0911.1293v1 [math.OC] 6 Nov 2009

arxXiv

A Derivative Free Approach for Total Variation

Regularization
Carsten Pontow?  Otmar Scherzer!?
LComputational Science Center 2Department of Mathematics SRICAM
University of Vienna University of Innsbruck Radon Institute
Nordbergstrasse 15 Technikerstrasse 21a Altenbergerstrasse 69
1090 Wien, Austria 6020 Innsbruck, Austria 4040 Linz, Austria

September 25, 2018

Abstract

The goal of this paper is to present a novel approach for total varia-
tion regularization and Sobolev minimization, which are prominent tools
for variational imaging. Thereby we use derivative free characterizations
of the total variation semi-norm and Sobolev semi-norms of functions re-
cently derived by Bourgain, Brézis, Mironescu and D&vila. Their analysis
is to approximate the semi-norms of a function by singular integral opera-
tors. With this characterization we derive a series of novel regularization
methods for total variation minimization which have as a novel feature a
non-local double integral regularization term.

1 Introduction

Given noisy image data f?, total variation denoising (see [I4]) consists in min-
imization of the functional

Fi(f)i=g [ (7= FP@)ds+alDs].

The minimizer is a smoothed approximation of f°. In the above functional | D f|
denotes the total variation seminorm of f and a > 0 is a positive constant. The
first summand of the functional above is called the fidelity term and penalizes
the deviation of an image f from the data f°. The second summand is named
regularization term and penalizes the rate of change within f. While the first
summand provides that the outcome of the minimization process (the denoised
image) preserves similarity to f°, the second term is intended to reduce the
oscillations within the argument f in order to generate an approximation to f¢
that is free of the inherent noise. In fact, this strategy has proven to be successful
and even more, the total variation seminorm has proven to be superior to other
regularization terms penalizing the rate of change in the sense that edges within
the image are preserved and not blurred.

Another well-known choice for the regularization term is for 1 < p < oo the
p-th power of the Sobolev (1, p)-seminorm |- |1, given by

= ([ ws00p dx)%
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Exchanging it with the TV-seminorm in the above functional yields the func-
tional

Py =g [ (= PP do s ol

In this paper we are concerned with a analytical approach to approximate
the functionals FP in a variational sense. Recently, new derivative free char-
acterizations of the Sobolev spaces WP and the space BV of functions of
bounded total variation function have been obtained by Bourgain, Brézis and
Mironescu [3] and Dévila [9] — This work has been refined and supplemented
by Ponce in [I3]. These characterizations provided new derivative-free approx-
imations of the (1,p)- and total variation seminorms that are obtained by ap-
proximating the respective seminorm of a function f by double integrals over
the p-th power of the difference quotient function of f multiplied with weighting
kernel functions that form an approximation the identity.

In detail, let for 1 < p < co and any measurable function f

f@) - f)l”
Ru(f) == / / M%(m —y)dady. (1)
QJo |z =y
The functions ¢,, are non-negative, radially symmetric, and radially decreasing
functions from L'(RY) satisfying that for every § > 0

lim on(z)de =0 (2)

=0 J Ly || >6)

and for alln € N

/ on(z)de=1. (3)
Q

Conditions ([2) and (@) imply that the unit mass of the functions ¢,, concentrates
around the origin as n strives to infinity.

If 1 < p < oo, then by [3, Theorem 2] there exist real constants K, y such
that for every measurable function f defined on 2

L m Rg(f):/QWf(z)lp dr = |f[},

pN’IlA)OO
s

where the limit is +oo if f does not belong to W1P(Q2). For the space of
functions with finite total variation a similar characterization with p = 1 in the
integral expression holds true [9]:

1 .
lim R, (f) =|Df].
1,N n—oo
These approximations of the seminorms give rise to the following approxi-
mations of the functionals FP from above. Let for 1 < p < oo

B =5 [ = 1@ o 2

p,N

Ry(f)- (4)

In this paper we give a variational analysis of the approximation of the
functionals FP by the functionals FE for n — oo. In particular, we will show
that all of the approximating functionals F2? have a unique minimizer f, and
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that the sequence of minimizers (f,,) has an accumulation point f that is indeed
the unique minimizer of the limit functional F?. That is, the minimizers of F?
approximate the minimizer of FP. Most of these results are applications of
results found in [3], [9] and [13].

Further, we show how the regularization functional R} evaluates for some
important examples. In this way, taking into account the above mentioned re-
sult of the paper, we derive a series of numerical schemes for total variation
minimization. In fact well-known numerical methods for total variation mini-
mization can be derived, as well as a series of new ones. In future work this
approach could perhaps be used to clarify the relationships between existing
and seemingly unrelated numerical and analytical approaches or to supply an
analytical basis for existing numerical schemes. A particular consequence of our
approach is that by the used approximation it turns out that total variation
minimization can be considered a bilateral filtering [16]. There is still an ongo-
ing discussion on comparing qualities of total variation denoising and bilateral
filtering numerically (see e.g. [12]). The results of this paper shed some addi-
tional light on this topic from an analytical point of view. Another issue is that,
in contrast to total variation minimization, the new functionals do not require
the differentiability of the total variation measure, and thus the derivation of
numerical schemes can be considered in a function setting.

Notations. We summarize some further general assumptions and notations
that will be used throughout the rest of this paper. The set @ C R¥ is a bounded
open set with C'-boundary. The symbol H~~! denotes the (/N — 1)-dimensional
Hausdorff-measure in RY. The symbol £ denotes the N-dimensional Lebesgue
measure in RV,

For a real function f as usual f; := max(f,0) and f_ := —min(f,0) sym-
bolize the positive and negative parts of f, respectively.

The letter p is always used as integration index and always satisfies 1 < p <
00. Sometimes the range of p will be further restricted. The letter p* denotes
the dual index to p and is given by

11,

p p
if p > 1 while p* = oo if p = 1. We denote by Hf||p the LP-norm of f on €. The
space of LP-functions on ) with mean value zero is symbolized by

L2(Q) = {f € I7(Q) : /Qf(:c) da :o}.

