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A note on transformed Fourier systems for the
approximation of non-periodic signals

Robert Nasdala and Daniel Potts

1 Introduction

For the approximation of non-periodic functions defined on the cube [0, 1]3, fast

algorithms based on Chebyshev- and tent-transformed rank-1 lattice methods have

been introduced in [15, 9]. Recently, we suggested a general framework for trans-

formed rank-1 lattice approximation, in which functions defined on the cube [− 1
2
, 1

2
]3

are periodized ontoR3 or T3, [10, 11]. In these approaches we define parameterized

families k(◦, () : [0, 1]3 → [0, 1]3 , ( ∈ R3+ of transformations that, depending

on the parameter choice, yield a certain smoothening effect when composed with a

given non-periodic function. This periodization strategies also lead to general pa-

rameterized classes of orthonormal systems in weighted Hilbert spaces. However,

these methods have the natural backdraw of singularities appearing at the boundary

points of the cube, so that any approximation error estimates have to be done with

respect to weighted !∞- and !2-norms.

We reflect some crucial properties of rank-1 lattice approximation. Then, we com-

pare the Chebyshev approximation, the approximation with a half-periodic cosine

system and tent-transformed sampling nodes, as well as the general framework for

the parameterized transformed Fourier system. We discuss numerical results in up

to dimension 3 = 3 and highlight the controlled smoothening effect when varying

the parameter ( in the transformed Fourier systems.
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2 Approximation methods

At first we reflect the main ideas of the Fourier approximation with sampling sets in

the form of rank-1 lattices [14, 4, 8]. We consider Chebyshev- and tent-transformed

rank-1 lattices in the context of Chebyshev and cosine approximation methods [15, 9].

Finally, we outline the transformed Fourier system for the approximation of non-

periodic signals, as introduced in [11], and provide two examples of parameterized

transformations.

2.1 Fourier approximation

For any frequency set � ⊂ Z3 of finite cardinality |� | < ∞ we denote the space of all

multivariate trigonometric polynomials supported on � by

Π� := span





e2cik·◦
=

3∏

9=1

e2ci: 9◦ : k ∈ �




,

which forms an orthonormal system with respect to the !2 (T3)-scalar product

( 5 , 6)!2 (T3 ) :=

∫

T3

5 (x) 6(x) dx, 5 , 6 ∈ !2(T3).

For all k ∈ Z3 we denote the Fourier coefficients ℎ̂k by

ℎ̂k := (ℎ, e2cik·◦)!2 (T3) =

∫

T3

ℎ(x) e−2cik·x dx,

and the corresponding Fourier partial sum by (� ℎ(x) :=
∑

k∈� ℎ̂k e2cik·x.

We use sampling nodes in a rank-1 lattice Λ(z, ") of size " ∈ N generated by

the vector z ∈ Z3 , that is defined as

Λ(z, ") :=

{
xlatt
9 :=

9

"
z mod 1 ∈ T3 : 9 = 0, . . . , " − 1

}
, (1)

which allows the fast evaluation of Fourier partial sums via [8, Algorithm 3.1]. For

any frequency set � ⊂ Z3 the difference set is given by

D(�) := {k ∈ Z3 : k = k1 − k2 with k1, k2 ∈ �}.

We define the reconstructing rank-1 lattice Λ(z, ", �) as a rank-1 lattice Λ(z, ")
for which the condition

t · z . 0 (mod") for all t ∈ D(�) \ {0} (2)
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holds. Given a reconstructing rank-1 lattice Λ(z, ", �), we have exact integration for

all multivariate trigonometric polynomials ? ∈ ΠD(� ) , see [14], so that

∫

T3

?(x) dx =
1

"

"−1∑

9=0

?(x 9 ), x 9 ∈ Λ(z, ", �).

