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ABSTRACT. The paper analyses a spectral approach to reconstructing a scalar field on the sphere,
given only information about a masked version of the field together with precise information
about the (smooth) mask. The theory is developed for a general mask, and later specialised to
the case of an axially symmetric mask. Numerical experiments are given for the case of an axial
mask motivated by the cosmic microwave background, assuming that the underlying field is a
realisation of a Gaussian random field with an artificial angular power spectrum of moderate
degree (ℓ ≤ 100). The recovery is highly satisfactory in the absence of noise and even in the
presence of moderate noise.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the reconstruction of a scalar field (for example temperature or pressure)
on the unit sphere, given (possibly noisy) data on a masked version of the field, together with
precise knowledge of the mask. The underlying motivation is the cosmic microwave background
(CMB) for which the temperature observations, so important for the modern understanding of the
early universe, are obscured over substantial portions of the sky by our own Milky Way, creating
the need for masking some portions before attempting reconstruction.

The paper aims at a proof-of-concept for a new spectral approach to such problems. While the
theory is general, the numerical experiments are restricted to the case of an axially symmetric
mask, and limit the field’s angular power spectrum to polynomial degree ℓ ≤ 100, corresponding
to an angular resolution of approximately 2

◦ . Within these limitations, the recovery is shown to
be highly satisfactory in the no-noise case, and also in the case of moderate noise.

There is a rich literature on the inpainting problem for the particular case of the CMB [1,
20], with techniques based on harmonic methods [4, 9], iterative methods [15, 8], constrained
Gaussian realisations [10, 5], group sparse optimisation methods [11] or neural networks [25,
17, 18, 13, 24].

Closest to the present approach is the work of Alonso et al. [2], which however differs in aim
(which was to recover the angular power spectrum from a knowledge of the “pseudo Cℓ”, through
pooling together Fourier coefficients of different degrees).

The problem is formulated in the next section, by reducing the problem to that of solving a
large ill-posed linear system. Section 3 establishes properties of the matrix in that linear system.
Section 4 outlines our stochastic approach to the solution of the linear system. Because the
full linear system is currently beyond our resources, in Section 5 we obtain a large reduction in
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difficulty by specialising to the case of an axially symmetric mask. The final section is devoted
to numerical experiments in both the no-noise and noisy cases.

2. THE PROBLEM SETTING

Taking r to be any point in the unit sphere S2 in R3 (i.e. r is a unit vector in R3), it can be
represented in spherical coordinates as

r = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ), θ ∈ [0, π], ϕ ∈ [0, 2π).

The underlying real scalar field a(r) is assumed to be partially obscured by a known mask
v = v(r) to give a masked field av = av(r) := a(r)v(r).

It is well-known [12] that the space of square-integrable functions L2(S2) admits an orthonor-
mal basis formed by spherical harmonics

{Yℓ,m : ℓ = 0, . . . ;m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ},

where the Yℓ,m is given explicitly by

(2.1)
Yℓ,m(θ, ϕ) =

√
2ℓ+ 1

4π

(ℓ−m)!

(ℓ+m)!
Pm
ℓ (cos θ)eimϕ, m ≥ 0,

Yℓ,m(θ, ϕ) = (−1)mY ℓ,−m(θ, ϕ), m < 0,

where {Pm
ℓ } denote the associated Legendre function, which is defined in terms of Legendre

polynomials {Pℓ : ℓ− 0, 1, . . .} by

Pm
ℓ (t) = (−1)m(1− t2)m/2 d

m

dtm
Pℓ(t), m = 0, 1, . . . , ℓ; ℓ = 0, 1, 2, . . .

We assume that the incompletely known field a is a spherical polynomial of degree at most L,
and hence expressible as an expansion in terms of orthonormal (complex) spherical harmonics
Yℓ,m(r) of degree ℓ ≤ L,

(2.2) a(r) =
L∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

aℓ,mYℓ,m(r), r ∈ S2,

where

aℓ,m :=

∫
S2
a(r)Yℓ,m(r)dS(r),

where dS(r) = sin θdθdϕ, following from the orthonormality of the spherical harmonics,∫
S2
Yℓ,m(r)Yℓ′,m′(r)dS(r) = δℓ,ℓ′δm,m′ , ℓ, ℓ′ ≥ 0, m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ, m′ = −ℓ′, . . . , ℓ′.
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We assume that the mask can be adequately approximated by a partial sum of spherical har-
monics series as1

(2.3) v(r) =
K∑
k=0

k∑
ν=−k

vk,νYk,ν(r),

where

vk,ν :=

∫
S2
v(r)Yk,ν(r)dS(r).

Thus the masked signal av(r) = a(r)v(r) is expressible as a spherical harmonic expansion of
degree L+K,

(2.4) av(r) = a(r)v(r) =
L+K∑
j=0

j∑
µ=−j

avj,µYj,µ(r), r ∈ S2,

where

avj,µ :=

∫
S2
avJ(r)Yj,µ(r)dS(r) =

∫
S2
a(r)v(r)Yj,µ(r)dS(r)(2.5)

=

∫
S2

(
L∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

aℓ,mYℓ,m(r)

)(
K∑
k=0

k∑
ν=−k

vk,νYk,ν(r)

)
Yj,µ(r)dS(r)

=
L∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

K∑
k=0

k∑
ν=−k

aℓ,mvk,ν

∫
S2
Yℓ,m(r)Yk,ν(r)Yj,µ(r)dS(r)

=
L∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

Ej,µ;ℓ,maℓ,m,

where, for j = 0, . . . , L+K, µ = −j, . . . , j and ℓ = 0, . . . , L, m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ,

(2.6) Ej,µ;ℓ,m =
K∑
k=0

k∑
ν=−k

∫
S2
Yℓ,m(r)Yk,ν(r)Yj,µ(r)dS(r) vk,ν .

