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MULTIVARIATE VECTOR SUBDIVISION SCHEMES WITH A GENERAL
MATRIX-VALUED FILTER

RAN LU

ABSTRACT. Subdivision schemes are closely related to splines and wavelets and have numerous appli-
cations in CAGD and numerical differential equations. Subdivision schemes employ a scalar filter; that
is, scalar subdivision schemes, have been extensively studied in the literature. In contrast, subdivision
schemes with a matrix filter, which are the so-called vector subdivision schemes, are far from being
well understood. So far, only vector subdivision schemes that use special matrix-valued filters have
been well-investigated, such as the Lagrange and Hermite subdivision schemes. To the best of our
knowledge, it remains unclear how to define and characterize the convergence of a vector subdivision
scheme that uses a general matrix-valued filter. Though filters from Lagrange and Hermite subdivision
schemes have nice properties and are widely used in practice, filters not from either subdivision scheme
appear in many applications. Hence, it is necessary to study vector subdivision schemes with a general
matrix-valued filter. In this paper, from the perspective of a vector cascade algorithm, we show that
there is only one meaningful way to define a vector subdivision scheme. We will analyze the conver-
gence of the newly defined vector subdivision scheme and show that it is equivalent to the convergence
of the corresponding vector cascade algorithm. Applying our theory, we show that existing results on
the convergence of Lagrange and Hermite subdivision schemes can be easily obtained and improved.
Finally, we will present some examples of vector subdivision schemes to illustrate our main results.

1. INTRODUCTION

Subdivision schemes are fast-averaging algorithms to numerically compute refinable functions and
their derivatives. Because of their multi-scale structure, subdivision schemes are closely related to
splines and wavelets and have been numerously applied to computer-aided graphic design to generate
smooth curves and surfaces ([LOJI3HI1623|24129,37]), numerically solving differential equations ([27,28]
and references therein), processing data with discrete wavelet and framelet transforms ([20,260]), and
many other applications.

Most subdivision schemes that have been covered in the literature employ a scalar filter, which are
called scalar subdivision schemes, and their properties and applications have been well-investigated
([MLBLI3HI5R24] and many references therein). By contrast, subdivision schemes that employ a matrix-
valued filter, called vector (or matrix-valued) subdivision schemes, are much more complicated and are
far from well-understood. So far, only vector subdivision schemes that use special matrix-valued filters
have been well-studied, such as Lagrange subdivision schemes (named “vector subdivision schemes”
in [I1,25,38]) and Hermite subdivision schemes and their generalizations [2,&] 9] 12} 2] 22l B5-37].
Though filters from Lagrange and Hermite subdivision schemes have nice properties and are widely
used in practice, filters not from either scheme appear in many applications. For instance, matrix-
valued filters that are of neither Lagrange nor Hermite type are used in [4H6,31] for generating curves
and surfaces with specific properties; also, many multiwavelets used in numerical PDEs are derived
from refinable vector functions whose filters are of neither Lagrange or Hermite type (e.g.[27,28]).
Hence, it is necessary to work with vector subdivision schemes with an arbitrary matrix-valued filter
and study their properties, such as convergence and smoothness. Unfortunately, to the best of our
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knowledge, it remains unclear how to define and characterize the convergence of a vector subdivision
scheme that uses a general matrix-valued filter.

In this paper, we introduce the notion of a vector subdivision scheme that works with a general
matrix-valued filter and study its convergence. Since subdivision schemes are naturally related to
cascade algorithms, we will perform our analysis of vector subdivision schemes from the perspective
of vector cascade algorithms. Our study shows that there is only one meaningful way to define a vector
subdivision scheme in that its convergence is equivalent to the convergence of the corresponding vector
cascade algorithm.

1.1. Cascade Algorithms and Subdivision Schemes. We first recall the definition of a cascade
algorithm. Let r;s € N, by an r X s matriz-valued d-dimensional filter we mean a sequence u =
{u(k)}reze + Z% — C™** such that u(k) # 0 for only finitely many terms. By (Io(Z%))"** we denote
the linear space of all r x s matrix-valued d-dimensional filters. Let M € N\ {1} be a dilation factor,
r €N, ac (Io(Z))™" and p € [1,00]. Denote I; the d x d identity matrix, a vector MI,-cascade
operator with the filter a on the space (L,(R?))"*! is defined by

Romrtb(x) = MY " a(k)p(Me — k), Vo € (L,(R)™', = €R™
kezd
If ¢ is a fixed point of the operator R, my,, that is,
$(x) = Romr,d(x) = MY " a(k)p(Mz — k), Vo € RY, (1.1)
kezd

then ¢ is called a vector M1 -refinable vector function of the filter a and in this case, a is called an
MI;-refinement filter of ¢. The equation (L] is called an MIy-refinement equation in the theory of
subdivision schemes and wavelet analysis. When studying subdivision schemes, it is natural to write
the refinement equation (L)) in an equivalent form using the Fourier transform. For a matrix-valued
function f € (L, (R%))**! its Fourier transform is given by

f&) = flz)e ™dz, VEERY,
]Rd

where the above integral is taken entry-wise. The definition of Fourier transform is naturally extended
to matrices of Lo(IR?) functions or tempered distributions. For a filter u € (Io(Z%))**!, define its Fourier
series by

(€)= > u(k)e ™*  vEeR™

kezd
By taking the Fourier transform, the equation (ILT) is then equivalent to
o(ME) = a(€)¢(€), VEeR™ (1.2)

The algorithm that iteratively applies the operator R, myz, to ¢ € (L,(R%))™! and generates a sequence
{Ry i, Yiney is called a vector MIy-cascade algorithm with the filter a. A cascade algorithm is often
used to approximate or compute a refinable vector function and its derivatives. Suppose ¢ is an M-
refinable vector function of the filter a. If for some initial vector function v, the sequence { Ry \; ¥ }52;
converges to ¢ in some function space, then the cascade algorithm is said to be convergent. The
convergence of a cascade algorithm in L, or Sobolev spaces has been well-studied in [7,[I7,32,33] and
many references therein.

In scientific computing, we need a discretization of a cascade algorithm to compute a refinable vector
¢ and its derivatives. This motivates people to introduce a discrete analog to a cascade algorithm,
which is a subdivision scheme. Let M € N\ {1}, r € N and a € (Io(Z%))™". A vector M1 -subdivision
operator with the filter a is given by

[Samrv](k) = MY " w(2)a(k —Mz), VkeZ', v e (o(Z")™" (1.3)

zeZ4
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For simplicity, we only work with the case s = 1, and the general case can be handled similarly.
Given an initial data vy € (Io(Z%))*", a vector MIy-subdivision scheme is implemented by applying
the subdivision operator S, mz, on vg iteratively and generates a sequence {S;'\; vofne, of data. A
subdivision scheme is closely related to a cascade algorithm. Define the Kronecker function § by

1, k=0,
5(k)={0’ ke R\ {0}, (1.4)

and for simplicity, we also use d to denote its restriction §|za. Define the semi-convolution of a filter
v € (Io(Z%))**" and an r x t matrix-valued function f by

[ fl(x) ==Y o(k)f(z— k), VzeR™.

kezd

It is easy to observe that

Rai () = [(Samir,(81,)) * ¥](Mz) = Y~ (Samry (61,)) (k) (Mz — k), Var € RY,

kezd

and more generally,

imr (%) = [(Samry(61)) ¥ UJ(M"z) = Y (St (61)) (k)¢ (M"x —k), VneN, zeR”% (L5)

kezd

From (LH), it is natural to choose the subdivision operator S, mz, to serve as a discrete version of the
cascade operator R, my,-

1.2. Convergence of Cascade Algorithms and Subdivision Schemes. To use a vector cascade
algorithm to compute a refinable vector function and its derivatives, we require the algorithm to
converge in some space of smooth functions. For m € Ny , denote C™(R?) the space of m-times
continuously differentiable functions. Let M € N\ {1}, r € N and a € (Io(Z%))"™*", we say that the
vector M1 -cascade algorithm with the filter a is C™-convergent if for every suitably chosen (we will
explain the requirements of an initial vector function in Section [2) compactly supported initial vector
function ¢ € (C™(R?))™", the sequence { R}, ¥};2, converges to some compactly supported vector

function ¢, € (C™(R?))"™!, that is,

||R37Mldw - woo||(Cm(Rd))r-><1 = Z Z ‘

J=1 peur  Ng

— 0,
Loo(R4)

0" [Romp, ¥ — voc)

J

as n — 0o, where
Ng, ={v=(1,....,va) ENJ: V| =01+ +ra=q}, VYqgeN,

and 0" := 0" ...04" is the differential operator for all u € N&. As shown in [I7, Theorem 4.3], if
the initial vector function v satisfies some admissibility conditions (see Section Pl), then the limit
function 1., must be an M/ -refinable vector function ¢ that satisfies (ILI]). In such cases, we have
¢ € (C™(RY))™1 and the cascade algorithm with the filter a gives us a way to compute ¢ and its
derivatives.

From (LH), we see that the vector cascade operator R,ms, and the vector subdivision operator
Sami, have intrinsic connections. Hence, it is reasonable to guess that the C™-convergence of a
vector cascade algorithm can be described using an analog of ”C™-convergence” of its associated
vector subdivision scheme. If {R},, ¥}2, converges to ¢ in (C™(R?))"™", then {0" R}y, ¥]}n2,, or
equivalently (using (LH)), {[(Sru,(81,)) * (MIERGr)(M™)}o2 | converges uniformly to 9%¢ for all

e quzoNgl,q. Therefore, it is not surprising to guess that one suitable discrete version of describing
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the C"-convergence of { ]} \;; ¥};2, should be the following:

For every p € UjL 0N0q7 {[Sitmr, (0L)] % u}pZ, “converges” to 0"¢

in some sense for some suitably chosen u € (Io(Z%)) !,

where the convolution of two filters v € (Io(Z%))**" and w € (Io(Z%))™" is defined via

o w](k) ==Y v(z)wk—2) =Y v(k—2)w(z), kel

2€Z4 ze74

For the scalar case r = 1, the filter u in ([LH) is obtained using a difference operator. For h € Z<,
define the backward difference operator V by:

Vio(k) =v(k) —v(k —h), VYuve (o(Z))*", ke Z°.
For every p1 = (pi1, .. ., jta) € Nd, we define
Vh = VIV

where e/ is the j-th coordinate vector in R? for all j = 1,...,d. For any pu € Nf and v € (Io(Z?))**",
observe that V#v = [V#§] * v and it is straightforward to check that

Vio(€) = VHS(E)0(€) = (1 — e ) (1 — e Sa)hagi(e), Ve = (£y,...,E1) € RY.

We then have the following definition of a C™-convergent scalar subdivision scheme (see e.g. [20],
Section 7.3.1]).

Definition 1.1. [C™-Convergence of a scalar subdivision scheme] Let M € N\ {0}, m € Ny and
a € lo(Z%) be such that @(0) = 1. If for every initial data v € lo(Z%), there exists n, € C™(RY) such
that

lim sup M [VAS? w](k) — 9%n,(M™"k)| = 0, VYp € Ul NE . (1.7)

n—o0 k)EZd

then we say that the M1 ;-subdivision scheme that employs the mask a is C™-convergent. In particular,
ifv =29, then the limit function ns = ¢ must be the unique compactly supported function ¢ that satisfies

O(Mg) = a(€)6(&) and 6(0) =
Note that (L) with v = & can be equivalently written as
lim sup |[(S2\0) * (u,)](k) — 0*¢(M™"k)| =0, Vu € Ur N,

n—oo kE

where u,, 1= Ml 74§, Such a choice of u,, is not that surprising since it is natural to use the divided
difference operator V# as a discrete version of the partial differential operator 0" to measure the
smoothness of functions. Furthermore, the scaling factor MI“™ is required to make M‘“‘"V“S&Md ~
MHp(M~™) as n gets large. With Definition [T, we have the following theorem on the equivalence
between the convergences of a scalar subdivision scheme and a scalar cascade algorithm.

