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A Centroid for Sections of a Cube in a Function Space, with application to
Colorimetry

GLENN DAVIS

ABSTRACT. The definition of the centroid in finite dimensions does not apply in a func-
tion space because of the lack of a translation invariant measure. Another approach,
suggested by Nik Weaver, is to use a suitable collection of finite-dimensional subspaces.
For a specific collection of subspaces of L]0, 1], this approach is shown to be success-
ful when the subset is the intersection of a cube with a closed affine subspace of finite
codimension. The techniques used are the classical Laplace Transform and saddlepoint
method for asymptotics. Applications to spectral reflectance estimation in colorimetry
are presented.

1. INTRODUCTION

Operator equations often have infinitely many solutions, even when the solution is con-
strained to a feasible region. We consider the finite-rank surjective operator equation:

(1.1) Af=y where A : L'[0,1] — R™ is linear and continuous

with feasible region the unit cube Q°° C L>°[0,1] C L'[0,1]. Q> is the non-negative part
of the unit ball in L>°[0,1]. When the domain and range of A are arbitrary Banach spaces,
a regularizer (or penalty function or stabilizing functional) is often used to single out a
solution, using prior knowledge about the desired solution, see [42] and [46].

The finite-rank case is a big simplification, and allows for novel methods for singling out
a solution. An essentially bounded function w : [0, 1] — R™ induces a suitable operator Ay,
defined by Ay, f = fol f(z)w(z) dz. Conversely, a given operator A is defined by m coordi-
nate functionals in the dual space of L'[0,1], which is isomorphic to L°°[0,1]. Denote the
corresponding functions in L>°[0, 1] by wy, ..., w,,, and define w(z) := (wi(x), ..., wn(z)).
This w is essentially bounded and Af is given by the previous integral. We call w the
responsivity and wy, . . ., wy, the responsivities of Ay. The right side y of[[.1]is the response.

In this article A is always taken as surjective (otherwise one can simply choose an isomor-
phism with the actual range). It is easily shown (see that surjectivity is equivalent to
the linear independence of wy, ..., w,,, and so we always assume this linear independence.
For a given 7 € R™ note that the linear combination 7wy + ... 4+ 7w, can be expressed
more compactly as (7,w). We move freely back and forth between these notations, and
sometimes denote it by w,. In this article we compute, with appropriate definitions and
under certain conditions on A, a centroid of A=1(y) N Q°°, for suitable y € R™, and show
that it is a solution of [LI1l The main result is

Main Theorem. Let w : [0,1] — R™ be a step function with wy, ..., wy, linearly indepen-
dent and Ay, @ LY[0,1] = R™ the induced surjective linear operator. If yo € int(Aw(Q>))
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then for the profile-gauge directed filtration & of L'[0,1]

centroid g (Av_vl(yo) N QOO) = o((m0,w))

where 19 € R™ is the unique solution to the saddlepoint equation

1
/0 o ((r, w(z)))w(z) dz = o
and where o(t) := (coth(t/2) — 2/t + 1)/2.

The “squashing function” o(t) is an analytic diffeomorphism from R to (0,1), and so this
centroid is as regular as the m responsivities w1, ..., w,. o(t) can be written as (L(t/2) +
1)/2, where L(x) := coth(z) — 1/z is the Langevin function, see [50]. Both functions have a
removable singularity at 0. The above centroid is a “squashed” linear combination of these
responsivities. For a plot of o(t) see Figure

Recall that w is a step function iff there is a finite partition of [0, 1] into subintervals so
that w is constant on each subinterval. The saddlepoint equation has a unique solution by
Theorem The profile-gauge directed filtration & and centroid g are defined later.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In the next two Sections we discuss the
centroid in finite dimensions, and give the definition of a centroid in infinite dimensions
with respect to a specific directed filtration of L]0, 1] by finite-dimensional subspaces. Next
we describe the image A(Q*) C R™, and show that the saddlepoint equation appearing
in the main result has a unique solution. Next we bring in the directed filtration & and
reduce our problem to the calculation of the centroid of a section of the n-dimensional cube
Q™. The next Section applies the classical (bilateral) Laplace Transform to the volume of
these sections of Q™. Thanks to the very special shape of Q™ it is possible to find integral
expressions for both numerator and denominator of The next Section states, but does
not prove, a slightly generalized form of the classical Laplace Approximation, to be used
as n — oo. We next prove important properties of the complex functions P(s) and K(s)
that arise from the Laplace Transform. The next Section brings it all together and gives the
lengthy proof of the main result; this proof uses the classical Laplace Transform complex
inversion formula and the saddlepoint method. To prepare for an application, the next
Section explores reparameterization from [0, 1] to arbitrary [a, b].

Next is a numerical application, with some plots and figures, in The application is
colorimetry, where a function f € Q°° corresponds to the spectral reflectance (or transmit-
tance) function of a material. For a reflectance to be physically feasible, it must be between
0 and 1. There is then a brief treatment of the unbounded case (including application to
colorimetry), where Q> is replaced by the non-negative orthant in L0, 1].

This is followed by discussion of open problems, and a proof of the Laplace Approxima-
tion.

In the rest of this introduction are some definitions and notations.

For f a measurable function on [0, 1] denote the essential image of f by ess.im(f), and
the essential support of f by supp(f). For a C? function f : R™ — R denote the Hessian
matrix of f at 29 by f”(xg). For a complex number s, we usually write s = 7 + iv as the
expansion into complex and imaginary parts, and similarly for a complex vector s € C™.

For f € L'[0,1] and g € L*°[0,1], (f, Do = fol f(@)g(z) dx, and (g, ) 1 = (f,9)1 00-
The notation (-,-) means the standard inner product in a Hilbert space, either finite or
infinite as indicated by context. For a vector v € R™, |v| := \/(v,v) denotes the L? norm.

For a subset A C X denote the boundary of A by A, the closure of A by cl(A), and
the interior of A by int(A) or sometimes by A. Denote the indicator function of A by 14.
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For vectors z and y, [z,y] denotes the closed segment joining them, and [x,y) denotes the
half-open segment. I,, is the mxm identity matrix. Bs is the ball in R™ centered at 0 with
radius 6.

Define the infinite-dimensional unit cube Q> := {f | ess.im(f) C [0,1]}. Obviously
Q% C L and we give it the L> topology, where Q> is closed. int(Q°°) means the interior
considering @ C L*[0,1], and not Q> as a subset of the two larger function spaces,
where its interior is empty. The interior int(Q*°) = {f | ess.im(f) C (0,1)}. The boundary
0Q® ={f € Q> |0cess.im(f) or 1 € ess.im(f)}. The set of “vertices” of Q> is the set
{f | ess.im(f) C {0,1}}; so the “vertices” are the indicator functions 14 where A C [0, 1]
and A is measurable. A linear functional on Q™ takes its maximum at a vertex, and the
same is true for Q*°. The mapping f — 1 — f is the standard involution of Q°° which
has a unique fixed point f.(z) = 1/2. Q= is clearly symmetric about f.; later we show in
Section with an appropriate definition, that f. is the centroid of @>°. If Z := A(Q*), the
standard involution of Q°° pushes forward to an involution of Z, with unique fixed point
A(S).

Let y € A(int(Q°°)). Then A~1(y) is an affine subspace with codimension m. The cube
section A=1(y) N Q> is non-empty and we want to investigate whether its centroid can be
defined in a reasonable way. The inclusion and mapping situation is

A
Q¥NAy) ¢ Q* c L>0,1] c L*0,1] c L'[0,1] - R™
The inclusions and the linear map A are continuous. The cube Q°° and the cube section

Q> N A~1(y) are closed and bounded in all three topologies.

2. CENTROID IN FINITE DIMENSIONS

Let A C R* be bounded with non-empty interior. Define

(2.1) centroid(A) := ;ATZ?; _ fz(f;ld)u
A

where I is the identity function on R, and p is standard Lebesgue measure. Since A is
bounded and has an interior, u(A) is finite and positive. The numerator of is called
the moment of A. Because isomorphisms of R* simply scale Lebesgue measure (by the
determinant of the associated matrix), and since p is translation invariant, it follows that

Proposition 2.1. If A C R¥ has non-empty interior, then

(a) L(centroid(A)) = centroid(L(A)) where L : R¥ — R¥ is a linear isomorphism
(b) centroid(A + x) = centroid(A) + x where x € RF

A is called symmetric iff —A = A. In this case, because of cancelation, the moment
vanishes and so does the centroid, i.e. centroid(A) = 0. A is called symmetric about z iff
—A = A — 2z, which implies centroid(A4) = x.

Assume now that A is closed, and let H;" := {(21,...,2%) | 1 > 0} be the closed
halfspace. If A C H; then the 2 coordinate of the moment is clearly positive, and therefore
centroid(A) C int(H;"). By rotation and translation, the same is true with H," replaced
by any halfspace. Since a closed convex set A is the intersection of all the halfspaces that
contain it ([30] p. 194), it follows that centroid(A) € A. But if centroid(A) € A then there
is a supporting halfspace H at centroid(A) and by above argument centroid(A) € int(H)
which is impossible. Therefore centroid(A) € int(A).
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There is a probabilistic interpretation. If X is a random variable uniformly distributed
in A, then centroid(A) is the expected value of X. So if the only information one has about
a point x is that « € A, then centroid(A) is a “good” estimate for z.

Now let F be an k-dimensional affine subspace (or flat) of some larger space, and let A C
F. Pick an affine isomorphism A : R* <> F and define centroid(A) := A(centroid(A~1(4))).
Alternatively, one can define centroid(A) using with p replaced by the pushforward
measure A, (u). In either case, by centroid(A) does not depend on the X selected.

The our case, A = F'N Q™ where Q™ := [0, 1]™ is the unit n-cube, and F' C R™ intersects
the interior of Q™. A is an k-dimensional polyhedron. Because of the very special shape of
Q" it is possible to find integral expressions for both numerator and denominator of see
Section

Generalizing the centroid 2.1] to an infinite-dimensional real Banach space E presents an
immediate problem: there is no non-trival locally finite translation-invariant measure on F,
see [49]. Instead, we use a method suggested by Nik Weaver in [22] that uses a directed set
of finite-dimensional subspaces of E, see Section

3. CENTROID FROM A NET

In this section we define the nets used to define centroids of infinite-dimensional subsets
of Banach spaces. The following definition was inspired by Nik Weaver in [22].

Definition 3.1. For a Banach space E, a directed filtration 2 of E is a collection of finite-
dimensional subspaces of E which form a directed set when ordered by inclusion, and whose
union is dense in E.

The directed set condition means that if subspaces V and V' are in 2 then there is a
bigger subspace in 2 that contains them both. The bigger one is not necessarily the sum
V 4+ V’. Tt is not necessary for a directed filtration to be closed under sums of subspaces.

For our Banach space L'[0, 1] we only consider three directed filtrations:

« the collection of all finite-dimensional subspaces, denoted by .% for ‘full’.

« the collection of all V, for n € N where V;, has the basis {1[;_1)/n j/n), J =1...1n}.
Equivalently, V,, is the space of all step functions whose jumps are at multiples of
1/n. We have V,, C V,,, iff n divides m. This directed filtration is denoted by 2,
for the “profile-gauge” (a common woodworking tool).

« a filtration derived from & from a composition operator, see equation [11.2

Remark. The closest concept we could find in the literature is in [4], where a Banach
space E has property (m); iff it has some directed filtration and for each V,, in the filtration,
there is a projection P, : E — V,, with norm 1. Property (7); is repeated in [§] where our
filtration & is given on page 83. Regarding the projections P,, we define and use these
projections in section [6] but they do not seem necessary for defining a centroid, so they are
not part of our definition.

Let py denote Lebesgue measure on V € 2. Suppose a bounded infinite-dimensional
subset A C FE is given and satisfies this compatibility requirement with 2:

(3.1) if W e 2 then thereisa Ve 2 with W CV and puy(VNA) >0

Define a mapping from 2 to E by V + centroid(V N A), and obtain a net. If necessary pass
to the cofinal subset of & consisting of all V€% with uy (VN A) > 0, so centroid(V N A) is
defined. For background on nets and their convergence see [23], Section II1.3.
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Definition 3.2. If the net V + centroid(VNA) for VEZ converges in L1[0,1], then define
troidg(A) := 1i troid A
centroidg (A) lim centrof (VNA)

If the net converges we call this the centroid of A with respect to @ . Otherwise this
centroid is undefined, see [22] for an example.
The next proposition follows directly from and the definitions

Proposition 3.1. Let E be an infinite-dimensional Banach space with directed filtration 2,
and let F' be isomorphic to E. Let A C E with well-defined centroidy(A). Then

(1) if L : E — F is a linear isomorphism then L(2) is a directed filtration of F, and
L(centroidg(A)) = centroid ) (L(A))

(2) if L: E — E is a linear isomorphism that leaves 9 invariant, then
L(centroidg(A)) = centroidg (L(A))

(3) if v € Uyecy V, then centroidg(A + x) = centroidg(A) +

Consider any F and its full filtration .%. Suppose A C E and A is bounded and symmetric
(ie. —A = A); then ANV is symmetric for any V € % and so centroid(ANV) =0
and the net of centroids converges trivially to 0. Therefore by part (c¢) of the previous
proposition, centroidg (A 4+ z) = x for any z. It follows that the centroid of any ball is at
its center (with respect to .%#). Consider the centroid of the convex hull of two balls. A
short calculation shows that it is the center of the larger ball when the radii are unequal,
and is the midpoint of the segment joining their centers when the radii are equal. Thus
the centroid is not a continuous function of the radii - not a very satisfactory situation.
As another example of bad behavior, similar to the half-ball example in [22], let B be the
unit ball in L2[0,1] and v € dB. Then centroid (B Nu') = 0 since the set is symmetric.
Let C := cxhull(u U (B Nut)), which is a cone over B Nu*. Then it can be shown that
centroid & (C)=0€9C. In finite dimensions, the centroid must be in the interior of a convex
body, but that is false here. Adding the cone over B Nu~* does not shift its centroid.

