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Abstract. Series expansions of isotropic Gaussian random fields on S2 with independent
Gaussian coefficients and localised basis functions are constructed. Such representations
with multilevel localised structure provide an alternative to the standard Karhunen-Loève
expansions of isotropic random fields in terms of spherical harmonics. The basis functions
are obtained by applying the square root of the covariance operator to spherical needlets.
Localisation of the resulting covariance-dependent multilevel basis is shown under decay
conditions on the angular power spectrum of the random field. In addition, numerical
illustrations are given and an application to random elliptic PDEs on the sphere is analysed.
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1. Introduction

Random fields on the sphere S2 are an important tool in many disciplines where measure-
ment data are defined on a sphere, for instance geophysics, climatology, oceanography, and
astrophysics; for an overview, we refer to [18, 19, 25, 31]. A random field on S2 is a mapping
u : Ω × S2 → R that is F ⊗ B(S2)-measurable, where (Ω,F ,P) is a probability space.
Such a random field on S2 is called Gaussian if for every k ∈ N and s1, . . . , sk ∈ S2, the
vector (u(s1), . . . , u(sk)) has multivariate Gaussian distribution. A prominent application
of Gaussian random fields on S2 in cosmology is in the analysis of the cosmic microwave
background radiation [26]. In these applications isotropic random fields, whose probability
law is invariant under spherical rotations, play a central role.

Beyond the efficient sampling of random fields on S2 (see, for instance, [8, 12, 14]), many
tasks in the analysis and computational treatment of random fields require their expansion
as series of functions with random scalar coefficients. Note that by subtracting E[u] from
any given random field u, we can restrict ourselves to the case of centred random fields with
E[u] = 0. The classical Karhunen-Loève (KL) expansion of a centred Gaussian random field
u on S2 yields a random series representation

(1.1) u(s) =
∞∑
i=1

ziϕi(s), s ∈ S2,

where (zi)i∈N is a sequence of independent scalar Gaussian random variables. The functions
ϕi ∈ L2(S2) are determined as eigenfunctions of the covariance operator of u. While this
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expansion yields the most rapid convergence in L2-norm, the functions ϕi typically exhibit
global oscillations.

However, alternative expansions in terms of basis functions with spatial localisation can
be advantageous. A classical example of such a localised expansion is the Lévy-Ciesielsky
representation [7] of the Brownian bridge b on [0, 1],

(1.2) b(x) =
∞∑
j=0

2j−1∑
k=0

yjk 2−
j
2h(2jx− k), x ∈ [0, 1].

Here yjk ∼ N (0, 1) are independent and h(x) = max{1 − 2|x − 1
2 |, 0} is a piecewise affine

linear hat function supported on [0, 1], and thus |supph(2jx−k)| = 2−j . The representation
(1.2) needs to be compared to the KL expansion of b, which reads

(1.3) b(x) =

∞∑
i=1

yi
sin(πix)

πi
,

where yi ∼ N (0, 1). Both expansions describe the same random field in terms of independent
scalar random variables, but the Lévy-Ciesielsky representation is especially well-suited for
studying the regularity of realisations in Hölder or more general Besov spaces [7, 32].

Multilevel representations in terms of basis functions having similar localisation as in (1.2)
were constructed in [3] for a more general stationary Gaussian random fields u on domains
D ⊂ Rm, m ∈ N. The covariance function of such stationary random fields is of the form

(1.4) E[u(x)u(x′)] = k(x− x′), x, x′ ∈ D,
for a function k on Rm with non-negative Fourier transform k̂, defined as

k̂(ξ) = F [k](ξ) =

∫
Rm

k(x) e−iξx dx, ξ ∈ Rm.

In [3], multilevel representations are obtained for a class of k comprising in particular the
family of Matérn covariances. These covariances are given in terms of their Fourier transforms
by

k̂(ξ) = cν,λ

(
2ν

λ2
+ |ξ|2

)−(ν+d/2)

, cν,λ :=
2dπd/2Γ(ν + d/2)(2ν)ν

Γ(ν)λ2ν
,

for ξ ∈ Rm, with parameters ν, λ > 0. The basis functions constructed in [3] have similar
properties as the classical Meyer wavelets.

In computational methods for partial differential equations (PDEs) with random fields as
coefficients, representations of random fields in terms of hierarchical multilevel basis func-
tions as in (1.2) can also have advantages. For sparse polynomial approximations of random
PDEs on domains D ⊂ Rm with lognormally distributed diffusion coefficients (that is, co-
efficients of the form exp(b), where b is a Gaussian random field), improved convergence
rates have been obtained in [2] based on such multilevel expansions of b. For slightly sim-
plified model problems where the random field expansion enters in the diffusion coefficient
in an affine manner, multilevel expansions have been shown to enable the construction of
adaptive stochastic Galerkin methods of near-optimal computational complexity [1, 4] for
the computation of sparse polynomial approximations. In contrast, algorithms with these
near-optimality properties are not available for KL-type expansions of random fields. The
choice of a series expansion can thus be interpreted as a choice of coordinates for the random
field that has computational implications. In a similar vein, in [16, 17] and independently
in [20], multilevel expansions have served as the basis of improved Quasi-Monte Carlo (QMC)
integration methods for lognormal random PDEs.

In this work, we consider expansions of Gaussian random fields on the sphere that have sim-
ilar hierarchical multilevel structure as in previous constructions on domains, where we focus
on the case of isotropic random fields on S2. The random field u is called (strongly) isotropic
if for every k ∈ N, s1, . . . , sk ∈ S2 and g ∈ SO(3), the random vectors (u(s1), . . . , u(sk)) and
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(u(gs1), . . . , u(gsk)) have the same law. The random field u is said to be 2-weakly isotropic
if u(s) ∈ L2(Ω) for every s ∈ S2 and

E[u(s1)] = E[u(gs1)], E[u(s1)u(s2)] = E[u(gs1)u(gs2)]

for all s1, s2 ∈ S2 and all g ∈ SO(3). Gaussian random fields are isotropic if and only if they
are 2-weakly isotropic [25, Prop. 5.10(3)]; in other words, they are isotropic as soon as their
expectations and covariance functions are invariant under rotations. In the case of centred
u that we consider, this reduces to the condition that there exists a function ρ : [−1, 1]→ R
such that

(1.5) ρ(s1 · s2) = E[u(s1)u(s2)],

where the inner product s1 · s2 equals the cosine of the angle between s1 and s2.
The KL expansion of a centred isotropic Gaussian random field yields a decomposition

in terms of spherical harmonics Y`m, ` ≥ 0, m = −`, . . . , `, which are eigenfunctions of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator on S2. The expansion (1.1) thus takes the form

(1.6) u =

∞∑
`=0

∞∑
m=−∞

z`mY`m,

with z`m ∼ N (0, A`), where the positive real sequence A = (A`)`∈N0 is called the power
spectrum of u. For a detailed study of this expansion, see [22].

The alternative type of expansion with localised basis functions that we consider is based
on spherical needlets [28]. These are functions ψjk with a scale parameter (or level) j ∈ N0

and an angular index k ∈ {1, . . . , nj}, which have localisation properties of the following
type: with the geodesic distance

(1.7) d(s, s′) = arccos(s · s′)

on S2, for each ψjk there exists a point ξjk ∈ S2 such that

(1.8) |ψjk(s)| ≤
C2j

1 +
(
2jd(s, ξjk)

)r , s ∈ S2,

for some (or, depending on the precise construction, any) r ∈ N with C = C(r) > 0; that
is, ψjk is concentrated near ξjk and decays rapidly with increasing angular distance to this
point.

