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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 ([10,13–16,23,24,29,37]), numerically solving differential equations ([27,28]
and references therein), processing data with discrete wavelet and framelet transforms ([20, 26]), 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
([1,3,13–15,24] 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 [11, 25, 38]) and Hermite subdivision schemes and their generalizations [2, 8, 9, 12, 21, 22, 35–37].
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 [4–6,31] 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 × s matrix-valued d-dimensional filter we mean a sequence u =
{u(k)}k∈Zd : Zd → Cr×s such that u(k) 6= 0 for only finitely many terms. By (l0(Z

d))r×s we denote
the linear space of all r× s matrix-valued d-dimensional filters. Let M ∈ N \ {1} be a dilation factor,
r ∈ N, a ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r and p ∈ [1,∞]. Denote Id the d × d identity matrix, a vector MId-cascade
operator with the filter a on the space (Lp(R

d))r×1 is defined by

Ra,MIdψ(x) = Md
∑

k∈Zd

a(k)ψ(Mx− k), ∀ψ ∈ (Lp(R
d))r×1, x ∈ R

d.

If φ is a fixed point of the operator Ra,MId, that is,

φ(x) = Ra,MIdφ(x) = Md
∑

k∈Zd

a(k)φ(Mx− k), ∀x ∈ R
d, (1.1)

then φ is called a vector MId-refinable vector function of the filter a and in this case, a is called an
MId-refinement filter of φ. The equation (1.1) is called an MId-refinement equation in the theory of
subdivision schemes and wavelet analysis. When studying subdivision schemes, it is natural to write
the refinement equation (1.1) in an equivalent form using the Fourier transform. For a matrix-valued
function f ∈ (L1(R

d))s×t, its Fourier transform is given by

f̂(ξ) :=

∫

Rd

f(x)e−ix·ξdx, ∀ξ ∈ R
d,

where the above integral is taken entry-wise. The definition of Fourier transform is naturally extended
to matrices of L2(R

d) functions or tempered distributions. For a filter u ∈ (l0(Z
d))s×t, define its Fourier

series by

û(ξ) :=
∑

k∈Zd

u(k)e−ik·ξ, ∀ξ ∈ R
d.

By taking the Fourier transform, the equation (1.1) is then equivalent to

φ̂(Mξ) = â(ξ)φ̂(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ R
d. (1.2)

The algorithm that iteratively applies the operator Ra,MId to ψ ∈ (Lp(R
d))r×1 and generates a sequence

{Rn
a,MId

ψ}∞n=1 is called a vector MId-cascade algorithm with the filter a. A cascade algorithm is often
used to approximate or compute a refinable vector function and its derivatives. Suppose φ is an MId-
refinable vector function of the filter a. If for some initial vector function ψ, the sequence {Rn

a,MId
ψ}∞n=1

converges to φ in some function space, then the cascade algorithm is said to be convergent. The
convergence of a cascade algorithm in Lp or Sobolev spaces has been well-studied in [7,17,32,33] and
many references therein.

In scientific computing, we need a discretization of a cascade algorithm to compute a refinable vector
φ 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 ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r. A vector MId-subdivision
operator with the filter a is given by

[Sa,MIdv](k) = Md
∑

z∈Zd

v(z)a(k −Mz), ∀k ∈ Z
d, v ∈ (l0(Z

d))s×r. (1.3)
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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 v0 ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r, a vector MId-subdivision scheme is implemented by applying
the subdivision operator Sa,MId on v0 iteratively and generates a sequence {Sn

a,MId
v0}∞n=1 of data. A

subdivision scheme is closely related to a cascade algorithm. Define the Kronecker function δ by

δ(k) =

{
1, k = 0,

0, k ∈ Rd \ {0}, (1.4)

and for simplicity, we also use δ to denote its restriction δ|Zd. Define the semi-convolution of a filter
v ∈ (l0(Z

d))s×r and an r × t matrix-valued function f by

[v ∗ f ](x) :=
∑

k∈Zd

v(k)f(x− k), ∀x ∈ R
d.

It is easy to observe that

Ra,MIdψ(x) = [(Sa,MId(δIr)) ∗ ψ](Mx) =
∑

k∈Zd

(Sa,MId(δIr))(k)ψ(Mx− k), ∀x ∈ R
d,

and more generally,

Rn
a,MId

ψ(x) = [(Sa,MId(δIr)) ∗ ψ](Mnx) =
∑

k∈Zd

(Sn
a,MId

(δIr))(k)ψ(M
nx− k), ∀n ∈ N, x ∈ R

d. (1.5)

From (1.5), it is natural to choose the subdivision operator Sa,MId to serve as a discrete version of the
cascade operator Ra,MId.

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 ∈ N0 , denote Cm(Rd) the space of m-times
continuously differentiable functions. Let M ∈ N \ {1}, r ∈ N and a ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r, we say that the
vector MId-cascade algorithm with the filter a is Cm-convergent if for every suitably chosen (we will
explain the requirements of an initial vector function in Section 2) compactly supported initial vector
function ψ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1, the sequence {Rn

a,MId
ψ}∞n=1 converges to some compactly supported vector

function ψ∞ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1, that is,

‖Rn
a,MId

ψ − ψ∞‖(Cm(Rd))r×1 :=

r∑

j=1

∑

µ∈∪m
q=0

Nd
0,q

∥∥∥∂µ
[
Rn

a,MId
ψ − ψ∞

]
j

∥∥∥
L∞(Rd)

→ 0,

as n→ ∞, where

N
d
0,q := {ν = (ν1, . . . , νd) ∈ N

d
0 : |ν| = ν1 + · · ·+ νd = q}, ∀q ∈ N0,

and ∂µ := ∂µ1

1 . . . ∂µd

d is the differential operator for all µ ∈ Nd
0. As shown in [17, Theorem 4.3], if

the initial vector function ψ satisfies some admissibility conditions (see Section 2), then the limit
function ψ∞ must be an MId-refinable vector function φ that satisfies (1.1). In such cases, we have
φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1, and the cascade algorithm with the filter a gives us a way to compute φ and its
derivatives.

From (1.5), we see that the vector cascade operator Ra,MId and the vector subdivision operator
Sa,MId have intrinsic connections. Hence, it is reasonable to guess that the Cm-convergence of a
vector cascade algorithm can be described using an analog of ”Cm-convergence” of its associated
vector subdivision scheme. If {Rn

a,MId
ψ}∞n=1 converges to φ in (Cm(Rd))r×1, then {∂µ[Rn

a,MId
ψ]}∞n=1, or

equivalently (using (1.5)), {[(Sn
a,MId

(δIr)) ∗ (M|µ|n∂µψ)](Mn·)}∞n=1 converges uniformly to ∂µφ for all

µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q. Therefore, it is not surprising to guess that one suitable discrete version of describing
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the Cm-convergence of {Rn
a,MId

ψ}∞n=1 should be the following:

For every µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q, {[Sn

a,MId
(δIr)] ∗ u}∞n=1 “converges” to ∂µφ

in some sense for some suitably chosen u ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×1,

(1.6)

where the convolution of two filters v ∈ (l0(Z
d))s×r and w ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×t is defined via

[v ∗ w](k) :=
∑

z∈Zd

v(z)w(k − z) =
∑

z∈Zd

v(k − z)w(z), ∀k ∈ Z
d.

For the scalar case r = 1, the filter u in (1.6) is obtained using a difference operator. For h ∈ Zd,
define the backward difference operator ∇h by:

∇hv(k) = v(k)− v(k − h), ∀v ∈ (l0(Z
d))s×r, k ∈ Z

d.

For every µ = (µ1, . . . , µd) ∈ Nd
0, we define

∇µ := ∇µ1

ed
1

. . .∇µd

ed
d

,

where edj is the j-th coordinate vector in Rd for all j = 1, . . . , d. For any µ ∈ Nd
0 and v ∈ (l0(Z

d))s×r,
observe that ∇µv = [∇µδ] ∗ v and it is straightforward to check that

∇̂µv(ξ) = ∇̂µδ(ξ)v̂(ξ) = (1− e−iξ1)µ1 . . . (1− e−iξd)µd v̂(ξ), ∀ξ = (ξ1, . . . , ξd) ∈ R
d.

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

Definition 1.1. [Cm-Convergence of a scalar subdivision scheme] Let M ∈ N \ {0}, m ∈ N0 and
a ∈ l0(Z

d) be such that â(0) = 1. If for every initial data v ∈ l0(Z
d), there exists ηv ∈ Cm(Rd) such

that

lim
n→∞

sup
k∈Zd

∣∣M|µ|n[∇µSn
a,Mv](k)− ∂µηv(M

−nk)
∣∣ = 0, ∀µ ∈ ∪m

q=0N
d
0,q, (1.7)

then we say that the MId-subdivision scheme that employs the mask a is Cm-convergent. In particular,
if v = δ, then the limit function ηδ = φ must be the unique compactly supported function φ that satisfies

φ̂(Mξ) = â(ξ)φ̂(ξ) and φ̂(0) = 1.

Note that (1.7) with v = δ can be equivalently written as

lim
n→∞

sup
k∈Zd

∣∣[(Sn
a,Mδ) ∗ (uµ)](k)− ∂µφ(M−nk)

∣∣ = 0, ∀µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q,

where uµ := M|µ|n∇µδ. Such a choice of uµ is not that surprising since it is natural to use the divided
difference operator ∇µ as a discrete version of the partial differential operator ∂µ to measure the
smoothness of functions. Furthermore, the scaling factor M|µ|n is required to make M|µ|n∇µSn

a,Mδ ∼
∂µφ(M−n·) as n gets large. With Definition 1.1, 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 7.3.1]] Let M ∈ N \ {1} and m ∈ N0. Let a ∈ l0(Z
d) be such that

â(0) = 1 and φ be the unique compactly supported distribution that satisfies φ̂(Mξ) = â(ξ)φ̂(ξ) and

φ̂(0) = 1. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) φ ∈ Cm(Rd) and {Rn
a,Mf}∞n=1 converges to φ in Cm(Rd) for every f ∈ Cm(Rd) that is compactly

supported and satisfies

f̂(0) = 1, ∂µf̂(2πk) = 0, ∀µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q, k ∈ Z

d \ {0}.

(2) The MId-subdivision scheme that employs the mask a is Cm-convergent as in Definition 1.1.
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Theorem 1.2 links the Cm-convergence of scalar cascade algorithms and subdivision schemes. Then,
it is natural to ask whether we have similar results for the case r > 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 “Cm-convergent vector subdivision scheme” that works for a general matrix-valued filter
a and a dilation matrix MId. For the case d = 1 and M = 2, a notion of a Cm-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 r > 1. For convenience, suppose
r, s ∈ N and (X, ‖ · ‖X) is a normed C-vector space, then for f := (fjk)16j6r,16k6s ∈ Xr×s, define

‖f‖Xr×s :=
r∑

j=1

s∑

k=1

‖fjk‖X .

Let M ∈ N \ {1}, r ∈ N, m ∈ N0 and a ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r. For every initial data v ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r, the
vector subdivision scheme that uses the filter a generates a sequence {Sn

a,MId
v}∞n=1. Motivated by the

relations between the scalar cascade and subdivision operators and Definition 1.1, we guess that the
definition of a“Cm-convergent vector subdivision scheme” takes the following form:

• For every initial data v ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r, there exists ηv ∈ Cm(Rd) such that

lim
n→∞

‖(Sn
a,MId

v) ∗ (Mτnuµ)− ∂µηv(M
−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 = 0, ∀µ ∈ ∪m

q=0N
d
0,q, (1.8)

where uµ ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×1 is suitably chosen and plays the role of ∇µ

δ in a Cm-convergent scalar
subdivision scheme, and Mτn is a scaling factor for some τ > 0. Moreover, the base function

must be a refinable vector function φ = [φ1, . . . , φd]
T that satisfies φ̂(Mξ) = â(ξ)φ̂(ξ). That is,

if v = δ[erl ]
T for some l ∈ {1, . . . , r}, then we must have η = cφl for some c ∈ C \ {0}.

We will see that the above guess is reasonable. Later, we will prove in Theorem 3.1 that there is
not too much freedom to choose uµ and τ . Consequently, there is only one meaningful way to define
a“Cm-convergent vector subdivision scheme. To do this, we need some notations. Letm ∈ N0, ξ0 ∈ Rd

and f, g be two matrices (of the same size) of smooth functions. By

f(ξ) = g(ξ) + O(‖ξ − ξ0)‖m), ξ → ξ0,

we mean
∂µf(ξ0) = ∂µg(ξ0), ∀µ ∈ ∪m−1

q=0 N
d
0,q.