Theorem 1.2. [[20, Theorem 7.5.1]] Let M € N\ {1} and m € Ny. Let a € 1o(Z?%) be such that
a(0) = 1 and ¢ be the unique compactly supported distribution that satisfies (ME) = a(&)p(§) and
¢(0) = 1. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) ¢ € C™R?) and { R} [}, converges to ¢ in C™(RY) for every f € C™(R?) that is compactly
supported and satzsﬁes

fl0)y=1, " f(2nk)=0, YpeUr NI kez\{o}.

(2) The MIy-subdivision scheme that employs the mask a is C™-convergent as in Definition [1.1.
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Theorem [[2]links the C™-convergence of scalar cascade algorithms and subdivision schemes. Then,
it is natural to ask whether we have similar results for the case » > 1 on vector cascade algorithms
and subdivision schemes. Unfortunately, so far, to the best of our knowledge, there is no notion of
a so-called “C"™-convergent vector subdivision scheme” that works for a general matrix-valued filter
a and a dilation matrix M/;. For the case d = 1 and M = 2, a notion of a C"™-convergent vector
subdivision scheme has been introduced and investigated in [22]. Motivated by the work of [22] and
the importance of multivariate vector subdivision schemes in applications, our main goal of this paper
is to develop a complete theory on the convergence of vector subdivision schemes that work for any
matrix-valued filters in arbitrary dimensions.

1.3. Our Contributions and Paper Structure. We have some clues from previous discussions to
define the convergence of a vector subdivision scheme for the case » > 1. For convenience, suppose

r,s € Nand (X, | - |/x) is a normed C-vector space, then for f := (fjx)1<j<r1<k<s € X%, define
T S
1 lxrss =Y > Il
=1 k=1

Let M € N\ {1}, r € N, m € Ny and a € (Io(Z%))"™*". For every initial data v € (Io(Z%))**", the
vector subdivision scheme that uses the filter a generates a sequence {S}\;,v}n2;. Motivated by the
relations between the scalar cascade and subdivision operators and Definition [T, we guess that the
definition of a“C™-convergent vector subdivision scheme” takes the following form:

e For every initial data v € (Io(Z%))™*", there exists 1, € C™(R?) such that
T (S2ar0) * (M7, = 90, (M) g gayrs = 0, Vi € UG, (1)

where u, € (Io(Z%))™ is suitably chosen and plays the role of V#4 in a C™-convergent scalar
subdivision scheme, and M™ is a scaling factor for some 7 > 0. l\/ioreover, the L)ase function
must be a refinable vector function ¢ = [¢y,. .., @47 that satisfies ¢(ME) = a(&)d(€). That is,
if v =4lef]" for some I € {1,...,r}, then we must have n = c¢; for some ¢ € C \ {0}.

We will see that the above guess is reasonable. Later, we will prove in Theorem [3.I] that there is
not too much freedom to choose u, and 7. Consequently, there is only one meaningful way to define
a“C™-convergent vector subdivision scheme. To do this, we need some notations. Let m € Ny, & € R?
and f, g be two matrices (of the same size) of smooth functions. By

&) =9+ 0(E=&)™), §— &,
we mean
9" f(&) = 0"9(&%), Vi€ UING .
For every a € N, v € (Io(Z%))™" and u € (Io(Z))"*}, define
. 0"vu](0)

VU T

ot (1.9)

and define the linear space mom, , as

momy,, := {u € (lo(Z))"™" : T(E)u(E) = Bouu(i€)" + (€M), € — 0}. (1.10)

Now, we are ready to present our first main contribution, which is the following definition of a C™-
convergent vector subdivision scheme with a general matrix-valued filter a € (Io(Z%))™".

Definition 1.3. Let M € N\ {1}, » € N and m € Ny. Let a € (Io(Z%))"™*" be a finitely supported filter
that has order m+1 sum rules with respect to M1y, that is, there exists an order m+ 1 matching filter
Vo € (Io(Z9))" of a that satisfies

0a(0) # 0, Ga(ME)a(¢ + 27w) = 8(w)Ta (&) + O(IEI™), € =0, Yw € Quy, (1.11)

where § is defined via (L4]) and
Qmz, = M7'Z9 N0, 1)%, (1.12)
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For any given u € (Io(Z%))™*! and initial data v € (Io(Z4))**", a vector MIy-subdivision scheme with
the filter a generates a sequence {[Sy i, v] * utpZ,. The vector MIy-subdivision scheme with the filter

a is C™-convergent if for every initial data v € (Io(Z%))*™", there exists n, € C™(R?) such that
lim H Mwn(S[:M[dU> U — ﬁva,u,uaunv(M

n—oo

where By, up is defined as (L9) and mom,,, ,, is defined as (LIO) with v = v,.

Next, our second main contribution is the following Theorem, which provides a comprehensive
characterization of the convergence and smoothness of a vector subdivision scheme.

Theorem 1.4. Let M\ {1}, » € N and m € Ny. Let a € (Io(Z%))"™" be a filter with an order m + 1
matching filter v, € (Io(Z%))*" that satisfies (LII)). If a satisfies

1 is a simple eigenvalue of a(0) and all its other eigenvalues are smaller than M™™ in modulus,
(1.14)
it 1s well-known that there exists a unique r X 1 vector ¢ of compactly supported distributions that
satisfies

_"~)]le(zd) =0, Yue€mom,,,, p€ UZ”ZONéq, (1.13)

(M) =a(§)o(§) and 0,(0)p(0) = 1. (1.15)
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) smyo(a, M) > m, where smy.(a, M1y) is the L..-smoothness exponent of the filter a with
respect to M1y, and is defined in Section[d Consequently, the M1, vector cascade algorithm
with the filter a is C™-convergent (i.e., item (7) of Theorem[2.2 holds).

(2) ¢ € (C™(RY))™" and

lim HM‘Mn(SZMld((s[r» *U— 5va,u”uau¢('vl_n')]H(loo(zd))rxl = 07 (116)

n—oo
for all uw € mom,, ,,, € U NG .

(3) ¢ € (C™R™)™! and [LIG) holds for all u € Gy, i, € Ul NE . where G, , is any set that
generates mom,,, ,, that is, every w € mom,, , can be written as w = wy *xcy + - - -+ wy x ¢ for
some wi, ..., w € Gy, and cq, ..., ¢ € lo(Z%).

(4) ¢ € (C™(R)™" and there exists u € N, such that (LIG) holds for all u € G, ,, where
G, 15 any set that generates mom,,, ,.

(5) The vector MI-subdivision scheme that uses the filter a is C™-convergent as in Definition[1.3.

If € (C™(RY))™ and ¢ has stable integer shifts, that is, span{ngS(g +27k) : k € Z4} = C™! for
all € € RY, then all items (1)-(5) must hold.

The paper is organized as follows:

e Section 2] provides some necessary backgrounds on vector cascade algorithms. First, we will
explain the role of a matching filter v, of the filter a and how it relates to the initial function
of a vector cascade algorithm. Next, we will give a detailed discussion on the L,-smoothness
exponent sm,(a, MI;) of the filter p, which is the key to characterizing the convergence and
smoothness of a vector cascade algorithm. Notably, we will prove Theorem on the relation
between sm,(a, MI;) and the matching filters of a, which, later, plays a key role in analyzing
the convergence rate of a vector subdivision scheme.

e Section [ provides a detailed justification of Definition Specifically, we will prove Theo-
rem [3.1], which tells us what conditions the filter w, and the scaling exponent 7 in (L8 need
to satisfy. As a consequence, Theorem [B.1] explains why Definition is the only meaningful
way to define a vector subdivision scheme and its convergence.

e Section [ performs a detailed analysis of our newly defined vector subdivision scheme and its
convergence. We first prove the main result Theorem [[L4l Then, we will prove in Theorem E.1]
how fast a vector subdivision scheme converges. Next, we will discuss transformations of
vector subdivision schemes. Specifically, we show that any vector subdivision scheme can be
transformed into a scalar-type subdivision scheme. Last but not least, we will apply our theory
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of vector subdivision schemes to discuss the convergence of Lagrange and Hermite subdivision
schemes.

e Section [l provides several examples of two-dimensional vector 2I5-subdivision schemes to il-
lustrate our theory.

2. CONVERGENCE OF VECTOR CASCADE ALGORITHMS

Before we justify Definition [L3land prove the main result Theorem [L.4] let us discuss the convergence
of vector cascade algorithms in more detail. Since vector cascade algorithms and subdivision schemes
are closely related, several properties of vector cascade algorithms are powerful tools for the analysis
of vector subdivision schemes. Here, we first briefly discuss the role of a matching filter v, and
how it relates to the initial function of a vector cascade algorithm. Then, we will perform detailed
discussions on the critical quantity smy,(a, M), which plays a key role in the convergence of vector
cascade algorithms and subdivision schemes.

2.1. The Matching Filter v, and the Conditions for an Initial Function. Let M € N\ {1},
r € Nand m € Ny. Suppose a € (Io(Z%))™" is a filter that has order m -+ 1 sum rules with a matching
filter v, € (Io(Z%))™" that satisfies (LII)). Using the Leibniz differentiation rule, (LTI yields

a~@<o>=2(“)leavmow-”a(m, Vi U N, (2.1)
1%

| A7)

where for v = (vq,...,va),p = (g1, ..., pta) € N&, v < p means vy <y for all t = 1,...,d. Note
that an order m + 1 matching filter is fully determined by the values of the derivatives 0*v(0) for all
p € U oN d . Given a filter a, we simply solve the system of linear equations in (2.]) to get the values
of 0*0(0) for all e U NG . If in addition, the filter a satisfies the mild condition in (LI, then
I, — M7a(0) is 1nvert1ble Whenever j €{1,...,m}. Hence, by (2, up to a multiplicative constant,
the set {9"0(0) : p € ULoNg } is uniquely determined through the following recursive formulas:

0a(0)a(0) = G,(0),  9"G,(0) =) (5) 9 0,(0)0"a(0)[I, — MMG(0)] ', pe Ul Ng,.  (2.2)

v<p

The condition (LI4]) also yields that there exists a unique r x 1 vector ¢ of compactly supported
distributions such that (ILTH]) holds. We call the unique vector ¢ of compactly supported distributions
that satisfies (LIH) the standard MI;-refinable function vector of the filter a associated with v,,.

Next, we discuss the relation between v, and any initial function i of a vector cascade algorithm.
To study the smoothness of refinable vector functions, it is essential to investigate the convergence of
vector cascade algorithms with a smooth initial function. For m € Ny and p € [1, o], denote W, (R?)
the L,-Sobolev space which consists of all functions f such that 9" f € L,(R?) for all u € U Ng |
endowed with the following norm

Ifllwpesy = > 10*fllz,@9-
peUgL ON
The following result gives the essential conditions on an initial function ¢ that generates a convergent

sequence {R7 ,; ©¥}°2, in the Sobolev space (W"(R?))"".