As shown in [28], the points ξjk can be chosen constructively such that the family {ψjk : j ∈
N0, k = 1, . . . , nj} is a Parseval frame of L2(S2). This means that for any f ∈ L2(S2),

‖f‖2L2(S2) =
∑
j,k

|〈f, ψjk〉|2 and f =
∑
j,k

〈f, ψjk〉L2(S2)ψjk,

as for orthonormal bases of L2(S2), but without any requirement of linear independence of
frame elements. In [5], it was shown that the needlet coefficients 〈u, ψjk〉L2(S2) of a weakly

isotropic (not necessarily Gaussian) second-order random field u on S2, which are scalar
random variables, are asymptotically uncorrelated in the following sense: under certain decay
conditions on the power spectrum A = (A`)`≥0, for k, k′ ∈ {1, . . . , nj} one has

(1.9)

Corr
(
〈u, ψjk〉L2 , 〈u, ψjk′〉L2

)
=

E[〈u, ψjk〉L2〈u, ψjk′〉L2 ]√
E|〈u, ψjk〉L2 |2 E|〈u, ψjk′〉L2 |2

≤ CM

1 +
(
2jd(ξjk, ξjk′)

)M
for an M ∈ N and CM > 0. The correlation of coefficients corresponding to needlets with
some fixed angular separation thus decreases rapidly with increasing level j.
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We show that for any given isotropic Gaussian random field u, there exist modified needlets
ψA
jk such that one has the expansion

(1.10) u =
∞∑
j=0

nj∑
k=1

yjkψ
A
jk

in terms of independent scalar Gaussian random variables yjk ∼ N (0, 1). This provides an
alternative to the KL expansion (1.6), and the expansion coefficients are exactly uncorrelated:
Corr(yjk yj′k′) = 0 for all j, j′ and k, k′ such that j 6= j′ or k 6= k′. The modified needlets

ψA
jk still have the same localisation property (1.8) as the standard needlets ψjk, but with r

limited by certain features of the power spectrum of u. In other words, whereas coefficients in
the expansion with respect to standard needlets ψjk are dependent (although asymptotically

uncorrelated) random variables, the modified needlets ψA
jk are adapted to the given random

field to give, as in the KL case, a series expansion with independent coefficients. This inde-
pendence property is crucial in many applications in uncertainty quantification, for instance
in the sparse polynomial approximation of random fields derived from u as considered at the
end of this work.

A necessary and sufficient condition on ψA
jk for the expansion (1.10) in terms of independent

scalar random variables yjk to hold was established in a more general setting in [24]. This
condition is related to the reproducing kernel Hilbert space (also known as Cameron-Martin
space), denoted H , of the random field u, which is defined as follows: the H -inner product
is first defined for finite linear combinations of the form

(1.11)

N∑
n=0

αiρsi , s1, . . . , sN ∈ S2, α1, . . . αN ∈ R, N ∈ N,

with ρs(t) := ρ(s · t) as

〈ρs, ρs′〉H := ρ(s · s′),
and H is obtained as the closure of expressions (1.11) with respect to this inner product.
As shown in [24], one has the expansion (1.10) precisely when the family {ψA

jk} is a Parseval
frame of H .

Our strategy is thus to modify the needlets ψjk such that they form a Parseval frame of
H . This can be achieved in explicit form by a transformation of their spherical harmonics
representations using the power spectrum of the random field; the evaluation of the resulting
functions is no more complicated than for standard spherical needlets. After collecting some
preliminaries on spherical harmonics expansions in Section 2, the construction of the modified
needlets ψA

jk is described in Section 3.

Whereas obtaining an expansion (1.10) does not require any further assumptions on the
power spectrum, the main issue lies in ensuring that decay properties of the form (1.8) still
hold for ψA

jk. As our main result, we show in Section 4 that with some C > 0, ψA
jk satisfies

the angular decay estimate

(1.12) |ψA
jk(s)| ≤

C2−βj

1 +
(
2jd(s, ξjk)

)r , s ∈ S2.

Here β > 0 and the exponent r is restricted by the decay of the sequence (
√
A`)`∈N0 and its

forward differences, which are defined recursively by ∆0
` :=

√
A` and ∆i

` := ∆i−1
`+1 −∆i−1

` for

i ∈ N. More precisely, we show that (1.12) holds provided that |∆0
` | → 0 and that

|∆r
` | ≤ Cr(1 + `)−(1+β+r), ` ≥ 0,

for some Cr > 0. As shown below, this also implies that |∆i
`| ≤ Ci(1 + `)−(1+β+i) for

i = 0, . . . , r− 1 with Ci > 0. Note that the parameter β corresponds to the regularity of the
realisations of the random field, whereas r is related to the order up to which the decay of
the differences of the

√
A` is consistent with the derivatives of the function ` 7→ (1+`)−(1+β).
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In Section 5, we provide numerical illustrations of the constructed expansions and on the
dependence of their localisation properties on the power spectra of the random fields. In
addition, we study the approximation of the individual needlets by splines. In Section 6.1,
we consider two applications of the expansions: sparse polynomial approximations of elliptic
PDEs with random coefficients on S2, and approximation and sampling of random fields by
truncated expansions.

Let us note that our results can also be applied immediately in the context of the QMC
methods in [16, 17, 20] that make use of localisation in random field expansions. Moreover,
the expansions contructed here may be a suitable tool for the study of Besov regularity of
realisations of random fields (complementing results on Hölder regularity in [15]), similarly
to the role played by the expansion (1.2) of the Brownian bridge in [32].

Remark 1. Analogous results can be shown for random fields on Sn with n > 2 by a sim-
ilar adaptation of techniques in [28]. The present work can also directly be extended to
Gaussian random fields on product manifolds [0, T ]×S2 corresponding to an additional time
dependence, provided that the covariance of the Gaussian field has product structure and is
isotropic in the spherical variable. The extension to general random fields that are stationary
in time and isotropic on the sphere, as considered in [10], is left for future work.

2. Karhunen-Loève Expansions of Random Fields on S2

In this section, we collect some basic facts on spherical harmonics and on their role in series
expansions of random fields on S2; for further details, we refer to [22,25]. An important role
in the definition of spherical harmonics is played by the associated Legendre functions P`m,
which are defined as

P`m(x) = (−1)m(1− x2)m/2
dm

dxm
P`(x),

where P` is the `-th Legendre polynomial with explicit expression

P`(x) =
1

2``!

d`

dx`
(
x2 − 1)` .

The Legendre polynomials satisfy

(2.1) max
x∈[−1,1]

|P`(x)| = 1, ` ∈ N0,

as well as ∫ 1

−1
P`(x)P`′(x) dx =

2

2`+ 1
δ`,`′ , `, `′ ∈ N0.

In particular, note that P`0 = P`.
In what follows, for s ∈ S2, we use the convention

(2.2) s = (sinϑ cosϕ, sinϑ sinϕ, cosϑ) with ϑ ∈ [0, π] and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π)

for writing s in spherical coordinates. The real-valued spherical harmonics are now defined
as

Y`m(s) =
√

2N`mP`m(cosϑ) cos(mϕ), m = 1, . . . , `,

Y`0(s) = N`0P`(cosϑ),

Y`m(s) =
√

2N`mP`|m|(cosϑ) sin(|m|ϕ), m = −`, . . . ,−1,

with the normalisation factors

N`m :=

√
2`+ 1

4π

(`− |m|)!
(`+ |m|)! .

Spherical harmonics can also be characterised as restrictions to the unit sphere S2 of real
harmonic polynomials in R3 (see, e.g., [25, Sec. 3.4, Proposition 3.33]).
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It is well known (see, e.g., [25, Sec. 3.4]) that the family {Y`m : ` ∈ N∪{0},m ∈ {−`, . . . , `}}
is an orthonormal basis of L2(S2). In particular,

f =

∞∑
`=0

∑̀
m=−`

(∫
S2
Y`m f dσ

)
Y`m , f ∈ L2(S2),

where we write σ for the spherical measure with σ(S2) = 4π corresponding to the surface
area of the unit sphere.

In what follows, we frequently use the well-known fact that for any ` ∈ N0,

(2.3)
∑̀
m=−`

Y`m(x)Y`m(y) =
2`+ 1

4π
P`(x · y), x, y ∈ S2.

Remark 2. The complex-valued spherical harmonics are

Y`m(s) = N`mP`m(cosϑ)eimϕ, m ≥ 0,

Y`m(s) = (−1)mY`,−m(s), m < 0.

From this, one recovers the real-valued spherical harmonics by

Y`m :=
√

2 ReY`m for m = 1, . . . , `,

Y`,−m :=
√

2 ImY`m for m = 1, . . . , `,

see also [25, Rem. 3.24, Rem. 3.37]. Using Y`m = (−1)mY`,−m, it is easy to see that

(2.4)
∑̀
m=−`

Y`m(ξjk)Y`m(s) =
∑̀
m=−`

Y`m(ξjk)Y`m(s).

The Karhunen-Loève expansion of a real-valued centred isotropic Gaussian random field
u on S2 is of the form

(2.5) u =

∞∑
`=0

√
A`

∑̀
m=−`

y`m Y`m, y`,m ∼ N (0, 1) i.i.d.,

with the real-valued spherical harmonics Y`m. Here the positive sequence A = (A`)`∈N0 , the
power spectrum of u, is such that

(2.6)
∞∑
`=0

(2`+ 1)A` <∞.

