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Abstract

This paper outlines a methodology for constructing a geometrically smooth inter-
polatory curve in Rd applicable to oriented and flattenable points with d ≥ 2.
The construction involves four essential components: local functions, blending
functions, redistributing functions, and gluing functions. The resulting curve
possesses favorable attributes, including G2 geometric smoothness, locality, the
absence of cusps, and no self-intersection. Moreover, the algorithm is adaptable
to various scenarios, such as preserving convexity, interpolating sharp corners,
and ensuring sphere preservation. The paper substantiates the efficacy of the pro-
posed method through the presentation of numerous numerical examples, offering
a practical demonstration of its capabilities.

Keywords: Spline, interpolation, Smooth curve, CAGD

1 Introduction

Curves are fundamental geometric objects with applications in various fields that
require different types of curve construction and design. The study of constructing
smooth interpolatory space curves has been ongoing for many decades. In this paper,
we are interested in constructing space curves in Rd with d ≥ 3, aiming to satisfy the
following requirements:
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• interpolation, that is, the curve Γ passes the given designed points;
• smoothness, that the curve must be geometrically smooth Gr with r ≥ 1, We shall
present our construction of G2 curves in this paper.

• locality, i.e., any local change of the given points only affects the curve locally.
• no cusp points and no self-intersection unless there is such a need;
• convexity control capability;
• conic preservation, i.e. if a part of the given data points is from a sphere, the curve
passing these points is also on the sphere.

• invariant under the translation and rotation of the data points;
• corner points are also possible. In particular, the sharpness of the corner points is
controllable.

Many approaches are available in the literature and practice to construct smooth
space curves due to the active study in the last several decades. However, constructive
methods satisfying all the above requirements are few, The requirement of the high
order smoothness, say C2 is one of the main hurdles for interpolating curve construc-
tion. The high-order smoothness needs a lot of more parameters than the construction
of C1 curves and hence the parameters are hard to control while easy to produce the
cusps and/or overshoots in the curve. It is well-known that the smoothness of the
parametric functions for a curve does not ensure the smoothness of the graph of the
curve or a geometrically continuous curve. An example will be presented in Example
2.1. Typically, the distinction between the ”smoothness of graph” and ”smoothness
of function” is made using the concept of geometric continuity (cf. [1] [2] [3]). In this
paper, we define the geometric continuity of a curve by considering the regularity of
its parametric functions. Please refer to Section 2.3 for the formal definition.

Let us first present two examples of curves based on our construction in Figure 1
and Figure 2. We give sets data set {v1,v2, · · · ,vN} in R3 which are oriented data
sets, and the data sets are flattenable to be explained in Definition 2.1. These figures
show that our construction works nicely for various sizes of data points. In Figure 1,
we have 20 points while in Figure 2, we have 2776 space points. More examples will be
given in a later section to demonstrate that our construction can preserve the corners,
preserve circle or sphere when the data points are on a circle or on a sphere.

Our method of construction shares similar steps with previous methods in the
literature. More precisely, our algorithm can be decomposed into four parts: local curve
construction, redistribution, blending function construction, and gluing two pieces
together. Let us quickly outline each of the four components as follows.

• Local Curves Consider the series of points {v1,v2, · · · ,vN} ⊂ Rn, we define a local
curve fi(t) be a the curve pass vi−1,vi,vi+1, where fi(tj) = vj for j = i− 1, i, i+1.
There are few canonical options for local curves: parabola, circle, or Bézier curves.
We shall explain them in much more detail in Section 3.1.

• Redistribution Once we have a local curve (function) fi(t), the reparametrization
of the function will not change the graph. Therefore, we can reparametrize the curve
in a conventional way. One of the convenience ways is let t(s) where t(j) = tj for
j = i − 1, i, i + 1, and t(s) is linear on [i − 1, i] and [i, i + 1]. We define Fi(s) =
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Fig. 1 A C2 smooth interpolating curve(right) based on a Lissajous knot (left). The curvature of
the curve is shown by the color on the curve. The curve change shows that the curvatures are all
continuous.

f(t(s)) : [i− 1, i+ 1] → Rn. Note that t(s) is piecewise linear, so Fi is only C0, but
since it parametrizes the same curve as f(t), so Fi(s) is still has a smooth graph.

• Blending Function For short, a blending function is a pair of functions B1, B2 :
[0, 1] → [0, 1] with B1(0) = B2(1) = 0, B1(1) = B2(0) = 1, and B1(s) + B2(s) = 1
for all s ∈ [0, 1]. One can understand it by weighted functions of endpoints 0 and
1. We shall impose an additional assumptions on the derivative in need for the
smoothness, see details in Section 3.3.

• Gluing Two Pieces Together After redistribution, Fi and Fi+1 have over lapping
domain [i, i+ 1]. We can define a new function

Γ(s) =


Fi(s) s ∈ [i, i− 1)

Fi(s)B1(s− i) + Fi+1(t)B2(s− i) s ∈ [i, i+ 1]

Fi+1(s) s ∈ (i+ 1, i+ 2]

More generally, if we have a continuous function ϕ(s, u) : [i, i+1]× [0, 1] → Rn with
Φ(s, 1) = Fi and Φ(s, 0) = Fi+1, we can gluing the function as

Γ(s) =


Fi(s) s ∈ [i, i− 1)

Φ(s,B1(s− i)) s ∈ [i, i+ 1]

Fi+1(s) s ∈ (i+ 1, i+ 2]

This is particularly useful if we know some extra features of the original data.
For instance, in the section on numerical experimental results, we will have two
examples to show when the point data are on the sphere, we can make sure our
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Fig. 2 A C2 smooth interpolating curve(bottom) based on a plane data (top).

interpolating curve is on the same sphere as well by choosing a suitable Φ.

