the core singular values and singular vectors of K can be
computed by finding the core SVD of a weighted coefficient matrix with respect to two weighted
inner products.

As in throughout this section let the matrices M € R™*™ and U € R™** have
entries M;j, == (¢j, ¢r)x and Uyy, for j,k=1,...,mand £ =1,...,s. Also, let A € R®*® be given
by A = diag(é1,...,ds), where §; =0; =tj41 —t; for j=1,... 5.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose {¢y}7", C X are linearly independent, and assume u € L*(0,T; X) is
given by -. Then {o;,w;,v;} C R x Ry x R, are the core singular values and singular
vectors of UA : RY — RT if and only if {0y, fi,x;} CRx L?(0,T) x X are the core singular values
and singular vectors of K : L?(0,T) — X, where, for all i, v; € R, and z; € X are related by

T = Z Vi k P (3.4)
k=1
and w; € R (with entries w; ;) and f; € L*(0,T) are related by
T 1
wy= [ GOR0 (35
Fit) = wiexe(t). (3.6)
(=1

Proof. First, since {¢;};*; C X is a linearly independent set, we know M is symmetric positive
definite.
Next, assume K f; = o;x; holds with o; > 0, and define w; € R} as in (3.5). Use the definitions

of K in (2.2) and w in (3.1))-(3.3)) to get
m T S
Z (/ ZUkvaj(t) fi(t) dt)(bk = 0; ;.
k=1 0 j=1

This implies there exists constants v; j so that (3.4) holds. Substitute (3.4]) in the formula above,
and then use that {¢;}}"; C X is a linearly independent set to obtain

S
> Uk, §jwij = 0 vi.
j=1

Therefore,
UAwi = 0;V;. (37)
Now assume holds with o; > 0, and define f; € L?(0,T) by . A similar argument implies
that K f; = o;x;, where x; is given in (3.4)).
Next, assume K*x; = o, f; holds with o; > 0, x; satisfies , and wj ; is defined by . Use
the definitions of K* in and v in — to get

S m S

Z Z Z Vi k ((bk’ W)XUf,qu(t) =0 fi(t).

q=1k=1/=1



Multiply by x;(t), integrate over (0,7), and use fOT Xq(t) x;j(t) dt = 0945, where d4; denotes the
Kronecker delta symbol, to obtain

m S

Z Z Ui7kMk7gUg7j5j = aiéjwl-7j.

k=1 ¢=1
This gives vl MUA = o;w] A, or UT Mv; = o;w;. Since (UA)* = A=Y UA)TM = ATPAUTM =
UT M, we have

(UA)*UZ = O;W;. (3.8)
Now assume ([3.8)) holds with o; > 0, and define f; € L?(0,T) by (3.6). Again, a similar argument
implies that K*x; = o, f;, where z; is given in (3.4)).
This implies we have

UAw; = o;v;, (UA)*UZ = o;w; for all i with o; >0

if and only if
Kfl = 0;%;, K*:z:i = Uifi for all 7 with o; > 0.

Furthermore, x;, v;, w;, and f; are related by (3.4])-(3.6]).
Next, assume {o;, f;,2;} C R x L?(0,T) x X are the core singular values and singular vectors

of K : L*(0,T) — X. We show {w;} C R and {v;} C R7! are both orthonormal sets. First, using
the definition of M and (3.4) gives

(vi, vj)m = (i, 75) x = 0ij-

Next,
1
(wi, wi)a = — (wi, (UA) v))a
0y
1
- f((UA)wivvj)M
g
0
= 7(Ui7vj)M
0j
o
= 16, = 0.
;0 J

Therefore {o;, w;,v;} C R x R} x R’} are the core singular values and singular vectors of UA :
R} — R

Finally, assume {o;, hi,c;} C R x R} x RY} are the core singular values and singular vectors
of UA : R — R7.. Similar arguments show {z;} C X and {f;} C L?(0,T) are orthonormal sets,
and therefore {o;, f;,7;} C R x L?(0,T) x X are the core singular values and singular vectors of
K :L*0,T) — X. O

