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ABSTRACT. MGARD (MultiGrid Adaptive Reduction of Data) is an algorithm
for compressing and refactoring scientific data, based on the theory of multigrid
methods. The core algorithm is built around stable multilevel decompositions
of conforming piecewise linear C? finite element spaces, enabling accurate error
control in various norms and derived quantities of interest. In this work, we
extend this construction to arbitrary order Lagrange finite elements Q,, p = 0,
and propose a reformulation of the algorithm as a lifting scheme with poly-
nomial predictors of arbitrary order. Additionally, a new formulation using a
compactly supported wavelet basis is discussed, and an explicit construction
of the proposed wavelet transform for uniform dyadic grids is described.

1. Introduction. Compression of scientific data is known to be particularly chal-
lenging as it is widely regarded as effectively incompressible due to the intrinsically
high entropy of its floating-point value representation [30, 22]. Lossless compressors
achieve at most mediocre performance on such datasets [38]. At the same time,
scientific data from simulations and experiments is often inherently lossy and can
tolerate some error-controlled loss in its accuracy. Wavelets are particularly appeal-
ing for this task because of their excellent localization properties in both spatial and
frequency domains [32].

Wavelet compression is closely related to the time-scale multiresolution analysis
which is rooted in Laplacian pyramids [8], hierarchical filters [29, 36], multirate
and polyphase filter banks [35, 15, 14], see Figure 1. Conventional wavelets are
constructed with translation invariant filters defined on regular nested dyadic grids.
Invertibility, smoothness, vanishing moments, and the support size of the wavelet
basis functions are the main design criteria commonly imposed in the frequency
domain for such regularly sampled signals.

Lifting provides an alternative approach for constructing wavelets directly in the
signal domain using appropriate linear combinations of scaling functions [33]. The
scheme comprises the split/merge, predict, and update operations and is invertible
by design. After the signal is split into two components, the values in one are
used to predict the values of another, and the prediction error is recorded as the
detail coefficients, see Figure 1. The quality of predictor is largely responsible
for the energy compaction of this decomposition while the update operation is
commonly designed to match the vanishing moments of the primal/reconstruction
and dual/analysis wavelets, the property generally leading to better stability of
the wavelet transform. Factorization of classical wavelet decompositions into lifting
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FIiGURE 1. Schematic illustration of the two-level decomposi-
tion/recomposition of a signal using equivalent subband coding fil-
ter bank (left) and lifting scheme (right) implementations.

steps also provides more efficient implementation over the filter bank construction
[11]. As a result, lifting is used as a coding algorithm in wavelet-based compressors
including JPEG2000 [34] and SPECK [27] for size-bounded compression, Waverange
[21] and SPERR [24] for error-controlled compression of structured scientific data,
and HexaShrink [28] for compression of structured hexahedral volume meshes.

On a more abstract note, the construction of wavelets is intricately tied to the
concept, of stable decomposition of function spaces. Considering a family of pro-
jectors P; : V. — V; with V; < V1 < V and P;Pj41 = Pj, an element u € V
possesses a multiscale representation

ZP Pj— 1U—POU:+ZQ] Qi =Pis1—P;:V->W,;. (1)
=0 §j=0
The projector Q; is also a projector since QF = P7, | — Pj 1 P; — PiPjy1 + P =

Pj+1 — Pj. Consequently, since P;(Pji1 — P;j) = 0, the element Q;ju € W, can
be viewed as the detail complement of P;u € Vj in Vj4 leading to the direct sum
decomposition of the space V'

0
V=1V (—B wy.
1=0
The choice of appropriate projectors is crucial to obtain decompositions with certain
desirable properties such as, e.g., the polynomial exactness of V; or the stability of
the representation (1) written in terms of the bases of the approximation and detail
subspaces V; := span{p; i : k€ A;}, W; := span{i; r : k € V;}

w= Y aorpor+ Y, O, Bixtik st [uly ~ leu ], (2)
kelo §=0 keV
where || - || is a corresponding discrete norm and |- | ~ || - ||| denotes the usual norm

equivalence, i.e., the existence of finite constants v, " with v||a u 8| < |Ju]y <
Dllaco Bl

In the case of V' being a Hilbert space, a suitable candidate for P; is an oblique
projector defined as

Piu= Yty Bk )psiks (3)
k‘EAj
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where ¢ is biorthogonal to ¢, i.e., {@;k, @iy = Ok i. It has been shown that
biorthogonality is a necessary condition for the uniform stability of multiscale rep-
resentations in the sense of the norm equivalence in (2) when V is L? [10, 9]. This
condition eliminates the selection of interpolation operators

Liu= Y wpips  [pinle = Ok, (4)
k‘EA]’

as uniformly L?-stable projectors, given that ¢; j is a Dirac distribution defined by
(u, @)y = ;. In terms of the lifting scheme, this corresponds to the interpolating
predictor without an update operation, underscoring once again the significance of
the update operation in achieving stable multiresolution encoding.

