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NONUNIFORM SAMPLING AND MULTISCALE COMPUTATION∗

BJÖRN ENGQUIST† AND CHRISTINA FREDERICK†

Abstract. We consider multiscale functions of the type that are studied in averaging and ho-
mogenization theory and in multiscale modeling. Typical examples are two-scale functions f(x, x/ǫ),
(0 < ǫ << 1) that are periodic in the second variable. We prove that under certain band limiting
conditions these multiscale functions can be uniquely and stably recovered from non-uniform samples
of optimal rate. The goal of this study is to establish the close relation between computational grids
in multiscale modeling and sampling strategies developed in information theory.
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1. Introduction. Multiscale modeling and computation has recently been a
very active research field. A major computational challenge is that in direct nu-
merical simulation the smallest important scales must be resolved over the length of
the largest scales in each dimension. This can lead to a prohibitively high compu-
tational cost. A number of different numerical frameworks have been proposed to
handle this problem and we will here focus on the heterogeneous multiscale method
(HMM) [1, 6]. The purpose of this work is to study multiscale modeling from the
point of view of information theory.

Even the basic cost of direct numerical simulation can be understood from in-
formation theory. The classical Shannon sampling theorem gives that just in order
to represent the solution, at least two unknowns per wavelength is required [15]. If
the size of the computational domain is 1 and ǫ << 1 is the smallest important wave
length, then at least 2ǫ−1 unknowns are required in each dimension. The computa-
tional complexity in d dimensions must then be at least O(ǫ−d).

If this is too much for the available computational resources then some special
features of the original problem must be exploited. Scale separation is assumed in ho-
mogenization theory, [3], and in convergence analysis of HMM. The functions involved
are typically of the form,

f ǫ(x) = f(x, x/ǫ) where f(x, y) is Γ-periodic in y, 0 < ǫ << 1(1.1)

where Γ = [0, 1]d.
With equidistant sampling points the rate must still be the same as above O(ǫ−d)

in order to recover the function. Different sampling strategies are required to exploit
the special structure of the functions. This corresponds to strategies for numerical
computational grids in multiscale simulations. We will see that some techniques of
multiscale computations actually are optimal if seen via information theory.

For g ∈ L2(R
d) we denote the Fourier transform ĝ ∈ L2(R

d) by

ĝ(ξ) =

∫

Rd

g(x)e2πix·ξdx,

where the Euclidean dot product is ξ · x =
∑d

j=1 ξjxj . Functions whose Fourier
transform have bounded support are called bandlimited functions.
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Fig. 1.1. Above: spectral support of a function satisfying (1.3). Below: nonuniform sampling
set using shifted sets given by (1.4).

The class of multiscale functions f ǫ(x) defined by (1.1) possess scale separation
between the O(1) “slow” oscillations and O(ǫ−1) “fast” oscillations when f(x, y) is
a bandlimited function in both variables. In §3 we will provide derivations of the
properties summarized below.

We will start by assuming that the two dimensional Fourier transform of f(x, y) ∈
L2(R

2) satisfies

supp
(

f̂
)

⊂
M
⋃

m=−M

(−N,N)× {m}, 0 < 2N <
1

ǫ
.(1.2)

The spectrum of a function f ǫ ∈ L2(R) defined by (1.1 − 1.2) is supported on a
finite union of intervals

supp
(

f̂ ǫ
)

⊂
M
⋃

m=−M

(

−N +
m

ǫ
,N +

m

ǫ

)

.(1.3)

This representation combines the two notions of “scale” used in information the-
ory and in multiscale computation. The gaps between the 2M +1 spectral bands are
a result of the scale separation assumptions on f ǫ and f .