In [Section 3.1, we rescaled {u;} C X by the square roots of the time steps to arrive at a
different matrix SVD problem. Again assuming u is piecewise constant in time as in (3.2]), we have
the alternative expansion

ult) =Y a5 %5(0), (3.9)
j=1



- 1/2
where 4; = 6]-/ u; and

5TV <t <t
=<7 7 3.10
Xi(t) {O, otherwise. ( )

We show below that the core SVD of K is equivalent to the core SVD of the matrix UAY2 : RS —
R%;. Note that this is the same matrix SVD we obtained using the Riemann sum approximation

approach in

Proposition 3.2. Suppose {¢;}7"; C X are linearly independent, and assume u € L2(0,T; X) is
given by -. Then {o;,W;,v;} C R x R® x RY; are the core singular values and singular
vectors of UAY? : R® — R if and only if {0, fi,z;} C R x L*(0,T) x X are the core singular
values and singular vectors of K : L*(0,T) — X, where, for all i, v; € RY; and x; € X are related
by and w; € R® (with entries w; ;) and f; € L*(0,T) are related by

T
- /O L) dt, (3.11)

Fit) =D Bigxe(t) = > 8,20 xelt). (3.12)
/=1

(=1

The proof is similar, and is omitted. We note that the weighted characteristic functions {x;} C
L?(0,T) are an orthonormal set, i.e., (X;, Xj)r2(0,r) = 9i5- This leads to the removal of the weight
on the space R? in the above result.

We also present the connection between the core SVDs of the two matrices UA : R}y — R}
and UAY2 : R® — RT.

Proposition 3.3. Let U € R™*4 and suppose M € R™*™ gnd A € R*** are symmetric positive
definite. Then the core SVD of UA : R} — R} is given by UA~ = VW™ if and only if the core
SVD of UAY2 : R® — RT, is given by UAY2 = VEWT, where W = AY2W .

Proof. We have UA = VEW* = VEWTA where VIMV = I and WTAW = I if and only if
UAYVZ2 = VESWTAY2 = VSWT | where W = AV2W, VIMV =1, and WTW = I. O

4 Incremental SVD with weighted inner products

In we showed the continuous POD of a certain class of finite dimensional time varying
data can be found exactly using the SVD of two different matrices with respect to different weighted
inner products. In this section, we consider incremental approaches to approximating both of these
matrix SVDs. Since incremental SVD algorithms involve approximation, it is possible that one of
the two matrix SVDs is computed more accurately than the other. We show in fact that this is not
the case for a specific type of incremental SVD algorithm; specifically, the incremental algorithms
for approximating these two matrix SVDs yield equivalent results.

We begin in and follow a similar approach to our earlier work [13] to develop an
incremental SVD with two weighted inner products for UA : R% — R’}. The incremental SVD
for UAY2 . RS — R7; only utilizes one weighted inner product and was developed in [13]. In
We show the incremental SVD algorithm for UAY? : R® — R7; with one weighted inner
product gives an equivalent result as the incremental SVD with two weighted inner products for
UA : R} — RY.

Throughout this section we assume M € R™*™ is symmetric positive definite, and A € R%* is
given by A = diag(d1,...,0s), where ; > 0 for i = 1,...,s. We assume we know the SVDs of the



matrices UA : R} — R} and UAY2 . R — R}, and we focus on updating the SVDs when a new
column is added to U and a new positive diagonal entry sy is added to A. Adding a new column
to U and a new positive diagonal entry to A corresponds to obtaining the value of the data wu(t)
in the new time interval 541 < ¢t < ts42. As discussed in [13], the SVDs can be initialized using a
single column of data, and then updated incrementally as new data becomes available.

We note that it is possible to further rescale the data in order to remove the weight matrix M
from the inner product for the space R}}. Since M is often not diagonal in applications, there are
computational disadvantages to performing such a rescaling; see [13] for a discussion of this issue.
Therefore, we do not consider this type of rescaling here.