Proposition 2.1. [[17, Propositions 3.1 and 3.2][Let M € N\ {1}, r € N, m € Ny and p € [1, 0].
Let a € (Io(Z4))™" be a filter that has order m + 1 sum rules with a matchmg filter v, € (lo(Z3))t>r
that satisfies (ILII]). Then the following statements hold:

(1) Letv € (W;”(Rd))”l be a vector of compactly supported functions such that span{@z(§+27rk) :
ke 74} = Crt. Iflim,_q ||RZ’Mld'¢J—'IZJOOH(W;n(Rd))er =0 for some 1 € (W;”(Rd))”l\{O},
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then (LI4) must hold. Consequently, up to a multiplicative constant, the set {0"0,(0) : p €
U NG} is uniquely determined through 2.2).

(2) For any compactly supported vector o € (W(RT)™, if {R\y, }ee, is convergent in
(W (R)™ and limnﬁm@(O)Rm@D(O) = 1, then ¢ must satisfy the order m + 1 ad-
missibility condition, that is,

Gu(0)0(0) =1, G(E)D(E +2nk) = (€™ ), € —0, VkeZ\{0}. (2.3)

If, in addition, (LI4) holds, then there exists a unique r X 1 vector ¢ of compactly supported
distributions that satisfies (LI5). When ¢ € (W(R))™", it must satisfy the following ad-
massibility condition:

Gu(€)B(E + 2mk) = 8(k) + O(||€|™), €—0, VkeZo (2.4)

2.2. Convergence of Vector Cascade Algorithms and the Quantity sm,(a, MI;). To char-
acterize the convergence of vector cascade algorithms, we need the technical quantity sm,(a, MIy),
known as the L,-smoothness exponent of the filter a with respect to M1;. Let m € Ny, p € [1, 00] and
y € (Io(Z%))*" be such that 7(0) # 0, define

Vo = (lo(Z)™, Vi = {w € (b(Z))™" : g&)w(€) = o(|¢]™), € = 0}, (2.5)
and define

ol M)y = sup { s S, (1)

n—oo

1

(@<t - WE Vm_Ly} : (2.6)
As y(0) = [11(0),...,9-(0)] # 0, without loss of generality, assume 7;(0) # 0. Then for every
j=2,...,7, choose b; € ly(Z%) such that

y;(§)
n(8)

b (&) = +o(em, €—0, j=2,...,m

and define
By = {V"de] : p e Ngm} U {bje] + o j=2,... T}

we can see that B, , generates V,,_;,, that is, every w € V,,_1, can be written as w = w; * ¢; +

<+ 4w * ¢g for some w1, ..., ws € By_1, and ¢y, ..., cs € lg(Z?). Therefore, one can further deduce
that
1
pm(a, M1y, y), = max {hm sup ||| Z,Mld(élr)] * w||&p(zd))rx1 Twe Bm—Ly} : (2.7)
n—oo
Now define

mg := st(a, MIy) := sup{m € Ny : there exists y € (Io(Z%))"*" such that 7(0) # 0

and GMEJa(E + 2m) = 8(@)T(E) + O™ for allw € D},
and
pla,MIy), := inf{p,(a,MIz,y) : m € {0,...,m,} and y € (Io(Z"))"*" satisfy (2.9)
y(0) # 0 and y(M&)a(€ + 2nw) = &(w)y(&) + O([|€]]™) for all w € Oy, }-
We define the L,-smoothness exponent of a with respect to M1y by
smy(a, M1y) := g — logy pla, MI),. (2.10)

The quantity sm,(a, MI;) plays a key role in analyzing the convergence of the vector cascade algorithm
with the filter a in the L,-Sobolev space. Here, we recall the following important result from [I7],
which gives a detailed characterization of the convergence of vector cascade algorithms in Sobolev
spaces.
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Theorem 2.2. [[17, Theorem 4.3]]. Let M € N\ {1}, r € N, m € Ny and p € [1,00]. Let a €
(lo(Z1)) ™" and v, € (1o(Z4))**" be such that (LI holds and 0,(0) # 0. Then the following statements

are equivalent:
(1) The vector MIy-cascade algorithm with the filter a converges in W"(R?), that is, { R\, ¥},

is a Cauchy sequence in (WJ"(RT))™! for every ¢ € (WI"(R?))™! that is compactly supported
and satisfies order m + 1 admissibility condition as in (2.3)).
(2) For some function ¢ € (W"(R))™" (require ¢» € (C™(R?))™" if p = oo) that satisfies the
admissibility condition in @3) and span{e(¢ + 2xk) : k € Z4} = C™ for all ¢ € RY,
{R 1,032, is a Cauchy sequence in (WM (R?))™1.
(3) lim,, o0 M"(m_g)H[SzMId(éIr)] * Wy, zay = 0 for all w € Vi, , where Vi, is defined via (2.3])
with y = v,.
d_m
(4) pm-i—l(aa MId,Ua)p < Mv .
(5) smy,(a, MI;) > m.
If o € (WMRY)™ (require ¢ € (C™(R))™ if p = 00) and ¢ has stable integer shifts, then all items
(1)-(5) must hold. Moreover, any of the above items (1)-(5) implies
(6) sr(a,MIy) > smy(a, M1;) > m.
(7) The filter a satisfies (LI4l). Consequently, there exists a unique r X 1 vector ¢ of compactly
supported functions that satisfies (LIB). Furthermore, ¢ € (W(R))™! (replace by ¢ €

(C™(R)™ ! if p = 00) and limy,_s0 [| R gy, 00 — Ol wyrmayyr<1 =0 for every ¢ € (W (RH))!

that is compactly supported and satisfies the admissibility condition in (2.3)).
To compute sm,(a, M1,), it suffices to find p(a, MI;), as in ([2.9), which seems to be difficult since
p(a, M1,), is obtained by taking the infimum of p,,,(a, M1y, y), over all m € {0, ..., m,} and all possible

matching filters y € (Io(Z%))**" of a. Nevertheless, the following theorem tells us it suffices to pick a
specific sum rule order m and an associated matching filter to obtain p(a, MI),.

Theorem 2.3. Let M e N\ {1}, r € N and p € [1,0]. Let a € (Io(Z?))"™" be such that sr(a, M) =
mq. Suppose ko € Ny is a non-negative integer with sm,(a, MIy) < ko < m, and v € (Io(Z%))™" is an
order ko matching filter of a that satisfies
0(0) #0,  T(MEa(E + 2mw) = §(w)o () + O([[€]I*), € =0, Ywe Qi (2.11)
Then
p(av Mld)p = Pko (a7 Mg, U);D' (212)

Consequently, we have

d
smy(a, M1;) = i logw Pk, (ay, M1y, v),. (2.13)

Proof. Consider the following two cases:

e Case 1: smy(a, MI;) > 0. In this case, there exists m € Ny such that m < sm,(a, MI;) < m+1.
By Theorem 2] the filter a must satisfy (LI4)). Let v, € (Io(Z%))*** be an order m, matching
filter of a that satisfies

0a(0) # 0, 0a(M&)a(§) = 6(w)0a(§) + O([[E[™), &€ =0, Vw € Quy,. (2.14)
If kg € {0,...,m,} and v € (Io(Z%))**" is an order kg matching filter of a that satisfies (Z.I1),
then by (LI4), there must exist ¢ € C\ {0} such that D(¢) = c0,(€) + O(||€||*) as € — 0,
which implies Vi,—1,, = Viy—1.0, and
pko(a'> M[d> U) = pko(a'> M[d> Ua)'
Hence, by the definition of p(a, MI;), in ([Z39]), we have

pla,M1y), = koe{rglinm }{pko(a, M1y, v4),}- (2.15)



10 RAN LU
As pointed out after [I7, Lemma 4.1] (also see [I8, Theorem 3.1]), we have
_ d—ko _
Pro (@, M1y, v,), = max{pm, (a, MIg,v,),, MP~ ™} Vky=0,...,m, — 1, (2.16)

from which we see that
pla, MIg), = pi, (@, Mg, vg),.
If kg > smy(a, MIy), then
Pma (@, M1y, v,), = pla,MIy), = M e (ML) 5y —ho,
Consequently, we deduce that
Pro(a, MIg,v), = pro(a, MIg,04)p = pm, (@, M1, v,),,  VEk € Ny with smy,(a, MI;) < k < m,.

Therefore, (2.12) must hold, and thus, (2.I3) holds.
e Case 2: smy(a,MI;) < 0. Let v, € (Io(Z%))"*" be a filter that satisfies (ZI4)). By the definition
of p(a,MI;), and M > 1, we have

d
logy pm, (@, Mg, Ua)p > logy pla, M[d)p = 2_9 - Smp(aa M1y),

which implies
P (@, MIg, vg), > My =@M 5 ME—7 s > )
Hence, it follows from (ZIG)) that
Pro(a, M1y, 04)p = pm, (@, MIg, v4),,  Vhko=0,...,m,. (2.17)

For every ko € {0,...,m,}, let v € (Io(Z%))*" be an order ko matching filter of a that satisfies
EII). From (23, we see that V_1, = V_;,. = (Io(Z%))*", which together with [ZI6]) yield

d
pO(a> M]da UG)P = po(a, MIda U)p = max{pko(a> M[d> U)p’ Mp}'
By the assumption smy,(a, MI;) < 0, we have %—logM P (a, M1y, v), < 0 and thus py, (a, M1y, v), >
d
M?r. Hence,

pola, Mg, v,), = pola, Mg, v), = pr,(a, MIg,v),, Vho=0,....ma, v € (Io(Z%)"™*" satisfying (ZIT)).
(2.18)
Therefore, we conclude from (2.1I7), (ZI8)) and the definition of p(a, M), that (ZI2) must
hold and consequently, ([2.13]) also holds.

U

Theorem greatly simplifies the definition of sm,(a, MI;), but it is still not generally easy to
compute this quantity. Indeed, for a general matrix filter a € (Io(Z%))" ", there only exist methods to
compute the Lo-smoothness exponent smy(a, M1,), see, for instance, [17, Theorem 7.1|, [18, Theorem
2.4] and [30, Theorem 1.1]. For p > 2, we can use the following inequalities to estimate sm,(a, M1;)

from smy(a, M1;) (see [17,18]):
1 1

smy(a, MIy) —d <§ - —) < smy(a, M1;) < sma(a, M1,). (2.19)
p

3. JUSTIFICATION OF DEFINITION

In this section, we provide a detailed justification of Definition [[3] that is, why using this definition
to describe the convergence and smoothness of a vector subdivision scheme. As discussed at the
beginning of Subsection [[3] a reasonable way to define a C™-convergent subdivision scheme is through
(L8)) with a suitably chosen u, that plays the role of V#9 in a C"™-convergent scalar subdivision scheme
and a scaling factor M™. The following theorem tells us the requirements that v, and 7 must satisfy
to make the definition of a C™-convergent vector subdivision scheme meaningful.
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Theorem 3.1. Let M € N\ {1}, r € N, m € Ny and u € (Io(Z%))"™*!. Let a € (Io(Z%))™" be a finitely
supported filter and v, € (lo(Zd))lw be an order m + 1 matching filter of a that satisfies (LII).
Suppose there exist T € [0,00), p € N3, for some mg € {0,...,m} and n € (C™(R?))™! such that

T [IMTS g, (817)] + u = 0" (M™™ ) zayyrer = 0. (3.1)

Then the following statements hold:
(1) For all v € U N2 that satisfy |v| < 7, we have

o~ Oa Zf |V| <7,
0" |0au](0) = o _ . 3.2
o {3”[%8“77](0), vl =7 € N, 52
(2) The function O*n in [BI) is compactly supported and is given by
(€)== lim [M™ (Ha(M—jg)> aM )|, ¢eRr” (3.3)
j=1

Moreover, 0"n satisfies the refinable relation

o(ME) = MTa(§)dm(), € € R (34)
(3) limy oo [MT[S2 01, (01,) % (ux w) — W(0)D*n(M™™ )] zayr<r = 0 for all w € lo(Z?).