The spectral support of functions satisfying (1.3) is illustrated in Figure 1.1. Such
functions are of much interest to the multiscale modeling community. The explicit
knowledge of the locations of the frequency bands of these functions allows us to
design a sampling strategy to reconstruct f ǫ using an optimal sampling rate. This
strategy is described in the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose the functions f ǫ ∈ L2(R), f ∈ L2(R
2) satisfy the as-

sumptions (1.1− 1.2), and define the shifted uniform sampling sets Xk by

Xk = {j∆x+ kδx | j ∈ Z}, −K ≤ k ≤ K,(1.4)

where 0 < ∆x < 1
2N and 0 < δx < ǫ

2M+1 . For K = M , the function f ǫ can be

uniquely reconstructed from the samples f ǫ(z), z ∈ ∪kXk.
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Moreover, there is a positive constant C = C(δx/ǫ) such that the following stabil-

ity estimate holds

‖f ǫ‖2L2
≤ C

∑

y∈∪kXk

|f ǫ(y)|2.(1.5)

The sampling strategy in the theorem above, illustrated in Figure 1.1, is very well
matched with the grids used in multiscale methods. As an example, HMM provides
a framework for capturing large scale features on coarse grids by incorporating local
simulations on grids with much finer resolution, see [1, 6] and §2.2.

In the next section, we give a brief background to relevant issues in multiscale
computation and information theory. In §3 we describe the class of bandlimited
functions that satisfy (1.1 − 1.2). In §4 we prove a lemma on reconstruction from
particular sampling sets that is needed in the proof of the main result. This proof is
given in §5 and in §6 the problem with a localized microscale is discussed.

2. Multiscale modeling and sampling strategies. The goal of this paper is
to make a connection between computational grid practice in multiscale modeling and
information theory and to formulate a sampling strategies for a class of continuous
signals that includes cases where the sampling rate may result in aliasing.

2.1. Representation of multiscale functions. Fourier analysis is a standard
way of representing signals g ∈ L2(R

d) in terms of components on different scales.
This representation extends to more general decompositions of signals in terms of a
sequence {φn}∞n=−∞ ⊂ L2(R

d)

g(x) =
∞
∑

n=−∞

〈g, φn〉φn(x)(2.1)

where 〈·, ·〉 defines an inner product on the space. The vectors {φn} can form an
orthonormal basis of, for example, trigonometric functions or wavelets.

Here we connect the two: starting with a bandlimited function f(x, y) that has
Fourier decomposition (2.1) given by

f(x, y) =

∞
∑

n=−∞

fn(x)φn(y),

we include a “fast” variable through the transformation y → x/ǫ. The resulting
functions f ǫ given by (1.1) have a multiscale representation in the viewpoints of both
Fourier analysis and periodic homogenization.

2.2. Multiscale computation. We will relate results in information theory to
the numerical analysis of a linear or nonlinear system that is discretized on a uniform
grid X = {xj | 0 ≤ j ≤ N} with spacing ∆x = xj − xj−1. In order to ensure that
the solution to the discretized problem, {uj}Nj=0, is consistent with the solution to the
true problem and the approximation is stable, the grid X must be sufficiently dense.

In order to approximate uǫ, the solution of a multi scale system, the grid spacing
∆x is chosen to be much smaller than the smallest scale in order to fully resolve
the ǫ-scale. Multiscale algorithms exist that achieve a close approximation to uǫ on
much coarser grids. They do this by exploiting the special properties of uǫ such as
periodicity, scale separation, and bounded spectral support.
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For example, in [1, 8] HMM is used for the solution of stiff ordinary differential
equations (ODEs) of the form

{

duǫ

dt = f(uǫ, vǫ, t)
dvǫ

dt = 1
ǫ g(u

ǫ, vǫ, t)
(2.2)

where vǫ is a solution that oscillates on the time scale of O(ǫ), ǫ << 1, and uǫ mainly
varies on the time scale O(1).

Assume that as ǫ → 0, uǫ → U ∈ C1(R) and that U is given by

d

dt
U = f̄(U, t).(2.3)

This “effective” system can be solved using HMM even if the form of f̄ is not explicitly
known. The right hand side of (2.3) can be approximated using averaged solutions to
the full system.

Figure 2.1 represents a HMM-type scheme for approximating the solution U of
(2.3). The top directed axis represents the coarse grid that holds values of U . In the
lower axis, local solutions uǫ, vǫ to (2.2) are computed using an initial condition de-
termined by U(tn). Then, f̄ is evaluated by averaging the solutions with a compactly
supported kernel. This procedure is summarized below.