Thus the essential task in the reconstruction is to solve as accurately as possible the large linear
system

(2.7)
L∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

Ej,µ;ℓ,maℓ,m = avj,µ,

where E is defined by (2.6).

1The mask v is typically identically 1 or 0 over some parts of the sphere, and hence not polynomial, but express-
ible as a uniformly convergent infinite sum of the same form as in (2.3).
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Equation (2.7) can be considered as an overdetermined (but possibly not full-rank) set of linear
equations for the aℓ,m. We will find it convenient to replace the upper limit L +K in (2.7) by a
more flexible upper limit J with L ≤ J ≤ L+K. Then the equation can be written as

(2.8) Ea = av,

where E is a (J + 1)2 × (L+ 1)2 matrix,

(2.9) a = (aℓ,m, ℓ = 0, . . . , L,m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ) ∈ C(L+1)2 .

and

(2.10) av = (avj,µ, ℓ = 0, . . . , J,m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ) ∈ C(J+1)2 .

In Section 4 we come to the most challenging part of the paper, which is the approximate
solution of the ill-posed linear system, and before it the computation of the matrix E. Before
then, however, it is useful to establish properties of the matrix E.

3. PROPERTIES OF E

This section summarizes useful properties of the matrix E defined in (2.6). We first note that
the product of three spherical harmonics (known as a Gaunt coefficient) can be evaluated in terms
of Wigner 3j symbols, see eg. [6, Eq. 34.4.22] or [2]. Explicitly,

Dℓ,m;k,ν;j,µ :=

∫
S2
Yℓ,m(r)Yk,ν(r)Yj,µ(r)dS(r)(3.1)

= (−1)µ
√

(2ℓ+ 1)(2k + 1)(2j + 1)

4π

×
(
ℓ k j
0 0 0

)(
ℓ k j
m ν −µ

)
.

As important special cases,

(3.2) Dℓ,m;k,ν;j,µ = 0 if


j + ℓ+ k is odd, or
k < |j − ℓ|, or
k > j + ℓ, or
m+ ν ̸= µ.

The following lemma gives several elementary properties of the matrix E, beginning with an
explicit integral expression in terms of the mask function v.

Lemma 3.1. The elements of the matrix E satisfy

(3.3) Ej,µ;ℓ,m =

∫
S2
Yj,µ(r)Yℓ,m(r)v(r) dS(r),
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and, for a real mask v,

Eℓ,m;j,µ = Ej,µ;ℓ,m ,(3.4)

Ej,µ;ℓ,m =
K∑
k=0

[
Dℓ,m;k,0;j,µvk,0 + 2

k∑
ν=1

ℜ(Dℓ,m;k,ν;j,µvk,ν)

]
,(3.5)

Ej,µ;ℓ,−m = (−1)m−µEj,−µ;ℓ,m .(3.6)

Proof. Firstly, from the definition of E in (2.6) we have

Ej,µ;ℓ,m =
K∑
k=0

k∑
ν=−k

∫
S2
Yℓ,m(r)Yk,ν(r)Yj,µ(r) dS(r) vk,ν

=

∫
S2
Yj,µ(r)Yℓ,m(r)

K∑
k=0

k∑
ν=−k

vk,νYk,ν(r) dS(r)

=

∫
S2
Yj,µ(r)Yℓ,m(r)v(r) dS(r),

establishing (3.3). From the definition of Dℓ,m;k,ν;j,µ in (3.1) as an integral, together with the
spherical harmonic property

(3.7) Yℓ,−m(r) = (−1)mYℓ,m(r),

it follows that
Dj,µ;k,ν;ℓ,m; = (−1)νDℓ,m;k,−ν;j,µ.

Because both the mask v and the field a are real we have

(3.8) aℓ,m = (−1)maℓ,−m, vk,µ = (−1)µvk,−µ,

for all relevant values of ℓ,m, k and µ, and (3.4) then follows from (2.6). Also, from (3.1) and
(3.7),

Dℓ,−m;k,ν;j,µ = (−1)mDℓ,m;k,ν;j,µ, Dℓ,m;k,−ν;j,µ = (−1)νDℓ,m;k,ν;j,µ,

so (3.8) gives
Dℓ,m;k,−ν;j,µvk,−ν = Dℓ,m;k,ν;j,µvk,ν ,

and (2.6) then yields (3.5). Finally, for a real mask (3.6) follows easily from (3.3).
□

3.1. Singular values of E. This subsection gives upper bounds on the singular values of the
rectangular matrix E in terms of the real mask v. We use E∗ to denote the complex conjugate
transpose of the matrix E.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that the mask v(r) is approximated by the partial sum of its spherical
Fourier series of degree K ≥ 1 and that L ≤ J ≤ L + K is the degree of the approximation
avJ(r) to the masked field av(r), so that E is a (J + 1)2 by (L+ 1)2 matrix. The singular values
σ of E satisfy

(3.9) 0 ≤ σ ≤ vmax,
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where
vmax := max

r∈S2
|v(r)|.