Suppose, in addition, T € [0,m], 0"n is not identically zero and the filter a satzsﬁes (EDZI) Let ¢
be the unique v x 1 wvector of compactly supported distributions that satisfies gb(Mf) = a(§)¢(§) and
0,(0)$(0) = 1. Then

(4) T = |p| = mg is given by
7 =1inf{N € Ny :8”[5‘77](0) # 0 for some v € Nj  and
9°[0m1)(0) = 0 for all o« € UN'NE 1.
Particularly, 7 = |p| if 7(0) # 0 and in this case, ¢ € (C™ (R?))™! and we must have n = c¢

for some ¢ € C\ {0}.
(5) The filter u must satisfy

(3.5)

0a(€)U(8) = Buun(i&)" + O(EII™*), € =0, (3.6)
where By, ua = %@(0) Moreover, for every input data v € (lo(Z4))**", we have
nh_)rrolo (M7 S0 a0 % w — 0 [v = n](M_n')le(Zd) =0. (3.7)
In particular, when 17(0) # 0, we have n = By, v..¢ and
T M5 = B a0 M) = 0. (33)

Proof. (1) For every n € N, define a,, := M_d”SZMld(JIr) and u,, := a, * u. Then

@, (&) = a(M™ 1 a(M™2¢) .. a(€),  Wa(€) = an(9)u(§), €eR™
Since a and u are compactly supported, there exists K € N such that fsupp(a), fsupp(u) C
[~ K, K], and thus

fsupp(ay, ), fsupp(u,) C [M" '+ + M+ 2][-K, K]* C M"[- K, K]
For simplicity, write n®) := 9#n where 7 is the same as in (3.1]). Then n*) must be continuous

and supported on [~ K, K]¢, which further implies that 7(*) is an analytic function. Using the
Riemann sum, we have

87 (0) = / 1 (z)(—iz)’dz = lim M~ > N (M~ E) (=M ~"k),
R4

n—00
ke(M"[—K,K]4)NZ



12 RAN LU

for all v € N¢. Define

Jo = M7 3 19 (M™E) (—iM~"k)” | — 8”n®)(0).
ke(M"[—K,K]H)NZ4

For any vector z = (21,...,2,)" of complex numbers, define |z| := |z| + -+ + |2|. For
1 €{0,...,m} and v € N¢, we have
M(l—|u\)nauﬂ;(0) . M(l—T)nau@(O)’
< M=lvhn Z un (k) (—ik)” — M (—T—d=[v)n Z n(u)(M—nk)(_Z-k)u + M(l_T)n|Jn,V|
ke(M?[—K,K]4)NZ4 ke(M"[—K,K]4)nz?
<Ml N (M7 Sz r, (81,) * u)(k) = ) (M7"k)] (=ik)" | + M, |
ke(M™[—K,K]")NZ4
< (MOt S g ) M, (1) %] — 0 (M s + MO

ke(M"™[—K,K]H)NZ4
gM(l—r—d)nK\VldHMrn[ giMId<6]T) * u] _ 7](“)<M_n')”(lo@(zd))”1 + M(l—'r)n‘Jn7y|
Hence, using (B.I]) and the definition of J,,,, the above inequalities yield

lim ‘MU—IVD"aV@(()) — M (0)| =0, WieNywithl<r, veN,

n— o0

which further implies
lim MO=Dn97(0) = lim MU=Dm8n (0) = §(1 — 7)8"7W(0), VI € Ny with [ <7, v € N
n—oo

n—o0
(3.9)
Using (LI, it is not hard to deduce that 0,(£)u(€) = 0u(M™E)u, (&) + O(JJE||™T) as € — 0
for all n € Ny. Thus for v € U7 N§ , such that |v| < 7, using the Leibniz rule and B3), we

have
0" [0,u](0) = lim 0"[0,(M"™)u,](0) = Z (Z) 0" %0,(0) [lim M(‘V|_‘O‘|)"0O‘ﬂ;(0)]
asyv
— 1 (Jv|=7)n VY v—a~ a/(\) 1 (lv|=7)n qv A/(\)
nh_)rgoM Z (a)a 0,(0)0%nW (0) nh_)rgoM " [0an™](0).

asv

Therefore, (8:2) holds, and this proves item (1).
(2) For every n € Ny, define

J(€) =€) =M ST (M) MR ¢ e R

ke(M"[—K,K]¥)NZ4

Using fsupp(u,) € M"[—K, K]¢, 3] and the definition of J,(§), we deduce that

M7 (M) = ) (€)| < M7 ST M (k) — 0 (MR M (6]

ke(M"[—K,K]H)NZd
M= EMPK + 1) MTFED 0, — g (M) [ tyyees + [T (€)]
<

BE) M (S s, (81,)] = ™ (M7 | g gyt + [a(6)]
—0, n— o0, VE&eR
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Therefore, (83) must hold. Furthermore,

M <H ~G-¢ ) (M_("_l)f)]

M= <ﬁa(M‘j£)) a(M—<"—”£>]

j=1

3

70 (ME) = lim

n—oo

= M7G(€) lim

—

= M7a(§)nw(g), €eR,

and this proves (3.4]).
(3) Let w € ly(Z4). By calculation,

M7 (7, (81)) * (ux )] (k) — B(0) ) (M)

=1 wlz) [M™[(Siwg, (61,)) * ul(k — ) —5* (M"k)]
<D wlz) M (S, (81)) * ul(k = 2) =n® (M7 (k = 2))] | + | Y w(z) " (M (k = 2)) = ) (M~"k)]
<D lw(z) (IIMT" o, (01:)] = 0™ (M) [ zayyres + sup " (M™% — M~"2) — 77(")('\/|_"/7€)|) :

Note that all components of n*) are continuous and compactly supported, and thus are uni-
formly continuous, which implies lim,, o0 SUpzczq [7*(M™"k —M~"2) — ) (M~"k)| = 0 for all
z € 74, Therefore, as w is finitely supported, we conclude from (3] and the above inequalities

that item (3) must hold.
Suppose T € [0, m], O"n is not identically zero and the filter a satisfies (IL.I4]). We now prove items

(4) and (5).
(4) Since 7™ is not identically zero and 77(“\) (&) = (i€)"n(§), there exists N > mg and v € Nf

with v > p such that 8“7?/7)( 0) = 0 for all @ € UXS'NE, and 8“@(0) # 0. Using (34), we
have

MY 327 (0) = MTZ( )a” %G(0)a 7 (0) = MTa(0) P (0),
asv
which implies
MY ="G(0)0¥ 79 (0) = &7 (0). (3.10)

Therefore, MY~ is an eigenvalue of @(0) and 9“7 (0) is a corresponding eigenvector. Since
N >0 and 0 < 7 < m, by the condition (LI4]), we must have 7 = N and this proves (B.3]).

If 7(0) # 0, let g, (&) := (i€)", we have
o0(0) = 3 (2 )00, 0)070) = 3~ witi0), o€ UL, (3)

asv

Hence, we conclude that
9" n®)(0) = i uIH(0) # 0, and @y (0) =0, Vv e U NG with v # p, (3.12)
which implies 7 = |u| = mg. In this case, we have

7(e) = a”ﬂ—”wmgum@“) £ 0 (3.13)
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Using B.4),

M (EEFHME) = n (ME) = MTa(E)n®) (&) = MM (i6)*a(€)n(¢), ¢ e R%

As 7(0) # 0, so n is not identically zero and we must have n(M¢) = a(&)n(§). By the
eigenvalue condition (LI4]) and the uniqueness of the refinable vector function ¢, there must
exist ¢ € C\ {0} such that n = c¢. This proves item (4).

(5) If 7 > |u| = my, then it follows from [B2) that 9”[0,u](0) = 0 for all v € U N{ ;. Thus

Buawyu = 0 and the moment condition [B.6) clearly holds. If 7 = |u| = my, since nW(§) =

(1€)1(€), we must have (312) and ([3.I3)). Therefore, we conclude from ([B.2)), (3.12) and B.13))
that (3.6) must hold.

For every v € (Io(Z%))"*", define n, :=v*1n:= 3, _,av(2)n(- — z). Then
"ny(M™"k) = > w(2)0"n(M™"k — 2),  Vk € Z%.
2€7%

By the definition of S, mz,, it is easy to verify that

(ST, 0) * u](€) = MPBMPE)GM™¢) ... a(€)a(E) = M BME)Tn(€) = Surmimryv(€),

for all ¢ € R? and n € Ny, where u,, := M~[SZ', (81,)] * u for all n € Ny. Hence,

(Siwr,) * (k) =[Su, w1, 0) (k) = D 0(k)[(Sir, (81,)) * u](k — M"2),

ze74
for all k € Z% and n € Ny. Therefore, for all k € Z,
M [(Sgpr,v) * ul (k) — 0", (M™"k)|

=17 0(2) (MT[(S2 g, (8L,)) # u] (k — M™2) — (M ™"k — 2))
2€74

<ol oy IMT [Sitaaz, (1)) 5 1w = (M=) | gy

—0, n — oo,

and this proves (B.1).
Finally, when 7(0) # 0, then item (4) yields 7 = |u|, n = By, u,¢, and thus (3.8) holds.

O

4. CONVERGENCE OF VECTOR SUBDIVISION SCHEMES

In this section, we discuss the convergence of a vector subdivision scheme as in Definition and
some related topics. We will first prove the main result Theorem [I.4] on the C"-convergence of vector
subdivision schemes. Next, we will prove in Theorem .1l the convergence rate of a vector subdivision
scheme. Then, we will discuss the transformations of vector subdivision schemes using strongly invert-
ible filters to demonstrate the intrinsic connections between different subdivision schemes. Finally, we
will apply Theorem [[4] to characterize the convergence of Lagrange and Hermite subdivision schemes.

4.1. Proof of Theorem [I.4l. Based on the results of the convergence of vector cascade algorithms
from Section 2l and with the help of Theorem 1] we are ready to prove Theorem [ 4 on the convergence
of vector subdivision schemes.

Proof of Theorem [1.]] We will prove the theorem by first proving (1) = (2) = (3) = (4), then
(4) = (1), and finally (2) < (5).
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(1) = (2): As smuy(a, MI;) > m, it follows from Theorem that ¢ € (C™(RY))™1. As ¢ is a
fixed point of the vector MI;-cascade operator R, my,, we have

$(x) = [Rimp,dl(x) =M™ " a,(2)¢(M"z — 2), VzeR?, neN,,
2€74
where a,, := M~9"S" 81,). Thus for p € U™ N¢ and k € Z¢, direct calculation yields
a,MIy q=0""0,qg
P*GM™"k) = MWD Y T a, (2)0 gk — 2) = MEDa, s w,] (K),
2€74

where w,, € (Io(Z%))™! is defined by
w, (k) = 0"o(k), VkeZ" (4.1)

Hence for every u € mom,, ,, k € Z* and n € Ny, direct calculation yields

MU (83, (O11)) 5 u) (k) = By @ d(M™"k) = M (8247, (81,)) % (w0 = Boywpwn)] (B). (4.2)
Next, we claim that
U — BogupuWu € Viglwe, VU € mom,, ,, (4.3)

where V)., is defined as (Z.5) with m = |u| and y = v,. We will prove the claim by showing that

Ga(§)wa(€) = ()" + O(llEl™™), €—0, Vue UoNg, (4.4)
from which the claim follows trivially. Define ¢ := v, % ¢ = > _,av,(2)¢(- — 2) and

i

pulz) = x—', Ve eRY pe Uy ON
!

