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Abstract

In this paper we propose a neufieient interpolation tool, extremely suitable for large tseged data sets. The
partition of unity method is used and performed by blendimgli®l Basis Functions (RBFs) as local approximants
and using locally supported weight functions. In particwl@ present a new space-partitioning data structure based
on a partition of the underlying generic domain in blocks. isTapproach allows us to examine only a reduced
number of blocks in the search process of the nearest naighimints, leading to an optimized searching routine.
Complexity analysis and numerical experiments in two- dméd-dimensional interpolation support our findings.
Some applications to geometric modelling are also cons@lévioreover, the associated software package written in
MarLaB is here discussed and made available to the scientific cotitynun
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1. Introduction

Meshfree methods are popular tools for solving problemstefrpolation and numerical resolution offéirential
equations. They take advantage of being flexible with respegeometry, easy to implement in higher dimensions,
and can also provide high order convergence. Recently,pnoapmation theory a specific method has been proved
to be dfective for interpolation of large scattered data sets, #réitipn of unity method. Its origin can be found in
the context of partial dierential equations (PDES)| [2,/26]. In scattered data iolatipn it is implemented using
RBFs as local approximants, since this is the mdé&tient tool for interpolation of scattered datal[15]. The mai
disadvantage of radial kernel-based method is the conipngicost associated with the solution of (usually) large
linear systems, therefore recent researches have beeteditewards a change of the basis, either rendering them
more stable, or considering a local method involving RBR® (8.9. [0, 13, 17, 19, 29,131]). Here we focus on the
localized RBF-based partition of unity approximation. As hame of the partition of unity method suggests, in such
local approach, theficient organization of scattered data is the crucial stepciBely, in literature, techniques as
kd-trees which allow to partition data in &dimensional space, and related searching proceduresshaagly been
designed [1,/8, 12, 15, 36]. Even if such techniques enabie wsrk with high dimensions, they are not specifically
implemented for the partition of unity method.

In this paper, starting from the results shownlin|[5| 16, 7],evéhdficient searching procedures based on the
partition of underlying domains in strips or crossed steapsconsidered, we propose a versatile software for biearia
and trivariate interpolation which makes use of a new paniihg structure, namealock-based partitioning structuye
and a novel related searching procedure. It strictly depemdthe size of the partition of unity subdomains. Such
technique allows to deal with a truly large number of datdwitelatively low computational complexity.
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More precisely, our procedure for bivariate and trivariaterpolation consists in covering, at first, the recorstru
tion domain with several non-overlapping small squaresibes, nametllocks Then the usually large scattered data
set is distributed among theftiirent blocks by recursive calls to a sorting routine. Onessttattered data are stored
in such blocks, an optimized searching procedure is peddremabling us to solve the local interpolation problems
arising from the domain decomposition. Specifically, suchcture, built ad hoc for the partition of unity method,
enables us to run the searching procedure in constant timplegity, independently from the initial number of nodes.
An extensive complexity analysis supports our findings awdemver comparisons with other common techniques,
as kd-trees, will be carried out. Interpolating large srad data sets using procedures competitive with the most
advanced technigues is thus our main purpose.

A second meaningful feature of our procedures is the flagghilith respect to the problem geometry. In general,
in literature the scattered data interpolation problenoissidered in very simple and regular domains, such as sgjuare
or cubes|[15, 16]. This approach is limiting in the contextinuéshfree methods because of the versatility of the
meshless technique with respect to domains havifigréint shapes. Instead in this work, our aim is to provide an
automatic software that allows to solve scattered dataiotation problems in generic domains. Specifically, here
we focus on convex domains. This choice is due to the factihascope consists in solving interpolation problems
in domains which are, in general, a priori unknown, i.e. peots arising from applications [10,/30].

In what follows, in order to point out the versatility of thefavare, we will investigate several applications of
such algorithm. For 2D data sets we stress the importancaridpsuch versatile tool in biomathematics, presenting
a short sketch about the reconstruction of the attracti@inbg10]. The same approach can also be employed in
the approximation of the so-callesknsitivity surface§3d]. Then, for 3D data sets, we analyze the problem of
modeling implicit surfaces via partition of unity interpdion 28,/ 35]. It is known that the reconstruction of 3D
objects is computationally expensive because of the largriat of data. Thus, the importance of having &icient
partitioning structure in such framework follows.

The paper is organized as follows. In Secfidn 2 we recallrétézal preliminaries on local RBF-based partition
of unity approximation. In Sectidd 3, we describe in detad block-based partition of unity algorithms for bivariate
and trivariate interpolation, which are based on the usbkehtw block-based partitioning and searching procedures.
Computational complexity of these interpolation algarthis then analyzed in Sectiéh 4. In Secfidn 5 we report
numerical experiments devoted to point out the accuracyohdgorithms. Sectioh]6 contains some applications in
biomathematics and CAGD. Sectibh 7 deals with conclusiosfature work. We point out that the algorithms are
made available to the scientific community in a downloadé&lele software package:

http;//hdl.handle.n¢2318158790.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we briefly review the partition of unity appimation based on a localized use of RBF interpolants.
This computational technique is meshfree afidaively works with large sets of scattered data points/B&d,

2.1. RBF interpolation

Given asetXy = {x; e RM,i = 1,...,N} of N distinctdata pointsalso calleddata siteor nodesin a domain
Q < RM, and a corresponding sk = {fi = f(x;),i = 1,...,N} of data valuesr function valuesobtained by
possibly sampling any (unknown) functidn: Q — R, the standard RBF interpolation problem consists in finding
an interpolanR : Q — R of the form

N
R(X) = > cio(][x = xill2). xeQ, 1)
i=1

where]| - || is the Euclidean norm, angl: [0, 0) — R is a RBF [3] 24]. The cd#cients{c}]\ ; are determined by
enforcing the interpolation conditions
R(Xi) = fi, i=1,...,N. (2)
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Imposing the condition§12) leads to a symmetric linearesysbf equations
dc=f, )

where®y; = ¢(||xk — Xi|]2), ki =1,....,N,c = [c1,...,cn]T, andf = [fi,..., fy]T. Whenc is found by solving
the system[(3), we can evaluate the RBF interpolant at a paist

R(x) = ¢"(x)c,

whereg" (x) = [4(||x — xal[2). . ... &(||x = xnl[2)].
The interpolation problem is well-posed, i.e. a solutiothte problem exists uniquely, if and only if the matdx
is nonsingular. A sfiicient condition to have nonsingularity is thatis positive definite.