1.1 Related works

The realm of curve construction is vast, and a complete overview is not within the
scope of this paper. Here, we present a selection of essential works that are more
related to our work. Farin [4] provides a thorough organization of curve interpolation
methods using B-splines in his book. He also discusses Bézier curves, a group of
smooth curves based on polynomials. Two primary challenges associated with Bézier
curves are the need for a local shape control algorithm adaptable to various cases and
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the difficulty in achieving a higher order of continuity due to the flexibility in choos-
ing control points. To achieve a local shape control, various methods are employed to
interpolate curves. One example is the Non-uniform Rational B-spline (NURB) [5],
which utilizes a rational polynomial as a substitute for the conventional polynomial.
This substitution provides a broader range of shape options with a reduced number of
control points. Addressing the specific need for circle interpolation, a blending tech-
nique of the circular functions was introduced [6]. Notably, Yuksel [7] made significant
advancements by replacing the local circular function with an ellipse function when
the given data points deviate from a circle. Another noteworthy approach involves
the use of clothoids to interpolate curves, offering a method for achieving curves with
uniform curvature changes [8]. While these algorithms enhance curve fitting in diverse
scenarios, it’s important to note that they may introduce increased curve complexity,
and the highest achievable smoothness of these algorithms are limited to G2.
Some approaches center around polynomials and aims to enhance smoothness.
One approach is to interpolate the curve independently along different axes. Let
vi = (xi, yi, zi), one can interpolate xi, yi, and zi by X(t), Y (t), and Z(t), where
(X(ti), Y (ti), Z(ti)) = (xi, yi, zi) for t1 < t2 < · · · < ti < · · · < tN . Further details
are expounded in the book by Knott [9]. Subsequent to this, Lee refined the selec-
tion of ti [10] and made the curve more appealing. Key challenges associated with
interpolating along different axes include the absence of locality and a deficiency in
rotational stability.

Our algorithm is grounded in the notion of blending functions. By introducing
the r-blending function, one can craft an interpolation function with a desired shape
and achieve any desired level of smoothness. We redefine geometric continuity in an
alternative manner and provide a robust methodology for generating curves without
cusps or self-intersections.

1.2 Organization of the paper

The paper is organized as follows. We will explain the concept of the oriented data
point set and points that are flattenable. Then, we explain the concept of geometric
continuity and the geometrical smoothness of the graph of a curve. These will be done
in Section 2. we explain our constructive steps with emphasis on the four components
that we explained in the introduction. We will give a very general definition of these
components and provide a detailed justification of how smooth these curves are. We
also use the ideas to create a few new categories of curves that achieve any given
smoothness while consisting of piecewise polynomials or preserving the shape of a
circle and/or sphere.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we first explain the concepts of oriented point sets and flattenable point
sets. Then, we explain the regularity of a graph and geometric continuity/smoothness.
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Fig. 3 The differentiability of the parametric functions of Γ(t) = (t2, t3), t ∈ [−1, 1] does not imply
the graph is smooth.

2.1 Oriented Set of Points and Flattenable Points

Consider the set of space points vi, i = 1, · · · , N in Rn which is oriented in the sense
that vi is connected to vi+1 for all i = 1, . . . , N − 1 in the setting of space curves.
We call it sometimes a 1D-oriented point set, sometimes an oriented curve data set,
or sometimes a curve data set, just for simplicity. Next, we introduce the concept of
flattenable points.
Definition 2.1. An 1D-oriented point set {vi, i = 1, · · · , N} ⊂ Rn is said to be
flattenable if for any three consecutive points vi−1,vi,vi+1 there exist a line Li in Rn

such that the projections of these three points vi−1,vi,vi+1 to Li preserve the order of
these three points, i.e. the projection of vi is in the middle of the projections of vi−1

and vi+1.

2.2 Regularity of the Graph of Curves

Consider a curve consisting of points in Rn which are defined by one variable para-
metric functions. For instance, a non-self intersects curve in Rn can be defined by
Γ(t) = (x1(t), . . . , xn(t)), where t ∈ [a, b] for an interval [a, b] and xi(t), i = 1, · · · , n are
coordinate functions of Rn, where n ≥ 2. We call Γ(t) a parametrization function
of the arc, and the arc which it parameterized is called the graph of Γ. Obviously, if
Γ(t) is continuous, then its graph is continuous. However, the parametrization func-
tions’ smoothness is insufficient for the graph to be smooth. Let us look at the following
example.
Example 2.1. Let Γ(t) = (t2, t3) for t ∈ [−1, 1]. The parametric functions are differ-
entiable, but the graph of Γ(t) is not. As shown in Figure 3, the curve has a cusp at
t = 0. That is, the smoothness of the parametric functions did not guarantee that the
graph of the parametric curve looks smooth.

In the Example 2.1, the cusp happens at t = 0 where the tangent vector Γ′(0)
vanishes. Indeed, if the graph looks smooth, it should at least have a continuous
tangent. However, the C1 of its parametric function does not imply this property as
we saw in the Example 2.1. To distinguish the ideas, we call a graph of a parametric
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Parametric Space Graph

Gr

Not nessasary be Gr

Regular Cr

Only Cr

Fig. 4 The graph of a curve is not necessary to be Gr without the regularity of the parametric
functions.

function has a geometric continuity of degree 1 (denoted as G1) if it has tangent
lines on each point on it. If we think about the sufficient condition for a parametric
function to have a G1 graph, we use the following definition:
Definition 2.2. A C1 parametrization function Γ(t) = (x1(t), · · · , xn(t)) is said to
be regular at t ∈ (a, b) if ∥Γ′(t)∥ := ∥(x′

1(t), · · · , x′
n(t))∥ > 0.

The vanish of the first derivative of Γ gives us the graph without continuous
tangent. We can easily see the following property is true.
Proposition 2.2. If a pasteurization function Γ(t) : [a, b] → Rn is regular, then its
graph is G1.

We may now extend the ideas to the high order of geometric smoothness. In addi-
tion, if Γ(t) is C2 continuously differentiable in parameter t, its curvature which can
be formulated as [11]:

κ(t) =

√
∥Γ′(t)∥2∥Γ′′(t)∥2 − ∥Γ′(t) · Γ′′(t)∥2

∥Γ′(t)∥3
(1)

Since Γ′(t) ̸= 0, the curvature is well defined. If the curvature is continuous, we can
say that the graph of C2 parametric curve has continuous tangent and curvature.
In general, the non-vanish of the first derivative is sufficient for a Cr curve that has
geometric continuity up to order r.

To summarize, the regularity of the parameterization makes the graph have
geometric continuity up to the smoothness of the parameterization. We remark that:
Remark 2.1. A C1 regular curve has continuous tangents on its graph. A C2 regular
curve has continuous curvatures of its graph.

In the end of this subsection, let us present an example that a linear combination
of two regular curve pieces may not be regular any more.
Example 2.3. Let F(t) = (0.5+4(t−0.5)3, t(1−t)2), G(t) = (0.5+4(t−0.5)3, t2(1−t))
and 1-blending function B1 = 1 − B2 = 1 + 2t3 − 3t2 with B2 = −2t3 + 3t2. F and
G are Cr regular curve with r ≥ 1 which connect two points (0, 0) and (1, 0) for
t ∈ [0, 1]. However, the weighted sum F(t)B1(t) + G(t)B2(t) is not regular and not
G1 at t = 0.5. See the graph on the right of Figure 5.
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Fig. 5 A linear combination of two regular curves may not be regular

2.3 Connection of Geometric Continuity Curves

For curves, the regularity of its parametric function can guarantee nice-looking graphs.
However, in most practical applications, joining multiple curves with different para-
metric functions is required to express a long curve. That is, we may not have a global
regular parametric function for the entire curve. It is possible that we may still have a
nice-looking entire curve even if the parametric functions of each piece are not joined
smoothly. Let us see the following example.
Example 2.4. Consider a parametric curve defined below.