Using the Taylor expansion of p,, we have

—1)l¥
Z pu(2)p(x — 2) = Z %8"]&(@’) Z(m —2)"p(r — 2).

z€74 VS 2€7Z4

Note that the function Y, _,4(x — 2)"¢(x — z) is a Z%-periodic function and its Fourier coefficients are
given by

/ S (@ — o) (e — ey = / Polx)e gy — iV (k).
(0,14 Rd

for all k € Z?. By item (2) of Proposition 21 ¢ must satisfy the admissibility condition (24, which
means

0"p(2rk) = d(v)d(k), Vv e UL ONOq’ k ezl
and thus
D (@ —2)pla —2) =i 3(0) = 8(v), Ve UL NG,
2€74

Hence, we have

0"pu(x)8(v) = pu(x), Vo eR?, peUr NG,
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Now, for every v, u € N and k € Z%, we have

_ 1\l
(k) =3 pulk — ) p(z) = 3

0°py (k) Y 20"p(2)

a!
asv a<v 2e74d
(_1)|a\ fe) a m (_1)‘0{' fe) a
=Y k) Y e () = Y R () Y 2 e x w,(2)
sy z€74 asv z€74

(_Z)M‘ a A (_Z)‘CM| fe! s
=3 o (0P (e s @))(0) = S0 0 (R ) (0)
asv asv
From the above identities, for v, i € Uy (N{

o If u < v, asall 0%, a < v are linearly independent, then the above identities yield
0°[0n,,)(0) = 8(a — p)i !, Va € N& with a < v;

e Otherwise, if ;1 < v does not hold, then there must exist j € {1,...,d} such that pu; > v;,
where f1; and v; are the j-th components of  and v respectively. Hence, we must have 0*p, = 0
and the linear independence of 0%p,, o < v yields

°[0,w,](0) =0, Va € N§ with a < v;
Therefore, we have
0" [0,10,)(0) = & (v — p)illp!, Vo, € UpLNG
which is equivalent to (£4]), and this proves the claim.

Finally, since v — By, uuWy € Viyv, for all u € mom,, ,, item (2) follows immediately from (£.2)
and item (3) of Theorem 2.21

(2) = (3) = (4): Trivial.

(4) = (1): Suppose u € mom,, ,, then there exist uy,...,u; € G,,, and cy,...,¢; € lo(Z?) such

that w = uy * ¢; 4+ - - - 4+ w4 * ¢,. Since uy, ..., u; € mom,, ,, for any v € N¢ with |v| < |pl|, we have
VI S v Vo[ S S o~ .
0" [0,y 55)(0) =) (a)a [02123)(0)0%G;(0) = 8(p — 1) [0,0;](0)E5(0), Vi =1,...,t.
asv
Thus u; * ¢i, ..., us * ¢, € mom,, , and
P () B Atz ) Bl R ()
Z|M|[u' z‘#‘u' z‘#‘u'
M0, 111(0)é1 (0 OM [0, 1](0) e (0 ~ ~
_ [U Ul]( )Cl( ) 4t [U ut]( )Ct( ) _ @jmuwcl(o) + .. +ﬁva7ut,uct(0)-
7"“':“/' ’L"U“,u'

Hence

MRS (S1)] % — Buo s pu@ S(M ™)1 ity
:||M|“|"[32de(5]r)] # (upx ¢+ U ¢) = [Bugan uCi(0) + -+ ﬁ”“v“t’“a(o)mﬂ(b(lvl_n.)H(l“’(zd))rﬂ
t
< UM, (BT)) 5 (a5 % €5) = By G (O)P S ™) s iy
j=1

Since u; € G, , for all j =1,...,t, we have

t
Jim D MRS (L)) 15 = Buy oy w0 O(MT) |1ty = 0,
j=1



MULTIVARIATE VECTOR SUBDIVISIONS 17
and thus item (3) of Theorem B.1] yields
im (M S] p (8L0)] 5 (% ¢5) = Buy oy w5 (0)*G(M ™)1y ztyyrr = 0,

n—oo

for all j =1,...,¢. Therefore, (IIG) holds for all u € mom,,, .

Define V}, ., via ([Z5) with y = v,. Then it is clear that V,,,, C mom,, , and
B up = 0" [0,u](0) =0, Yu eV, ,,.
Now, using the above identity, (ILI0) and |u| = m, we have
nh_)rgo [M™ S, (01)] * ull o zayr=a =0, Vu € Vi,

that is, item (3) of Theorem [Z2] holds with p = co. Therefore, by Theorem 2.2 item (1) holds.

(2) < (5): Suppose item (2) holds. Let v € (Io(Z%))"*" be an input data. By using an argument
similar to the proof of ([B.8)) in item (5) of Theorem Bl we can deduce from (LI6]) that (LI3) must
hold with 7, := v * ¢ and this proves the implication (2) = (5).

Conversely, suppose item (5) holds, it follows from ([I3) that there exists n € (C™(R?))"™*! that
satisfies

lim ||MHIn[S" M, (0 1) % u — Buy w (M7 ) |12y = 0, Vu € mom,, ,, € U;”:ONg,q. (4.5)

n—oo

Then by item (1) of Theorem B1] (L.0) yields

0" [511)(0) =P 0" 5,07 (0) Zﬁua,u7u2< )a” Y52(0)0 091(0) = By 1T (0)0017(0)

V<
=Bua i 1104 (0)7(0) = 0*[5,] (0)T(0)7(0),  Vu € mom,, .

Hence, 0,(0)7(0) = 1, which, in particular, implies that 77(0) # 0. Therefore, by item (5) of Theo-
rem [3.I] we must have n = ¢, and this proves the implication (5) = (2).

Finally, if ¢ € (C™(R?))™! has stable integer shifts, we conclude from Theorem 2.2 that all items
(1)-(5) hold. O

4.2. Convergence Rate of a Vector Subdivision Scheme. Using a vector subdivision scheme
(more specifically, item (2) of Theorem [[4]), we have a method to compute the refinable function
vector ¢ and its derivatives. Our next task is to analyze how fast a vector subdivision scheme
converges, essential for computation efficiency in practice. This leads to the convergence rate of a
vector subdivision scheme, and we have the following result.

Theorem 4.1. Let M € \{1}, r € N and m € Ny. Let a € (Io(Z%))™" be such that m <
soo(a, MIy) < m+1 and v, € (Io(Z2))*" is an order m + 1 matching filter of a that satisfies (LI1).
Then a must satisfy (LI4), which means the set {9"v,(0) : p € U NG} is uniquely determined
through [22) and the standard MIg-refinable function vector ¢ of a must satisfy ¢ € (C™(RY))™1,
Let p € Ui oNg . and u € mom,, ,,. Define
drv(v, * w) = inf{N € N: 0"[0,u — Bu, u,u(i-)"](0) =0 for all v € Uf]V:_OlNg,q
and 0" [0,0 — By, uu(i-)*](0) # 0 for some v € N§ v} > |ul,

and S, = min{drv(v, * u) — |p|, sme(a, MIg) — [p|} > 0. If drv(ve * w) < m+ 1, then for every
e €(0,5,4), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

MRS r (ST % U = Bo i S(M )| o zayyrxt < OM™Emn=n -y € N, (4.7)

(4.6)
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and for every v € (Io(Z%)™", we have

IMP Sz, 0] % = B [0 5 S (M) 1 2y < CM™Emm9 0 € N, (4.8)
where CU = HUH([I(Zd))er.
Proof. First note that by Theorem 2.2 we have m, := sr(a,MI;) > smq(a,MI;) > m and a must
satisfy (ILI4). Thus there must exist an order m + 1 matching filter v, € (Io(Z%))*" that satisfies
(LII) and a unique vector ¢ of compactly supported distributions that satisfies (L15)). Furthermore,
Sy (a, M) yields ¢ € (C™(R?))"*! and Proposition 21l tells us that ¢ must satisfy the admissibility
condition (Z4). For each p € UL N§ and define w, € (Io(Z%))™" via [&I). By using the same

argument as in the proof of (1) :> (2) in Theorem [[L4] one can show that (£3]) must hold, which
further implies

Ga(©)[(E) — Bruaun@il (§) = O(EI* ), € =0

for all v € mom,,, ,. Hence for every u € mom,,, ,, we have

U — /Bua,u,,uw,u € vdrv(va*u)—l,va- (49)

For every € € (0,5,,.), by the definition of parv(v,su) (@, MIg,Vq)o0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

M ST (ST (B i) | 1o zyyrt < CMIFPME [y (@, Mg, v0) o)™, ¥ € N (4.10)

Now suppose drv(v, *u) < m+ 1. If drv(v, *u) = m+ 1, then using smy(a, MI;) < m+1 < m, and
Theorem 2.3 we have

Pdrv(vexu) (a, M[da Ua)oo - /)m+1(a7 MIda Ua)oo = M_Smw(a’Mld)-

If drv(v, * u) < m + 1, then drv(v, * u) < m as drv(v, * u) is an integer. Using Theorem and
sy, (a, M1;) > m, we have

Do (@, MI, 1) = M5 (@MID) = pp=drv(vasu)
and it then follows from (2.I6) that
Petrv(varn) (@ MIg, Ua) oo = Max{ pp,. (@, MLy, U)o, M™ IV ert)y — = drvlvasu),
Therefore, we always have
Paretoneny (@ M U)o < M i85mo0 (@M1, drv(vas0) _ \=Sina— (4.11)
Consequently, we conclude from ([LI0) and (4.I1]) that
IMP P [Sez, (B1)] # (1 = Bt gy < CMZEre=2%, ¥ € N,

Now (7)) follows immediately from the above inequalities and ([£2)). Finally, for every v € (Io(Z%))*",
by using an argument similar to the proof of (B8] in item (5) of Theorem Bl one can conclude that

M (S 0] 5w = 0w GJ (M), < vl oy IMPS T g, (81) =" (M) [ gzt
for all n € N and thus ([L.8]) follows trivially. O

4.3. Transformations of Vector Subdivision Schemes Using Strongly Invertible Filters. In
this subsection, we show that every vector subdivision scheme can be transformed into a scalar-like
subdivision scheme. For the scalar case r = 1, we see from Definition [[LT] that a matching filter is
not involved for the convergence of a scalar subdivision scheme, and let us first explain why this is
the case. Let M € N\ {1} and suppose a € ly(Z?) with @(0) = 1, then clearly the condition (14
holds.A In this case, it is Well-Aknown that there is a unique compactly supported distribution ¢ such
that ¢(M&) = a(£)o(€) and ¢(0) = 1, which is known as the standard MI;-refinable function of the
filter a and is defined as

Ha —ig), Ve eRY (4.12)
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With ¢ defined as above, we see that

1 1
Aia(f) - = \V/g c Rd,
¢(MS) (&)
and any order m + 1 matching filter v, € lo(Z¢) in (ILII) must satisfy
1
Ga(§) = =— + O(g]I™*"), €—0. (4.13)
¢(£)
From (4I3), we must have 0,(0) = 1 and thus the moment condition in (L.I1l) simplifies to
/d(g + 27“")) = ﬁ(”g”m-i-l)’ §—=0, Vwe QMId \ {0}7 (414)

which does not explicitly involve the matching filter v,. Consequently, we do not need a matching
filter for the sum rule condition (LII) of a scalar filter a. Furthermore, for all 4 € U Ng . the set
mom,,, ,, is given by

~

- ~ : o*u/¢)(0
mom,, , = {u € lo(Z%) : W(E) = (&) Bup,u(@€)" + O(IE]M1H), € = 0}, where B, = %
which does not explicitly involve the matching filter v,. Therefore, according to Definition [LI], we do

not need a matching filter for the convergence of a scalar subdivision scheme.