The mean value of an integrable function f on €2 is symbolized by

1

The characteristic function of a set A C R is denoted by x 4.

Let C2°(£2) be the space of infinitely differentiable functions from € to R
with compact support. For the T'V-seminorm of a locally integrable function f
we use the symbol

|Df] :sup{/gf(x)v-z/}(x) dz : Y e CC (R, [w(z) < 1lforallz e Q}
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The space of functions of bounded variation on 2 is the set
BV(Q):={feLY(Q) : |Df| < oc}.
The constants K, ;v are defined by

Wfswl |<€,0’>|p dHN_l(O’) if N >1,
K, N =
1 if N =1.

The radial and radial decreasing functions ¢, give rise to the monotone
decreasing functions ¢, on (0,00) defined for all » > 0 by

Pn(r) = on()

where  is a point in RY with |z| = 7.
Let

S:L'(Q) — RU{+oc}
1
Foe Sl B
denote the first summand of the functional 7. The functional attains the value

+o00 if f — f° not in L2.

2 Variational Analysis

Let 1 < p < oo. In the following we prove existence and uniqueness of a
minimizer of the functional 72 defined in (@).
We begin with the following Lemma.

Lemma 1. Let f be a real measurable function that does not belong to LP(Q).
Then
Ry (f) = +oo.

Proof. By the hypothesis

1@ de =+

By the assumptions on ¢, there must exist a radius r > 0 with @(r) > 0
and ¢(s) > @(r) for all s < r.

Since € is bounded €2 can be covered by finitely many balls of radius r, and
there must exist a measurable subset M of 2 with positive measure satisfying

/ |f(x)]P do = +00 and diam(M) <.
M

It follows that for any 8 € R the function f — 8 ¢ LP(M); in particular
f— f(z) ¢ LP(M) for almost all x € M.



Now we have

n=[ [ 4 |zmpww<zwdwm
zip/ [ 1£6) = f@Pente ~ ) dyo

and by monotonicity

// x)[Pon(z — )dydx> //| x)|P dydz.
MM

But as inferred above for almost all z € M
|f(y) = f(@)" dy = +o0.
M

Thus,
[ [ 15w = f@P dyds =+
MJM
and by the above estimations the proof is complete. (I

We continue with the following lemma about the weak lower semicontinuity
of the regularization functional.

Lemma 2. Let 1 < p,q < co. For alln € N, RP 1is weakly lower semicontinu-
ous on L1(Q), that is,
R7(9) < liminf RY (gx)
k—o0

for every sequence (gr) € Li(QY) that converges weakly with respect to the L9-
topology to a function g € L1(Q).

Proof. By a standard result of convex analysis (see e.g. [7]) it suffices to show
that the functional RE is convex and lower semicontinuous on L9(2). Both
properties of R? are established below by representing the functional as the
pointwise supremum of convex and lower semicontinuous functionals on L9(€2).

Let g € LY(). Note that RE(g) may be viewed as the p-th power of the
p-norm on {2 x ) of the following measurable function

gy) —g(x) L

g(x7y> = |y—.’L‘| 9071; (yfz) . (5)

Let A :={(z,z) : x € Q} and
I = {(z,y) € @ x Q : dist ((x,y),A) > e} .

By monotone convergence

19050 e =510 {1 b }

Let € be sufficiently small such that II. is not the empty set. We use the
notation

B = {n € C(Qx Q)+ illigyaym, =0 and [7ll - ) < 1}
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for the set of continuous functions on §2 x 2 with compact support and LP -norm

less than one that vanish in the complement of II. in Q x
By duality, the p-norm of § on I, can be represented as the following supre-

mum:
iy =50 { [ 8. 2) 4 CI) a0 il < 1.

Using that the functions from By vanish in (€2 x ) \ I, this supremum can be

rewritten as
sup// 9(x, y)n(z,y) dy d.
fieBs,
We need the following property of the functions 77 from the set B : for all
) d
y (6)

such 77 the function
T / ok (x —
yl

belongs to L(2). To see this note that for p > 1 we get by an application of
Holder’s inequality and by using the vanishing property of 17 and the hypothesis

that ¢, has integral one
1 = q 1 ~ q
/ (/ (pﬁ(x_y)wdy) d.’L'S/ / (,071{(1'—:(]) HT]HOO dy de
Q\JQ ly — 2| Q \JQ\B(z,e) ly — z|
_ q
<[ ([, de=a) o
Q Q\B(z,€) €

~ q 5
< (—'"ﬂ”) L£(Q)7 da

< 0.

For p =1 an analogous computation can be carried out similarly.
In the same way it is proven that for all 7 € B} the function

v [ ehlo -0 do @
vl
lies in L(Q2). By Fubini’s theorem we can infer that
% ﬁ T,y % 77] Z,Y
/ / lg(y)|en (2 —y)M dyde = / Ig(y)l/ on (@ —y)Li)| dr dy
QJQ |z =yl Q Q lz =y
< o0

and thus the integral

converges.



Using the preceding results we can rewrite

HgHLP(QXQ) = )

=sup sup // x,y)n(z,y) dy dz
e>07eBs, Ja Ja
r ﬁ z,y
=sup sup (//g(y)wn(fc—y)gdydw—
e>07eB;, \Jo Jo [z -yl
/g(x)/wﬁ(x*y)n( 1&9) g, d)
Q 0 [z -yl

Exchanging the two variables in the first integral expression followed by an
application of Fubini’s theorem shows that the difference from above is equal to

1 % ,1'
sup sup ( [ o [ of (@ —y) 10D gy
e>0 HEBS, Q Q |9U—y|

/Qg(w)/gwé(w—y)z( )|dyd$>

=sup sup /Qg(w)/gsogi(w—y)wdydw-

e>0 fEBg, ly —

For every ¢ > 0 and any 1 € Bj_ the inner integral expression in the double
integral expression above gives rise to the function

) T _~$a
y (y, ) —0( y)dy_
ly — |

Just as in (@) and (@) it is shown that all the functions hj; belong to L4(2).
Thus, for all € > 0 the functional

9'—>/Qg($)hﬁ($) dx

is continuous on L?(Q) for all ) € B;_, and since for all g € L9(€2)

8
i)
S~
©
Ss=
—
8
\
S~—
B

1
(R2) (9) = sy = sup sup / g(@)ha(z) da
UGBE Q

the functional (Rﬁ)% is the pointwise supremum of continuous functionals on
L1(§)). We conclude that the functional R is indeed the supremum of continu-
ous functionals on L?(€2) and hence, is lower semicontinuous on this space. The
convexity of R? can be proven in a likewise manner. (I

Below we will use some compactness results of Bourgain, Brézis, and Mironescu
[3] which are as follows.