1. Reconstruction: at T = tn set the initial conditions for uǫ
n, v

ǫ
n using Un.

2. Microscale evolution: solve (2.2) in a local domain t ∈ [tn, tn+η] and use an

averaging kernel K to compute f̄(tn) ∼ f̃(tn) = K ∗ f ǫ(uǫ
n, v

ǫ
n).

3. Macroscale evolution: compute Un+1 at T = tn+1 using {U j}nj=0 and {f̃(tj)}nj=0.

T = tn

tn+ηT = tn

T = tn+1

Fig. 2.1. HMM for ODEs

Consider the following simple example of the type studied in [8],










dx
dt = y2, x(0) = 0
dy
dt = 1

ǫ z, y(0) = 1
dz
dt = 1

ǫ y, z(0) = 0.

(2.4)

The solutions are x(t) = t
2 +

ǫ
4 sin(

2t
ǫ ), y = cos( tǫ), and z(t) = sin t

ǫ . The slow variable
x(t) is of the form given in (1.3).

Nonuniform discretizations are also used in approximation solutions to partial
differential equations (PDEs), for example,

{

−div (aǫ(x)∇uǫ(x)) = f(x) x ∈ Ω ⊂ R
d

uǫ(x) = 0 x ∈ ∂Ω
(2.5)
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Here, ǫ is a parameter satisfying 0 < ǫ < 1 that represents the ratio between the
large and small scales in the multiscale conductivity aǫ(x) := a(x, x/ǫ), where a(x, y)
is assumed to be periodic in y.

For aǫ ∈ L∞(Rd) the solution uǫ of (2.5) contains a high frequency component
of O(ǫ−1) and a low frequency component of O(1). The problem (2.5) is well studied
in homogenization theory [3, 10], and demonstrates the application of these homoge-
nization techniques in multiscale computation.

Numerical methods such as the finite element heterogeneous multiscale method
[1, 6] approximate the solution to an effective problem using grids with macroscale
spacing ∆x > ǫ.

The functions involved in homogenization theory and multiscale computation
are often of lower regularity. In order to connect to information theory, we will
approximate them by bandlimited functions, described in the next section.

2.3. Sampling of bandlimited signals. Bandlimited signals are well studied
in sampling theory. The set of functions bandlimited to the bounded set F ⊂ Rd is
denoted

B(F) = {g ∈ L2(R
d) | ĝ(ξ) = 0 for all ξ 6∈ F}.

The celebrated sampling theorem of Shannon provides a characterization of ban-
dlimited functions in one dimension.

Theorem 2.1 (Shannon, 1949). A function f ∈ B([−W,W ]) is completely de-

termined by its uniform samples f
(

j
2W

)

, j ∈ Z.

The corresponding reconstruction formula is

f(x) =

∞
∑

j=−∞

f(j/2W )sinc(2Wx− j),(2.6)

where sinc(x) = sin(πx)
πx . The sampling rate of 1/2W is known as the Nyquist rate.

Furthermore, the L2 norm of f is given by

‖f‖2L2(R)
=

1

2W

∞
∑

j=−∞

|f(j/2W )|2.

The sampling theorem has played a crucial role in signal processing and com-
munication and motivated various extensions, including results for nonbandlimited
functions, finite sampling sets, irregular sampling sets, and generalized interpolation
functions [17, 19].

Let F ⊂ R be a bounded set. For a given sampling strategy, a sampling set
X = {xj} is a set of stable sampling for B(F) if there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

∫ ∞

−∞

|g(x)|2dx ≤ C
∑

j

|g(xj)|2 for all g ∈ B(F).

In [12, 13], Landau obtained a bound on the minimum sampling rate required for
the stable reconstruction of a bandlimited function. The Landau rate is the sum of
the bandwidths of a function. For multiband functions with large spectral gaps, the
Landau rate can be much lower than the Nyquist rate.