Now, consider the case 7 > 1. Let M € N\ {1}, m € Ny and a € (Io(Z%))"*". If a has order m+1 sum
rules with respect to MI; such that (LII)) holds with a matching filter v, = d[e}]T = [4,0,...,0] €
(Io(Z4))*™" (or equivalently, 0,(¢) = [e]]T = [1,0,...,0]), then a is called an order m + 1 scalar-type
filter. In this case, let a = Zl’l 31’2 where a; 1 € Io(Z?), a15 € (Io(Z?)™> Y ay;y € (Ip(Z4))r—1x1

2,1 (2
and aygy € (Io(Z%))=D>*0=1) it is easy to deduce from (LII)) that a must satisfy

any(€ +2mw) = 6(w) + O™, ara(€ +2mw) = O(lE[™), € =0 Yw € Qur,.  (4.15)

The moment conditions in (AI5]) are very similar to the sum rule condition (€.I4]) of a scalar filter, and
the matrix filter a essentially behaves like a scalar filter a; ;. When a is a scalar-type filter, techniques
from the scalar case r = 1 can be borrowed or generalized directly to study the properties of a and
the subdivision scheme that uses a.

If a vector subdivision scheme uses a scalar-type filter, we call it a scalar-type vector subdivision
scheme. We claim that every vector subdivision scheme can be transformed into a scalar-type one, and
thus, the two subdivision schemes have no fundamental difference. We say that a filter U € (Io(Z%))"*"
is strongly invertible if det(U(€)) = coe™*< for some ¢o € C\ {0} and k € Z for all £ € R Tt is
easy to see that U € (Io(Z%))"™ " is strongly invertible if and only if there exists V € (Io(Z%))"*" such
that V = UL Here, we recall the following result regarding transformations with strongly invertible
matrices.

Lemma 4.2. [[19, Lemma 2.5], also see [26, Lemma 3.1]] Suppose v, w € (lo(Z2))**" satisfies 5(0) # 0
and w(0) # 0. Then for any n € Ny, there exists a strongly invertible filter U, € (Io(Z%))"™*" such that

—

v(&) = w(E)Un (&) + O([E]"), €0

With the help of Lemma [£.2] we now show how to transform a vector subdivision scheme to a scalar-
type one and, more importantly, the intrinsic connections between the original vector subdivision
scheme and the one we get after transformation. Let M € N\ {1} and m € Ny. Suppose a € (Io(Z%))"™*"
has order m + 1 sum rules with respect to MI; and v, € (Io(Z%))*" is a matching filter that satisfies
(LII). Further, assume that a satisfies (L14]). By Lemma [£.2] there exists a strongly invertible filter
U € (Io(Z4))™" such that

G()U(E) = [1,0,...,01+ O(|¢]™), € —o0.
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Let ¢ be the standard M -refinable function vector of a that satisfies (LTH). Define a new filter
a € (Io(Z%))™" and a new vector ¢ of compactly supported distributions via

AE) = OMe) ) T(€), o(€) = T(€)1a(e), Ve eRY. (4.16)

Then we obtain the followmg

~

(1) G(ME) = A(€)5(€) and [1,0......0]6(0) = 1.

(2) @ has order m + 1 sum rules with respect to MI; with a matching filter v, := d[e}]T =
[6,0,...,0], that is, (LII]) holds with a being replaced by a. Therefore, a is an order m + 1
scalar-type filter.

(3) Recall the definition of V,,, as in () for all y € (Io(Z%))"™>" with 7(0) # 0. For every
J€{0,...,m+1} and p € UL 0N0q> the following maps are bijective:

ijV —1,8[e] T—>V 1,va f](w):U*w,
Gy * MOMg[er|T ,, — MOMLy, 4, gu(u) = U *u.
Consequently, the set
Bj_ 14, ={UxV"de]: v e UZZONqu} U{U xde] : 1=2,...,r}
generates V,_y,, for every j € {0,...,m + 1}, and the set
Gy = {U*V”de’{}U{U*ée{: l=2,...,r}
generates mom,,, , for every p € Uy ON

(4) For every n € Ny, define a,, := M d"S"MId(dl) and a, == M~%"S82, (81,). For every j €
{0,...,m+ 1}, let w € Vj_y 57 and define w := U x 1w € Vj_1,,, then

@ (E)D(E) = U(M™€)an (£)w(€), VE € R,

or equivalently,

[ ;L,MId(‘”r)] *w =[Sy aMId ] = Z Ul(z & MId (01.)) * w|(- — M"z).

2€Z4

For p € [1, 00], we deduce from the above identity that

tim sup 187 g, (8] # 0] s < imsup [[S2aagy (1)) # 1, s i € Viy g
n—00 n—oo
which implies p;(a, Mg, v,), < pj(a, MIy, 8[ef]"), for all j € {0,...,m + 1}.. Similarly, one
can show that p;(a, MIy,8[e7]"), < p;j(a, MIgv,), for all j € {0,...,m + 1}. Therefore, we
conclude that

p(a'> M[d)P = p(&" MId)P> Smp(a'> M[d) = Smp(&> M[d)a 1< p < 0.

Consequently, using Theorem [[.4] the vector subdivision scheme with the filter a is C™-
convergent if and only if the scalar-type vector subdivision scheme with the filter a is C™-
convergent.

4.4. Convergence of Lagrange and Hermite Subdivision Schemes. We now apply our theory
on vector subdivision schemes to discuss Lagrange and Hermite subdivision schemes. Both schemes are
the special cases of the generalized Hermite subdivision schemes. Here, we first recall the convergence
of a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme recently introduced in [22].

Definition 4.3. Let r € N, m € Ny and let A = {v',...,v"} C Up ONd be an ordered multiset with
v! = 0. A generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with ﬁlter a € (Io(Z%))™" is convergent
with limit functions in C™(R?) if for every input data v € (lo(Z?))*", there exists a limit function
n € C™(RY) such that

lim [|27"[S7,, vle] — 1,27 ) i@ty =0, VI=1,...,m (4.17)

n—oo
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In particular:

e A Lagrange subdivision scheme is a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A =
{0,0,...,0}, that is, ' =0 for alll=1,...,7.

e When d = 1, a Hermite subdivision scheme or order r is a generalized Hermite subdivision
scheme of type A :=={0,1,...,r —1}.

Comprehensive structural characterization and convergence analysis of a generalized Hermite sub-
divisions scheme has been established in [22] Theorems 1.1 and 1.2], with the extra assumption that
the refinable function ¢ of the filter a has stable integer shifts. Using our theory of subdivision schemes
from the previous sections, we can drop the stability on the integer shifts of ¢ and obtain the following
result that improves [22, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2].

Theorem 4.4. Letr € N, m € Ny and let A .= {v',... v} C U;”:ON&(] be an ordered multiset with
v! = 0. Define m = max{|v}|,...,[v"|}. Let a € (Io(Z%))™" be such that

1 is a simple eigenvalue of a(0) and 2" is not an eigenvalue of a for all n € N. (4.18)

Suppose a has order m + 1 sum rules with respect to 214, vy € (lo(Z2))*" is an order m + 1 matching
filter of a, and ¢ is the unique r X 1 vector of compactly supported distributions that satisfies (LIH)
with M = 2. Then the following statements hold:

(1) If the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with the filter a is convergent with
limit functions in C™(R?), then smu(a,21;) > 0, ¢ € (C™(R))™ and up to multiplying a
non-zero constant, v, must satisfy

5a(8) = [ + o(JlE|™1), (1) + o(Igl" 1), ... @) + oV, =0 (4.19)
If, in addition, ¢ has stable integer shifts, then we must have smy,(a,214) > m.

(2) If smuo(a,21y) > m, ¢ € (C™(R))™ and v, satisfies [EIJ), then the generalized Hermite
subdivision scheme of type A with the filter a is convergent with limit functions in C™(R?).

Proof. (1) By letting v = d[ej]" with a limit function 7, = Nsjeryr for j € {1,...,r} in (@I7), we
have l l
lim [|2"[S2,, (81,)]e] — 8 (27" ||guqzayr<r =0, VI=1,...,r, (4.20)

n—o0
where 1 1= [nsferT, - - - Nseryt] T € (C™(RY))™. We first show that 7(0) # 0. Since 1,(0) # 0,
there must exist ko € {1,...,r} such that 0,(0)e}, # 0. Also observe that ([{.20) implies that
(CI3) holds with 7 = pu = v*o. Hence, by item (1) of Theorem B.I], we must have ¥ = 0 and
04(0)7(0) = 04(0)ey,, # 0, which, in particular, implies 7(0) # 0.

Next, we prove that 1 = 0U,(0)e], ¢, which implies ¢ € (C™(R?))"*!. Using {20) with I = k,
and item (2) of Theorem Bl we deduce that 1(2£) = a(&)n(§). By the condition (£I8)), there
exists a unique 7 x 1 vector of compactly supported distributions that satisfies (I3 with
M = 2. Hence, as 77(0) # 0, we must have n = c¢ for some ¢ € C\ {0}. Moreover, the constant
¢ is determined by

¢ = c0y(0)¢(0) = 7,(0)7(0) = Ta(0)ey,,
and this proves the claim.
Then, we prove ([AI9). Since ([@20) holds, for every [ € {1,...,7}, we deduce from item (1)
of Theorem Bl that 9" [0,e]](0) = 0 if |v| < [/} and

0"[5:6])(0) = &[0 ) (0) = (v — )i 115, (0)7(0) if [v] = |1/].
Hence, for every [ € {1,...,r}, we have
Ga(€)e] = Tal€)[]1(€) = Buy gep i (i) + O(|EI"1HY), € =0,

with l
0" [04€7](0)

i = Ga(0)7(0) = T 0)ef,

ﬁva,ée{,ul =
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Therefore, up to multiplying a non-zero constant 0,(0)eg,, (EI9) holds.

Finally, we prove that sm(a,2/;) > 0. By the definition of mom,, , in (CI0), it is clear
that mom,, o = (Ip(Z%))"*!. Then it is trivial that the set G,, o = {de],..., e} generates
mom,,, o. For I € {1,...,r}, if ¥' = 0, then using [@I9) and ([20), we deduce that (LIG)
must hold with M = 2, = 1/ = 0 and u = dej. If v/ # 0, then {EIJ) yields S, ser0 = 0.
Using (A.20) and the fact that all entries of 8”l77 are compactly supported and continuous, we
deduce that

1[Sear, (017)]€] — Bua.ser 0027 )l zayy<r = [Saar, (1)) ] (100 (241

_Vln Vln n T I/l —n _Vln Vl —-n
<272V ST, (BL)le) — 8 027" ) e @tyrr + 27107 027" gz
—0, n — 0.

Hence, (LI6) always holds with M =2, =0 and u = éde] (I =1,...,r). In other words, item
(4) of Theorem [L4] holds with M = 2, m = 0 and thus sm(a,2I;) > 0. If ¢ has stable integer
shifts, then Theorem 2.2 yields smy (a, 21;).
By sme(a,21;) > m, ([@I9) and Theorem [[4] it is clear that (£20) must hold. Now since,
¢ € (C™(RY))™1 using an argument similar to the proof of 1) in item (5) of Theorem B.1]
we deduce from (20) that (£I7) must hold with 7, := v % ¢ and this proves item (2).

U

Remark 4.5. Let us discuss how Theorem [{.]] improves the existing results [22, Theorems 1.1 and
1.2] on generalized Hermite subdivision schemes.