Theorem 3. Let 1 < p < oo. Assume that (g,) is a sequence of functions
in LE(Q) such that RE(gn) is uniformly bounded. Then the sequence (gn) is
relatively compact in LE(Q) and has a subsequence (gn, ) converging (in the LP-
norm) to a limit function g that lies in WYP(Q) if p > 1 and in BV(Q) if
p=1.



In the following we apply the above results to prove existence and uniqueness
of a minimizer of the functional FP.

Here we make use of a scale space property of variational denoising al-
gorithms, that they are grey level invariant (see [I5]). We note that for all
1 < p < o a function fy is a minimum of FP? if and only if fo — fﬂ f? minimizes
the modification of FP where f° is replaced by the function f° — fQ f?. Since
the latter function has mean value zero we restrict our attention to the case
that the mean of f? is zero, and consequently, also the mean of the minimizer
of FP is zero.

Proposition 4. Let 1 <p < oo and o > 0 and assume that f0 € L2(Q).

1. Then the functional FF attains a unique minimizer f, over L2(Q) that
also belongs to L5(Q).

2. The function f, is also a minimizer of FP over L*(2).

3. The sequence of numbers (RE (fn)) is uniformly bounded over n € N, and
the sequence f, has a convergent subsequence whose limit f is an element
of WHP(Q) if p> 1 and of BV(Q) if p=1.

Proof. We begin with the proof of the first assertion and show first that the func-
tional FP attains a unique minimizer f,, over L2(2). Let (gx) be a minimizing
sequence of functions in L2(Q) for the functional F? such that

1 2
. » _ P P0) = = || £¢
kh_froloj:n(gk)_gell%f&(z)fn(g)gfn(o)_ 2 Hf H2<OO'
Since
gk — £°115 < 2F%(gr)

for all k € N this implies that (gx) is uniformly bounded in L2(2) and thus
has a weakly convergent subsequence in L2(Q). Let us denote this subsequence
again by (gx) and its weak limit by f,, € LZ(Q).

We notice that the first summand S of F? is convex and continuous on
L2(Q) and thus, weakly lower semicontinuous on this space [7]. From Lemma
it follows that R and thus, also FP? are weakly lower semicontinuous on L2Z(12),
too.

It follows that

P(fn) < liminf F2(gy) = inf FE(g).
Fulfn) < liminf Filge) = inf  Ful9)

Thus, f, is a minimizer for FZ.

As the first summand S of F? is the composition of a convex and a strictly
increasing function it is strictly convex. By (the proof of) Lemma 2] the second
summand RP of F? is convex and thus, we can infer strict convexity for the
whole functional FZ. The latter implies the uniqueness of the minimizer.

By Lemma [I] the minimizer f,, also belongs to LE(€).

We now show the second assertion, namely, that f,, minimizes F? over L!(Q).
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Since the mean value of f? is zero, for each g € L?(Q) we have

(o o) = (o o) i)'
[ 6w @) o ([ gtor ac)

S(9)

Ry (g— /Qg(y) dy) =Ri(9)-

Thus, for every g € L?(f2) there exists a function g € L2(£) with

IN

and

Fr(g) < Fr(g),

and it follows that the function f,, is a minimizer of F? over L?(f2). It is also
a minimizer of F? over L'(Q) since the first summand of F? equals infinity for
g€ LYQ) \ L2(Q).

For the proof of the third assertion note that for all n € N

RE(f2) < ~FB(fa) < ~FR0) = o |F 1R

Therefore, the sequence (RE(f,)) is uniformly bounded. By theorem [ the
sequence f,, has a convergent subsequence whose limit f lies in W1P(Q) if p > 1
and in BV () if p = 1. O

Notation: We denote the subsequence occurring in the third assertion of
the previous proposition again by (f,) and use that notation for the rest of our
paper. We denote by f the limit of (f,,) for the rest of the paper as well.

The following remark provides another justification that the mean of the
minimizers f;, is zero.

Remark 5. Let h be the function

h:Q2 — R
r — 1.

Note that for all g € L?(€2) the functional F? is Gateaux-differentiable in direc-
tion h and that the Gateaux-derivative (FE)'(g; h) satisfies

(F2Y(g: ) = /Q (9 1)) da

since RE(g + dh) = RE(g) for all g € L?(2) and all real § # 0. Thus, we can
infer

/Q (o — £2)(@) d = (FBY (farh) =0

which means that the mean value of the minimizer f, is equal to the mean value
of f° that was assumed to be zero above. ™



It remains to clarify whether the limit function f is a minimum of the re-
spective limit functional #P. The concerning questions are answered to a large
extent by a result of A. Ponce [13] in terms of I'-convergence.

We recall the definition of I-convergence in L'(Q) [8]. Let (F,) denote a
sequence of functionals mapping functions from L!(Q) to the set of extended
real numbers R, and let F be a functional of this kind, too. Then the sequence
(F,,) T-converges to F with respect to the L!(Q)-topology if and only if the
following two conditions are satisfied

e for every g € L}(Q) and for every sequence (g,,) in L'(Q) converging to g
in the Li-norm we have

F(g) < liminf F,,(gn);

n—oo

e for every g € L'(Q) there exists a sequence (g,,) in L'(Q) converging to g
in the Li-norm with
F(g) = lim Fn(gn)

n—oo

In this case we write

r - lim F,, =F.