Consider a homeomorphism ¢ of [0,1]. The composition operator Cy,(f) := f o ¢ is an
isomorphism of L[0,1]. We want a description of the subspaces in the directed filtration
Co(Z). If V, is a subspace of &, then it is straightforward to show that C,(V},) is the
subspace of all step functions with jumps at ¢ =1(j/n), for j = 1,..., (n — 1).

Consider the main subject of this paper: A := Q> NAL'(y) C L]0, 1]. For the directed
filtration & and when w is a step function, we will see in Section |10| that centroidg (A)
is defined and can be calculated. Requirement is shown in Theorem We will also
give in Section [12| an example of two directed filtrations of L[0,1] that yield two different
centroids of A.

4. CONVEXITY

In this section we collect a few technical facts about convex sets in Banach spaces that
will be used later for Q°° and Q".

Theorem 4.1. [line segment principle] Let A be convex set in a Banach space X. Let
ap € int(A) and 1 € cl(A). Then all points in the segment [ag,z1) are interior points of A.

Proof. See [37], p 58. O

Theorem 4.2. Let T : X — Y be a linear, continuous, and surjective map of Banach
spaces X and Y. Let A C X be a convex set with non-empty interior. Then T(A) is convex
with non-empty interior, and int(T(A)) = T'(int(A)).
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Proof. That T(A) is convex is very easy. By the open mapping theorem ([I0] page 93),
T'(int(A)) is open, and it is certainly a subset of T(A), therefore T'(int(A4)) C int(T'(A)).
Conversely, suppose y € int(T(A)); we must show y = T'(a) for some a € int(A). Let
ag € int(A); then again by the open mapping theorem, T'(ag) is an interior point of T'(A).
If T(ap) = y we are done. Otherwise consider the non-trivial segment [T'(ag),y]. Since y is
an interior point the segment can be extended slightly to [T'(ag), y1] where y; € T'(A), but
y1 #y. Pick a; € A so T(ay) = y1; trivially a; € cl(A). Applyto ap and a; to conclude
that every point in [ap,a1) is an interior point of A. Since T maps the segment [ag,a1) to
[T(ao),y1), and since the given y € [T'(ap),y1), one of those interior points in [ag, a1) maps
to y. ([l

Note that in the above we have made no assumptions about whether points in A belong
to A or not. A might be open or closed or neither. The next fact adds the assumptions
that the convex set is closed and bounded, but drops the assumption that the set has a
non-empty interior.

Theorem 4.3. Let C be a closed, bounded, and convez set in a reflexive Banach space X
(e.g. a Hilbert space). Let T : X — R™ be a continuous linear transformation. Then T(C)
is compact and convex in R™.

Proof. Since X is a Banach space, and C' is closed and convex, C is weakly closed; this is
Mazur’s Theorem, in [29] page 85. Since X is reflexive, closed balls are weakly compact;
this is Kakutani’s Theorem, in [I0] page 135. Since C' is bounded it is contained in a weakly
compact ball, and since C is weakly closed, C' is weakly compact. Since T is continuous in
the strong topologies, it is continuous in the weak topologies; in [10] page 171. So T(C) is
weakly compact in R™, and since the weak and strong topologies on R™ are the same, T'(C)
is compact in R™. That T(C) is convex is very easy. ]

Definition 4.1. A convex body in R™ is a compact convex subset with non-empty interior.

In the next section we show that A(Q>) is a convex body.

5. IMAGE OF THE CUBE : A(Q%)

Let w; € L*[0,1],7 = 1,...,m. These m functions are the coordinate functions of an
essentially bounded function w : [0, 1] — R™, and they induce a continuous linear function
Aw : L'[0,1] — R™ given by

Aw(f) ::/O fl@)yw(z)dz = ((f,w1)1,005 -5 {(f, Wm)1,00) forfeLl[O7 1]

] = R™ is Ay for a unique w. This is
] by [29] p. 292.

Conversely, every continuous linear operator L![0,1
because the dual of L'[0, 1] is isomorphic to L>[0, 1
Theorem 5.1. For functions w; as above, the following are equivalent.

(a) the set {w;}, j=1,...,m is linearly independent

(b) the Gram matriv G;; = (w;, w;) is positive-definite

(c) the restriction of Ay to L?[0,1] is surjective

(d) the restriction of Ay to L°[0,1] is surjective

(e) Ay is surjective

Proof. The equivalence of (a), (b), (¢) is straightforward, e.g. see [33] vol I page 193. Note
that all the action is in the Hilbert space L2[0,1]. The implications (d) = (c) = (e) are
trivial. And this leaves (¢) = (d). To show this we use the denseness of L> C L'. Suppose
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A is surjective, but the restriction is not, and let yg € R™ but not in Ay (L™). Ay (L) is
closed in R™, so let U be a neighborhood of yo that does not intersect Ay, (L°>°). Pick zo € L!
50 Aw(z0) = yo and a sequence u,, € L*™ with u, — . Then Ay (u,) = Aw(zo) = yo. For
n large enough Ay (u,) € U, and this is a contradiction. O

From now on we assume that (a),...,(e) in the previous theorem are all true.

In this section we examine the image A (Q°°). For simplicity we abbreviate:
Z:=Aw(Q™) and Z:=int(Z)

Remarks. Z is a zonoid, i.e. the image of an atom-free vector measure. From Ay a
suitable measure can be constructed; see [I] page 105 and [3] page 338, and for the reverse
direction see [38] p. 120. If w is a step function as in the Main Theorem (or any function
with finite range), then Z is a zonotope; i.e. a zonoid that is also a polytope, or equivalently
the linear image of the unit cube QV for some N, see [3] page 330. Z could have been
written Zy, but the dependence on w is suppressed for simplicity; the function w is fixed
in this section, up to the very end.

Theorem 5.2. The set Z is a convez body in R™, and Z = Ay (int(Q>)).

Proof. The statement about Z follows from where T is the restriction of Ay, to L0, 1],
where (Q°° has non-empty interior. Now in let T" be the restriction of Ay, to the Hilbert
space H = L?[0,1]. Since the cube Q> is closed in H, we conclude that Z is compact. And
since Z is non-empty, Z is a convex body (i.e. convex and compact with interior). (|

The statement about the interiors in the previous theorem is important. It states that if
z € 2, then Ay f=2z has a solution f € int(Q°°). This means that the set of all solutions
Q> NAL(2) is a ‘big polyhedron’, with codimension m in L®°[0,1]. Our goal is to compute
a centroid of this solution set. In this article, we do not consider the case where z € 0Z.
Continuing this emphasis on Z, the next goal is to construct a diffeomorphism from R™ to
Z that is used later in Section

For u € S™1, the support function ¢ of Z is defined by

Yz(u) := sup(u, z)
2€Z

The support hyperplane Hy(Z) and face Fy(Z) are defined by
Hy(Z) ={z | (u,z) =1¢z(u)} and Fu(Z)=Hy(Z)NZ

Since Z is compact, the sup is taken at some point in Z, so F,(Z) is non-empty, and it
is also convex, see [3]. ¥z is Lipschitz continuous with constant sup,c,|/2||, see [36]. For
t € R™ define wi(z) := tywy(2) + -+ - + tpwm () = (6, w(x)).
Theorem 5.3. Let f € Q> and u € S™! be fized.

(a) (u,Aw(f)) = ¥z(u) iff f(x)=1 when wy(z) >0, and f(x)=0 when wy(z) <0

(b) if z € Z and (u, z) = Yz(u), then z € 0Z

(c) if f(x)=1 when wy(z) > 0 and f(x)=0 when wy(x) <0, then Aw(f) € 0Z
Proof. For (a), rewrite ¥z (u) as

Yz(u) = sup(u,z) = sup  (u,z) = sup (u,Aw(f))
2€Z 2EAW (Q™>) feQe

= Sup <U,(<f7w1>7"',<fawm>)> = sup <f7wu>
feQ= fe>
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When ¥z (u) is expressed this way, in terms of f, part (a) is clear.

For (b), if z € Z then there is a point z’ € Z in an open ball around z where (u,z) >
(u,z) = 1z(u). This contradicts the definition of 1z and so z € 0Z.

Part (c) follows at once from parts (a) and (b). O

Remark. Note that if the set w;*(0) has measure 0, then the maximizing f is unique in
L'[0,1] and Fy,(Z) is a single point. If its measure is positive, one can change f arbitrarily
on wy1(0) without changing the value of (f, w,) = (u, Aw(f)), and the face F,(Z) can be
non-trivial in general.

Definition 5.1. A C! function o : R — [0, 1] is a squashing function iff
(a) o'(t) >0 for all t
(b) limy, oo =0 and limy_,oo =1

For a f € L*|0,1], the composition o o f is in the interior of Q> and is a ‘squashed’
version of f. A standard example of a squashing function is o(¢) := (tanh(t) + 1)/2, but we
will soon see that a different one is more important for us.

Define a C* function G, : R™ — Z by the formula

(5.1) Go(t) = Guolt1y. . tm) = Aw(o(tiwr + -+ tmwy)) = /0 o({t,w(x)))w(z)dx

We will show that G, : R™ — Z is a diffeomorphism in a number of steps.
Lemma 5.1. The derivative DG, is positive-definite everywhere.

Proof. A short calculation shows that the m x m Jacobian of G, is given by

(5.2) DG)y = [ W)/ (trun(e) + - + Ly (@), (a) da

fori=1,...,mand j=1,...,m. Since ¢’(t) > 0 this can be written

(DG,)ij = {(aw;,aw;) where a(z) = \/o'(tywy () + - + tywm(z)) >0
This is the Gram matrix of the set of functions {aw,} which is clearly linearly independent,
since {w;} is. Thus by [5.1| DGy (t1, ..., ty) is positive-definite. O

Remark. From the conclusion of this lemma, one might suspect that G, is the gradient
of a convex real-valued function, and that DG, is its Hessian. This suspicion is correct.
If K(t) := f(f o(s)ds and h(t) := fol K((t,w(z)))dz then G, is the gradient of h. The
function K(t) naturally appears later in Section [9] and h(t) (in a slightly modified form)
appears later in Section

Lemma 5.2. For fivzed x,h € R™ with h # 0, the function s — (G, (x + sh),h) is strictly
mncreasing in S.

Proof. The derivative of this function is s — (DG (z+sh)h, h), which is positive by[5.1] O
Theorem 5.4. The function G, : R™ — Z is injective.
Proof. Let s=0 and s=1 in the previous lemma to get:
(Go(2),h) < (Go(x+h),h)
0 = (Go(x) — Go(x),h) < (Go(x +h)— Gs(z),h)
So Gy (z + h) # G, () whenever h # 0. O
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Lemma 5.3. Let u € S™ ! be fized. Then as s — 00
(a) G,(su) — a point in Z (in the L' topology)
(b) (G,(su),u) — Pz(u), and (G,(su),u) is strictly increasing with s

Proof. From property (b) of o we have limg_, o (0 0 wsy) = fu pointwise, where

0 (u,w(z)) <0
Ju(z) =41 (u,w(z)) >0
o(0) (u,w(x))=0

This is by the defining properties of 0. The family is bounded between 0 and 1, and so by
the Lebesgue Dominated Convergence theorem, [29] p. 249, we have in R™:

Jim Go(su) = Jim Aw(o0wam) = Aw(fu) € 07

The final statement about 07 is part (¢) of Theorem [5.3] This shows part (a).
For part (b) the convergence follows from part (a), the continuity of the inner product,
and part (a) of Theorem The strictly increasing claim follows from Lemma O

Now change the context of u from fixed to variable.

Lemma 5.4. The sequence of functions g, : S™ 1 — R given by g,(u) := (G, (nu),u),
increases with n and converges uniformly to vz .

Proof. By the previous lemma, the sequence converges pointwise, and it increases to a
continuous function. Since S™~1! is compact, the convergence is uniform by Dini’s Theorem,
[45] page 143. O

The next three lemmas are variants of each other, with slightly different hypotheses and
the same conclusion. Any one of them can be used in Theorem Denote the closed unit
ball in R™ by B™.

Lemma 5.5. Let g : B™ — R™ be a C° map. Suppose that {(g(u),u) > 0 for allu € S™ 1.
Then g(x)=0 has a root x' € int(B™).