4.1 Incremental SVD with two weighted inner products

Suppose an exact core SVD of UA : Ry — R’} is known, and the goal is to update the core
SVD when a new column ¢ € RY} is added to U. First, we prove that the exact core SVD can be
updated exactly when no truncation is performed.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose UA = VEW* is the exact core SVD of UA : RY — R7,, where VIMV = I
for Ve R™k WTAW =1 for W e Rk, W* = WTA, and ¥ € R¥**. Let ¢ € R, and define

1/2 ¢ s

h:C—VV*C, p:HhHM7 Q: > 5SJE};/C )
0 6./5p
s+1

where V* = VT M. If p > 0 and the standard core SVD of Q € RFFIXF+L js given by
Q=Vp2g Wg, (4.1)
then the core SVD of [U ¢]Apew : R‘Zliw — RY is given by

[U C]Anew = ‘/neWZQVV>|<

new?

where
. . w 0
Vaew = [V]] VQ, J = h/P, Whew = WUWQu Wy = —-1/2 >
0 6s+1
and

Wiew = WgAneWa Apew = diag(d1, ..., ds41).
Proof. By the definition of j, we have ¢ = VV*c + jp. This gives
[U ¢]Apew = [VEW™ d541¢]

= [VEW* §1(VV*e+jp)]

L[ EwTA 5S+1V*c}
=[V
[J][ 0 Se1p
1/2 1, T
V5] s 52 vee || W 0 [A 0]
o 5 Lo ] Lo s
T
W 0 A 0
=[VjlVoZoWh B
vavesang | e | 5 ]

T
W
= ([VilVe) ¥q < 0 5—31/2 ] WQ) {ﬁ 5SO+1 }




Next, the same argument in the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [13] shows [V j|TM[V j] = I € Rk+1xk+1,

Also, since W*W = WTAW = I € RF*k,

* T
w0 WO_WO[AO}WO_[IO}
0 P Lo oo s P Lo s o g Lo 1)

[Proposition 2.2 completes the proof. ]

Next, we follow the implementation strategy in |13, Section 4.2] to develop the full algorithm.
We only provide a brief summary of various parts of the complete implementation, and refer
to |13} Section 4.2] for more details and discussion.

Initialization. We initialize the SVD using a nonzero column of data ¢ by setting

S=lcly ="MV, V=ct, W= A=0,

where 6; is the first time stepll]
Exact SVD update. Once we have an existing SVD of UA : R} — R}, to update the SVD

we first compute p = ||c — VV*c||5s using the new column c. In[Theorem 4.1, p = |lc — VV*¢||as is

assumed to be positive in order to guarantee an exact SVD update. In practice, we use
for the SVD update only if 6;421;0 > tol, for a given tolerance tol.

Truncation I. If instead 6;_/51]9 < tol, the final row of @ is set to zero. Since d5+1 > 0, we set
p = 0 and this implies ¢ = VV*¢. Using a similar argument to part of the proof of
setting p = j = 0, and following a similar approach to [13, Section 4.2] provides the SVD update:

w 0
14 ’ VVQ(l:k,l:k)’ by } EQ(M,M)’ w } [O 511/2] WQ(:,I:k)’
s+

where VgXgWg = Q is the SVD of (). We note in this case the rank of the SVD does not increase.
Orthogonalization. To avoid a loss of orthogonality, we apply a modified M-weighted Gram-
Schmidt procedure with reorthogonalization to the columns of V; see [13, Algorithm 3].
Truncation II. To reduce the computational cost and storage, we keep only the singular values
and corresponding singular vectors above a user specified tolerance, tolg,.
Complete Implementation. The incremental SVD update algorithm for two weighted inner
products is given in This algorithm is used every time a new column of data is added.

4.2 Incremental SVD with one weighted inner product is equivalent

Next, we consider the incremental SVD algorithm for UAY2 : RS — R’} with one weighted inner
product from [13]. However, instead of recalling that algorithm here, for brevity we simply modify
to work for the present case.