LY Q) psoo

We denote by SCZl(Q)F the lower semicontinuous envelope of the functional

F with respect to the strong L'-topology, that is, SCZl(Q)F is the greatest lower
semicontinuous functional less than or equal to F.

Ponce’s result is established in a far more general setting than the one we
are treating here. He investigates double integrals of the kind

/Q/Q N <%) pe(y — ) dydz

where w is a continous function from [0, 00) to [0,00) and (pc)eso is a family
of nonnegative functions in L'(RY) satisfying the conditions (@) and (). The
functions p. are not assumed to be radial or radially decreasing.

The functions p. induce positive Radon measures p. on the sphere SV ~1:
Let B be a Borel subset of S™V~=1 and let

RyB:={rz : r>0and x € B}.

be the cone with its apex in the origin that is generated by B. Let
te(B) := / pe(x) da.
R; B

The family of measures (u¢) is bounded by 1 and thus, has a subsequence
He; that converges weakly to a Radon measure p on S N=1_ Moreover, let w,, be
the real function on R defined by

@)= [ w((Ema)) dulo)

for all 7 € RYN.

10



Further, let w** denote the convex lower semicontinuous envelope of the
function w, that is, by our assumption, the greatest convex function less than
or equal to w.

Finally, Ponce defines the functional

F:LYQ) — [0,+o0]

. Jowu(Vg(x)) dz if g € CH(Q),
g 400 otherwise.

Ponce’s result, which he proves for bounded open sets with Lipschitz bound-
ary, is as follows:

Theorem 6. If for all x € RN

(W)™ () = (W)pu()
then

g\y _
Ll(Q)‘]li}I{.lo/ / <| = x|( )|> Pe; (y — x) dydx = SCLI(Q)F(Q)

for every g € L1(Q).

Let us now apply Ponce’s result to our problem. Let u, denote the Radon
measure induced by ¢,. Since ¢, is radial with integral one we get

N—-1
,Un(B):/R Bwn(x) dxqj]\_f[TS(fﬁl)

for all Borel subsets B of SN~

Therefore, all the measures u, are equal and thus, in contrast to the more
general situation treated by Ponce, the whole sequence (., ) is converging weakly
to a limit measure p that itself equals all of the measures p,.

We note that in our case w is the function defined by

w(zx) = |x|P
for all z € RY. Thus, for all 7 € RN

@)= [ 1B dulo) = sy [ 1P @ o),

and since the integrand only depends on the length of ¥ we have
|0}

a7) = gt [, el dHY o) = Koo

where e is an arbitrary unit vector in R. Since both functions w and w, are
convex it follows that
(W)™ = (W)

and thus, Ponce’s theorem is applicable to our problem. We get
|g allif dydz = sciy o F
Iy n1m |y—$|p on(y — x) dydx = SC11(q) (9).

11



for all g € L'(9).
We have to determine the functional scz, g F'. From theorem 1.2. in [6] we
get that for all g € L1(Q2)
Ky Jo ID°g(@)" do+ [y wi (#5%) diD%g| if g € BV(Q),
+00 otherwise

SCZI(Q)F(g) = {

where in the case g € BV (Q) the symbol D*g denotes the Radon-Nikodym
derivative of the absolute continuous part of the vector-valued Radon measure
Dg with respect to Lebesgue measure and ;‘lg—zg' is the Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tive of the singular part D®g of Dg with respect to its total variation |D®g]|.
The function w;® is the recession function: it is defined on €2, takes its values in

the extended real numbers, and is given by

wultr) [ Kunle| ifp=1,
- +oo ifp>1.

s
o) = Jim <4

for all x € (.
It follows that for p =1

) [ KwnDfl i f e BV(Q)
SCU(mF(f){ Yoo iff e LY(Q)\ BV (Q).

and for p > 1

K 7 if fewhr(Q
Criey ) = { p’iclih’p iff e ilfQ) \ I/I(/LZ”(Q).

Thus, the I';, (Q)—limit of the sequence of functionals R? has been established
for all p > 1. By [§], example 1.21., it is clear that the first summand of the
functionals FP is lower semicontinuous on L!(£2), and is thus 71 (g -converging
to the first summand of the functionals FP. Altogether, the following theorem
has been proved.

Theorem 7. For all 1 < p < oo the sequence of functionals (FP) converges in
the le(sl)—sense to the limit functional FP.

Corollary 8. For all 1 < p < oo the limit function f of the (sub)sequence of
minimizers (fy) of FE is the unique minimum of the limit functional F, over
LY(Q). The minimum f also belongs to the space L2(Q) N WP if p > 1 and
L2(Q)NBV(Q) if p=1.

Proof. The limit function f is a minimum of the limit functional F, over L'(Q)
due to the properties of I'“-convergence [8]. It belongs to the space L%(Q) since
S(f) is finite. Its mean is zero since it is the limit of the sequence (f,) from the
closed subspace LE(Q) of LP(f2), and it belongs to WP if p > 1 and BV (Q) if
p = 1 by the third assertion of Proposition 41 O

3 Numerical Minimization of the Energy Func-
tionals

In this section we present some numerical schemes for minimiziation of the
regularization functionals R} in space dimensions one and two. We use a finite

12



element approach and approximate functions by a linear combination of finite
elements, in particular piecewise constant and piecewise linear functions. Then,
by tuning the kernel functions ¢,, we are able to recover standard finite difference
schemes for total variation minimization on the one hand and on the other hand
novel discrete schemes. A numerical comparison of the derived methods and
applications to imaging will be studied in a forthcoming paper. The numerical
schemes are derived from an approximation of the total variation functional in
an infinite dimensional setting, which are then discretized. These schemes can
serve as alternatives to existing numerical schemes (see e.g. [5 [I} 10} 17, 11])
which are based on direct minimization of the Rudin-Osher-Fatemi functional
and not on dual formulations, like the Chambolle’s algorithm; see e.g. [4] 2].