This representation was used, for instance, in [21] for the discretization of stochastic differ-
ential equations on the sphere. The covariance function of u is given, for s, s′ ∈ S2, by

(2.7)

ρ(s · s′) := E[u(s)u(s′)]

=

∞∑
`=0

A`
∑̀
m=−`

Y`m(s)Y`m(s′) =

∞∑
`=0

A`
2`+ 1

4π
P`(s · s′),

where we have used (2.3). The condition (2.6) implies that the integral operator on L2(S2)
with kernel ρ,

(2.8)

T : L2(S2)→ L2(S2),

f 7→
(
s 7→

∫
S2
ρ(s · s′) f(s′) dσ(s′)

)
where ∫

S2
ρ(s · s′) f(s′) dσ(s′) =

∞∑
`=0

A`
∑̀
m=−`

(∫
S2
Y`m(s′) f(s′) dσ(s′)

)
Y`m(s)
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is a nuclear operator. We also have T : C(S2)′ → C(S2), since by (2.1) and (2.6), the series
of continuous functions of s, s′ on the right side of (2.7) converges uniformly, and thus the
kernel ρ is continuous.

Remark 3. In terms of complex-valued spherical harmonics, such random fields can alterna-
tively be written in the form

(2.9) u =
∞∑
`=0

∑̀
m=−`

a`mY`m;

here a`m are complex-valued Gaussian random variables where a`m ∼ N (0, A`/2) are in-
dependent for m > 0, a`0 ∼ N (0, A`) is real-valued and independent of the former, and
Re a`m = (−1)mRe a`,−m, Im a`m = (−1)m+1Im a`,−m; see [22,25].

Remark 4. As shown in [22, Thm. 4.6], Hölder regularity of realisations holds under a slightly
stronger condition than (2.6): if for a β > 0,

(2.10)
∞∑
`=0

(1 + `)1+2βA` <∞,

then the random field has a modification that is in Cγ(S2) for any γ < β.

3. Needlet expansions of random fields

For many purposes, the notion of orthonormal bases is too restrictive. However, one
can instead consider frames, where the basis functions are no longer required to be linearly
independent. A family {ϕi}i∈N is called a frame for the Hilbert space H if

c‖f‖2H ≤
∞∑
i=1

|〈f, ϕi〉H |2 ≤ C‖f‖2H , f ∈H ,

for some c, C > 0. If c = C = 1, the frame is called a Parseval frame, and one has

f =
∞∑
i=1

〈f, ϕi〉H ϕi, f ∈H ,

with convergence in H .
The needlet functions that have been constructed in [28] are a Parseval frame of L2(S2)

and additionally satisfy localisation properties, that is, each needlet takes very small values
sufficiently far away from a certain point on S2. This is in contrast to the spherical harmon-
ics, where each basis function has global oscillations on S2. One major advantage of basis
functions ϕi with localisation is that the coefficients 〈f, ϕi〉H depend essentially only on local
features of f . This means that one can use such frames for efficient adaptive approximation
of functions that are smooth up to localised singularities.

The construction of spherical needlet frames relies crucially on suitable quadratures on the
sphere. The existence of quadratures satisfying the following set of assumptions was shown
in [28].

Assumption 1. For any j ∈ N0, let Λj = {(λjk, ξjk) : k = 1, . . . , nj} with nj ∈ N, where
λjk > 0 and ξjk ∈ S2 are quadrature weights and points, respectively, such that

(3.1)

∫
S2
f dσ =

nj∑
k=1

λjkf(ξjk)
for any polynomial f
of degree at most 2(2j − 1).

In addition, let nj ≤ C22j with a C > 0 independent of j, let

(3.2)
hj
4
≤ hj+1 ≤

hj
2
, hj = sup

s∈S2
min

{
d(s, ξjk) : k = 1, . . . , nj

}
,
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where d denotes the geodesic distance on S2 as in (1.7), as well as

(3.3) hj ≤ min
k 6=k′

d(ξjk, ξjk′);

and let the corresponding quadrature weights satisfy

(3.4) λjk ≤ c2−2j

with a c > 0 independent of j.

For the set of indices of quadrature points and weights associated to such a quadrature,
we write

J :=
{

(j, k) : j ∈ N0, k = 1, . . . , nj
}
.

That the quadrature points can be chosen to satisfy (3.2) and (3.3) follows from [29, Prop. 2.1]
(as restated in [28, Prop. 2.1]). The existence of corresponding positive weights satisfying
(3.1) and (3.4) is a consequence of [28, Cor. 4.4], which improves on earlier results in [27].

Remark 5. Note that the quadrature points and weights are independent of the consid-
ered random field and can thus be precomputed in a numerical implementation. The proof
of [29, Prop. 2.1] contains a procedure for finding suitable point sets that can in principle be
realized numerically. However, each iteration of this algorithm requires finding a point on S2

having a fixed distance to the previously determined points, which exists by compactness,
and therefore this scheme is not fully constructive. Once the quadrature points as in As-
sumption 1 are determined, corresponding weights can be computed by solving a quadratic
programming problem as described in [27, Sec. 4.3]. An alternative construction are spheri-
cal t-designs, that is, sets of points on S2 for which the polynomial exactness property (3.1)
up to degree t holds with equal weights λjk = 4π/nj . Such point sets have been computed
numerically up to large t in [35] and have been used in the construction of standard spherical
needlets in [23].

A second ingredient in the definition of spherical needlets is a suitable cutoff function κ
with the following properties.

Assumption 2. Let κ ∈ Cr(R) with r > 2 such that suppκ = [1
2 , 2] and

(3.5) |κ(t)|2 + |κ(2t)|2 = 1, t ∈ [1
2 , 1].

An example of such κ is given in (5.1). With κ as in Assumption 2, let bj(t) = κ(2−j(2t+1))
for j ∈ N0. Following [28], the spherical needlets corresponding to κ and (Λj)j∈N0 are defined
as

(3.6) ψjk(s) =
√
λjk

∞∑
`=0

bj(`)
∑̀
m=−`

Y`m(ξjk)Y`m(s), (j, k) ∈J .

By (2.3), we also have the simplified form

(3.7) ψjk(s) =
√
λjk

∞∑
`=0

bj(`)
2`+ 1

4π
P`(s · ξjk).

Remark 6. By (2.4), the needlets can be rewritten in terms of complex spherical harmonics
as

(3.8) ψjk(s) =
√
λjk

∞∑
`=0

bj(`)
∑̀
m=−`

Y`m(ξjk)Y`m(s) ,

as in the original definition in [28].

In addition to forming a Parseval frame, needlets also have vanishing moments; that is,
as can be directly seen from the construction, they are orthogonal to spherical harmonics
up to certain values of `, and thus to polynomials of the corresponding degrees. This is
summarised in the following adaptation of [28, Thm. 5.2]. That the degree of exactness of
the underlying quadrature stated in (3.1) suffices in our particular case can be seen from the
discussion preceding this theorem in [28, Sec. 5].
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Theorem 7 ([28, Thm. 5.2]). Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Then the family {ψjk}(j,k)∈J

with ψjk as in (3.6) is a Parseval frame of L2(S2). Moreover, ψjk are orthogonal in L2(S2)

between non-adjacent levels j and to polynomials of degree less than 1
2(2j−1− 1) when j > 1.

What distinguishes needlet frames from other types of orthogonal bases or frames on the
sphere are the strong localisation properties of the individual needlets. This localisation can
be quantified in terms of the angle with respect to the point ξjk associated to a given needlet
ψjk as follows.

Theorem 8 ([28, Cor. 5.3]). Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Then there exists C > 0 such
that for (j, k) ∈J ,

(3.9) |ψjk(s)| ≤
C2j

1 + (2jθ)r
for all s ∈ S2, with θ := d(s, ξjk) ∈ [0, π],

with r as in Assumption 2.

For a given centred Gaussian random field u, we now transform the standard needlets ψjk
to modified needlets ψA

jk such that

(3.10) u =
∑

(j,k)∈J

yj,kψ
A
jk, yj,k ∼ N (0, 1) i.i.d.

As the following result shows, such a series representation with uncorrelated standard Gauss-
ian coefficients holds precisely when (ψA

jk)(j,k)∈J is a Parseval frame of the reproducing kernel
Hilbert space associated to the random field.