The main result in this paper produces a stable set of sampling for a class of
multiscale functions with a sampling density that attains the Landau bound.
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2.4. Related work. The motivating result for this work is in [7], regarding
functions with scaling law representation (1.1) where f ∈ L2(R

2) is bandlimited and
1-periodic in both variables. It is also assumed that ǫ = 1/L1 for a positive integer
L1, so that f can be represented by a finite Fourier series:

f(x, y) =

N
∑

n=0

M
∑

m=0

fn,m exp(2πi(nx+my)).

Applying the classical Shannon sampling theorem to f ǫ requires a sampling rate of
O(ǫ−1). In [7], the data points are clustered in groups with ∆x = 1/L2, for L2, L1/L2

positive integers,

xj,k = j∆x+ kδx 1 ≤ j ≤ J, 1 ≤ k ≤ K, (δx << ∆x).

The resulting set of equations

N
∑

n=0

M
∑

m=0

fn,m exp(2πi(nxj,k +mxj,k/ǫ)) = f ǫ(xj,k)

has a unique solution for J > N and K > M , if the conditions δx < ǫ/M and
∆x < 1/N are satisfied. This shows that it is possible to take advantage of the
special structure of f ǫ and uniquely reconstruct the function from samples taken
from nonuniform sampling set with O(N) density.

As in compressed sensing [4, 16], we are interested in reconstruction methods
for signals that are bandlimited and sparse in the frequency domain. The difference
here is that we assume a priori knowledge of the spectral properties of f(x, y) in the
representation (1.1).

There are very similar nonuniform sampling theorems using bunched samples to
reconstruct functions that have spectral gaps [2, 14, 18]. The result presented here
differs from these results in terms of conditions on the spectral gaps or the notion of
stability.

3. Bandlimited and periodic functions. This section describes properties of
functions that are studied in multiscale analysis. We begin with the construction of
basic multiscale functions from functions of two variables.

A function f ∈ L2(R
2) that satisfies (1.2) can be written as a Fourier series for

every fixed x ∈ R:

f (x, y) =
M
∑

m=−M

cm (x) e2πimy; cm (x) =

∫ 1

0

f (x, y) e−2πimydy.(3.1)

It is readily seen that the functions cm, −M ≤ m ≤ M . are in the space
B ((−N,N)) by taking the Fourier transform,

ĉm (ξ) =

∫

R

(
∫ 1

0

f (x, y) e−2πimydy

)

e−2πiξxdx

=

∫

R

∫ 1

0

f (x, y) e−2πi(ξx+my)dydx

= f̂ (ξ,m) = 0 for all ξ 6∈ (−N,N).
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Substituting
(

x, x
ǫ

)

for (x, y) in (3.1) results in the representation

f ǫ (x) =
M
∑

m=−M

cm (x) e2πimx/ǫ; cm ∈ B ((−N,N)) .(3.2)

f̂ ǫ (ξ) =

M
∑

m=−M

ĉm

(

ξ − m

ǫ

)

.

Since ĉm(ξ − m
ǫ ) = 0 for ξ 6∈

(

−N + m
ǫ , N + m

ǫ

)

, it follows that

supp
(

f̂ ǫ
)

⊂
M
⋃

m=−M

(

−N +
m

ǫ
,N +

m

ǫ

)

.

We will extend the result in [7] to functions f(x, y) ∈ L2(R
2) that are band limited

in both variables and 1−periodic in the second variable and formulate a sampling
strategy for functions f ǫ ∈ L2(R) of the form (3.2). Let (−W,W ) be the smallest

interval containing the support of f̂ ǫ. What happens if we sample the function at a
smaller rate, 1

∆x < 2W?
This question will be addressed in the next section using tools from Fourier anal-

ysis and the Poisson summation formula.

4. Nonuniform periodic sampling. For the sampling setsXk defined by (1.4),
we aim to derive sufficient conditions on ∆x and δx so that the function f ǫ can be
uniquely and stably recovered from the nonuniform samples f ǫ(z), z ∈ ∪kXk.

When sampling at sub-Nyquist rate 1
∆x < 2(Mǫ +N), the unique recovery of f ǫ on

the set Xk is not guaranteed. We can, however, describe the function reconstructed
from undersampling.