Similar results also hold in LP-Besov spaces V := Blt)’q as given by

Theorem 1.1 ([9, Theorem 3.7.7]). Assume that p,$ are compactly supported
biorthogonal scaling functions with ¢ € L, G L" forr e [1,00], 1/r+ 1/ =1, or
that ¢ € C° and ¢ is a Radon measure in which case v = w. Then, for 0 <p <,
one has the norm equivalence

lul sy, ~ IPoulze + [{271Qsulrs 5 = 0},
for all s > 0 such that

1 1
d{—-—-— in(¢ 1
(p r) < s <min(t,n + 1), (5)

where n is the order of polynomial reproduction in V; and t is such that ¢ € B
for some qq.

t
P:q0

The condition in (5) defines the valid range of the smoothness of the space in
which the norm is assessed. This range is characterized by the data dimensionality
d, smoothness ¢t and polynomial reproduction n of the basis ¢, and L" stability of
the projector in (3). Since B3, = H®, Theorem 1.1 is also immediately valid for
the usual Sobolev spaces H*® which, together with the L? stability result, gives

sj 1 1 .
Jual3ge ~ Z |k |? + Z Z 2|8, %, d < - r> < s <min(t,n+1). (6)

2
kel j=0keV;

Such norm equivalences in H* have been extensively studied in the design of additive
multilevel preconditioners of elliptic operators [37, 7, 26].

For piecewise polynomial nodal basis, it can be shown that ¢ € H® with t <
n + 1/2, where n is the order of the basis. This simplifies the upper bound in (6).
To simplify the lower bound, we need r = 2 to get rid of the dimension d yielding

© is n-th order Lagrange polynomial — 0<s<n+1/2.

It is also worth noting that Theorem 1.1 allows using interpolation projectors in (4)
that are LP unstable for all p < co. However, the condition in (6) becomes more
restrictive due to its dependence on the dimension d. For instance, the piecewise
linear interpolation corresponds to n = 1, r = o, and ¢ € H%? resulting in s €
(%, %) if d < 2 and no valid values for d > 2. These lower bounds once again
highlight the special role of L2-stable projectors.

MGARD (MultiGrid Adaptive Reduction of Data) is an error controlled com-
pression algorithm that builds upon the theory of stable decomposition of function
spaces discussed above [2, 3, 17, 18]. The main ingredient of MGARD is given by
L?-orthogonal projectors that we denote P7 to make a distinction from the more
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FIGURE 2. A subdivision of two domains into elements 7 (gray)
and subdomains S (black).

general oblique projectors P; in (3). The apparent drawback of this approach is
the global support of the dual basis ¢. However, it is partially eliminated by effi-
cient linear-complexity solvers for inverting banded Gramm matrices of compactly
supported primal basis ¢ in one-dimensional and tensor-product spaces. Using the
equivalence relation in (6), MGARD is capable to control the compression error in
the corresponding Sobolev norms, as well as in L® norm and arbitrary linear quan-
tities of interest (QolI) [4]. Further extensions include machine learning assisted
error control of nonlinear Qol [23], adaptive compression with feature preservation
[19], and compression of data defined on certain unstructured grids [5].

The core MGARD algorithm is designed assuming piecewise linear data repre-
sentation. As a result, the norm equivalence in (6) is valid only for s € [0,3/2) and
the method cannot take advantage of higher regularity in data. In this work, we
extend this construction to arbitrary order Lagrange finite elements @, p > 0, and
propose a reformulation of the algorithm as a lifting scheme with variable order
polynomial predictors.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we formulate MGARD trans-
form as a lifting scheme, provide its matrix formulation, and describe refinement
equations. Section 3 is devoted to the specific construction for the uniform dyadic
grids on the interval and tensor product grids. Section 4 contains numerical results
demonstrating properties of the transform. Section 5 concludes the discussion and
provides several directions for future work.

2. MGARD wavelet transform. Here we provide a rather general construction
of MGARD transform as a wavelet lifting scheme. First, denote by V(£2) the space
of continuous functions defined on a compact set Q € R? and consider a sequence
of nested grids

Goc...cGj1cGc...cGLcQ, Gj = {xk : ke A},

for some nested nodal index sets A;_; < Aj;. For each grid G;, consider two
subdivisions into
e a collection 7; of non-overlapping elements,
e a collection S; of non-overlapping subdomains such that each o € S; is a union
of one or more connected elements in 7;. A natural choice for S; is Ti, k < j.

Figure 2 illustrates one possible subdivision of the grid in two domains.

Denote by AT := A; n 7, i.e., those indices of A; that are also in 7 € T;. Define
A7 := Aj n o analogously. To each o € §;, associate a discrete function space V7
with a nodal basis {¢7, : k € A7}. Given V7, define two function spaces on the
whole grid G;:
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e a ‘broken’ space Vs, 1= @aesj V7 of functions that are continuous in each
o € §;, but discontinuous across the subdomains,

e a space V; of continuous functions spanned by the global nodal basis {¢; :
ke A}, i.e., the basis of Vs, except the basis vectors at the interface nodes
are ‘glued’ together.