Proof. Let u ̸= 0 be an eigenvector of the positive semi-definite Hermitian matrix E∗E corre-
sponding to the non-negative real eigenvalue σ2, so E∗Eu = σ2u. Then, using (3.3), and writing
the elements of u as uℓ,m, ℓ = 0, . . . , L, m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ, we have

(Eu)j,µ =
L∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

uℓ,m

∫
S2
Yj,µ(r)Yℓ,m(r)v(r)dS(r) =

∫
S2
Yj,µ(r)u(r)v(r)dS(r),

for j = 0, . . . , J , µ = −j, . . . , j, where

u(r) :=
L∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

uℓ,mYℓ,m(r),

giving

u∗E∗Eu = ∥Eu∥2ℓ2 =
J∑

j=0

j∑
µ=−j

∣∣∣∣∫
S2
u(r)v(r)Yj,µ(r)dS(r)

∣∣∣∣2 .
Thus, using Parseval’s identity for u v and then u,

σ2∥u∥2ℓ2 = u∗(σ2u) = u∗(E∗Eu) =
J∑

j=0

j∑
µ=−j

∣∣∣∣∫
S2
u(r)v(r)Yj,µ(r)dS(r)

∣∣∣∣2(3.10)

= ∥u v∥2L2

≤ (vmax)
2∥u∥2L2 = (vmax)

2∥u∥2ℓ2 .

This gives the upper bound (3.9) on the singular values σ of E.
□

3.2. Eigenvalues of E. In this subsection we take J = L, making the matrix E square. From
the second statement in Lemma 3.1, E is Hermitian thus its eigenvalues are real, and eigenvectors
belonging to distinct eigenvalues are orthogonal.

Let λ ∈ R be an eigenvalue of E and let q ̸= 0 be a corresponding eigenvector, thus

Eq = λq.

The following result provides both lower and upper bounds on λ, in terms of the minimum and
maximum values of the mask v.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that the mask v is approximated by the partial sum of its spherical Fourier
series of degree K ≥ 1. Assume also that J = L, so that the matrix E is square. Then the
eigenvalues of E lie in the interval (vmin, vmax), where

vmin := min
r∈S2

v(r), vmax := max
r∈S2

v(r).
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Proof. Let λ ∈ R be an eigenvalue of E, with corresponding eigenvector q ∈ C(L+1)2 . Then
from (3.3),

q∗Eq =
L∑

j=0

j∑
µ=−j

L∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

qj,µEj,µ;ℓ,mqℓ,m(3.11)

=
L∑

j=0

j∑
µ=−j

L∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

qj,µqℓ,m

∫
S2
Yj,µ(r)Yℓ,m(r)v(r) dS(r)

=

∫
S2
q(r)q(r)v(r)dS(r),

where

(3.12) q(r) :=
L∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

qℓ,mYℓ,m(r).

It follows that

λ∥q∥2ℓ2 = q∗(λq) = q∗Eq =

∫
S2
|q(r)|2v(r) dS(r)(3.13)

< ∥q∥2L2
vmax =

J∑
j=0

j∑
µ=−j

|qj,µ|2 vmax = ∥q∥2ℓ2 v
max,

where the inequality is strict because v, being a spherical polynomial of non-zero degree, cannot
be identically equal to either its maximum or minimum value. Similarly, we have a lower bound

λ∥q∥2ℓ2 > ∥q∥2ℓ2 v
min,

together proving λ ∈ (vmin, vmax). □

Note that even if the true (non-polynomial) mask lies in [0, 1] for all r ∈ S2, the Gibbs phe-
nomenon will typically produce oscillations in v, making vmin < 0 and vmax > 1.

We also note in passing that q is an eigenvector belonging to λ for the integral equation∫
S2
KL(r, r

′)q(r′) dr′ = λ q(r),

where KL(r, r
′) is the integral kernel given by

KL(r, r
′) =

L∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

Yℓ,m(r)Yℓ,m(r′)v(r′)(3.14)

=
L∑

ℓ=0

2ℓ+ 1

4π
Pℓ(r · r′)v(r′),

and in the last step we used the addition theorem for spherical harmonics. Here Pℓ is the Legendre
polynomial of degree ℓ, normalised so that Pℓ(1) = 1.
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4. SOLVING Ea = av

As with any ill-posed system, it is essential to build in a priori knowledge of the solution.
Neumaier [14, Section 8], knowing that the true solution of an ill-posed problem is generally
smooth, controls the smoothness through a smoothing operator S. However, in this problem a
smoothing operator would not be appropriate because the solution is the opposite of smooth,
since for each ℓ,m the unknown quantity aℓ,m is a realisation of an independent random variable.
That is a property we must build into the solution. Accordingly, we assume, in accordance with
the usual assumptions for the CMB, that the aℓ,m are mean-zero uncorrelated random variables
with covariance (Cℓ)

L
ℓ=0, where Cℓ is real. Details on using Gaussian random fields to model the

CMB can be found in the book by Marinucci and Peccati [12].
We allow general J in the range L ≤ J ≤ L + K, giving a linear system with (J + 1)2

equations, so typically an over-determined linear system with more equations than unknowns,
implying that an exact solution does not in general exist.

Moreover, we assume that the original field coefficients aℓ,m are corrupted by noise, so the
actual model is

(4.1) Eaε = av + εv = (a+ ε)v,

where ε is a vector of independent mean-zero random variables εℓ,m with a diagonal covariance
matrix Υ, and aε is an approximation to a. We also assume that the εℓ,m and the aℓ,m are all
statistically independent, so that in terms of expected values we have

⟨εℓ,m⟩ = 0, ⟨aℓ,m⟩ = 0,

⟨εℓ,maℓ′,m′⟩ = 0, ⟨aℓ,maℓ′,m′⟩ = Cℓδℓ,ℓ′δm,m′ ,(4.2)

⟨εℓ,mεℓ′,m′⟩ = Υℓ,mδℓ,ℓ′δm,m′ .