Theorem 9 ( [24, Thm. 1]). Let u be a centred Gaussian random field with reproducing
kernel Hilbert space H . The following are equivalent for Φ := {ϕi}i∈N with ϕi ∈H :

(i) The family Φ is a Parseval frame of H , that is,

‖f‖2H =
∞∑
i=1

|〈f, ϕi〉|2 for all f ∈H .

(ii) One has the representation

u =
∞∑
i=1

yiϕi

where yi ∼ N (0, 1) are independent identically distributed.

Such a Parseval frame of the reproducing kernel Hilbert space associated to the random
field can be obtained by applying a suitable factorization of its covariance operator to a
frame in a reference Hilbert space, which in our case will be L2(S2).

Proposition 10 ([24, Prop. 1]). Let u be a Gaussian random field with realisations in the
separable Banach space E with covariance operator T : E ′ → E . If T = SS′ with S : K → E ,
where K is a separable Hilbert space, and if {ϕi}i∈N is a Parseval frame of K , then {Sϕi}i∈N
is a Parseval frame of the reproducing kernel Hilbert space of u.

This use of factorizations can be regarded as the generalisation of the observation that if
a symmetric positive semidefinite matrix M ∈ Rn×n has the factorization M = LLT , then
for z ∼ N (0, I) one has Lz ∼ N (0,M). In the case of T as in (2.8), a factorization as in
Proposition 10 can immediately be obtained from (2.8): since T is diagonal in the basis of
spherical harmonics, we have T = S2 with

(3.11) Sf :=
∞∑
`=0

√
A`

∑̀
m=−`

(∫
S2
Y`mf dσ

)
Y`m .

Here we can apply Proposition 10 to T : C(S2)′ → C(S2) and S : L2(S2)→ C(S2).
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We define the following modified needlets, which are a Parseval frame of the reproducing
kernel Hilbert space of the random field u in (2.9): For a given power spectrum A, we now
define modified needlets by

(3.12) ψA
jk(s) :=

√
λjkK

A
j (s · ξjk), KA

j (s · ξjk) :=
∞∑
`=0

bj(`)
√
A`

2`+ 1

4π
P`(s · ξjk).

Note that due to the definition of bj in terms of κ from Assumptions 2, the summation over
` is finite. It is now straightforward to verify that (3.10) holds for these functions.

Theorem 11. Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. Then {ψA
j,k : j ≥ 0, k = 1, . . . , nj} is a

Parseval frame of the reproducing kernel Hilbert space of the Gaussian random field u in
(2.5) with power spectrum A satisfying (2.6). The functions ψA

jk are orthogonal in L2(S2)

between non-adjacent levels j and to polynomials of degree less than 1
2(2j−1− 1) when j > 1.

Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 10, since ψA
jk = Sψjk with S as in (3.11),

and the ψjk form a tight frame of L2(S2) by Theorem 7. The further properties carry over
directly from Theorem 7. �

As a consequence of Theorems 9 and 11, we obtain the expansion (3.10) with independent
scalar coefficients of the isotropic Gaussian random field u as in (2.5) with power spectrum
A such that (2.6) holds. We now turn to the more involved question under which conditions
and to what extent the localisation properties (3.9) of the standard needlets ψjk are preserved

in the modified needlets ψA
jk.

4. Localisation properties

We now give a sufficient condition for the localisation properties analogous to (3.9) of the
modified needlets ψA

jk for the power spectrum A = (A`)`≥0. It involves the forward differences

of
√
A`, which are defined recursively by

(4.1) ∆0
` :=

√
A`, ∆i

` := ∆i−1
`+1 −∆i−1

`

for i ∈ N and ` ∈ N0.

Theorem 12. Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold. In addition, let A = (A`)`∈N0 satisfying (2.6)
be such that for some β > 0 and cr > 0,

(4.2)
∣∣∆r

`

∣∣ ≤ cr(1 + `)−(1+β+r) for all ` ∈ N0,

with r as in Assumption 2. Then for j ∈ N0, k = 1, . . . , nj,

(4.3) |ψA
jk(s)| ≤

C2−βj

1 + (2jθ)r
for all s ∈ S2, where θ := d(s, ξjk) ∈ [0, π],

with C > 0 independent of j, k, and s.

Remark 13. As a consequence of Lemma 15 below, if A satisfies (2.6) and (4.2), then in
particular there exists C > 0 such that

A` ≤ C(1 + `)−2(1+β), ` ≥ 0.

The summability condition in Remark 4 then applies, and thus the random field has a
modification in Cβ

′
(S2) for any β′ < β. Conversely, (4.2) is satisfied with any r for A of

power law type, for instance

(4.4) A` = (1 + `)−2(1+β), ` ≥ 0.

The condition (4.2) permits more general sequences A, but restricts the asymptotics of their
oscillations relative to such algebraic decay. In the particular case of (4.4), one has (4.3) for
any r, corresponding to decay faster than any polynomial in θ.



MULTILEVEL REPRESENTATIONS OF RANDOM FIELDS ON THE SPHERE 11

The proof of Theorem 12 requires some preparations. Let

Z∗ = {k + 1
2 : k ∈ Z},

and for given A, define the sequence (ak)k∈Z∗ by

(4.5) a`+ 1
2

=

{√
A`, ` ∈ N ∪ {0},√
A−`−1, −` ∈ N.

Note that a± 1
2

=
√
A0, a± 3

2
=
√
A1, and so forth.

Since ψA
jk(s) =

√
λjkK

A
j (cos θ) according to (3.12), we now derive an estimate forKA

j (cos θ)

with θ ∈ [0, π], for which we adapt the basic strategy from [28]. For the Legendre polynomi-
als, we have the Mehler-Dirichlet representation formula

P`(cos θ) =

√
2

π

∫ π

θ

sin
(
(`+ 1

2)ϕ
)

√
cos θ − cosϕ

dϕ,

see, e.g., [34, p. 85]. Hence with εj = 2−j+1, inserting bj(t) = κ(εj(t + 1
2)), we have the

integral representation

(4.6) KA
j (cos θ) =

√
2

8π2

∫ π

θ

CA
εj (ϕ)

√
cos θ − cosϕ

dϕ

with

CA
ε (ϕ) =

∞∑
`=0

√
A` κ

(
ε
(
`+ 1

2

)) (
`+ 1

2

)
sin
((
`+ 1

2

)
ϕ
)
.

Lemma 14. Let α ∈ Cr(R), r ≥ 2, be an even function satisfying α(k) = ak for all k ∈ Z∗.
Then there exists C > 0 depending only on r and κ such that for all ε ∈ (0, π],

(4.7) |CA
ε (ϕ)| ≤ C

(
1 +

(
ϕ

ε

)r)−1

max
i=0,...,r

ε−(i+1)‖α(i)‖L1(ε−1 suppκ), ϕ ∈ [0, π].

Proof. Note first that for any fixed ϕ > 0, we can rewrite CA
ε as

(4.8) CA
ε (ϕ) =

1

2

∑
µ∈Z

g
(
µ+ 1

2

)
, g(t) := κ(εt)α(t) t sin(tϕ),

and by the Poisson summation formula,

(4.9)
∑
µ∈Z

g
(
µ+ 1

2

)
=
∑
ν∈Z

eiπν ĝ(2πν).

Using that g is even and that κ(εt)α(t) t is odd, we obtain

ĝ(ω) =

∫
R
κ(εt)α(t) t sin(tϕ) cos(ωt) dt

=
1

2

∫
R
κ(εt)α(t) t

(
sin
(
(ϕ+ ω)t

)
+ sin

(
(ϕ− ω)t

))
dt

=
i

2

∫
R
κ(εt)α(t) t

(
e−i(ϕ+ω)t + e−i(ϕ−ω)t

)
dt

= − 1

2ε

∫
R
κ(t)α(t/ε)(−it/ε)

(
e−i(ϕ+ω)t/ε + e−i(ϕ−ω)t/ε

)
dt

= − 1

2ε

d

dϕ

∫
R
κ(t)α(t/ε)

(
e−i(ϕ+ω)t/ε + e−i(ϕ−ω)t/ε

)
dt.