Proof. Think of g as a C? vector field on B™. By hypothesis g is outward-pointing on B™.
If g has no zeros in int(B™) then by the Poincar-Hopf Theorem, see [26] or [21], the Euler
characteristic x(B™) = 0. But x(B™) = 1 and so g must have a zero x’ € int(B™). O

If g is a gradient vector field, the proof is elementary.

Lemma 5.6. Let f : B™ — R be a C' function, and let g := grad(f). Suppose that
{(g(u),u) >0 for allu € S™ 1. Then g(x)=0 has a root x' € int(B™).

Proof. Let x' be a point in B™ that minimizes f. Since ¢ is outward pointing on dB™,
x' ¢ OB™ and we must have x’ € int(B™). It follows at once that g(x")=0. O

If the ¢ in Lemma [5.5]is an imbedding, we have a proof with very different flavor.

Lemma 5.7. Let g : B™ — R™ be a C° imbedding. Suppose that (g(u),u) > 0 for all
ue S™ L. Then g(x)=0 has a root x' € int(B™).

Proof. By the Jordan-Brouwer separation theorem, [44] p. 198, g(S™~!) separates R™
into an interior g(int(B™)), and an exterior component. We are done if we can show
that 0 is in the interior component, and by standard theory of the topological degree,
this is equivalent to showing that the degree of the map u — g(u)/ ‘ g(u)| is non-zero.
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This map from S™~! to itself is well-defined because g(u) # 0. If g(-) is replaced by the
identity the degree is 1, and since the degree is a homotopy invariant we need only exhibit
a homotopy from u — g(u)/ ‘ g(u)‘ to the identity. The obvious homotopy works. Define
gi(u) := (1 —t)g(u) + tu, for t € [0,1]. Then

(ge(u),u) = (1—=t)(g(u),u)+t >0 = g(u)#0
And therefore u — gi(u)/ ‘ gt(u)| is well-defined and gives the desired homotopy. O

Theorem 5.5. The function G, : R™ — Zisa diffeomorphism.

Proof. G, is injective by Theorem so we must show it is surjective. Let z € Z. Then
(z,u) < z(u), for allu € S™~1. By Lemmapick n so large that (z,u) < (G, (nu), u).
Define g(t) := G,(nt) — z, for t € B™. Then g(t) satisfies the hypotheses of the three
prev10us Lemmas [5.5] [5.6] and To apply g must be a gradient vector field; define

=nt fo ({nt,w(x))) dx — (t,z) and then grad(f) = g. So g(t) = 0 has a root t’.
Thus Gy(nt') =z and we are done. O

In numerical work, when one must actually compute G !(z), Lemma may be pre-
ferred, since it is usually more efficient to find the minimum of a function of m variables
than an m-dimensional root. )

To summarize, we have shown that for any 2z € Z and for any squashing function o(t),
Aw f=z has a unique solution of the form f = o(tywq + ...+ tyw,,). Later we will see
that for a certain specific o(¢), this solution f is the centroid of all solutions Q> N ALl (2).
Denote the continuous map from z € Z to f € int(Q*°) by . Then

. Aw o .
(5.3) the composition z5% nt(Q>) - 2 is the identity on Z.

So 7 is a right-inverse for Ay,. 7 is certainly not linear, but later we w1ll see that Wlth a
reparametrization, it can be made linear on the line segment from 0 to Ay fo

After reparameterization, v maps this diagonal of the zonoid Z to the hne segment of
constant functions - the diagonal of the cube Q°°. A very different type of right-inverse
is constructed in [40]; that right-inverse takes values in the characteristic functions (the
extreme points or “vertices”) of @°°, and it is defined on all of Z, including 9Z.

Now change the context of w from fixed to variable, and the context of z from variable
to fixed. For later use in Section [[4] observe that:

Corollary 5.1. Suppose that for a given w and t

/O o((t, w(@))w(z)de = z € Z

If a perturbation of w is sufficiently small (in the L™ -norm), then this equation still has a
unique solution t, and t has Cl-dependence on w. Thus o((t,w)) also has C*-dependence
on w.

Proof. Define f(w,t) fo 7)))w(z) dx. Then f(w,t) is certainly C' and by The-
orem [5.5] the partial derlvatlve D2 f at the given (w,t) is an isomorphism of R™. The result
now follows from the implicit function theorem, Lang [29] p. 125. |

FEzample for m = 1. Here Z is trivial - a compact interval. The endpoints of the interval
are easily computed to be fol min(wi (z),0) dx and fol max(wy (x),0) dx.

Ezample for m = 2, see Figure [5.1] In this example Z is strictly convex, but in general
Z can have non-trivial faces or “flat spots”. This Z has 2 singular points, but in general Z
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coordinate functions w; and w, defining A, convex body Z=A,(Q"), and its flow curves

2.0 W

Wy

15

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
X

FIGURE 5.1. Example of Z for m=2, where Y; = (w;, f). The area under both w;
and wy is 1, and that is why the point (1,1) is on 0Z. The flow curves depend on
the choice of o; in this example o(t) := (tanh(¢) +1)/2. The flow has a single source
at 0(0)(1,1) = (1/2,1/2).

can have any number of them, including 0. These features, i.e. non-trival faces and singular
points, of 9Z are not pursued here.

The vector field on R™ given by g(z) = = generates a flow whose integral curves are rays
based at 0. GG, pushes the field forward to a field on VA , and this extends to a field on all of Z
by setting it to 0 on 0Z. The resulting flow on Z has a source at G,(0) = ¢(0) fol w(x)dz.

All other points in Z flow to 0Z, see Figure

6. REDUCTION FROM @Q*° TO THE FINITE-DIMENSIONAL CUBE Q"

In this section we reduce the centroid problem from @Q*° to Q" using the subspaces
V., € L*[0,1] Recall the definition of subspace V,, from Section Define I;,, == [(j —
1)/n,j/n],j = 1...n. The n indicator functions of I;, are a standard basis for V,,, and
the vectors e; are a standard basis of R™. There is a canonical isomorphism R™ <> V,, that
preserves the co-norm, and this defines a natural inclusion Q" — @Q°°. There is natural
identification Q™ ~ Q°°NV,,. There is natural projection P, : L'[0,1] — V,,. For f € L'[0,1]
and for x € I,

Po(f)(z) := n/ f(x) dx = the average of f on I},
Iim
Q" C Rre——1V,
P,
[ n T

Aw
Q> c  L®0,1] C LY0,1] — s R™

Theorem 6.1. For the projection P, and f,g € L'[0,1]



12 GLENN DAVIS

(@) (f, Pa(@))1.00 = (Pn(f) g)oon
(b) P.(f) — f in L'[0,1], as n — oo

Proof. For (a) both sides work out to be 37 [n flj,n f(x) dx} [n ij‘n g(x) da:]. For (b) ab-
breviate f, := P,(f). For a fixed z the intervals I;, that contain z “shrink nicely” to
x as n — oo, and so by Lebesgue’s Differentiation Theorem f, (x) converges pointwise to
f(x) a.e., see [39] p. 168. Since f, is dominated by |f|, f, — f in L*[0, 1], by Lebesgue’s
Dominated Convergence Theorem, [39] p. 27. |

Property (b) implies that | JV;, is dense in L'[0,1], and so the profile-gauge collection
P = {V,} is a directed filtration of L'[0,1]. In what follows, int(Q™) means the interior
considering Q™ C V,, (or equivalently @™ C R™), and not Q™ as a subset of the larger
function spaces. As an example of this usage, note that P, (int(Q>)) = int(Q™).

Theorem 6.2. Ifn is sufficiently large, Ay, (Q™) is a convex body in R™, and int(Aw (Q™)) =
Aw (int(Q™)).

Proof. The fact that Aw(Q™) is compact and convex is trivial. The rest follows imme-
diately from if we can show that the restriction of Ay to V,, is surjective. Consider
the map Ap, (w) obtained from Ay by replacing each w; by P,(w;). We claim that these
two mappings have the same range. In fact this follows trivially from part (a) of
Now to show that Ap, (w) is surjective then by we must show that the Gram matrix
G = (Pa(w;), Py(w;)) is positive-definite for sufficiently large n. But this follows at once
because we know that G;; := (w;, w;) is positive-definite and P, (w;) = w; asn —oco. 0O

Remark. Since Ay (Q™) is the linear image of the cube Q", A (Q™) is a zonotope, though
we do not need this fact. Recall from the previous section that Z := Ay (Q) is a zonoid.

Theorem 6.3. For any z € int(Aw(Q)), z € A (int(Q™)) for n sufficiently large.

Proof. First select n so large that Ay (Q™) has an interior, by Let 2o be such an interior
point. If the given z = 2, then we are done. Otherwise, since z is an interior point of Z,
we can take the segment [2g, z] and extend it slightly past z to Z, where Z is also an interior
point of Z. By [£.2] pick f € int(Q>) so that Ay (f) = Z. Define f, := P,(f) and note that
fn € Int(Q™). Define z, := Aw(f,) and note that z, € Ay (int(Q™)). By Zn — Z and
thus Z € cl(Aw(int(Q™))). By construction zp € int(Aw(Q")) = int(Aw(int(Q™))). Since
z € [20,2) we can apply 4.1|to conclude that z € int(Aw (int(Q™))) = Aw(int(Q™)). O

The previous theorem can be interpreted as follows. If z € int(Z) then for sufficiently
large n the affine subspace Ay'(z) intersects the interior of Q™. It is straightforward to
show that in R™ that subspace is given by

(6.1) Wz =2 where W :=n"'[(toP,)(w),...,(toP,)(wm)]"

and where ¢ : V;, — R"™ is the canonical isomorphism. Row ¢ of W is the projection of w;
onto V,, divided by n. The initial data w : [0,1] — R™ is projected down to an m X n
matrix W. Since the restriction of Ay to V;, is surjective, the solution set A !(z) N Q™ is a
polyhedron of dimension n—m. In the sections below we compute an asymptotic expression
for the centroids of these polyhedra and show that, under certain conditions on w, these
centroids converge to centroid & (Ay'(2) N Q%°), as n — oo. The previous theorem shows
that our set and & satisfy the above requirement
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7. THE BILATERAL LAPLACE TRANSFORM OF VOLUMES OF SECTIONS

In this section we consider the problem of computing the k-dimensional volume of the
intersection of the unit cube Q™ := [0, 1]™ with a k-dimensional affine subspace of R". We
start with a linear subspace and parameterize the family of all affine subspaces that are
parallel to it. The volume of the intersection is a function of the parameters, and the
Bilateral Laplace Transform of this function has a quite simple form.

Let {w1,...,W,,} be a linearly independent set in R™. Let W := [wy,...,w,,]T be the
full-rank m x n matrix whose i’th row is w;. The case we have in mind is w; = n=! (10 P, ) (w;),
from equationin the previous section. For y € R™ let H, := {« | Wz = y}. As y varies
over R™ the affine subspaces H, sweep out all of R". The dimension of H, is k :=n —m
and there is a k-dimensional volume measure p;, on H, defined by an isometry with RE. An
integral expression for the volume we want to compute is

(7.1) we(H, N Q") = / p(x1) - - p(zn) dus, where p =1y
Hy

and this is the route we will follow. Since the w; are linearly independent, the exterior prod-

uct wy A- - - Aw,y, is non-zero. Its length ||wy A - -+ A wyy, || is the m-volume of the parallelpiped

spanned by the vectors, and is the product of the singular values of W. Since W is full rank

this product is non-zero. We also have

Wi A= Awp || = /det(WIWT) (WWT is the Gram matriz of W)
It is useful to investigate a more general integral. Let f; : R = R,j5 = 1,...,n be
measurable functions and let
(72) o) = [ o) fulwn) din yeR"
H'!!

The tool we use to explore g(y) is the Bilateral Laplace Transform. Here are a few basic
facts; for details in the univariate case see [48] and for the multivariate case see [5]. For any

real-valued function of m real variables f(t) = f(t1,...,t,) the Bilateral Laplace Transform
B{f} is a complex-valued function of m complex variables s = (s1,...,8,), and is defined
by

(73) F(s) =B = [ exp(~(s.1) ft)ds

where (s,t) := s1t1 + -+ + Sty is the scalar product of a complex m-vector and a real
m-vector. The original function f(¢) is commonly denoted in a lower-case letter, and the
transformed function F(s) in the corresponding upper-case letter. In general, the region of
convergence is an m-fold product of vertical strips in the complex plane. If f(¢) has compact
support, then F(s) is defined everywhere, see [5] page 156. If f = 1j0 1), as in expression
for the volume of a section of the cube Q", then B{1jp 1} = (1 — exp(—s))/s, by an easy
calculation.

