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Abstract. Finite automata are used to encode geometric figures, func-
tions and can be used for image compression and processing. The original
approach is to represent each point of a figure (a graph of a function) in
Rn as a convolution of its n coordinates written in some base. Then a
figure is said to be encoded as a finite automaton if the set of convolutions
corresponding to points in this figure is accepted by a finite automaton.
Jürgensen, Staiger and Yamasaki [14] showed that the only continuously
differentiable functions which can be encoded as a finite automaton in
this way are linear. In this paper we propose a representation which en-
ables to encode piecewise polynomial functions with arbitrary degrees of
smoothness that substantially extends a family of functions which can be
encoded as finite automata. This representation naturally comes from the
framework of hierarchical tensor product B–splines utilized in numerical
computational geometry. We show that finite automata provide a simple
tool suitable for solving computational problem arising in this framework
including the case when the support of a function is unbounded.

Keywords: finite automata, encoding functions, hierarchical meshes,
B–splines.

1 Introduction

The idea of expressing subsets in Rn as finite automata is not new. It was originally
introduced by Büchi in the 1960s as a tool to establish decidability results in
arithmetic [6]. This idea later emerged in the 1990s–2000s, but as a tool for
handling linear arithmetic over integers and reals [4,5] and for image compression
and processing [8,17]. The original approach due to Boigelot, Bronne and Rassart
[5] consists of representing a subset in Rn as a finite automaton accepting
encodings of points in this subset as strings of symbols over some alphabet. A
point x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn is represented as a convolution of infinite strings
written in a base b > 2. For example, a point

(
4π, π6

)
∈ R2 can be represented

by the convolution of two infinite strings 12.5663706144 . . . and 0.5235987756 . . .
representing 4π and π

6 , respectively, in the decimal representation (b = 10):
1 2 . 5 6 6 3 7 0 6 1 4 4
0 0 . 5 2 3 5 9 8 7 7 5 6 . . . .
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A figure U ⊆ Rn is given by its set of points x ∈ U which defines an ω–language
(a set of infinite strings) L of all possible convolutions representing x ∈ U in some
base b > 2. The figure U is said to be encoded as a finite automaton1 if L is
recognized by a finite automaton A = (Σ,S, s0, δ) with an input alphabet Σ, a
set of states S, the initial state s0 and the transition function δ : S×Σ → S∪{⊥}.
If δ(s, σ) = ⊥, it means that δ(s, σ) is undefined. An automaton A accepts an
infinite string w if δ(s0, u) 6= ⊥ for all prefixes u of w, where δ(s0, u) is defined
in a usual way; in other words the automaton does not get stuck while reading
the string w. An ω–language is said to be recognized by A if it consists of all
infinite strings accepted by A. Note that A is equivalent to a deterministic Büchi
automaton. A continuously differentiable function f : Rk → R is said to be
encoded as a finite automaton if the graph Γ (f) = {(v, f(v)) | v ∈ Rk} ⊆ Rk+1 is
encoded as a finite automaton. Jürgensen, Staiger and Yamasaki showed that a
continuously differentiable function of one variable with non–constant derivative
is not encodable as a finite automaton [14]. Therefore, if f is encoded as a finite
automaton, it can only be linear.

The aim of this paper is twofold. The first goal to show that one can substan-
tially extend a class of functions that can be encoded as finite automata by using
an alternative representation. Our idea is inspired by the approach for encoding
black–white images as finite automata proposed by Culik and Valenta [8]. In
their approach each finite string accepted by a finite automaton corresponds to a
certain black square. A black–white image is composed of the black squares on
the white background each of which corresponds to a string accepted by a finite
automaton. Informally speaking, a building block of a figure consisting of black
points is not a point like in the original approach, but a square.

What sort of building blocks could we use for composing a function? An answer
comes from numerical computational geometry when a function f : Rk → R is
written as a linear combination f =

∑
ξ∈Ξ λξBξ, where Bξ are tensor product

B–splines, λξ ∈ R and Ξ is a countable set. A tensor product B–spline is a
product of univariate B–splines N [x0, . . . , xm+1](x) which are concrete piecewise
polynomials of degree m having support in the interval [x0, xm+1], see Subsection
2.1. It is then natural to consider pairs (λξ, Bξ) as building blocks of a function f .
So instead of representing every single point of Γ (f) as a convolution of strings,
we can represent each pair (λξ, Bξ) as a convolution of strings presenting λξ and
the knots defining Bξ. If the collection of all such convolutions is accepted by a
finite automaton we say that f is encoded as a finite automaton.

This enables to encode not only linear continuously differentiable functions
as finite automata but a rich family of smooth functions (for any finite degree of
smoothness) which can arbitrarily close approximate any continuous function

1 In their original paper Jürgensen, Staiger and Yamasaki [14] define figures encoded as
a finite automaton only for subsets of the unit cube [0, 1]n. However their definition
can be straightforwardly applied to subsets in Rn. Also, in their definition they use
a more general notion – regular ω–languages which extend ω–languages recognized
by finite automata by applying operations of union, intersection, set–theoretical
difference, projections and their inverse mappings.
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on a compact domain. To achieve such approximation numerical computational
geometry suggests a well–established framework of hierarchical tensor product
B–splines originally developed by Forsey and Bartels in the 1980s [10] and Kraft
in the 1990s [16]. In this framework knots defining tensor product B–splines are
selected in a systematic way on a dyadic mesh generated by a finite sequence of
nested domains, see Subsection 2.1.

The second goal of this paper is to show that the proposed encoding of
functions as finite automata fits well the framework of hierarchical tensor product
B–splines. We will describe in terms of finite automata the solutions to basic
computational problems which appear in this framework. Note that if a collection
of tensor product B–splines Ξ defining a function f is a finite, then f can be
always encoded as a finite automaton; this is because a finite language is regular.
The proposed encoding enables to handle the case when a set Ξ is infinite using
a finite amount of memory. The set Ξ is always infinite if the support of f is
unbounded. In light of the classical theorem shown by Rabin and Scott that a
language accepted by a read–only Turing machine is regular [21], we suggest
that the proposed encoding is a natural way to handle functions with unbounded
support using only a finite amount of memory.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we provide the
necessary background needed to explain our construction for encoding of functions
as finite automata, which we then introduce in Sections 3 and 4.

2 Preliminaries

This section recalls necessary definitions, notations and facts from three different
areas: spline theory, automata theory and the field of finite automata presentable
structures which we cover in Subsections 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3, respectively.

2.1 Splines over Hierarchical Meshes

In this subsection we will recall the notion of a tensor product B–spline, a
hierarchical mesh and a spline space over a hierarchical mesh. All key facts from
the framework of hierarchical tensor product B–splines that we need in this paper
are also covered in this subsection.