(1)

Suppose the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme with the filter a is convergent with limit
functions in C™(RY). Under the additional assumption that ¢ satisfies

span{¢(mw + 27k) : k € Z4} = C™',  Vw € Qyr, = [0,1)9 N Z4, (4.21)

it has been shown in [22, Theorem 1.1] that the filter a must satisfy (LI4) with M = 2, an
order m+ 1 matching filter v, is determined through (2.2)) which, up to multiplying a non-zero
constant, must be given by [{I9). Item (1) of Theorem [{.4] improves [22, Theorem 1.1] by
proving [22)) under the weaker assumption (I8 of the filter a.

Suppose a has order m + 1 sum rules with respect to 214 and v, is an order m + 1 matching
filter that satisfies [@I9). Under the additional assumption that ¢ has stable integer shifts, [22,
Theorem 1.2] shows that smy(a, 215) > m must hold and it then follows from Theorem[I.7) that
¢ € (C™(RY))™L and the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme with the filter a is convergent
with limit functions in C™(R%). Without the stability on the integer shifts of ¢, item (2) proves
the convergence of the generalized Hermit subdivision scheme with limit functions in C™(R?)
under the weaker assumptions smy,(a,21;) > m and ¢ € (C™(RY))™. It is possible that
¢ € (C™(RY))™L while smyy(a,21y) < m.

5. EXAMPLES OF VECTOR SUBDIVISION SCHEMES

Since the Lagrange and Hermite subdivision schemes have been extensively studied and many
examples have been constructed in the literature, we will present vector subdivision schemes of other
types in this section. In applications, the dilation matrix 2/, is of the most interest in the literature
of subdivision schemes and wavelet theory. In this section, we present some examples for the case
d = 2, that is, vector 2I5-subdivision schemes.

5.1. Construction Guideline. Let M € N\ {1}, m € Ny and » € N. We first discuss how to
construct a mask a € (Io(Z%))™" that yields a C™-convergent vector MI-subdivision scheme. Here
are the general construction steps:
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(S1) Parametrize the mask a by
a§) = >, alk)e™, VEeR!

ke[—N,N4nzd

for some N € N and some undetermined coefficients a(k)’s.
(S2) Sum rule conditions for a: Parametrize a filter v, € (Io(Z4))**" by

()= D wak)e ™ VEeR?

ke[-K,K]inzd

for some K € N and some undetermined coefficients v,(k)’s. Solve the linear system induced

by (LII), that is,
PAMIE(0) = 90.(0),  O°[G(M)Al(2mw) = 0, Y € UyoNd,,  w € Onar,\ {0},

with the additional constraint ©,(0) # 0. Update v, and a by substituting the solutions of the
above system.

(S3) Try to optimize the Ly-smoothness exponent of a: Choose the values of free parameters
among the remaining free parameters such that smy(a, MI;) is as large as possible. Ideally,
try to achieve smo(a, MI;) > m + ¢ so that sme(a, MI,) > m. If not possible, try to directly
estimate smy,(a, M1;) by using the structural properties of the mask a.

If we add additional linear constraints to the above construction procedure, the mask a can have a
symmetry structure. The symmetry properties of multivariate filters are related to symmetry groups.
By a symmetry group in R? we mean a finite set G of d x d integer matrices that form a group
under matrix multiplication. It is easy to see that any element E of a symmetry group G must satisfy
det(EF) = £1. For any dimension d, there exists a trivial symmetry group G = {I;}, and any other
symmetry groups are non-trivial. Here are some examples of non-trivial symmetry groups:

e For the univariate case d = 1, the only non-trivial symmetry group is G = {—1,1}.
e For d = 2, typical non-trivial symmetry groups include {—1s, I1},

b {an st O] 2[00 2[00, 51

o R e A I A

Dy is known as the full-azis symmetry group and the symmetry group associated with the
quadrilateral mesh in Z2 Dg is known as the hexagon symmetry group and the symmetry
group associated with the triangular mesh in Z2.

Let ¢ = [¢1,...,0,]T be an r x 1 vector of compactly supported distributions that satisfies (I2) for
some filter a € (Io(Z%))™". Let T := {cy,...,c.} be an ordered multiset with c,..., ¢, € R? and G
be a symmetry group in R?. We say that ¢ is G-symmetric about T if for every E € G, there exists
an invertible r x r matrix Sg = ([Sgli+)1<it<r such that

s

¢1(E(x—cl)+cl) :Z[SE]l,t¢($+Ct_cl>a Y GRd, l e {1,...,7‘}, (53)
t=1
or equivalently, R
G(E~T€) = Dr(ET€)SDr(€)e(€), VEeRY, (5.4)
where Dr(&) is the r x r diagonal matrix given by
Dp(€) := Diag(e, ... %), V& e R (5.5)

Using Theorem 22 and the refinable equation (IL.2)), one can derive that ¢ € (C™(R?))"*! is symmetric
about T" with respect to G if and only if sm(a, MI;) > m and a is G-symmetric about T, that is,

a(E7€) = Dr(~MET€)Sp-1Dr(ME)a(€) Dr (=€) S, Dr(EE), VE€g, &R (5.6)
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If we require the a in a vector M1 -subdivision scheme to have symmetry, we first prescribed a multiset
T = {c1,...,¢.} and a symmetry group G, then add the linear constraint (5.6) to the construction
procedure that is given at the beginning of this subsection.

5.2. Examples of Two-dimensional Scalar-type Vector Subdivision Schemes. For u € [y(Z?),
define its filter support by fsupp(u) := [k, k2| X [n1, ns] for some kq, ko, n1, no € Z, which is the smallest
two-dimensional interval such that u(k) = 0 for all k£ € fsupp(u). We use the following way to present
a finitely supported filter u € ly(Z?): suppose fsupp(u) = [k1, ko] X [n1, ns], then we write

U(k’l, ng) U(k’l + 1, ng) U(k’g, ng)
u(ky,ne — 1) u(ky +1,me — 1) u(kg,ng — 1)
u = . . .
U(k’l, nl) U(k’l + 1, nl) U(k’g, nl) (k1 ko] X [1,m2]
1

For example, 1(&;, &) = e %1 + 2€i2 is presented as u = .
2 0
[0,1])([—1,0]

Example 1. Let M =d =r = 2, leta:[all O}E(ZO(ZQ))2X2 be the given by
ao1  A22
0 0 0 0 -1 -1 07
0 0 -1 0 2 0 -1
L0128 8 2
an=2[0 0 8 16 8 0 0 ,
641 1 2 8 8 2 -1 0
1 0 2 0 -1 0 0
[0 =1 =10 0 0 0],
"0 00 -1 0 0 —17 ] ]
0 00 0 00 0 0 0 -1 0 —1
Lo 00 000 0 Lo 00 00
Gyy=—1—=1 00 0 0 0 —1 Cam=— |10 0 0 -1
3210 00 0 00 0 6410 0 0 0 o
0 00 0 00 0 10 10 0f .,
100 =100 0] _,,

The filter a is symmetric about T = {(0,0), (0,0)} with respect to the group Dg. By calculation, we
have sr(a,21ly) = 4 with an order 4 matching filter given by 0,(§) = [1,0]. Moreover, smy(a,21y) ~
2.4408 and thus ([ZI9) yields smy(a,2l5) > 1.4408. By Theorem the wvector 2I5-subdivision

scheme with the filter a is at least C'-convergent.

Example 2. Let M =d =1 =2, leta:{aél agz] € (10(7%))?*2 be the given by
00 0 0 3 6 3 0 0 00
00 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 00
00 2 0 —27 =50 =27 0 2 0 0
00 0 0 0 O 0 0 0 00
L |30 —27 0 174 300 174 0 27 0 3
an=——16 0 =50 0 300 512 300 0 —50 0 6 ,
2048 13 0 _97 0 174 300 174 0 —27 0 3
00 0 0 0O 0O 0 0 0 00
00 2 0 —27 =50 =27 0 2 0 0
00 0 0 0 0O 0 0 0 00
00 0 0 3 6 3 0 0 0 0]

[_575}2
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0 0 -1 -2 1.0 07
000 0 00 0
Llro0 0 00
p=——12 0 0 0 0 0 2
20481 1 9 0 0 0 0 -1
00 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 -1 -2 -1 0 0

L 4 =332

The filter a is symmetric about T = {(0,0), (0,0)} with respect to the group D,. By calculation, we
have sr(a,2ly) = 6 with an order 6 matching filter given by 0,(§) = [1,0]. Moreover, smy(a,21y) ~
3.1751 and thus (ZI9) yields smy(a,2l5) > 2.1751. By Theorem the wvector 2I5-subdivision
scheme with the filter a is at least C*-convergent.

5.3. Examples of Two-dimensional Balanced Vector Subdivision Schemes. Let M € N\ {1},
r € Nand m € Ny. Let N be a d x d integer matrix with | det(N)| = r and define

Dy = {7, %} = [N, ) N 2% with 41 = 0. (5.7)

Suppose a € (lo(Z%))™" has sum rules of order m + 1 with respect to MI; with a matching filter
Vg € (Io(Z3))*" that takes the form

Ga(€) = AN, N L o(lgI™), €0 (5.8)

for some ¢ € lo(Z%) with ¢(0) # 0, then a is said to be an order m + 1 Ey-balanced filter. Balanced
filters play an important role in constructing multiwavelets and multiframelets with high balancing
orders, which are of great interest in sparse discrete multiwavelet/multiframelet transforms. For
detailed discussions on the theory of balanced filters and multiframelets, see [19,26],[34] and many
references therein.

A vector MI;-subdivision scheme with an Ey-balanced filter is called an En-balanced vector M1;-
subdivision scheme. Using the dilation factor 2/5, we propose a general method to construct a two-
dimensional balanced filter from a scalar refinement filter. We first recall the following result, a special
case of [22] Theorem 5.1].

Theorem 5.1. Let ¢ be a d-variate compactly supported distribution such that p(2§) = ﬁ(f)aﬁ({) for

some A € lo(Z%) that satisfies A(0) = 1 and has order m + 1 sum rules with respect to 2I,. Let N be
a d x d integer matriz such that |det(N)| = r € N and define 'y := {1, ..., } via (B7). Define

¢(x) = [p(Nz —mn),...,o(Nz —3)]", Vo eRY,
then ¢ is a 2I4-refinable vector function that satisfies &5(25) = 5(5)5(5), where a = (aji)1<ji<r €
(Io(Z4))™" is given by
aj(k) = ANk —2v;+v), VkeZ jle{l,...r} (5.9)
The filter a satisfies smy(a,214) = smy(A,21,) for all p € [1,00]. Moreover, a is an order m + 1

En-balanced filter with respect to 21, with a matching filter v, € (lo(Z%))**" that satisfies ([B.8) for
some c € lo(Z?) such that ¢(0) # 0 and C(2NTE)A(E) = A(NTE) + O(J|€]|™1) as & — 0.

Remark 5.2. In Theorem[51), if the filter A has a symmetry structure and the matriz N is properly
chosen, then the filter a defined via (B9 is likely to have symmetry properties as well. Let G be a
non-trivial symmetry group of d X d integer matrices (non-trivial means G # {I4}). Suppose A is
G-symmetric about 0, that is,

A(Ek) = A(k), VYkeZ' FEcg. (5.10)
Let N be a d x d matriz such that |det(N)| = r and is compatible with G, that is,
N'ENegG, VEEeg.
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Let v € 74 and define a,(k) := A(Nk — ) for all k € Z%. If (I — E)N~'~v € Z¢ for some E € G, it
is easy to deduce from (5I0Q) that

a,(k) = a,(E(k — N7'y)+ N'v), VkezZ (5.11)

Therefore, if there exists a subgroup H C G such that (I — EYN~'y € Z% for all E € H, then (G.11)
holds for all E € H, in other words, a., is H-symmetric about N~'~.