For every α ∈ Nd
0, υ ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r and u ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×1, define

βυ,u,µ :=
∂µ[υ̂û](0)

i|µ|µ!
, (1.9)

and define the linear space momυ,µ as

momυ,µ := {u ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×1 : υ̂(ξ)û(ξ) = βυ,u,µ(iξ)

µ + O(‖ξ‖|µ|+1), ξ → 0}. (1.10)

Now, we are ready to present our first main contribution, which is the following definition of a Cm-
convergent vector subdivision scheme with a general matrix-valued filter a ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r.

Definition 1.3. Let M ∈ N \ {1}, r ∈ N and m ∈ N0. Let a ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r be a finitely supported filter

that has order m+1 sum rules with respect to MId, that is, there exists an order m+1 matching filter
υa ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r of a that satisfies

υ̂a(0) 6= 0, υ̂a(Mξ)â(ξ + 2πω) = δ(ω)υ̂a(ξ) + O(‖ξ‖m+1), ξ → 0, ∀ω ∈ ΩMId, (1.11)

where δ is defined via (1.4) and
ΩMId := [M−1

Z
d] ∩ [0, 1)d. (1.12)
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For any given u ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×1 and initial data v ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r, a vector MId-subdivision scheme with
the filter a generates a sequence {[Sn

a,MId
v] ∗ u}∞n=1. The vector MId-subdivision scheme with the filter

a is Cm-convergent if for every initial data v ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r, there exists ηv ∈ Cm(Rd) such that

lim
n→∞

∥∥M|µ|n(Sn
a,MId

v) ∗ u− βυa,u,µ∂
µηv(M

−n·)]
∥∥
l∞(Zd)

= 0, ∀u ∈ momυa,µ, µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q, (1.13)

where βυa,u,µ is defined as (1.9) and momυa,µ is defined as (1.10) with υ = υa.

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}, r ∈ N and m ∈ N0. Let a ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r be a filter with an order m + 1

matching filter υa ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r that satisfies (1.11). If a satisfies

1 is a simple eigenvalue of â(0) and all its other eigenvalues are smaller than M−m in modulus,
(1.14)

it is well-known that there exists a unique r × 1 vector φ of compactly supported distributions that
satisfies

φ̂(Mξ) = â(ξ)φ̂(ξ) and υ̂a(0)φ̂(0) = 1. (1.15)

Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) sm∞(a,MId) > m, where sm∞(a,MId) is the L∞-smoothness exponent of the filter a with
respect to MId, and is defined in Section 2. Consequently, the MId vector cascade algorithm
with the filter a is Cm-convergent (i.e., item (7) of Theorem 2.2 holds).

(2) φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 and

lim
n→∞

∥∥M|µ|n(Sn
a,MId

(δIr)) ∗ u− βυa,u,µ∂
µφ(M−n·)]

∥∥
(l∞(Zd))r×1

= 0, (1.16)

for all u ∈ momυa,µ, µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q.

(3) φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 and (1.16) holds for all u ∈ Gυa,µ, µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q, where Gυa,µ is any set that

generates momυa,µ, that is, every w ∈ momυa,µ can be written as w = w1 ∗ c1+ · · ·+wt ∗ ct for
some w1, . . . , wt ∈ Gυa,µ and c1, . . . , ct ∈ l0(Z

d).
(4) φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 and there exists µ ∈ Nd

0,m such that (1.16) holds for all u ∈ Gυa,µ, where
Gυa,µ is any set that generates momυa,µ.

(5) The vector MId-subdivision scheme that uses the filter a is Cm-convergent as in Definition 1.3.

If φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 and φ has stable integer shifts, that is, span{φ̂(ξ + 2πk) : k ∈ Zd} = Cr×1 for
all ξ ∈ Rd, then all items (1)-(5) must hold.

The paper is organized as follows:

• Section 2 provides some necessary backgrounds on vector cascade algorithms. First, we will
explain the role of a matching filter υa 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 Lp-smoothness
exponent smp(a,MId) of the filter p, which is the key to characterizing the convergence and
smoothness of a vector cascade algorithm. Notably, we will prove Theorem 2.3 on the relation
between smp(a,MId) and the matching filters of a, which, later, plays a key role in analyzing
the convergence rate of a vector subdivision scheme.

• Section 3 provides a detailed justification of Definition 1.3. Specifically, we will prove Theo-
rem 3.1, which tells us what conditions the filter uµ and the scaling exponent τ in (1.8) need
to satisfy. As a consequence, Theorem 3.1 explains why Definition 1.3 is the only meaningful
way to define a vector subdivision scheme and its convergence.

• Section 4 performs a detailed analysis of our newly defined vector subdivision scheme and its
convergence. We first prove the main result Theorem 1.4. Then, we will prove in Theorem 4.1
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.

• Section 5 provides several examples of two-dimensional vector 2I2-subdivision schemes to il-
lustrate our theory.

2. Convergence of Vector Cascade Algorithms

Before we justify Definition 1.3 and prove the main result Theorem 1.4, 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 υa and
how it relates to the initial function of a vector cascade algorithm. Then, we will perform detailed
discussions on the critical quantity smp(a,MId), which plays a key role in the convergence of vector
cascade algorithms and subdivision schemes.

2.1. The Matching Filter υa and the Conditions for an Initial Function. Let M ∈ N \ {1},
r ∈ N and m ∈ N0. Suppose a ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r is a filter that has order m+1 sum rules with a matching
filter υa ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r that satisfies (1.11). Using the Leibniz differentiation rule, (1.11) yields

∂µυ̂a(0) =
∑

ν6µ

(
µ

ν

)
M|ν|∂ν υ̂a(0)∂

µ−ν â(0), ∀µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q, (2.1)

where for ν = (ν1, . . . , νd), µ = (µ1, . . . , µd) ∈ Nd
0, ν 6 µ means νt 6 µt for all t = 1, . . . , d. Note

that an order m+ 1 matching filter is fully determined by the values of the derivatives ∂µυ̂(0) for all
µ ∈ ∪m

q=0N
d
0,q. Given a filter a, we simply solve the system of linear equations in (2.1) to get the values

of ∂µυ̂(0) for all µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q. If in addition, the filter a satisfies the mild condition in (1.14), then

Ir −Mjâ(0) is invertible whenever j ∈ {1, . . . , m}. Hence, by (2.1), up to a multiplicative constant,
the set {∂µυ̂(0) : µ ∈ ∪m

q=0N
d
0,q} is uniquely determined through the following recursive formulas:

υ̂a(0)â(0) = υ̂a(0), ∂µυ̂a(0) =
∑

ν<µ

(
µ

ν

)
∂ν υ̂a(0)∂

µ−ν â(0)[Ir −M|µ|â(0)]−1, µ ∈ ∪m
q=1N

d
0,q. (2.2)

The condition (1.14) also yields that there exists a unique r × 1 vector φ of compactly supported
distributions such that (1.15) holds. We call the unique vector φ of compactly supported distributions
that satisfies (1.15) the standard MId-refinable function vector of the filter a associated with υa.

Next, we discuss the relation between υa and any initial function ψ 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 ∈ N0 and p ∈ [1,∞], denote Wm

p (Rd)

the Lp-Sobolev space which consists of all functions f such that ∂µf ∈ Lp(R
d) for all µ ∈ ∪m

q=0N
d
0,q,

endowed with the following norm

‖f‖Wm
p (Rd) :=

∑

µ∈∪m
q=0

Nd
0,q

‖∂µf‖Lp(Rd).

The following result gives the essential conditions on an initial function ψ that generates a convergent
sequence {Rn

a,MId
ψ}∞n=1 in the Sobolev space (Wm

p (Rd))r×1.

Proposition 2.1. [[17, Propositions 3.1 and 3.2]]Let M ∈ N \ {1}, r ∈ N, m ∈ N0 and p ∈ [1,∞].
Let a ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r be a filter that has order m+ 1 sum rules with a matching filter υa ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r

that satisfies (1.11). Then the following statements hold:

(1) Let ψ ∈ (Wm
p (Rd))r×1 be a vector of compactly supported functions such that span{ψ̂(ξ+2πk) :

k ∈ Zd} = Cr×1. If limn→∞ ‖Rn
a,MId

ψ−ψ∞‖(Wm
p (Rd))r×1 = 0 for some ψ∞ ∈ (Wm

p (Rd))r×1 \{0},
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then (1.14) must hold. Consequently, up to a multiplicative constant, the set {∂µυ̂a(0) : µ ∈
∪m
q=0N

d
0,q} is uniquely determined through (2.2).

(2) For any compactly supported vector ψ ∈ (Wm
p (Rd))r×1, if {Rn

a,MId
ψ}∞n=1 is convergent in

(Wm
p (Rd))r×1 and limn→∞ υ̂a(0)R̂

n
a,MId

ψ(0) = 1, then ψ must satisfy the order m + 1 ad-
missibility condition, that is,

υ̂a(0)ψ̂(0) = 1, υ̂a(ξ)ψ̂(ξ + 2πk) = O(‖ξ‖m+1), ξ → 0, ∀k ∈ Z
d \ {0}. (2.3)

If, in addition, (1.14) holds, then there exists a unique r × 1 vector φ of compactly supported
distributions that satisfies (1.15). When φ ∈ (Wm

p (Rd))r×1, it must satisfy the following ad-
missibility condition:

υ̂a(ξ)φ̂(ξ + 2πk) = δ(k) + O(‖ξ‖m+1), ξ → 0, ∀k ∈ Z
d. (2.4)

2.2. Convergence of Vector Cascade Algorithms and the Quantity smp(a,MId). To char-
acterize the convergence of vector cascade algorithms, we need the technical quantity smp(a,MId),
known as the Lp-smoothness exponent of the filter a with respect to MId. Let m ∈ N0, p ∈ [1,∞] and
y ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r be such that ŷ(0) 6= 0, define

V−1,y := (l0(Z
d))r×1, Vm,y := {w ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×1 : ŷ(ξ)ŵ(ξ) = O(‖ξ‖m+1), ξ → 0}, (2.5)

and define

ρm(a,MId, y)p := sup

{
lim sup
n→∞

‖[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ w‖
1

n

(lp(Zd))r×1 : w ∈ Vm−1,y

}
. (2.6)

As ŷ(0) = [ŷ1(0), . . . , ŷr(0)] 6= 0, without loss of generality, assume ŷ1(0) 6= 0. Then for every
j = 2, . . . , r, choose bj ∈ l0(Z

d) such that

b̂j(ξ) =
ŷj(ξ)

ŷ1(ξ)
+ O(‖ξ‖m), ξ → 0, j = 2, . . . , r,

and define

Bm−1,y := {∇µ
δer1 : µ ∈ N

d
0,m} ∪ {bjer1 + δerj : j = 2, . . . , r},

we can see that Bm−1,y generates Vm−1,y, that is, every w ∈ Vm−1,y can be written as w = w1 ∗ c1 +
· · ·+ ws ∗ cs for some w1, . . . , ws ∈ Bm−1,y and c1, . . . , cs ∈ l0(Z

d). Therefore, one can further deduce
that

ρm(a,MId, y)p := max

{
lim sup
n→∞

‖[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ w‖
1

n

(lp(Zd))r×1 : w ∈ Bm−1,y

}
. (2.7)

Now define

ma := sr(a,MId) := sup{m ∈ N0 : there exists y ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r such that ŷ(0) 6= 0

and ŷ(Mξ)â(ξ + 2πω) = δ(ω)ŷ(ξ) + O(‖ξ‖m) for all ω ∈ ΩMId},
(2.8)

and

ρ(a,MId)p := inf{ρm(a,MId, y) : m ∈ {0, . . . , ma} and y ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r satisfy

ŷ(0) 6= 0 and ŷ(Mξ)â(ξ + 2πω) = δ(ω)ŷ(ξ) + O(‖ξ‖m) for all ω ∈ ΩMId}.
(2.9)

We define the Lp-smoothness exponent of a with respect to MId by

smp(a,MId) :=
d

p
− log

M
ρ(a,MId)p. (2.10)

The quantity smp(a,MId) plays a key role in analyzing the convergence of the vector cascade algorithm
with the filter a in the Lp-Sobolev space. Here, we recall the following important result from [17],
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 ∈ N0 and p ∈ [1,∞]. Let a ∈
(l0(Z

d))r×r and υa ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r be such that (1.11) holds and υ̂a(0) 6= 0. Then the following statements

are equivalent:

(1) The vector MId-cascade algorithm with the filter a converges in Wm
p (Rd), that is, {Rn

a,MId
ψ}∞n=1

is a Cauchy sequence in (Wm
p (Rd))r×1 for every ψ ∈ (Wm

p (Rd))r×1 that is compactly supported
and satisfies order m+ 1 admissibility condition as in (2.3).

(2) For some function ψ ∈ (Wm
p (Rd))r×1 (require ψ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 if p = ∞) that satisfies the

admissibility condition in (2.3) and span{ψ̂(ξ + 2πk) : k ∈ Zd} = Cr×1 for all ξ ∈ Rd,
{Rn

a,MId
ψ}∞n=1 is a Cauchy sequence in (Wm

p (Rd))r×1.