Let ` be a nonnegative integer. We denote by T ` a bi–infinite knot vector:
T ` =

(
. . . , t`i−1, t

`
i , t

`
i+1, . . .

)
, where t`i = i

2` for i ∈ Z. This bi–infinite knot vector
T ` is uniform with the distances between consecutive knots equal to 1

2` . Let d
be a positive integer. We denote by G`d a d–dimensional grid consisting of the
hyperplanes H`

j,i = {(x1, . . . , xd) |xj = t`i} for j = 1, . . . , d and i ∈ Z. For a given
integer m > 0, a grid G`d defines the set of tensor product B–splines B`d,m each of
which is the product:

P `
i,m

(x) = N `
i1,m(x1) . . . N `

id,m
(xd), (1)

where i = (i1, . . . , id) ∈ Zd, x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd and N `
i,m(t) is the ith B–spline

basis function of degree m associated to the knot vector T ` which is recursively
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defined by Cox–de Boor’s formula for j = 0, . . . ,m:

N `
i,0(t) =

{
1, t`i 6 t < t`i+1,

0, otherwise.
, (2)

N `
i,j(t) = t− t`i

t`i+j − t`i
N `
i,j−1(t) +

t`i+j+1 − t
t`i+j+1 − t`i+1

N `
i+1,j−1(t). (3)

Each tensor product B–spline P `
i,m

has local support:

suppP `
i,m

= {x |P `
i,m

(x) 6= 0} = (t`i1 , t
`
i1+m+1)× · · · × (t`id , t

`
id+m+1)

on which it takes only positive values. Tensor product B–splines from B`d,m are
locally linear independent: for every open bounded set U ⊆ Rd the tensor product
B–splines from B`d,m having nonempty intersections of its support with U are
linearly independent on U . For more detailed introduction to tensor product
B–splines the reader is referred to [20].

We denote by C`d the collection of all closed d–dimensional cubes
d∏
j=1

[
t`ij , t

`
ij+1

]
.

Following [18] we call each of the cubes from C`d a cell of the grid G`d (or, simply,
a cell). Let us consider a nested sequence of domains Ω0 = Rd ⊇ Ω1 ⊇ · · · ⊇
ΩN−1 ⊇ ΩN = ∅, where ΩN−1 6= ∅.
Assumption A. We assume that each Ω`, ` = 1, . . . , N − 1 is composed of cells
from C`−1

d . That is, for each ` = 1, . . . , N − 1 there is a subset M ⊆ C`−1
d for

which Ω` =
⋃
c∈M

c.

A hierarchy of domains Ω0 = Rd ⊇ Ω1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ ΩN−1 ⊇ ΩN = ∅ satisfying
Assumption A creates a subdivision of Rd into the collection of cells R` ⊆ C`d
such that Ω` \ Ω̊`+1 =

⋃
c∈R`

c for ` = 0, . . . , N − 1, where Ω̊`+1 is the interior of

Ω`+1. We denote the subdivision of Rd into the cells from R`, ` = 0, . . . , N − 1
by T . If d = 2, then T is called a T–mesh. We will simply call T a hierarchical
mesh. See Fig. 1 for an example of a 2–dimensional hierarchical mesh generated
by a nested sequence of domains Ω0 = R2 ⊇ Ω1 ⊇ Ω2 ⊇ Ω3 = ∅.

Let us be given a hierarchical mesh T . We denote by Td the collection of all

d–dimensional cells of T : Td =
N−1⋃
`=0

R`.

Definition 1. We denote by Sm(T ) the space of functions f : Rd → R of the
class Cm−1 which are polynomials of multi–degree (m, . . . ,m) in every cell from
Td. That is, for every c ∈ Td, f |c =

m∑
i1,...,id=0

ai1...idx
i1
1 . . . xidd . A function from

Sm(T ) is called a spline over a hierarchical mesh T .

For a given ` = 0, . . . , N − 1 letM` = Ω0 \ Ω̊`+1 = Rd \ Ω̊`+1. Then we have
a nested sequence of closed domains:

∅ =M−1 ⊆M0 ⊆M1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ MN−2 ⊆MN−1 = Rd. (4)
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Fig. 1. The figure on the left shows a portion of infinite domains Ω1 (bounded by blue
line segments) and Ω2 (bounded by red line segments) satisfying Assumption A. The
grid lines of G0

2 , G1
2 and G2

2 are depicted as solid, dashed and dotted lines, respectively.
The figure on the right shows the corresponding portion of a hierarchical mesh generated
by a nested sequence of domains Ω0 = R2 ⊇ Ω1 ⊇ Ω2 ⊇ Ω3 = ∅.

By Assumption A, each domain M` is composed of the cells from C`d for ` =
0, . . . , N − 1.

Now we are ready to formulate Theorem 2 shown by Mokriš, Jüttler and
Giannelli [18] which states that if the domains (4) satisfy the following Assumption
B, then each spline f ∈ Sm(T ) can be uniquely written as the sum f =

∑
δ∈K

λδδ,

where K given by the formula (5) is the collection of hierarchical tensor product
B–splines obtained by Kraft’s selection mechanism. See Remark 5 for an informal
description of Kraft’s selection mechanism.
Assumption B. For a nested sequence of domains: ∅ =M−1 ⊆M0 ⊆M1 ⊆
· · · ⊆ MN−2 ⊆ MN−1 = Rd we assume that for each ` = 0, . . . , N − 2 the
domain M` satisfies the condition: for each β ∈ B`d,m, ` = 0, . . . , N − 2, for
which suppβ ∩M` 6= ∅, the intersection suppβ ∩M` is connected, where suppβ
is the closure of suppβ.

We say that a hierarchical mesh T satisfies Assumption B if it is generated
by a nested sequence of domains Ω0 = Rd ⊇ Ω1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ ΩN−1 ⊇ ΩN = ∅ for
which the domainsM` = Ω0 \ Ω̊`+1, ` = 0, . . . , N − 2 satisfy Assumption B. For
` = 0, . . . , N − 1, let:

K` = {β ∈ B`d,m | suppβ ∩M`−1 = ∅∧suppβ ∩M` 6= ∅} and K =
N−1⋃
`=0
K`. (5)

Each formal sum
∑
δ∈K

λδδ defines a function from Sm(T ). Moreover, each spline

f ∈ Sm(T ) can be uniquely represented as a formal sum
∑
δ∈∆

λδδ as stated below.