For g ∈ B ((−N,N)), the function SXk
g is defined in [2] by the formula

SXk
g(x) =

∑

y∈Xk

g(y)ϕ∆x(x − y); ϕ∆x(z) = ∆x

∫ 1
2∆x

− 1
2∆x

e2πizξdξ.(4.1)

The following result provides the explicit form of the functions reconstructed
from sampling the multiscale function f ǫ on the set Xk. We will denote Lm ∈ Z,
αm ∈ [0, 1/∆x) to be the unique constants that satisfy

m

ǫ
=

Lm

∆x
+ αm, −M ≤ m ≤ M.(4.2)

Lemma 4.1. Let f ǫ satisfy (3.2). The function SX0
f ǫ defined by (4.1) is square

integrable and has the explicit form

SX0
f ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=−M

cm(x)e2πiαmx.(4.3)

Moreover, the reconstruction of SX0
f ǫ is stable,

‖SX0
f ǫ‖2L2

<
1

2N

∑

y∈X0

|f ǫ(y)|2.(4.4)
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Proof. First, note that

SX0
f ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=−M

SX0
c̃m(x)(4.5)

where c̃m(x) = cm(x)e2πimx/ǫ. The Shannon sampling theorem (2.6) can be directly
applies to c0 ∈ B (Ω), to obtain the formula SX0

c0(x) = c0(x) ∈ L2(R).

For m 6= 0,

SX0
c̃m(x) =

∞
∑

n=−∞

cm(n∆x)e2πiαmn∆x∆x

∫ 1
2∆x

− 1
2∆x

e2πi(x−n∆x)ξdξ

=

∫ 1
2∆x

− 1
2∆x

[

∆x

∞
∑

n=−∞

cm(n∆x)e−2πin∆x(ξ−αm)

]

e2πixξdξ

=

∫ 1
2∆x

− 1
2∆x

[

∞
∑

k=−∞

ĉm

(

ξ − αm +
k

∆x

)

]

e2πixξdξ(4.6)

=

∫ 2
∆x

− 1
∆x

ĉm(ξ − αm)e2πixξdξ

= cm(x)e2πiαmx(4.7)

Since cm, ϕ∆x ∈ L2(R), the sums converge uniformly and the exchange between sum
and integral is justified. The Poisson summation formula is used for (4.6). Then,
substituting (4.7) in (4.5) proves the reconstruction result. Since SX0

cm ∈ L2(R) for
eachm, an application of the triangle inequality shows that SX0

f ǫ is square integrable.

For stability,

‖SX0
f ǫ‖2L2

= ∆x
∑

y∈X0

|f ǫ(y)|2 <
1

2N

∑

y∈X0

|f ǫ(y)|2.

A similar result holds for uniform samples taken on the shifted set Xk, k 6= 0. De-
fine gǫ ∈ B

(

∪M
m=−M (−N + m

ǫ , N + m
ǫ )

)

by the translation gǫ(x) = f ǫ(x+kδx). Then,

SXk
f ǫ(x) = SX0

gǫ(x − kδx). By Lemma 4.1, SX0
gǫ(x) =

∑M
m=−M gm(x)e2πiαmx,

where gm(x) = cm(x + kδx)e2πimkδx/ǫ and

‖SXk
f ǫ‖2L2

= ‖SX0
gǫ‖2L2

<
1

2N

∑

y∈X0

|gǫ(y)|2 =
1

2N

∑

y∈Xk

|f ǫ(y)|2.(4.8)

The change of variables x → x− kδx results in the expression

SXk
f ǫ(x) =

M
∑

m=−M

cm(x)e2πi(αmx+kδxLm
∆x

).(4.9)

This expression for the functions reconstructed from shifted samples of f ǫ will be
used in the proof of the main result.
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5. Proof of Theorem 1.1. The stable reconstruction formula for multiscale
functions f ǫ is proved using an approach similar to [7].

Proof. The set of equations (4.9) for k = −K, . . . ,K produces the following linear
system















SX0
f ǫ(x)

SX1
f ǫ(x)

SX−1
f ǫ(x)
...