In particular, for ℎ ∈ Π� and k ∈ � we have ℎ(◦) e−2cik·◦ ∈ ΠD(� ) and

ℎ̂k =

∫

T3

ℎ(x) e−2cik·x dx =
1

"

"−1∑

9=0

ℎ(x 9) e−2cik·x 9 , x 9 ∈ Λ(z, ", �). (3)

Next, we focus on functions in the Wiener algebra A(T3) containing all !1(T3)-
functions with absolutely summable Fourier coefficients. For an arbitrary function

ℎ ∈ A(T3) ∩ C(T3) and lattice points x 9 ∈ Λ(z, ", �) we lose the former mentioned

exact integration property and get approximated Fourier coefficients ℎ̂Λ
k

of the form

ℎ̂k ≈ ℎ̂Λk :=
1

"

"−1∑

9=0

ℎ(x 9) e−2cik·x 9

leading to the approximated Fourier partial sum (Λ
�
5 given by

ℎ(x) ≈ (Λ� ℎ(x) :=
∑

k∈�
ℎ̂Λk e2cik·x.

For the matrix-vector-expression with respect to the frequency set �latt ⊂ Z3 we put

Flatt :=
{
e

2cik·xlatt
9

}"−1

9=0,k∈�latt

, hlatt :=
(
ℎ(xlatt

9 )
)"−1

9=0
.

The evaluation of the function ℎ and the reconstruction of the approximated Fourier

coefficients ĥ := ( ℎ̂Λ
k
)k∈�latt

are realized by the fast Algorithms outlined in [8, Algo-

rithm 3.1 and 3.2] that compute the systems

hlatt = Flattĥ and ĥ = F∗
latthlatt. (4)

2.2 Chebyshev approximation

We consider the Chebyshev system, that is defined for x = (G1, . . . , G3)⊤ ∈ [0, 1]3
and a finite frequency set k = (:1, . . . , :3)⊤ ∈ �cheb ⊂ N3

0
as
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{

)k (x) :=

3∏

ℓ=1

√
2

1−X:ℓ ,0 cos (:ℓ arccos(2Gℓ − 1))
}

k∈�cheb

(5)

and is an orthonormal system with respect to the weighted scalar product

()k1
, )k2

)!2,l ( [0,1]3 ) :=

∫

[0,1]3
)k1

(x) )k2
(x) l(x) dx, l(x) :=

3∏

9=1

2

c
√

4G 9 (1 − G 9 )
.

We transfer some properties of the Fourier system via the Chebyshev transformation

k(x) := (k1(G1), . . . , k3 (G3))⊤, k 9 (G 9 ) :=
1

2
+ 1

2
cos

(
cG 9

)
, G 9 ∈ [0, 1] . (6)

We note that Chebyshev transformed sampling nodes are fundamentally connected

to Padua points and Lissajous curves, as well as certain interpolation methods that

are outlined in [1, 6].

The Chebyshev coefficients of an ℎ ∈ !2,l ( [0, 1]3) are given by 2̂k :=

(ℎ,)k)!2,l ( [0,1]3 ) , k ∈ Z3 . We have sampling nodes in the Chebyshev-transformed

rank-1 lattice Λk (z, ") defined as

Λk (z, ") :=
{
xcheb
9 := k

(
xlatt
9

)
: xlatt

9 ∈ Λ(z, "), 9 = 0, . . . , " − 1
}
. (7)

It inherits the reconstruction property (2) of the underlying reconstructing rank-1

lattice Λ(z, ", �) and is denoted by Λk (z, ", �).
Furthermore, the multivariate Chebyshev polynomials supported on � ⊂ Z3 are

given by Π
cheb
�

:= span{)k : k ∈ �} and have the exact integration property (3).

Hence, for ℎ ∈ Π
cheb
�

we have

2̂k =

∫

[0,1]3
ℎ(x))k (x) l(x) dx =

1

"

"−1∑

9=0

ℎ(x 9) )k (xcheb
9 ), xcheb

9 ∈ Λk (z, ", �),

which yields approximated Chebyshev coefficients of the form

2̂Λk :=
1

"

"−1∑

9=0

ℎ(x 9) )k (xcheb
9 )

and leads to the approximated Chebyshev partial sum (Λ
�
5 given by

ℎ(x) ≈ (Λ� ℎ(x) :=
∑

k∈�
2̂Λk )k (x). (8)