Theorem 7.1. If g(y) is defined by equation[7.9 and F; := B{f;}, then
G(s) == B{g}(s) =|wi A+~ Awpl| [T E((W7s),)
i=1

where (WT's); is the i ’th component of the vector W 's.
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Proof. By definition
G(s) = [ expl~(s.0)) glu) dy
= [ el [ i) aten) dsdy

/ . /H exp(—(8,4)) fa (1) -+ fu(a0n) dpui dy

As mentioned earlier, this is really an n-dimensional integral, but only m variables are
explicit in y, and the remaining n — m are implicit in the integration over H,. To continue,
factor W into its singular value decomposition

w=vUsVvVl =vU[D0] [iW%]' =UDVT

Uism x m and V is n x n and both are orthogonal, see [16] p. 71. D = diag(o1,...,0m)
where o; is the i’th singular value of W. Since W has full rank, D is invertible and the
pseudo-inverse W+ = Vi D~1U7T satisfies WW* = I,,,. The matrix V5 has (n —m) columns
that are orthonormal and form a basis of Hy = the nullspace of W. If we add parameters
t=(t1,...,tn—m) then integration over V5t is an explicit integration over H,, and duy can
be replaced by dt. Combine the vectors y and t to get the augmented n-vector g := [y ¢ |.
Now define A := [ W+ Vy ] and make the substitution z := Ay in the previous integral. It
follows that x = WTy + Vot and so Wz = WW Ty + W Vst = I,,y + 0 = y as required. One
easily checks that det(A) = det(D~1) =|jwy A - Awy, || and so A is invertible.

Now apply the change of variables formula in integration, [29] p. 403. Since the substitu-
tion function is linear, the determinant of the Jacobian is constant and can moved outside
the integral and inverted to get

G(s) =[lwi A - A wi| /Rn exp(—(s, Wa)) fi(x1) - - fu(n) da

=lwi A Al [ exp(—(WTs,2)) fi(@1) - fu(@n) do
R

A vl [ T exp(- (8T )izl do
R™ =1
=[lwi A Awpll H/ exp(—(WTs);x;) filx;) do;
i=17R

=wi A Awgl H Fiy(W75s);) by definition of F;
i=1
]
Remark. In the special case n=2 and m=1 and W=[1 1] then G(s)=v2F;(s)Fs(s).
Except for the v/2, this is the same as B(f; * f2) (* is convolution, see [5] p. 114). In

equation the 1-simplex in R? has volume /2, but the convolution integral treats it as a
graph with volume 1. So can be viewed as type of n-fold weighted convolution.

Corollary 7.1. If vol(y) := ux(Hy N Q™) from equatz’on then

Vol(s) := B{vol}(s) =|lw1 A+ A wg| H P(WTs),)

i=1
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where P(s) := B{1j 1} = (1 —exp(—s))/s, and (W7s); is the i 'th component of the vector
WTs.

In the next section we explore properties of P(s) and the related function K(s) :=
log(P(—s)). After that we investigate the asymptotics of [, P(W7s);) as n — oo.

8. THE LAPLACE APPROXIMATION

The Laplace Aproximation is a classical tool in asymptotics. The version presented here
is modeled on the one in Wong [51], Theorem 3, p. 495, but slightly more general.

Theorem 8.1. Given a complex-valued function f(x) on an open subset U C R™ with
xg € By C U where By is a compact neighborhood, and

(a) f(z) is real and positive and C* on By, x¢ is a critical point of f(z), and the Hessian
of f at zg is negative-definite. We denote the m x m Hessian by f"(xo).

(b) for any open set V with xg € V C By, the supremum of’f(a:)‘ on U\V is strictly
less than f(xg).

Also given is a sequence of real-valued functions ¢, (x) on U such that

(¢) ¢n(wo) # 0 for alln
(d) ¢n(x) is C* on By and|¢nl|cr < Ki|on(xo)| for some Ky and n sufficiently large,
where ||| o1 is the C'—norm on By,
(e) there are ng, Ko, and k so that fU\BO‘¢n(x)f($)7Lo‘ do < Kznk|¢n($o>‘ for n suf-
ficiently large,
Then

m
2

2”) bulw0) (o)™ (n = o0)

n

| ontortar s ~ faent ) (
U

For the proof see Appendix [A]

Since f(x) is positive on By, we can define h(z) := log(f(z)) on By, use f”(zg) =
f(zo)h" (o) at the critical point zp, and the conclusion takes the equivalent form

2T

) ulen)e ) o0)

1
[ on@rsrdn ~ e )|

The conclusion implies that the asymptotic limit only depends on the germs of f(z) and
¢n(x) at xg. The contribution away from xg, even at oo, is negligible.

Remarks. The special condition (b) implies that ‘ f (a:)’ has a unique maximum at xg, but
the converse is false. In the standard statement of Laplace’s Approximation, ¢, (x) := ¢(x)
independent of n and this is what is proved in Copson [I1] and Widder [48]. Although [I1]
works out a special example with a non-trivial sequence ¢, (x), on page 43. Note that the
integral on the left of the ~ has an imaginary part in general, while the right side does not.
The statement then says that the quotient of the imaginary part on the left side, and the
real asymptotic approximation on the right side, tends to 0 as n — oco.

Corollary 8.1. Let ¢, (z) be another sequence of functions that satisfy parts (c), (d), and
(e) in Theorem|[8.1 Then

fU qbn(x)f(x)n dx ~ (ZTL(IO)
fU ¢n () f ()" d Pn (o)
Later, this will be appplied to the ratio of integrals that define the centroid.

(n — o)
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9. THE FuncTIONS P(s), K(s), AND K,(s)

In this section s denotes a complex number, and all other numbers are real.

Let p(t) be a bounded non-negative non-trivial function on R with compact support.
And define P(s) := B(p)(s) := [._e "p(t)dt. The prototypical case is p = 1[ 1), and
P(s) = (1 —exp(—s))/s. From the conditions on p, the integral defining P(s) converges for
every complex s, and so P(s) is analytic on C. For complex s we write s = 7 + iv.

Theorem 9.1. With p(t) as above, P(T + iv) has these properties

(a) P(7) is real, and hence all derivatives P'(t), P"(7),... are real

(b) P(t) >0 and P"(T) >0

(c¢) for any T, P(t +iv) = 0 as|v] = o0

(d) for any T and § > 0, sugv|26‘P(T + )| < P(7)
Proof. Following Daniels [I2]. When s is real the integrand in is real and this shows
(a). When s is real, the integrand is positive on supp(p) (except on the boundary) and this

shows P(7) > 0. Since p(t) is bounded, differentiation under the integral is justified, so do
it twice to get

(9.1) P'(1) = /OO e o)t dt

When s is real, the integrand is positive on supp(p) (except on the boundary and at ¢ = 0)
and this shows (). Item (c) is immediate from the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma, [I5] page 7.

For (d) we have
§/ e e

Now suppose that | P(7 + iv)| = P(7) for some v # 0. Then

|P(T +iv)| = / et () dt —itv

— 00

p(t) dt = P(r)

e~ P(1 +iv) = P(7) for some real a

efia/ 67t(T+iv)p(t) dt = / eft‘rp(t) dt

/700 et (e*i(‘”“t) — 1) pt)dt =0

Multiply by -1 and take the real part

/00 e ™" (1 — cos(a + vt)) p(t) dt =0

Since v # 0, 1 — cos(a + vt) is positive a.e. and since p(t) > 0 and [ p(t)dt > 0 this is
a contradiction, and so |P(7 +iv)| < P(7) for all v # 0. The only way (d) can be false if
there is a sequence [v,| — 0o with |P(7 + ivy,)| — P(7), but this is ruled out by (c). So (d)
is true. ]

Now specialize to the case where p = 1j9 ;) and P(s) = (1 — exp(—s))/s. Note that s=0
is a removable singularity, and that P(0)=1. If ¢ is real, then by P(t) > 0, so we can
define

K(t) = log(P(=1)) = log((exp(t) — 1)/1)
and then K'(t) = —P'(—t)/P(=t) = (coth(t/2) — 2/t +1)/2 = (L(t/2) + 1)/2
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L(zx) := coth(x) — 1/x is the Langevin function, see [50]. If one defines o(t) := K'(t) then
one can show from the above expression that o(t) is a squashing function, according to

Definition From now on we will call it the squashing function. The singularity at t=0
is removable. For a plot of o(t), see Figure

-30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
t

FIGURE 9.1. The squashing function o(t) := K'(t) = (L(¢/2) + 1)/2

Remarks. Daniels shows that K'(¢) is a squashing function whenever the smallest interval
containing supp(p) is [0,1], see Daniels [12] p. 638. If p(¢) is a probability density, then K ()
is its cumulant-generating function. The letter ‘K’ is the standard letter for this function.

The zeros of P(s) are all 2rki where k is a non-zero integer. If the half-lines [27i, +ic0)
and [—2mi, —ioco) are cut out of C, the remainder €2 is simply connected and K (¢) can be
extended to Q by integration of P'(s)/P(s) on a path, as in Rudin [39], Theorem 13.11.
The following facts about K(s), for complex s, are useful

exp(K(s)) = (exp(s) — 1)/s s€
(9.2) exp(R(K(s))) =|(exp(s) — 1)/s| s € £ (take modulus of both sides)
R(K(s)) = 10g|(exp(s) - 1)/s| s € Q (take log of both sides)

It is convenient to use the abbreviation K, (s) := R(K(s)). Note that K,.(s) can be defined
for all s € C, if we define K, (s) = log|P(—s)|, and consider K, as a function from C to the
extended line [—o00, 00). Note that K, (27ki) = —oco when k is a non-zero integer.

Lemma 9.1. On the vertical line s = T + iv, with fixed T and variable v,

(a) for 6 >0 and B #0, supy,>s K- (7 +iBv) < K(7)
(b) for all v, K,.(1 + iv) < K(7)
(¢) for 6 >0 and|Bi| <[B2|, sup>5 Kr(T +iB2v) < supy, s Kr (T +iB10)
(d) for any T there is a constant C (depending on T) so that
K. (t+ i) < —loglv|+ C for all v
(e) for 6 >0 and T # 0, there is a constant C' (depending on § and ) so that
— K, (1T +iv) <log|v|+ C for|v| > 46
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Proof. Start with

sup | P(—7 —iv)| < P(-7) from Theorem [9.1
[v[=6
log (sup |P(—T - w)|> < K(7) take log of both sides
|v| =6
sup log| P(—7 — iv)| < K(7) take sup outside log
lv|=6
sup K. (7 +iv) < K(1) from the definition of K,.(s)
e

And this is (a) with 8=1. For 51 just reparameterize and get a different § > 0. Part (b)
is a corollary of part (a).

For (c) note that if both Sy=0 and §;=0, then both sides are K(7) so the inequality is
trivial. If 51=0 and 270, then the right side of the inequality is K (7) and the result follows
from (b). So now assume 0 < 81| <|SB2|. Then

{v [ =]Ba|6} € {v : |v| 2|6}
sup K.(t+iv) < sup K,(7+iv)
[v]|2]B2]6 [v|2]B116
sup K(r+if) < sup K (r+ifo)
|B2v| 21826 [Brv|21B116

sup K. (7 +1i62v) < sup K,.(7 + if1v)
v]>6 v]>6

And this is (¢).
For (d) we have
exp(T +iv) — 1

K.(t+w) = log p——"

‘ = loglexp(r + iv) — 1| — log| + iv|

log|exp(7 + iv) — 1] < log(lexp(r + iv)| + 1) = log(exp(r) + 1)
lv] <|r+iv] = —log|t+iv] < —loglv]
Add the two previous inequalities to get K,.(7 + iv) < —log|v| + log(exp(7) + 1), and this
is (d).

For (e) we need the fact that |exp(T +4v) — 1| > |exp(r) —1|. This can be seen by
expanding into cos(7) and sin(v), or sketching a picture in C. We also need |7 + iv| <
1+ 72/62Jv]|, for |u| > §, which is elementary. Then

T+ 1w
exp(T +iv) — 1
< loglv| + log(1+72/6%)/2 — loglexp(r) — 1| for |v] > 4§

—K, (7 +iv) = log

and so we can take C to be the two terms after loglv|. We note that (e) is false when
7=0. ]

Remark 1. Although K (s) is analytic on €2, we only really need it to be analytic on the
horizontal strip {7 + v : || <27} C Q. This is used later in the proof of Lemma[10.2]
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Remark 2. In Section [10| we must consider p(t) := t1 1j; i.e. the previous p multiplied
by ¢. This p(t) is still bounded, non-negative, non-trivial, and with compact support. We
denote the new functions corresponding to this new p(t) by P(s), K(s), and K,(s). An
easy calculation gives P(s) = ((s — 1)e® + 1)/s2. The roots of P(s) are not at 2rki with k
a non-zero integer. These roots are shifted to the left and away from 0, and all are outside
the horizontal strip {7 + iv : |v| <27} C Q. The two roots closest to 0 are approximately
-2.0888 = 7.46149i. Thus K (s) is analytic on the strip, and K,(s) is a well defined function
from C to [—00, 00). From inspection of the proof of Lemma[9.1] parts (a), (b), and (c) are
valid with K, replaced by I?T. We use these facts about K and I?T in the proof of the Main
Theorem Fortunately we do not need the bounds in parts (d) and (e). In fact part (e)

A

is false for K,.; there are infinitely many vertical lines on which K, is —oco.
Corollary 9.1. Let 7,w € R™ be fized, and v € R™ be variable.