Remark 1. For the proposed construction, one needs to ensure the nestedness of
the spaces V; < V1 and Vs, © Vs, ,. In one dimension, the natural choice is the
space of piecewise polynomials on dyadically refined grids. In this scenario, each
polynomial on the coarse element is precisely represented by two polynomials of the
same order on the elements of the finer grid. This construction is also applicable
to tensor product spaces. A similar approach applies to certain simplicial meshes
obtained through iterative refinement of the initial mesh via subdivision of simplex
edges [5], see Figure 2. Consequently, the data values at the nodes of the coarsest
simplex uniquely determine the linear function that can be exactly represented by
simplexes at finer levels. However, this method does not straightforwardly extend
to general unstructured meshes. One potential solution involves commencing with
the final mesh and employing mesh coarsening to establish the mesh hierarchy. The
function spaces on the resulting polygonal meshes can then be defined by employ-
ing generalized barycentric coordinates, augmented with additional constraints to
ensure hierarchical construction [16, 20].

Given a sequence of nested spaces V}, consider three projection operators:

1. the interpolation operator Z; : V — V;

Tju = Z Uk Py ks (7)
keA;

2. the family of (oblique) projectors P; := As,Ps; : V — V; with the projectors
Ps,; : V — Vs, defined in each subdomain as

(PSJU7U)O' = (u7'U)o-’ VU € ‘/”U S ‘/30-7 (8)

and the operator As; : Vs, — Vj; used to enforce the nodal continuity at the
interface nodes

As;u= " HurBojp: (9)

keA;

where {{ug}} is the average value, and
3. the detail projection operator Q; := P;11 —P; : V. — Wj; inducing the or-
thogonal decomposition of each V; into its approximation and detail subspaces
Vi=Vi-1 ©Wj-1.
Note that when S; consists of the single subdomain, P; is the L?-orthogonal pro-
jector onto V;. We will denote such a projector as 73;9 to emphasize its relation to

the continuous Galerkin finite element approximation. Similarly, we will use P;l g
to denote the projector in (8)-(9) when S; = 7;. Figure 3 shows different projec-
tions into the space of piecewise quadratic functions defined on the grid with eight
elements.

The crux of the MGARD wavelet transform is based on the following factoriza-
tions of P; and Q;

Pj=1;Pjs1+ (P; = LjPj1) = (Ij + P *Ij))PjH, (10)
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FIGURE 3. Projections into the space of piecewise polynomials on
the grid with 23 elements.

Qj=Pjn1—Pj= (I—Ij —Pj(I—Ij))Pa‘H = (I=P;)(I = Z;)Pjs1, (11)

where we used P;Z; = Z; which trivially holds for the projectors in (7) and (8)-(9).
For any v € Vj,1, we have (v —Z;v) € Vj41 with

v—Tjv= Z [v —Ijv]kﬁpﬁl,m

keV;
and hence
(I-P)I-Z;) >, wejrre= Y, [v=Tw], (I =P;)¢js1n
N =
where V; := Aj;1\A; is the surplus index set of those indices in Aj;;; that are

not in A;. It is convenient to write the above representation of Q;v € W; for any
v € V;11 as an expansion

Qui=(I-P)I-Zj)v=> Bintik (12)

ker

with

Biw=[v=Twl,, k= =P)pjsrr,  keV;

Hence, v, is the basis of the detail subpace W;, and the wavelet coefficients 3;
quantify the mismatch between v € V1 and its interpolant Z;v € V; at the surplus
nodes of V;. By this definition, the coefficients 3;; are identically zero for all
v € V;. Analogously, P;j¢;, = 0 by construction reflecting the orthogonality of
spaces V; L W;.

Similarly to (12), one gets

Pjv = (Ij +Pj(Iij)) D vk = O ik T Y, BinPi@itin (13)

k}GAJ‘+1 kEAJ‘ nEVj
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= Z VkPjk T 2 Bijn Z Uj kenPjk = Z v + Z Uj ke Bin | ik

keA; neVv keA; kel nev;

where {u; ; » : k € V;} are the coefficients in the nodal basis expansion of

Pipjtin = Z UjknPik, NE V.
keA;

We now have all the components to formulate MGARD transform as a lifting
scheme using the Split, Predict and Update operations detailed below.

Split operation. Denote by o 11 := {[Pj+1u]x : k € Ajiq} the vector of the
nodal values of P;ri1v € Vj41 at Ajy1. Given ajj4q, the Split operation produces
two vectors with the values of Pj; v at the nodes of A; < Aj1q and V; < A4,
namely af; := {[Pj1v]x : k€ Aj} and o, | := {[Pj110]k - k€ V}.

Predict operation. Using the nodal values of P; v at Aj, the Predict opera-
tion estimates the values of P;j1v at the nodes of V; using the interpolant in (7).
The detail coefficients are then calculated as the mismatch of this prediction

—aV _P.AA
B; =0 —Pjaj,,

where 3, := {Bjx : k € V;}, and P; € RIV7I*¥IA71 s the matrix representation of
the interpolating predictor.

Update operation. Given the nodal values ajAJr1 of Pj11v at A; and the detail
coefficients 3; at V;, the Update operation calculates the nodal values a; of Pjv
at A; using (13). Specifically, the coeficients UJ := {u?, , : k € Af,n € V]} for
the projections of the basis functions {¢7 ., , : n € V7} in each subdomain o € S;
are given by
~1

GU

A;V 30

GL.Uj=Gl. — Uj=(GI.,)

where G , and GZ  are the Gram matrices with the entries
173 J 77

[GZjAj]n’,m’ = <<)0;'T,n7 (p;-,m>> ne A?vm € A?a
[szvj]n”m' = <<p?,n7 (p(j7+1,m>7 ne A;’T7m € V}Ta

and n’,m’ are the local (to the subdomain o) indices of the global indices n,m.
The columns of the update matrix U7 € RIA7XIVFT contain the nodal values of
the projected basis functions in each subdomain. The global update matrix U; €
RI2i1XIV;l is then obtained by applying the averaging operator in (9) to the columns
of {Uf,0 € S;}.