In matrix-vector-notation this reads as

Tcheb :=
{
)k (xcheb

9 )
}"−1

9=0,k∈�cheb

, hcheb :=
(
ℎ(xcheb

9 )
)"−1

9=0
.
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The evaluation of ℎ as well as the reconstruction of the approximated Chebyshev

coefficients ĉ :=
(
2̂Λ

k

)
k∈�cheb

of ℎ are realized by fast Algorithms outlined in [15, 12, 9],

that compute the systems

hcheb = Tchebĉ and ĉ = T∗
chebhcheb. (9)

2.3 Cosine approximation

Next, we consider the half-periodic cosine system



_k (◦) :=

√
2
‖k ‖0

3∏

9=1

cos(c: 9◦)

k∈�tent

, �tent ⊂ N3
0 . (10)

In [7] it is pointed out that this system can alternatively be defined in one dimension

over the domain C ∈ [−1, 1] as the system _0 (G) = 1√
2
, _: (C) = cos(:cC), _̃: (C) =

sin((: − 1
2
)cC), which yields the original cosine system after applying the transfor-

mation C = 2G − 1.

The cosine system (10) is orthonormal with respect to the !2 ( [0, 1]3)-scalar

product and the cosine coefficients of a function ℎ ∈ !2( [0, 1]3) are given by

6̂k := (ℎ, _k)!2 ( [0,1]3 ) . We transfer the crucial properties of the Fourier system via

the tent transformation

k(x) := (k1(G1), . . . , k3 (G3))⊤, k 9 (G 9 ) =
{

2G 9 for 0 ≤ G 9 <
1
2
,

2 − 2G 9 for 1
2
≤ G 9 ≤ 1.

(11)

We have sampling nodes in the tent-transformed rank-1 lattice Λk (z, ") defined as

Λk (z, ") :=
{
xtent
9 := k

(
xlatt
9

)
: xlatt

9 ∈ Λ(z, "), 9 = 0, . . . , " − 1
}

(12)

and we speak of a reconstructing tent-transformed rank-1 lattice Λk (z, ", �) if the

underlying rank-1 lattice is a reconstructing one. Furthermore, the multivariate cosine

polynomials supported on � ⊂ Z3 are given by Π
tent
�

:= span{_k : k ∈ �} and inherit

the exact integration property (3). Thus, for ℎ ∈ Π
tent
�

we have

6̂k =

∫

[0,1]3
ℎ(x) _k (x) dx =

1

"

"−1∑

9=0

ℎ(x 9) _k (xtent
9 ), xtent

9 ∈ Λk (z, ", �),

which yields approximated cosine coefficients of the form

6̂Λk :=
1

"

"−1∑

9=0

ℎ(x 9) _k (xtent
9 )
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and leads to the approximated cosine partial sum (Λ
�
5 given by

ℎ(x) ≈ (Λ� ℎ(x) :=
∑

k∈�
ℎ̂Λk _k (x). (13)

In matrix-vector-notation we have

htent :=
(
ℎ(xtent

9 )
)"−1

9=0
, Ctent :=

{
_k

(
xtent
9

)}"−1

9=0,k∈�tent

.

Both the evaluation of ℎ and the reconstruction of the approximated cosine coeffi-

cients ĝ :=
{
6̂Λ

k

}
k∈�tent

is realized by solving the systems

htent = Ttentĝ. and ĝ = T∗
tenthtent. (14)

Fast algorithms for the computation of both systems are described in [15, 9].

2.4 Transformed Fourier approximation

We reflect the ideas of a particular family of parameterized torus-to-cube transforma-

tions as suggested in [10, 11], that generalize the construction idea of the Chebyshev

system in composing a mapping with a multiple of its inverse.

We call a continuously differentiable, increasing and odd mapping k̃ : (0, 1) → R
with k̃(G) → ±∞ for G → {0, 1} a transformation to R. We obtain a parameterized

torus-to-cube transformation k(·, [) : [0, 1] → [0, 1] with [ ∈ R+ := (0,∞) by

putting

k(G, [) :=





0 for G = 0,

k̃−1([ k̃(G)) for G ∈ (0, 1) ,
1 for G = 1,

(15)

which are continuously differentiable, increasing and have a first derivativek′(◦, [) ∈
C(T). It holds k−1(H, [) = k

(
H, 1

[

)
and we call r(H, [) := (k−1) ′(H, [) = k′

(
H, 1

[

)

the density of k. In multiple dimensions 3 ∈ N with ( = ([1, . . . , [3)⊤ we put

k(x, () := (k1 (G1, [1), . . . , k3 (G3 , [3))⊤,
k−1(y, () := (k−1

1 (H1, [1), . . . , k−1
3 (H3 , [3))⊤,

r(y, () :=

3∏

9=1

r 9 (H 9 , [ 9 ) with r(H 9 , [ 9 ) :=
1

k′(k−1(H 9 , [ 9 ))
.