(a) if v # 0 and O := v/|v|, then there is a constant C, depending on (w,T), so

(b) if (w,T) # 0 and §>0, then there is a constant C, depending on (w,T) and d, so

—K,.((w, ) +i{w,v)) < loglv|+C  for|v| >4¢
Proof. For (a) pick C' by Lemma so that
K,.((w,7) + i{w,v)) < —log|<w,v>| +C = —loglv| — log|<w,ﬁ>| +C
and this is (a). For (b) pick C' by Lemma [9.1]so that
—K.((w, ) +iy) < logly|+C  for [y| >0

K,.({w,7) + 1{w,v)) < —loglv|— log|<w,ﬁ>| +C

Increase C' if necessary so that
—K((w,m) +1y) < logly| —loglw|+C  for [y| >

Let M = sup <5 (=K, ({w,7) 4+ iy)). Then M is finite because (w, ) # 0 and the argument
avoids the singular points of K. Increase C if necessary, so that M < log(d)+ C. Now pick
any v € R™ with |v| > §.

case 1: |(w,v)| <6

—K,((w,7) +t{w,v)) < M < log(d) +C < loglv|+C
case 2: 0 < |<w,v>’ By Cauchy-Schwarz we know that ‘(w,v>| <|wllv].
K ((w,7) + i, 0)) < Tog{w, v)]| — loglul + C
log|v| 4 log|w| — loglw| + C' = log|v| + C

IN

And we are done in either case. O

10. THE MAIN RESULT

The goal in this section is to prove the main result.

Main Theorem. Let w : [0,1] — R™ be a step function with wy, ..., Wy, linearly indepen-
dent and Ay : L'[0,1] — R™ the induced surjective linear operator. If yo € int(Aw(Q>))
then for the profile-gauge directed filtration & of L'[0,1]

centroid g (Av_vl(yo) N QOO) = o((m0,w))
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where 19 € R™ s the unique solution to the saddlepoint equation

(10.1) /0 o({(r,w(z)))w(x)dr =y
and where o(t) := (coth(t/2) — 2/t +1)/2 = (L(t/2) + 1)/2.

The main tools are the Bilateral Laplace Transform complex inversion formula, the sad-
dlepoint method, and the Laplace Approximation. The variables s and z are complex
m-vectors, and all other scalars and vectors are real. If z = (z1,...,2y), and w(x) =
(wi(x),...,wn(z)) are the coordinate functions of w, then (z,w(x)) = zywi(x) + - +
Zm W, (x). The variables yo, 7, 70, and w;,, are real m-vectors.

Recall the Laplace Transform of the volume function vol(y) := px(H, N Q™) from Corro-

lary [71]
Vol(s) := B{v}(s) =|lwi A+ Awp H P(Wst)

j=1

or using the definition of K(s)

Vol(s) =||w1 A+ AWyl H exp(K(—Wst)) = |lwi A AW, exp ZK(—WJ-TS)
j=1

j=1

where W is the j’th row of W7 := [wy,...,w,,]. Recall that in our case

(10.2) W; = w(z) dx and define w; ,, :=nW; = n/ w(z)dz € R™
Ij,n Ij,n

Using the multidimensional complex inversion formula, [5] p. 100, we can recover vol(y)
from Vol(s) with

vol(y) = (2m2)™™ lim

Vi —> 00

c1+ivg cativg Cm+HiUm,
- / elsv) Vol(s) dsy, ... dsa dsy
C.

c1—ivy o —iUg m—1Um

where s := (s1,...,8,) and sp = ¢ + ivg and (c1,...,¢p) is any real m-vector in the
interior of the region of convergence of Vol(s). The integral is understood in the sense of the
principal value, and we think of it as built from m vertical lines (later perturbed to vertical
paths) in C, each one crossing the real axis. A more thorough discussion in the univariate
case is in Chapter VI of Widder [48].

Following [5] it is convenient to use the abbreviated notation

vol(y) = (27ri)*m/ e*¥) Vol(s) ds where ¢ = (c1,...,¢p) € R™
(c)

It is also convenient to make the substitution z = —s/n to get
vol(y) = <2n> / exp(—n(z,y)) Vol(—nz) dz where T € R™
m (™

Now substitute the above expression for Vol(s)

(10.3) vol(y) = |lwi A+ Awp <2nm> /exp ZK(nWsz) —n{z,y) | dz

j=1
()
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Use the fact that nW; = w;,, from [I0.2Jand rewrite the exponent in the integral as

iK(<wj’n7Z>)n/olK(<va(x dx +n</ K((z,w(z)))dz — (y, ))

After reorganizing, we have

(10.4) vol(y) =W A~ A i (;}T)m [ onarera:

where

n

(10.5) ¢n(z) :=exp ZK Wi, 2 /K z,w(x))) dzx w]m::n/I w(z) dx

J,n

j=1

Pn(2) = exp ( wj,n72>)—n/l_ K(<Zaw($)>)d1‘>

Jj=1

or

f(2) :=exp [h(2)] / K({(z,w(z)))dx — (y,2)

The purpose for all this reorganization is that [10.4] is now in the form that the Laplace
Approximation can be used. Note that f(z) does not depend on n, which one of the chief
requirements. Before proceeding we have an easy

Lemma 10.1. If 0 < a1 < ag and 0 > 0, then there is a C, depending on a1, as, and J,
so that
—agloglv| < —aq loglv| +C  for v > 4§

Proof.
[v] >d = —(a2 —ay)loglv| < —(aa — aq)log(d)
—agloglv| < —aq log|v| + (a1 — a2) log(d)
]

Lemma 10.2. With Ay, as above and yo € int(Aw (Q)), then the saddlepoint equation|10. ]
has a unique solution 1o, and the volume of the cube section vol(yo) = ur(AG  (yo) N Q™)
has the asymptotic expression

(10.6) VOl(yo) ~ ||W1/\ /\WmH (2 ) ’det //( ))’—% Qﬁn(TO)f(TO)TH_% (n—>oo)

Proof. We seek a real critical point 79 of f(z) that we can substitute in and apply the
saddlepoint method. A trivial calculation shows that f(z) and h(z) have the same critical
points. By calculating partial derivatives of h(z) and setting to 0, 79 must be a root of the
m-~dimensional saddlepoint equation

/0 K ((r, w(z)))w(z) dz = yo

Since the left side is G- (7), there is a unique root 79 by Theorem Apply the Complex
Morse Lemma to deform the m paths of integration, so that for z on the paths and near 7y,
f(2) is real and the multivariate Laplace Approximation can be used. Note that since f(2)
is analytic, it is certainly of class C* as required. Also note that for K(z) to be defined,
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all paths must be in the simply-connected 2 C C. So if any component of 7y is 0, deform
the corresponding path slightly, but only away from the real axis, so that its real part is
non-zero. Denote the real values on the paths away from R™ by 7). The path homotopies
do not change the value of the integral

We must check conditions (a), ..., (e) of the Laplace Approximation The restriction
of f(z) to R™ is denoted by f(7) = f(m1,...,Tm). The restriction of f(z) to the plane of
integration 79 + v is denoted by f(v) = f(v1,...,vy). And similarly for h(z).

For part (a), a trivial calculation shows that the Hessian of f(7) at 79 is a positive multiple
of the Hessian of h(7) at 79. But the latter Hessian is the same as the Jacobian (DG );; in
equation We saw there that the matrix is positive-definite, and so the Hessian of f(7)
at 7o is positive-definite too. Therefore the Hessian of f(v) at 0 is negative definite and (a)
is shown.

For part (b) our goal is to show that for any 6 > 0

sup R [h(7 + iv)] < R[h(7)]

lv|=6
Since we are only looking at the real part, the (yo, z) term in h(z) drops out and we are left
with just the integral term in h(z). Let the step function w be defined on N subintervals
of length >0 with value wy € R™, k=1,..., N. Our goal is then to show

N

N
(10.7) ISF%ZMKT(WMW+i<U7wk>) <D K (T, wi))
vlZ0 1 k=1

We are examining the sup over the region {v € R™ :|v| > 4}, so it is convenient to use
the spherical decomposition v =|v| 0 for unit vector © € S™~1. We take a fixed © and bound
the sup over the corresponding ray to oo, and then go over the entire sphere S™~!. The K,
terms on the left side become K, ({7,wy) + (0, wy)|v]). Apply Lemma with 8;=0 and
Ba=(0,wy) to conclude that for a fixed ¥ and for every k
(10.8) sup K. ({1,wi) + {0, wi)|v]) < K.({1,w))

|v| =6

Since the right side does not depend on 0, we can let © range over the entire sphere and
conclude that is true for all |v| > 0.

Define the function F(0) := max; |(0,wy)| on S™~1. F(0) is continuous and non-negative,
and it cannot vanish because that would imply that the functions ws, ..., w,, are linearly
dependent, which is false. Let Fini, := mingegm—1 F(0); Fnin is positive because S™1 is
compact. So for every v#£0, |(@, wk>| > Fiin, for some k. Apply again with Sy =Fyi, to
conclude that for a fixed ¥ there are some k (meaning 1 or more k depending on ©), with

sup K, ((1,wk) + i{0,wk)|v]) < sup K,.({(T,wi) + iFmin|v]) < Kp((T,wk))

[v]=6 [v|=6
The middle term does not depend on © directly, but only indirectly through &, of which there
are only finitely many, and so we can conclude that for all O there are some k (depending
on O) with

(10.9) |SF>%KT(<T’WI€> + (D, wp)|v]) < K.({T,wg))

Multiply and by ux and sum (while dropping appropriate terms from [10.8]) to get
N

(10.10) Zuklswlupé[(r((ﬂwk} +i{v,wg)) < ZukKT(<T,wk>)
k=1 V1= k=1
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Move the sup outside of the sum and left side stays the same, or become smaller. But the
new expression is the left side of our goal and so this concludes part (b).
Part (c) is trivial.
For part (d), write:
n

(10.11)  dnlz) == exp [gn(2)] gn(2) = Z (K(<wj,mz>) - n/} K(<z,w(a:)>)da;>

Jj=1

w(x) is now a step function with J jumps. Choose n so large that each subinterval I},
contains at most one jump. If there are no jumps on I;, then w has the constant value
w; ; there, and

n/I K({(z,w(z)))dr = TLK(<Z,wi,j>)/ lde = K({z,w;;))

Jsm Ljn

Thus the j'th term in g, (z) vanishes, and the sum has only J non-zero terms. Let I;, be
a subinterval with a jump at zo = A\ (j — 1)/n + A2j/n where Ay + A2 = 1 and Ay, A2 > 0.
And suppose w(z) jumps from y; to y at zo. Then the corresponding term in g, (z) is

(10.12) K(Ai(y2,2) + A2(y1,2)) — ME((y2,2)) — K ((y1,2))

and so g,,(2) is a sum of J terms like this one. The vectors y; and y» do not depend on n,
but A; and Ay do depend on n. At the saddlepoint 7y define B, := {79 +iv :|v| < r} C C™.
As z varies over B,., (y1, z) varies over a vertical line segment centered at (y;, 7o) on the real
axis, and similarly for (y2,70). As z varies over B, and n — 00, A1{y2, 2) + Aa{(y1, 2) varies
over the convex hull of the 2 segments, which is a trapezoid. In g,(z) and for z € B,, all
arguments to K () are in the compact set of J trapezoids in C. If necessary, shrink r so that
all the trapezoids are inside the horizontal strip {7 + v : |v| <27}, where K (s) is analytic.
For this statement about the strip, see Remark 1 after Lemma[0.1] It follows that there are
constants C7 and Cy so that

—-Ci1 <R [gn(z)] < Cy for z € B, and n sufficiently large
which implies
|¢n(2)] < exp(C2) and |¢>n(z)|71 < exp(Cy) for z € B, and n sufficiently large
Similary, since K'(z) is analytic on the same strip, there is a C5 so
pnllor < C3  for n sufficiently large, where ||-||o1 is the C'-norm on B,

and so
||¢n||cl <C3-1<C3 eXp(Cl)‘Cbn(TO)’

and this concludes part (d).
Part (e) is the longest, and it is easier to divide it into 2 claims

(1) For § > 0, there are o > 0 (depending on the step function w) and K; (depending
on w, Yo, and J) so that

|f(r0 +iv)| < Kilo|™®  for |u] > 6

(2) For ¢ > 0, there are 8 > 0 (depending on the step function w but not on n) and K;
(depending on w and 4, but not on n) so that

|pn (10 + iv)| < Kz\v|ﬂ for |u| > &
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For claim 1, write
N

Wt +iv) = Y K ((rwx) +i{v,wr) = (yo, ™ + iv)
k=1

as in part (b) above. Also take the function F(0) and its minimum Fi,, from part (b).
Pick a fixed © € S™~! and define the set of indices Ng := {k : ’(O,w@} > Fin/2}. By the
construction of Fiin, Np is non-empty. If k € Ng then by Corollary

K .((r,wr) +ilv,w)) < —loglu| — log|<wk,@>| +C < —loglv| —log(Fmin/2) + C

where this constant C' depends on (r,wy,). If k ¢ Ny then by Lemma [9.1]
K ({1, ) +i(v,wr)) < Kr((7,wk))

Multiply these two inequalities and sum to get

N
(10.13) S K ((rwk) +iv,wr) < = | > | loglo] + C
k=1 kEN,

where this C' depends on (7, wy) for the k’s inside and outside Ny, and on F;,. Since there
are only finitely many subsets Ny, this C' can be taken so large that it applies to all .
Define

o= min E ue|l >0
vesm—1
kENy

Similarly, although the number of © € S™~! is infinite, there are only finitely many subsets
Ny, and so o > 0. Apply Lemma to get

(10.14) — Z wi | loglv| < —aloglv| + €' for all [u| >§
kENy

where this C’ depends on d, «, and all possible sums over Ny. Now combine inequalities

10.13| and [10.14] and replace C’ + C by C get
N
Z,ukK,,((T,wk) +i{v,w)) < —aloglv|+C for |v| > 6
k=1

Replace 7 by the saddlepoint 7y and subtract (yo, 79) from both sides.