SXK
f ǫ(x)















=











1 . . . 1 . . . 1
w−M . . . w0 . . . wM

... . . .
... . . .

...
wK

−M . . . wK
0 . . . wK

M



























c−M (x)e2πiαMx

...
c0(x)
...

cM (x)e2πiαMx

















.(5.1)

When K = M , the matrix formed in (5.1) is a square Vandermonde matrix VM with

elements wm = e2πi
Lm
∆x

δx. The requirement that w−M , . . . wM are distinct elements
results in an invertible system.

Since 0 < δx
ǫ < 1

2M+1 , the elements w−M , . . . , wM are distinct nodes distributed
on the unit circle, with w1, . . . , wM in the upper half plane and w−M , . . . , w−1 in the
lower half plane. This ensures the existence of V −1

M . As a result, the reconstruction
formula for f ǫ is well defined:

f ǫ(x) =
M
∑

i=−M

K
∑

j=−K

(V −1
M )ijSXj

f ǫ(x)e2πi
Li
∆x

x.(5.2)

Using some properties of Vandermonde matrices, it can be shown that this formula
is stable. We will state a result in [9] concerning the norm of V −1

M .
Theorem 5.1 (Gautschi, 1990). For arbitrary wl ∈ C, with wl 6= wl′ if l 6= l′,

there holds

max
l

∏

l′ 6=l

max(1, |wl′ |)
|wl − wl′ |

≤ ‖V −1
M ‖∞ ≤ max

l

∏

l′ 6=l

1 + |wl′ |
|wl − wl′ |

,(5.3)

where VM is a Vandermonde matrix with elements w−M , . . . wM ∈ C. The upper

bound is obtained if wl = |wl|eiθ, l = −M . . . ,M for some fixed θ ∈ R.

The upper bound on |wl − wl′ | can be computed

|wl − wl′ | ≤ |e2πiMδx/ǫ − 1| < |e2πi M
2M+1 − 1| < 2.(5.4)

Now we compute the smallest distance between adjacent nodes. In the first case,
for −M ≤ l < M ,

|wl+1 − wl| = |e2πi( 1
ǫ
−(αl+1−αl))δx − 1| > |e2πi( 1

ǫ
−∆x)δx − 1|.

We need to also consider the distance between adjacent nodes w−M and wM .
Using the fact that min(2Mδx/ǫ, 1− 2Mδx/ǫ) > δx/ǫ

|w−M − wM | ≥ |e2πi2Mδx/ǫ − 1| > |e2πiδx/ǫ − 1| > |e2πi( 1
ǫ
−∆x)δx − 1|.

Since ∆x < 1
ǫ , the last term in both cases is nonzero.

Applying this to (5.1) results in the estimate

1

22M+1
< ‖V −1

M ‖∞ ≤ 1

|e2πi( 1
ǫ
−∆x)δx − 1|2M+1

.
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Now we have a final stability estimate for the reconstruction of f ǫ from sampling
sets Xk,−M ≤ k ≤ M ,

‖f ǫ‖2L2
≤ ‖V −1

M ‖∞‖
M
∑

k=−M

SXk
f ǫ(x)‖2L2

< C(δx/ǫ)
∑

y∈∪kXk

|f ǫ(y)|2,

where C(δx/ǫ) = 2M+1
2N

(

|e2πi( 1
ǫ
−∆x)δx − 1|−(2M+1)

)

.

6. Localized microscale. Multiscale models can be divided into different groups
based on common features of the problems. In [1, 6], type A problems are described
as problems that require microscale resolution with a microscale solver in a fixed
number of local domains. This could be in order to resolve contain isolated defects
such as dislocations, cracks, shocks, and contact lines. Outside of these local domains,
the macroscale solver is used. Type B problems require some microscale information
throughout the entire computational domain. Localized microscale simulations are
used to supply missing information to the microscale solver.