2.2. Partition of unity approximation

LetQ < RM be an open and bounded domain, anc{!éit}‘j’zl be an open and bounded coveringb$atisfying
some mild overlap condition among the subdomalnsi.e. the overlap among the subdomains must ligcsent so
that each interior poirnt € Q is located in the interior of at least one subdonmajn The setl (x) = {j : x € Q;}, for
x € Q, is uniformly bounded 0®, with Q@ < U‘j’lej.

Associated with the subdomains we choose partition of unigjght functionswij, i.e. a family of compactly
supported, nonnegative and continuous functions subatelio the subdomai;, such thatZLle(x) =1onQ
and suppWw;) < Q;. The global approximant s thus constructed as follows

d
= Y R(Wj(x), xeQ, 4)
j=1

whereR; defines a local RBF interpolant on each subdonsgirandW; : Q; — R is a partition of unity weight
function.
According to [35], we assume to havéatable partition of unity, i.e a family of nonnegative ftioos {W; }4

with W; e CK(RM), such that:
i. suppgW,;) < Qj,

j=r

i. Z?:le(x) =1onQ,
iii. [|[DPWj||Le(q)) < w , VB e NM 1 |8| < k, wheres is the diameter of2; andC,; > 0 is a constant.

As nonnegative functiond/; e CX(RM), we consider Shepard’s weight, i.e.,

¢i(x)
Zkel () (pk(X) '

»j(x) being compactly supported functions with supportprsuch as Wendland's functions [36].

Wj(x) =

Remark 2.1. If the functions R j = 1,...,d, satisfy the interpolation conditions®i) = f(x;) for eachx; € Q;,
then the global partition of unity approximant inherits tinéerpolation property of the local interpolants [15], i.e

OW(x) = > f(x = f(x).

jel(xi)

HMQ

In order to be able to formulate error bounds, we need sontieduassumptions on regularity f and define
thefill distance

hxy.o = supmin ||x — Xil|2. (5)
XeQ XiEXN

Specifically, we require that an open and bounded cove{m]g‘j’:1 is regularfor (Q, Xy). This means to fulfill the
following properties|[34]:



i. for eachx e Q, the number of subdomai; with x € Q; is bounded by a global conste@i

ii. there exists a consta@, > 0 and an anglé € (0, 7/2) such that every subdomail; satisfies an interior cone
condition with angle and radius = C;hx, a;

iii. the local fill distanceshXNi,Qj are uniformly bounded by the global fill distanieg, o, whereXy, = Xy N Q;j.

Remark 2.2. The assumptions above lead to the requirement that the nuofilsebdomains is proportional to the
number of datal[36]. The first property ensures tilis actually a sum over at most C summands. Moreover, it is
crucial for an gficient evaluation of the global approximant that only a camsihumber of local interpolants has to
be evaluated. It follows that it should be possible to lodhtese C indices in constant time. The second and third
properties are significant for estimating errors of RBF iptelants.

After defining the spac€X(RM) of all functionsf e CX whose derivatives of ordég| = k satisfy D’ f (x) =
O(||x]|[%) for ||x||2 — 0, we consider the following convergence resuli [15, 36]:

Theorem 2.1. LetQ < RM be open and bounded and suppose thiat= {xi,i = 1,...,N} < Q. Let¢ € CK(RM)
be a strictly positive definite function. Lémj}‘j’:l be a regular covering fofQ, Xn) and |et{Wj}?:1 be k-stable for

{Qj}‘j’zl. Then the error betweend .4,4(Q), where.#; = spar{¢(||x —-||2), X € Q}, is the native space @f, and its
partition of unity interpolani{4)) can be bounded by:

S
IDPf(x) — DPT(x)| < C'h o] lx 0
for all x e Q and all |8| < k/2, where C is a constant independent®f f and¢.

Remark 2.3. If we compare the result reported in Theorenm 2.1 with the gllebror estimates shown in [36], we can
see that the partition of unity interpolant preserves tteal@pproximation order for the global fit. Thus, the paditi

of unity approach enables us to decompose a large problesmiiainy small ones and, at the same time, ensures that
the accuracy obtained for the local fits is carried over to thebal interpolant.

Remark 2.4. From Theoreni 211, we can note that the interpolation erracrdases together with the fill distance.
Anyway, consistently with the tradgfor uncertaintyprinciple [32], a conflict between theoretical accuracy and
numerical stability may occur. In fact, if a large number pfdarpolation nodes is involved, the local RBF systems
may syfer from ill-conditioning. The latter is linked to the ordef the basis functions and to the node distribution.
Therefore, the ill-conditioning grows if the fill distanceateases. In such case, in order to avoid numerical problems
for high density of interpolation points, we can use lowesrdasis functions or Compactly Supported RBFs (CSRBFs)
[15]. More recently, however, several approximation teiciues have been proposed to have a stable computation
with flat RBFs|[13].

3. Block-based interpolation algorithms

This section is devoted to the presentation of the partgfamity algorithms for bivariate and trivariate interpela
tion, which make use of the new block-based partitioningcitire and related optimized searching procedure. They
allow us to dficiently find all the points belonging to a given subdom@inwhich as ini[5, 8, 15, 31, 33] consists of
circular or spherical patches (depending on whelet 2 or 3).

Here, since our main target is the interpolation of largéteoad data, in the partition of unity scheme we compute
the local interpolants by means of CSRBFs. However, as Itheilpointed out, this approach turns out to be very
flexible and dfferent choices of local approximants, either globally or pantly supported, are allowed.

Since we are going to describe in detail oukivhs routines, in Tabl€]1 we first summarize the functions of the
proposed software.