Since the space R® does not utilize a weighted inner product, we start with an SVD UA/?2 =
VEWT, where VIMV = I and WTW = I. Recall from [Proposition 3.3 that W = AY2W, where
UA = VW™ is the SVD of UA : R} — RY}.

Let ¢; denote the jth column of U, and let A = diag(di,...,ds), as before. Then the matrix

UAY? has jth column ¢j = 6]1/2cj. To update the SVD of UAY? : R® — R}, we simply use

! Although M is symmetric positive definite, as in [13, Section 4.2] absolute values are used since sometimes round
off errors may cause ¢ Mc to be small and negative.

10



Algorithm 1 Incremental SVD with two weighted inner products

Input: V € R™* 2 e RF¥F W ¢ RE¥E c € R™, M € R™™, A € R4, § > 0, tol, tolgy,
% Prepare for SVD update

cd=VTMe, p=sqt(|(c—Vd)TM(c—Vd)]), a =52

if (pa < tol) then
Q= [E doz]

else
a-|

end if

T [VQ, EQ7WQ} = SVd(Q)

A 0
8: Anew = [0 5:|

% SVD update
9: if (pa < tol) or (k > m) then

¥ da
0 pa

>

w 0
10: V= VVQ(l:k,l:k)’ 2= EQ(I:k,l:k)’ W= [0 51/2] WQ(f,lzk)

11: else
122 j=(c—=Vd)/p

. w 0
13 V=[VjVg, E=%g, W= [0 6_1/2:| Wao
14: k=k+1
15: end if

% Orthogonalize if necessary (see Algorithm 3 in |13])
16: if ( |V(:T,end)MV(:71)\ > min(tol, tol x m)) then
17: V= modifiedGSweighted(V, M)
18: end if
% Neglect small singular values: truncation
19: if (X, > tolsy) and (X4 541) < tolsy) then
200 X=Xy, V=V, W =W
21: end if
22: return V, X, W, Ajew
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Algorithm 1{ with (A, d, ¢, W) replaced by (1, 1,¢, W) in the algorithm. Since the jth column of U
is¢; = 5; 2cj and the matrix () depends only on V and ¢, it is easily checked that the algorithm
produces the same V and the same ¥ as produced by [Algorithm 1|in the two weighted inner product

case. Furthermore, it is also easily checked that the W produced by the algorithm still satisfies
W = A2, where W is the update produced by [Algorithm 1|in the two weighted inner product

case.
Therefore, the two incremental SVD approaches yield equivalent results.

5 Conclusion

We revisited our earlier work [13] on an incremental POD algorithm for PDE simulation data.
For the case of time varying data, in [13] we developed an approximate Riemann sum approach
to arrive at a discrete time POD problem and an incremental POD algorithm. In this work, we
considered an alternative viewpoint to develop and analyze incremental POD approaches for time
varying data. We considered piecewise constant in time data taking values in a Hilbert space,
where each data snapshot is expanded in a fixed basis. We first showed that the POD of this
data is exactly determined by the SVD of two different matrices with respect to different weighted
inner products. The two different SVDs come from two different ways of expressing the piecewise
constant in time data. Next, we developed incremental SVD algorithms for each case. Since the
incremental algorithms compute approximate SVDs, it was possible that one approach could be
more accurate than the other; however, we showed that the incremental SVD algorithms produce
equivalent results. Therefore, the two different ways of expressing the data did not lead to different
incrementally computed POD modes for the data.

One benefit of this result is that the error analysis of the discrete time incremental POD
algorithm (with one weighted inner product) in [12] is directly applicable to continuous time case,
assuming the data is piecewise constant in time and is expressed using the weighted characteristic
functions as in —.

Furthermore, we note that it may be possible to extend the incremental SVD approach developed
here for the case of two weighted inner products to treat time varying data that is not piecewise
constant in time. We leave this to be considered in the future.
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