Γ(t) =

{
(t, t) t ∈ [−1, 0]

(3t, 3t) t ∈ (0, 1].

The graph of Γ(t) is a line segment from (−1,−1) to (3, 3) in R2 which joins smoothly
at t = 0. However, the parametric function itself is not differentiable at t = 0.
Nevertheless, we can define a bijection t = S(s), where

S(s) =

{
s s ∈ [−1, 0]
s
3 t ∈ (0, 3]

such that Γ(S(s)) = s for s ∈ [−1, 3]. We can see that Γ◦S is now a regular parametric
function even though Γ and S are not smooth at t = S(0) = 0.

We see the existence of a regular parametric function is crucial to the geometrical
smooth feature. We are now ready to formally define Gr smoothness for r ≥ 1 for a
curve consisting of multiple pieces.
Definition 2.3. [cf. [12]] Fix r ≥ 1. A graph Γ of curve in Rn is said to be Gr

continuity at a point p ∈ Γ if there exist a regular Cr parametrization of functions
xi(t), i = 1, · · · , n and a constant ϵ > 0 such that Γ(t) = (x1(t), · · · , xn(t)) : t ∈
(−ϵ, ϵ) → Γ with Γ(0) = p and ∇Γ(0) := Γ′(0) is a nonzero vector, i.e. ∥∇Γ(0)∥ > 0.
An entire curve Γ in Rn is said to be Gr continuous if the curve is of Gr continuity
at each point on the curve.

In short, the Gr continuity is a property of a curve-like subset Γ in Rn. Regularity
and Cr are properties of the underlying parametric functions of the curve. Figure 6
shows the idea of the Definition 2.3. Let us summarize the above discussion in the
following remark.
Remark 2.2.
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Graph Parametric Space

Gr

Not Gr

Existence of regular Cr

C0

Can be Cr,
but not regular

Fig. 6 Only the Graph with Gr Property can have a regular Parametric Function, While the non
Gr Graph can

f

Γ

f is Cr f is regular Cr

Γ is Gr ⇔ f can be reparamertrize as regular Cr

Fig. 7 The Relation Between Parameterize Function f and its Gragh G.

• A curve with Cr parametric function does not imply the graph of the curve is Gr.
See Example 2.1.

• If a curve with Cr parametric function is regular, the graph of the curve is Gr.
• The graph Γ is of Gr does not imply its parametric function is regular or Cr. See

Example 2.4. However, if Γ(t) is a continuous function, for any t = t0, there exist a
bijection function t = S(s), which defined on small interval (−ϵ, ϵ) with S(0) = t0,
such that Γ(S(s)) is regular and Cr on (−ϵ, ϵ).

In other words, a bad graph (not Gr) may have a Cr smooth parametric function,
but it can not have a regular Cr smooth function. Vice versa, a Gr graph could adapt
different parametric functions f1 and f2, see Example 2.4. Figure 7 shows the relation
between the function and graph. It’s unnecessary to describe a Gr smooth curve with a
smooth parametric function. However, there must exist one regular Cr function which
parametrizes the curve.
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vi−1

vi

vi+1

p0

x̃

ỹ

Fig. 8 Choosing x̃ and ỹ such that the parabola pass vi−1 vi, and vi+1 has a extreme at vi.

3 Construction of Geometric Smooth Interpolatory
Curves

This section is divided into five subsections. In the first four subsection, we explain
our construction. We shall suppose that a point cloud P = {vi, i = 0, 1, · · · , N} in
R3 is oriented and is flattenable. We start the construction with the local curves,
reparametrizing them (i.e. redistribution), constructing a blending function, and gluing
them together. In addition to these four subsections, we shall show that the regularity
of the curves based on our construction in the fifth subsection.

3.1 Construction of Local Curves

Given 3 ordered point vi−1,vi,vi+1 in P, we want to construct a Cr regular curve
interpolating these three points.
Definition 3.1. A function fi : [pi, ri] → R3 is said to be a local Gr interpolat-
ing function of P (at point vi) if fi is regular Cr function and there exist a point
qi ∈ (pi, ri) such that fi(qi) = vi.

Note that we do not require fi(pi) = vi−1 or fi(ri) = vi+1 during our construction
and we will still get an interpolating curve after gluing them together. However, having
local curves pass vi−1 and vi+1 gives us more pleasing curves in most cases. Let us
construct a few different types of local interpolating curves in the following examples.
Example 3.1 (Spatial Parabola). Suppose {vi−1,vi,vi+1} are three successive points
in a flattenable data set. We define x̃ and ỹ are two vectors which p0+span{x̃, ỹ} is an
plane that contains vi−1,vi,vi+1. Since vi−1,vi,vi+1 is flatenable, one may choose x̃
such that the projections of vi−1,vi,vi+1 to the x̃-axis preserve the order, says pi, qi, ri.
Moreover, we can interpolate vi−1,vi,vi+1 by {p0 + sx̃ + Q(s)ỹ | s ∈ [pi, ri]}, where
Q(s) is a quadratic function satisfying Q′(qi) = 0 by choosing x̃ and ỹ carefully, see
Figure 8. The proof of the existence of such construction is left to the reader.

To obtain a parametric function from the above construction, we need a rotation.
Let us use (x, y, z) for as the coordinate in R3, as the example. We rewrite x̃ = R11x+
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R12y+R13z , ỹ = R21x+R22y+R23z. We can then define fi(s) = p0+sx̃+Q(s)ỹ, i.e.

fi(s) =

xi(s)
yi(s)
zi(s)

 = p0 +

[
R11 R12 R13

R21 R22 R23

]T [
s

Q(s)

]
.