In what follows we will use a common notation for thesMas routines listed in Tablgl1. As examphg,ockBas—
edMD_Structure.mdenotes both the routin@3ockBased2D_Structure.mandBlockBased3D_Structure.m.



PUM_2D_CSRBF.m scripts performing the partition

PUM_3D_CSRBF.m of unity using CSRBFs
BlockBased2D_Structure.m scripts that store points into the
BlockBased3D_Structure.m different neighbourhoods

BlockBased2D_ContainingQuery.m scripts performing

BlockBased3D_ContainingQuery.m the containing query procedure
BlockBased2D_RangeSearch.m scripts that perform the
BlockBased3D_RangeSearch.m range search procedure

BlockBased2D_DistanceMatrix.m  scripts that form the distance matrix
BlockBased3D_DistanceMatrix.m of two sets of points for CSRBFs

Table 1: The MrLaB codes for the block-based partition of unity algorithms.

Moreover, for easiness of the reader, the steps of the bieaf¥l = 2) and trivariate {1 = 3) partition of unity
method, which makes use of the block-based data structdrermploys CSRBFs, are shown as pseudo-code in the
PUM_MD_CSRBF Algorithm.

In order to construct a flexible procedure, at first, we neddd¢as on the problem geometry, i.e. we need a sort
of data pre-processing, enabling us to consider scattextedsites arbitrarily distributed in a domanc RM, with
M =2or3.

3.1. The problem geometry

In this subsection we refer to thetep 1 of thePUM_MD_CSRBF Algorithm.

Since our aim is to construct an automatic algorithm for isgjthe interpolation problem of scattered data points
arbitrarily distributed in a (a priori unknown) domaiy the most appropriate way to act is to sefdl@s the convex
hull defined by the data séty = {xi,i = 1,..., N}. This phase allows to approximate the interpolant on thémah
set containing points which can be automatically detect®dch strategy is neither limiting nor restrictive in any
sense, in fact if the domain is supposed to be known, any gkregion is possible and straightforward|[22, 31].

After computing the convex hull, we need to define severalliany structures, meaningful to construct a robust
partitioning data structure. Thus, we define a rectangulantingR of the domairQ as

,,,,,,,,,,

M

As evident from[(B)R consists of a rectangle or a rectangular prism, dependinghatherM = 2 or 3.
Moreover, in the problem geometry we consider a secondianxstructure, known alsounding box This is a
square or a cube (favl = 2 or 3 respectively) and is given by

M
L= rl:[l [mrrlunM <i_n11|nN Xim> . max (izn;a)fV Xim>] . @

....................

In order to fix the idea in a 2D framework refer to Figlie 1.

3.2. Definition of the partition of unity framework

In this subsection we refer to theteps 2-5 of thePUM_MD_CSRBF Algorithm.

The auxiliary structures previously defined, together \lith convex hull, are useful to generate both the set of
evaluation pointsSs = {%,i = 1,...,s} € Q and the set of partition of unity subdomain centtes= {x;,j =
1,...,d} © Q. These sets are respectively obtained by generafiranddg points as grids oR. Then, they are
automatically reduced by taking only thosevaluation points and subdomain centres lying nf

1The points are automatically reduced by thull .m function, provided by J. D’Errico, available at [25].
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Figure 1: An example of the problem geometry in a 2D framewtrk set of data site¥y (blue), the convex hul2
(black), the rectangl® containing® (pink) and the bounding baX (orange).

As stated in Sectidd 2, we require that the subdom{ﬁﬁ?zl form an open, bounded and regular coveringdor
These assumptiongfact the choice of the number of partition of unity centres timedone of the subdomain radidls
Specifically, from Remark?2] 2, we know that the number of subdinsd should be proportional tbl. In particular,
assuming to have a nearly uniform node distributiis a suitable number of partition of unity subdomain<bif

8,115

o N ©)
d
Thus, denoting byA, the area or the volume (fdvl = 2 or 3 respectively) of the convex Hiilifrom a simple

proportion we find a suitable number of subdomains initigiynerated o

1 1M (M
o= |2l (- ,
2 \Ag
whereL denotes the edge of the bounding box. So, the initial numbsulodomaingly is later reduced by taking
only thosed centres lying in2 and, in this way,[(B8) is satisfied.

Also the subdomain radiusmust be carefully chosen. In fact, the subdomains must be&eriog of the domain
Q satisfying the overlap condition (see Secfidn 2). The neglproperty can be fulfilled taking as radius

L2
= )
(dg)
Moreover, we have to define the set of CSRBF cer}ff,@& {X,1=1,..., N}, which here, as in[15], coincides

with the set of data sites, i.eEN = XN

3.3. The block-based partitioning structure

In this subsection we refer to tB@ ockBasedMD_Structure.mroutine (seeSteps 6-7 of thePUM_MD_CSRBF
Algorithm).

Once the partition of unity subdomains are generated, tt@engroblem reduces to solve, for each subdomain, a
local interpolation problem. Specifically, in theth local interpolation problem, only those data sites araluation

2The convex hull and its area or volume can be computed usilylin.as routine convhulln.m.
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points belonging t&?; are involved. Consequently, a partitioning data structure a related searching procedure
must be employed tofgciently find the points located in each subdomain.

In literature, to this scope the so-called kd-tree partitig structures are commonly and widely used [1,12, 15].
A kd-tree, short fok-dimensional tree, is a space partitioning data structureifganizing points in &-dimensional
space. Here, since we havédvadimensional space we should refer to such trees as Md-tBagsin order to keep
common notations we will go on calling them kd-trees. Folloywsuch approach, after building the tree structures for
both data sites and evaluation points, the problem of findlhgoints belonging to a given subdomain can be easily
solved (se€ [8, 15, 36] for details).

In this work our aim is therefore to propose a new partitigngtructure and, consequently, a new searching
procedure built ad hoc for the interpolation purpose. Thtedgbesides being flexible as kd-tree, allows to find all the
points belonging to a given subdoma; and turns out to be competitive in terms of computationaktand cost.
Such procedure is a partitioning data scheme based ongifmoints into dfferent blocks, which are obtained from
the subdivision of the bounding box auxiliary structufénto several squares or cubes.