Theorem 2 ([18]). Assume that a hierarchical mesh T satisfies Assumption B.
Then for every f ∈ Sm(T ), f =

∑
δ∈K

λδδ for some uniquely defined coefficients λδ.

Remark 3. In Definition 1 one can use a weaker assumption for a function f –
the derivatives ∂m−1f

∂xm−1
i

exist and continuous everywhere in Rd for i = 1, . . . , d. It
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can be shown that for this weaker assumption the space of functions Sm(T ) is
the same. Furthermore, for a stronger assumption – all derivatives ∂k1+···+kd

∂x
k1
1 ...∂x

kd
d

f

exist and continuous everywhere in Rd for ki = 0, . . . ,m− 1 and i = 1, . . . , d, the
space Sm(T ) is the same. The reader can find a proof of this fact in the earlier
version of this manuscript (see Proposition 1 in arXiv:2104.02876v1). We skip
this proof here for brevity.

Remark 4. In [18] it is assumed that all domains Ω0, . . . , ΩN−1 are bounded
which, in particular, means that Sm(T ) is a finite dimensional vector space. It
can be verified that the proof of Theorem 2 remains valid without assumption
that Ω0, . . . , ΩN−1 are bounded. The reader can find this verification in the
earlier version of this manuscript (see Section 2 in arXiv:2104.02876v1). We skip
this verification here for brevity.

Remark 5. The equation (5) defines a procedure usually known as Kraft’s selec-
tion mechanism for generating basis functions. Informally, it can be described as
follows. At the first iteration this mechanism takes all tensor product B–splines
from B0

d,m (they are all tensor product B–splines with respect to the grid G0
d with

the support overlapping with the domain Ω0 = Rd). At the second iteration it
removes all tensor product B–splines with the support in the domain Ω1 obtained
at the previous iteration and add tensor product B–splines from B1

d,m with the
support in the domain Ω1. At the third iteration it removes all tensor product
B–splines with the support in the domain Ω2 obtained at the previous iteration
and add tensor product B–splines from B2

d,m with the support in the domain Ω2
and etc. The process stops after the Nth iteration.

2.2 Multitape Synchronous Finite Automata

In this subsection we will recall the notion of a finite automaton, a regular
language, a multitape synchronous finite automaton and a FA–recognizable2

relation. For an introduction to automata theory and formal languages we refer
the reader to [13].

Let Σ be a finite alphabet. We say that w is a string over the alphabet Σ if
w is a finite sequence of symbols σ1σ2 . . . σn, where σi ∈ Σ for i = 1, . . . , n and
n is a nonnegative integer. We denote by |w| the length of the string w: |w| = n.
If n = 0, w is the empty string which we denote by ε. A collection of all strings
over the alphabet Σ is denoted by Σ∗.

A (nondeterministic) finite automaton M over the alphabet Σ consists of
a finite set of states S, a set of initial states I ⊆ S, a transition functions
T : S × Σ → P(S) and a set of accepting states F ⊆ S. The automaton M
accepts a string w = σ1 . . . σn if there exists a sequence of states s1, . . . , sn+1 ∈ S
for which s1 ∈ I, si+1 ∈ T (si, σi) for all i = 1, . . . , n and sn+1 ∈ F . We say that
a language L ⊆ Σ∗ is recognized byM if L consists of all strings accepted byM.
A language recognized by a finite automaton is called regular. The automatonM
2 FA is a short for finite automaton.

https://arxiv.org/pdf/2104.02876v1.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2104.02876v1.pdf
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is called a deterministic finite automaton if I has exactly one element and for each
state s ∈ S and a symbol σ ∈ Σ the set T (s, σ) has exactly one element. Both
deterministic and nondeterministic finite automata have the same computational
power – they recognize the class of regular languages.

We denote by Σ� = Σ ∪ {�} the alphabet Σ� = Σ ∪ {�}; it is assumed that
the padding symbol � is not in the alphabet Σ. We denote by Σk

� the Cartesian
product of k copies of Σ�. Let w1, . . . , wk ∈ Σ∗ be some strings over the alphabet
Σ. The convolution w = w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wk of the strings w1, . . . , wk is the string
w over the alphabet Σk

� \ {(�, . . . , �)} such that for the ith symbol (σ1
i , . . . , σ

k
i )

of w the symbol σji is the ith symbol of wj if i 6 |wj | and �, otherwise, for
i = 1, . . . , |w| and j = 1, . . . , k, where |w| = max{|wj | | j = 1, . . . , k}.

For example, the convolution of three strings w1 = 0001101, w2 = 10100101110
and w3 = 100101 is as follows:

w1 ⊗ w2 ⊗ w3 =
0 0 0 1 1 0 1 � � � �
1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0
1 0 0 1 0 1 � � � � �

.

For a given relation R ⊆ Σ∗k, we denote by ⊗R the relation:

⊗R = {w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wk | (w1, . . . , wk) ∈ R} ⊆
(
Σk
� \ {(�, . . . , �)}

)∗
.

We say that a relation R is FA–recognizable if ⊗R is a regular language over the
alphabet Σk

� \ {(�, . . . , �)}. One can think of a finite automaton recognizing ⊗R
as a read–only k–tape Turing machine with the input wi written on the ith tape
for each i = 1, . . . , k and k heads moving synchronously from the left to the right
until the whole input is read. After that the input is either accepted or rejected.
Such an automaton is called a k–tape synchronous finite automaton.

Let f : D → Σ∗m be a function from D ⊆ Σ∗n to Σ∗m for any integers
n,m > 1. We denote by Graph(f) the graph of the function f : Graph(f) =
{(u, v) ∈ Σ∗n ×Σ∗m |f(u) = v} ⊂ Σ∗(n+m). We say that f is FA–recognizable,
if Graph(f) is FA–recognizable. Clearly, if f is FA–recognizable, D ⊆ Σ∗n must
be FA–recognizable. Assuming that n = m = 1, for a FA–recognizable function
f : D → Σ∗, where D ⊆ Σ∗, there is a linear–time algorithm which for a
given input u returns the output v = f(u), see the proof of [9, Theorem 2.3.10].
Moreover, there is a characterization of FA–recognizable functions f : D → Σ∗ as
functions computed by a deterministic position–faithful one–tape Turing machine
in linear time, see below.

A position–faithful one–tape Turing machine is a Turing machine which
uses a semi–infinite tape with the left–most position containing the special
symbol � which only occurs at this position and cannot be modified. The initial
configuration of the tape is �u�∞, where � is a special blank symbol, and
u ∈ Σ∗ for some alphabet Σ with Σ ∩ {�,�} = ∅. During the computation the
Turing machine operates as usual, reading and writing cells to the right of the �
symbol.