Thus we have

(4.10) ĝ(ω) = − 1

2ε

d

dϕ

(
ρ(ϕ+ ω) + ρ(ϕ− ω)

)
,

where

ρ(ϕ± ω) := F [κα(·/ε)]
(
ϕ± ω
ε

)
, ω ∈ R, r, j ≥ 0.
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By elementary properties of the Fourier transform,

(iξ)r
(

i
d

dξ

)j
F [f ](ξ) = F

[
t 7→ dr

dtr
(
tjf(t)

)]
(ξ), ξ ∈ R,

for any f having sufficient regularity and decay. Thus for

ζε(t) :=
dr

dtr
(t κ(t)α(t/ε))

we obtain (
i
ϕ± ω
ε

)r (
iε
d

dϕ

)
ρ(ϕ± ω) = ζ̂ε

(
ϕ± ω
ε

)
.

As a consequence,

(4.11)

∣∣∣∣(ϕ± ωε
)r d

dϕ
ρ(ϕ± ω)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

ε
‖ζε‖L1 .

Note that with a C > 0 depending on r and κ, but independent of ε,

(4.12)

‖ζε‖L1 ≤
∫
R

∣∣∣ dr
dtr

(t κ(t)α(t/ε))
∣∣∣ dt ≤ ∫

suppκ

r∑
i=0

(
r

i

)∣∣(tκ(t))(r−i)(α(t/ε))(i)
∣∣ dt

≤ C max
i=0,...,r

‖
(
α(ε−1·)

)(i)‖L1(suppκ) = C max
i=0,...,r

ε−i+1‖α(i)‖L1(ε−1 suppκ).

Similarly, we find

(4.13)

∣∣∣∣ ddϕρ(ϕ± ω)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C‖α‖L1(ε−1 suppκ) .

We now combine (4.11) and (4.12) and add (4.13), which by (4.10) yields

|ĝ(ω)| ≤ C

2ε

[(
1 +

∣∣∣∣ϕ+ ω

ε

∣∣∣∣r)−1

+

(
1 +

∣∣∣∣ϕ− ωε
∣∣∣∣r)−1

]
max
i=0,...,r

ε−i‖α(i)‖L1(ε−1 suppκ).

Inserting this bound into (4.9) and using (4.8) gives

|CA
ε (ϕ)| ≤ C

2ε

∑
ν∈Z

(
1 +

∣∣∣∣ϕ+ 2πν

ε

∣∣∣∣r)−1

max
i=0,...,r

ε−i‖α(i)‖L1(ε−1 suppκ).

Proceeding similarly as in [28, Prop. 3.4], we can obtain a bound for the term

(4.14)
∑
ν∈Z

(
1 +

∣∣∣∣ϕ+ 2πν

ε

∣∣∣∣r)−1

.

For the convenience of the reader, we include this argument. First note that the dominant
term of (4.14) is obtained for ν = 0. Furthermore, since ϕ ∈ [0, π], we have

∑
ν∈Z
ν 6=0

(
1 +

∣∣∣∣ϕ+ 2πν

ε

∣∣∣∣r)−1

≤ 2
∑
ν∈Z
ν 6=0

∣∣∣∣2πν − πε

∣∣∣∣−r

≤ 2
( ε
π

)r (
1 +

∫ ∞
1

(2t− 1)−rdt

)
≤ 2

( ε
π

)r 2r − 1

r − 1
.
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Next we multiply and divide on the right-hand side by 1 + (ϕε )r. Utilising one more time

that ϕ ∈ [0, π], r ≥ 2 and
(
ε
π

)r ≤ 1, we obtain∑
ν∈Z
ν 6=0

(
1 +

∣∣∣∣ϕ+ 2πν

ε

∣∣∣∣r)−1

≤ 2
2r − 1

r − 1

(( ε
π

)r
+ 1
)(

1 +
(ϕ
ε

)r)−1

≤ 12
(

1 +
(ϕ
ε

)r)−1
,

which together with the bound for ν = 0 gives (4.7). �

To further use (4.7), for given (ak)k∈Z∗ as in (4.5), we need to construct functions α such
that we have suitable bounds on

(4.15) max
i=0,...,r

ε
−(i+1)
j ‖α(i)‖L1(ε−1

j suppκ), εj = 2−j+1, j ≥ 0,

and thus on the derivatives α(i). To this end, we now take a closer look at the connection
between the A` and the asymptotic behaviour of possible choices of α.

Lemma 15. Let r ∈ N0. The following two statements are equivalent:

(i) The sequence (A`)`∈N0 satisfies lim`→∞A` = 0 and for some β > 0 and cr > 0,

(4.16)
∣∣∆r

`

∣∣ ≤ cr(1 + `)−(1+β+r).

(ii) There exists an even function α ∈ Cr(R) satisfying α(k) = ak for all k ∈ Z∗ with ak as
in (4.5) such that

(4.17) |α(i)(t)| ≤ c̄r(1 + |t|)−(1+β+i), t ∈ R, for i = 0, . . . , r,

where β > 0 and c̄r > 0.

Proof. Since the statement for r = 0 follows directly by piecewise linear, continuous spline
interpolation, we can assume r to be positive.

We first show that (ii) follows from (i). Note that it suffices to show that for some c > 0,

(4.18)
|α(r)(t)| ≤ c(1 + |t|)−(1+β+r) for all t ∈ R, and

lim
|t|→∞

α(i)(t) = 0, for i = 0, . . . , r − 1,

since then for t > 0,

|α(r−1)(t)| ≤
∫ ∞
t
|α(r)(τ)| dτ

≤ c
∫ ∞
t

(1 + τ)−(1+β+r) dτ =
c

β + r
(1 + t)−(β+r).

The same argument applies to t < 0, and by induction, the desired estimates for i = r −
2, r − 3, . . . , 0 then follow analogously.

We now use cardinal spline interpolation to construct α. Let S ∗
n be the space of midpoint

cardinal splines [33, §1], that is, any S ∈ S ∗
n is n times weakly differentiable and S|(k,k+1)

is a polynomial of degree n for each k ∈ Z∗. As a consequence of (4.16), by [33, §6, Thm. 1,
Rem. 1], we can choose α as the unique r-times weakly differentiable midpoint cardinal spline

in S ∗
2r−1 with α(r) ∈ Lp(R) for 1 ≤ p <∞ such that α(k) = ak for k ∈ Z∗.

In order to verify that this α satisfies (4.18), for k ∈ Z∗, let M be the cardinal B-Spline
with 2r + 1 knots {−r,−r + 1, . . . , 0, . . . , r − 1, r}. Then as shown in [33, §4 Thm. 3 and
§4.5], α can be written as

α(t) =
∑
k∈Z∗

ak
∑
j∈Z

wjM(t− k − j),

with a real-valued sequence (wj)j∈Z such that wj = w−j for all j and |wj | ≤ Cρj for some
C > 0 and ρ ∈ (0, 1). This shows in particular that α is even, that is, α(t) = α(−t), t ∈ R.
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Moreover, since A` → 0 as ` → ∞ and thus ak → 0 as |k| → ∞, we have α(i)(t) → 0 as
|t| → ∞ for i = 0, . . . , r.

In order to establish the first condition in (4.18), we now proceed similarly to [33, §6.1].
For all k ∈ Z∗, we define the forward differences

∆iak = ∆i−1ak+1 −∆i−1ak with ∆0ak = ak,

∆iα(k) = ∆i−1α(k + 1)−∆i−1α(k) with ∆0α(k) = α(k).

By construction, ∆iα(k) = ∆iak for all i, k.

Since α(r) ∈ S ∗
r−1, there exists a representation

(4.19) α(r)(t) =
∑
k∈Z∗

ckQ(t− k),

where Q is the B-Spline with knots {0, . . . , r}. As a consequence of Peano’s theorem (see [33,
§2 eq. (1.3)]),

(4.20) ∆rα(`) =

∫
R
α(r)(t)Q(t− `) dt, ` ∈ Z∗.

Combining (4.19) and (4.20) and using the identity∫
R
Q(t− k)Q(t− `) dt = M(k − `), k, ` ∈ Z∗,

see [33, §6 eq. (1.19)], after multiplying (4.19) by Q(t− `) and integrating we obtain∑
k∈Z∗

M(k − `) ck = ∆ra`, ` ∈ Z∗.

As shown in [33, §4.5], this implies

ck =
∑
j∈Z∗

wk−j ∆raj , k ∈ Z∗.

Substituting this back into (4.19) and using that for j ∈ Z∗,

(4.21) ∆raj = ∆r
j− 1

2

if j > 0, ∆raj = (−1)r∆r
−j−r− 1

2

if j < −r,

yields the first condition in (4.18). Together with α(i)(t) → 0 as |t| → ∞, this now implies
the estimates for i = 0, . . . , r − 1.