We can see that fi is regular by

f ′i(s) =

[
R11 R12 R13

R21 R22 R23

]T [
1

Q′(s)

]
,

which is never zero. Hence, the parabola is a local G∞ interpolating function.
The various fi can be visualized in Figure 9.

fi−1

-pi−1 qi−1 ri−1

•
vi−2

fi+1
•vi+2

@
@

@
@
@

@
@
@

@
@
@

@
@

@@R

pi+1

qi+1

ri+1

-pi qi ri

fi

•
vi−1

•vi

•vi+1

Fig. 9 An illustration of point cloud and different local curves

Example 3.2 (Arc of Circle or Ellipse). It it known that 3 points vi−1,vi,vi+1 in
R2 can uniquely determine a circle (a line can be seen as a degenerated circle) so are
the points in Rn when they are flattenable for n ≥ 3. If vi−1,vi,vi+1 are flattenable,
we can choose an arc of the circle in which vi is located within the arc while vi−1 and
vi+1 are the endpoints of the arc, see the left of Figure 10. However, the circle arc
could be very off when the angle vi−1,vi,vi+1 is relatively small (Middle of Figure
10). In [7], Yuksel proposes to use the ellipse arc instead if one of the arc vi−1 − vi,
vi − vi+1 has corresponding to an angle larger than 90 degrees. The construction can
be described as follows: first, place vi on one axis of the ellipse. Second, place either
vi−1 or vi1 on another axis of the ellipse, depending on which further from vi. Then,
there is a unique ellipse that passes through three points with the axis with the specified
property. See the right of Figure 10.

The parametric function of the arc can be defined by the polar coordinate. As shown
in Figure 11, We can parameterize the arc by fi(t) = p0+cos(−t)x̃+sin(−t)ỹ, where
x̃ and ỹ axis of circle or ellipse. One can easily see that the parametric function is a
regular Gr local function.
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vi−1

vi

vi+1

vi−1

vi
vi+1

vi+1

vi−1

vi

Fig. 10 Left: an Arc Passing Through vi−1,vi, and vi+1. Mid: vi−1,vi, and vi+1 are Flatenale
(As they can Project to the Blue Dash Line and Preserve the Order). However, the Local Curve is
Off. Right: The Construction of the Ellipse Local Curve.

vi+1

vi−1

vi

vi+1
vi−1

vi

x̃

ỹ
ỹ

p0 p0

Fig. 11 The Coordinate of Circle and Ellipse Local Curve.

Remark 3.1. If the curve has endpoints, then we need a local curve that passes through
v0 (and vN ). One natural choice is the line segment connecting v0 and v1 (vN−1 and
vN ). Or, if our local curve of v1 also passes v0, we can use the same local curve as
v1. If the curve is a closed circle, say v0 = vN , we have to get another local curve at
v0 = vN , which may be a parabola pass vN−1, v0 = vN , and v1 or other local curves
depend on needs.

3.2 Redistribution and Quasi-regular Local Curves

Suppose vi is a local G
r curve at vi, where fi(pi) = vi−1, fi(qi) = vi, and fi(ri) = vi+1.

Redistribution of fi is a re-parameterization of the function by fi(t) = fi(S
−1
i (s)) using

t = S−1
i (s), where the bijection S : [pi, ri] → [i−1, i+1] with Si(pi) = i−1, Si(qi) = i,

and S(ri) = i. We call Fi(s) = fi(S
−1
i (s)) quasi-regular function (QR function). The

formal definition of the quasi-regular local parametric function can be described below:
Definition 3.2. A function Fi : [i−1, i+1] → R3 is said to be a local Gr quasi-regular
interpolating function of P (at point vi) if:

12



• F|(i−1,i) and F|(i,i+1) are regular and Cr.
• lim

t→i+
∇F(t) ̸= 0 for t = i− 1, i, and lim

t→i−
∇F(t) ̸= 0 for t = i, i+ 1.

• There exists a local re-parameterization Si : [qi− ϵ, qi+ ϵ] → [i− 1, i] with Si(qi) = i
such that F(Si(s)) is a regular Cr function on [qi − ϵ, qi + ϵ] ⊂ [pi, ri] for a ϵ > 0.

By condition 1) and 2) in Definition 3.2, we can see that Fi is G
r on [i−1, i+1]\{i}.

By condition 3), we can see that Fi is G
r at i. Hence, F is Gr on [i− 1, i+1]. This is

not a surprise if we see that Fi is just the re-parametrize of fi. The main problem is
to choose the distribution function Si. We see that using a piece-wise linear function
will work.
Lemma 3.3. For a local curve fi : [pi, ri] → Rn which interpolate vi−1,vi, and vi+1.
Suppose Si : [pi, ri] → [i− 1, i+1] is a piecewise linear function consisting of two line
segments such that Si(pi) = i−1, Si(qi) = i and Si(ri) = i+1. Then Fi(t) = fi(S

−1
i (t))

is a G∞ quasi-regular parametric function such that Fi(j) = vj for j = i− 1, i, i+ 1.
Proof. First, Si(s) is a linear function on s ∈ [pi, qi]. We have F′

i(t) =
f ′i(S

−1
i (t))(S−1

i )′(t). Hence, F is a regular curve on (i − 1, i) because (S−1
i )′(t) is

a constant and fi is regular (so that f ′i(S
−1
i (t)) is never zero). Similarly, F is a

regular curve on (i, i + 1). Secondly, one can easily see that F′
i(t) exists when

t → (i− 1)+, i−, i+, or(i+ 1)−. Finally, it easy to see that Fi(Si(s)) = fi(s) and Si is
a regular C∞ function. Thus, Fi(t) is a G∞ quasi-regular parametric function.
The interpolation property could be obtained by Fi(i− 1) = fi(S

−1
i (i− 1)) = fi(pi) =

vi−1, Fi(i) = fi(S
−1
i (i)) = fi(qi) = vi, and Fi(i+ 1) = fi(S

−1
i (i+ 1)) = fi(ri) = vi+1.

□

Since F and f only differ in the parameterization, they have the same graph,
which is Gr. Although F loses its regularity at the nodes, it stores the point cloud at
integer nodes, which is a more desirable property in computer programming.

Before we move on to constrict some local curves, we shall define another important
property of these Gr quasi-regular functions.
Definition 3.3. We say a local Gr interpolating QR function Fi : [i− 1, i+1] → R3,
as we defined in Definition 3.2, is contracted if the inner products

⟨Fi(s)− Li(s),vi − vi−1⟩ > 0, for s ∈ (i− 1, i)

and

⟨Fi(s)− Li(s),vi − vi+1⟩ > 0, for s ∈ (i, i+ 1),

where Li is the piecewise linear function with Li(i − 1) = vi−1, Li(i) = vi, and
Li(i+ 1) = vi+1

We illustrated the contracted local curve in Figure 12. Generally speaking, a
parametric function is contracted if it is always closer to vi = f(qi) than the linear
interpolating on both sides.