(3) limn→∞M
n(m− d

p
)‖[Sn

a,MId
(δIr)] ∗w‖lp(Zd) = 0 for all w ∈ Vm,υa , where Vm,υa is defined via (2.5)

with y = υa.

(4) ρm+1(a,MId, υa)p < M
d
p
−m.

(5) smp(a,MId) > m.

If φ ∈ (Wm
p (Rd))r×1 (require φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 if p = ∞) and φ has stable integer shifts, then all items

(1)-(5) must hold. Moreover, any of the above items (1)-(5) implies

(6) sr(a,MId) > smp(a,MId) > m.
(7) The filter a satisfies (1.14). Consequently, there exists a unique r × 1 vector φ of compactly

supported functions that satisfies (1.15). Furthermore, φ ∈ (Wm
p (Rd))r×1 (replace by φ ∈

(Cm(Rd))r×1 if p = ∞) and limn→∞ ‖Rn
a,MId

ψ − φ‖(Wm
p (Rd))r×1 = 0 for every ψ ∈ (Wm

p (Rd))r×1

that is compactly supported and satisfies the admissibility condition in (2.3).

To compute smp(a,MId), it suffices to find ρ(a,MId)p as in (2.9), which seems to be difficult since
ρ(a,MId)p is obtained by taking the infimum of ρm(a,MId, y)p over allm ∈ {0, . . . , ma} and all possible
matching filters y ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r 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 ρ(a,MId)p.

Theorem 2.3. Let M ∈ N \ {1}, r ∈ N and p ∈ [1,∞]. Let a ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r be such that sr(a,MId) =

ma. Suppose k0 ∈ N0 is a non-negative integer with smp(a,MId) 6 k0 6 ma and υ ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r is an

order k0 matching filter of a that satisfies

υ̂(0) 6= 0, υ̂(Mξ)â(ξ + 2πω) = δ(ω)υ̂(ξ) + O(‖ξ‖k0), ξ → 0, ∀ω ∈ ΩMId. (2.11)

Then

ρ(a,MId)p = ρk0(a,MId, υ)p. (2.12)

Consequently, we have

smp(a,MId) =
d

p
− logM ρk0(a,MId, υ)p. (2.13)

Proof. Consider the following two cases:

• Case 1: smp(a,MId) > 0. In this case, there exists m ∈ N0 such thatm < smp(a,MId) 6 m+1.
By Theorem 2.2, the filter a must satisfy (1.14). Let υa ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×s be an order ma matching
filter of a that satisfies

υ̂a(0) 6= 0, υ̂a(Mξ)â(ξ) = δ(ω)υ̂a(ξ) + O(‖ξ‖ma), ξ → 0, ∀ω ∈ ΩMId. (2.14)

If k0 ∈ {0, . . . , ma} and υ ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r is an order k0 matching filter of a that satisfies (2.11),

then by (1.14), there must exist c ∈ C \ {0} such that υ̂(ξ) = cυ̂a(ξ) + O(‖ξ‖k0) as ξ → 0,
which implies Vk0−1,υ = Vk0−1,υa and

ρk0(a,MId, υ) = ρk0(a,MId, υa).

Hence, by the definition of ρ(a,MId)p in (2.9), we have

ρ(a,MId)p = min
k0∈{0,...,ma}

{ρk0(a,MId, υa)p}. (2.15)
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As pointed out after [17, Lemma 4.1] (also see [18, Theorem 3.1]), we have

ρk0(a,MId, υa)p = max{ρma
(a,MId, υa)p, M

d
p
−k0}, ∀k0 = 0, . . . , ma − 1, (2.16)

from which we see that
ρ(a,MId)p = ρma

(a,MId, υa)p.

If k0 > smp(a,MId), then

ρma
(a,MId, υa)p = ρ(a,MId)p = M

d
p
−smp(a,MId) > M

d
p
−k0.

Consequently, we deduce that

ρk0(a,MId, υ)p = ρk0(a,MId, υa)p = ρma
(a,MId, υa)p, ∀k ∈ N0 with smp(a,MId) 6 k 6 ma.

Therefore, (2.12) must hold, and thus, (2.13) holds.
• Case 2: smp(a,MId) 6 0. Let υa ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r be a filter that satisfies (2.14). By the definition
of ρ(a,MId)p and M > 1, we have

logM ρma
(a,MId, υa)p > logM ρ(a,MId)p =

d

p
− smp(a,MId),

which implies

ρma
(a,MId, υa)p ≥ M

d
p
−smp(a,MId) > M

d
p
−j, ∀j > 0.

Hence, it follows from (2.16) that

ρk0(a,MId, υa)p = ρma
(a,MId, υa)p, ∀k0 = 0, . . . , ma. (2.17)

For every k0 ∈ {0, . . . , ma}, let υ ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r be an order k0 matching filter of a that satisfies

(2.11). From (2.5), we see that V−1,υ = V−1,υa = (l0(Z
d))1×r, which together with (2.16) yield

ρ0(a,MId, υa)p = ρ0(a,MId, υ)p = max{ρk0(a,MId, υ)p, M
d
p}.

By the assumption smp(a,MId) 6 0, we have d
p
−log

M
ρk0(a,MId, υ)p 6 0 and thus ρk0(a,MId, υ)p >

M
d
p . Hence,

ρ0(a,MId, υa)p = ρ0(a,MId, υ)p = ρk0(a,MId, υ)p, ∀k0 = 0, . . . , ma, υ ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r satisfying (2.11).

(2.18)
Therefore, we conclude from (2.17), (2.18) and the definition of ρ(a,MId)p that (2.12) must
hold and consequently, (2.13) also holds.

�

Theorem 2.3 greatly simplifies the definition of smp(a,MId), but it is still not generally easy to
compute this quantity. Indeed, for a general matrix filter a ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r, there only exist methods to
compute the L2-smoothness exponent sm2(a,MId), 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 smp(a,MId)
from sm2(a,MId) (see [17, 18]):

sm2(a,MId)− d

(
1

2
− 1

p

)
6 smp(a,MId) 6 sm2(a,MId). (2.19)

3. Justification of Definition 1.3

In this section, we provide a detailed justification of Definition 1.3, that is, why using this definition
to describe the convergence and smoothness of a vector subdivision scheme. As discussed at the
beginning of Subsection 1.3, a reasonable way to define a Cm-convergent subdivision scheme is through
(1.8) with a suitably chosen uµ that plays the role of∇µ

δ in a Cm-convergent scalar subdivision scheme
and a scaling factor Mτn. The following theorem tells us the requirements that uµ and τ must satisfy
to make the definition of a Cm-convergent vector subdivision scheme meaningful.
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Theorem 3.1. Let M ∈ N \ {1}, r ∈ N, m ∈ N0 and u ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×1. Let a ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r be a finitely
supported filter and υa ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r be an order m + 1 matching filter of a that satisfies (1.11).
Suppose there exist τ ∈ [0,∞), µ ∈ Nd

0,m0
for some m0 ∈ {0, . . . , m} and η ∈ (Cm0(Rd))r×1 such that

lim
n→∞

‖Mτn[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ u− ∂µη(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 = 0. (3.1)

Then the following statements hold:

(1) For all ν ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q that satisfy |ν| 6 τ , we have

∂ν [υ̂aû](0) =

{
0, if |ν| < τ,

∂ν [υ̂a∂̂µη](0), if |ν| = τ ∈ N0,
. (3.2)

(2) The function ∂µη in (3.1) is compactly supported and is given by

∂̂µη(ξ) := lim
n→∞

[
Mτn

(
n∏

j=1

â(M−jξ)

)
û(M−nξ)

]
, ξ ∈ R

d. (3.3)

Moreover, ∂µη satisfies the refinable relation

∂̂µη(Mξ) = Mτ â(ξ)∂̂µη(ξ), ξ ∈ R
d. (3.4)

(3) limn→∞ ‖Mτn[Sn
a,MId

(δIr) ∗ (u ∗ w)− ŵ(0)∂µη(M−n·)](l∞(Zd))r×1 = 0 for all w ∈ l0(Z
d).

Suppose, in addition, τ ∈ [0, m], ∂µη is not identically zero and the filter a satisfies (1.14). Let φ

be the unique r × 1 vector of compactly supported distributions that satisfies φ̂(Mξ) = â(ξ)φ̂(ξ) and

υ̂a(0)φ̂(0) = 1. Then

(4) τ > |µ| = m0 is given by

τ = inf{N ∈ N0 : ∂
ν [∂̂µη](0) 6= 0 for some ν ∈ N

d
0,N and

∂α[∂̂µη](0) = 0 for all α ∈ ∪N−1
q=0 N

d
0,q}.

(3.5)

Particularly, τ = |µ| if η̂(0) 6= 0 and in this case, φ ∈ (Cm0(Rd))r×1 and we must have η = cφ
for some c ∈ C \ {0}.

(5) The filter u must satisfy

υ̂a(ξ)û(ξ) = βυa,u,µ(iξ)
µ + O(‖ξ‖m0+1), ξ → 0, (3.6)

where βυa,u,α := ∂α[υ̂aû](0)
im0α!

. Moreover, for every input data v ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r, we have

lim
n→∞

∥∥Mτn[Sn
a,MId

v] ∗ u− ∂µ[v ∗ η](M−n·)
∥∥
l∞(Zd)

= 0. (3.7)

In particular, when η̂(0) 6= 0, we have η = βυa,u,µφ and

lim
n→∞

∥∥M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

v] ∗ u− βυa,u,α∂
µ[v ∗ φ](M−n·)

∥∥
l∞(Zd)

= 0. (3.8)

Proof. (1) For every n ∈ N, define an := M−dnSn
a,MId

(δIr) and un := an ∗ u. Then
ân(ξ) = â(Mn−1ξ)â(Mn−2ξ) . . . â(ξ), ûn(ξ) = ân(ξ)û(ξ), ξ ∈ R

d.

Since a and u are compactly supported, there exists K ∈ N such that fsupp(a), fsupp(u) ⊆
[−K,K]d, and thus

fsupp(an), fsupp(un) ⊆ [Mn−1 + · · ·+M+ 2][−K,K]d ⊆ Mn[−K,K]d.

For simplicity, write η(µ) := ∂µη where η is the same as in (3.1). Then η(µ) must be continuous

and supported on [−K,K]d, which further implies that η̂(µ) is an analytic function. Using the
Riemann sum, we have

∂ν η̂(µ)(0) =

∫

Rd

η(µ)(x)(−ix)νdx = lim
n→∞

M−dn
∑

k∈(Mn[−K,K]d)∩Zd

η(µ)(M−nk)(−iM−nk)ν ,
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for all ν ∈ Nd
0. Define

Jn,ν :=


M−dn

∑

k∈(Mn[−K,K]d)∩Zd

η(µ)(M−nk)(−iM−nk)ν


− ∂ν η̂(µ)(0).

For any vector z = (z1, . . . , zr)
T of complex numbers, define |z| := |z1| + · · · + |zr|. For

l ∈ {0, . . . , m} and ν ∈ Nd
0, we have

∣∣∣M(l−|ν|)n∂ν ûn(0)−M(l−τ)n∂ν η̂(µ)(0)
∣∣∣

6

∣∣∣∣∣∣
M(l−|ν|)n

∑

k∈(Mn[−K,K]d)∩Zd

un(k)(−ik)ν −M(l−τ−d−|ν|)n
∑

k∈(Mn[−K,K]d)∩Zd

η(µ)(M−nk)(−ik)ν
∣∣∣∣∣∣
+M(l−τ)n|Jn,ν|

6

∣∣∣∣∣∣
M(l−τ−d−|ν|)n

∑

k∈(Mn[−K,K]d)∩Zd

[
Mτn[Sn

a,MId
(δIr) ∗ u](k)− η(µ)(M−nk)

]
(−ik)ν

∣∣∣∣∣∣
+M(l−τ)n|Jn,ν|

6


M(l−τ−d−|ν|)n

∑

k∈(Mn[−K,K]d)∩Zd

|k|ν

 ‖Mτn[Sn

a,MId
(δIr) ∗ u]− η(µ)(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 +M(l−τ)n|Jn,ν|

6M(l−τ−d)nK |ν|d‖Mτn[Sn
a,MId

(δIr) ∗ u]− η(µ)(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 +M(l−τ)n|Jn,ν|
Hence, using (3.1) and the definition of Jn,ν, the above inequalities yield

lim
n→∞

∣∣∣M(l−|ν|)n∂ν ûn(0)−M(l−τ)n∂ν η̂(µ)(0)
∣∣∣ = 0, ∀l ∈ N0 with l 6 τ, ν ∈ N

d
0,

which further implies

lim
n→∞

M(l−|ν|)n∂ν ûn(0) = lim
n→∞

M(l−τ)n∂ν η̂(µ)(0) = δ(l − τ)∂ν η̂(µ)(0), ∀l ∈ N0 with l 6 τ, ν ∈ N
d
0.