To show that (ii) implies (i), we observe that again by Peano’s theorem,∣∣∆rα(`)
∣∣ ≤ ∫

R

∣∣α(r)(t)
∣∣∣∣Q(t− `)

∣∣ dt ≤ max
t∈[`,`+r]

|α(r)(t)|,

where Q is the B-Spline with knots {0, . . . , r}. By (4.21), this implies (4.16). Moreover,
lim`→∞A` = 0 follows directly from (4.17) for i = 0 and Ak = A−k, for k ∈ Z∗ is satisfied
since α is an even function. �

Remark 16. As can be seen from the proof, the function α can be chosen as a cardinal spline
interpolant of order 2r − 1 with knots in Z∗.

Proof of Theorem 12. With α as in Lemma 15(ii), from (4.17) we obtain

(4.22) ‖α(i)‖L1(ε−1 suppκ) ≤ C1ε
β+i

for i = 0, . . . , r, with C1 > 0 depending additionally on c̄r, but not on ε. Consequently,
Lemma 14 gives

(4.23) |CA
ε (ϕ)| ≤ εβ C2ε

−1

1 +
(ϕ
ε

)r
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with a C2 > 0. Inserting this into (4.6) and estimating the integral over ϕ exactly as
in [28, Thm. 3.5] (see also [25, Thm. 13.1]) yields

(4.24) |KA
j (cos θ)| ≤ 2−βj

C32j

1 + (2jθ)r
.

Recall that ψA
jk(s) =

√
λjkK

A
j (s · ξjk) =

√
λjkK

A
j (cos θ), where

√
λjk ≤

√
c2−j by (3.4).

Combined with (4.24), we arrive at (4.3). �

Remark 17. The type of assumptions on the power spectrum of the random field that we
use to obtain localisation of expansion functions are closely related to those used in [3] for
stationary Gaussian random fields on Rd with covariance given by a function k as in (1.4).

There the Fourier transform k̂ plays a very similar role as the power spectrum A in the
present case. For the basis functions constructed there, localisation with algebraic decay of
order r > d is obtained if for some t > d/2, there exist c, C > 0 such that c(1 + |ξ|2)−t ≤
k̂(ξ) ≤ C(1 + |ξ|2)−t and |∂αk̂(ξ)| ≤ C(1 + |ξ|2)−(t+|α|/2) for all ξ ∈ Rd for any multi-index
α ∈ Nd0 with |α| ≤ r. For Matérn covariances, these conditions are satisfied for any r > 0,
and one obtains superalgebraic decay, as in the case (4.4) in the present setting.

Remark 18. As Lemma 15 shows, the assumptions of Theorem 12 yield the decay conditions
(4.17) on α(i) for i = 0, . . . , r and are thus sufficient to ensure (4.22) for i = 0, . . . , r, which
is subsequently used in Lemma 14 for the proof of Theorem 12. For this purpose, these
assumptions are in fact also close to being necessary in the following sense: It is not difficult
to see that ‖α(i)‖L1(ε−1 suppκ) ≤ Cεβ+i for i = 0, . . . , r with a C > 0 conversely already

implies that there exists C̃ > 0 such that |α(i)(t)| ≤ C̃(1+ |t|)−(1+β+i) for i = 0, . . . , r−1. At

the expense of a substantially more technical argument, however, one could replace |α(r)(t)| ≤
C(1 + |t|)−(1+β+r) by the weaker requirement ‖α(r)‖L1(ε−1 suppκ) ≤ Cεβ+r for a C > 0.

5. Numerical Implementation

5.1. Choice of quadrature and κ. The numerical realisation of the needlet representation
of an isotropic Gaussian random field given by its power spectrum (A`)`∈N0 depends on a
choice of quadrature on S2 satisfying Assumption 1 and a function κ satisfying Assumption
2. One possible choice for the quadrature points ξjk, j ∈ N0, k = 1, . . . , nj , are the spherical
t-designs constructed by Womersley [35]. In this case, for each j, all weights are equal:
λjk = 4π/nj for k = 1, . . . , nj .

A possible choice of κ, similar to the construction of Meyer wavelets given in [9], is the
following: let

η(x) =
η0(x)

η0(x) + η0(1− x)
where η0(x) =

{
exp(−x−1), x > 0,

0, otherwise,

and let

(5.1) κ(x) =


sin
(
π
2 η(2x− 1)

)
, x ∈ (1

2 , 1],

cos
(
π
2 η(x− 1)

)
, x ∈ (1, 2),

0, otherwise.

Then it is easy to see that κ ∈ C∞ and that κ satisfies Assumption 2.

5.2. Numerical evaluation of modified needlets. For any given power spectrum, the
task of numerically evaluating the modified needlets, which with the above choices are given
by

ψA
jk(s) =

√
λjk

∞∑
`=0

bj(`)
√
A`

2`+ 1

4π
P`(s · ξjk)

=

√
4π

nj

∞∑
`=0

κ
(
2−j(2`+ 1)

)√
A`

2`+ 1

4π
P`(s · ξjk)
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is almost the same as the evaluation of standard needlets, which correspond to the special
case A` = 1, ` ≥ 0. Note that since suppκ = [1

2 , 2], the summation over ` effectively ranges

over ` = 2j−2, . . . , 2j − 1.
We thus have ψA

jk(s) = Rj(s · ξjk) with the k-independent radial components

(5.2) Rj(t) :=

√
4π

nj

2j−1∑
`=2j−2

κ
(
2−j(2`+ 1)

)√
A`

2`+ 1

4π
P`(t), t ∈ [−1, 1].

In this manner, one obtains an explicit representation of Rj as a polynomial of degree at

most 2j−1 that can be directly used for evaluating ψA
jk(s) = Rj(s·ξjk) for any k and s. It can

be evaluated numerically by any scheme for the fast evaluation of Legendre expansions. In
particular, it can be converted at near-linear costs of order O(j22j) to a Chebyshev expansion
by the scheme from [13]. This can subsequently be used to evaluate Rj ◦ cos on any uniform
grid of 2J points in [0, π) with J ≥ j by the fast discrete cosine transform, using O(J2J)
operations.

Figure 1 shows numerical examples of the modified needlets with A` = (1 + `)−2(1+β),
for β = 1

2 and β = 2, compared to the standard needlets ψjk. In view of Remark 13, the
assumptions of Theorem 12 are satisfied for any r ∈ N in this example. The plots were
generated using an implementation of the scheme described above in Julia 1.5.2, where we
used the ApproxFun package [30] for evaluating Legendre expansions by transformation to
Chebyshev expansions.

5.3. Spline approximations. The computational costs of evaluating ψA
jk(s) for given s can

be reduced by approximating the functions Rj ◦ cos by spline interpolants on sufficiently fine
grids. The required size of such grids can be quantified based on the following bounds on
higher derivatives of these functions.

Theorem 19. Let Assumptions 1 and 2 hold and for some β > 0, assume that there exists
C > 0 such that A = (A`)`∈N0 satisfies A` ≤ C(1 + `)−2(1+β), ` ≥ 0. Then for each n ∈ N0,
there exists C > 0 such that

(5.3)
∣∣Rj∣∣Cn([−1,1])

≤ C2(2n−β)j ,
∣∣Rj ◦ cos

∣∣
Cn(R/2πZ)

≤ C2(n−β)j

for j ∈ N0, k = 1, . . . , nj.

Proof. For the ultraspherical polynomials P
(λ)
` , we have (see [34, (4.7.14)]) the identity

(5.4)
d

dt
P

(λ)
` (t) = 2λP

(λ+1)
`−1 (t) ,

where P
( 1
2

)

` = P`. As noted in [28, Sec. 3.1],

(5.5)
∣∣P (λ)
` (t)

∣∣ ≤ P (λ)
` (1) =

(
`+ 2λ− 1

`

)
≤ (1 + `)2λ−1 .

Hence, for ` ≥ n we have

(5.6)

∣∣∣∣ dndtnP`(t)
∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣P ( 1

2
+n)

`−n (t)
∣∣∣ ≤ (1 + `− n)2n .

With our assumption on A` and nj , we thus obtain∣∣∣∣ dndtnRj(t)
∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2−j

2j−1∑
`=2j−2

(1 + `)−(1+β)(1 + `)1+2n ≤ C2(2n−β)j .