We deduce the following expectations of quadratic forms:

⟨aa∗⟩ = Ω

⟨ava∗⟩ = ⟨(Ea)a∗⟩ = EΩ

⟨av(av)∗⟩ = ⟨(Ea)(a∗E∗)⟩ = EΩE∗(4.3)

⟨εa∗⟩ = 0

⟨εε∗⟩ = Υ,

⟨εv(εv)∗⟩ = EΥE∗,

where

(4.4) Ωℓ,m;ℓ′,m′ = Cℓδℓ,ℓ′δm,m′ .

Let Λ ∈ C(L+1)2×(L+1)2 be a real symmetric-positive definite matrix, with associated norm
∥a∥Λ = (a∗Λa)

1
2 defined by

(4.5) ∥a∥2Λ = a∗Λa = tr [aa∗Λ] = tr [Λaa∗] ,
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where we used the matrix property tr(AB) = tr(BA). The following theorem gives a condition
for minimising the expected squared Λ-norm error of an approximate solution of (4.1). It is an
extension/specialisation of [14, Theorem 8], which that author attributes to [3].

Theorem 4.1. Consider the over-determined linear system Eaε = av + εv, where av = Ea,
εv = Eε and a and ε have the stochastic properties in (4.3). Assume that the (J+1)2×(L+1)2

matrix E has full rank (L+1)2. Among all approximations of the form aε ≈ Q(av + εv), where
Q is a non-random (L+1)2× (J+1)2 matrix, the expected squared error ⟨∥a−Q(av + εv)∥2Λ⟩
is minimized by any solution Q̂ of the equation

(4.6) Q̂E(Ω + Υ) = Ω.

The resulting minimum expected squared error is

(4.7)
〈
∥a− â∥2Λ

〉
= tr

[
Λ
(
Ω− Ω(Ω + Υ)−1Ω

)]
,

where â := Q̂(av + εv).

Remark 1. The minimizer â is in general not unique.

Proof. Writing yε := av + εv, a general linear approximation can be written as Qyε = Q̂yε +

Ryε, where Q̂ is an as yet unknown minimizer, and R = Q − Q̂ is a matrix in C(L+1)2×(J+1)2 .
The mean square error can now be written as

∥a− (Q̂+R)yε∥2Λ = ∥a− Q̂yε∥2Λ + ∥Ryε∥2Λ − 2ℜ
[(

a− Q̂yε)
∗
)
ΛRyε

]
= ∥a− Q̂yε∥2Λ + ∥Ryε∥2Λ − 2ℜ

[
tr
(
ΛRyε(a− Q̂yε)

∗
)]

.

On taking expected values and using (4.3) we have〈
tr(ΛRyε(a− Q̂yε)

∗
〉
= tr

(
ΛR
〈
yε(a− Q̂yε)

∗
〉)

= tr
(
ΛR
〈
(av + εv)(a− Q̂(av + εv))∗

〉)
= tr

(
ΛR

(
E⟨aa∗⟩ − E⟨aa∗ + εε∗⟩ E∗Q̂∗

))
= tr

(
ΛR

(
EΩ− E(Ω + Υ)E∗Q̂∗

))
.

So 〈
∥a− (Q̂+R)yε∥2Λ

〉
=
〈
∥a− Q̂yε∥2Λ

〉
+
〈
∥Ryε∥2Λ

〉
− 2ℜ tr

(
ΛR

(
EΩ− E(Ω + Υ)E∗Q̂∗

))
.

By definition, Q̂ is a minimizer of ⟨∥a−Qyε∥2Λ⟩, so the linear term must vanish for all R. More
precisely, we must have

(4.8) EΩ = E(Ω + Υ)E∗Q̂∗, or equivalently Q̂E(Ω + Υ)E∗ = ΩE∗,

since otherwise by taking R to be
(
EΩ − E(Ω + Υ)E∗Q̂∗)∗ we obtain a contradiction. It is

easily seen that the second equality in (4.8) is equivalent to (4.6): starting with (4.6) by right
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multiplying by E∗, starting with (4.8) by right multiplying by E and using the invertibility of
E∗E, noting that E∗E is a square matrix of full rank (L+ 1)2. If (4.6) holds then we have〈

∥a− (Q̂+R)yε∥2Λ
〉
=
〈
∥a− Q̂yε∥2Λ

〉
+
〈
∥Ryε∥2Λ

〉
≥
〈
∥a− Q̂yε∥2Λ

〉
with equality for R = 0, corresponding to â = Q̂yε.
The expected squared error is〈

∥a− â∥2Λ
〉
=
〈
∥a− Q̂yε∥2Λ

〉
=
〈(

a− Q̂yε

)∗
Λ
(
a− Q̂yε

)〉
= tr

[
Λ
〈(

a− Q̂yε

)(
a− Q̂yε

)∗〉]
= tr

[
Λ
(
⟨aa∗⟩+

〈
Q̂yεy

∗
εQ̂

∗
〉
− 2ℜ

(
Q̂⟨yεa

∗⟩
))]

= tr
[
Λ
(
Ω + Q̂(EΩE∗ + EΥE∗)Q̂∗ − 2ℜ

(
Q̂EΩ

))]
,

Now by (4.8)
Q̂EΩ = Q̂(EΩE∗ + EΥE∗)Q̂∗,

and hence

tr[ΛQ̂EΩ] = tr[ΛQ̂E(Ω + Υ)E∗Q̂∗]

= tr[(Ω + Υ)1/2E∗Q̂∗ΛQ̂E(Ω + Υ)1/2]

= ∥Q̂E(Ω + Υ)1/2]∥2Λ,
which is real, implying 〈

∥a− â∥2Λ
〉
= tr

[
Λ
(
Ω− Q̂EΩ

)]
= tr

[
Λ
(
Ω− Ω(Ω + Υ)−1Ω

)]
.