N
ZMkKr(<To,Wk> + i{v,wi)) — (Yo, 70) < —aloglv] + C — (yo, 7o) for |v| > 6
k=1

R [h(10 + iv)] < —aloglv|+ C — (yo, 7o) for |v| > &

Exponentiate both sides to get claim 1.

For claim 2, perturb 7 again if necessary so that (7(,wr) # 0 for every wy # 0. We
are using 7} here because we only care about large |[v|. From part (d) we know that
| (74 + iv)| = exp[R(gn (7§ + iv))] where g, is the sum of J (=N — 1) terms of the form

(10.15)  K((g,70) + (7, v) = MK ({y2, 70) + (Y2, 0)) = A Fr((y1, 70) +i(y1, v)

The vectors y; and y, are taken from the set of all wy,k = 1,...,N. The vector y =
A1y2 + Aoyr depends on n (since A; and Ay depend on n), but g is on the compact line
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segment [y1,y2] and so (g, 7)) is bounded for all n, and for all J jumps. So there is a
constant C' so that K,.((y,7})) < C. By Lemma [9.1]

(10.16) K. ((y,70) +i(yg,v)) < K. ((g,75)) < C

In the singular cases (g, 7)=0 and (g, v)=27j(j # 0) there is not problem, since then the
left side is —oo. This bounds the first term in For the y; term, note that if yo = 0
then the term is —A1 K,-(0) = 0 and it can be ignored. If yo # 0 then (yo2, 7)) # 0 by the
choice of 7j. So by Corollary [9.1] there is a C” so that

(10.17) — MK, ({y2, 7)) +i{y2,v)) < Aloglv] + M\ C"  for |v| > 6
and the same C’ can be chosen for all J jumps. Similarly, for the y; term
(10.18) — K, ((y1, 7)) +i{y1,v)) < Aaloglv] + AC’ for |v| > 6

Add up [10.16] [T0.17] and [10.1§] over all J jumps to get
R(gn (15 +iv)) < J(C +log|v| + C") for |u| > &
and exponentiate to get

|pn (1) + )| < exp(J(C+C))v|”  for|u] >4

and this is claim 2.
Finally, from claims 1 and 2 we conclude that

[6n (o0 + i0)|| £ (70 + )" < KaFlol’ ™ for [u] > §
Pick ng so B — ngae < —m or equivalently ng > (8 + m)/a. Then
/ ’¢n(7—0 +iv) f(7o +z’v)”°‘ dv < K1K2/ ]P0 gy
lv[=8 o] >6

Since f — nga < —m, the value of the right side is finite; call it Ms. We have already seen
in part (d) that there isa Cy so 1 < C’1|¢n(70)‘ and so

/ |6 (10 + 10) f (1o + iv)"™ | dv < MsCi|pn(m0)]  for |[v| > 6 and n sufficiently large
[v|=6

and this is part (e). O

Proof. of the Main Theorem. Pick a fixed zy € [0, 1] which will remain fixed until near the
end of this proof. For each n let j, be the index of I, > x¢; the dependence of j, on
xo is suppressed for simplicity. Rewrite ¢, (z) slightly for this . In equation in the
exponent of ¢,(z) is a sum j =1,...,n. Split off this one j, from the sum to get

Pn(2) = exp | K((wj, n,2)) + ZK(<wj,mZ>)—n/ K((w(z),2)) dz
J#dn 0

1
0u(2) = P~ (s, ) exp | S K((wyn2)) = [ Kl(wlz), 2 do
3#n 0
The point xg does not appear explicity here, only implicitly in the variable j,.
From the definition of the centroid in equation [21]
moment(Hy, N Q™) [jn]

(10.19) centroid(Hy, N Q") [jn] := vol(H,, N O")
Yo
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where the notation [j,] denotes the j,-coordinate of a vector. Lemma m gives an as-
ymptotic expression for the volume in the denominator. Now we want to derive one for
the j,-coordinate of the moment in the numerator. To compute the j,-coordinate of the
moment amounts to replacing p(t) = 1jo,1) by p(t) = t1p,1] at the j,-slot in the product
This change propagates into Corollary [7.I| where in the j,-slot of this product, P is replaced
by P .= B{tljp} = —B{1jp,1}' = —P’. This last step is the standard frequency-domain
derivative rule for B.
This change in the j,-slot propagates into the sequence of functions ¢, (z) to create a
new sequence qgn(z) given by
N 1
On(2) = —P'(=(z;wj, ) exp | D K((wjn,2)) —n | K((w(x),2))de
G#in 0
If we can show that an(z) and f(z) also satisfies the conditions for the Laplace Approxi-
mation, then it will follow from and Corollary [8.7] that

Bulr0) _ P ({0, win))

¢n(10) P(_<707wjmn>)
The last step is important, and follows directly from the definition K(t) := log(P(—t).

For parts (a) and (b) of the Approximation there is nothing to prove, since f(z) is
unchanged.

However ¢, (%) is modified. Write the modified an(z) = exp [gn(z)] where

In(z) = (I?((wjnmz» - n/ J(z,z) dx) + Z <K(<wj’n,z>) — n/ J(z,x) da:)
Lin.n #in Livn
and where J(z,z) := K({(z,w(z))). Compare this with The only difference is that in
the very first term K (s) is replaced by K(s). Recall from Remark 2 after Lemma that
K(s) :=log(P(—s)) = log(—P'(—s)) = log(((s — 1)e* + 1)/s), and K, (s) := R(K(s)).
We can now see that part (c) is trivial.
For part (d), we see that g,(z) now has an extra term from I; ,,

K (w2 2) + ol 2) = MK ((2,2)) = MoK ((11,2))
which is nonzero whether there is a jump in interval I;, , or not. Compare this term with

equation Since K is analytic on the strip {7 + iv : [v| <27} the same argument for
part (d) in Lemma works here too.

For part (e), claim 1 is about f(z) which is unchanged, so there is nothing to do. For
part (e) claim 2, the new term in g, (7} + iv) is now

K, ((5,76) + (7, 0) = ME (g2, 76) + iy, v)) = MK ((91,79) + i(y1, )

which is the same as equation except for the K. Once again, by Remark 2, we know
that I?T(@, 74 + i(g,v)) < I?T(<:lj,7'6>) so the rest of claim 2 is the same as in the proof
of of Lemma This concludes part (e), and the Laplace Approximation with an(z) is
justified.

Equation is now verified and we can write

centroid(Hy, N Q™)[jn] ~ K'({T0,wj, n)) (n — o0)

(10.20) centroid(Hy,, N Q™)[jn] = K'({10,wj, n)) (n—00)

This asymptotic equivalence holds for all xy and we think of both sides as functions of xg
even though it does not appear explicity, but only implicitly in the index j,. As n — oo the
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intervals I;, ,, “shrink nicely” to ¢, and so wj, ,, converges to w(xo) for almost all o € [0, 1].
This is the Lebesgue differentiation theorem, see [39] Theorem 8.8. Actually, since w is a step
function we do not need the full power of this theorem; the sequence converges everywhere
except at the jumps. Since K'(t) is continuous, K'((19, w;, »)) converges to K'((1o, w(z0)))
for almost all z € [0,1]. By the asymptotic equivalence, centroid(H,, N Q™)[j,] converges
to K'({o,w(x))) for almost all zo € [0,1]. Since |K’(t)| < 1 the Lebesgue Dominated
Convergence theorem implies that centroid(H,,NQ™)[j,] converges in L' [0, 1] to K’ ({79, w)).
This is the expression for the centroid in the Main Theorem [I0] and so we are done. O

The saddlepoint equation can be written in the form Ay (o((r0,w))) = yo, which
confirms the fact that the centroid of a convex set must lie in that set - a satisfying result.
In Figure is an example when m=1. In this case w=w;=w. Note that if w(x)

1.0
10 w(x) 0.9
0.8
5 0.7
0.6
0 0.5
0.4
_5 0.3
0.2
~10 0.1
0.0

00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0

X X

FIGURE 10.1. An example of centroids when m=1. In the left plot is w(z), with cor-
ners at 1/3 and 1/2. For this w(z), Z := [fol min(w(z),0) dx, fol max(w(z),0) dz]
[-2,3]. The right plot shows the computed centroids at 9 equally spaced yo =
—3/2,—-1,—-1/2,...,5/2. For the last value (yo=>5/2) the centroid is f(z) =~
o(1.51w(x)) and is plotted in red with a thicker line. For the center value (yo=1/2),
the centroid is the constant function f(z) = 1/2, which is also the centroid of Q°°.

vanishes on a subinterval, then the centroid function takes the value ¢(0)=1/2 on that
interval, as it should be.

11. REPARAMETERIZATION

Operators frequently occur for functions on intervals other than [0,1]. In this section we
consider an interval [a,b], and an essentially bounded w : [a,b] — R™. Parameterize [a, b]
by A (think of wavelength), and [0, 1] by w. w defines an operator Ay : L'[a,b] — R™ given
by Aw(f) = f: FO)W(N)dX. For a given y € R™ we want to solve the operator equation
Aw(f) =y for f in the unit cube Q7 of L'a,b].

Consider an absolutely continuous homeomorphism ¢ : [0,1] — [a,b]. For simplicity
abbreviate ‘absolutely continuous’ by AC. To parameterize [0,1] we use w and so we write
A = p(w). ¢ induces isomorphisms C, : L'[a,b] — L*[0,1] and C,-1 : L'[0,1] — L'[a,b]
(both are composition operators). Note that these take the unit cube in one function space
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to the unit cube in the other. The following composition is an operator from L'[0, 1] to R™

C - W
(11.1) LY0,1] =5 L'a,b) X ™

With the feasible region the unit cube, we can solve it for y by the centroid method, and
then map the centroid (with respect to &) from L'[0,1] to L'[a,b] by C,-1, which will be
a solution to the original problem. In symbols the “reparameterized” solution is

(11.2)

Cp (centroidg: ((Aw 0Cyu-1)"Hy)N Q“)) = centroide__, () (A;,l (y)N Q‘[’;,b])

The right side follows from Proposition [3.I] and gives an alternate interpretation. The
“reparameterized” solution is the centroid with respect to the directed filtration C,,-1 (&) of
L'[a,b]. Recall that V,, € & is the subspace of step functions with jumps at i/n, i=1,..., (n—1).
So C,-1(V},) is the subspace of step functions with jumps at ¢(i/n), i=1,...,(n—1), which
are not equally spaced in general. The filtration C,-1(Z?) is not uniform unless ¢ is affine.

We know that the composition [11.1] must be defined by some responsivity function on
[0,1]. Here is the change of variable formula that we need:

Proposition 11.1. Operator has the responsivity function w — w(p(w))¢' (w).

Note that because ¢ is AC, ¢'(w) exists a.e. and is integrable.

Proof. Let v:[a,b] — R™ be any integrable function. By the change of variables formula,
[33] vol II page 236

/ "v)dx = / (@) () d

For f € L'[0,1] substitute v()\) := f(¢~1(A\))w()) to get

b 1
/f(@l()\))W(/\)d)\ = / fl)w(p(w))¢' (W) dw
a 0

The left side is the value of f under operator and the right side shows the claimed
responsivity function. O

Write w(A) = (w1 (), ..., wn(N)). Define @;(w) := w;(p(w))¢'(w), i =1,...,m and call
the @; the reparameterized responsivities, with the function ¢(w) understood by context. In
the next section on applications, we want to find a ¢(w) so that a linear combination of the
reparameterized responsivities w1, ..., Wy, 18 a positive constant. The next proposition give
a sufficient condition for this, and a formula for p(w).