Applying a torus-to-cube transformation to a function ℎ ∈ !2,l ( [0, 1]3) generates

a periodic function 5 ∈ !2(T3) of the form
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5 (x) := ℎ(k(x, [))

√√√
l(k(x, [))

3∏

9=1

k′
9
(G 9 ) with ‖ℎ‖!2,l ( [0,1]3 ) = ‖ 5 ‖!2 (T3) ,

(16)

that is approximated by the classical Fourier system. To construct an approximant

for the original function ℎ we apply the inverse torus-to-cube transformation to the

Fourier system, yielding the transformed Fourier system

{

ik (◦, () :=

√
r(◦, ()
l(◦) e2cik·k−1 (◦,()

}

k∈�
, (17)

which forms an orthonormal system with respect to the weighted !2,l

(
[0, 1]3

)
-

scalar product. For all k ∈ Z3 the transformed Fourier coefficients ℎ̂k are naturally

defined as

ℎ̂k := (ℎ, i(◦, ())!2,l ( [0,1]3 ) =

∫

[0,1]3
ℎ(x) i(x, () l(x) dx,

and the corresponding Fourier partial sum is given by (� ℎ(x) :=
∑

k∈� ℎ̂k i(x, ().
The corresponding sampling nodes will be taken from the torus-to-cube-transformed

(abbreviated: ttc) rank-1 lattice Λk (z, ") defined as

Λk (z, ") :=
{
xttc
9 := k

(
xlatt
9 , (

)
: xlatt

9 ∈ Λ(z, "), 9 = 0, . . . , " − 1
}

(18)

and we speak of a reconstructing torus-to-cube-transformed rank-1 latticeΛk(z, ", �)
if the underlying rank-1 lattice is a reconstructing one.

Furthermore, the multivariate transformed trigonometric polynomials supported

on � ⊂ Z3 are given by Π
ttc
�

:= span{ik : k ∈ �} and inherit the exact integration

property (3), thus, for ℎ ∈ Π
ttc
�

we have

ℎ̂k =

∫

[0,1]3
ℎ(x) ik (x) dx =

1

"

"−1∑

9=0

ℎ(x 9) ik (xttc
9 ), xttc

9 ∈ Λk (z, ", �),

which yields approximated cosine coefficients of the form

ℎ̂Λk :=
1

"

"−1∑

9=0

ℎ(x 9) ik (xttc
9 )

and leads to the approximated transformed Fourier partial sum (Λ
�
5 given by

ℎ(x) ≈ (Λ� ℎ(x) :=
∑

k∈�
ℎ̂Λk ik (x, (). (19)

In matrix-vector-notation we have
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httc :=
(
ℎ(xttc

9 )
)"−1

9=0
, Fttc :=

{
ik

(
xttc
9

)}"−1

9=0,k∈�ttc
.

The evaluation of ℎ and the reconstruction of the approximated transformed Fourier

coefficients ĥ :=
{
ℎ̂Λ

k

}
k∈�ttc is realized by solving the systems

httc = Fttcĥ. and ĥ = F∗
ttchttc. (20)

Fast algorithms for the computation of both systems are described in [11].

2.5 Comparison of the orthonormal systems

The previously presented approximation approaches are based on very different

orthonormal systems and use differently transformed sampling sets, which is sum-

marized in dimension 3 = 1 in Table 1 with the definition of the hyperbolic cross �3
#

given in (26).

Applying the univariate tent-transformation (11) to a sampling set of equispaced

nodes, can be interpreted as mirroring the given function at its right boundary point

and approximating the resulting function by means of a half-periodic cosine system.