A function f : D → Σ∗ from a regular domain D ⊆ Σ∗ to Σ∗ is said to
be computed by a position–faithful one–tape Turing machine, if when started



8 D. Berdinsky and P. Kruengthomya

with tape content being �u�∞, where u ∈ D, the head initially being at �, the
Turing machine eventually reaches an accepting state (and halts), with the tape
content starting with �f(u)�. There is no restriction on the output beyond the
first appearance of �.

Case, Jain, Seah and Stephan showed that a function f : D → Σ∗, D ⊆ Σ∗,
is FA–recognizable if and only if it is computed by a deterministic position–
faithful one–tape Turing machine in linear time [7]. This characterization of
FA–recognizable functions f : D → Σ∗, D ⊆ Σ∗, clearly, holds valid for FA–
recognizable functions f : D → Σ∗m, D ⊆ Σ∗n. Namely, a function f : D → Σ∗m,
for D ⊆ Σ∗n, is FA–recognizable if and only if it is computed by a deterministic
position–faithful one–tape Turing machine in linear time, where the input is
a string from ⊗D and the output is a string from ⊗Σ∗m. Furthermore, their
result clearly holds valid for multivalued FA–recognizable functions f if it is
assumed that the number of values that f can take for each argument in D is
bounded from above by some fixed constant. That is, a multivalued function
f : D → Σ∗m, for D ⊆ Σ∗n, satisfying this assumption, is FA–recognizable if and
only if for a given input u ∈ ⊗D all values f(u) are computed by a deterministic
position–faithful one–tape Turing machine in linear time.

2.3 FA–Presented Structures

In this subsection we introduce the notion of a FA–presented structure and
recall Theorem 6 from the field of FA–presentable structures. This theorem is
an important ingredient to be used in the subsequent sections 3 and 4. The
pioneering work linking decidability of the first order theory and finite automata
is due to Hodgson [12]. But the systematic study of FA–presentable structures
was initiated independently by Khoussainov and Nerode [15] and Blumensath
and Grädel [2].

We first recall the notion of a FA–presented structure as it is defined in
[15]. Let A = (A;Rm1

1 , . . . , Rmss , fn1
1 , . . . , fnrr , c1, . . . , ct) be a structure, where

A ⊆ Σ∗ for some alphabet Σ∗, Rmii ⊆ Ami are mi–ary relations for i = 1, . . . , s,
f
nj
j : Anj → A are nj–ary functions for j = 1, . . . , r, and ck are constants for
k = 1, . . . , t. The structure A is said to be FA–presented if A is regular, the
relations Rmii and the functions fnjj are FA–recognizable for all i = 1, . . . , s and
j = 1, . . . , r. A structure is said to be FA–presentable if it is isomorphic to a
FA–presented structure.

FA–presented structures enjoy the following fundamental properties. There
exists an effective procedure that for a given first order definition of a relation R of
a FA–presented structure A yields an algorithm deciding R. The first order theory
of a FA–presented structure A is decidable. The proof of these two properties
follows from the standard facts in automata theory which can be summarized as
follows.

Theorem 6. (see [15, Theorem 4.4]) (1) Let R1, R2 and R be FA–recognizable re-
lations. Then the relations corresponding to the expressions (R1 ∨R2), (R1 ∧R2),
(R1 → R2), (¬R1), ∃vR and ∀vR are also FA–recognizable, where for a k–ary
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relation R(v1, . . . , vk), for k > 1, and a variable vi, i = 1, . . . , k:

∃viR = {(v1, . . . , vi−1, vi+1, . . . , vk) | (v1, . . . , vi−1, vi, vi+1, . . . , vk) ∈ R},

∀viR = {(v1, . . . , vi−1, vi+1, . . . , vk) | ∀vi ∈ A ((v1, . . . , vi−1, vi, vi+1, . . . , vk) ∈ R)}.

(2) The emptiness problem for finite automaton is decidable. That is, for a
unary FA–recognizable relation R(v) there is an algorithm which for a given
deterministic finite automaton accepting R decides whether ∃vR is true or false.
Similarly, there is an algorithm deciding whether ∀vR is true or false.
(3) There exists a procedure which for deterministic multi–tape synchronous
finite automata recognizing R1, R2 and a k–ary relation R(v1, . . . , vk), for k > 1,
constructs deterministic multi–tape synchronous finite automata for recognizing
the relations corresponding to the expressions (R1 ∨R2), (R1 ∧R2), (R1 → R2),
(¬R1), ∃viR and ∀viR for i = 1, . . . , k.

A brief sketch of the proof of Theorem 6 is as follows. Part (1) follows from part
(3). Part (2) for ∃vR is the standard fact from automata theory [13, Theorem 3.7].
For ∀vR it follows from the equivalency of ∀ and the composition ¬ ◦ ∃ ◦ ¬ (see
the same argument used in the proof of [9, Theorem 1.4.6]). As for part (3), it is
enough to show it only for the expressions (R1 ∧R2), (¬R1) and ∃vR. For the
expression (R1 ∧R2) it follows from the product construction for a deterministic
finite automaton accepting the intersection of two regular languages. For (¬R1)
it follows from a construction of a deterministic finite automaton accepting
the complement of a given regular language by swapping accepting and non–
accepting states. For ∃viR it follows from the standard Rabin–Scott powerset
construction for converting a nondeterministic finite automaton into deterministic
finite automaton [13, Theorem 2.1].

3 Regular Hierarchical Meshes

In this section first we introduce the encoding of hierarchical meshes as finite
automata. This is an integral part of our construction for the encoding of splines
over hierarchical meshes as finite automata to be introduced in Section 4. Then
we describe procedures for verification of nestedness for the domains generating a
hierarchical mesh, for verification of geometric constraints given by Assumption
B and for selecting tensor product B–splines according to Kraft’s selection
mechanism, in Subsections 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3, respectively.

Let b be a positive integer divisible by 2. We denote by Z [1/b] the abelian
group of all rational numbers of the form s

b`
for s, ` ∈ Z and ` > 0. Each positive

z ∈ Z[1/b] can be uniquely represented as the sum of its integral and fractional
parts:

z = [z]i + [z]f =
k∑
i=1

αib
i−1 +

k∑
i=1

βib
−i, (6)

where αi, βj ∈ {0, 1, . . . , b − 1} for all i = 1, . . . , k for which either αk 6= 0 or
βk 6= 0.
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Let Σb be the alphabet consisting of the symbols α
β
, where α, β ∈ {0, 1, . . . , b−

1}. Now, for a given positive z ∈ Z[1/b] we represent it as a string:

0 α1 α2 . . . αk
0 β1 β2 . . . βk

(7)

over the alphabetΣb. The first symbol 0
0 indicates that z is positive. Let z ∈ Z[1/b]

be negative and −z =
k′∑
i=1

α′ib
i−1 +

k′∑
i

β′ib
i be the decomposition of the form (6)

for −z > 0. We represent z as a string:

1 α′1 α′2 . . . α′k′
1 β′1 β′2 . . . β′k′

(8)

over the alphabet Σb. The first symbol 1
1 indicates that z is negative.