Another important property is the positive definiteness:
Definition 3.4. We say a local regular (which also imply C1) function F : [a, b] → Rn

on an interval (α, β) ⊂ [a, b] if ⟨F ′(x), F (β)− F (α)⟩ > 0 for all x ∈ (α, β).
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vi−1

vi = F (i)

vi+1

Fi(i+ 1)
Fi(i− 1)

Li(s)

Fi(s)

Fig. 12 The Contracted Local Curve. The red point is Li(s) and the blue points is Fi(s). Generally
speaking, the contracted QR function is always closer to vi than linear interpolation after projection
to the line connecting the vertex.

Generally speaking, if a curve is positive definite, then it’s target is always toward
the endpoint.
The contractness and the positive definite are sufficient conditions of the final gluing
curve to be Gr. Hence, we shall prove our construction of local curves are contracting
and positive definite.
Example 3.4 (Contractness and Positive definite of Spatial Parabola). Let Fi(s) =
fi(S

−1
i (s)), where fi is defined as in Example 3.1, and S : [pi, ri] → [i − 1, i + 1] is

join of two linear functions with Si(pi) = i − 1, Si(qi) = i, and S(ri) = i. We can
prove that Fi : [i − 1, i] → R3 is a C∞ positive definite curve and contracted at i,
Fi : [i, i+ 1] → R3 is a Cr positive definite curve and contracted at i.

For positive definiteness, we check the graph on x̃, ỹ as in Example 3.1, where the
parabola curve can be described as (s,Q(s)) on the coordinate systems x̃, ỹ with origin
at p0. Since Q(qi) is the vertex of the parabola, all the derivative is toward the vertex,
i.e. Q′(s)(Q(qi)−Q(s)) ≥ 0. For t ∈ (i− 1, i), we have

⟨F′
i(t),Fi(i)− Fi(i− 1)⟩ = ⟨f ′i(s)(S−1

i )′(t), fi(qi)− fi(pi)⟩
= (S−1

i )′(t)⟨Q′(s)ỹ + x̃, (Q(qi)−Q(pi)) ỹ + (qi − pi)x̃⟩
= (S−1

i )′(t)(Q′(s) (Q(qi)−Q(pi)) + (qi − pi)) > 0.

Note that S−1
i is a linear incresing function on [i− 1, i] so (S−1

i )′(t) is a positive
constant. Similarly ⟨F′

i(t),Fi(i+1)−Fi(i)⟩ = (S−1
i )′(t)(Q′(s) (Q(ri)−Q(qi)) + (ri −

qi)) > 0.
For contractness (cf. Definition 3.3), let t ∈ (i−1, i), since L(t) is a linear function

from vi−1 to vi−1 and Si is a linear function, we have L(Si(s)) = l(s)ỹ + sx̃, where
l(s) is a linear function with l(pi) = Q(pi) and l(qi) = Q(qi). Now let t = Si(s) we
can calculate ⟨Fi(t) − L(t),Fi(i) − Fi(i − 1)⟩ = ⟨fi(s) − L(Si(s)), fi(qi) − fi(pi)⟩ =
⟨Q(s) − l(s)ỹ, (Q(qi)−Q(pi)) ỹ + (qi − pi)x̃⟩ = (Q(s) − l(s)) (Q(qi)−Q(pi)) ≥ 0.
Because if Q is convex, Q(s) ≤ l(s) and Q(qi) ≤ Q(pi) and if Q is concave, Q(s) ≥ l(s)
and Q(qi) ≥ Q(pi). Similarly, for t ∈ [i, i+ 1].

14



3.3 Blending Functions

We begin with a construction of blending functions.
Definition 3.5. A pair of r-blending polynomials B1, B2 : [0, 1] → R is a polynomial
satisfying the following:

• 1 > B1, B2 > 0 on (0, 1).
• B1(1) = B2(0) = 0 and B1(0) = B2(1) = 1.

• B
(α)
1 (0) = B

(α)
1 (1) = B

(α)
2 (0) = B

(α)
2 (1) = 0 for all 0 < α ≤ r.

• B1 +B2 = 1 on [0, 1].
• −B1 and B2 are non decreasing.

An example of a 0-blending function is{
B1(t) = 1− t,∀t ∈ [0, 1]

B2(t) = t, ∀t ∈ [0, 1].
(2)

An example of a 1-blending function is{
B1(t) = 2t3 − 3t2 + 1,∀t ∈ [0, 1]

B2(t) = −2t3 + 3t2,∀t ∈ [0, 1]
(3)

Another example of a 1-blending function is{
B1(t) = cos2(t),∀t ∈ [0, 1]

B2(t) = sin2(t),∀t ∈ [0, 1].
(4)

We can also generate ∞-blending function. let f(x) = e−
1
x , we define

B1(t) =
f(1− x)

f(x) + f(1− x)
,∀t ∈ [0, 1]

B2(t) =
f(x)

f(x) + f(1− x)
,∀t ∈ [0, 1].

(5)

is not hard to find that B1 B2 satisfying Definition 3.5. Principally, this will give you
a G∞ interpolation function if you use these in Algorithm 1. However, the derivatives
of those blending functions are complex, which may not be suitable for computational
manner.

In general, we can generate r-blending functions by polynomials B1(x) =∫ 1

x

ctr(1− t)rdt, B2(x) = 1−B1(x), where c = (
∫ 1

0
tr(1− t)rdt)−1. This is equivalent

to B1(x) =
∑

0≤i≤r

bi,2r+1(x) and B2(x) =
∑

r+1≤i≤2r+1

bi,2r+1(x), where bi,2r+1 are i-th

Bernstein basis polynomials of degree 2r + 1. We call this polynomial r-blending
function. There are still many ways to define r-lending functions. We leave them to
the interested reader.
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3.4 Linear Gluing of QR Curves and Main Theorem

Consider Fi : [i− 1, i+1] → Rn are Gr QR interpolating functions of the data points
{vi, i = 0, 1, · · · , N}. Our final glued function Γ : [0, N ] → R3 to be:

Γ(t)|[i,i+1] = Fi(t)B1(t− i) + Fi+1(t)B2(t− i)

for i = 1, 2, · · · , N−1. Note that F0 and FN are boundaries QR function. See Remark
3.1. We will show that Γ can be Gr if we carefully choose our fi, Si, B1, and B2.
Indeed, we have:
Theorem 3.5. Suppose a set of oriented data point P = {v0,v1, · · · ,vN}. We define
a curve

Γ(t)|[i,i+1] = Fi(t)B1(t− i) + Fi+1(t)B2(t− i)

where:

1) fi : [pi, ri] → Rn are Cr local curve which fi(qi) = vi for some qi ∈ (p + i, ri)
for i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1. f0 : [q0, r0] → Rn is a Cr function with f0(q0) = v0, and
fN : [pN , qN ] → Rn is a Cr function with fN (qN ) = vN .
2) Fi = fi ◦ S−1

i : [i− 1, i+ 1] → Rn is positive definite and contracted to vi, where
Si : [pi, ri] piecewise linear function with Si(pi) = i− 1, Si(qi) = i, and Si(ri) = i+1.
When i = 0, N , Si are linear function where S0(qi) = 0, S0(ri) = 1, SN (pi) = N − 1,
and SN (qi) = N .
3) B1, B2 are r-blending function.