The numben of blocks along one side of is strictly linked to the subdomain radidsind is given by

L
g= [6} (20)
From [10) we can deduce that the block-based partitionihgree depends on the construction of the partition of
unity subdomains. In such framework, we will be able to get¢finient procedure to find the nearest points.

Thus, after defining the width of the blocks as[inl(10), we nantilocks from 1 tag™. In a 2D context they are
numbered from bottom to top, left to right, see Figlle 2. Fivatiate data sets, starting from the order shown in
Figure[2, we continue numbering blocks along the quote ak wel

The block-based partitioning structure allows us to starth lalata sites and evaluation points in each ofg¥e
blocks. At first, in such routine a sorting procedure is perfed to order data sites along the first coordinate. Then
recursive calls to the sorting routine are used to orderalateg the remaining coordinates enabling us to store points
into the diferent blocks, i.e.:

i. the setXy is partitioned by the block-based partitioning structur® g™ subsetsXy,, k = 1,...,q", whereXy,
are the points stored in theth block;

ii. the set&s is partitioned by the block-based partitioning structute g™ subsetsSs , k = 1,...,9M, where&g, are
the points stored in thieth block.

Remark 3.1. In the block-based partitioning structure, a sorting rowgion the indices is needed. To this aim an
optimized sorting procedure for integers is perforrﬁed.

3.4. The block-based searching procedure

In this subsection we refer to ttB ockBasedMD_RangeSearch.m andBlockBasedMD_ContainingQuery.m
routines (seestep 8 of thePUM_MD_CSRBF Algorithm).

After organizing in blocks data sites and evaluation pgintsrder to compute local fits, i.e. interpolants on each
subdomain, we need to perform several procedures enalditmanswer the following queries, respectively known
ascontaining quenandrange search

i. given a subdomain centrsg € Q, return thek-th block containingj;

ii. given a set of data pointg € Xy and a subdomaif;, find all points located in that subdomain, ixe.e Xy, =
XN M Qj.

3The MarLaB function countingsort.m is a routine of the package called Sorting Methods, proviteB. Moore, available ak [25].



Thus, we perform a containing query and a range search ssultiased on the block-based partitioning scheme.
To this aim, it is convenient to point out that in bivariatéerpolation, blocks are generated by the intersection of
two families of orthogonal strips. The former (numberedrirt to g) are parallel to the,-axis, whereas the latter
(again numbered from 1 tg) are parallel to theg-axis. For 3D data sets blocks are generated by the inteysemft
three orthogonal rectangular prisms. In what follows, fordicity, with abuse of notation we will continue to call
such rectangular prisms with the term “strips”. Consid{enwith the bivariate case, the three families of strips dre a
numbered from 1 tg. Moreover, the first family of strips is parallel to tkie,, x3)-plane, the second one is parallel to
the (x4, x3)-plane and the last one is parallel to the, x2)-plane.

The block-based containing query, given a subdomain cenetiterns the index of the block containing such centre.
Thus, given a partition of unity centeg, if ky, is the index of the strip parallel to the subspace of dimenbio— 1
generated by,, p = 1,...,M andp # m, containing them-th coordinate of;, then the index of thé&-th block
containing the subdomain centre is

<

-1

k= > (kn—21) "™+ ky. (11)
m=1

As example in a 2D framework, the subdomain centre plottdddgnre2 belongs to thieth block, withk = 4q + 3;
in fact herek; = 5 andk; = 3.

Remark 3.2. The containing query routine is built to be a versatile toshble for domains of any shape. In fact, this
new structure turns out to be more flexible than the one pregos|6, 7], because it can be used for generic domains
and not only for square or cube domains.

After answering the first query, given a subdom@in the searching routine allows to:
i. find all data sites belonging to the subdom&in
ii. determine all evaluation points belonging to the subdom®;.

Specifically, supposing that thjeth subdomain centre belongs to thh block, the block-based searching procedure
searches for all data lying in thieth subdomain among those lying in tkeh neighbourhood, i.e. in thieth block
and in its 3! — 1 neighbouring blocks, see Figlie 2. In particular, theifianing structure based on blocks enables us
to examine in the searching process at méfst-3l blocks. In fact, when a block lies on the boundary of the lofinm
box, we reduce the number of neighbouring blocks to be censi

3.5. The computation of local block-based distance matréoed global interpolant

In this subsection we refer to tHElockBasedMD_DistanceMatrix.m routine (see Steps 8a-10 of the
PUM_MD_CSRBF Algorithm).

The data sites and evaluation points belonging to the suboiof?y are used to compute the local interpolation
and evaluation matrices. In order to calculate the lattehawe at first to compute the so-calididtance matricesSo,
after that, the CSRBF is applied to the entire matrices abtgithe interpolation and evaluation matrices. In brief,
referring to notation introduced in Sectigh 2, this stagelwa summarized as follows:

1) solving the local CSRBF linear system
CD]'C]' = fj,
2) evaluating the local CSRBF interpolant

Rj = ®jevalCj,



Figure 2: An example of a 2D block-based partitioning stuuet thek-th block (red), a subdomain centre belonging
to thek-th block (pink) and the neighbourhood set (green).

where the index denotes the problem related to thth subdomain, whileb;eya is the corresponding evaluation
matrix [15].

Since we focus on CSRBFs, by properly scaling the suppohiedfitnction, the local interpolation systems become
sparse. Thus again, the block-based partitioning stradtuimsed to #iciently find, for each CSRBF centre, all data
sites and evaluation points located within its support. Asm@sequence we compute only few entries of the distance
matrices. Finally, the local fits are accumulated into tlabgl interpolant{}4).

On the opposite, in case of globally supported RBFs, sineetitries of the distance matrices must be computed
for each pair of points, building any partitioning struaus wasteful. Hence, in theUM_MD_CSRBF Algorithm,
Steps 8a-8b should be skipped and the progra@imckBasedMD_DistanceMatrix.mmust be substituted by the
functionDistanceMatrix.m, available in|[15].