As a consequence of Faà di Bruno’s formula, dnRj(cos θ)/dθn can be written as a sum of
terms of the form

cn1,n2

dn1+n2Rj(cos θ)

dθn1+n2
(sinn1 θ)(cosn2 θ),
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Figure 1. Standard needlets (left column) and modified needlets for A` =

(1 + `)−2(1+β) with β = 1
2 (middle column) and β = 2 (right column), each

for j = 3, 5, 7; shown are the angular component Rj and the corresponding
functions on S2.
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where n1 + 2n2 ≤ n and where both the coefficients cn1,n2 and the number of summands
satisfy bounds depending only on n. Combining Bernstein’s inequality for higher derivatives
(see [6, Sec. 5.2.E.5]) with (5.4) and (5.5), we obtain∣∣∣∣ dn1+n2

dtn1+n2
P`(t)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 2n2

(n2−1∏
i=0

(1
2 + i)

) ∣∣∣∣ dn1

dtn1
P

( 1
2

+n2)

`−n2
(t)

∣∣∣∣
≤ 2n2

(n2−1∏
i=0

(1
2 + i)

)( 2`√
1− t2

)n1

sup
t∈[−1,1]

∣∣P ( 1
2

+n2)

`−n2
(t)
∣∣ ≤ C(1 + `)n1+2n2

(
√

1− t2)n1
,

and thus using
√

1− cos2 θ = sin θ as well as (3.4) gives∣∣∣∣ dndθnRj(cos θ)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2−j
2j−1∑
`=2j−2

(1 + `)−(1+β)(1 + `)1+n1+2n2 ≤ C2(n−β)j . �

Let Sn,τ denote the space of continuous 2π-periodic spline functions on [0, 2π) of piecewise
polynomial degree n ∈ N with grid spacing τ > 0. Then as a consequence of Theorem 19,

(5.7) min
S∈Sn,τ

∥∥(Rj ◦ cos)− S
∥∥
C(R/2πZ)

≤ Cτn+12(n+1−β)j .

For reducing the cardinality of such grids, in particular for large j, the localisation of the
needlets can be exploited in a further approximation, replacing Rj by radially truncated
functions Rj,c = χ[cos c,1]Rj with suitable c ∈ (0, π]. By (4.3), for any ε > 0, we obtain
‖Rj −Rj,c‖C([−1,1]) ≤ ε provided that

(5.8) c ≥ C 1
r ε−

1
r 2−(β

r
+1)j

where C may depend on β and r.

6. Applications

6.1. Random PDEs on S2. In problems of uncertainty quantification, one is often inter-
ested in partial differential equations with random fields as coefficients. Series expansions
of these random fields can be used in the construction of deterministic approximations of
corresponding random solutions. We now give an application of the expansions (3.10) to
elliptic PDEs on the sphere with lognormal coefficients. The numerical analysis of of log-
normal diffusion problems on the sphere using the KL expansion has been considered also
in [15]. Here we adapt the results for analogous problems on bounded domains in [2]. To
simplify notation, we set Γ := S2. We consider the diffusion problem

(6.1) −∇Γ · (a∇Γq) = f

in the following weak formulation: for given a ∈ L∞(Γ) with a > 0 a.e. such that a−1 ∈
L∞(Γ) as well as

f ∈ L2,0(Γ) :=

{
f ∈ L2(Γ) :

∫
Γ
f dσ = 0

}
,

find q ∈ V := H1(Γ) ∩ L2,0(Γ) such that

(6.2)

∫
Γ
a∇Γq · ∇Γφ dσ =

∫
Γ
f φ dσ, φ ∈ V.

By Poincare’s inequality on Γ (see [11]),

(6.3) ‖q‖L2(Γ) ≤ CP‖∇Γq‖L2(Γ), q ∈ V,
with a CP > 0, and by the Lax-Milgram theorem we obtain the existence and uniqueness of
the weak solution q and the a priori bound

(6.4) ‖q‖V ≤ CP‖a−1‖L∞(Γ)‖f‖L2(Γ).
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We consider lognormal random coefficients a = exp(u), where u is an isotropic Gaussian
random field on S2. By Theorem 11, we have the representation

(6.5) u =
∑

(j,k)∈J

yj,kψ
A
jk

with i.i.d. coefficients yj,k ∼ N (0, 1), where ψA
jk are defined as in (3.12) and where A is the

power spectrum of u. The aim is now the efficient approximation of the V -valued random
variable defined by the weak solution q for each realisation of the scalar random coefficients
yj,k,

y 7→ q(y) ∈ V, y = (yj,k)(j,k)∈J .

Here the random vector y is distributed according to the product measure

γ :=
⊗

(j,k)∈J

N (0, 1)

on U := RN.
The further analysis of integrability and approximability of the random solutions q(y)

hinges on summability properties of the functions ψA
jk. Using the localisation estimate from

Theorem 12, we now verify such a summability condition on the sphere that is analogous to
the condition [3, eq. (16)] on a bounded domain.

Corollary 20. Under the assumptions of Theorem 12, there exists C > 0 such that for each
j,

(6.6) sup
s∈S2

nj∑
k=1

|ψA
jk(s)| ≤ C2−βj .

Proof. For fixed s ∈ S2 and j ∈ N0, we define the sets

(6.7) Ξn = {k : (n− 1)hj ≤ d(s, ξjk) ≤ nhj}, n ∈ N.
While these are empty for sufficiently large n, for our purposes it suffices to observe that due
to (3.3), we have

#Ξn ≤ cn, n ∈ N,
with c > 0 independent of s and j. With (4.3), we obtain

nj∑
k=1

|ψA
jk(s)| ≤ C2−βj

∑
n∈N

∑
k∈Ξn

1

1 +
(
2jd(s, ξjk)

)r
≤ cC2−βj

∑
n∈N

n

1 +
(
2jhj(n− 1)

)r .
By (3.2), there exists c0 > 0 such that 2jhj ≥ c0 for all j, and since r > 2 by Assumption 2,∑

n∈N

n

1 +
(
2jhj(n− 1)

)r ≤∑
n∈N

n

1 +
(
c0(n− 1)

)r <∞,
completing the proof. �

From (6.4), we obtain

‖q(y)‖V ≤ CP‖f‖L2(Γ) exp

(∥∥∥∑
j,k

yj,kψ
A
jk

∥∥∥
L∞(Γ)

)
,

provided that the right hand side is defined for the given y. From (6.6), proceeding exactly
as in [2, Cor. 2.3], one obtains that a solution q ∈ V exists for γ-almost every y and moreover,
q ∈ Lp(U, V, γ) for any p <∞.

Since in particular q ∈ L2(U, V, γ), we have an expansion of q in terms of product Hermite
polynomials. Let F be the set of finitely supported sequences of non-negative integers

ν = (νj,k)(j,k)∈J ∈ NJ
0 and let (Hn)n≥0 be the sequence of univariate Hermite polynomials
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normalised with respect to the density of N (0, 1). The expansion of q with respect to the
orthonormal basis {Hν}ν∈F with Hν(y) :=

∏
(j,k)∈J Hνj,k(yj,k) of L2(U, γ) then reads

(6.8) q(y) =
∑
ν∈F

qνHν(y), qν =

∫
U
q(y)Hν(y) dγ(y) ∈ V,

with convergence in L2(U, V, γ).
Let (ν∗k)k∈N be an enumeration of F such that ‖qν∗1 ‖V ≥ ‖qν∗2 ‖V ≥ . . ., and for each n ∈ N,

let Λn = {ν∗1 , . . . , ν∗n}. With this index set corresponding to n largest values of ‖qν‖V , a best
n-term approximation of q is given by

(6.9) qn(y) :=
∑
ν∈Λn

qνHν(y).

Under the levelwise decay condition (6.6), we apply on Γ exactly the same steps as carried
out in [2] on bounded domains (see also [3] for a summary) to arrive at the following con-
vergence result for best n-term approximations based on the expansion (6.5) of the random
field u.

Theorem 21. Under the assumptions of Theorem 12, for each s ∈ (0, β/2) there exists
Cq,s > 0 such that the qn as in (6.9) satisfy

‖q − qn‖L2(U,V,γ) ≤ Cq,sn−s.