Then the graph of Γ(t) is Gr which Γ(0) = v0,Γ(1) = v1, · · · ,Γ(N) = vN .
We divided the proof into three claims:

Claim 3.6. The Γ(t) defines in Theorem 3.5 interpolate the data points P .
Proof. The simple substitution Γ(i) = Fi(i)B1(0) + Fi+1(i)B2(0) = Fi(i) =
fi(S

−1
i (i)) = fi(qi) = vi. □

Claim 3.7. The graph of Γ(t) is Gr at integer points.
Proof. Consider Γi := Γ|(i−1,i+1) for i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1. We want to show that Γ is
Gr at i. We can consider a re-parameterization gi = Γi ◦ Si : [pi, ri] → Rn. We can

show g
(α)
i (qi) = f

(α)
i (qi), for 1 < α ≤ r, by calculate:

lim
s→q+i

dα

(ds)α
gi(s) = lim

s→q+i

dα

(ds)α

(
Fi(Si(s))B1(Si(s)− i) + Fi+1(Si(s))B2(Si(s)− i

)
= lim

s→q+i

dα

(ds)α

(
fi(S

−1
i ◦ Si(s))B1(Si(s)− i)

+fi+1(S
−1
i+1 ◦ Si(s))B2(Si(s)− i)

)
= lim

s→q+i

dα

(ds)α

(
fi(s)B1(Si(s)− i) + fi+1(S

−1
i+1 ◦ Si(s))B2(Si(s)− i)

)
= f

(α)
i (qi) + lim

s→q+i

∑
m+n=α

n>1

f
(m)
i (s)

dn

(ds)n
B1(Si(s)− i)
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+ lim
s→q+i

∑
m+n=α

(
dm

(ds)m
fi+1(S

−1
i+1 ◦ Si(s)))(

dn

(ds)n
B2(Si(s)− i)).

For the second and third term, Note that Si|(qi,ri) are a linear function to (i, i + 1),

so (Si(s) − i) has range on (0, 1) when s ∈ (qi, ri). We have dn

(ds)nB1(Si(s) − i) = 0

for 1 ≤ n ≤ α and dn

(ds)nB2(Si(s) − i) = 0 for 0 ≤ α, since B1 and B2 are r-blending

function and α ≤ r. This leads to the conclusion that the second term is vanish.
For the third term, we know the derivative of B2 is zeros but we need to check if
dm

(ds)m
fi+1(S

−1
i+1 ◦Si(s)) is exist and finite. Note that S−1

i+1 ◦Si|(qi,ri) is a linear function

from (qi, ri) to (pi+1, qi+1). We can conclude that
dm

(ds)m
fi+1(S

−1
i+1 ◦Si(s)) is exist and

finite. Hence, the second and third terms all vanish and

lim
s→q+i

dα

(ds)α
gi(s) = f

(α)
i (qi).

Similar to the left-hand limit, we have g
(α)
i (qi) = f

(α)
i (qi) for 0 ≤ α ≤ r. Therefore, g

is regular Cr function (so Gr) near vi. Γ is Gr near vi because it and gi have same
graph.

□

Claim 3.8. The graph of Γ(t) is Gr on intervals (i, i+ 1) for i = 0, 1, · · · , N − 1.
Proof. By definition of Γ, is not hard to see that Γ is a Cr function on (i, i+ 1). For
Gr, we only need to show that Γ is regular, that is, Γ′(t) ̸= 0. We can calculate:

Γ′(t)|(i,i+1) = F′
i(t)B1(t− i) + F′

i+1(t)B2(t− i)

+ Fi(t)B
′
1(t− i) + Fi+1(t)B

′
2(t− i)

= F′
i(t)B1(t− i) + F′

i+1(t)B2(t− i) +
(
Fi+1(t)− Fi(t)

)
B′

2(t− i)

(6)

Note that in the last line, we useB′
1 = (1−B2)

′ = −B′
2. Now consider the inner product

⟨Γ′(t),Γ(i+1)−Γ(i)⟩. We have ⟨F′
i(t),Γ(i+1)−Γ(i)⟩ and ⟨F′

i+1(t),Γ(i+1)−Γ(i)⟩ > 0
because Fi and Fi+1 are positive definite function. For the last component in 6, we
consider L : [i, i+ 1] → R3 be a linear function with L(i) = Γ(i) = vi and L(i+ 1) =
Γ(i+ 1) = vi+1. We can calculate

⟨
(
Fi+1(t)− Fi(t)

)
B′

2(t− i),Γ(i+ 1)− Γ(i)⟩
=⟨(Fi+1(t)− L(t))− (Fi(t)− L(t)),vi+1 − vi⟩ ·B′

2(t− i)

=
(〈

Fi+1(t)− L(t),vi+1 − vi

〉
+
〈
Fi(t)− L(t),vi − vi+1

〉)
·B′

2(t− i) ≥ 0.

Where we apply the contractness of Fi at vi and Fi+1 at vi+1 in the last line. We
have Γ(t) is a positive definite on (i, i+1), so it is regular because the first derivative
never vanishes. □

By the claim 3.6, 3.7, and 3.6, the Theorem 3.5 is proved.
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Corollary 3.8.1 (Bonus Smoothness). If the local function fi in Theorem 3.5 is Cr+1

and pass three point fi(pi) = vi−1, fi(qi) = vi, and fi(ri) = vi+1, and the r-blending
function are differentiable up to r + 1 (The derivative still vanish up to r). Then the
curve Γ is Gr+1.
Proof. We already show the curve Γ is regular. We only need to show that the r+1-
th derivative is equal to the Local QR function on its boundary. From Equation 6,
we have

Γ(r+1)(t)|(i,i+1) =
( ∑
m+n=r+1
n<r+1

F
(m)
i (t)B

(n)
1 (t− i) + F

(m)
i+1(t)B

(n)
2 (t− i)

)
+
(
Fi+1(t)− Fi(t)

)
B

(r+1)
2 (t− i).