(3.9)
Using (1.11), it is not hard to deduce that υ̂a(ξ)û(ξ) = υ̂a(M

nξ)ûn(ξ) + O(‖ξ‖m+1) as ξ → 0
for all n ∈ N0. Thus for ν ∈ ∪m

q=0N
d
0,q such that |ν| 6 τ , using the Leibniz rule and (3.9), we

have

∂ν [υ̂aû](0) = lim
n→∞

∂ν [υ̂a(M
n·)ûn](0) =

∑

α6ν

(
ν

α

)
∂ν−αυ̂a(0)

[
lim
n→∞

M(|ν|−|α|)n∂αûn(0)
]

= lim
n→∞

M(|ν|−τ)n
∑

α6ν

(
ν

α

)
∂ν−αυ̂a(0)∂

αη̂(µ)(0) = lim
n→∞

M(|ν|−τ)n∂ν [υ̂aη̂(µ)](0).

Therefore, (3.2) holds, and this proves item (1).
(2) For every n ∈ N0, define

Jn(ξ) := η̂(µ)(ξ)−M−dn
∑

k∈(Mn[−K,K]d)∩Zd

η(µ)(M−nk)e−i(M−nk)·ξ, ξ ∈ R
d.

Using fsupp(un) ⊆ Mn[−K,K]d, (3.1) and the definition of Jn(ξ), we deduce that

∣∣∣Mτnûn(M
−nξ)− η̂(µ)(ξ)

∣∣∣ 6 M−dn

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

k∈(Mn[−K,K]d)∩Zd

[M(τ+d)nun(k)− η(µ)(M−nk)]e−i(M−nk)·ξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
+ |Jn(ξ)|

6M−dn(2MnK + 1)d‖M(τ+d)nun − η(µ)(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 + |Jn(ξ)|
6(3K)d‖Mτn[Sn

a,MIr
(δIr)]− η(µ)(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 + |Jn(ξ)|

→0, n→ ∞, ∀ξ ∈ R
d.
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Therefore, (3.3) must hold. Furthermore,

η̂(µ)(Mξ) = lim
n→∞

[
Mτn

(
n∏

j=1

â(M−(j−1)ξ)

)
û(M−(n−1)ξ)

]

= Mτ â(ξ) lim
n→∞

[
Mτ(n−1)

(
n−1∏

j=1

â(M−jξ)

)
û(M−(n−1)ξ)

]

= Mτ â(ξ)η̂(µ)(ξ), ξ ∈ R
d,

and this proves (3.4).
(3) Let w ∈ l0(Z

d). By calculation,
∣∣Mτn[(Sn

a,MId
(δIr)) ∗ (u ∗ w)](k)− ŵ(0)η(µ)(M−nk)

∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

z∈Zd

w(z)
[
Mτn[(Sn

a,MId
(δIr)) ∗ u](k − z)− η(µ)(M−nk)

]
∣∣∣∣∣

6

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

z∈Zd

w(z)
[
Mτn[(Sn

a,MId
(δIr)) ∗ u](k − z)− η(µ)(M−n(k − z))

]
∣∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣
∑

z∈Zd

w(z)[η(µ)(M−n(k − z))− η(µ)(M−nk)]

∣∣∣∣∣

6
∑

z∈Zd

|w(z)|
(
‖Mτn[Sn

a,MId
(δIr)] ∗ u− η(µ)(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 + sup

k̃∈Zd

|η(µ)(M−nk̃ −M−nz)− η(µ)(M−nk̃)|
)
.

Note that all components of η(µ) are continuous and compactly supported, and thus are uni-
formly continuous, which implies limn→∞ supk̃∈Zd |η(µ)(M−nk̃−M−nz)−η(µ)(M−nk̃)| = 0 for all
z ∈ Zd. Therefore, as w is finitely supported, we conclude from (3.1) and the above inequalities
that item (3) must hold.

Suppose τ ∈ [0, m], ∂µη is not identically zero and the filter a satisfies (1.14). We now prove items
(4) and (5).

(4) Since η(µ) is not identically zero and η̂(µ)(ξ) = (iξ)µη̂(ξ), there exists N > m0 and ν ∈ Nd
0,N

with ν > µ such that ∂αη̂(µ)(0) = 0 for all α ∈ ∪N−1
q=0 N

d
0,q and ∂ν η̂(µ)(0) 6= 0. Using (3.4), we

have

MN∂ν η̂(µ)(0) = Mτ
∑

α6ν

(
ν

α

)
∂ν−αâ(0)∂αη̂(µ)(0) = Mτ â(0)∂ν η̂(µ)(0),

which implies

MN−τ â(0)∂ν η̂(µ)(0) = ∂ν η̂(µ)(0). (3.10)

Therefore, MN−τ is an eigenvalue of â(0) and ∂ν η̂(µ)(0) is a corresponding eigenvector. Since
N > 0 and 0 6 τ 6 m, by the condition (1.14), we must have τ = N and this proves (3.5).

If η̂(0) 6= 0, let gµ(ξ) := (iξ)µ, we have

∂ν η̂(µ)(0) =
∑

α6ν

(
ν

α

)
∂ν−αgµ(0)∂

ν η̂(0) = δ(ν − µ)i|µ|µ!η̂(0), ∀ν ∈ ∪|µ|
q=0N

d
0,q. (3.11)

Hence, we conclude that

∂µη̂(µ)(0) = i|µ|µ!η̂(0) 6= 0, and ∂ν η̂(µ)(0) = 0, ∀ν ∈ ∪|µ|
q=0N

d
0,q with ν 6= µ, (3.12)

which implies τ = |µ| = m0. In this case, we have

η̂(µ)(ξ) =
∂µη̂(µ)(0)

µ!
ξµ + O(‖ξ‖m0+1), ξ → 0. (3.13)
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Using (3.4),

M|µ|(iξ)µη̂(Mξ) = η̂(µ)(Mξ) = Mτ â(ξ)η̂(µ)(ξ) = M|µ|(iξ)µâ(ξ)η̂(ξ), ξ ∈ R
d.

As η̂(0) 6= 0, so η is not identically zero and we must have η̂(Mξ) = â(ξ)η̂(ξ). By the
eigenvalue condition (1.14) and the uniqueness of the refinable vector function φ, there must
exist c ∈ C \ {0} such that η = cφ. This proves item (4).

(5) If τ > |µ| = m0, then it follows from (3.2) that ∂ν [υ̂aû](0) = 0 for all ν ∈ ∪m0

q=0N
d
0,d. Thus

βυa,u,µ = 0 and the moment condition (3.6) clearly holds. If τ = |µ| = m0, since η̂(µ)(ξ) =
(iξ)µη̂(ξ), we must have (3.12) and (3.13). Therefore, we conclude from (3.2), (3.12) and (3.13)
that (3.6) must hold.
For every v ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r, define ηv := v ∗ η :=
∑

z∈Zd v(z)η(· − z). Then

∂µηv(M
−nk) =

∑

z∈Zd

v(z)∂µη(M−nk − z), ∀k ∈ Z
d.

By the definition of Sa,MId, it is easy to verify that

̂[(Sn
a,MId

v) ∗ u](ξ) = Mdnv̂(Mnξ)â(Mn−1ξ) . . . â(ξ)û(ξ) = Mdnv̂(Mnξ)ûn(ξ) = ̂Sun,MnIdv(ξ),

for all ξ ∈ Rd and n ∈ N0, where un := M−dn[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ u for all n ∈ N0. Hence,

[(Sn
a,MId

v) ∗ u](k) =[Sun,MnIdv](k) =
∑

z∈Zd

v(k)[(Sn
a,MId

(δIr)) ∗ u](k −Mnz),

for all k ∈ Zd and n ∈ N0. Therefore, for all k ∈ Zd,
∣∣Mτn[(Sn

a,MId
v) ∗ u](k)− ∂µηv(M

−nk)
∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

z∈Zd

v(z)
(
Mτn[(Sn

a,MId
(δIr)) ∗ u](k −Mnz)− ∂µη(M−nk − z)

)
∣∣∣∣∣

6‖v‖(l1(Zd))1×r‖Mτn[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ u− ∂µη(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1

→0, n→ ∞,

and this proves (3.7).
Finally, when η̂(0) 6= 0, then item (4) yields τ = |µ|, η = βυa,u,µφ, and thus (3.8) holds.

�

4. Convergence of Vector Subdivision Schemes

In this section, we discuss the convergence of a vector subdivision scheme as in Definition 1.3 and
some related topics. We will first prove the main result Theorem 1.4 on the Cm-convergence of vector
subdivision schemes. Next, we will prove in Theorem 4.1 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 1.4 to characterize the convergence of Lagrange and Hermite subdivision schemes.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 1.4. Based on the results of the convergence of vector cascade algorithms
from Section 2 and with the help of Theorem 3.1, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.4 on the convergence
of vector subdivision schemes.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We will prove the theorem by first proving (1) ⇒ (2) ⇒ (3) ⇒ (4), then
(4) ⇒ (1), and finally (2) ⇔ (5).



MULTIVARIATE VECTOR SUBDIVISIONS 15

(1) ⇒ (2): As sm∞(a,MId) > m, it follows from Theorem 2.2 that φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1. As φ is a
fixed point of the vector MId-cascade operator Ra,MId, we have

φ(x) = [Rn
a,MId

φ](x) = Mdn
∑

z∈Zd

an(z)φ(M
nx− z), ∀x ∈ R

d, n ∈ N0,

where an := M−dnSn
a,MId

(δIr). Thus for µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q and k ∈ Zd, direct calculation yields

∂µφ(M−nk) = M(d+|µ|)n
∑

z∈Zd

an(z)∂
µφ(k − z) = M(d+|µ|)n[an ∗ wµ](k),

where wµ ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×1 is defined by

wµ(k) := ∂µφ(k), ∀k ∈ Z
d. (4.1)

Hence for every u ∈ momυa,µ, k ∈ Zd and n ∈ N0, direct calculation yields

M|µ|n[(Sn
a,MId

(δIr)) ∗ u](k)− βυa,u,µ∂
µφ(M−nk) = M|µ|n [(Sn

a,MId
(δIr)) ∗ (u− βυa,u,µwµ)

]
(k). (4.2)

Next, we claim that

u− βυa,u,µwµ ∈ V|µ|,υa, ∀u ∈ momυa,µ, (4.3)

where V|µ|,υa is defined as (2.5) with m = |µ| and y = υa. We will prove the claim by showing that

υ̂a(ξ)ŵµ(ξ) = (iξ)µ + O(‖ξ‖m+1), ξ → 0, ∀µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q, (4.4)

from which the claim follows trivially. Define ϕ := va ∗ φ =
∑

z∈Zd va(z)φ(· − z) and

pµ(x) :=
xµ

µ!
, ∀x ∈ R

d, µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q.

Using the Taylor expansion of pµ, we have

[pµ ∗ ϕ](x) :=
∑

z∈Zd

pµ(z)ϕ(x− z) =
∑

ν6µ

(−1)|ν|

ν!
∂νpµ(x)

∑

z∈Zd

(x− z)νϕ(x− z).

Note that the function
∑

z∈Zd(x− z)νϕ(x− z) is a Zd-periodic function and its Fourier coefficients are
given by

∫

[0,1]d

∑

z∈Zd

(x− z)νϕ(x− z)e−i2πk·xdx =

∫

Rd

xνϕ(x)e−i2πk·xdx = i|ν|∂νϕ̂(2πk),

for all k ∈ Zd. By item (2) of Proposition 2.1, φ must satisfy the admissibility condition (2.4), which
means

∂νϕ̂(2πk) = δ(ν)δ(k), ∀ν ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q, k ∈ Z

d,

and thus ∑

z∈Zd

(x− z)νϕ(x− z) = i|ν|∂νϕ̂(0) = δ(ν), ∀ν ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q.

Hence, we have

[pµ ∗ ϕ](x) =
∑

ν6µ

(−1)|ν|

ν!
∂νpµ(x)δ(ν) = pµ(x), ∀x ∈ R

d, µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q.
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Now, for every ν, µ ∈ Nd
0 and k ∈ Zd, we have

∂µpν(k) =
∑

α6ν

pν(k − z)∂µϕ(z) =
∑

α6ν

(−1)|α|

α!
∂αpν(k)

∑

z∈Zd

zα∂µϕ(z)

=
∑

α6ν

(−1)|α|

α!
∂αpν(k)

∑

z∈Zd

zα[υa ∗ ∂µφ](z) =
∑

α6ν

(−1)|α|

α!
∂αpν(k)

∑

z∈Zd

zα[υa ∗ wµ](z)

=
∑

α6ν

(−i)|α|
α!

∂αpν(k)∂
α[ ̂(υa ∗ wµ)](0) =

∑

α6ν

(−i)|α|
α!