In other words, the best n-term product Hermite polynomial approximations qn converge
in L2(U, V, γ) as O(n−s) for any s up to β/2. As noted in Remark 13, under the assumptions
of Theorem 12, β is precisely the limiting order of Hölder regularity of the random field u
(and hence of a), that is, there exists a modification such that realisations are in Cβ

′
(Γ)

for any β′ < β. Note that here we rely crucially on the localisation of the random field
expansion expressed in (6.6), and no such convergence result is available for KL expansions
in spherical harmonics. Noting that Γ has dimensionality 2, our new result parallels the one
of [3] for domains D ⊂ Rd: for random fields of Hölder regularity up to order β, the wavelet
expansions constructed there yield n-term Hermite approximations of solutions that yield
an error of order O(n−s) for any s ∈ (0, β/d) in L2(U,H1

0 (D), γ).

6.2. Convergence of truncated expansions and sampling of random fields. Under
the assumptions of Theorem 12, for an isotropic Gaussian random field u with power spec-
trum A, one may also be interested in a specific type of convergence of the partial random
series

(6.10) uJ(y) =
∑

(j,k)∈J
j≤J

yj,kψ
A
jk .

As we have noted, truncation of the KL expansion (1.1) in particular yields the fastest
convergence with respect to the number of terms in the mean-squared sense, that is, in
L2(U,L2(S2), γ). As we now show, the alternative expansions with localization as in (6.10)
are especially suitable for obtaining convergence in C(S2).

Based on the estimate (6.6), one can estimate ‖u(y)−uJ(y)‖C(S2) in various ways; we now

illustrate this for convergence in Lp(U,C(S2), γ) for p ∈ (0,∞). Following [2, Thm. 2.2], it
is not difficult to see that for any sequence of positive real numbers (ωj,k)(j,k)∈J such that∑

(j,k)∈J exp(−ω2
j,k) <∞, we have∫

U

(
sup

(j,k)∈J
ω−1
j,k |yj,k|

)p
dγ(y) <∞ .
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With β > 0 as in (6.6), let ωj,k =
√

3 ln 2j+1. Then by (6.6),

(6.11)

‖u(y)− uJ(y)‖C(S2) ≤
(

sup
j>J

2βj
∥∥∥ nj∑
k=1

∣∣ψA
jk

∣∣∥∥∥
C(S2)

)(∑
j>J

2−βj sup
k=1,...,nj

|yj,k|
)

≤ C
(

sup
(j,k)∈J

ω−1
j,k |yj,k|

)∑
j>J

√
j + 1 2−βj

with C > 0 independent of J and y, which implies

(6.12) ‖u− uJ‖Lp(U,C(S2),γ) ≤ C2−(β−δ)J

with some C > 0 independent of J , for any δ ∈ (0, β). In other words, with a partial sum

of N = O(22J) terms we obtain an error bound in Lp(U,C(S2), γ) of order O(N−(β−δ)/2)
for any δ > 0. Note that under the given assumptions, this is precisely the same rate of
convergence with respect to the number of terms as guaranteed by [15, Thm. 2.2] for KL
expansions in spherical harmonics (2.5).

In order to improve the efficiency of the numerical evaluation of (6.10), we introduce
additional spline approximations of the functions ψA

jk as described in Section 5.3 and take

advantage of their localisation as in (5.8). To this end, we replace uJ by

(6.13) ũJ(y) =
∑

(j,k)∈J
j≤J

yj,kψ̃
A
jk, ψ̃A

jk(s) =

{
Sj(d(s, ξjk)), d(s, ξjk) ≤ ρj ,
0, otherwise,

with suitably chosen ρj ∈ (0, π], j = 0, . . . , J , and where Sj ∈ Sn,τj are continuous spline
approximations of Rj ◦cos of piecewise polynomial degree n ∈ N with uniform distance τj > 0
between knots.

Proposition 22. Under the assumptions of Theorem 12, with ρj = 2
β
r−2

Jhj and τj =

2−j2−
β
n+1

(1+ 2
r−2

)J for j ∈ N0, we have

‖u− ũJ‖Lp(U,C(S2),γ) ≤ C
∑
j>J

√
j + 1 2−βj ,

where #
{

(j, k) ∈J : j ≤ J, ψ̃A
jk(s) 6= 0

}
≤ C2

2β
r−2

J for each s ∈ S2.

Proof. Since ‖u− uJ‖Lp(U,C(S2),γ) satisfies the stated estimate by (6.11), it suffices to obtain

the same bound for ‖uJ − ũJ‖Lp(U,C(S2),γ). Note that with Ξn as in (6.7),

#
{

(j, k) ∈J : j ≤ J, ψ̃A
jk(s) 6= 0

}
≤

ηj+1∑
n=1

#Ξn ≤ c
ηj+1∑
n=1

n ≤ C2
2β
r−2

J .

Writing ρj = ηjhj with ηj ≥ 1, by the same arguments as in the proof of Corollary 20, we
obtain ∥∥∥ nj∑

k=1

∣∣ψA
jk − ψ̃A

jk

∣∣∥∥∥
C(S2)

≤ C
(

2
2β
r−2

Jτn+1
j 2(n+1−β)j + 2−βj

∑
n≥0

ηj + n

1 + (ηj + n)r

)
≤ C2−βj

(
2−βJ + η

−(r−2)
j

)
,

where we have used (5.7) and the choice of τj . With ωj,k as in (6.11), proceeding as there
leads to the estimate

‖uJ(y)− ũJ(y)‖C(S2) ≤ C
(

sup
(j,k)∈J

ω−1
j,k |yj,k|

) J∑
j=0

√
j + 1 2−βj

(
2−βJ + η

−(r−2)
j

)
.
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With ηj = 2
β
r−2

J , we have

J∑
j=0

√
j + 1 2−βj

(
2−βJ + η

−(r−2)
j

)
≤ C

2J+1∑
j=J+1

√
j + 1 2−βj ,

completing the proof of the first estimate. �

To conclude, we now discuss the implications of Proposition 22 on the use of the approx-
imations ũJ for the approximate sampling of the random field u.

Remark 23 (Computational costs of sampling). Note that with the cutoff function κ chosen
as in (5.1), the maximum admissible value of r in Theorem 12 is limited only by the power
spectrum A of any given random field, and A also determines the value of β. The total
computational costs for using ũJ for approximate random sampling comprise the costs for
precomputing certain quantities once, independently of any random field; for precomputing
the terms in the expansion ũJ for a random field specified by A; and finally, the costs for a
single point evaluation of a realization:

(i) As noted in Sec. 5.1, the quadrature weights λjk and points ξjk need to be precom-
puted independently of the random field. Suitable high-quality equal-weight point sets
(spherical t-designs), obtained by specialized optimisation methods, are available in the
literature (see [35]).

(ii) For each given A, one needs to once precompute the terms in the approximation (6.13),
that is, build the spline approximants Sj for j = 0, . . . , J . As a consequence of Propo-

sition 22, for each j this requires O(2β( 1
n+1

+ 3
r−2

)J) point evaluations of Rj , and each
such evaluation requires O(2j) arithmetic operations.

(iii) With this preparation, ψ̃A
jk(s) can be evaluated at unit cost for each j = 0, . . . , J ,

k = 1, . . . , nj , and s ∈ S2. Since for each s, the number of indices (j, k) for which ψ̃A
jk(s)

is nonzero is of order O(2
2β
r−2

J), evaluating the approximation of u(s) for arbitrary s

requires O(2
2β
r−2

J) operations.

Let us now assume J to be chosen to satisfy ‖u − ũJ‖Lp(U,C(S2),γ) ≤ ε for a given tolerance
ε, then the precomputation of ũJ takes

O(ε
− 1
β
− 1
n+1
− 3
r−2

√
1 + |log ε|)

operations, and evaluating a realization at an arbitrary point on S2 subsequently costs

O(ε−
2
r−2

√
1 + |log ε|)

operations.

The truncated needlet-type expansions (6.13) are thus suitable for sampling isotropic
Gaussian random fields on S2 mainly for large values of r. In the case of Matérn-like random
fields in (4.4) with A` = c(1 + `)−2(1+β) with c > 0 for ` ≥ 0, the above considerations apply
with any r ∈ N. As a consequence, by using spline approximations of sufficiently high order n,
one can get arbitrarily close to precomputation costs scaling as O(ε−1/β) and costs per sample
that increase more slowly than any negative power of ε as ε → 0. Compared to dedicated
methods for sampling of spherical random fields (as considered in [8,12,14]), this application
of the needlet-type expansion may thus be of interest in particular for A permitting large
values of r and when evaluations at highly irregularly spaced or concentrated points on S2

are required.
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