(7)

When t → i, the first term equal to F r+1
i because B1(0) = 1 and the rest terms of

B
(n)
1 , B

(n)
2 goes to zeros. For the second term, although B

(r+1)
2 (t − i) is not zeros,

Fi+1(i) − Fi(i) = vi − vi = 0. Hence Γ(r+1)(t) = F
(r+1)
i (t) when t → i+. Similarly,

Γ(r+1)(t) = F
(r+1)
i=1 (t) for t → i+ 1−.

□

4 Numerical Examples of 3D Smooth Curves

In this section, we present several examples to demonstrate that the method discussed
in the previous section can be used to construct smooth 3D curves. We begin with our
computational algorithm below, which has been implemented in MATLAB.

Algorithm 1 The Curve Interpolation Algorithm. (See Figure 13.)

Step 1 For each point vi, use vi−1 and vi+1 to generate fi as in Definition 3.1 for
i = 1, 2, · · · , N − 1.
Step 1.5 For boundary point v0 and vN , constructing the local curve f0 and fN .
Some canonical choices are:
Linear Using linear function f0 connect v0 and v1, and fN connect vN−1 and vN .
Natural If local function f1 pass v0 and fN−1, simply use them as the f0 and fN .
Close If vN = v0, means the data points is a close curve, we can define fN = f0 be
the local function using vN−1,vN = v0, and v1.
Step 2 Redistribution the local function Fi = fi(S

−1
i ).

Step 3 Given smoothness r ≥ 1, choose a suitable blending function B1, B2.
Step 4 For each interval [i − 1, i], evaluate the function fi−1(S

−1(x))B1(x) +
fi(S

−1(x))B2(x).

In addition, we present a computational flowchart to illustrate the steps of
Algorithm 1 in Figure 13.
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4.1 Computational Experiments

Let us show some numerical results based on our Algorithm 1 above.
Example 4.1 (Gr Spline Interpolating Curves). Fix r = 2. We start with the Gr inter-
polation with piecewise polynomial construction. We use the parabolic local function
from Example 3.1. We already proved that the local QR function is positive definite
and contracted in Example 3.4. Therefore, by theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.8.1, the
interpolation is Gr+1, where r is only depending on the choice of r-blending function.
We use the polynomial r-blending function defined in Section 3.3. The degree of r-
blending function is 2r+1. In this case, we can construct Gr interpolation spline with
piecewise polynomials of degree 2r+1. In the case r = 1, we use degree 3 polynomial to
interpolate G1 data in any dimension. This result is quite comparable to G1 Bernstein
interpolation. Our algorithm automating the local curve so the user does not have to
specify the local control points. In addition, our algorithm can increase the smoothness
at a very low extra cost. Because the local curve is the same we only have to compute
the blending function which the explicit formula of the function was given.
For a set of random points in 3d space, we use 2-blending function to have G3 smooth
curve interpolation. As shown in Figure 14, every point in the original data set (red)
is passed by the curve. On the other hand, We can calculate the curvature of the curve
to show that the curve can achieve at least G2, see Figure 1 for the color pattern
for the curvature. To show the smoothness of the spline interpolatory curve, another
example is given in Figure 14 in tube view.
As we can see in Figure 1, the curvature is higher near data points, which is a desired
feature. Some other methods like Circular spline will have curvature peaks in the middle
between data points.

Let us give two more examples in Figure 15 and 16.
Example 4.2 (Corner Preservation). On planar data points, the data points them-
selves are not always suitable for smooth interpolation. See Figure 17. In the Figure,
we see that in order to interpolate the point at the corner, we must have a curve that
is not a straight line. To address this feature, we have the following definition:
Definition 4.1 (Lacol Convex and Degenerate Points). Consider a series of 5 data
points v1,v2, · · · ,v5 on R2, we say point v3 is a local convex point if det(v2−v1,v3−
v2), det(v3 − v2,v4 − v3), and det(v4 − v3,v5 − v4) are non-zeros and have same
sign. We say 3 is degenerated if at least one of these three determination are zero.

We can illustrate the local convex points in the Figure 18. In the figure, let ray
R1 start from v2 with direction v1 → v2, and ray R2 start from v4 with direction
v5 → v4. We can get a region by these two rays and line v2 − v4 (See shading region
in Figure 18). One can easily check that if v3 is located in the slash region, then v3 is
a local convex point. If v3 is on the boundary of the slash region, then it’s degenerated.
One important case of degenerate points is when v3 is at the intersection A of R1 and
R2. The smooth interpolation curve will not be pleasing. We say v3 is a corner in this
case. In Figure 17, the red points are corner points. We see that the interpolation
curves lose local convexity when the original polygon is local convex. In practice, we
can easily detect corner points and replace the local function to be piecewise linear.

We show an example of taking care of the corners of a given data set. Suppose that
we have a set of data with four corners. If we use our method straightforwardly, our
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Fig. 13 Flowchart of our Algorithm 1.
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Fig. 14 3D interpolatory curve (top) with the given points in red and it’s in tube view (bottom)

Fig. 15 A C2 smooth interpolating curve (right) based on a given data set (left).

smooth interpolating curve will have rounded corners. See the left of Figure 19. When
the code recognizes a point as a corner, it skips the local constructive step and produces
the curve with corners by replacing the local curve with a piecewise linear function, as
shown on the right of Figure 19.
Example 4.3 (Convex Planar Data). We defined local convex points in Definition
4.1. A natural question arises here: could we preserve the local convexity? That is,
if vi is a local convex point, could we have Fi such that Fi|[i−1,i+1] do not change
sign on its curvature? The answer is affirmative. We can achieve this by choosing
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Fig. 16 Two views of smooth interpolating curve based on a data set of human head

Fig. 17 The Points at the Corner of Two Straight Lines Can Not be Smooth without Adding Extra
Structure.

v1

v2

v4

v5

A

R1R2

v1

v2

v4

v5

R1

R2

Fig. 18 The degenerated v3 is located in the Edges of the slashed Area. The local convex point
v3 will be in the interior of the slash area. If two rays R1 and R2 have an intersection point A (As
Shown on the Left), then v3 would be categorized as corner if it close to A.
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Fig. 19 A smooth interpolation curve without and with corners

a linear local curve. Indeed, let v1,v2, · · · ,v5 be a series of points and v2, v3, and
v4 are local convex points. Suppose tangent line v2 − v1, v3 − v2, · · · ,v5 − v4 are
ordered clock-wisely as show in Figure 20. Then there must be a line pass through v3

which one of its direction vectors is located between v3 − v2 and v4 − v3, shown as
the blue line in Figure 20. Because v2 and v4 are also local convex, we can find two
similar lines pass v2 and v4, shown as orange lines in Figure 20. The P and Q are
intersections of the blue line and orange lines. The linear function from P to Q is
defined as the local function in this example.