For z ∈ Z[1/b] we denote by (z)b ∈ Σ∗b the string (7) if z > 0, the string (8)

if z < 0 and the string 0
0 , if z = 0. For example, if z = − 27

8 , then (z)2 = 1 1 1 0
1 0 1 1 .

The language Lb = {(z)b | z ∈ Z[1/b]} is regular. We denote by ψb : Lb → Z[1/b]
the bijection which maps a string (z)b ∈ Lb to z ∈ Z[1/b]. For both cases, Lb and
ψb, the subscript indicates the base b. For b = 2, the representation ψ2, up to
minor modification, coincides with the representation of Z[1/2] described in [19,
§ 2]. Let us denote by Add the graph of the addition operation in Z[1/b] with
respect to ψb. That is, Add = {(u, v, w) ∈ Lb ×Lb ×Lb |ψb(u) +ψb(v) = ψb(w)}.
The relation Add is FA–recognizable [19, § 2]. We denote by add the addition
operation in Lb. That is, add : Lb × Lb → Lb is a two–place function for which
add(u, v) = w if ψb(u) + ψb(v) = ψb(w).

For a given d–tuple z = (z1, . . . , zd) ∈ Z [1/b]d let us denote by (z)b the
convolution (z1)b⊗· · ·⊗(zd)b of strings (z1)b, . . . , (zd)b ∈ Lb. Clearly, the language
Ldb = {w1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ wd |wi ∈ Lb, i = 1, . . . , d} is regular. We denote by ψdb : Ldb →
Z[1/b]d the bijection which maps a string (z)b ∈ Ldb to z ∈ Z[1/b]d. For both
cases, Ldb and ψdb , the superscript indicates the dimension d.

Let us denote by Addd the graph of the addition operation in Z[1/b]d with
respect to ψdb . Namely, Addd = {(u, v, w) ∈ Ldb × Ldb × Ldb |ψdb (u) + ψdb (v) =
ψdb (w)}. The relation Addd is FA–recognizable. We denote by addd the addition
operation in Ldb . That is, addd : Ldb × Ldb → Ldb is a two–place function for which
addd(u, v) = w if ψdb (u) + ψdb (v) = ψdb (w). Clearly, if d = 1, then L1

b = Lb,
ψ1
b = ψb, Add1 = Add and add1 = add.
Let T be a d–dimensional hierarchical mesh defined by a nested sequence of

domains: Ω0 = Rd ⊇ Ω1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ ΩN−1 ⊇ ΩN = ∅, where ΩN−1 6= ∅ and each
Ω`, ` = 1, . . . , N − 1 is composed of cells from C`−1

d . For each d–dimensional cube

c =
d∏
j=1

[
t`ij , t

`
ij+1

]
we associate it with its barycentre zc = (z1, . . . , zd), where

zj = 1
2 (t`ij + t`ij+1) for j = 1, . . . , d (see Fig. 2).
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Fig. 2. The figure shows a 2–dimensional cell and its barycentre (a black dot in the
centre of the cell).

For each ` = 1, . . . , N − 1 we denote by L` ⊂ Ldb the language:

L` = {(zc)b | c ∈ C`−1
d ∧ c ⊆ Ω`}.

Definition 7. We say that a hierarchical mesh T is regular if the language L`
is regular for each ` = 1, . . . , N − 1.

The languages L`, ` = 1, . . . , N − 1 are pairwise disjoint: Li ∩ Lj = ∅ for
i, j = 1, . . . , N − 1 and i 6= j. Let L = L1 ∪ · · · ∪LN−1. The following proposition
shows that the hierarchical mesh T is regular if and only if the language L is
regular.

Proposition 8. The language L is regular if and only if each language L`,
` = 1, . . . , N − 1 is regular.

Proof. If each language L`, ` = 1, . . . , N − 1 is regular, then L is regular as
the union of regular languages. Now assume that L is regular. For the sake of
simplicity, let us assume that b = 2. If b > 2, the proof if analogous up to minor
modification. For a given ` = 1, . . . , N − 1, a string w is in the language L` if
and only if w ∈ L and w is the convolution of d strings of the form ui ⊗ vi ∈ Σ,
i = 1, . . . , d, for which vi is the concatenation of three strings vi = ri1si: a string
ri ∈ {0, 1}∗ consisting of ` − 1 symbols, a string consisting of a single symbol
1 and a string si ∈ {0}∗. The latter condition can be easily verified by a finite
automaton for all i = 1, . . . , d. Therefore, L` is regular.

We note that if Ω1 (the first domain defining T ) is bounded, then T is regular.
If Ω1 is not bounded, then, informally speaking, T is regular if, it looks like
a regular pattern, probably outside of some bounded region. See Figure 3 for
illustration of regular hierarchical meshes when Ω1 is not bounded.

Remark 9. Note that for encoding of meshes one can use alternative represen-
tations of elements from

(
Z[1/b]d; +

)
as finite strings for which the addition is

FA–recognizable, see [1,19]. Furthermore, one can use other countable additive
subgroups of

(
Rd; +

)
that admit representations of its elements as finite strings

for which the addition is FA–recognizable, see [11].
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Fig. 3. The figures show portions of regular 3–level hierarchical meshes.

3.1 Verification of Nestedness

In this subsection we describe a procedure for verification of nestedness for the
domains Ω1, . . . , ΩN−1 generating a hierarchical mesh. Recall that each domain
Ωi, i = 1, . . . , N − 1 is composed of the cells from Ci−1

d and defined by a regular
languages Li. The input is given as deterministic finite automata M1, . . . ,MN−1
recognizing the languages L1, . . . , LN−1, respectively. The procedure decides
whether or not Ω1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ ΩN−1. Note that Assumption A is satisfied by
construction, so its verification is not required.