Now let v = 2v; — for j,l € {1,...,r}, then a, = aj;. Here we provide two examples to
demonstrate the possible symmetry properties of a;j:

b } be the quincunz dilation matriz. We have | det(M 5)| = 2 and

1. Let N := M\/i = [1 1

T, o= [M [0, 1)’ N 22 := {1 := (0,0), 72 := (1,0)}. (5.12)

By calculation, M s is compatible with G = Dy and (I —E)M\;% (2v;—n) € Z* for all E € D,

and j,1 € {1,2}. Let A € lo(Z2) be such that A(0,0) = 1 and is D,-symmetric about (0,0).
Define a = (aj))1<ji<2 € (10(Z*))*** by BA) with d = r = 2, then ay is Dy-symmetric about
M‘;(ij — ) for all j,1 € {1,2}, which, by further calculation, implies

v
A(ETE) = Dr(—2E7€)D(28)a(&) Dr(—€)Dr(ETE), VEER?,  E € Dy, (5.13)

where
T.= {M\;%%, M\g%} - {(0,0), (% %) } (5.14)

Dy(€) := Diag(1,e2 @) ve = (€,,6) € R,
that is, a is Dy-symmetric about T .

2. Let N := M /5 := [; :ﬂ be the \/3-dilation matriz. We have | det(M, )| = 3 and

Tur = [M 500,12 N Z2 == {71 := (0,0), 72 := (=1,0), 75 := (0,1)}. (5.15)

By calculation, M s is compatible with G = Dg and (I — E)M\;%(Q%- —y) € Z% for all E € H
and 7,1 € {1,2,3}, where H C Dy is the following subgroup:

e P e N I Y s B P R A 13 (510

Let A € 1o(Z2) be such that A(0,0) = 1 and is Dg-symmetric about (0,0). Define a =
(aj)i<cjics € ((Z*)*® by E9) with d = 2 and r = 3, then aj is H-symmetric about

M\;%(ij — ) forall j,1 € {1,2,3}, which, by further calculation, implies

a(E"¢) = Dr(-2E7€)D(28)a(&) Dr (=€) Dr(E'€), VEE€R?, E€H, (5.17)

are Mz b = {(0,0), (%%) : (%%)} (5.18)

where

T .= {M—;%, M-

Dr(€) := Diag(1, 5 72%) ¢5P0¥8)) - ve — (61, 6) € R,
that is, a is H-symmetric about T'.

With Theorem Bl and Remark (.2 we construct two families of balanced vector 2/,-subdivision
schemes with symmetry.
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Example 3. Let M =2 and m € Ny, the centred B-spline filter of order 2m s defined by

—

af, (&) :==27""(1+ e )" (1+ )™, VEeR%

It is well-known that st(ad,,2) = 2m, smy(as,,2) = 2m — 1+ 3 for all p € [1,00], and ay,, satisfies

the symmetry property a/zb;(g) = a/QB;(—f). Now, define AE € 1y(Z?) via
A2Bm(£17 £2) = a2Bm(£1)a2Bm(£2>7 v(é-lu 52) S Rz‘ (519)

Then we have sr(AP |

215) = sr(af,,2) = 2m and sm, (A

2m» 2m>

215) = smy(ahy,,2) = 2m — 1+ - for all
p € [1,00]. Moreover, AE  is D,-symmetric about (0,0).
Let N == M 5 = E _11} be the quincunz dilation matriz. Define agm = ([a2m]ji)1<ji<e €
(lo(Z%))*** by
[a2m]jl(k) = A2Bm(M\/§k - 27] + ’}/l)a Vk € Zza ]>l € {17 2}a

where yp ;= {71,72} is defined by (B.12). Then sr(agy, 215) = st(AD21,) = 2m with an order 2m
matching filter vay, € (Io(Z*))"*? given by

Tam = G (&), M2 1 G(|[P™) = Gr(©)[L, ex @]+ O(JEIP™), € (0,0),
where Cap, € lo(Z?) satisfies ¢ap(0) # 0 and

o (2MT36) AB (€) = G (MD,€) + O(I€]P™), € = (0,0).

Hence, asy, is an order 2m Eyy -balanced filter. By Theorem[5d), we have sm,(ag,,, 215) = sm,(AS |

2m — 1+ % for all p € [1,00]. Furthermore, by Remark[22, as,, is Dy-symmetric about T', where T

is given in (B.I4).

Here, we present two examples of gy, :
(1) Let m = 2, the filter ay € (1o(Z?))**? is given by

00 1 0 0 ] _
0 6 16 6 0 0110
1 1116 6 1
[asin === |1 16 36 16 1 c e == |y X 7
25610 6 16 6 0 64 |1 6 6
00 1 0 0], 011 0f 0
0 0 1 0 0] _ )
0 6 16 6 0 0110
1 111661
[ag)on = =—— [1 16 36 16 1 Claba==11 ¢ 6 1
256 19 6 16 6 0 640110
00 1 0 0f ., I |

We have sr(ay,215) = 4 with a matching filter vy given by
i(61,6) = A6 &)L L o(lgl),  (6.6) = (0,0),
where ¢y € lo(Z?) satisfies
~ 1
G(6,8) =1+ (€ + &)+ o), € ©0,0)

Moreover, smy(ay,2l5) = 3.Therefore, by Theorem the order 4 EMﬁ-balanced vector
21,-subdivision scheme with the filter ayq is C*-convergent.

21,) =
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(2) Let m = 3, the filter ag € (1o(Z?))**? is given by
0 0 0 1 0 0 0] _ .
0 0 3 3 0 0
0 0 15 36 15 0 0
0 10 45 45 10 O
0 15 120 225 120 15 O
1 1 |3 45 150 150 45 3
laglis = —— |1 36 225 400 225 36 1  [agle = —— ,
4096 ’ 2048 |3 45 150 150 45 3
0 15 120 225 120 15 O
0 10 45 45 10 O
0 0 15 36 15 0 O 00 3 3 0 0
- 4 =322
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 3,32 [—3,2]
0 0 0 1 0 0 0] _ -
0 0 3 3 0 0
0 0 15 36 15 0 0
0 10 45 45 10 O
0 15 120 225 120 15 O
1 1 3 45 150 150 45 3
laglar = —— |1 36 225 400 225 36 1 . [aglas = ——
’ 4096 2048 |3 45 150 150 45 3
0 15 120 225 120 15 O
0 10 45 45 10 O
0 0 15 36 15 0 O 00 3 3 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 .42 - - [-2,3?

We have sr(ag,215) = 6 with a matching filter vg given by
G561, 6) = G(6n, &)1, 2@+ O(€]°), (1. &) — (0,0),

where cg € lg(Z?) satisfies

~ 1
Q6 &) = 1+ (& + ) + o BG+ (€ + ) +O(IEI), € (0,0)

Moreover, smy,(ag,2l5) = 5. Therefore, by Theorem the order 6 Ei ,-balanced vector
215-subdivision scheme with the filter ag is C*-convergent.

Example 4. Let M = 2 and m € Ny, define the filter u,, € lo(Z?) by
U (€) := 27 (L e )M (L 7 (L O Ve = (61,6) € R (5.20)

By calculation, st(um,2) = 2m and u,, is Dg-symmetric about (0,0).

Let N := M s := B :ﬂ be the \/3-dilation matriz. Define aym = ([aum)jt)icjics € (lo(Z*))>3
by

[aum]jl(k) = um(M\/_k_zfyj—i_le)v vk 6227 jvl € {17273}7

where FMf {71, 72,73} is defined by (LID). Then sr(aym,2l2) = st(um, 215) = 2m with an order
2m matching filter vy, € (lo(Z*))*? given by

Gom =Cam (E)[ MV M M g(|g|2m)

Uum _Cum

=Cum(©)[L, eFE), BT 1 o (Jg]*), £ (0,0),
where ¢, ., € lo(Z*) satisfies ¢y,m(0) # 0 and
Can(2M J5€)Um(€) = Com(M58) + O(E]P™), € — (0,0).

Hence, aym is an order 2m Ey -balanced filter. By Theoreml[5. 1, we have smy,(ay m, 212) = smy, (U, 215)
for all p € [1,00]. Furthermore, by Remark 52, a,.m, is H-symmetric about T', where H and T are

gwen by [B10) and (GI8) respectively.

Here, we present two examples of ay m:
(1) Let m =2, the filter a, o € (Io(Z*))**? is given by

|01 B oo
[au,2]1 3 |1 51 ,[au2]12:6—4660  [au2)is 5110 66 :
110 100 161

[—1,1]2 (—1,1]x[—2,0] [—2,0]x[—1,1]
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1 |16l L Jo0 1 o1
[aUQ]Ql__ 6 6 0 7[au2]22—_ 0 6 6 ,[au2]23 — (1 5 1 ,
6411 0 0 6411 6 1 3211 1
L 40,22 L 4 [=1,11x[0,2] L 4 [=1,1]%[0,2]
L [0 0 1] L [0 1 1] L[ 61]
[au72]31:_ 0 6 6 >[au,2]32:_ 1 51 ,[Clu,g]gg:— 6 6 0
6411 6 1 2111 0 64 11 ¢
B - [0’2}2 - < [0,2]x[-1,1] = 470,2]x[—1,1]

We have sr(ay2,21s) = 4 with a matching filter v, given by
Tualnn o) = Gal6n, &) [1 3O, SCE] 4 A", (60.62) = (0.0)

where c,5 € lo(Z*) satisfies

Cup(&1,62) = 14 (51 + &6+ &)+ 0(IElIY),  €—(0,0).

Moreover, sma(ay2,215) = sm2(u2,212) ~ 3.5 and thus smy(ay9,213) > 2.5. Therefore, by
Theorem the order 4 EMﬁ-balanced vector 21y-subdivision scheme with the filter a, o is

C?-convergent.
(2) Let m = 3, the filter a, 5 € (Io(Z*))**® is given by

0 0 0 1 0
Lot s s 38211331
lauslin =—= |0 18 56 18 0 o aushie = == )
0 1 0 0 0] ., La [-2,1]2
0 1 4 1 00 1 1
aua] 3 |1 13 13 1 0] 3 10 4 13 4
Gu2l13 = 23514 13 4 0 o 3 512 |1 13 13 1 )
T R ] L4 1 0f 0y
0 0 0 1 0]
3(1)1131431 p (001 18181
[au3)2e = — . Jauslss === 10 18 56 18 0 ,
512 |4 13 40 P1211 13 18 1 0
1 1 0 0 .
-1,2] 001 0 0 0 L,y
01 41 00 0 1 0
gy = —— |1 13131 (3] 00 0 61 o
w,3]31 512 4 13 4 0 ) w,3]3 512 1 18 18 1 0 )
1 1 0 0
[073}X[—172} 0 ]. O 0 0 [073}X[—272}
00 1 1
ans] 30 4 13 4
usls3 = w5 (1 13 13 1
L4 1 0] .

We have sr(a, 3, 212) = 6 with a matching filter v, 3 given by
Bai(61,62) = (6, QL X, S 1 O(e]), (60, 8) = (0,0),
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where ¢, 3 € lo(Z*) satisfies

Cun(61,6) =1+ i(&% + &b+ E3) + %(& + 2678, + 36765 + 2665 + &) + O(I€]1°), € —(0,0).

Moreover, sma(ay 32, 2l5) = sma(ug, 213) = 5.5 and thus smu(ay3,215) > 4.5. Therefore, by
Theorem the order 6 Ew . -balanced vector 21>-subdivision scheme with the filter ayz is

C*-convergent.
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