∂αpν(k)∂
α[υ̂aŵµ](0)

From the above identities, for ν, µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q:

• If µ 6 ν, as all ∂αpν , α 6 ν are linearly independent, then the above identities yield

∂α[υ̂aŵµ](0) = δ(α− µ)i|µ|µ!, ∀α ∈ N
d
0 with α 6 ν;

• Otherwise, if µ 6 ν does not hold, then there must exist j ∈ {1, . . . , d} such that µj > νj ,
where µj and νj are the j-th components of µ and ν respectively. Hence, we must have ∂µpν ≡ 0
and the linear independence of ∂αpν , α 6 ν yields

∂α[υ̂aŵµ](0) = 0, ∀α ∈ N
d
0 with α 6 ν;

Therefore, we have

∂ν [υ̂aŵµ](0) = δ(ν − µ)i|µ|µ!, ∀ν, µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q,

which is equivalent to (4.4), and this proves the claim.
Finally, since u − βυa,u,µwµ ∈ V|µ|,υa for all u ∈ momυa,µ, item (2) follows immediately from (4.2)

and item (3) of Theorem 2.2.

(2) ⇒ (3) ⇒ (4): Trivial.

(4) ⇒ (1): Suppose u ∈ momυa,µ, then there exist u1, . . . , ut ∈ Gυa,µ and c1, . . . , ct ∈ l0(Z
d) such

that u = u1 ∗ c1 + · · ·+ ut ∗ ct. Since u1, . . . , ut ∈ momυa,µ, for any ν ∈ Nd
0 with |ν| 6 |µ|, we have

∂ν [υ̂aûj ĉj](0) =
∑

α6ν

(
ν

α

)
∂ν−α[υ̂aûj ](0)∂

αĉj(0) = δ(µ− ν)∂µ[υ̂aûj](0)ĉj(0), ∀j = 1, . . . , t.

Thus u1 ∗ c1, . . . , ut ∗ ct ∈ momυa,µ and

βυa,u,µ =
∂µ[υ̂aû](0)

i|µ|µ!
=
∂µ[υ̂aû1ĉ1](0)

i|µ|µ!
+ · · ·+ ∂µ[υ̂aûtĉt](0)

i|µ|µ!

=
∂µ[υ̂aû1](0)ĉ1(0)

i|µ|µ!
+ · · ·+ ∂µ[υ̂aût](0)ĉt(0)

i|µ|µ!
= βυa,u1,µĉ1(0) + · · ·+ βυa,ut,µĉt(0).

Hence

‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ u− βυa,u,µ∂
µφ(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1

=‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ (u1 ∗ c1 + · · ·+ ut ∗ ct)− [βυa,u1,µĉ1(0) + · · ·+ βυa,ut,µĉt(0)]∂
µφ(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1

6

t∑

j=1

‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ (uj ∗ cj)− βυa,uj ,µĉj(0)∂
µφ(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 .

Since uj ∈ Gυa,µ for all j = 1, . . . , t, we have

lim
n→∞

t∑

j=1

‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ uj − βυa,uj ,µ∂
µφ(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 = 0,
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and thus item (3) of Theorem 3.1 yields

lim
n→∞

‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ (uj ∗ cj)− βυa,uj ,µĉj(0)∂
µφ(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 = 0,

for all j = 1, . . . , t. Therefore, (1.16) holds for all u ∈ momυa,µ.

Define Vm,υa via (2.5) with y = υa. Then it is clear that Vm,υa ⊆ momυa,µ and

βυa,u,µ = ∂µ[υ̂aû](0) = 0, ∀u ∈ Vm,υa .

Now, using the above identity, (1.16) and |µ| = m, we have

lim
n→∞

‖Mmn[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ u‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 = 0, ∀u ∈ Vm,υa ,

that is, item (3) of Theorem 2.2 holds with p = ∞. Therefore, by Theorem 2.2, item (1) holds.

(2) ⇔ (5): Suppose item (2) holds. Let v ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r be an input data. By using an argument

similar to the proof of (3.8) in item (5) of Theorem 3.1, we can deduce from (1.16) that (1.13) must
hold with ηv := v ∗ φ and this proves the implication (2) ⇒ (5).

Conversely, suppose item (5) holds, it follows from (1.13) that there exists η ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 that
satisfies

lim
n→∞

‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ u− βυa,u,µ∂
µη(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 = 0, ∀u ∈ momυa,µ, µ ∈ ∪m

q=0N
d
0,q. (4.5)

Then by item (1) of Theorem 3.1, (4.5) yields

∂µ[υ̂aû](0) =βυa,u,µ∂
µ[υ̂a∂̂µη](0) = βυa,u,µ

∑

ν6µ

(
µ

ν

)
∂µ−ν υ̂a(0)∂

ν ∂̂µη(0) = βυa,u,µυ̂a(0)∂
µ∂̂µη(0)

=βυa,u,µi
|µ|µ!υ̂a(0)η̂(0) = ∂µ[υ̂aû](0)υ̂a(0)η̂(0), ∀u ∈ momυa,µ .

Hence, υ̂a(0)η̂(0) = 1, which, in particular, implies that η̂(0) 6= 0. Therefore, by item (5) of Theo-
rem 3.1, we must have η = φ, and this proves the implication (5) ⇒ (2).

Finally, if φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 has stable integer shifts, we conclude from Theorem 2.2 that all items
(1)-(5) hold. �

4.2. Convergence Rate of a Vector Subdivision Scheme. Using a vector subdivision scheme
(more specifically, item (2) of Theorem 1.4), we have a method to compute the refinable function
vector φ 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 ∈ N0. Let a ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r be such that m <

sm∞(a,MId) 6 m+1 and υa ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r is an order m+1 matching filter of a that satisfies (1.11).

Then a must satisfy (1.14), which means the set {∂µυa(0) : µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q} is uniquely determined

through (2.2) and the standard MId-refinable function vector φ of a must satisfy φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1.
Let µ ∈ ∪m

q=0N
d
0,q and u ∈ momυa,µ. Define

drv(υa ∗ u) := inf{N ∈ N : ∂ν [υ̂aû− βυa,u,µ(i·)µ](0) = 0 for all ν ∈ ∪N−1
q=0 N

d
0,q

and ∂ν [υ̂aû− βυa,u,µ(i·)µ](0) 6= 0 for some ν ∈ N
d
0,N} > |µ|,

(4.6)

and Sµ,u := min{drv(υa ∗ u) − |µ|, sm∞(a,MId) − |µ|} > 0. If drv(υa ∗ u) 6 m + 1, then for every
ε ∈ (0, Sµ,u), there exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ u− βυa,u,µ∂
µφ(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 6 CM−(Sµ,u−ε)n, ∀n ∈ N, (4.7)
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and for every v ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r, we have

‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

v] ∗ u− βυa,u,µ∂
µ[v ∗ φ](M−n·)‖l∞(Zd) 6 CvM

−(Sµ,u−ε)n, ∀n ∈ N, (4.8)

where Cv := ‖v‖(l1(Zd))1×r .

Proof. First note that by Theorem 2.2, we have ma := sr(a,MId) > sm∞(a,MId) > m and a must
satisfy (1.14). Thus there must exist an order m + 1 matching filter υa ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r that satisfies
(1.11) and a unique vector φ of compactly supported distributions that satisfies (1.15). Furthermore,
sm∞(a,MId) yields φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 and Proposition 2.1 tells us that φ must satisfy the admissibility
condition (2.4). For each µ ∈ ∪m

q=0N
d
0,q and define wµ ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×1 via (4.1). By using the same
argument as in the proof of (1) ⇒ (2) in Theorem 1.4, one can show that (4.3) must hold, which
further implies

υ̂a(ξ)[û(ξ)− βυa,u,µŵµ](ξ) = O(‖ξ‖drv(υa∗u)), ξ → 0

for all u ∈ momυa,µ. Hence for every u ∈ momυa,µ, we have

u− βυa,u,µwµ ∈ Vdrv(υa∗u)−1,υa . (4.9)

For every ε ∈ (0, Sµ,u), by the definition of ρdrv(υa∗u)(a,MId, υa)∞, there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)]∗(u−βυa,u,µwµ)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 6 CM|µ|nMεn[ρdrv(υa∗u)(a,MId, υa)∞]n, ∀n ∈ N. (4.10)

Now suppose drv(υa ∗ u) 6 m+1. If drv(υa ∗u) = m+1, then using sm∞(a,MId) 6 m+1 6 ma and
Theorem 2.3, we have

ρdrv(υa∗u)(a,MId, υa)∞ = ρm+1(a,MId, υa)∞ = M− sm∞(a,MId).

If drv(υa ∗ u) < m + 1, then drv(υa ∗ u) 6 m as drv(υa ∗ u) is an integer. Using Theorem 2.3 and
sm∞(a,MId) > m, we have

ρma
(a,MId, υa)∞ = M− sm∞(a,MId) < M−m 6 M−drv(υa∗u),

and it then follows from (2.16) that

ρdrv(υa∗u)(a,MId, υa)∞ = max{ρma
(a,MId, υa)∞,M

−drv(υa∗u)} = M− drv(υa∗u).

Therefore, we always have

ρdrv(υa∗u)(a,MId, υa)∞ 6 M−min{sm∞(a,MId), drv(υa∗u)} = M−Sµ,u−|µ|. (4.11)

Consequently, we conclude from (4.10) and (4.11) that

‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ (u− βυa,u,µwµ)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 6 CM−(Sµ,u−ε)n, ∀n ∈ N.

Now (4.7) follows immediately from the above inequalities and (4.2). Finally, for every v ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r,

by using an argument similar to the proof of (3.8) in item (5) of Theorem 3.1, one can conclude that
∥∥M|µ|n[Sn

a,MId
v] ∗ u− ∂µ[v ∗ φ](M−n·)

∥∥
l∞(Zd)

6 ‖v‖(l1(Zd))1×r‖M|µ|n[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)]∗u−∂µφ(M−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 ,

for all n ∈ N and thus (4.8) follows trivially. �

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 1.1 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 ∈ l0(Z

d) with â(0) = 1, then clearly the condition (1.14)
holds. In this case, it is well-known that there is a unique compactly supported distribution φ such

that φ̂(Mξ) = â(ξ)φ(ξ) and φ̂(0) = 1, which is known as the standard MId-refinable function of the
filter a and is defined as

φ̂(ξ) :=

∞∏

j=1

â(M−jξ), ∀ξ ∈ R
d. (4.12)
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With φ defined as above, we see that

1

φ̂(Mξ)
â(ξ) =

1

φ̂(ξ)
, ∀ξ ∈ R

d,

and any order m+ 1 matching filter υa ∈ l0(Z
d) in (1.11) must satisfy

υ̂a(ξ) =
1

φ̂(ξ)
+ O(‖ξ‖m+1), ξ → 0. (4.13)

From (4.13), we must have υ̂a(0) = 1 and thus the moment condition in (1.11) simplifies to

â(ξ + 2πω) = O(‖ξ‖m+1), ξ → 0, ∀ω ∈ ΩMId \ {0}, (4.14)

which does not explicitly involve the matching filter υa. Consequently, we do not need a matching
filter for the sum rule condition (1.11) of a scalar filter a. Furthermore, for all µ ∈ ∪m

q=0N
d
0,q, the set

momυa,µ is given by

momυa,µ = {u ∈ l0(Z
d) : û(ξ) = φ̂(ξ)βu,φ,µ(iξ)

µ + O(‖ξ‖|µ|+1), ξ → 0}, where βu,φ,µ :=
∂µ[û/φ̂](0)

i|µ|µ!
,

which does not explicitly involve the matching filter υa. Therefore, according to Definition 1.1, we do
not need a matching filter for the convergence of a scalar subdivision scheme.

Now, consider the case r > 1. Let M ∈ N\{1}, m ∈ N0 and a ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r. If a has orderm+1 sum

rules with respect to MId such that (1.11) holds with a matching filter υa = δ[er1]
T = [δ, 0, . . . , 0] ∈

(l0(Z
d))1×r (or equivalently, υ̂a(ξ) = [er1]

T = [1, 0, . . . , 0]), then a is called an order m + 1 scalar-type

filter. In this case, let a =

[
a1,1 a1,2
a2,1 a2,2

]
where a1,1 ∈ l0(Z

d), a1,2 ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×(r−1), a2,1 ∈ (l0(Z

d))(r−1)×1

and a2,2 ∈ (l0(Z
d))(r−1)×(r−1), it is easy to deduce from (1.11) that a must satisfy

â1,1(ξ + 2πω) = δ(ω) + O(‖ξ‖m+1), â1,2(ξ + 2πω) = O(‖ξ‖m+1), ξ → 0 ∀ω ∈ ΩMId. (4.15)

The moment conditions in (4.15) are very similar to the sum rule condition (4.14) of a scalar filter, and
the matrix filter a essentially behaves like a scalar filter a1,1. 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 ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r

is strongly invertible if det(Û(ξ)) = c0e
−ik·ξ for some c0 ∈ C \ {0} and k ∈ Z for all ξ ∈ Rd. It is

easy to see that U ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r is strongly invertible if and only if there exists V ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r such

that V̂ = Û−1. Here, we recall the following result regarding transformations with strongly invertible
matrices.