Proposition 11.2. For w : [a,b] — R™, suppose there is a positive linear combination
aqwi(A) + ... F apwn(A) >0 almost all \ € [a, b]

Then there is an AC homemomorphism o(w) and a C > 0 so that

[oqwi ((w)) + ... + A (eW))] ¢ (W) = w1 (W) + ... + Ayl (w) = C almost all w

Proof. Define

b A
S(A) = arwi(A) + ... 4 apwpm () C:= / S(y)dy 6N = C_l/ S(v)dy
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Since S(A)>0 a.e., (\) : [a,b] — [0,1] is strictly increasing and 6’(A)>0 a.e. Define ¢ :=
6=1 :[0,1] — [a,b]; then o is AC by [33], vol I exercise IX.13. Substitute A := ¢(w) and
multiply by C

p(w)
co= [ senay

and differentiate w.r.t. w
(11.3) C = S(p(w))¢' (w) = 1@ (w) + ... + W, (w)
and we are done. O

In case p(w) comes from the above procedure, we call the @; the equalized responsivities.

Remark 1. Suppose that w(\) is a step function on [a,b]. An examination of the recipe
for »=1(\) in the previous proof shows that it has constant slope on the subintervals of [a, b]
defining w. Alternatively, it is piecewise-linear with corners at the jumps of w. It follows
that all the equalized responsivities w;(p(w))¢’(w) are step functions on the corresponding
subintervals of [0, 1].

Remark 2. The proposition has a geometric interpretation: if the image of the curve
w : [a,b] — R™ lies in in an open halfspace H with 0 € dH, then there is a p(w) so that
the curve w : [0,1] — R™ is in a hyperplane inside H and parallel to OH.

Setting all the a’s to 1 in Proposition gives

Corollary 11.1. For w : [a,b] — R™, suppose that
wi(A) + ...+ wn(A) >0 all A € [a, b]
Then there is an AC homemomorphism o(w) and a C > 0 so that
W1(w) + ...+ Wp(w) =C allw e [0,1]

For computing the centroid with equalized responsivities, there is a computational short-
cut that works entirely with A\ and avoids explict calculation of ¢(w). Define S(A) :=
aqwr(A) + ... + apwy,(A) > 0 and w; () = w;(A)/S(A). We call w;(A) the normal-
ized responsivities. From it follows that @;(w) = w;(p(w))¢’ (w) = Cw;(p(w)). For
y € int(Aw (Q)) the saddlepoint equations in w are

1
(11.4) / o (M1(w) + ... + T () Wi(w) dw = y; i=1,....m
0
where 71, ..., 7y are the unknowns, and o(t) is the “squashing function”. After finding the
vector root g := (71, ..., Tym) of this system, the spectral estimate (in w) is o() of this linear

combination. Inside o() replace equalized by normalized responsivities to get

/0 o (Criw1 (W) + ... 4+ CTinWm (p(w))) Wi (w) dw = y; i=1,...,m

Dropping the C from this system just scales the root 79 and does not make any difference
to the final estimate. So drop C and replace w;(w) by its definition.

1
/ o (71@1 (p(w))+...+ Tm{Dm(go(w))) w;i (W)Y (W) dw = y; i=1,....,m
0
Apply the change of variable formula

b
(11.5) /0(7'11711()\)-1-...+Tm@m()\))wi()\)d)\ =y i=1,...,m
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This is the system we use for numerical work in the next section, because it avoids explict
calculation of ¢(w). The system has a unique solution because system has a unique
solution by Theorem [5.5] The spectral estimate is a linear combination of the normalized
responsivities, and then squashed by o.

12. NUMERICAL RESULTS IN COLORIMETRY

In this section we apply the main result to spectral reflectance estimation in colorimetry.
A function f € Q° corresponds to the spectral reflectance (or transmittance) function of
a material. For a reflectance to be physically feasible, it must be between 0 and 1. The
operator A corresponds to a light source and biological eye (or an electronic camera) that
responds linearly to light reflected from (or transmitted through) the material. The vector
A(f) is the 3-channel response to f. If A(f1) = A(f2) then f; and fo are called metameric for
that light source and eye. The set Z := A(Q°) is called the object-color solid or Farbkérper
for A, see [52] and Logvinenko [31]. The standard involution of Z corresponds to taking
complementary colors, see [3I]. The unique fixed point of the involution is 50% neutral
gray. Points on 0Z correspond to optimal colors or Optimalfarben, see Schrodinger [41] p.
616. The set Z is a zonoid, and since we view the responsivities as step functions, it is a
zonohedron, i.e. a zonoid that is also a polyhedron. See Centore [7] for details, especially on
transitions and calculations. We allow the responsivities and the response to be negative;
this is not the case for biological eyes, but is useful for “idealized cameras” such as the taking
characteristics of the BT.709 RGB primaries, see [34] p. 298. But we do assume that some
linear combination of the responsivities is positive, as in Proposition [I1.2}

From now on we specialize to the classical case of the human eye and the 1931 standard
observer. For an illuminant I(\) and a material with reflectance () the response is the
3-vector of tristimulus values XYZ given by

b
XYZ ::/ IN)r(A) (z2(N),g(A),z2(\) ) dr

where Z(X), §(A), and Z(\) are the CIE 1931 standard observer responsivities. Given a
response vector XY Z, the set Q®° NALH(XY Z) is the set of metamers for XY Z. The set
is often called the metameric suite for XY Z with illuminant I()), see [9] and [27].

For simplicity we use the equal energy Illuminant E so I(\) = 1 in this section. The
function defining Ay : L'la,b] — R? is w()) := (Z()\),5(A),2())), see Figure (a).
In this section the wavelength interval [a,b] is taken to be [400,700] nm, although w is
tabulated on a larger interval. The calculation of the centroid of the metameric suite (which
we think of as an “average”) is viewed as a solution to the problem of spectral estimation of
the material reflectance r()), given its response XY Z. This problem is a part of “inverse
colorimetry” in Koenderink [27], sections 13.1.3 and 13.4.4. Many other methods have been
studied. Hawkyard [I7] uses a special weighted average of the CIE color matching functions.
Murakami et. al. [32] use a Gaussian mixture of Wiener estimates. DiCarlo and Wandell
[14] use submanifold estimation methods, which are inherently non-linear. Heikkinen et. al.
[18] [19L 20] use regularization and PCA for dimensionality reduction in a “kernel machine”
framework, and have used a non-linear transformation to enforce feasible reflectance values.
Bianco [2] uses ICA for dimensionality reduction and minimizes a customized objective
function with four terms. Jakob and Hanika [25] use quadratic polynomials followed by an
algebraic squashing function. Burns [6] uses a least-squares minimization with constraints
and with squashing function (tanh(t) + 1)/2 (the LHTSS method), which is solved using
Lagrange multipliers.
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Our “centroid method” is closest in spirit to [I7] and [25]; in fact it combines elements of
both. Both the centroid and the Hawyard methods use a linear combination of 3 responsivity
functions and solve a system of 3 equations in 3 unknowns, and neither uses dimensionality
reduction or a training set. One could say that the centroid method is the Hawkyard method
with the addition of a squashing function; a more colorful description might be that it is
“Hawkyard with a squash”. The centroid method has these features:

(1) no training set is required

(2) no special numerical implementation, a generic m-dimensional root finder works
(3) the spectral estimate has the exact desired response yo (up to numerical precision)
(4) the spectral estimate works even for responses near the optimal color boundary (up
to numerical stability)
(5) the calculated reflectance values are always feasible, i.e. inside [0,1]; this property

is intrinsic to the method

On the other hand, irregularities in the spectrum of the light source will appear in the
spectral estimate, so it may not be well suited for fluorescent light sources.

For (2), our software implementation uses the root finder in rootSolve [43], which uses
Newton-Raphson iteration. As mentioned in the Remark after one could also use an
m-~dimensional function minimizer, or even a combination of the two.
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Ficure 12.1. (a) The CIE 1931 standard observer responsivities
(w1=%, we=y,ws=z) vs. wavelength, along with their sum. (b) The repa-
rameterization A=p(w) from w € [0,1] to A € [400, 700]. The reparameterization is
chosen so the sum of the three new responsivities is constant. (¢) The three new
equalized responsivities, along with their sum (~319.8).

If an object has a constant reflectance (a perfectly neutral spectral gray) and the estimated
reflectance is equal to the true reflectance (up to numerical tolerance), we say that the
estimator is meutral-exact. This is a desirable property for an estimator. A fancy way
to say this: the right-inverse v from equation maps the line segment of neutral grays
(the diagonal of the zonoid Z) to the line segment of constant spectra (the diagonal of
the cube @*°). The centroid method is neutral-exact iff there is a linear combination of
the responsivities wy, wy, and ws that is a non-zero constant C. For Z, g, and Z this far
from true, and so, following Logvinenko [3I], we reparametrize the interval [400,700] with
a function ¢ : [0,1] — [400,700] so that the sum of the new responsivities is constant, see
Figures (b) and (¢). This new reparameterized A in (¢) is now neutral-exact, and we
say the the responsivities are equalized.
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FI1GURE 12.2. Six spectra from the NCSU dataset of 170 spectra. The vertical axis
is reflectance. In each plot, the original spectrum is drawn with solid linestyle. The
estimated spectrum using the centroid method, and with the original responsivities
in Figure (a), is drawn with dotted linestyle. The estimated spectrum using
the same method, but with the equalized responsivities in (c), is drawn with
dashed linestyle. Compare with Koenderink [27] Figure 13.8, p. 555. In each plot,
all 3 spectra are metameric under Illuminant E.

For testing an estimator, it is standard practice to take the reflectance spectrum of a
material, compute its XY Z, estimate the spectrum from XY Z, and then compare the true
and estimated spectra. For example, Figure shows the true and estimated spectra for
6 spectra from the NCSU dataset of 170 reflectance spectra. Each figure shows both the
unequalized and the equalized estimates. Note that true spectrum of sample “170: Cotton
cloth - light gray” is quite flat, except below 425nm. The estimate from the unequalized
A has undulations, which are artifacts from the peaks and valleys in Z, g, and zZ. The
“neutral-exact” estimate is much flatter and more accurate. In equation we saw that
the estimate with equalized responsivities could be interpreted as a centroid with a non-
uniform directed filtration. In these 6 examples, the original and equalized estimates are
different, so this is an example of two different filtrations (one uniform and one non-uniform)
of L'[400,700] that yield different centroids of the same set.

We turn now to the Hawkyard method [I7]. Once again we use illuminant E for simplicity.
As presented in [2], the responsivities are normalized like this (see Figure (b)):

(12.1) T=z/(T+y+2) y=g/(Z+7+2) Z2:=z/(T+y+2)
and we then seek a reflectance r that is a linear combination r = a,% + a,y + a7 for
three unknown «’s. Assume there are 301 | wavelengths, from 400 to 700 with a Inm step.

In matrix form we seek a 301-vector r = Wa where W is a 301x3 matrix whose columns
are Z, y, and z, and where « is the unknown 3-vector. Let W be the 301x3 matrix whose
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columns are Z, g, and z. For given 3-vector XY Z, the equation to be satisfied is
Wir=XYZ = W (Wa)=XYZ =— (WTW) a=XYZ

and this is an trivial 3x3 matrix equation. This normalized Hawkyard method has the
neutral-exact property as well. Note the similarity between the normalized responsivities
in Figure (b), and the equalized responsivities in Figure (c). In fact, we saw in
the previous section that they are the same, except for the reparameterization from w to A
and a scale factor. The chief problem with the Hawkyard method is that it can generate
reflectances outside [0,1]. In our calculations, we simply clamp the reflectance to [0,1], but
this changes the resulting XYZ. More sophisticated XYZ-preserving corrections have been
implemented, see [53]. Because of the “squashing function” the centroid method does not
have this problem.
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Ficure 12.3. (o) The CIE 1931 standard observer responsivities
(w1=T, wa=y,w3=Z) vs. wavelength, along with their sum. (b) The three
normalized responsivities, along with their sum (= 1), as used in the Hawkyard
method.

The two methods have been compared on the full NCSU dataset of 170 reflectance spectra.
For each spectrum the residual spectrum is defined by

residual := (estimated spectrum) — (true spectrum)

and we split the residual into positive and negative parts by setting

residual™ := max(residual, 0) and residual” := min(residual, 0)
so that
residual = residual™ + residual” and |residual| = residualt — residual™

The means of both residual™ and residual™ over all 170 objects, and for both estimation
methods, are plotted in Figure (a). Note that for the interval from 650 to 700 nm, both
estimates are mostly too low. The ‘spread’ between the means of residual™ and residual™
is the mean of |residual|. The difference between the accuracy of the two methods is not
really significant, but recall that some of the Hawkyard-estimated spectra do not have the
exact desired XYZ because of clamping.

The two methods are also compared on the Krinov dataset of 337 natural outdoor re-
flectance spectra. These are plotted in Figure (b). Note that the scales in the two plots
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FIGURE 12.4. (left) mean residuals for NCSU dataset of objects [47]. The mean of
residual™ is above the x-axis, and the mean of residual™ is below. (right) mean
residuals for the Krinov dataset of outdoor objects [28§].

are not the same; the residuals in the Krinov dataset are much smaller. The reason is that
the outdoor colors are less vivid than the NCSU dataset (which includes many man-made
objects). Once again the difference between the accuracy of the two methods is not really
significant. Compare these plots with Bianco [2] Figure 6, where the mean of |residual| is
plotted for many methods.