In order to check nestedness one has to verify that for each ` = 2, . . . , N − 1:
Ω` ⊆ Ω`−1. Let c ∈ C`−1

d be a cell for which c ⊆ Ω` for some `, 2 6 ` 6 N − 1.
Then c ⊆ Ω`−1 if and only if there exists a cell c′ ∈ C`−2

d for which c ⊆ c′

and c′ ⊆ Ω`−1. The inclusion c ⊆ c′ holds if and only if there is a vector
s =

(
± 1

2` , . . . ,±
1
2`
)
∈ Z[1/b]d for which zc+s = zc′ , that is, ((zc)b, (s)b, (zc′)b) ∈

Addd. There are exactly 2d vectors of the form
(
± 1

2` , . . . ,±
1
2`
)
. We denote these

vectors by s`1, . . . , s`k, where k = 2d. Let s`i = (s`i)b ∈ Ldb for i = 1, . . . , k.
We have that c ⊆ c′ if and only if for a first order formula:

Φ` = (addd(u, s`1) ∈ L`−1) ∨ · · · ∨ (addd(u, s`k) ∈ L`−1),

the evaluation of Φ` is true for u = (zc)b and the constants s`1, . . . , s`k. Therefore,
Ω` ⊆ Ω`−1 if and only if the following first order sentence:

Υ` = ∀u ((u ∈ L`)→ Φ`)

is true for the structure
(
Ldb ; addd, L`, L`−1, s

`
1, . . . , s

`
k

)
. Thus, we proved the

following theorem.

Theorem 10. The sequence of domains Ω1, . . . , ΩN−1 is nested if and only if
the first order sentence Υ2 ∧ · · · ∧ ΥN−1 is true for the structure:

(Ldb ; addd, L1, . . . , LN−1, s
2
1, . . . , s

N−1
k ).
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Now, using Theorem 10 and Theorem 6, one can describe a procedure for
verification of nestedness and its complexity in terms of the input given as
deterministic finite automata M1, . . . ,MN−1. Let m1, . . . ,mN−1 be the number
of states of the automata M1,. . . ,MN−1, respectively. For given 1 6 ` 6 N − 1
and 1 6 i 6 k, using carry which is part of the standard addition algorithm
in Z[1/b], from the automaton M`−1 one can construct a deterministic finite
automaton M`−1,i recognizing the unary relation addd(u, s`i) ∈ L`−1. It can be
seen that the number of states ofM`−1,i is O(m`−1). Therefore, using the product
construction, one can construct a deterministic finite automaton recognizing the
unary relation Φ` for which the number of states is O(mk

`−1). Therefore, one
can construct a deterministic finite automaton recognizing the unary relation
(u ∈ L`)→ Φ` for which the number of states is O(m` ·mk

`−1). Since ∀ = ¬◦∃◦¬
and the emptiness problem for a deterministic finite automaton with n states
can be solved in O(n2) time, there exists an algorithm deciding whether or not
Υ` is true in O(m2

` ·m2k
`−1) time. Thus, there is a polynomial–time algorithm that

for given deterministic finite automata M1, . . . ,MN−1 decides whether or not
Ω1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ ΩN−1.

3.2 Verification of Assumption B

Recall that Assumption B ensures that for every f ∈ Sm(T ), f =
∑
δ∈K

λδδ

for some uniquely defined coefficients λδ, where K is the collection of tensor
product B–splines generated by Kraft’s selection mechanism (5). In this subsection
we construct a first order sentence which is true for a certain FA–presented
structure if and only if Assumption B holds. Similarly to Subsection 3.1, a
concrete procedure for verification of Assumption B in terms of deterministic
finite automata M1, . . . ,MN−1 given as an input can be directly obtained from
this first order sentence and Theorem 6.

In order to verify Assumption B one has to verify that for each ` = 0, . . . , N−2
the domainM` = Rd \ Ω̊`+1 satisfies the following: for each β ∈ B`d,m, for which
suppβ ∩M` 6= ∅, the intersection suppβ ∩M` is connected.

Each β ∈ B`d,m we associate with one of the (m+ 1)d cells from C`d composing
suppβ, depending on the parity of m+ 1: if m+ 1 is odd then we associate β
with the central cell of suppβ, if m+ 1 is even then we associate β with the cell
which has the central vertex of suppβ as its lower left corner3; for explanation
see Fig. 4. For a given β ∈ B`d,m we denote by cβ ∈ C`d the associated cell.

For a given i = (i1, . . . , id) ∈ Zd and an integer ` > 0 let t`i be the vector
t
`
i =

(
i1
2` , . . . ,

id
2`
)
∈ Z[1/b]d. Let t`

i
= (t`i)b ∈ Ldb . For a given m > 0 we denote by

Im the set Im = {(i1, . . . , id) ∈ Zd | − m
2 6 ik 6

m
2 , k = 1, . . . , d} if m+ 1 is odd

and Im = {(i1, . . . , id) ∈ Zd | − m+1
2 6 ik 6 m−1

2 , k = 1, . . . , d} if m+ 1 is even.

3 We use the term lower left corner in the context of the case d = 2. If d 6= 2, we use
the term lower left corner of a d–dimensional cell [0, 1]d for the vertex (0, . . . , 0) ∈ Rd.
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Fig. 4. The figure on the left shows the support of β ∈ B`2,4 with the associated cell
cβ shaded in gray. The figure on the right shows the support of β ∈ B`2,3 with the
associated cell cβ shaded in gray; this cell has the central vertex of suppβ (shown as a
black dot) as its lower left corner.

We denote by Φ`,m,i the following first order formula:

Φ`,m,i =
(
addd(u, t`i) ∈ L`+1

)
.

The condition that for a given β ∈ B`d,m the intersection suppβ ∩M` 6= ∅ holds
if and only if the evaluation of the following formula:

Ψ` =
∨
i∈Im

¬Φ`,m,i (9)

is true for u = (zcβ )b and the constants t`
i
. Moreover, the condition that the

intersection suppβ ∩M` is connected can be encoded by a first order formula
as follows. Every possible nonempty intersection suppβ ∩ M` corresponds to a
nonempty subset J ⊆ Im (see Fig. 5 for illustration) for which the evaluation of
the following first order formula:

Ψ`,J =

∧
j∈J

¬Φ`,m,j

 ∧
 ∧
j∈Im\J

Φ`,m,j


is true for u = (zcβ )b, the constants t`

i
and the domain Ldb .

We denote by Jm the collection of all nonempty subsets J ⊆ Im that cor-
respond to connected intersections. For example, in Fig. 5 the intersection
on the left corresponding to the set J = {(−2,−1), (−1,−1), (0,−1), (1,−1),
(2,−1), (−1, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1)} is connected, so J ∈ J4; the intersection on the right
corresponding to the set J ′ = {(−2,−1), (−1,−1), (0,−1), (1,−1), (2,−1), (−1, 0),
(0, 0), (1, 0), (0, 1), (0,−2), (2, 2)} is not connected, so J ′ /∈ J4.