Consequently, the nodal values a; of Pju at A; are calculated as

aj = O’.jA+1 + UjIBj'
The steps in the described transform are fully invertible, as indicated in Figure 4,

with the obvious definition of the Merge operation. To summarize, the steps for the
forward and inverse transforms are given in Table 1.

Remark 2. It is important to highlight that the factorizations in (10)-(11) remain
valid for any pair of projectors satisfying P;Z; = Z;. For example, if we substitute P;
with Z;, we recover the hierarchical basis construction of Yserentant in [7]. However,
such replacement lacks stability, as indicated in Section 1. On a positive note, this
substitution leads to a straightforward implementation since the Update operation
is not required. The advantage of introducing the interpolation operator Z; into
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FIGURE 4. Schematic illustration of MGARD lifting steps.

Forward transform,

MGARD;1-j : aj41 — (aja/@j)

Inverse transform,
MGARD; 1 : (e, 8;) = a1

Jj—J+1 -

A v :
a, = Split(oe;41)

_ v A
B; =aj, —Pjai,

_ A ,

Ao )
aj =a;— U]ﬁj

v oo A
a =8;+Pai,

— A v
a1 = Merge(a 1, o) 4)

TABLE 1. MGARD transform steps.

the factorizations of P; and Q; becomes apparent from the expansions in (12),
(13) which require the same number of degrees of freedom in total as the original
projector P;1. Additionally, the nodal basis used in (7) enables a straightforward
interpretation of data as the coefficients of such basis expansions.

2.1. Matrix formulation. The following definitions are helpful to formulate the

matrix representation of the transform.

Definition 2.1. Define two binary operations:

1. ¢ R4 x R*Vi — R*XA+1 creates a new matriz by merging the colummns
of the inputs according to the indexr sets Aj,Vj < Ajiq,

2. ot R x RViX* — RA+1%* creates a new matriz by merging the rows of
the inputs according to the index sets A;,V; < Ajiq.

The following properties are trivial

. C

—~

1. c(aeb)=caecb,
2. (aob)c = aco bc,
3. (aeb)(cod) =ac+ bd,
4. [a,b]T & [c,d]? =[aec,bed]T,

5. [a,b]o[c,d] =[acc,bod],
6. (asb)T =aT ob”.

7. ao(b+c)=aob+acc
8 (a+b)ec=aec+bec
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Definition 2.2. For any two matrices a € R™*™, b € RP*Y, define the following
concatenation operators

apg --- QAon - -
apg -.-- Aaon
Amo - -+ Qmn ’ ’
aDb:= b b , a©b:=|amo ... @Gmn boo ... bog |,
00 --- Dog ] .
b b
L PO + Ypq |
L pr bpq_
r —aoo <o+ Qon ]
aopo .- - Qaon
’ ’ ’ Amo - -+ Gmn
a@b:: Am0 ...amn+b00 ...boq ) a®b:: b b s
. 00 --- Ooq
b b
L PO s Upg
L bpo - bpq |

so that a® b € R™PXnta=1 a5 p e RMIrP-1xnte 5 @pph e RMIP-Ixnta=l gng
aQb e RmtpPxnta,

Using Definition 2.1, the matrix representations of the transform are given by
;i _ @
= Mj TG, a1 = Mj L. ) (14)
16]‘ B J

where

with
Aj = (IAj - Uij) 0Uj7 Bj = (—Pj) OIVJ,
Cj = IAJ_ <>Pj7 Dj = (—Uj) <& (Ivj — PjUj),

and I, , I, are the identity matrices of the appropriate size.
For the composite transform, we have

(&%)
3 J—1 4
.0 :MaJ_H[MJ 1 :|'aJa (15)
: j=0 1A gl=145]
B
and similarly for the inverse transform
o
J -1
ML Bo
a;=M"-a; = [ T3 ] . , 16
E I‘AJ|*‘AJ“ . ( )
B1

where M is the transform matrix.

2.2. Refinement equations.
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2.2.1. Primal basis. Given the inverse transform MGARDj__l,j +1, one immediately
gets the refinement equations for the nodal and wavelet bases. Specifically, the
transform MGARD (5:3',0) = Merge(égj,Pj(S:j) gives the refinement equa-

Jj—j+1
tion for the nodal basis
Oik = ir1k+ Y, [Pilprpjsre kel (17)
PEV;

where 5? is the standard basis vector on A; with the unit element in the k-
th position. Similarly, the refinement equation for the wavelet basis is given by

MGARD; !, ,.(0,8,7) = Merge(—U;5,”, Iy, — P;U;)5,”)

Yik =ik — Y, [Uilpweitre — 2. [PiUjlprepjiip  keVi (18)
PEA; PEV
One can use (17) to simplify the above expression as

Gik =itk — O, [Uilpkeirie = D) [Uilnk(@sin — 5e10)
;DEA]‘ ’I’LEA]’

= ik — O, [Ujlpwip.
PEA;

In the vector-matrix form, the refinement equations in (17)-(18) are written as

¢ =¢1- G, (19)

¢j = Pj+1 Dj, (20)
where ¢; = {p;r : k € Aj}, ;= {¢;x : k € V;} are the row vectors of basis
functions. The refinement equation (19) is somewhat redundant as the nodal basis
at each level is fixed a-priory.