One can create a different estimator by taking linear combinations of Z, ¢, and Z, to get
a new basis for their span. One popular change of basis is the Hunt-Pointer-Estevez trans-
formation to responsivities I, m, and 5. These are designed to approximate the responses
of the long, medium, and short cones in the retina of the standard observer, see Hunt [24],
page 598. They are plotted in Figure (a) along with the equalized ZA, m, and S in (c).
Compare this with Figure

The responses XYZ and LMS are related by a 3x3 matrix. The centroid method using
XYZ and with LMS are compared in Figure for both the NCSU and Krinov datasets.
Both estimators are neutral-exact.

On the NCSU dataset the LMS estimator is slightly better than the XYZ, but the reverse
is true for the Krinov dataset. There is little evidence to choose one over the other.

13. THE UNBOUNDED CASE

In this section we briefly examine, without complete proofs, what happens when the
cube Q> is replaced by the non-negative orthant Lt :={f € L*[0,1] : f(z) > 0 a.e.}. The
inclusion and mapping situation is

A
LY c L'0,1] » R™

For y € R™ we are now interested in the centroid of A=1(y) N L1+. The first difficulty is
that the set may be unbounded; moreover V,, N A~!(y) N L} may be unbounded for all n
and so centroid g (A~!(y) N LY ) is undefined. So in this Section we place the following extra
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FIGURE 12.5. (a) The  Hunt-Pointer-Estevez =~ LMS  responsivities
(wy=I, wo=mm,ws=5) vs. wavelength, along with their sum. (b) The repa-
rameterization A=¢(w) from w € [0,1] to A € [400, 700]. The reparameterization is
chosen so the sum of the responsivities in (a) is constant. (c¢) The three equalized
responsivities lA, m, and S, along with their sum.
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FIGURE 12.6. (left) mean residuals for NCSU dataset of objects [47]. These are
the means of |residual| for two estimators. (right) means of |residual| for the
Krinov dataset of outdoor objects from [28], and for the same 2 estimators.

conditions on w(z) := (w1 (x), ..., wm(x))
(13.1) w;(z) > 0 for all 4 and Zwi(:c) >e for some € > 0
i=1

As usual, these inequalities should be taken almost everywhere in z. They imply that
AL (y) N LY is bounded.

Define Yy, := AW(Li). In the bounded case Ay (Q°°) was a convex body, but now Yy, is
a convex cone contained in the non-negative orthant R := {(t1,...,t;) s all t; > 0}. Also
define the non-positive orthant R™ := {(t1,...,t,,) : all t; < 0}.
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For the cube Q> we used p := 1 1}, but now we want to replace it by p := 1[g o). The
Laplace Transform P(s) is now

P(s) :==B(p)(s) := /OOO e tdt = 1/s for R(s) <0

Note that P(s) is only defined in the left half-plane. We also get
K(t) := log(P(—t)) = —log(—t) ot):=K'(t)=—-1/t fort<0
K, (s) = —logls| for R(s) <0

Since p does not have compact support, the key results of Section [9]- Theorem [9.1} Lemma
and Corollary [0.1]- cannot be applied here. However, because the form of these functions
is so simple, the conclusions can be quickly checked directly, with appropriate restrictions
to the left half-plane.

We turn now to the diffeomorphism G, in Theoremm For (t1,...,tm) € R™ (all t; < 0),
it follows from that t1w1(x) + ... + tmwm(z) < 0. We now define G, : R™ — Yy, by
the same formula [5.1]

Go(t1, .. tm) = Aw(c(tiwy + ... + twy))  where o(t) = -1/t

Since ¢’(t) > 0, the derivative DG, is positive-definite as in[5.1} and so G, is injective as in
the bounded case. However, the argument for surjectivity breaks down because the support
function ¢z is unbounded, and Lemma [5.4]is false. In fact, G, is not surjective in general;
see the example in Figure m part (¢). This means that the saddlepoint equation may have
no solution.

But if it does have a solution, then the complex inversion has a saddlepoint and the
techniques for proving the Main Theorem go through as before. The functions K(s) and
K, (s) have the required bounds. By construction, all components of the saddlepoint are
in the region of convergence of P(s). The unbounded version of the Main Theorem can be
stated

Main Theorem. (unbounded version) Let w : [0,1] — R™ be a step function with
Wi, ..., Wy, linearly independent and satisfying conditions|13.1. Let Ay : L1[0,1] — R™ be
the induced surjective linear operator. If yo € R and the saddlepoint equation

1
(13.2) / o({r,w(x)))w(z)dx = yo TeR” o(t)=-1/t
0
has a solution Ty € I@’_”, then 1o is unique and

centroid g (Ll+ N A‘;l(yo)) = o({0,w))

where P is the profile-gauge directed filtration of L'[0,1].

For application in colorimetry we interpret a function f € L [a,b] as a spectral power
distribution of a light source. Its L'-norm is the total power of the light source. With
the CIE 1931 standard observer responsivities wi==Z, we=y, and ws=Z as in the previous
section, Aw(f) is the 3-vector of tristimulus values XY Z of f. Given an XY Z; € Ri, the
above centroid is interpreted as a good estimate for a light source with that XY Z.

Figure shows the estimates of two standard spectra from their XY Z values. The
equalized responsivities Z, 7, and z from Figure are used here, so the estimator is
neutral-exact (i.e. the estimate of Illuminante E is exact). These estimates tend to flatten at
the ends. In part (c) the familiar inverted-U is the section of the convex cone Yy := Aw(L1)
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FIGURE 13.1. (a) the spectrum of standard Illuminant A and an estimate for it,
using the centroid method; these two spectra are metameric. (b) the same as (a)
but with Illuminant D65. (c¢) see the text

by the plane X+Y +Z=1; it illustrates the chromaticities of all possible light sources. The
triskelion-shaped region is the section of the (non-convex) cone G,(R™) by the same plane.
Chromaticities outside this region cannot be spectrally estimated by the centroid method.

14. DISCUSSION

To summarize, the centroid we have defined is relative to a specific directed filtration &2,
and is a unique linear combination of the responsivities wy, . . ., wy,, followed by a Langevin-
function-based squashing function o(t). We have proved this under the condition that the
responsivities are step functions. Some open questions are:

e In the Main Theorem, can the requirement that w : [0,1] — R™ be a step function
be removed? From Corollary we know that the saddlepoint equation has a
solution 7g for small perturbations of w, so the resulting function o ({9, w)) is the
only possible candidate for the centroid. But that does not mean that the net
in Definition [3.2| converges to it. A density argument might work to extend it to
regulated functions, i.e. uniform limits of step functions, see ([29] p. 94). Another
approach might be to prove Corollary [8.1] about the ratio of two Laplacian integrals,
with weaker conditions on ¢, () and f(z). In the almost trivial case where m=1
and the feasible region is the unbounded orthant from the previous section, the
function P(s) = 1/s is so simple that the answer is yes.

e In the Main Theorem, can the profile-gauge directed filtration &2 be replaced by a
bigger one, perhaps even the collection of all finite-dimensional subspaces of L]0, 1]?
I suspect that for this collection # the answer is no - that the corresponding net
does not converge in general.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF THE LAPLACE APPROXIMATION

Lemma A.1. Let o := («1,...,qp) be a multi-index of non-negative integers, and|a| :=
a1+ -+ ap. Let pi=(u1,...,1umnm) be a vector of positive numbers. Let Bs be the ball in
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R™ centered at 0 with radius §. Then

m
(A1) / |21 |t @, | T exp —% Z,ujx? de = O (n_(mﬂo“)m) (n — o0)
ot

(A.2) / |zq |t @, | " exp . Zujx? dr = O(e”") (n— o)
. 2 2

and € can be taken to be 52 min(u)/2 > 0, where min(u) = min;(u;).
Proof. In for m=1 the integral is

/|x|aexp [—nuxz} dr = 2/ % exp {—nuxﬂ dx
R 2 0 2

The substitution y = nuz?/2 quickly leads to

—(a+1)/2
1
/|x|aexp a?| dr = T (2 r n~(et1)/2
. 2 2 2

This takes care of m=1. For m > 2, the integral splits into a product of m integrals over
R, the exponents of n add up to —(m +|«|)/2, and this shows
In[A22] the case m=1 is equivalent to:

(A3) /6 T v exp {—ZW] dr = O(e=™) (n— o)

Since 0 < (x — 4)?2, it suffices to show with —z? replaced —20z + 62. When a=0 this
integral is elementary and follows easily, with € = §%u/2. For a > 1 it follows by
integration by parts and induction on . This takes care of m=1. Define r := (23 + --- +
x2)1/2. We have |zj| <7 and —p; < —min(p) for all j, and so

m
|1 | | Y™ exp _gZMjI? < rlolexp [—Zmin(@ﬁ]
j=1

Now use spherical coordinates and change of variables to integrate the right side over R™\ B;
and conclude that the integral in is bounded above by

VOl(Smfl)/ pelFm=loxp {—Zmin(u)ﬂ] dr
é

where S™~1 is the unit sphere in R™. Now follows from [A.3 O

Now we are ready for

Proof. of Theorem based on Wong [51], Theorem 3, p. 495. For easier reference, the
conclusion of the Laplace Approximation theorem is repeated here:

2
n

m
m

(A4) /U bn(@) f(@)" d ~ |det<f”<xo>>|5( >2¢n($0)f(ffo)n+2 (n = o)

For the conditions (a),...,(e) on ¢,(z) and f(x) see

WLOG we can assume f(z9)=1. Otherwise replace f(z) by f(z)/f(xo). Conditions (a),
(b), and (e) are still true, with the new f(z). In the theorem’s conclusion, if f(x) is divided
by any a > 0, the left side and right sides of the equivalence are both divided by a™.
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Split the integral

/¢n = G (2)e"" ) dar Jr/ b () f(2)" d
Bo U\ Bo
(A.5) =Ji(n) + J2(n)

Note that Ji(n) is real, but Ja(n) is complex in general. Consider J;(n) first. If necessary,
shrink By so the Morse Lemma, [21] p. 145, applies to h(z) at the critical point 2. There is
a neighborhood € of 0 and a diffeomorphism g : Q — By with ¢g(0) = 2 and det ¢’(0) = 1.
Define ®,, : Q@ — R by

D, (y) := dnlg(y)) det g'(y)

(A.6) then Jy(n) = / ®,,(y) exp —g Z,ujy? dy by change of variables
Q ©
j=1

Since f”’(zo) is negative-definite, all pu;>0. The Morse Lemma loses 2 degrees of differen-
tiability. So since f(x) is C*, g(y) is C2, and ¢/(y) is C*. By (d) ¢n(x) is C and so @,,(y)
is C'. Moreover, by condition (d), [|®y[lc: < K1|®,(0)| for some Ky, where ||| is the
Cl-norm on Q. By the Mean Value Theorem

(A7) D, (y) = 0,(0) + Z D*®,,(&)y® for some & € [0,y]

|a]=1
Abbreviate Q(y) := >_7"; p1;y3, and substituteinto to get
n
R = 0,0 [ exp[ ] i+ Y [ Do exp[ Q<y>] dy
¢ laf=1 2

Abbreviate these two terms by J3(n) + Ja(n) and consider J3(n) first.

B =00 [ exw|~500)| v~ 0,00 [ exw|-500)]

The first integral can be evaluated exactly, and the absolute value of second integral is
bounded by This gives

2w m/2
(A8)  Ja(n) = dulo) (r - ) /2 (n) T 6n@)| O () (n— )

Since pg -+ oy, = |det h”(:co)|, the first term is the asymptotic limit we want, and now
we show that the other terms tend to 0.
For Jy(n), we have \D%n(g)\ <Pl < Klyqbn(

| Ja(n)] < Ki|gn(@o)| > /|y| exp [— Qy )] dy

lee|=1

< Ki|¢n(zo)| Y / eXP[ Q(y)} dy

o =1

(A.9) =|6n(0)| O (07" V/2) (0 o0) by

by (d)
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Now return to Jo(n) in

)< [ e ser e = [ oo e do

< [ o) ey do since 5] <M < S(z0) = 1 by ()
U\Bo

< M"_”OKgnkwn(xo)‘ for sufficiently large n by (e)
= M~ Kon* M"| ¢y, (x0)|
= ‘¢n(xo)| (’)(nke_c”) (n = o0) where ¢ = —log(M) >0

Combine and the previous estimate and divide by ¢, (xo)

1 m m+1
—don" 2 —en — == k_—cn
7(%(330)(](”) on~ 2 + Ofe )+(’)(n 2 )+O(n e M) (n — o)
where do = (pt1 - - - i) ~1/2(27)™/2. Multiply both sides by n% to get

nm/2

¢n (xO)

The three error terms tend to 0 and so
nm/?

J(n) = do + O (nmﬂe*m) + 0O (nfé) + O(n’”m/Ze*C") (n — o)

J(n) ~ dy (n — o)

do 2”) bu(z0)  (n— o0)

J(n) ~ 7¢n(x0) = (Nl"'ﬂm)_l/Q (

nm/2 n

and we are done. O

SOFTWARE AND FIGURES

All calculations and figures were made using the software R: A Language and En-
vironment for Statistical Computing [35], and with R packages colorSpec [I3] and
rootSolve [43].
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