3.1 The One-dimensional Case

We work on the domain
0:=(0,1).

and consider minimization of R, with a finite element method.
1. The first two schemes are for piecewise constant finite elements:

(a) We use the sequence of kernel functions (y,,) defined by

n
Pn = 5)(&%,%]-
Let ay,...,a, € R. Evaluating the one-dimensional piecewise con-

stant function .
=D g
i=1
with R} yields the standard 7T'V-seminorm of f,:

Rl fn Z|az_az 1|—|Dfn|

(b) Using instead of (p,) the family of kernels (@53)) defined by

@

= 4X[—;,;
yields
n—1 1—
Rl fn Z |az+1 Ag— 1|+Zln |a1704 1
=2 1=2

We recall that In(2) ~ 0.7.

2. Now, we consider a finite element method for piecewise linear splines. Let
ag,..-,an € R and fn be the piecewise linear spline interpolating the
nodes (— ar),k=0...n,ie,

n
n ‘= E Qa;igi
=0

13



where
gi(x) := max (1 -n

x—i‘,()).
n

Inserting f,, in R} and using the kernel functions ¢,, yields

n n—1
A; — A —
Ro(fn) = Z 194 = aia| 5 i1 + Zt(ai—l,ai,aiﬂ)

i=1 i=1
where

M if sgn(ai_l — ai) = sgn(ai — ai+1),
t(ai—1,ai,ai11) =

(ai—ai—1)’+(ai—aiz1)® . . . .
o T aaraT if sgn(a;—1 — a;) # sgn(a; — aj+1).

We used the computer algebra program MAPLE for this evaluation. We
provide a sketch of some parts of the computation for n > 2. We want to
evaluate

on(x —y) dedy.

/1 /1 |Z?:o aigi(r) — Z?;o aigi(y)|
0 Jo |z —yl
which is equal to

n k min(l,y-{-%) |Zn o . n o
n " " i=0 4igi (x) Zi:o a;3gq (y)|
9 ;/kl/ dxdy.

maX(O,y—%) |$ - y|

Looking at the supports of the functions g; we realize that the latter double
integral equals

Yo aigi(r) — Yi_0 a9 (y)‘

w o[yt
n / / dady +
2 o Jo |z — vy

k+1 k
Zii}cfQ aigi(x) — Zj:kfl ajgj(y)‘

n-l nkayy L
Z/k,/ 1 P drdy+
k=2" " “YYTn
/1 /1 ‘Z?:an a;gi(x) = 25,1 %‘gj(y)‘
Sy

|z -y

dxdy

1
n

We only treat the second double integral, the other two are evaluated
analogously. Let 2 < k <n — 1.

Then

S (@) = iy ai0(0)

k y_;,_L
/ / dxdy
)y ==l

1
n

can be decomposed into the sum

k—1 k
doick20igi(T) =Dy ajgj(y)‘

ko k-1
/ / dxdy+
k=1 fo 1 y—x

14




k k
o S e - S ea)]
Bl JEo1 |l — Toy+

Y|

k+1 k
noo(uta Zz:k aigi(®) = 325 p1 ajgj(y)‘

/ / dxdy.

=1 i xT—y

whose summands we denote by Iy, _, I and Iy, respectively. The inte-
grand of I is of the simple form

_ lar, — ag—1]
—

Iy,

By an application of Fubini’s theorem
Ty — = Tk—1,+

Thus, it suffices to treat the evaluation of I _ whose integrand J(z,y) is
reshaped as follows:

|@r—1 — ax)ny~+(ar—1 — ag—2)nz+(ag—2 + ar — 2ak—1)k—ar—2+2 ar_1 —ax|
y—x

From this representation it is already visible that the evaluation will be
dependant from the sign of the differences

Ak = A — Ak—1 and Ak—l = Q-1 — AQfk—2.
We treat here one instance of the more complex case when

sgn(Ag) # sgn(Ag_1),

namely the subcase where the middle coefficient ax_1 is the maximum
of the three coefficients; the other subcase where aj_1 is the minimum
can be treated just the same. The less complex case where ag_; lies
between ar_o and aj needs fewer case distinctions but apart from that
can be treated analogously. Note that in the chosen subcase the second
difference A} = ay_2 — 2ag_1 + ax is negative.

The numerator Jy(z,y) of J(x,y) now reads
In(z,y) = |—Arny + Ag_inz + AR (k — 1)|
and is positive if and only if

 Apny — AZ(k—1)
- Ak_ln '

x> fn(y):

Thus, to evaluate the inner integral of I — we have to determine the
intersections of its integration domain (y — 1,%1) with the intervals

(fn(y),+00) and (—oo, fn(y)), respectively, for all y € (E=2, &), which is
the integration domain of the outer integral.

We get that

k—1 k—1
= — <y

n n

fyly) <

15



and ) . A
k
y—g<fN(y) — y<ﬁ(k_A_i)'

Let C := % ( — —) Note that C < k . Then

fN(y)
/ / J(z,y dxdy+/ / J(z,y) dedy+
/n/ ! J(z,y) dzedy.
C yf%

Integrating J(x,y) with respect to z yields the primitive function

K(z,y) == ((ny — k+1)A?) In(y — z) — 2nAy_1.
Inserting the limits of the inner integral of the third summand yields
1 2

K () = (ke AR (- 522) = e Dy

n

Ls(y) ::/ J(z,y) de = ((ny — k + 1)A?) In(ny — k+1)+(ny — k) Aj_1.

A primitive function for Lj is

2
(ny—k+1)"A2

1
o 1n(nyfk+1)fR(ny —k+1)°A3+= y(nkay)Ak,l.

M;(y):=

Analogous computations for the first and second summand yield the func-
tions

Lo(y) = (ny+1—k) (Ai In (— AA’EI) + Ak)

and
1 ) A
Ma(y) = 5 y(ny — 2k +2) [ AiIn A2 AL
and
A2(ny —k+1
Li(y) = (=A%) (ny =k +1) (1n (—%) - 1) + Aps
k—1
and
A Ap— —k+1)%1 —k+1
M1(y)=—7k<y(—ny—2+2k)1n(_ A’€21)+("y + )nn(ny +1)
k

16



ny —k+ 124+ 2ny (ny — 2k
(ny ) y (ny )>+(ak—ak_1)y,

2n
respectively.
Now
k—1 k-1 k
I = M ( - ) — My (C) 4+ My (C) — My (T) + Mj; (5) — M3(C)

(ag—1 — ak)2 + (ak-1 — ak72)2
4nAk2 .