4. Complexity analysis

In this section we point out thefeciency of our partitioning scheme. It will be proved that bivariate interpola-
tion storing data sites and evaluation points requi?é€/2N log N) andO(3/2slog s) time complexity, respectively.
While for 3D data sets the running times aré@N log N) andO(2slog s) for storing data sites and evaluation points,
respectively. Moreover, when points are organized in dpfde both 2D and 3D data sets the searching procedure can
be computed i0(1) time complexity. This allows to perform a searching roufime constant time, independently
from the initial number of points. A comparison with kd-tsagill be carried out (see Tatllé 3).

4.1. The block-based partitioning structure

The first part of the algorithm for partition of unity interdtion is a sort of data pre-processing which is not
involved in complexity cost (see Subsectignd 3.1[and 3.2).

Let us now focus on the partitioning structures used to drgatheN data sites in blocks. We remark that in the
assessment of the total computational cost, analyzed in fehaws in case of nodes, it must be added up the same
cost for storing thes evaluation points.

The partitioning structure employs tiqgicksortroutine which require®(nlogn) time complexity and)(logn)
space, whera is the number of elements to be sorted. Specifically the bdiath structure is based on recursive calls
to sortrows.m, which makes use of thguicksortroutine for sorting the nodes among thiedimensions.



INPUTS: N, number of dataXn = {x;,i = 1,..., N}, set of data pointsfy = {fi,i = 1,..., N}, set of data

values;dg, number of subdomains iR; sg, number of evaluation points iR.

OUTPUTS: As = {I(%),i =1,..., s}, set of approximated values.

Step
Step
Step
Step
Step
Step
Step

Step

1:
: AsetCqy = {Xj, ] = 1,...,d} < Q of subdomain points is constructed.

: AsetEs = {X,i = 1,...,s} < Q of evaluation points is generated.

: Define the set of CSRBF centrdg = {X.| = 1,...,N} = Q. HereXg = Xy.

: For each subdomain poirt, j = 1,...,d, a subdomain, whose radius is given by (9), is constructed.
: Compute the number of blocks as in[(10).

: The block-based data structures are built for theXsgbdf data points and the sé&t of evaluation

~N o oo W N

Define the problem geometry, i.e. defi@as the convex hull containing data sites, comgisnd L.

points by using the routinBlockBasedMD_Structure.m.

: For each subdomai®?j, j = 1,...,d, theBlockBasedMD_ContainingQuery.mand the

BlockBasedMD_RangeSearch.mroutines are performed allowing to:
i. find all data pointsXy; belonging to the subdomai;,
ii. find all evaluation pointgs, belonging to the subdomafd;.

Step 8a: The block-based data structures are built for theXsgtof data points and the sé&t;
of evaluation points, by using ttB ockBasedMD_Structure.mroutine.

Step 8b: Foreach centre (of the basis functioqk Xy;,i = 1,...,Nj, the
BlockBasedMD_ContainingQuery.mand theBlockBasedMD_RangeSearch.m
routines are performed allowing to find:

i. all data pointsXy; and
ii. all evaluation points; belonging to the support of the CSRBF centerexi at

Step 9: BlockBasedMD_DistanceMatrix.mcomputes the interpolation and evaluation matrices

and a local radial basis interpolant is formed.

Step 10: The local fits are accumulated into the global interpolat (4

ThePUM_MD_CSRBF Algorithm. Routine performing the partition of unity method, usingREFs and employing
the block-based partitioning structure and the relatecchéag procedure.
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To analyze the complexity of our procedures, we introdueddtiowing notations, i.e.,

N :  number of data sites belongingdgstrips,

Kk
kz) . number of data sites belongingqd strips.

Thus the computational cost depending on the space dimehkie:

M—1 g
O(NlogN + 37 Y N log N,§m>). (12)

m=1k=1

Denoting byN/q™ the average number of points lyingdf' strips, [12) can be estimated by

M—-1 N M-1 5 m
O(NlogN+ > Nlogﬁ) wO(NIogN+ > Nlog (N(E) )) (13)

m=1 m=1

Now, from the definition of the partition of unity subdomaiusd neglecting the constant terms, we obtain {hat (13)
is approximately

M—-1

M—m

O NlogN + NlogN |. 14

( g mzzll Y g ) (14)
Moreover in the block-based partitioning scheme a sortioggdure on indices is employed to order them. Such

routine is performed with an optimized procedure for intsgequiringO(n) time complexity, whera is the number

of elements to be sorted. It follows that in the “big O” novatisuch cost turns out to be negligible[inl(14).

4.2. The block-based searching procedure

To analyze the complexity of the 2D and 3D searching procexjletN, be the number of data sites belonging to
thek-th neighbourhood. Then, since for each subdomain a quicgsacedure is used to order distances, the routine
requiresO(Ng log N) time complexity. Observing that the data sites in a neighbood are abouN/(3q)M, the

complexity can be estimated by
O<L log L) (15)

(3™ (30)"
Taking into account the definitions gfands, (I3) is approximately

N2M/2 N2M/2

Finally, substituting the definition afz in (I8), it is proved that
2v2\M 2v2\M
o(m(57) oon (52)") -0

The estimate[{17) follows from the fact that we built a paotitng structure strictly related to the size of the
subdomains. For this reason, in each partition of unity sutein, the number of points is about constant, indepen-
dently from the initial valueN. Thus using a number of blocks depending both on the numlzktrensize of such
subdomains, the searching procedure involves a constarttenof points, i.e. those belonging to a neighbourhood.

Remark 4.1. The same computational cofifd) and (I7), in case of CSRBFs, must be considered locally for each
subdomain, to build the sparse interpolation and evaluati@trices. In such steps we usually have a relatively small
number of nodes Nwith N; << N, and evaluation points;swith 5 << s, where the index j identifies the j-th
subdomain.

All our findings are supported by numerical experiments shimwFigure 8. Here tests have been carried out on a
Intel(R) Core(TM) i3 CPU M330 2.13 GHz processor.