For given d > 0 and ` > 0, we denote by L̃d` ⊂ Ldb the language L̃d` =
{(zc)b | c ∈ C`d}. For example, if b = 2, the language L̃d` consists of all convolutions
of d strings of the form ui⊗ vi ∈ L2, i = 1, . . . , d for which vi = ri1si, where ri ∈
{0, 1}∗, |ri| = ` and si ∈ {0}∗. A language L̃d` ⊂ Ldb is regular, see also Proposition
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Fig. 5. The figure on the left shows the support of some tensor product B–spline from
B`2,4 and its intersection withM` shaded in gray which is connected. The figure on the
right shows the support of some tensor product B–spline from B`2,4 and its intersection
withM` shaded in gray which is not connected.

8. Finally, the condition that for every β ∈ B`d,m such that suppβ ∩M` 6= ∅
the intersection suppβ ∩M` is connected holds if and only if the following first
order formula:

X` = ∀u
((

(u ∈ L̃d` ) ∧ Ψ`
)
→

∨
J∈Jm

Ψ`,J

)

is true for the structure
(
Ldb ; addd, L̃d` , L`+1, {t`i | i ∈ Im}

)
. Thus, we proved the

following theorem.

Theorem 11. Assumption B holds for the domainsM0, . . . ,MN−2 if and only
if the first order sentence X0 ∧ · · · ∧ XN−2 is true for the structure:

(Ldb ; addd, L̃d0, . . . , L̃dN−2, L1, . . . , LN−1, {t`i | i ∈ Im, ` = 0, . . . , N − 2}).

Similarly to Subsection 3.1, from the first order sentence X0 ∧ · · · ∧XN−2 one can
obtain a polynomial–time algorithm that for given deterministic finite automata
M1, . . . ,MN−1 decides whether or not X0 ∧ · · · ∧ XN−2 is true.

3.3 Regularity for K

Recall that at each level ` = 0, . . . , N − 1 the collection of tensor product
B–splines K` is generated by Kraft’s selection mechanism (5). We associate
each tensor product B–spline β ∈ K` with the cell cβ ∈ C`d according to the
rule described in Subsection 3.2, see Fig. 4. This gives a collection of cells
K`c = {cβ |β ∈ K`} ⊆ C`d for every ` = 0, . . . , N − 1. We denote by L̂` the
language L̂` = {(zc)b | c ∈ K`c} ⊆ L̃d` corresponding to K`c. In this subsection we
construct the first order formulae defining the languages L̂0, . . . , L̂N−1. Similarly
to Subsection 3.1, a concrete procedure for constructing deterministic finite
automata accepting the languages L̂0, . . . , L̂N−1 from the deterministic finite
automata M1, . . . ,MN−1 given as an input can be directly obtained from these
first order formulae and Theorem 6.
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First we note that the language L̂0 is defined by the formula:

Θ0 =
(
u ∈ L̃d0

)
∧ Ψ0,

where Ψ0 is given by (9). That is, L̂0 is the language of strings u from Ldb for
which the evaluation of the formula Θ0 is true. Indeed, the formula Ψ0 verifies
whether or not the intersection of suppβ for β ∈ B0

d,m withM0 is nonempty. If
it is nonempty, then β ∈ K0.

For given ` > 0, i = (i1, . . . , id) ∈ Im and j = 1, . . . , k, where k = 2d, we
denote by r`

ij
the constant vectors r`

ij
= t

`
i + s`+1

j . Let r`
ij

= (r`
ij

)b ∈ Ldb . For a
given ` > 0, let:

Θ` =
(
u ∈ L̃d`

)
∧ Ψ` ∧

∧
i∈Im

k∨
j=1

(
addd(u, r`ij) ∈ L`

)
.

The formula Θ` defines the language L̂` for ` = 1, . . . , N − 2. Indeed, for a given
β ∈ B`d,m the formula Ψ` verifies whether or not the intersection of suppβ with

M` is nonempty. The formula
∧
i∈Im

k∨
j=1

(
addd(u, r`ij) ∈ L`

)
verifies whether or

not suppβ ⊆ Ω`. If for β ∈ B`d,m, suppβ ∩M` 6= ∅ and suppβ ⊆ Ω`, then
β ∈ K`.

For a given ` > 0, let:

Γ` =
(
u ∈ L̃d`

)
∧
∧
i∈Im

k∨
j=1

(
addd(u, r`ij) ∈ L`

)
. (10)

The formula ΓN−1 defines the language L̂N−1. Indeed, for β ∈ BN−1
d,m the formula∧

i∈Im

k∨
j=1

(
addd(u, rN−1

ij
) ∈ LN−1

)
verifies whether or not suppβ ⊆ ΩN−1. For

β ∈ BN−1
d,m if suppβ ⊆ ΩN−1, then β ∈ KN−1. Since the languages L̂0, . . . , L̂N−1

are defined by the first order formulae they must be regular for regular hierarchical
meshes. Thus we proved the following theorem.

Theorem 12. The languages L̂0, . . . , L̂N−1 corresponding to the collection of
tensor product B–splines generated by Kraft’s selection mechanism are defined by
the first order formulae Θ0, Θ1, . . . , ΘN−2, ΓN−1, respectively, and they must be
regular for a regular hierarchical mesh.

Similarly to the argument in Subsection 3.1, for given deterministic finite
automataM1, . . . ,MN−1 one can construct deterministic finite automata M̂0, . . . ,

M̂N−1 recognizing the languages L̂0, . . . , L̂N−1, respectively. Furthermore, these
automata M̂0, . . . , M̂N−1 can be constructed from the automata M1, . . . ,MN−1
in polynomial time.
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4 Regular Splines

In this section first we introduce the encoding of splines over hierarchical meshes
as finite automata. Then in Subsection 4.1 we show examples of splines which
admit such encoding. In Subsection 4.2 we describe an algorithm for computing
the value of a spline function at a given point. In Subsection 4.3 we describe a
procedure for refining regular splines.

Let T be a regular hierarchical d–dimensional mesh defined by a nested
sequence of domains Ω0 = Rd ⊇ Ω1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ ΩN−1 ⊇ ΩN = ∅, where ΩN−1 6= ∅.
Let f =

∑
β∈K

λββ be a spline in Sm(T ) defined by some coefficients λβ , β ∈ K,

where K =
N−1⋃
`=0
K` is obtained by Kraft’s selection mechanism, see the equation

(5). Each β ∈ K` is associated with the cell cβ ∈ K`c ⊆ C`d which is then associated
with the string

(
zcβ
)
b
∈ L̂`, see Subsection 3.3.