Recurrent application of the above formulas gives the so-called cascade algorithm
that implicitly defines the basis functions at any point in the domain. Specifically,
equations (19)-(20) involve the same matrices as the matrix form of the inverse
transform. The nodal representation of the basis vectors at any level J is then
given by the columns of the matrices in (16) as

J—1
Pj=Ps- < 11 CJ+j—l> -G,

I=j+1

J-1
Y =p;- ( H CJ+j—l) -Dj.
I=j+1
2.2.2. Dwual basis. In order to determine the values of the dual basis functions ¢,
1), one can use the definition of the wavelet coefficients in the expansion
Pju = 2 QjkPjk T Z 2 Burthik = Z Uy @i k)i + Z 2 (s ) k-
kel =7 keV, kel =7 keV,

When u := §(- — y) is the Dirac measure centered at y, we get 1, x(y) := (3(- —
y), ¥ k). Hence, the coefficients of the above expansion provide the values of the
dual basis functions at a given point. These values are given by the forward MGARD
transform (@, ), = MGARDJ_,j(sizloégJ). The scaling s}é of the standard basis
vector 63" ensures the unit integral of the approximate delta function at the level
J and is required for the weak convergence to the Dirac distribution when J — oo.
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FIGURE 5. One-dimensional coarse (solid) and surplus (dashed)
Lagrange basis functions at two adjacent grid levels G./;. The
corresponding one-dimensional elements TZ/ f and grid spacings h./ s
are also shown.

The nodal representation of the dual basis vectors ¢, {p at the nodes of A is thus

given by
‘;’j = Aj : (

iZ’j=Bj'<

where @, 1= {@; 1 : k € A}, 12)]. = {@j)k : k € V;} are the column vectors of dual

J—1
I1 Al) g5l

l1=j+1

J—1
I1 Al) g5l

l1=j+1

basis functions, and e;l := diag ({5}i tke AJ}) is the diagonal scaling matrix.
By comparing the expressions for ¢;, ¢;_;, one gets the refinement equations
for the dual basis as well

P (21)

= Aj : ¢j+1a
¢j = Bj ’ ¢j+1a (22)
with
Pra=As1-e5 T,
P =Bs1-e5t @]
Similarly to (17)-(18), we can write the refinement equations for each basis vec-
tor as

Vik =1k — Y, [PilkpPisrp keV,, (23)
PEA;

Bik = Birrk+ O, [Uileptip kel (24)
pEVj

3. Uniform dyadic grids on 2 := [0,1]. The above results are valid for any
choice of the nodal basis for the nested spaces V; < V;1i. Here we focus on the
particular case of the piecewise polynomial basis on dyadically refined uniform grids
of the unit interval in one dimension.
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Without loss of generality, consider a two-level decomposition scheme for the
coarse and fine grids G; < Gjy1. Define a 1D element 7 € 7; of order ¢ > 0 as
a collection of ¢ + 1 consecutive nodes of the corresponding grid. The element of
order ¢ = 0 is defined using the cddldg (right continuous with left limit) nodal basis
function, see Figure 5 for the illustration. Each grid G; has 27 elements, and we
assume that Gy has ¢ + 1 nodes. We also use the primed indices to denote the
local-to-the-element numbering of nodes, e.g., p’ € [0,...,¢] <> p € A7. Finally, 7
denotes the element that contains the node with index k.

In this case, one has

P,=P'0Q...OPY,
—_—
27 times

with the g-order interpolation matrix P4 € R9%(2+1) defined in Appendix A.1. The
refinement equations involving the interpolation matrix then simplify to

Cik = Pisth+ Y [Pilpkicip = Pirk + O [Pyrpiiip kel

PEV; pEV;k
bik = Bisrk— O, [PilkpBivrpy = Givrh— Y, [PUwp@itip ke V.
PEA; peA;’“

3.0.1. Normalization. The L? norms of the one-dimensional basis functions can be
calculated exactly using the Newton-Cotes quadratures since each ¢, is a com-
pactly supported piecewise polynomial. This gives

|2 := 2 J @5 pdx =277 Z Z wy [Clpp

Ik
TeT; VT TeT; pEAT

[sul® = D | wirde =277 3 > wy[D,]7 4,
TeT; °7 TET; PEAT 4

where 277 is the length of the element of the grid G;. The quadrature weights w,y
can be found, e.g., in [1, 31]. Since each ¢, j is supported on at most two elements,
for the indices k inside the element, we have

qg—1
losad? = [ hude =29 (e + 3w [P0)
Tk p/:O
Similarly, for the boundary nodes shared between the elements, we get
qg—1
ljm|* =27 (wo + 2 w2p’+1[Pq]z2>’vk’)'
p’=0
3.0.2. Interpolating projectors. For the case of interpolating basis with P; = Z;, one
gets U; = 0 which simplifies the refinement equations (17)-(18), (23)-(24) yielding

P = {QDj,k tke Aj}, P, = {(pj+1,k ke Vj}.