In Table[3, we sum up the the total computational cost of tbeksbased partitioning and searching procedures,
compared with kd-trees.
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Figure 3: The ratio between empirical times sampled #iédint consecutive values Nfcompared with the ratio of
theoretical complexity costs, for the block-based pantitng structuré,s and for the block-based searching procedure
trs (left and right, respectively).

4.3. Computation of local block-based distance matricesglnbal interpolant

Since the number of centres in each subdomain is bounded tiystamt, we need(1) space and time for each
subdomain to solve the local RBF interpolation problemsfabt, to get the local interpolants, we have to salve
linear systems of sizd; x N;j, with N; << N, thus requiring a constant running tin%Nf), j=1,...,d, for each
subdomain. Besides reporting the points in each subdomah{l), as the numbed of subdomains is bounded by
O(N), this leads t@(N) space and time for solving all of them. Finally, we have to mgé constant number of local
RBF interpolants to get the value of the globalffit (4). This ba computed i®(1) time.

5. Numerical experiments

In our results we report errors obtained by running the dllgars on large scattered data sets located in convex
hullsQ < [0, 1], for M = 2,3. As interpolation points, we take uniformly random Halttata on the unit square or
cube and then suitably reduced® This choice allows to make our tests repeatable.

Since we want to point out thefiziency of our partitioning routine, we also report CPU times

Remark 5.1. To the best of our knowledge, the only fully availalllerLae package for kd-trees, written by P. Vem-
ulapalli, is given in [25], but it is not optimally implemegd. Thus a comparison on running times with our routines

4The Halton points are generated using therMs functionhaltonseq.m, provided by D. Dougherty, available at [25].

M Block-based kd-tree Block-based kd-tree
structure structure search search
2 O(3/2NlogN)+ O(2NlogN)+ o(1) O(logN)+
0(3/2slogs) O(2slogs) O(logs)
3  O(@NlogN)+ O(3NlogN)+ 0(1) O(logN)+
O(2slogs) O(3slogs) O(logs)

Table 3: Computational costs concerning block-based amédktree routines.
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is not particularly meaningful. Moreover, for completesgse have to mention another package for kd-trees, written
by G. Shechter, available &t [25]. It consists in dynamicdities which are not executable in the recent versions of
Maras [16,21].

To point out the accuracy of our tests we will refer to thaximum absolute errofMAE) and theroot mean
square error(RMSE), whose formulas are:

MAE = max|f(%) — 7(%), = RMSE= 2|f>~< I(%))2.

1<i<s

Furthermore, we also investigate two conditioning estesahamed thenaximum conditioning numband the
average conditioning number

| =

d
MaxCond= max cond ®;), AvCond = g Z cond ®j), (18)
<j<d j=1

where®; denotes thg-th matrix associated with the subdomad. More precisely, since the partition of unity
method leads to solwé linear systems, to obtain a good conditioning estimatehénright formula of [(IB) we make
an average among the conditioning numbers ofitheatrices.

In these numerical experiments we focus on CSRBFs which intégld to sparse linear systems. So, for our
propose we consider the compactly supported Wendlafdfanction

$(r) = (1 —er)t (der + 1), (19)

wheree € R is the shape parameter afgl,. denotes the truncated power function. It follows that thecfion [19)
is non negative for € [0, 1/£] and strictly positive definite ifiR3.

5.1. Results for bivariate interpolation

In this subsection we focus on bivariate interpolation yziag performances of our algorithm and showing the
numerical results obtained by considering five sets of Hattata points. These tests are carried out considering
different convex domains, i.e. a triangle and a pentagon, seecHg

In the various experiments we investigate accuracy of tterpolation algorithm taking the data values by the
well-known 2D Franke’s functiotiy and by the test functiofy:

3 (9224 (9%—2)2 3 oqtD? 9+l
f1(Xq, X2) = 2€ a tae 10
2 2
I R C L
2 5 ’

1.25+ cos(5.4x;)
6+ 6(3x — 1)?

fa(X1, X2) =

In Tables % anfll5 we show the accuracy indicators of our dlgarconsidering several sets of points for pentagon
and triangle, usindy, andf, as test functions, respectively. These results are oluta@kéng the shape parameteof
(19) equal to ® and a uniform grid of 46 40 evaluation points oR. Furthermore we also calculate the fill distance
(5) and we estimate the empirical convergence rate via ttmetfia:

_ log(RMSE_1/RMSE)

, k=23,...
Iog(hXNkfl/hXNk)

where RMSK is the error for thek-th numerical experiment, arftk,, is the fill distance of thé-th computational
mesh. Finally, in order to point out théhieiency, we also report in TabIES 4 ddd 5 the CPU times (in six)on
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Figure 4: Examples of points in 2D convex hulls: pentagom®®2 nodes (left) and triangle with 501 nodes (right).

N MAE RMSE MaxCond AvCond hx, A thlock
622 165E— 03 140E—04 130E+07 712E+06 330E-—02 10
2499 502E-04 330E-05 172E+08 482E+07 176E—-02 229 37
9999 433E-05 633E-06 192E+09 546E+08 912E-03 250 91

39991 986E—- 06 125E—06 196E+ 10 399E+09 382E-03 186 341
159994 167E—- 06 305E-07 174E+11 356E+10 202E—-03 219 1423

Table 4: Errors, conditioning numbers, fill distances, @gence rates and CPU times (in seconds) for pentagon
using f; as test function and(19) as local approximant with 0.5.
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N MAE RMSE MaxCond AvCond hx, A thlock

501 204E—-04 260E-05 124E+07 698E+06 335E-02 08

2008 355E-05 541E-06 177E+08 476E+07 174E—-02 224 22

7995 232E-05 156E-06 177E+09 547E+08 916E—-03 191 72
31999 752E-06 459E-07 188E+10 396E+09 435E-03 163 284
128010 5/5E—07 867E—08 167E+ 11 355E+4+10 215E—-03 232 1143

Table 5: Errors, conditioning numbers, fill distances, @gence rates and CPU times (in seconds) for triangle using
f, as test function an@(19) as local approximant with 0.5.