However, the produced continuous periodic function generally won’t be smooth.

The invertible Chebyshev-transformation (6) mirrors the original function and

additionally smoothens it at the boundary points, leading to better approximation

results. The also invertible parametrized torus-to-cube transformation (15) adapts

the idea of the Chebyshev-transformation by mirroring the original function into

an even, continuous and periodic function. Additionally, the involved parameter (

controls the smoothening effect on the periodized function, see [11].

Example 1 We find various suggestions for transformations toR in [2, Section 17.6],

[13, Section 7.5] and [10]. We list some induced combined transformations k(G, [)
and the corresponding density function r(H, [) = (k−1) ′(H, [) in the sense of defi-

nition (15):

• the logarithmic torus-to-cube transformation

k(G, [) :=
1

2
+ 1

2
tanh([ tanh−1(2G − 1)), r(H, [) = 4

[

(4H − 4H2)
1
[
−1

(
(2H)

1
[ + (2 − 2H)

1
[

)2
,

(21)

based on the mapping

k̃(G) = 1

2
log

(
2G

2 − 2G

)
= tanh−1(2G − 1),

• the error function torus-to-cube transformation
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0 0.5 1

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

k (H) =
{

2H for 0 ≤ H < 1
2
,

2 − 2H for 1
2
≤ H ≤ 1.

0 0.5 1

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

k (G) = 1
2
+ 1

2
cos(cG)

0 0.5 1

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

k (G) =

k (G) = 1
2
− 1

2
cos(cG)

k (G, 2) = 1
2
+ 1

2
tanh(2 tanh−1 (2G − 1))

k (G, 4) = 1
2
+ 1

2
tanh(4 tanh−1 (2G − 1))

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

10−0.5

100

100.5

r (G) = 2
c

1√
4G (1−G)

r (H, 2) = 2(4H − 4H2)− 1
2

(
(2H) 1

2 + (2 − 2H) 1
2

)−2

r (H, 4) = (4H − 4H2)− 3
4

(
(2H) 1

4 + (2 − 2H) 1
4

)−2

Fig. 1 Top-left: The tent-transformation (11). Top-right: The Chebyshev-transformation (6).

Bottem-left: The parameterized logarithmic transformation (21) in comparison with the mirrored

Chebyshev-transformation. Bottom-right: The density functions of the parameterized logarithmic

transformation (21) in comparison with the mirrored Chebyshev-transformation.

k(G, [) = 1

2
erf([ erf−1(2G − 1)) + 1

2
, r(H, [) = 1

[
e
(1− 1

[2
) (erf−1 (2H−1))2

, (22)

based on the mapping

k̃(G) = erf−1(2G − 1),

which is the inverse of the error function

erf(H) = 1
√
c

∫ H

−H
e−C

2

dC, H ∈ R,

In Figure 1 we provide a side-by-side comparison of all the previously mentioned

transformation mappings. Furthermore, the bottom plots of Figure 1 highlights how

increasing the parameter [ leads to smoother transformationsk(◦, [) than the Cheby-

shev transformation. Furthermore, the transformed Fourier system requires a sym-

metric frequency set, such as the hyperbolic cross (26), in contrast to both the cosine

and the Chebyshev systems only requires non-negative frequencies.
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orthonormal system {i: (G) }:∈� weight function l sampling transformation k frequency set �

√
2
‖:‖0

cos(c:G) 1

{
2G for 0 ≤ G < 1

2
,

2 − 2G for 1
2
≤ G ≤ 1.

� 3
#

∩N3
0

√
2

1−X:,0
cos (: arccos (2G − 1)) 2

c
√

4G (1−G)
1
2
+ 1

2
cos (cG) � 3

#
∩N3

0
√

r (G,[)
l (G) e2ci:k−1 (G,[) l (G) k (G, [) � 3

#

Table 1 Comparison of the univariate orthonormal system, sampling sets and frequency sets from

the Cosine, Chebyshev and transformed Fourier approximation methods.

0 0.5 1

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

ℎ (H) = �2 (H)

0

0.5

1 0

0.5

1
0

0.5

1

ℎ2 (H1, H2) = �2 (H1) �2 (H2)

Fig. 2 The univariate B-spline ℎ (G) = �2 (G) and the two-dimensional tensored B-spline

ℎ1 (G1, G2) = �2 (G1) �2 (G2) .