So the approximation basis is just the nodal basis of the grid at level j while the
wavelet basis consists of the next-level nodal basis vectors at the surplus nodes
in Vj.
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order 0 order 1 order 2 order 3

]
MK

FIGURE 6. The primal and dual basis functions induced by P; = Z;
at level 1. For clarity, only one basis vector per element is shown
for the dual wavelet basis .

For the dual bases, one gets

P = {géj_,_Lk 1 ke Aj} = {2J@J7k ke Aj} EEEEN {5( —xi) ke AJ’}’
12'3‘ = {Sz’j+l,k - Z [Pq]k’,p"ﬁj-kl,p ke Vj}

Tk
peAj

L o —m) = Y Py (- —wy) ke Vs

Tk
pe Aj

Hence, the dual approximation basis vectors are the Dirac measures centered at the
nodes of A;. The dual wavelet vectors have a Dirac measure at the corresponding
node of V; and ¢ + 1 additional Diracs at the nodes of A;’“ inside the corresponding
element 7y, see Figure 6.

The normalization of the wavelet basis simplifies to

q
[isl? = £ 3 ) wplooTe BBy = 2 X
p'=

TRET; Tk
K€/ peAjt,
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3.0.3. Piecewise constant predictor. In this case, one has P; := 1, U; := %I, and
gk = 27, This gives

1
w;={pjr:kel;}, ;= {2(</9j+1,k —@jr1e-1) ke Vj} ,

and

- 1, - - .
L {2(<Pj+1,k + Gjr1k41) 1k E AJ} =7 JZ‘W@ kel o,
pGA;k

’lbj = {@j-&-l,k - @j-H,k—l ke Vj} = 2j+1_J< Z @J,p - Z@J,p) ke vj

Tk Th—1
pEAJ+1 p€A3+1

By noting that Z@LP = 2JZ()OJ7P =270, 1, we get
peATk peATk
@ ={2onikei}, ;= {2 ek —pinp) ke V5l

The normalization of the basis is trivial and is given by

1 1
2 _ o2
T 9 H¢]J€| = gjte2

lpj.k

One can verify that
(Pigs Bir) = {Piks Psr) = Wiy Yjpr) = Wiy Yy = Bty

i.e, this is the classical orthogonal Haar basis, see Figures 7-8.

3.0.4. Piecewise polynomial predictors with stable projectors. The local Gramm ma-
trices G4., G.¢ of a varying order ¢ are defined in Appendix A.2. The update
matrix spanning r elements is then given by

(GQAA@...@GZA)_l(va@...@va).

r times r times

Therefore, the update matrix induced by the global projectors P;g is given by

Uggz(GgA@...@Gge) (ggv@...@cgz), (25)

2J times 27 times

while the update matrix induced by the element-wise projectors Pjg is given by

—1
U?QZ(IW@...@IW) (E"@...@Uq). (26)
—_— -
27 times 29 times

To clarify the meaning of the expression for U;lg , consider the case with ¢ = 1 and
j =1, which gives
- -1

_1 1 Ugp  Up1
2 2
(12@12) (U @U>: 2 u1p U1l Ugo UO1
| 1 Ul U1
Uoo

— | w0 w1 moo  uor

2 2 2

| U0 U1l
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FIGURE 7. The primal and dual basis functions induced by P;? at
level 2. For clarity, only one basis vector is shown in each element.

y

P

It is worth noting that the global update matrix U;g is dense. Moreover, its evalua-
tion requires inverting the banded matrix which adds to the computational complex-

ity and scales with the problem size. On the other side, the matrix (Uq@. . .@Uq) in

U?g is comprised of identical blocks which can be explicitly precomputed. Figure 9
shows the costs of assembling and solving the linear systems required to evaluate
the update matrices U® and U% in (25)-(26). Since evaluation of U% on the
uniform grid requires matrix inversion just in one element, its cost is negligible and
is omitted. At the same time, the cost of a banded linear solver in computing U
scales super-linearly with the problem size. The costs of assembling the matrices
are also non-negligible and scale linearly. However, U% requires assembling two
matrices while U% needs only one.

In either of two cases, the explicit representation of the basis functions is chal-
lenging. Figures 7-8 show the basis functions induced by P and P generated
implicitly using the refinement equations in (19)-(20), (21)-(22). One can see that
P9 yield bases with global support while P% induced bases are supported only
at the neighboring elements. Another observation is the fact that the dual basis
functions are given by the superposition of ¢ different functions corresponding to
different nodes of the elements. Particularly, the continuous functions in Figures 7-8
are obtained by connecting the values at the matching nodes of each element. Also
note the the jump discontinuities at the boundaries of the interval.
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FI1GURE 8. The primal and dual basis functions induced by 77;[ 9 at
level 2. For clarity, only one basis vector is shown in each element.
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FIGURE 9. The costs of assembling and solving the linear systems
in (25)-(26).