From the results shown in Tablgk 4 ddd 5, we can see that,stemdy with Remark=2]4, the ill-conditioning
grows in correspondence of a decrease of the separatiandésand of the errors. Furthermore, comparing the
convergence rates reported in Tallés 4 @nd 5, with the ortainet for a global interpolant shown in_[15], we
observe that the local convergence rates are carried otlee tfiobal interpolant. Hence, by means of the partition of
unity method, together with the partitioning structureehproposed, we carfieciently and accurately decompose a
large interpolation problem into many small ones (see RRE@&).

Moreover, in Figuréb we represent the twdfelient test functions (left) and the absolute errors (righthputed
on convex domains.

5.2. Results for trivariate interpolation

In this subsection we instead report numerical resultseariieg trivariate interpolation. We analyze accuracy and
efficiency of the partition of unity algorithm for convex hullsking also in this case some sets of Halton scattered
data points. Such points are located in a cylinder and in ampigt, see Figurel 6.

The trivariate test functions we consider in this subsecie the 3D Franke’s functiofs and the functiorf,:

3 122+ (9% —2)%+(93-2)? 3 9 tD? 9+l 9+l
4

f3(X1, X2, Xs) = Ze + é_le 79 10 10
" }ei (9><1f7)2+(9><24—3)2+(9><3—5)2 B }ef(9x174)27(9)(277)27(9)(375)2
2 9
f4(X1, Xo, Xg) = 43X1(1 — X]_)Xg(l — X2)X3(1 — X3).

Tabled 6 an@l7 show the accuracy indicators of our algoritbnsicering several sets of Halton points for cylinder

and pyramid, usinds and f4 as test functions, respectively. As earlier, these resu#iobtained taking the shape
parametee of (19) equal to (.

N MAE RMSE MaxCond AvCond

3134 594E-03 271E—-04 765E+06 374E+ 06
12551 167E—03 6OOE—05 438E+07 207E+ 07
50184 467E—-04 227E-05 173E+08 603E+ 07
200734 122E—-04 749E—-06 986E+08 335E+ 08
802865 3B1IE-05 291E-06 310E+09 107E+ 09

Table 6: Errors and conditioning numbers for cylinder usfag@s test function and{19) as local approximant with
e =0.5.

In Table[8 we report the CPU times obtained by running thekslmsed algorithm for several sets of Halton data
in the cylinder. The results in Tallé 8 are obtained by carsig) a grid of 20< 20 x 20 evaluation points oR. Here,
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Figure 5: The functiorf; (top left) and absolute errors (top right) defined on the pgon with 159994 nodes; the
function f, (bottom left) and absolute errors (bottom right) definedtenttiangle with 128010 nodes.

Figure 6: Examples of points in 3D convex hulls: cylindertw8tl 34 nodes (left) and pyramid with 2998 nodes (right).
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N MAE RMSE MaxCond AvCond

2998 123E—-02 640E—-04 754E+06 362E+ 06
12004 338E—03 147E—04 449E+07 206E+ 07
47997 133E—04 357E-05 173E+08 6O03E+ 07
191981 110E—-04 993E-06 985E+08 334E+ 08
767970 463E—-05 348E—-06 310E+09 107E+ 09

Table 7: Errors and conditioning numbers for pyramid usings test function and{19) as local approximant with
e =0.5.

we omit the table concerning CPU times by varydor the pyramid because the behavior is similar to that nedi
in Table[8.

Also in the trivariate case, we register the pattern alredidgovered about ill-conditioning and accuracy. We
can easily note that the ill-conditioning grows as the exmbecrease. From this fact we can deduce that we have
convergence. However, in this case we left out the computati the convergence rates because the matrices become
increasingly dense and computation requires lots of systemory.

N 3134 12551 50184 200734
toock 148 531 1845 17581

Table 8: CPU times (in seconds) obtained by running the blmded partition algorithryoc)

6. Applications

In this section we analyze two main applications of our piarting structure. Precisely for 2D data sets we
briefly illustrate the importance of having such a versatld in biomathematics to assess the domains of attraction
in dynamical systems. Then for 3D data sets it will be poimtetthat the flexibility with respect to the domain of our
partitioning procedure leads to an important applicati@n,modelling implicit surfaces.

6.1. Surface approximation from biomathematics

It is well-known that in dynamical systems saddle pointgipan the domain into basins of attraction of the
remaining locally stable equilibria. This situation istrat common especially in population dynamics models, like
competition systems [10]. Trajectories witlfdrent initial conditions will possibly converge towardfdrent equilib-
ria, depending on the locations of their respective ind@iditions. The set of all points that taken as initial cdiodis
will have trajectories all tending to the same equilibrissttalled the basin of attraction of that equilibrium point.

We consider the following competition model [20]:

%%( =p(1- &)x—axy—bxz
B g1-Y)y—oy—eyz (20)

%iﬁz: r(1—-&)z— fxz—gyz

wherex, y andz denote the three populations, each one competing with hetbther ones in the same environment.
Respectivelyp, q andr are their growth rates, b, c, e, f andg denote the competition ratas, v andw are their
carrying capacities. We assume that all parameters aresgaitine.
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Figure 8: The convex hull defined by separatrix points (laft)l the separatrix surface (right).

There are eight equilibrium points; here we list only tho$gal play a role in this investigation, i.&; = (0,v, 0)
andE; = (0,0,w). For further details about the study of competition modeks [0/ 2/7]. For suitable parameters
choices the system admits multistability. For examplehwtie parameteps = 1, = 05,r =2,a=1b=2c =
03,e=1f=3,g=2u=1yv=2w-=1, the equilibriaE; andEz are both stable equilibria and this suggests the
existence of a separatrix surface.