From this result and the results from above the final result follows easily.

We further evaluated R} for the Haar-functions h§k> using the kernel func-
tions (). For j = k = 0 the function h%) s defined by

J
h(()o)(z) =1
for all z € Q. For k € Np,1 < j < 2% we have
V2E ifx e (%,%),
B @) = VI itwe (3 )

0 otherwise.

Since h(()o) is constant
0
R, (1) =o0.
For hgo) we get
2In(2) ifn=1,

R}l (hél)) B 2 iftn>1.

Note that by symmetry for k> 1 and 1 < j < 2k—1
1 (R _ pl (1)
Ry (W) = R4 (n54) - (8)

For k > 1 the marginal functions hgk) evaluate to

VR ((k+ 525)In2) — (1 - &) In (28 — 1)) ifn=1,

) Z== (F+2)In(2) —In(n) +1) if 2 <n <2k

V2hn (£ In(2) — 225 In(n) + 724 — 1) if 2F < < 2k

2k n

3V2k it > 2k,

17



For k> 2 and j =2,...,2% ! the inner functions h§k), evaluate to

ok (jl;k(j) — U=bhG-y
(1-)In (2% —j)+

(1= ) m@ —j+1)+ 53) iftn=1,

2 (I () + (- V(G — 1)+

. k k
i (k+2)In(2) —In(n) + 1) if 57— <n <%,
R, (1) =
nyv/2k (@,1)212(]-,1) ECASLIDNE
ikt In2) | g1 %) if 2 <n< 2,

2 ((k+1)n(2) —Imn(n)+1)  if 25 <n <M,

4+/2F if n > 2kt1,

The evaluation of hg-k)

directly above via ().

for j = 2k=141,...,2% is reduced to the evaluations

3.2 The Two-dimensional Case

We now switch to the two-dimensional case and evaluate R} for a piecewise
constant function defined on a subset of R2. In detail, let £ be chosen as the
open square (0,1) x (0,1) and f be defined on Q via

f(ﬁ) = Z ;5 X1; ; (U)

4,J=1

for all 7 € Q where Iy, := I}, x I; with I}, := (&1, %) for all k,1 € {1,...,n}.

n

1. We choose the kernel functions

o n?

Pn(0) = —Xp(o,1)(0)

for all ¥in R? where B (0, %) denotes the ball around the origin with radius
%. The sequence (¢;,) satisfies all conditions stated in the introduction.
We note that for two points (z,y) and (w, z) from Q we have (z,y) —
(w,z) € B (0, %) if and only if

(w,7) € So (xy %) = ((0,1) x (0,1)) N B ((ac,y), %) .

We further define the intersection of the circle B((x,y), ) with the square

I by
1 1
Skl (90,9, E) =1, NB ((m,y), 5) .

18



We have to evaluate

= [ o) - (w.2) dw ) )

\z” L33 X1, (@) = Yy akaxr (0, 2)
= —/ / // d(w, z) dydx.
SQ Z3Ys 5

[(z —w,y — 2)|

sYs

The occurring quadruple integral can be rewritten as follows:

3 5 LSy

1,j=1k,l=1

For fixed 1 < 4,7 < n and fixed z,y € I; ; the domain Sy (m,y, %) of
the inner double integral is empty if [t — k| > 2 or |7 — ] > 2. Thus, it
suffices to evaluate those summmands of the inner sum above that fulfill
|i —k| < 1and |j—1I] <1. However, in the case where i = k and j = [
the integrand of the corresponding summand vanishes such that this case
may be left out, too.

Given a pair of indices (7,j) let
Lij=A{(k, D) €{1l,....,n}* : |i=k[ <115 =1 <1, (k1) # (,)}-
denote the set of pairs of indices for which the corresponding summands

of the inner sum in the integral expression above do not vanish generally.

Then the above quadruple integral equals

Z > Iaufakzl/ / //S x_wly_z”d(w,z)dydz.

4,7=1 (k,l)EL; ;

We denote for all 1 <4,j < n and all (k,l) € Z; ; the quadruple integral

expression on the right hand side above with JZc Jl, ie.

vk 1
’ St s (a 2)|(@ —w,y = 2)]

Again, let 1 < 4,5 < n be fixed. The set of pairs of indices with non-
vanishing summands Z; ; may be partitioned into the sets

Izd,j ={(k,1)€eL;; : k#iandl#j}

of pairs of indices marking squares diagonally adjacent to the square I; ;
and
Ifyj ={k,)€L,; : k=iorl=j}

collecting pairs of indices that denote squares laterally adjacent to I; ;.
By simple transformations of the kind (z,w) — (z + 2, w + 1) etc. and
applications of Fubini’s theorem (as in the one-dimensional case) (or by
geometric insight) we realize that the integrals Jilf f are equal for all (k,1) €

19



Id- and the same holds true for all (k,1) € Il . Further, the respective
values of the two evaluations are independent of i and 7.

1,55 —

Thus, it suffices to compute the values of J/* R " and JZJJ_l for some

fixed 2 < iy, jx < n, and the final result W111 be

27’L n—1 n
Rl(f) T ZZM%] Ai—1,5— 1|+ZZ|GZ,J Ait1,5— 1 Z*J*lj*
=2 j=2 =1 j=2

n n n n
-1
SN aig—aigal+ Y. laig—aiagl | T (9)

i=1 j=2 i=2 j=1

We begin with the more complex case of laterally adjacent squares and
evaluate

G J[ J[ J(/L] . Ty ) dod

for some fixed 2 < 7,5 < n.
We first point out that

/” / //”1 r md(w,z)dydx:
/ //”1 w—wly_z” d(w, z) dydx

Jt =2J;.