□

Remark 2. Note that the equation (4.8) determining the minimizer Q̂yε of the expected mean-
square error does not depend on the matrix Λ, i.e. on the choice of quadratic norm. For example,
using Λ = I or Λ = Ω does not change Q̂.

Corollary 4.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.1, let Γ be an arbitrary positive definite matrix
of size (J + 1)2 × (J + 1)2. Then a vector â ∈ R(L+1)2 that achieves the minimal error given in
(4.7) is

(4.9) â := Ω(Ω + Υ)−1α,
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where α ∈ R(L+1)2 is the unique solution of

(4.10) E∗ΓEα = E∗Γ(av + εv).

Proof. The matrix Q̂ defined by

(4.11) Q̂ := Ω(Ω + Υ)−1(E∗ΓE)−1E∗Γ

is easily seen to satisfy the condition (4.6) in Theorem 4.1. Equally, it is easily seen that the
corresponding minimizer

â := Q̂(av + εv)

can be written exactly as stated in the corollary. □

Remark 3. The corollary gives our prescription for computing the coefficient vector â. Note that
the postprocessing step in (4.9) is easily carried out given that the matrices Ω and Υ are diagonal,
since each element of α is by this step merely reduced by a known factor. Note also that equation
(4.10) is just the normal equation for the linear system if, as we shall assume in practice, Γ is the
identity matrix. Formation of the normal equations can greatly increase the condition number of
an already ill-conditioned system. In practice we shall address the ill-conditioning either by QR
factorisation of the matrix E, or (less desirably) by adding a regularising term to the right-hand
side, to obtain

(4.12) (E∗ΓE + Σ)α = E∗Γ(av + εv),

where Σ is an empirically chosen positive definite (L+ 1)2 × (L+ 1)2 matrix.

The following proposition shows that if the elements of av and εv have the correct symmetry
for real-valued fields av = av and ϵv = ϵv, then the computed values of â also follow the same
symmetry. The practical importance of this result is that the symmetry property, since it occurs
naturally, does not need to be enforced.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that the components of av and εv satisfy

avj,µ = (−1)µavj,−µ and εvj,µ = (−1)µεvj,−µ, µ = −j, . . . j, j ≥ 0.

Assume also that the positive definite matrices Ω,Υ and Γ, and also Σ if present, are all diagonal,
and that their diagonal elements are positive numbers independent of the second label µ or m.
Then â given by (4.10) and (4.9) satisfies

âℓ,m = (−1)mâℓ,−m, m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ, ℓ ≥ 0.

Proof. We first show that the components of b := E∗Γ(av + εv) satisfy

bℓ,m = (−1)mbℓ,−m, m = −ℓ, . . . , ℓ, ℓ ≥ 0.
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We have, using (3.6),

bℓ,−m =
∑
j

∑
µ

(E∗)ℓ,−m;j,µΓj(avj,µ + εj,µ)

=
∑
j

∑
µ

(−1)m−µ(E∗)ℓ,m;j,−µΓj(avj,µ + εj,µ)

= (−1)m
∑
j

∑
µ

(E∗)ℓ,m;j,−µΓj(a
v
j,−µ + εj,−µ)

= (−1)mbℓ,m,

as required. A similar argument shows that

(E∗ΓE + Σ)ℓ,−m;ℓ′,m′ = (−1)m−m′
(E∗ΓE + Σ)ℓ,m;ℓ′,−m′ .

Since α is the unique solution of

(E∗ΓE + Σ)α = b,

by taking the (ℓ,−m) component of this equation we obtain∑
ℓ′

∑
m′

(E∗ΓE + Σ)ℓ,−m;ℓ′m′αℓ′,m′ = bℓ,−m,

which with the above symmetry properties leads to∑
ℓ′

∑
m′

(−1)m−m′
(E∗ΓE + Σ)ℓ,m;ℓ′−m′αℓ′,m′ = (−1)mbℓ,m;

On taking the complex conjugate and dividing by (−1)m this gives us

(4.13) (E∗ΓE + Σ)c = b,

where

(4.14) cℓ′,−m′ := (−1)m
′
αℓ′,m′ , m′ = −ℓ′, . . . , ℓ′, ℓ′ ≥ 0.

We see by uniqueness of the solution of (4.13) that c = α, thus by (4.14) the vector α has the
desired symmetry. Multiplication by Ω(Ω+Υ)−1 clearly preserves the symmetry, thus the proof
is complete. □

5. AXIALLY SYMMETRIC MASKS

A general mask v(r) leads to a large dense matrix E, of size (J+1)2(L+1)2×(J+1)2(L+1)2,
see (2.6), a size beyond present resources if J and L are in the hundreds. In this section we
consider the more tractable special case in which the mask v is axially symmetric, i.e.

v(r) = v(θ, ϕ) = v(θ),

with v being a function of the polar angle θ and independent of the azimuthal angle ϕ. For this
case we have

vk,ν = wkδν,0,



REMOVING THE MASK 13

where

(5.1) wk := vk,0 =

∫
S2
v(r)Yk,0(r)dS(r) =

√
π(2k + 1)

∫ π

0

v(θ)Pk(cos(θ)) sin θdθ.