3 Numerics

We define a shifted, scaled and dilated B-spline �2 ∈ C1( [0, 1]) as

�2(G) :=

{
−G2 + 3

4
for 0 ≤ G < 1

2
,

1
2

(
G2 − 3G + 9

4

)
for 1

2
≤ G ≤ 1,

(23)

depicted in Figure 2, that was also used in [12, 11]. We approximate the tensored

B-spline

ℎ(x) =
3∏

9=1

�2 (G 9 ), (24)

by the approximated Chebyshev, cosine or transformed Fourier partial sums (Λ
�
ℎ

given in (8), (13) and (19). We study the resulting relative ℓ2 and ℓ∞ approximation

errors

Y? :=


(
ℎ(x 9) − (Λ

�
ℎ(x 9)

)'
9=1


ℓ?

(
ℎ(x 9)

)'
9=1


ℓ?

, ? ∈ {2,∞}, (25)
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−10 −5 0 5 10
−10

−5

0

5

10

� 2
8

−10 −5 0 5 10
−10

−5

0

5

10

� 2
8
∩ N2

0

Fig. 3 The hyperbolic cross � 2
8

(left) and its first quadrant � 2
8
∩ N2

0
(right).

that are evaluated at ' ∈ N random points x 9 ∼ U([0, 1]3). The approximated coef-

ficients appearing in the approximated partial sums (8),(13) and (19) are calculated

by solving the corresponding systems (9), (14) or (20).

A prominent choice for the frequency sets � is the hyperbolic cross given by

�3# :=

{

k ∈ Z3 :

3∏

ℓ=1

max(1, |: 9 |) ≤ #

}

, (26)

which is considered in the context of the Fourier approximation [16, 5] and trans-

formed Fourier approximation. For the Chebyshev and Cosine approximation we

consider only the first orthant of such a hyperbolic cross �3
#
∩N3

0
. We illustrate both

frequency sets �3
#

and �3
#
∩ N3

0
in dimension 3 = 2 with # = 8 in Figure 3.

3.1 The numerics of ℓ2-approximation

In [16, 3, 17] we find a broad discussion on the approximation error decay of

function in the Sobolev space �<(T3) of mixed dominated smoothness < ∈ N0. It

was proven that there is a worst case upper error bound of the form Y2 = Y2(#, 3) .
#−<(log #) (3−1)/2. In [11] we find conditions on the logarithmic and the error

function transformation k(◦, (), given in (21) and (22), such that a certain degree

of smoothness of given C<(T3)-function is preserved under composition and the

resulting periodized function is at least in �ℓ (T3), ℓ ≤ < and for each ℓ it was

calculated how large the parameter [ has to be chosen. For the consideredC1( [0, 1])-
function in (23) we need to choose [ 9 > 3 in each component of( = ([1, . . . , [3)⊤ for

both the logarithmic transformation (21) and the error function transformation (22)

to guarantee that the smoothness of ℎ is preserved by the corresponding transformed

Fourier systems.

In dimensions 3 ∈ {1, 2, 3} we compare the discrete ℓ2-approximation error Y2,

given in (25), with ' = 100.000 uniformly distributed evaluation points for all of the

previously introduced approximation approaches. We consider frequency sets �3
#

for

all transformedFourier system and �3
#
∩N3

0
for any other system with # = 1, . . . , 100
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Fig. 4 Comparison of the ℓ2-approximation error (25) in dimensions 3 ∈ {1, 2, 3} of the tensored

B-spline (23) being approximated by the cosine, Chebyhsev and transformed Fourier system with

the logarithmic transformation (21) and the error function transformation (22) with parameters

( = ([ 9)39=1
, [ 9 ∈ {2, 4}.

each. We obtain an error decay of Y2 (#, 3) . #−1 for the cosine system and both

the log- and erf-transformed Fourier system with [ = 2. For the Chebyshev system,

as well as for the log- and the erf-transformed Fourier system with [ = 4, we

obtain an error decay of Y2(#, 3) . #−2.5. The particular ℓ2-errors are shown in

Figure 4. These experiments highlight how a sufficient increase of the parameter (

in these parameterized transformationsk(◦, () improves the approximation error by

preserving more smoothness of the initially given function.