3.1. Tensor grids. Extending the one-dimensional construction to the case of ten-
sor grids is almost trivial. Given the matrix M of the one-dimensional transform in
(15)-(16), one can simply use the Kronecker product as follows
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FIGURE 10. Sorted coefficients of the wavelet transforms with two
vanishing moments for the piecewise linear function Z f(z) defined
on N, elements and evaluated at N, nodes.

D D
d0=®M-aJ, a‘]=®M71~d0.

d=1 d=1
Alternatively, one can take the tensor product of the matrices in (14), and apply
these transforms level-by-level. In wavelet methods, the first approach is referred
to as fully separable transform, while the second approach, proposed by Mallat in
[25], is more commonly employed in practice.

4. Results.

4.1. Piecewise polynomials. The proposed wavelet construction utilizes a hier-
archical decomposition of piecewise polynomial spaces, which contrasts with the
traditional translation-invariant filter bank formulation. In this example, we com-
pare these two approaches by considering the function

1 1
f(z) = sin(27z) + 3 sin(117zx) + B sin(23rx), z € [0,1],

and its piecewise linear interpolant Zf defined on a grid with N, = 2! elements.
The function Zf is linear within each element and continuous across elements.
Figure 3 illustrates this on a coarser grid.

We evaluate this function at N, nodes of the uniform grid over the unit interval
and compare the decay of the transform coefficients using Daubechies orthogonal
wavelets (‘db2’) and three MGARD transforms with different projection opera-
tors. All considered transforms have two vanishing moments, meaning their wavelet
bases are orthogonal to polynomials of orders zero and one. Additionally, MGARD
wavelets are orthogonal to piecewise polynomials by design.

Figure 10 highlights these distinctions. It shows that while all transforms yield
similar results when applied to data evaluated at the element nodes, the MGARD
transform coefficients decay much faster when the data is sampled at multiple nodes
within the elements. In contrast, Daubechies wavelets produce vanishing coefficients
only when the wavelet is entirely contained within an element. The lack of C*
smoothness across elements in the Daubechies wavelets results in larger coefficients
that propagate through the hierarchy.

4.2. Order comparison. In this example, we study the impact of the order on
data compression. As a measure of the compression quality, we use the L? error of
the reconstructed signal as a function of the compression ratio (CR). Here we define
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data coefficient decay compression ratio vs error
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FIGURE 11. Impact of the order on the compression ratio.

the compression ratio as the relative number of the transform coefficients above the
given threshold, and we do not consider quantization or entropy coding.

Figure 11 shows the coefficient decays and the compression ratios of the MGARD
transform induced by global projectors P of different orders. The top row depicts
results for an image from the USC-SIPI image database!. It can be observed that
all methods perform nearly identically, with lower-order predictors performing the
best. This is due to the limited smoothness of natural images, as explained in
[12, 13]. Therefore, lower-order methods are expected to yield better results.

The second row of Figure 11 presents data from the boundary element (BEM)
approximation of the solution to the Helmholtz equation describing scattering from
a sphere. This data was generated using the boundary element software package in
[6]. BEM solutions to the Laplace and Helmholtz equations are known to be smooth
away from the boundary. This is evident from the decay of the wavelet coefficients
for this problem. As a result, higher-order methods are much superior in this case,
as indicated by the observed compression ratios.

5. Conclusion and future work. In this work, we reformulated the MGARD
algorithm as a wavelet transform on the interval. This reformulation provides new
insights into the design and analysis of algorithm extensions. Specifically, we pro-
posed a new family of projection operators that lead to compactly supported wavelet
basis functions without compromising the stability of the transform. Moreover, the
proposed formulation enables the construction of wavelets with an arbitrary num-
ber of vanishing moments by design. We demonstrated that this property results
in better compression of data with matching regularity. Several questions remain
to be addressed in future works, including data-adaptive order selection, optimal
quantization, and rigorous error analysis.

Appendix A. Appendix.

Ihttps://sipi.usc.edu/database/
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A.1. Polynomial interpolation on dyadically nested uniform grids.

Lemma A.1. Given two nested one-dimensional uniform grids Gy < Gy with (r, 2r)
elements, (rq,2rq) intervals, and (rq+ 1,2rq+ 1) nodes respectively, the q-th order
polynomial interpolation matriz P9 mapping the values {us, : n = 0,...,rq} at
the nodes of Gy to the values {ug;,+1 :m =0,...,rq—1} at the nodes of the surplus
grid G1\Go has the form

P =P!Q...OPY, r>0,q=0,
—

r times

with @ defined in Definition 2.2, P° = [1], and

—1)mtn 2 H(2g — 2m — !
[P = ot DA 2 8,
’ 24(1 4+ 2m — 2n) nl(qg —n)!

where pll =1-3-...-(p—2)p is the double factorial.

Proof. The case of ¢ = 0 is trivial. For ¢ > 0, the values of the Lagrange interpolant
7% at the nodes of G1\Gp are given by

q q
T4 L T2m+1 — T2k
[Z9]2m+1 1= Uzn S —

n=0 o T2 T2k
k#n
T
= [P?- [ug, uz, . . ., uzq] ]2m+1, m=0,...,q— 1.