2}

m|>—A

I

such that

This can be established by application of the transformations (z,w)
(B2l g 21y
- .

n )

Let (z,y) be chosen from I; ; with « > % + % We analyze the inner

double integral
1
// L dw,2)
Si,jfl(I,y,%)K‘T - 'LU, y - Z)l

of J 1. We use the abbreviations

1 1 .
! b::yf]— and di=x— .
n n n

for the distances of x and y to some nodes. Note that by our choice of x
and y we have the inequalities a,b > 0, d < 0 and, in particular, a > |d.

Let (w,z) € S; j—1 (:c,y, %) It follows that

R
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and therefore,

1 1 1
2>y and x — ﬁf(yfz)2<w<z+\/$f(yfz)2.

Thus, z € (y — %, %) and we have to analyze the intersection of intervals

I, = (ané)ﬁ (:c,/%(yz)?,zﬂ/%(yz)?). (10)

(The index w in the symbol I, is just used as a symbol to indicate that
we are dealing with the integration domain of the variable w but does not
stand for the values of w. The same applies to I, etc. below.) We first
point out that

i—1 1 1
—<z- E—(y—z)2<:>z<y—1/ﬁ—a2. (11)
Thus the result of (I0) is dependent from the intersection
1 j-1 1
IZ::( —g,T)ﬂ<—oo,y— F—a). (12)
While it is clear that y — ,/# —a?>y— % we have

1 —1 j—1 1
y— —2—a2<j—<:>y<3—+ — —a?. (13)
n n n

ih =L o i=1 1 _ 21
w1thn<n—|— 5 —a <.

We first consider the case that y € I, := (ﬂ =1y n—12 — aQ). Then
Iz:(y_%ay_ #_GP)'

We look at the subcase z € I,. It follows by (II) that now the lower

bound of I, is & — /5 — (y — 2)2.

Considering its upper bound we have to find the minimum of
z+ /-5 — (y—2)% and . Similarly to ([T} we get that

1 1 1
ﬁ>z+\/ﬁ7(yfz)2<:>z<yf\/ﬁfd2. (14)

Since a? > d? it is true that y — 1/# — d? € I, implying that the treated

subcase has two more subsubcases: z € I, = (y — %,y - ./n—12 - d2)
and z € I, 5 := (y—w/#—dQ,y—w/#—aQ).

By (I[d) and (I0) the upper bound of I, is x + /2 — (y —2)? if z € I. 1

and equals % if z € I,>. Thus, the treated subcase gives rise to the
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following two quadruple integrals

_+ L a2 L _d? a4,/ —(y—2)2
/ / \/ / \/ / \/ g ; dwdzdydx
ik -1 a2y @ —wy—2)|

I e |
/ / / / ——— dwdzdydzx
Syt v/ Joo [ G e (@ —w,y = 2)]

which we denote by K; and K>, respectively.

We turn to the subcase that z ¢ I, i.e. z € (y -1/ 7 L %) By

(D) the lower bound of I, is in this subcase L. Since y — /=5 —a® >

y— \/n—lz — d? by ([[4) in this subcase the upper bound of I, is % This
subcase yields the quadruple integral

KA E+ %70,2 j—1 i 1
K3 ::/ / / / ——— dwdzdydzx.
S/ v/t @ oy = 2)]

We still need to analyze the case y ¢ I, that is, y € ( -1 4 1/ nl —a2,L )
In this case by ([3) and (I2) the interval I, equals (y — =1) By ([@3)

and ([I2)) it is clear that the lower bound of I, is  — 4/ i - (y —2)2. The
determination of the upper bound is a little more mtrlcate including two
subcases concerning the choice of the domain of y one of which generating
two subsubcases concerning the domain of z. However, its computation
processes similarly enough to the computations in the first case that we
skip it here and just state the resulting quadruple integrals which we name
K4, K5 and Kg, respectively.

dwdzdydzx,

S e e B
/11 [1 ry e Syt o /2 g2 (& —wy—2)

_+ /__d2 J—2 %
/ / / _ dwdzdydzx,
il 2 1+\/——a2 y—\/ﬁ—d2 z—\/ﬁ—(y—z)2 |(SC*U),’IJ*Z)|

T+ —7(y z) 1
/ / / / ———— dwdzdydz.
S j—1 /_7d2 1 _7(y PE x—w,y—z)|

Altogether,

LK

The evaluation of the six quadruple integrals K; involves the transfor-
mation of the respective inner double integrals to polar coordinates. In

order to simplify this procedure we first translate the integration domain

of the respective inner double integral to the rectangle (—1,1) x (0, 1).

n’n ‘n

m|>—A
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In all six cases given a point (z,y) from the domain of the respective
outer double integral this is done by application of the transformation
(w,z) — (x —w,y — 2z). Let L; be the result of this application to K;.
Then

Ly

dwdzdydac,

/ /—*ﬁ/_dz/ﬁ;'

_+ __a2 __d2 __ZZ
Ly = \/ \/nz \/ 1 dwdzdydzx,
i fio S )|

2n

Ls = / / / / dwdzdydx
e
N e E—
Ly / / / dwdzdydzx,
Sk - )|
_+ L g2 1 g2 1,2
n2 n2 1
Ls / / \/ /\/ /\/ ——— dwdzdydz,
il i1 ,/*—112 b d |(’LU,Z)|

dwdzdydz.

bo /+/ ﬁ//}l

Let for 1 < i < 6 the function F; be the evaluation function of the inner
double integral of L; defined on the domain of the outer double integral
of Lz

In Ly, L4 and Lg the integration domain of the inner double integral is
a segment of the circle B(0, 1) that results from the intersection of that
circle with a parallel to the z-axis. A straight-forward transformation to
polar coordinates (r, ¢) yields for example for Fi:

1 ,dz
arcsm

/% ' \/ﬁ .