Note that wk is real, and that

wk = 0 if k is odd and also v(−r) = v(r).

In this case it follows from (3.2) that Ej,µ;ℓ,m = 0 unless µ = m. Thus it is convenient to
introduce a new notation,

(5.2) E
(m)
j,ℓ := Ej,m;ℓ,m.

Equation (2.7) now becomes

(5.3)
L∑

ℓ=0

E
(m)
j,ℓ aℓ,m = avj,m,

in which the coefficients belonging to different values of m are completely decoupled. This can
be seen as just a special case of (2.8), albeit with uncoupled values of m, thus all of the analysis
in Sections 3 and 4 remains applicable.

Note that from (3.5) of Lemma 3.1, E(m)
j,ℓ is real and symmetric, E(m)

j,ℓ = E
(m)
ℓ,j . Moreover

E
(m)
j,ℓ = 0 if j + ℓ is odd and v(−r) = v(r), or if ℓ < |m| or j < |m|.

We can treat E(m)
j,ℓ as an (J − |m|+ 1)× (L− |m|+ 1) matrix, but how should we choose J?

The choice J = L inevitably leads to a poorly conditioned linear system. There would seem to
be considerable benefit, at least in theory, in taking the largest value J = L +K, to ensure that
the resulting overdetermined linear system makes use of all available information.

The equation to be solved in practice is, instead of (4.10), now

(5.4)
(
(E(m))∗ΓaE

(m)
)
α = (E(m))∗Γa(a

v + εv);

Or if regularisation is desired, then instead of (4.12) the equation to be solved becomes

(5.5)
(
(E(m))∗ΓaE

(m) + Σa

)
α = (E(m))∗Γa(a

v + εv).

Here Γa and Σa have the same diagonal values as Γ and Σ, but the second label on rows and
columns has now disappeared, and the new matrices are of size J × J and L× L respectively.

6. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

Recall that our goal is to reconstruct a scalar random field on the sphere given only a masked
and noisy version of the field. We have seen in previous sections that the problem can be reduced
to the solution of the overdetermined linear system

(6.1) Ea = bv,

where the given data bv = (a + ε)v = av + εv are the spherical harmonic coefficients of the
masked noisy map with the coefficients a corrupted by independent Gaussian noise ε with mean
⟨ε⟩ = 0 and variance ⟨εε∗⟩ = Υ.
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To illustrate the potential of the method we consider numerical experiments where we know
the “true” solution a, so we can calculate errors to test performance and the effect of model
parameters, including taking ε = 0.

FIGURE 1. Original Gaussian random field

In the experiments a specified angular power spectrum Cℓ, ℓ = 2, . . . , L is used to generate
an instance of a Gaussian random field with known spherical harmonic coefficients a at the
Npix = 50, 331, 648 HEALPix2 [7] points (Nside = 2048), using the HealPy3 package [26].
Noise is then added as described in Subsection 6.3. The mask is then applied pointwise to the
noisy map, and the masked noisy map used to calculate the spherical harmonic coefficients bv,
again using the HealPy package. The next step is to estimate the original Fourier coefficients
aℓ,m using (4.9) together with (4.10), or alternatively using (4.9) with the regularised equation
(4.12). The final step is to reconstruct the target field from its Fourier coefficients.

We consider a Gaussian random field with the artificial angular power spectrum

Cℓ = g

(
ℓ

L+ 1

)
,

where

g(x) =

{
1 for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1/2

−2x+ 2 for 1/2 ≤ x ≤ 1.

2http://healpix.sf.net
3https://pypi.org/project/healpy/

http://healpix.sf.net
https://pypi.org/project/healpy/
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In the experiments, we assume that L = 100 and K = 900. A realisation of the random field
is shown in Figure 1. We shall use this realisation as the target field a(r) in all the following
experiments.

6.1. An axially symmetric mask. When the mask applied to the noisy data is axially symmet-
ric, the problem decomposes into independent problems for each value of m, as in Section 5. To
construct the mask we first define the following non-decreasing function p ∈ C3(R):

(6.2) p(x) =


0 for x ≤ 0,

x4(35− 84x+ 70x2 − 20x3) for 0 < x < 1,

1 for x ≥ 1.

Then as a function of the Cartesian coordinate z ∈ [−1, 1] of a point on the sphere, our mask is,
for 0 < az < bz < 1

(6.3) v(z) = p

(
|z| − az
bz − az

)
.

In Figure 2, an axially symmetric mask with az =
π
2
− 10π

180
and bz =

π
2
− 20π

180
is plotted on the

unit sphere. This mask has the value 1 (and hence has no masking effect) for points on the sphere

FIGURE 2. An axially symmetric C3 mask with az =
π
2
− 10π

180
and bz =

π
2
− 20π

180
.

more than 20
◦ from the equator, the value 0 (complete masking) within 10

◦ from the equator,
and smooth variation in between, through the function p, see (6.2), with an argument expressed
as a function of the z coordinate of a point on the sphere. (We do not use a discontinuous mask
because a discontinuous function has slow convergence of its Fourier series, leading to Gibbs’
phenomenon for the truncated Fourier series.)
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FIGURE 3. The C3 mask v(θ, ϕ) with a = 10π
180

, b = 20π
180

.