We also obtain certain preasymptotic phenomena which are caused by the sin-

gularities at the boundary points of the tensored density r. Each singular density

weights the exponentials by certain finite values over the center of their domain, but

diverge quickly near the bounds of the domain. In multiple dimensions these uni-

variate singularities stack and push the undistorted information towards the center

of the domain. Therefore, the underlying rank-1 lattice has to be very fine in high

dimensions to be able to sample the essential information that is pushed towards the

center of the domain. Consequentially, for larger parameter ( the errors Y2(#, 3)
are at first worse for small # than the errors for smaller parameter (, but eventually

yield better approximation results once # is large enough.

3.2 The problems with ℓ
∞

-approximation

As derived in [11] and recalled in (16), the transformed Fourier system (17) for non-

periodic funtions is the result of applying an inverted change of variable k−1(◦, ()
in the form of (15) to the Fourier system elements within the !2(T3)-scalar product,

in order to generate another orthonormal system in a given space !2,l

(
[− 1

2
, 1

2
]3
)
.

There are two interpretations for the resulting integral of the form
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∫

[0,1]3
r(y, ()
l(x) e2ci(k−m)k−1 (y,() l(x) dy =

∫

T3

e2ci(k−m)x dx = Xk,m. (27)

We either have another periodic system of the form
{
e2cik·k−1 (◦,()

}

k∈�
and the

weighted !2, r

(
[− 1

2
, 1

2
]3
)
-scalar product; or we attach

√
r(◦, ()/l(◦) to the in-

dividual exponentials e2cik·k−1 (◦,() and end up with the non-periodic system (17)

and the originally given weighted !2,l

(
[− 1

2
, 1

2
]3
)
-scalar product. If we consider a

constant weight function l ≡ 1, then there is a drawback that comes with the later

choice, because r is unbounded and causes singularities at the boundary points of

the elements in the approximated transformed Fourier sum (19). So, the pointwise

approximation error Y∞ in (25) isn’t finite, unless we consider a suitably weighted ℓ∞-

norm that counteracts teh behvior of the approximant towards the boundary points,

which is discussed more thoroughly in [10, 11]. This strategy is based on choosing

the weight function l in such a way that the quotient r(◦, ()/l(◦) is either constant

or converges at the boundary points. However, for any chosen torus-to-cube transfor-

mation - especially for the presented parameterized transformations k(◦, () in (21)

and (22) with a fixed parameter ( - the weight function has to be chosen in such a

way so that on one hand the singularities of the density function are controlled and

on the other hand the given function ℎ is still in !2,l ( [0, 1]3). We achieve this effect

for example by choosing k(x) = k(x, () to be the Chebyshev transformation (6),

so that r(x) =
∏3

9=1
2

c
√

4G 9 (1−G 9 )
is the usual unbounded Chebyshev weight. By

puttingl(x) = r(x) the quotient r(◦, ()/l(◦) is constant. We end up with the same

weighted !2,l-scalar product as in the Chebyshev system and the real part of the

resulting transformed Fourier system is (up to a contant) a subset of the Chebyshev

system (5).

4 Conclusion

We considered the approximation of non-periodic functions on the cube [0, 1]3 by

different systems of orthonormal functions. We compared the Chebyshev system

that is orthonormal with respect to a weighted !2-scalar product, the system of half-

periodic cosines that uses tent-transformed sampling nodes and a parameterized

transformed Fourier system. For the cosine system, which basically only mirrors a

non-periodic function at it’s boundary points, as well as the transformed Fourier

system with a small parameter, yielded the worst approximation errors. Switching to

the Chebyshev system, which mirrors and additionally smoothens a given function,

improved the approximation error decay. The same effect was obtained for the

transformed Fourier system after increasing the parameter enough to obtain a better

smoothening effect. The numerical experiments showcased the proposed parameter

control in [11] that is set up by periodizing functions via families of parameterized
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torus-to-cube mappings. This approach in particular generalizes the idea used to

derive Chebyshev polynomials.
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