For a uniform grid with xz,, = nh, we get

q q
Tom+1 — Tak 2(m—k)+1
P [ P [ 20
L4 won—wa L 2(n

k#n #n

Eoakod

To compute the denominator, collect the positive and negative terms in the product
to get

li[ 1 17y 1 li[ 1 1 (-1
20n—k) 201lp_k n—k 24nl(qg—n)’

(=1)7=™ (2m + 1)!1(2g — 2m — 1)
1—2n+2m '
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A.2. Gramm matrices for the elements of dyadically nested uniform grids.

Lemma A.2. Under the same conditions as in Lemma A.1, the q-th order update

matriz U™ mapping the values {usmi1
surplus grid G1\Go to the values {us,
form

tn=0,...

:m = 0,...,

™ . (@)L @
U - (GAA) G&v
where
Tq _ q q q _ q
G&A _S;AA@"'@GAA7 G&V _GAv@ @GAV’
~-
r times T times

rq — 1} at the nodes of the
,rq} at the nodes of Gy has the

r>0,¢g=0

with @ and © defined in Definition 2.2. The entries of the Gramm matrices are

given by
Gl. =[2n], Gy =I[h]
and, for q > 0,
q
2h( ) k 0 k)
[GZA]”,T)’L = n!m!(q ' J :L‘ — n )dxa n =0,
0
h(—l)nJrl
q _
[GAv]n,m - 2qn|(q _ n)|
FT19_ (@ — 2k) (@ — k)
dzx

(2m + 1)X( q—2m—1'f
0

] e
q! (fon)(zf2m71
0

-

(=17

(sc—2n (x—2m—1)

H x72k)(x—k—q)

:can )z —2m—1)

ol —2k)(z —k —q)

i[O

2m+1—-¢)(2¢—2m —1)!

form=0,...,q, m=0,...,q—1.

—2n)(z —2m —1) d

Proof. The case of ¢ = 0 is trivial. For ¢ > 0, we get from the definition of Gram

matrices

[GAA]n,m = <900,2n, 900,2m>7
[GAv]n,m = <<,00,2m 801,2m+1>,

n=20,...
n=20,...

m=0,...
m=0,...

7q7
g5

aq_la

where g, 1 are the Lagrange nodal basis functions on the grids Gy, G respectively.

For a uniform grid with z,, = nh, we get
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q
x — 2kh
n = a7/ N1 :Oa"'a ) 072h 5
©0,2n () zﬂ)2”_k)h n ¢, € [0,2hq]
k;n
and
ﬁ __xokh m=0 a=1=(g=1)%2 x € [0, qh]
Pl (2m+1—=k)h’ Y 2 ’ ’ ’
P12l = k#£2m+1
m+1 = q
’ — h _ _
H - (k+q) WZM,...,Q—l, $6[qh,2qh],

0
k+qg#2m+1

where (¢ —1)%2 € {0, 1} is the division remainder, i.e., (¢ — 1)%2 = 0 for odd ¢ and
(¢ — 1)%2 = 1 otherwise. Hence, we have

2ha 4 o 9kh L oz —2kh 1T -k or—k
Gaalnm :f dr = QhJ dzx
[ ] 0 o 2(n—Fk)h 14 2(m—k)h Ol!jon—klljom—k

k#n k#m k;n k:;zm
(_1)n+m J*q Z:O(x_ k)Q

niml(q —n)lqg—m)! ), (@ —n)(z—m) dx.

Similarly, for m < ¢/2 — 1, we have

L w—2kh o2 z — kh
n,m ‘= d
[Gavln, fo ;H)Q “k)h ]BO Cm+1—kn""
k#n k#2m+1
h Jq L x—2k & x—k
= — dx
24 ODOn—k IDO om+1—k
k#n k#2m+1
_h (—1)ntt Jq _ol@ —2k)(x — k) .
29nl(2m + Dl(g—n)l(g—2m —1)! Jy (x —2n)(z —2m — 1)

and for m > ¢q/2, we get

2ah L g — 2kh 1 z— (k+q)h
nom 1= d
[Gavlnm oh ]!:[O2(n—k)h ;E) Cm+1—q-—kh'"

k#n k+qg#2m+1
2q 4 ) q —(k

29 ), k:On—k fali 2m+1—qg—k

k#n k4+q#2m—+1
h (—1ymratt 20 []0_ (e — 2k)(z — k — q)

©20n(2m + 1 —¢)l(qg —n)!(2¢ — 2m — 1)! g (z—2n)(xz—2m—1) d.

For ¢ odd and m = %17 we also have
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h (P o —2k x—k
Gavlnm i= — d
[Gavln, ZQLI!:[On—k ]!:[O om+ 1k
k#n k#2m+1
ho (%% -2k g z—(k+q)
+ o S G VA
2qL ’g)nfk 1:[ A l—q—k
k#n k+q#2m+1
h (—1)n+t Jq Zzo(x—Qk)(x—k)
_ dx
29 nl(g—n)!2m+ D(g—2m -1 [ )y (z—2n)(x —2m —1)
1y 2m+ 1)l(g—2m —1)! 2 Zzo(xf2k)(sz—q)d
2m+1-9)!2¢—-2m-1), (z—2n)(r—2m—1)

by [ k) (T W kg
24 nlgl(qg —n)! [L (x —2n)(z —q) d q (x —2n)(xz —q) d ]

O
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