The transformation z := cos(θ) = cos(π
2
− φ), with latitude φ = π

2
− θ ∈ [−π

2
, π
2
], gives

v(φ, ϕ) = p

( | cos(π
2
− φ)| − az

bz − az

)
.

In terms of latitude the transition region is |φ| ∈ [a, b] where a = 10π
180

and b = 20π
180

, as illustrated
in Figure 3.

The masked field, including the addition of noise as described in Section 6.3, is illustrated in
Figure 4.

Using this axially symmetric mask all the rectangular matrices E = E(m) described in Sec-
tion 6.1 for m = 0, . . . , L of sizes (J+1−m)×(L+1−m) with J = L+K are pre-computed in
parallel. Here K is the maximum multipole in the spherical harmonics approximation of v as in
(2.3). We used the sympy package [21] to compute the entries for the matrix E. Fast quadrature
methods on the unit sphere [16] could be used in a future implementation.

6.2. Numerical condition of the problem. Figures 5a and 5b illustrate the condition of the
matrices E(m) for L = 100, K = 900 and the mask in Figure 3. The largest singular values
in Figure 5a are consistent with the upper bound on the singular values in Theorem 3.2. Even
though the values of the mask lie in [0, 1], the polynomial approximation of the mask may have
values slightly outside this interval due to the Gibbs phenomenon. The ill-conditioning of the
matrices E(m), as illustrated in Figure 5b, which can be severe especially for small m, arises
from the smallest singular value.
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FIGURE 4. The masked noisy random field for τ = 10−4

(A) Smallest and largest singular values (B) Condition numbers

FIGURE 5. Singular values and condition numbers for the the matrices E(m) with
L = 100 and K = 900 and the radially symmetric mask in Figure 3.

To avoid the squaring of the condition number of E, as happens when solving the equations
(4.10) with coefficient matrix E∗ΓE, we can use the well-known QR factorization. Consider the
generic case where E is a (J + 1)2 × (L + 1)2 matrix. Assume that the positive definite matrix
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Γ has a readily available factorization Γ = Θ∗Θ (for example if Γ is diagonal) and let

(6.4) ΘE = Q1R1,

where Q1 is a (J+1)2×(L+1)2 unitary matrix and R1 is an (L+1)2×(L+1)2 upper triangular
matrix. The solution to equation (4.10), assuming R1 is non-singular (i.e. ΘE has full column
rank), is then obtained by solving

(6.5) R1α = Q∗
1Θ(av + εv)

by back substitution. On the other hand, if R1, which has the same condition number as Γ
1
2E,

has diagonal elements which are too small, the regularized equation (4.12) can be used.

6.3. Experiments. Initially we assume there is no noise, that is ε = 0. In this case the noise
covariance matrix Υ is zero. We can still interpret (6.1) as a least squares problem, which is
solved using the QR factorization. The reconstructed field â(r), r ∈ S2 and the corresponding
error field â(r) − a(r), r ∈ S2 are shown in Figure 6. The rows of Tables 1 and 2 with Υℓ = 0
correspond to the no-noise experiment.

We next generate a noise field as another Gaussian random field, with angular power spectrum
Υℓ = τCℓ, ℓ = 0, . . . , L with τ = 10−4; 10−3; 10−2. We then add the noise field to the original
Gaussian random field, mask it with the axially symmetric mask, then reconstruct the field using
one of the following approaches.

i) Using the QR factorization (6.4), we can simplify (4.10), assuming R1 is non-singular, by
solving (6.5) for α. The coefficient vector â is then obtained from equation (4.9). Note that in
our experiments, since Υ = τΩ, and both matrices Υ and Ω are diagonal, (4.9) is just

(6.6) â =
1

1 + τ
α.

The reconstructed fields â(r) and error fields â(r) − a(r) using this approach are plotted for
r ∈ S2 in Figures 7 and 8 for the two noise levels τ = 10−4 and τ = 10−2.

ii) In the second approach, we use the regularised equation (4.12) and (4.9) with Γ being the
(J +1)× (J +1) identity matrix and Σ = νI with I being the (L+1)× (L+1) identity matrix.
The optimal value of ν is found by minimizing the squared ℓ2 error

(6.7)
∞∑
ℓ=0

ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

(âℓ,m − aℓ,m)
2.

By Parseval’s theorem, minimising (6.7) is equivalent to minimising ∥â−a∥2L2
. The optimal value

of ν is estimated via a grid search procedure over the values ν0 = 10−15; 1; 10; 102; 103; 104; 105,
then, for ν0 = 10−15, zooming in to a finer grid

νk = {10−15 + k × 10−16 : k = 0, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25}.

For our particular experiments, we found the optimal value of ν to be 2 × 10−15. However, the
reconstructed fields obtained with this method were found to be consistently less accurate than
those from the QR factorisation approach. For that reason the second approach was judged to be
uncompetitive, and as a result the numerical results from this method are not reported.
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(A) Reconstructed field

(B) Error field

FIGURE 6. No noise experiment using QR factorization

iii) Inspired by a recent publication on a related problem [11], we used the SPGL1 package
[22, 23] to solve the following optimisation problems:

(6.8) min
a∈Cn

∥a∥ℓ2 s.t. ∥Ea− bv∥ℓ2 ≤ ρ, ρ := ∥εv∥ℓ2 ,

where n = L+ 1−m and m = 0, 1, . . . , L. Solving (6.8) with the ℓ2 norm objective minimizes
the energy of the approximating field with the accuracy determined by the parameter ρ. SPGL1
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can also solve (6.8) with the objective ∥a∥ℓ1 to find a (group) sparse approximation a, still with
an accuracy governed by the parameter ρ. We remark that (6.8) corresponds to (6.2) in [11]. We
also tried ρ = k∥εv∥ℓ2 with k = 0.5; 0.25 and observed a slight decrease in the overall error but
an increase in the error in the masked region. Note that we primarily focus on recovering the
underlying field, even in masked regions where no data is directly available. On the other hand,
the focus of Li and Chen [11] is really on finding (group) sparse approximations.