We claim that if we use these local functions and the polynomial r-blending func-
tion, then the resulting curve is local convex as long as the data points are local convex.
The proof is quite straightforward. We already claim that the r-bending function is
equivalent to Bernstein polynomials:

B1(x) =
∑

0≤i≤r

bi,2r+1(x)

B2(x) =
∑

r+1≤i≤2r+1

bi,2r+1(x).
(8)
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v1

v2

v4

v5

v3

P Q

Fig. 20 The local function is chosen to be the linear function from P to Q.

Back to our example in Figure 20. We shall show that the line segment from v2 to v3

is local convex. We know that on [2, 3], F2 = v2(1−t)+P ·t and F3 = P ·(1−t)+v3 ·t.
Combine with the formula of r blending curve, one can write down the curve Γ(t)|[2,3] =
F2(t)B1(t− 2) + F3(t)B2(t− 2) by Bezier polynomial:

Γ(t)|[2,3] = v2 · b0,2r+2 +
∑

1≤i≤r

(
2r + 2− i

2r + 2
v2 +

i

2r + 2
P )bi,2r+1(x) + P · br+1,2r+2

+
∑

r+2≤i≤2r+1

(
2r + 2− i

2r + 2
P +

i

2r + 2
v3)bi,2r+1(x) + v3 · b2r+2,2r+2,

where bi,j are i-th Bezier base polynomial of degree j. As we can see, this line segment
is a Bezier curve where all control points are located on the v2-P and P -v3. The
control points form a convex polygon. By variation diminishing property, the curve is
a local convex curve.

Example 4.4 (Sphere Preserving Curves). In this subsection, we present a few
examples to show that when the given data points on spheres, our smooth interpo-
lating curves will be on the corresponding spheres. In Example 3.2 of Section 3.1,
we already explained the local curve of the arc. One of the advantages of using arcs
as local curves is that the curve is locally a circle if the dataset itself is intended to
behave like a circle, see Figure 21.

In the case of three-dimensional space, one may need to adapt a curve on spherical
data. Because we use the circular local function, we can always expect our local curves
to be located on the sphere when the data cloud is on the sphere. When we glue the
two local curves on a sphere, all we have to do is to use a special gluing function. For
instance, when we glue two arcs on a sphere from P to Q, see Figure 22. We can
define Φ(s, x), where Φ(s, 0) and Φ(s, 1) are two arcs pass P and Q that we are going
to glue. We can define fx(s) = Φ(s, x) as a series of arcs on the sphere pass P and
Q with uniform arc length so that fx(0) = P and fx(1) = Q for all x ∈ [0, 1]. For
the x direction, one can easily find that the center of these arcs will be located on a
circle inside the sphere. Therefore, we can parametrize the x direction by the center
location of these arcs. More specifically, let C(x) be the center of the arc of fx(s) and
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Fig. 21 The curve is locally adaptive to circles when the data points are locally scattered on two
circles.

Fig. 22 The grid defined by ϕ(x, t)on the sphere. Two red curves are the arcs to be glued. And the
green line is the resulting curve after gluing.

we choose |dC(x)/dx| to be a constant. In this way, we define the gluing function by
Φ(s,B1(s)), where B1 is the blending function.

As shown in Figure 23, two curves are presented to demonstrate that our inter-
polating curves will be on the corresponding spheres when the given data points are
on the spheres. We can see that the curve fits the sphere whenever the data points are
on the sphere.
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Fig. 23 Two examples of smooth interpolating curves which show that the curves will be on the
sphere according to the given data points

Fig. 24 Our Smooth Interpolating Curve is on the Sphere (right) as the Given Data Points on the
Sphere(left)

In the next example, we have a lot of points on the unit sphere. Our smooth
interpolating curve is also on the same sphere as shown in Figure 24.

5 Conclusion and Future works

In this paper, we present an organized framework for constructing smoothly interpo-
lating curves in Rn with a high level of smoothness customization. While incorporating
and refining existing approaches, our algorithm breaks down the smooth curve con-
struction into four key components: the local function, blending function, distributing
function, and gluing function.
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The local function depends on the needs of shape design. One could use pure poly-
nomials to simplify the calculation and save the storage, as shown in Example 4.1.
In addition to the oriented points, some tangent vectors and normal vectors are also
given, we can modify our algorithm easily by using local functions with derivative
interpolation properties. Some useful local functions like circular functions in Exam-
ple 3.2 and linear functions to preserve the convexity in Example 4.3 are also useful
in various scenarios. Note that the local functions are not necessarily the same for all
points. For instance, on the boundary, one may apply different boundary local func-
tions to get the desired curve. In Example 4.2, we also show that by replacing the local
function on the degenerated points, the curve can have the corner that we expected.
In another example 4.3, we explained a convexity of the data points could be pre-
served if we use linear functions as local functions. The choice of local function is not
limited to the example we have shown in this paper.

The Blending functions are used to determine the smoothness of the final curves.
Applying r-blending functions can give us a Gr curve in most cases. We also saw that
we can use the trigonometric function or other functions to replace the polynomial
blending functions if they satisfy Definition 3.5.
The redistribution function maps the coordinate of the local function to a standard
coordinate, which has one unit between each node. In this paper, we only use the
piecewise linear map as our redistribution function. By Theorem 3.5, we may need
our function Fi after redistribution to be positive definite and regular. For the same
local function, we could make the redistributed function positive definite by choosing
a suitable redistribution function. The only non positive definite Fi in this paper is
the circular functions. However, Yuksel has proved that the curve is G2 in his paper
[7]. So, using the piecewise linear function in this case is fine.
When linear gluing may be a good choice, most of the time, we may need a different
way to glue the two curves together. In Example 4.4, we demonstrate a special way
to glue two curves together so that the final curve will locate on the same sphere
as its original two curves. In the example, the gluing function does not affect the
final smoothness because it is C∞. If one uses other gluing functions, they may lose
smoothness if the function is not smooth enough.

In this paper, we analyze previous works and decompose them into four parts of
the function. Each part take there unique role in the construction of the final curve.
We also indicated that the blending functions take an important role of smoothness.
By providing r-blending functions, we can now push the smoothness to any degree.
We also give a necessary conditions that make the curve to be Gr so when people use
there preferred local function in our algorithm, they would expect a smooth curve as
long as there formulate meets the condition.
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