Lemma 4.2. [[19, Lemma 2.3], also see [26, Lemma 3.1]] Suppose v, w ∈ (l0(Z
d))s×r satisfies v̂(0) 6= 0

and ŵ(0) 6= 0. Then for any n ∈ N0, there exists a strongly invertible filter Un ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r such that

v̂(ξ) = ŵ(ξ)Ûn(ξ) + O(‖ξ‖n), ξ → 0.

With the help of Lemma 4.2, 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} andm ∈ N0. Suppose a ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r

has order m+ 1 sum rules with respect to MId and υa ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r is a matching filter that satisfies

(1.11). Further, assume that a satisfies (1.14). By Lemma 4.2, there exists a strongly invertible filter
U ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r such that

υ̂a(ξ)Û(ξ) = [1, 0, . . . , 0] + O(‖ξ‖m+1), ξ → 0.
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Let φ be the standard MId-refinable function vector of a that satisfies (1.15). Define a new filter

å ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r and a new vector φ̊ of compactly supported distributions via

̂̊a(ξ) := Û(Mξ)−1â(ξ)Û(ξ),
̂̊
φ(ξ) := Û(ξ)−1φ̂(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ R

d. (4.16)

Then we obtain the following:

(1)
̂̊
φ(Mξ) = ̂̊a(ξ)̂̊φ(ξ) and [1, 0, . . . , 0]

̂̊
φ(0) = 1.

(2) å has order m + 1 sum rules with respect to MId with a matching filter υå := δ[er1]
T =

[δ, 0, . . . , 0], that is, (1.11) holds with a being replaced by å. Therefore, å is an order m + 1
scalar-type filter.

(3) Recall the definition of Vm,y as in (2.5) for all y ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r with ŷ(0) 6= 0. For every

j ∈ {0, . . . , m+ 1} and µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q, the following maps are bijective:

fj : Vj−1,δ[er
1
]T → Vj−1,υa, fj(w) = U ∗ w,

gµ : momδ[er
1
]T,µ → momυa,µ, gµ(u) = U ∗ u.

Consequently, the set

Bj−1,υa :=
{
U ∗ ∇ν

δer1 : ν ∈ ∪j
q=0N

d
0,q

}
∪ {U ∗ δerl : l = 2, . . . , r}

generates Vj−1,υa for every j ∈ {0, . . . , m+ 1}, and the set

Gυa,µ := {U ∗ ∇µ
δer1} ∪ {U ∗ δerl : l = 2, . . . , r}

generates momυa,µ for every µ ∈ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q.

(4) For every n ∈ N0, define an := M−dnSn
a,MId

(δIr) and ån := M−dnSn
å,MId

(δIr). For every j ∈
{0, . . . , m+ 1}, let ẘ ∈ Vj−1,δ[er

1
]T and define w := U ∗ ẘ ∈ Vj−1,υa, then

ân(ξ)ŵ(ξ) = Û(Mnξ) ̂̊an(ξ) ̂̊w(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ R
d,

or equivalently,

[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ w = [Sn
å,MId

U ] ∗ ẘ =
∑

z∈Zd

U(z)[(Sn
å,MId

(δIr)) ∗ ẘ](· −Mnz).

For p ∈ [1,∞], we deduce from the above identity that

lim sup
n→∞

‖[Sn
a,MId

(δIr)] ∗ w‖
1

n

(lp(Zd))r×1 6 lim sup
n→∞

‖[Sn
å,MId

(δIr)] ∗ ẘ‖
1

n

(lp(Zd))r×1 , ∀ẘ ∈ Vj−1,δ[er
1
]T,

which implies ρj(a,MId, υa)p 6 ρj (̊a,MId, δ[e
r
1]
T)p for all j ∈ {0, . . . , m + 1}.. Similarly, one

can show that ρj (̊a,MId, δ[e
r
1]
T)p 6 ρj(a,MId, υa)p for all j ∈ {0, . . . , m + 1}. Therefore, we

conclude that

ρ(a,MId)p = ρ(̊a,MId)p, smp(a,MId) = smp(̊a,MId), 1 6 p 6 ∞.

Consequently, using Theorem 1.4, the vector subdivision scheme with the filter a is Cm-
convergent if and only if the scalar-type vector subdivision scheme with the filter å is Cm-
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 ∈ N0 and let Λ := {ν1, . . . , νr} ⊆ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q be an ordered multiset with

ν1 = 0. A generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type Λ with filter a ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r is convergent

with limit functions in Cm(Rd) if for every input data v ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r, there exists a limit function

ηv ∈ Cm(Rd) such that

lim
n→∞

‖2|νl|n[Sn
a,2Id

v]erl − ∂ν
l

ηv(2
−n·)‖l∞(Zd) = 0, ∀l = 1, . . . , r. (4.17)
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In particular:

• A Lagrange subdivision scheme is a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type Λ :=
{0, 0, . . . , 0}, that is, νl = 0 for all l = 1, . . . , r.

• When d = 1, a Hermite subdivision scheme or order r is a generalized Hermite subdivision
scheme of type Λ := {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 φ 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 φ and obtain the following
result that improves [22, Theorems 1.1 and 1.2].

Theorem 4.4. Let r ∈ N, m ∈ N0 and let Λ := {ν1, . . . , νr} ⊆ ∪m
q=0N

d
0,q be an ordered multiset with

ν1 = 0. Define m̃ := max{|ν1|, . . . , |νr|}. Let a ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r be such that

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

Suppose a has order m̃+1 sum rules with respect to 2Id, υa ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r is an order m̃+1 matching

filter of a, and φ is the unique r × 1 vector of compactly supported distributions that satisfies (1.15)
with M = 2. Then the following statements hold:

(1) If the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type Λ with the filter a is convergent with
limit functions in Cm(Rd), then sm∞(a, 2Id) > 0, φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 and up to multiplying a
non-zero constant, υa must satisfy

υ̂a(ξ) = [(iξ)ν
1

+ O(‖ξ‖|ν1|+1), (iξ)ν
2

+ O(‖ξ‖|ν2|+1), . . . (iξ)ν
r

+ O(‖ξ‖|νr|+1)], ξ → 0. (4.19)

If, in addition, φ has stable integer shifts, then we must have sm∞(a, 2Id) > m.
(2) If sm∞(a, 2Id) > m̃, φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 and υa satisfies (4.19), then the generalized Hermite

subdivision scheme of type Λ with the filter a is convergent with limit functions in Cm(Rd).

Proof. (1) By letting v = δ[erj ]
T with a limit function ηv = ηδ[erj ]T for j ∈ {1, . . . , r} in (4.17), we

have
lim
n→∞

‖2|νl|n[Sn
a,2Id

(δIr)]e
r
l − ∂ν

l

η(2−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 = 0, ∀l = 1, . . . , r, (4.20)

where η := [ηδ[er
1
]T, . . . , ηδ[err ]T]

T ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1. We first show that η̂(0) 6= 0. Since υ̂a(0) 6= 0,
there must exist k0 ∈ {1, . . . , r} such that υ̂a(0)e

r
k0

6= 0. Also observe that (4.20) implies that

(1.13) holds with τ = µ = νk0 . Hence, by item (1) of Theorem 3.1, we must have νk0 = 0 and
υ̂a(0)η̂(0) = υ̂a(0)e

r
k0

6= 0, which, in particular, implies η̂(0) 6= 0.

Next, we prove that η = υ̂a(0)e
r
k0
φ, which implies φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1. Using (4.20) with l = k0

and item (2) of Theorem 3.1, we deduce that η̂(2ξ) = â(ξ)η̂(ξ). By the condition (4.18), there
exists a unique r × 1 vector of compactly supported distributions that satisfies (1.15) with
M = 2. Hence, as η̂(0) 6= 0, we must have η = cφ for some c ∈ C\{0}. Moreover, the constant
c is determined by

c = cυ̂a(0)φ̂(0) = υ̂a(0)η̂(0) = υ̂a(0)e
r
k0
,

and this proves the claim.
Then, we prove (4.19). Since (4.20) holds, for every l ∈ {1, . . . , r}, we deduce from item (1)

of Theorem 3.1 that ∂ν [υ̂ae
r
l ](0) = 0 if |ν| < |νl| and

∂ν [υ̂ae
r
l ](0) = ∂ν [υ̂a∂̂ν

lη](0) = δ(ν − νl)i|ν
l|νl!υ̂a(0)η̂(0) if |ν| = |νl|.

Hence, for every l ∈ {1, . . . , r}, we have

υ̂a(ξ)e
r
l = υ̂a(ξ)̂[δerl ](ξ) = βυa,δerl ,νl(iξ)

νl + O(‖ξ‖|νl|+1), ξ → 0,

with

βυa,δerl ,νl =
∂ν

l

[υ̂ae
r
l ](0)

i|νl|νl!
= υ̂a(0)η̂(0) = υ̂a(0)e

r
k0
.
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Therefore, up to multiplying a non-zero constant υ̂a(0)ek0 , (4.19) holds.
Finally, we prove that sm∞(a, 2Id) > 0. By the definition of momυa,µ in (1.10), it is clear

that momυa,0 = (l0(Z
d))r×1. Then it is trivial that the set Gυa,0 := {δer1, . . . , δerr} generates

momυa,0. For l ∈ {1, . . . , r}, if νl = 0, then using (4.19) and (4.20), we deduce that (1.16)
must hold with M = 2, µ = νl = 0 and u = δerl . If νl 6= 0, then (4.19) yields βυa,δerl ,0 = 0.

Using (4.20) and the fact that all entries of ∂ν
l

η are compactly supported and continuous, we
deduce that

‖[Sn
a,2Id

(δIr)]e
r
l − βυa,δerl ,0φ(2

−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 = ‖[Sn
a,2Id

(δIr)]e
r
l ‖(l∞(Zd))r×1

62−|νl|n‖2|νl|n[Sn
a,2Id

(δIr)]e
r
l − ∂ν

l

η(2−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1 + 2−|νl|n‖∂νlη(2−n·)‖(l∞(Zd))r×1

→0, n→ ∞.

Hence, (1.16) always holds with M = 2, µ = 0 and u = δerl (l = 1, . . . , r). In other words, item
(4) of Theorem 1.4 holds with M = 2, m = 0 and thus sm(a, 2Id) > 0. If φ has stable integer
shifts, then Theorem 2.2 yields sm∞(a, 2Id).

(2) By sm∞(a, 2Id) > m̃, (4.19) and Theorem 1.4, it is clear that (4.20) must hold. Now since,
φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1, using an argument similar to the proof of (3.7) in item (5) of Theorem 3.1,
we deduce from (4.20) that (4.17) must hold with ηv := v ∗ φ and this proves item (2).

�

Remark 4.5. Let us discuss how Theorem 4.4 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 Cm(Rd). Under the additional assumption that φ satisfies

span{φ̂(πω + 2πk) : k ∈ Z
d} = C

r×1, ∀ω ∈ Ω2Id = [0, 1]d ∩ Z
d, (4.21)

it has been shown in [22, Theorem 1.1] that the filter a must satisfy (1.14) with M = 2, an
order m+1 matching filter υa is determined through (2.2) which, up to multiplying a non-zero
constant, must be given by (4.19). Item (1) of Theorem 4.4 improves [22, Theorem 1.1] by
proving (2.2) under the weaker assumption (4.18) of the filter a.

(2) Suppose a has order m + 1 sum rules with respect to 2Id and υa is an order m + 1 matching
filter that satisfies (4.19). Under the additional assumption that φ has stable integer shifts, [22,
Theorem 1.2] shows that sm∞(a, 2Id) > m must hold and it then follows from Theorem 1.4 that
φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 and the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme with the filter a is convergent
with limit functions in Cm(Rd). Without the stability on the integer shifts of φ, item (2) proves
the convergence of the generalized Hermit subdivision scheme with limit functions in Cm(Rd)
under the weaker assumptions sm∞(a, 2Id) > m̃ and φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1. It is possible that
φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 while sm∞(a, 2Id) < 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 2Id 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 2I2-subdivision schemes.