The sampling analysis in the earlier sections have referred to type B problems.
There are also links to information theory for type A problems involving functions of
the following form

lim
|t|→∞

f(t) =

{

f+(t), t > 0

f−(t), t < 0,
(6.1)

where f+, f− are branches of bandlimited function. We will assume the specific
form f(γ−1

ǫ (t)), where the transformation γǫ models the behavior of the isolated de-
fect. Adaptive mesh refinement techniques are designed for these problems to provide
higher resolution near a singularity or a domain of strong variation. These types of
discretizations match well with the sampling results in [5, 11] for time warped signals.

In [5], the exact reconstruction of f from irregularly spaced samples {tn} is guar-
anteed, provided that there exists a continuous, injective mapping tn → γ(tn). The
main result for time warped one dimensional signals is the following theorem.

Theorem 6.1. Let a function f(t) of one variable be sampled at the points

t = tn, n ∈ Z, where tn is not necessarily a sequence of uniformly spaced numbers. If a

1-1 continuous mapping γ(t) exists such that n/2W = γ(tn), and if h(τ) = f(γ−1(τ))
is bandlimited to [−W,W ], then the following equation holds

f(t) =

∞
∑

n=−∞

f(tn)
sin(2Wγ(t)− n)

2Wγ(t)− n
.(6.2)

As an example, we set f ǫ(t) = sin(t + 2 arctan(t/ǫ)). Then, f+(t) = sin(t + π)
and f−(t) = sin(t− π). Define γ−1

ǫ : R → R by the transformation

γ−1
ǫ (t) = t+ arctan(t/ǫ).

Since γ−1
ǫ is surjective and (γ−1

ǫ )′(t) = 1+ ǫ−1√
1+(tǫ−1)2

> 0, it follows that γǫ(t) :=

(γ−1
ǫ )−1(t) is well defined.
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Then, there exists a set of sampling points tn, n ∈ Z such that γǫ(tn) = n. The
function h(τ) = f(γǫ(τ)) is a bandlimited function that can be reconstructed from
the uniform samples at points τn = γǫ(tn).

Therefore, the original function can recovered using the relation f(t) = h(γ−1
ǫ (t)),

and we have shown that recovery of f is possible using the nonuniform sampling set
γǫ(tn), n ∈ Z.

There are cases where the explicit form of the transformation γ is unknown. In
[11], a local estimate B(t) of the effective bandwidth of f is made using techniques
such as the windowed Fourier transform. A disadvantage here is that the “local”
bandwidth cannot be extended globally.

We have that a signal with time varying bandwidth B(t) can be defined as

f(t) = sin(2πφ(t))

where the phase function φ(t) is defined in terms of the instantaneous signal frequency
by φ′(t) = B(t). The samples required for an exact reconstruction are given implicitly

tn = n/(2B(tn)).

In the above example, this corresponds to a sampling set of the form

tn =
nπ

tn + 2 arctan(tn/ǫ)
.

7. Conclusions. Multiscale computations aim to design numerics for the sim-
ulations of coupled models on different scales. In the theory of homogenization of
differential equations, multiscale processes are described by the combination of mod-
els on different scales. The relevant functions in the homogenization of differential
equations and in the theory of heterogeneous multiscale methods satisfy the scal-
ing law, f ǫ(x) = f(x, x/ǫ), where f(x, y) is periodic in the second variable and the
parameter ǫ << 1 represents the ratio of scales in the problem.

We view these functions in the setting of information theory by making the further
assumption that f belongs to the class of bandlimited functions and has a Fourier
decomposition

f(x, y) =
∑

k

fk(x)e
2πiky .

A solver coupling the macro and micro scales would find a compromise between
the effective solution on a macroscale grid of size ∆x and the full direct numerical
simulation on a fine scale grid with spacing δx << ∆x. We show that a computational
grid designed to fully resolve f ǫ should be of the form

f ǫ(z), z ∈ {j∆x+ kδx | j ∈ Z,−K ≤ k ≤ K},(7.1)

which matches sampling strategies used in information theory when applied to ban-
dlimited signals.

The so called type A problem in HMM is also discussed. The microscale is here
only relevant in one or a few locations. For these problems, there is also a close
connection between mesh refinement and information theory.

Multiscale modeling and sampling strategies in higher dimensions will be dis-
cussed in a forthcoming paper.
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