To obtain measures of the error using different approaches we define

∥a∥ℓ2 =

 4π

Npix

Npix∑
i=1

|a(ri)|2
1/2

,

while the root mean square error of a re-constructed map is defined to be

RMSerr(â) =

 4π

Npix

Npix∑
i=1

|â(ri)− a(ri)|2
1/2

,

where Npix is the number of pixels of the map in HEALPix format, and ri is the ith Healpix
point. In our numerical experiments, Npix = 50, 331, 648 and ∥a∥ℓ2 = 50.265. The relative
errors are defined to be

rel err := RMSerr(â)/∥a∥ℓ2 .

In Table 1, Columns 2 and 3 of show the root mean square errors and relative errors between the
reconstructed maps and the original map using the QR factorisation approach while columns 4
and 5 show the root mean square errors and relative errors between the reconstructed maps and
the original map using the SPGL1 algorithm. It can be seen that the QR factorisation approach
delivers markedly better results.

We also show the running time (in seconds) of the two algorithms, which are of the same
order. The scripts were written in Matlab and Python and ran on a Linux desktop with an Intel
Core i9-12900 processor and 32GB of RAM. The matrices E(m) were pre-computed using the
high-performance computer cluster Katana [19] provided by UNSW, Sydney with the help of the
sympy package [21]. The source code of the numerical experiments is available on GitHub 4.

We also determine contributions to the error from two key regions of the sphere:

R0 := {r ∈ S2 : v(r) = 0}, R1 := {r ∈ S2 : v(r) > 0}.

In R0 the mask is zero, so no information is available at these points, while in R1 the mask
is non-zero, so at least some information is available at all the Healpix points in R1. Let Nj

be the number of Healpix points in region Rj . In our experiments, N0 = 8, 740, 864 and
N1 = 41, 590, 784.

4https://github.com/qlegia/RemovingMask

https://github.com/qlegia/RemovingMask
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Υℓ RMSerr(â) rel err time RMSerr(â) rel err time
0 3.913 0.078 0.7 20.815 0.414 0.5

10−4Cℓ 3.949 0.079 0.7 23.253 0.463 0.5
10−3Cℓ 4.213 0.084 0.7 24.070 0.479 0.5
10−2Cℓ 6.364 0.127 0.7 26.147 0.520 0.5

QR SPGL1

TABLE 1. RMS errors, relative errors and running times of reconstructed maps
using QR factorization vs. SPGL1 algorithm. Running times were measured in
seconds and averaged over 10 runs.

Υℓ RMSerr0(â) rel err0 RMSerr1(â) rel err1
0 9.390 0.184 9.7 · 10−5 1.9 · 10−6

10−4Cℓ 9.409 0.184 0.519 0.010
10−3Cℓ 9.470 0.185 1.622 0.032
10−2Cℓ 10.457 0.205 5.102 0.102

TABLE 2. RMS errors of reconstructed maps for different regions of the mask
using QR factorisation, where the relative error on each region is defined in (6.9).

Υℓ RMSerr0(â) rel err0 RMSerr1(â) rel err1
0 49.781 0.975 1.867 0.037

10−4Cℓ 51.383 1.006 9.973 0.199
10−3Cℓ 51.071 1.001 12.323 0.246
10−2Cℓ 51.071 1.000 16.721 0.334

TABLE 3. RMS errors of reconstructed maps for different regions of the mask
using the SPGL1 method.

In the following, we let, for j = 0, 1,

∥a∥ℓ2(Rj) =

4π

Nj

∑
r∈Rj

|a(r)|2
1/2

, RMSerrj(â) =

4π

Nj

∑
r∈Rj

|â(r)− a(r)|2
1/2

.

The relative errors on each region Rj for j = 0, 1 are defined by

(6.9) rel errj = RMSerrj(â)/∥a∥ℓ2(Rj).

In our experiments, N0 = 8, 740, 864, N1 = 41, 590, 784, ∥a∥ℓ2(R0) = 51.071 and ∥a∥ℓ2(R1) =
50.094.

It can be seen from Table 2 that the QR reconstruction is of reasonable quality even in the
masked region. In contrast, Table 3 shows that the SPGL1 algorithm has essentially no validity
in the masked region, in that the root mean square relative error in region R0 is of the order of
100%.
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7. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have analysed a spectral method for recovering a scalar field from a masked
and possibly noisy version of that field. The quality of the recovery might be considered accept-
able even in the presence of noise. However, it is acknowledged that the quality will deteriorate
as the noise level is increased and as the cutoff polynomial degree is increased from 100.

(A) Reconstructed field

(B) Error field

FIGURE 7. QR method for Gaussian noise with angular power spectrum Υℓ =
10−4Cℓ



REMOVING THE MASK 23

(A) Reconstructed field

(B) Error field

FIGURE 8. QR method for Gaussian noise with angular power spectrum Υℓ =
10−2Cℓ
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