5.1. Construction Guideline. Let M ∈ N \ {1}, m ∈ N0 and r ∈ N. We first discuss how to
construct a mask a ∈ (l0(Z

d))r×r that yields a Cm-convergent vector MId-subdivision scheme. Here
are the general construction steps:
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(S1) Parametrize the mask a by

â(ξ) =
∑

k∈[−N,N ]d∩Zd

a(k)e−ik·ξ, ∀ξ ∈ R
d,

for some N ∈ N and some undetermined coefficients a(k)’s.
(S2) Sum rule conditions for a: Parametrize a filter υa ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r by

υ̂a(ξ) =
∑

k∈[−K,K]d∩Zd

υa(k)e
−ik·ξ, ∀ξ ∈ R

d,

for some K ∈ N and some undetermined coefficients υa(k)’s. Solve the linear system induced
by (1.11), that is,

∂µ[υ̂a(M·)â](0) = ∂µυ̂a(0), ∂µ[υ̂a(M·)â](2πω) = 0, ∀µ ∈ ∪q=0N
d
0,q, ω ∈ ΩMId \ {0},

with the additional constraint υ̂a(0) 6= 0. Update υa and a by substituting the solutions of the
above system.

(S3) Try to optimize the L2-smoothness exponent of a: Choose the values of free parameters
among the remaining free parameters such that sm2(a,MId) is as large as possible. Ideally,
try to achieve sm2(a,MId) > m+ d

2
so that sm∞(a,MId) > m. If not possible, try to directly

estimate sm∞(a,MId) 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 Rd, we mean a finite set G of d × 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(E) = ±1. For any dimension d, there exists a trivial symmetry group G = {Id}, and any other
symmetry groups are non-trivial. Here are some examples of non-trivial symmetry groups:

• For the univariate case d = 1, the only non-trivial symmetry group is G = {−1, 1}.
• For d = 2, typical non-trivial symmetry groups include {−I2, I2},

D4 :=

{
±I2, ±

[
1 0
0 −1

]
, ±
[
0 1
1 0

]
, ±
[
0 1
−1 0

]}
, (5.1)

D6 :=

{
±I2, ±

[
0 1
1 0

]
, ±
[
−1 1
0 1

]
, ±
[
1 0
1 −1

]
, ±
[
0 1
−1 1

]
, ±
[
1 −1
1 0

]}
. (5.2)

D4 is known as the full-axis symmetry group and the symmetry group associated with the
quadrilateral mesh in Z2. D6 is known as the hexagon symmetry group and the symmetry
group associated with the triangular mesh in Z2.

Let φ = [φ1, . . . , φr]
T be an r×1 vector of compactly supported distributions that satisfies (1.2) for

some filter a ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r. Let T := {c1, . . . , cr} be an ordered multiset with c1, . . . , cr ∈ Rd and G

be a symmetry group in Rd. We say that φ is G-symmetric about T if for every E ∈ G, there exists
an invertible r × r matrix SE = ([SE]l,t)16l,t6r such that

φl(E(x− cl) + cl) =

r∑

t=1

[SE]l,tφ(x+ ct − cl), ∀x ∈ R
d, l ∈ {1, . . . , r}, (5.3)

or equivalently,

φ̂(E−Tξ) = DT (E
−Tξ)SEDT (ξ)φ(ξ), ∀ξ ∈ R

d, (5.4)

where DT (ξ) is the r × r diagonal matrix given by

DT (ξ) := Diag(eic1·ξ, . . . , eicr·ξ), ∀ξ ∈ R
d. (5.5)

Using Theorem 2.2 and the refinable equation (1.2), one can derive that φ ∈ (Cm(Rd))r×1 is symmetric
about T with respect to G if and only if sm∞(a,MId) > m and a is G-symmetric about T , that is,

â(ETξ) = DT (−METξ)SE−1DT (Mξ)â(ξ)DT (−ξ)S−1
E−1DT (E

Tξ), ∀E ∈ G, ξ ∈ R
d. (5.6)
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If we require the a in a vector MId-subdivision scheme to have symmetry, we first prescribed a multiset
T = {c1, . . . , cr} 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 ∈ l0(Z
2),

define its filter support by fsupp(u) := [k1, k2]×[n1, n2] for some k1, k2, n1, n2 ∈ 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 ∈ l0(Z

2): suppose fsupp(u) = [k1, k2]× [n1, n2], then we write

u =




u(k1, n2) u(k1 + 1, n2) . . . u(k2, n2)
u(k1, n2 − 1) u(k1 + 1, n2 − 1) . . . u(k2, n2 − 1)

...
...

. . .
...

u(k1, n1) u(k1 + 1, n1) . . . u(k2, n1)




[k1,k2]×[n1,n2]

.

For example, û(ξ1, ξ2) = e−iξ1 + 2eiξ2 is presented as u =

[
0 1
2 0

]

[0,1]×[−1,0]

.

Example 1. Let M = d = r = 2, let a =

[
a11 0
a21 a22

]
∈ (l0(Z

2))2×2 be the given by

a11 =
1

64




0 0 0 0 −1 −1 0
0 0 −1 0 2 0 −1
0 −1 2 8 8 2 −1
0 0 8 16 8 0 0
−1 2 8 8 2 −1 0
−1 0 2 0 −1 0 0
0 −1 −1 0 0 0 0




[−3,3]2

,

a21 =
1

32




0 0 0 −1 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 −1 0 0 0




[−3,3]2

, a22 =
1

64




0 0 −1 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0
−1 0 −1 0 0



[−2,2]2

.

The filter a is symmetric about T = {(0, 0), (0, 0)} with respect to the group D6. By calculation, we
have sr(a, 2I2) = 4 with an order 4 matching filter given by υ̂a(ξ) = [1, 0]. Moreover, sm2(a, 2I2) ≈
2.4408 and thus (2.19) yields sm∞(a, 2I2) > 1.4408. By Theorem 1.4, the vector 2I2-subdivision
scheme with the filter a is at least C1-convergent.

Example 2. Let M = d = r = 2, let a =

[
a11 0
0 a22

]
∈ (l0(Z

2))2×2 be the given by

a11 =
1

2048




0 0 0 0 3 6 3 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 −27 −50 −27 0 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 −27 0 174 300 174 0 −27 0 3
6 0 −50 0 300 512 300 0 −50 0 6
3 0 −27 0 174 300 174 0 −27 0 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 −27 −50 −27 0 2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 3 6 3 0 0 0 0



[−5,5]2

,
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a22 =
1

2048




0 0 −1 −2 −1 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
−1 0 0 0 0 0 −1
2 0 0 0 0 0 2
−1 0 0 0 0 0 −1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 −1 −2 −1 0 0




[−3,3]2

.

The filter a is symmetric about T = {(0, 0), (0, 0)} with respect to the group D4. By calculation, we
have sr(a, 2I2) = 6 with an order 6 matching filter given by υ̂a(ξ) = [1, 0]. Moreover, sm2(a, 2I2) ≈
3.1751 and thus (2.19) yields sm∞(a, 2I2) > 2.1751. By Theorem 1.4, the vector 2I2-subdivision
scheme with the filter a is at least C2-convergent.

5.3. Examples of Two-dimensional Balanced Vector Subdivision Schemes. Let M ∈ N\{1},
r ∈ N and m ∈ N0. Let N be a d× d integer matrix with | det(N)| = r and define

ΓN := {γ1, . . . , γr} := [N [0, 1)d] ∩ Z
d with γ1 = 0. (5.7)

Suppose a ∈ (l0(Z
d))r×r has sum rules of order m + 1 with respect to MId with a matching filter

υa ∈ (l0(Z
d))1×r that takes the form

υ̂a(ξ) = ĉ(ξ)[eiN
−1γ1·ξ, . . . , eiN

−1γr ·ξ] + O(‖ξ‖m+1), ξ → 0 (5.8)

for some c ∈ l0(Z
d) with ĉ(0) 6= 0, then a is said to be an order m + 1 EN -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 MId-subdivision scheme with an EN -balanced filter is called an EN -balanced vector MId-
subdivision scheme. Using the dilation factor 2I2, 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 ϕ be a d-variate compactly supported distribution such that ϕ̂(2ξ) = Â(ξ)ϕ̂(ξ) for

some A ∈ l0(Z
d) that satisfies Â(0) = 1 and has order m+ 1 sum rules with respect to 2Id. Let N be

a d× d integer matrix such that | det(N)| = r ∈ N and define ΓN := {γ1, . . . , γr} via (5.7). Define

φ(x) := [ϕ(Nx− γ1), . . . , ϕ(Nx− γr)]
T, ∀x ∈ R

d,

then φ is a 2Id-refinable vector function that satisfies φ̂(2ξ) = â(ξ)φ̂(ξ), where a = (ajl)16j,l6r ∈
(l0(Z

d))r×r is given by

ajl(k) = A(Nk − 2γj + γl), ∀k ∈ Z
d, j, l ∈ {1, . . . , r}. (5.9)

The filter a satisfies smp(a, 2Id) = smp(A, 2Id) for all p ∈ [1,∞]. Moreover, a is an order m + 1
EN -balanced filter with respect to 2Id with a matching filter υa ∈ (l0(Z

d))1×r that satisfies (5.8) for

some c ∈ l0(Z
d) such that ĉ(0) 6= 0 and ĉ(2NTξ)Â(ξ) = ĉ(NTξ) + O(‖ξ‖m+1) as ξ → 0.

Remark 5.2. In Theorem 5.1, if the filter A has a symmetry structure and the matrix N is properly
chosen, then the filter a defined via (5.9) is likely to have symmetry properties as well. Let G be a
non-trivial symmetry group of d × d integer matrices (non-trivial means G 6= {Id}). Suppose A is
G-symmetric about 0, that is,

A(Ek) = A(k), ∀k ∈ Z
d, E ∈ G. (5.10)

Let N be a d× d matrix such that | det(N)| = r and is compatible with G, that is,
N−1EN ∈ G, ∀E ∈ G.
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Let γ ∈ Zd and define aγ(k) := A(Nk − γ) for all k ∈ Zd. If (Id − E)N−1γ ∈ Zd for some E ∈ G, it
is easy to deduce from (5.10) that

aγ(k) = aγ(E(k −N−1γ) +N−1γ), ∀k ∈ Z
d. (5.11)

Therefore, if there exists a subgroup H ⊆ G such that (Id − E)N−1γ ∈ Zd for all E ∈ H, then (5.11)
holds for all E ∈ H, in other words, aγ is H-symmetric about N−1γ.

Now let γ = 2γj − γl for j, l ∈ {1, . . . , r}, then aγ = ajk. Here we provide two examples to
demonstrate the possible symmetry properties of ajk:

1. Let N :=M√
2 :=

[
1 1
1 −1

]
be the quincunx dilation matrix. We have | det(M√

2)| = 2 and

ΓM√
2
:= [M√

2[0, 1)
2] ∩ Z

2 := {γ1 := (0, 0), γ2 := (1, 0)}. (5.12)

By calculation, M√
2 is compatible with G = D4 and (I2−E)M−1√

2
(2γj−γl) ∈ Z2 for all E ∈ D4

and j, l ∈ {1, 2}. Let A ∈ l0(Z
2) be such that Â(0, 0) = 1 and is D4-symmetric about (0, 0).

Define a = (ajl)16j,l62 ∈ (l0(Z
2))2×2 by (5.9) with d = r = 2, then ajl is D4-symmetric about

M−1√
2
(2γj − γl) for all j, l ∈ {1, 2}, which, by further calculation, implies

â(ETξ) = DT (−2ETξ)D(2ξ)â(ξ)DT (−ξ)DT (E
Tξ), ∀ξ ∈ R

2, E ∈ D4, (5.13)

where

T :=
{
M−1√

2
γ1, M

−1√
2
γ2

}
=

{
(0, 0),

(
1

2
,
1

2

)}
, (5.14)

DT (ξ) := Diag(1, e
i
2
(ξ1+ξ2)), ∀ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R

2,

that is, a is D4-symmetric about T .

2. Let N :=M√
3 :=

[
1 −2
2 −1

]
be the

√
3-dilation matrix. We have | det(M√

3)| = 3 and

ΓM√
3
:= [M√

3[0, 1)
2] ∩ Z

2 := {γ1 := (0, 0), γ2 := (−1, 0), γ3 := (0, 1)}. (5.15)

By calculation, M√
3 is compatible with G = D6 and (I2−E)M−1√

3
(2γj − γl) ∈ Z2 for all E ∈ H

and j, l ∈ {1, 2, 3}, where H ⊆ D6 is the following subgroup:

H :=

{
I2,

[
0 −1
1 −1

]
,

[
−1 1
−1 0

]
,

[
0 −1
−1 0

]
,

[
−1 1
0 1

]
,

[
1 0
1 −1

]}
. (5.16)

Let A ∈ l0(Z
2) be such that Â(0, 0) = 1 and is D6-symmetric about (0, 0). Define a =

(ajl)16j,l63 ∈ (l0(Z
2))3×3 by (5.9) with d = 2 and r = 3, then ajl is H-symmetric about

M−1√
3
(2γj − γl) for all j, l ∈ {1, 2, 3}, which, by further calculation, implies

â(ETξ) = DT (−2ETξ)D(2ξ)â(ξ)DT (−ξ)DT (E
Tξ), ∀ξ ∈ R

2, E ∈ H, (5.17)

where

T :=
{
M−1√

3
γ1, M

−1√
3
γ2, M

−1√
3
γ3

}
=

{
(0, 0),

(
1

3
,
2

3

)
,

(
2

3
,
1

3

)}
, (5.18)

DT (ξ) := Diag(1, e
i
3
(ξ1+2ξ2), e

i
3
(2ξ1+ξ2)), ∀ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R

2,

that is, a is H-symmetric about T .