To determine the separatrix surfaces forl (20), we need teidena set of points as initial conditions in a cube
domain[0, y]3, wherey € R* (in the following we fixy = 2). Then, we take points in pairs and we check if trajec-
tories of the two points converge toffilirent equilibria. If this the case, we proceed with a biseetike procedure
to determine a separatrix point. The algorithm to detecasspx points, with a bisection routine, is analyzed in
[10]. Here we omit details and we only show points that withicertain tolerance belong to the separatrix surface in
Figure[¥. Then, once the detection routine provides theragpapoints, the algorithm described in Subsection 3.1
computes the convex hull and interpolates data sites asrsimofigure[8 (left and right, respectively). The surface is
reconstructed by taking the shape parameter of the Wendlfumrdttion equal to .

From this sketch it is evident, especially in applicatiortseve the location of points is not in general a priori
known, the importance of having a geometry-independgicient partitioning structure.
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6.2. Reconstruction of 3D objects

We present an implicit approach via partition of unity imtelation for the reconstruction of 3D objects or more in
general implicit surfaces. A common problem in computeedidesign and computer graphics is the reconstruction
of surfaces defined in terms of a set of unorganized, irregndants in 3D. Such applications also arise in computer
graphics, modeling complicated 3D objects or in medicalgimg [15, 35].

In the approximation of 3D objects a large 8&f = {x; € R3,i = 1,..., N} of scattered data points, named cloud
data, is generally involved. Such points should be thoughtaa sites belonging to an unknown two dimensional
manifold .#, namely a surface ifR3. Thus given the seXy, we seek another surface* that is a reasonable
approximation ta#. Therefore here we use an implicit approach, i.#. is defined as the surface of all points
x € R3 satisfying the implicit equation:

f(x) =0, (21)

for some functionf, which implicitly defines the surface7 [15,/38]. This means that the equatiénl(21) is the zero
iso-surface of the trivariate function and therefore this iso-surface coincides with [15,(35]. The key to finding
the interpolant of the trivariate functiof from the given data points, i = 1,..., N, is to use additional significant
interpolation conditions, i.e. to add an extra sebfffsurface pointsWhen the augmented data set is defined, we can
then compute a three dimensional interpolano the total set of points [15].

In order to build the extra set offfssurface points, we assume that in addition to the pointctikdata the set
of surface oriented normalg € R? to the surface# at the pointsx; is also given. Thus we construct the extra
off-surface points by taking a small step away along the suriaceals, i.e. we obtain for each data poxnptwo
additional dt-surface points, which lieutsideandinsidethe manifold./:

XN+i = X +on;, XoN+i = Xj — o,

6 being the stepsize. Note that if we have zero normals in thengiormal data set, we must exclude such normals
[15]. The union of the set&’; = {XN41. .- XN, Xy = {Xong1. ..., Xan} @andXy gives the overall set of points on
which the interpolation conditions are assigned.

Now, after creating the data set, we compute the interpdlavtiose zero contour (iso-surfage= 0) interpolates
the given point cloud data, and whose iso-surface 1 andZ = —1 interpolateX; andX; , respectively [4, 15].

This problem is now reduced to a full 3D interpolation prablévVloreover we can naotice that the large initial data
set of point cloud data is significantly augmented by theaes#t of ¢f-surface points. Thus, from such consideration,
it is evident the importance of having affieient tool which allows to compute 3D objects, especiallyase adaptive
methods are developed in the approximation of implicitaces, as in [28].

After computing the interpolant, we just render the resgltpproximating surface”Z* as the zero contour of
the 3D interpolant [15]. If the normals are not explicitlywgn, some techniques to estimate the latter are illustrated
in [23,135].

Here we show, several numerical experiments. The data setsio our examples correspond to various point
cloud data set of the Stanford Burﬁly.

To approximate the 3D object, we use as local approximanitiie C* CSRBF that is strictly positive definite in
R3 citeWu:

¢(r) = (1 —er) (5 + 30 + 72:%r3 + 8272 + 36er + 6).

In Table[® we report the CPU times obtained by running thelblwased partition algorithm for four fierent sets
of point cloud data. We remark that the interpolation cdnd# are almost three times larger than the original data
set consisting oN points (not exactly every point has a normal vector assediafith it, since zero normals must be
excluded).

The results of the approximation algorithm for twdtdrent data sets are shown in Figlfe 9. They are obtained
by taking the shape parametenf the Wu's function equal to.Q and a grid of 10& 100x 100 evaluation points oR.

5The data sets of the Stanford bunny are availabtecap: //graphics.stanford.edu/data/3Dscanrep/.
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Figure 9: The Stanford Bunny with 8171 (left) and 35947 (tjgtata points.

N 453 1889 8171 35947
toock 194 785 6428 74881

Table 9: CPU times (in seconds) obtained by running the blmded algorithmtgock).

7. Conclusions and work in progress

In this paper we present affieient construction of the partition of unity interpolan.fact the search of nearest
points in the localized process, taking advantage of thekbbased structure can be performed in a constant time. This
is mainly due to the fact that the proposed partitioningiraits strictly related to the partition of unity subdomains
differently from other routines. Extensive numerical testsareliable complexity analysis support our findings.

Furthermore, considering some applications in geometoideting we show the versatility of our software. More-
over, even if here we deal with convex domains, it has beemt@diout that the numerical tool presented can be easily
adapted, with really few changes, for working in case of nomvex domains, as irh__[iZZ]. Berently from such pa-
per, our approach excludes the employment of techniquder @ample conformal maps. In fact in that paper the
Schwarz-Christfiel transformation is used to map the interpolant, which it buclusively in the unit disk and not
on the irregular domain, onto a known polygon. Then a globethmd is considered and consequently the solution of
the interpolation of large scattered data sets cannot hewwsth On the contrary, using our technique we could get an
accurate solution in case of large data sets in an irregolaaéh and the problem solved in a relatively small time. In
that case, applications of our algorithm could arise in thetext of interpolation and PDEs |11,/ 14 Eﬁ 33], allowing
to deal with larger data sets in a reasonable time. Furtiestigations in this direction are needed.

Moreover, work in progress also consists in extending tlopased block-based partitioning scheme so that it
allows to consider subdomains having variable radii. Thiag out to be meaningful especially when strongly non-
uniform data are considered.
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