).
Fi(z,y) dedr

7w — 2arcsin | —
/1 _ g2 T
[/l _ g2
n? d

r

/1
2 —2—d2 arcoth S S |
n 2 1 4 d2

=z

r

mr — 2rarcsin

3=

1 g2
nZ

ﬂ_ arcsin ( # — d2n)
- T

35 (1) = (2-9)
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and Fy and Fy are treated analogously.

The integration domain of Fj is a rectangle with edges parallel to the
axes stretching across both quadrants of the upper half plane. In order to
transform this domain to polar coordinates we split it along the y-axis in
two axis-parallel rectangles that reside in the second and first quadrant,

respectively,
1 A/ ﬁ —a? pa
dwdz +
z)] b 0

Aen= [V

and call the resulting double integrals A(z,y) and B(z,y).

dwdz

3

We turn to the computation of A(x,y). The transformation of a rectangle
domain located in the second quadrant to polar coordinates depends on
whether its bottom left vertex or its top right vertex is more distant from
the origin. In the case of A(z,y) this conditions reads

|(d,b)| < ‘<0,%a2>‘. (15)

In the case where (IH) holds true the transformation to polar coordinates
yields

[(d,b)| 7arcsm(%) T |(O,n%27a2>| arccos(g)
Az, y) / / dodr + / / dodr+
[(d,)] 3
‘ —7a2 arccos %
/ / Ne= dodr,
1 7a2 arcsin < > +m

in the opposite case A(z,y) equals

|(O,ﬁfa2)| 7arcsin(%)+7r [(d,b)| 7arcsin(%)+7r
/ / avar+ [ / s\ dodr+
b z |(O,T%fa2)| 7arcsin<%>+7r

&}

2 2

‘ -+ 7(12 ‘ arccos é
/ / o dodr.
|(d,b)] arcsm > +7

In both cases the occurring three double integrals can be evaluated sim-
ilarly like Fy(z,y) above. Summing together the respective three results
yields in both cases the same result: a sum consisting of summands that
are of one of the following three types: binary products where one factor
is a logarithmic expression, binary products where one factor is an arcsin-
or arccos-expression or binary products of a square root and 7. By use of
the appropriate transformation rules for arcus-expressions the two latter
groups of binary products cancel each other out. Therefore, in both cases
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The double integral B(z,y) is evaluated in a completely analogous fashion.

The integration domains of F» and F5 have a similar geometric structure.
We give a short overview of the evaluation of F5. As in the case of F3
we split the integration domain along the y-axis in order to have less case
distinction when transforming to polar coordinates:

_,dz —7d2 1,2
d dz — dydz.
() [ / (w, 2) + E— / |(w, 2)] e

The first double integral has an axis-parallel rectangle domain located in
the second quadrant and is treated like A(z,y). The domain of the second
double integral is the intersection of two shapes: an axis-parallel rectangle
domain located in the first quadrant whose lower right vertice B lies on
the circle B(0, 1), and the circle B(0, 1) itself. This means that by the
intersection the right edge of the rectangle and parts of its top edge are
exchanged with a circular arc around zero with radius % The double

integral is translated to polar coordinates as follows:

——d2 arcsm )
/ / VE=) dedr + / / ) dédr.
dTCSlI]

ﬁ

dl‘CSln

For the evaluation of F5 proceed as for F5. The only difference to Fj lies
in the fact that by the intersection with the circle B(0, %) also parts of
the bottom line of the corresponding underlying rectangle are removed.
In symbols this is reflected by exchanging every occurrence of the term

\/ = — a? with b in the double integral directly above.

The integration of the functions F; with respect to y can be executed in
all cases by standard means. Note that the double integrals related to
Fy, F5 and Fy do not depend on y such that those integrations are mere
multiplications of the respective functions with the difference between the
limits of the respective integrals. After all the resulting functions of the
variable x have been summed up the fourth integration can be carried out
yielding

Ml»—l

6 6 1 9

o 1,j—1 _ _
E E L, = 33 and Ji,j = QJ% =55
i=1 i=1
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This solves the case of laterally adjacent squares

The case of diagonally adjacent squares is much simpler. For 2 <i,j <n
we have to compute

o 1
JiZhiTh = / / // d(w, z) dydz.
,] Si_ L 1 ,y, (.CC W,y — 2 )| ( ) y
where
1 i—2 i—1 —2 j—1 1
Si—l,j—l ('raya _> = << ) > X <]—5 j—)>ﬂB <(‘T’y)a _) .
n n n n n n

An easy computation shows that the latter set is empty if and only if
|(a,b)| > L. Therefore, for the computation of the inner double integral

of Jljl’] i we may restrict ourselves to points (z,y) € I;; that satisfy

|(a,b)] < L. By similar reasoning as in the lateral case we infer that

1,j-1
J ; 771 equals

_+ ——ll2 =2 2
/ / “ / dwdzdyda.
y—\/ﬁ—a2 ——(z y)? |( —wy— )|

By applying the transformation (w,z) — (x — w,y — z) this quadruple
integral transforms to

bR A EE
/%/% /b /a (w0, 2)] dwdzdydzx,

and by changing the inner double integral to polar coordinates we get

a

) ) ; ——a2 arccos ;
JGHT = / ) / / dwdzdydz
== (a,b)| arcsm Q Z)|

,,,

@'

Altogether, by (@) the final result is

n—1 n
Ro(f D) ITRIRTEIES 3) 3 FEvram] Bt
37T7’L 1=2 j=2 =1 j=2

4 n n n n
g | 2o 2 lang —aig-al + 33 sy —aioal

i=1 j=2 i=2 j=1

2. With f as above we also evaluated RL (f) with the kernel functions

2
. n
Pn (V) == Z (—
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for all @ in R2. Note that these kernel functions are not radial such that
this case is not treated in the theory section. The evaluation proceeds
similar to the above one. As a result we get

) 1\/571 n n n—1 n
Rn(f)=3— o> aig—aicijal+ YD aig —aira ol | +
i=2 j=2 i=1 j=2
1 3In(v24+1)-3mn(vV2-1)-2(v2-1)
12 n .
Do laiy —aigal+ YD lai; —aiay
=1 j=2 1=2 j=1
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