With Theorem 5.1 and Remark 5.2, we construct two families of balanced vector 2I2-subdivision
schemes with symmetry.
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Example 3. Let M = 2 and m ∈ N0, the centred B-spline filter of order 2m is defined by

âB2m(ξ) := 2−2m(1 + e−iξ)m(1 + eiξ)m, ∀ξ ∈ R
d.

It is well-known that sr(aB2m, 2) = 2m, smp(a
B
2m, 2) = 2m − 1 + 1

p
for all p ∈ [1,∞], and aB2m satisfies

the symmetry property âB2m(ξ) = âB2m(−ξ). Now, define AB
2m ∈ l0(Z

2) via

ÂB
2m(ξ1, ξ2) := âB2m(ξ1)â

B
2m(ξ2), ∀(ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R

2. (5.19)

Then we have sr(AB
2m, 2I2) = sr(aB2m, 2) = 2m and smp(A

B
2m, 2I2) = smp(a

B
2m, 2) = 2m − 1 + 1

p
for all

p ∈ [1,∞]. Moreover, AB
2m is D4-symmetric about (0, 0).

Let N := M√
2 :=

[
1 1
1 −1

]
be the quincunx dilation matrix. Define a2m = ([a2m]jl)16j,l62 ∈

(l0(Z
2))2×2 by

[a2m]jl(k) := AB
2m(M

√
2k − 2γj + γl), ∀k ∈ Z

2, j, l ∈ {1, 2},
where ΓM√

2
:= {γ1, γ2} is defined by (5.12). Then sr(a2m, 2I2) = sr(AB

2m, 2I2) = 2m with an order 2m

matching filter υ2m ∈ (l0(Z
2))1×2 given by

υ̂2m = ĉ2m(ξ)[e
iM−1√

2
γ1·ξ, e

iM−1√
2
γ2·ξ] + O(‖ξ‖2m) = ĉ2m(ξ)[1, e

i
2
(ξ1+ξ2)] + O(‖ξ‖2m), ξ → (0, 0),

where c2m ∈ l0(Z
2) satisfies ĉ2m(0) 6= 0 and

ĉ2m(2M
T√
2
ξ)ÂB

2m(ξ) = ĉ2m(M
T√
2
ξ) + O(‖ξ‖2m), ξ → (0, 0).

Hence, a2m is an order 2m EM√
2
-balanced filter. By Theorem 5.1, we have smp(a2m, 2I2) = smp(A

B
2m, 2I2) =

2m − 1 + 1
p
for all p ∈ [1,∞]. Furthermore, by Remark 5.2, a2m is D4-symmetric about T , where T

is given in (5.14).
Here, we present two examples of a2m:

(1) Let m = 2, the filter a4 ∈ (l0(Z
2))2×2 is given by

[a4]1,1 =
1

256




0 0 1 0 0
0 6 16 6 0
1 16 36 16 1
0 6 16 6 0
0 0 1 0 0




[−2,2]2

, [a4]1,2 =
1

64




0 1 1 0
1 6 6 1
1 6 6 1
0 1 1 0



[−2,1]2

,

[a4]2,1 =
1

256




0 0 1 0 0
0 6 16 6 0
1 16 36 16 1
0 6 16 6 0
0 0 1 0 0




[−1,3]2

, [a4]2,2 =
1

64




0 1 1 0
1 6 6 1
1 6 6 1
0 1 1 0



[−1,2]2

.

We have sr(a4, 2I2) = 4 with a matching filter υ4 given by

υ̂4(ξ1, ξ2) = ĉ4(ξ1, ξ2)[1, e
i
2
(ξ1+ξ2)] + O(‖ξ‖4), (ξ1, ξ2) → (0, 0),

where c4 ∈ l0(Z
2) satisfies

ĉ4(ξ1, ξ2) = 1 +
1

12
(ξ21 + ξ22) + O(‖ξ‖4), ξ → (0, 0).

Moreover, sm∞(a4, 2I2) = 3.Therefore, by Theorem 1.4, the order 4 EM√
2
-balanced vector

2I2-subdivision scheme with the filter a4 is C2-convergent.



28 RAN LU

(2) Let m = 3, the filter a6 ∈ (l0(Z
2))2×2 is given by

[a6]1,1 =
1

4096




0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 15 36 15 0 0
0 15 120 225 120 15 0
1 36 225 400 225 36 1
0 15 120 225 120 15 0
0 0 15 36 15 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0




[−3,3]2

, [a6]1,2 =
1

2048




0 0 3 3 0 0
0 10 45 45 10 0
3 45 150 150 45 3
3 45 150 150 45 3
0 10 45 45 10 0
0 0 3 3 0 0




[−3,2]2

,

[a6]2,1 =
1

4096




0 0 0 1 0 0 0
0 0 15 36 15 0 0
0 15 120 225 120 15 0
1 36 225 400 225 36 1
0 15 120 225 120 15 0
0 0 15 36 15 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0




[−2,4]2

, [a6]2,2 =
1

2048




0 0 3 3 0 0
0 10 45 45 10 0
3 45 150 150 45 3
3 45 150 150 45 3
0 10 45 45 10 0
0 0 3 3 0 0




[−2,3]2

.

We have sr(a6, 2I2) = 6 with a matching filter υ6 given by

υ̂6(ξ1, ξ2) = ĉ6(ξ1, ξ2)[1, e
i
2
(ξ1+ξ2)] + O(‖ξ‖6), (ξ1, ξ2) → (0, 0),

where c6 ∈ l0(Z
2) satisfies

ĉ6(ξ1, ξ2) = 1 +
1

8
(ξ21 + ξ22) +

11

640
ξ21ξ

2
2 +

31

3840
(ξ41 + ξ42) + O(‖ξ‖6), ξ → (0, 0).

Moreover, sm∞(a6, 2I2) = 5. Therefore, by Theorem 1.4, the order 6 EM√
2
-balanced vector

2I2-subdivision scheme with the filter a6 is C4-convergent.

Example 4. Let M = 2 and m ∈ N0, define the filter um ∈ l0(Z
2) by

ûm(ξ) := 2−3m(1 + e−iξ1)m(1 + e−iξ2)m(1 + ei(ξ1+ξ2))m, ∀ξ = (ξ1, ξ2) ∈ R
2. (5.20)

By calculation, sr(um, 2) = 2m and um is D6-symmetric about (0, 0).

Let N := M√
3 :=

[
1 −2
2 −1

]
be the

√
3-dilation matrix. Define au,m = ([au,m]jl)16j,l63 ∈ (l0(Z

2))3×3

by
[au,m]jl(k) := um(M√

3k − 2γj + γl), ∀k ∈ Z
2, j, l ∈ {1, 2, 3},

where ΓM√
3
:= {γ1, γ2, γ3} is defined by (5.15). Then sr(au,m, 2I2) = sr(um, 2I2) = 2m with an order

2m matching filter υu,m ∈ (l0(Z
2))1×2 given by

υ̂u,m =ĉu,m(ξ)[e
iM−1√

3
γ1·ξ, e

iM−1√
3
γ2·ξ, e

iM−1√
3
γ3·ξ] + O(‖ξ‖2m)

=ĉu,m(ξ)[1, e
i
3
(ξ1+2ξ2), e

i
3
(2ξ1+ξ2)] + O(‖ξ‖2m), ξ → (0, 0),

where cu,m ∈ l0(Z
2) satisfies ĉu,m(0) 6= 0 and

ĉu,m(2M
T√
3
ξ)ûm(ξ) = ĉu,m(M

T√
3
ξ) + O(‖ξ‖2m), ξ → (0, 0).

Hence, au,m is an order 2m EM√
3
-balanced filter. By Theorem 5.1, we have smp(au,m, 2I2) = smp(um, 2I2)

for all p ∈ [1,∞]. Furthermore, by Remark 5.2, au,m is H-symmetric about T , where H and T are
given by (5.16) and (5.18) respectively.

Here, we present two examples of au,m:

(1) Let m = 2, the filter au,2 ∈ (l0(Z
2))3×3 is given by

[au,2]11 =
1

32



0 1 1
1 5 1
1 1 0




[−1,1]2

, [au,2]12 =
1

64



1 6 1
6 6 0
1 0 0



[−1,1]×[−2,0]

, [au,2]13 =
1

64



0 0 1
0 6 6
1 6 1



[−2,0]×[−1,1]

,
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[au,2]21 =
1

64



1 6 1
6 6 0
1 0 0



[0,2]2

, [au,2]22 =
1

64



0 0 1
0 6 6
1 6 1




[−1,1]×[0,2]

, [au,2]23 =
1

32



0 1 1
1 5 1
1 1 0




[−1,1]×[0,2]

,

[au,2]31 =
1

64



0 0 1
0 6 6
1 6 1



[0,2]2

, [au,2]32 =
1

32



0 1 1
1 5 1
1 1 0




[0,2]×[−1,1]

, [au,2]33 =
1

64



1 6 1
6 6 0
1 0 0




[0,2]×[−1,1]

.

We have sr(au,2, 2I2) = 4 with a matching filter υu,2 given by

υ̂u,2(ξ1, ξ2) = ĉu,2(ξ1, ξ2)[1, e
i
3
(ξ1+2ξ2), e

i
3
(2ξ1+ξ2)] + O(‖ξ‖4), (ξ1, ξ2) → (0, 0),

where cu,2 ∈ l0(Z
2) satisfies

ĉu,2(ξ1, ξ2) = 1 +
1

6
(ξ21 + ξ2ξ2 + ξ22) + O(‖ξ‖4), ξ → (0, 0).

Moreover, sm2(au,2, 2I2) = sm2(u2, 2I2) ≈ 3.5 and thus sm∞(au,2, 2I2) > 2.5. Therefore, by
Theorem 1.4, the order 4 EM√

3
-balanced vector 2I2-subdivision scheme with the filter au,2 is

C2-convergent.
(2) Let m = 3, the filter au,3 ∈ (l0(Z

2))3×3 is given by

[au,3]11 =
1

512




0 0 0 1 0
0 1 18 18 1
0 18 56 18 0
1 18 18 1 0
0 1 0 0 0



[−2,2]2

, [au,3]12 =
3

512




0 0 1 1
0 4 13 4
1 13 13 1
1 4 1 0



[−2,1]2

,

[au,2]13 =
3

512




0 1 4 1
1 13 13 1
4 13 4 0
1 1 0 0



[−2,1]2

, [au,3]21 =
3

512




0 0 1 1
0 4 13 4
1 13 13 1
1 4 1 0



[−1,2]×[0,3]

,

[au,3]22 =
3

512




0 1 4 1
1 13 13 1
4 13 4 0
1 1 0 0




[−1,2]2

, [au,3]23 =
1

512




0 0 0 1 0
0 1 18 18 1
0 18 56 18 0
1 18 18 1 0
0 1 0 0 0




[−2,2]×[−1,3]

,

[au,3]31 =
3

512




0 1 4 1
1 13 13 1
4 13 4 0
1 1 0 0



[0,3]×[−1,2]

, [au,3]32 =
1

512




0 0 0 1 0
0 1 18 18 1
0 18 56 18 0
1 18 18 1 0
0 1 0 0 0



[0,3]×[−2,2]

,

[au,3]33 =
3

512




0 0 1 1
0 4 13 4
1 13 13 1
1 4 1 0



[−1,2]2

.

We have sr(au,3, 2I2) = 6 with a matching filter υu,3 given by

υ̂u,3(ξ1, ξ2) = ĉu,3(ξ1, ξ2)[1, e
i
3
(ξ1+2ξ2), e

i
3
(2ξ1+ξ2)] + O(‖ξ‖6), (ξ1, ξ2) → (0, 0),



30 RAN LU

where cu,3 ∈ l0(Z
2) satisfies

ĉu,3(ξ1, ξ2) = 1 +
1

4
(ξ21 + ξ2ξ2 + ξ22) +

1

30
(ξ41 + 2ξ31ξ2 + 3ξ21ξ

2
2 + 2ξ1ξ

3
2 + ξ42) + O(‖ξ‖6), ξ → (0, 0).

Moreover, sm2(au,32, 2I2) = sm2(u3, 2I2) ≈ 5.5 and thus sm∞(au,3, 2I2) > 4.5. Therefore, by
Theorem 1.4, the order 6 EM√

3
-balanced vector 2I2-subdivision scheme with the filter au,3 is

C4-convergent.
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