Definition 13. We say that a spline f ∈ Sm(T ) is regular if the coefficients
λβ ∈ Z[1/b] for all β ∈ K and the relation Sf = {((zcβ )b, (λβ)b) |β ∈ K} ⊂
Ldb × Lb is FA–recognizable.

For a given ` = 0, . . . , N − 1, we denote by S`f the relation:

S`f = {((zcβ )b, (λβ)b) |β ∈ K`}. (11)

Similarly to Proposition 8, a spline f ∈ Sm(T ) is regular if and only if each of
the relation S`f is FA–recognizable for ` = 0, . . . , N − 1.

Since the relation Addd is FA–recognizable, for given regular splines f1, f2 ∈
Sm(T ) the sum (f1 + f2) ∈ Sm(T ) is a regular spline. Moreover, for any constant
µ ∈ Z[1/b] the relation:

Rµ = {((λ)b, (µλ)b) ∈ Lb × Lb |λ ∈ Z[1/b]} (12)

is FA–recognizable. Therefore, for a regular spline f ∈ Sm(T ), the spline µf ∈
Sm(T ) is regular. Thus, the set of all regular splines in Sm(T ) forms a module
over the ring Z[1/b].

4.1 Examples

In this subsection we give examples of regular splines. In particular, we will
show that all linear functions with coefficients from Z[1/b] are regular splines.
Note that a spline f ∈ Sm(T ) with bounded support supp f is always regular.
The latter implies that every continuous function on a compact domain can be
approximated arbitrarily close by regular splines.

Let T 0
d be a mesh defined by the grid G0

d ; recall that G0
d is a d–dimensional

integer grid, see Subsection 2.1. A constant function over T 0
d which takes the

value λ ∈ Z[1/b] for every point x ∈ Rd is a regular spline in Sm(T 0
d ) for m > 0.
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This follows from the partition of unity property for B–splines:
∞∑

i=−∞
N0
i,m = 1

for m > 0. Moreover, a linear function
d∑
i=1

αixi, for αi ∈ Z[1/b], i = 1, . . . , d is

a regular spline in Sm(T ) for m > 1. Since the collection of regular splines is
closed under taking the sum and multiplication by a constant λ ∈ Z[1/b], it is
enough to prove it for the functions fi,d(x) = xi for x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Rd and
i = 1, . . . , d. In order to prove the latter, it is enough only to show that the linear
function f(t) = t, t ∈ R is a regular spline in Sm(T 0

1 ). This follows from the

identity
+∞∑
i=−∞

ci,mN
0
i,m(t) = t for m > 1, where ci,m = i+ m+1

2 . This identity is

proved by induction. For m = 1, we recall that, see (14):

N0
i,1(t) =


t− i, i 6 t < i+ 1,
i+ 2− t, i+ 1 6 t < i+ 2,
0, otherwise.

Therefore, for t ∈ [i, i+ 1], we have:
+∞∑
i=−∞

ci,1N
0
i,1(t) = (i+ 1)N0

i,1(t) + ((i− 1) +

1)N0
i−1,1(t) = (i+ 1)(t− i) + i(i+ 1− t) = t. The inductive step follows from the

Cox–de Boor’s formula (3) as follows. Assume that
+∞∑
i=−∞

ci,mN
0
i,m(t) = t holds

for some m > 1. By (3) we have that:
+∞∑
i=−∞

ci,m+1N
0
i,m+1(t) =

+∞∑
i=−∞

ci,m+1

(
t− i
m+ 1N

0
i,m(t) + i+m+ 2− t

m+ 1 N0
i+1,m(t)

)
=

+∞∑
i=−∞

(
ci,m+1

t− i
m+ 1 + ci−1,m+1

i+m+ 1− t
m+ 1

)
N0
i,m(t)

=
+∞∑
i=−∞

(
t

m+ 1 + m

m+ 1 ci,m
)
N0
i,m(t) = t.

From the formula ci,m = i+ m+1
2 it is clear that f(t) = t is a regular spline in

Sm(T 0
1 ). Thus we have the following theorem.

Theorem 14. Linear functions f : Rd → R with coefficients in Z[1/b] are
regular splines in Sm(T 0

1 ).

The set of regular splines with unbounded support is much wider than the set of
linear functions with coefficients in Z[1/b]. Below we give two simple examples.

Let g(t) be a spline g(t) =
∞∑

j=−∞
cjN

0
4j,3(t), where cj = 1 if j is even and

cj = −1 if j is odd, see Fig.6 (left). It can be seen that g(t) is a regular spline
in S3(T 0

1 ). Now let T be a one–dimensional hierarchical mesh generated by the
domains Ω1 = Ω2 =

∞⋃
i=0

([2i, 2i+ 1] ∪ [−2i− 1,−2i]) and h(t) ∈ S3(T ) be a
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Fig. 6. The left figure shows the spline g(t). The right figure shows the spline h(t).

spline function h(t) =
∞∑
j=0

c′jN
2
8j,3(t) +

−1∑
j=−∞

c′jN
2
8j+4,3(t), where c′j = j + 1 for

j > 0 and c′j = −j for j 6 −1, see Fig. 6 (right). It can be seen that h(t) is a
regular spline in S3(T ).

4.2 Computing Values of a Regular Spline

Let f ∈ Sm(T ) be a regular spline given by a FA–recognizable relation Sf . We
assume that for each ` = 0, . . . , N − 1 we have a deterministic finite automaton
M` recognizing the relation S`f (11). In this subsection we discuss the problem of
computing the value f(x) of the function f at a point x = (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Z[1/b]d
given as an input.

Let R`f ⊆ Ldb × Ldb × Lb be the relation that contains all triples ((x)b, (zcβ )b,
(λβ)b) of strings (x)b ∈ Ldb , (zcβ )b ∈ Ldb and (λβ)b ∈ Lb for β ∈ K` such that
x ∈ suppβ:

R`f = {((x)b, (zcβ )b, (λβ)b) |x ∈ Z[1/b]d, β ∈ K` ∧ x ∈ suppβ}.

Let y = (y1, . . . , yd) = zcβ . The condition x ∈ suppβ for β ∈ K` is true if and
only if the inequalities:

− m+ 2
2`+1 < xi − yi <

m

2`+1 , −
m+ 1
2`+1 < xi − yi <

m+ 1
2`+1 (13)

hold for all i = 1, . . . , d, if m is odd and even, respectively, see Fig. 7.
For r = (r1, . . . , rd) ∈ Z[1/b]d and s = (s1, . . . , sd) ∈ Z[1/b]d we say that r < s

if ri < si for all i = 1, . . . , d. Let Rd< be the relation Rd< = {((r)b, (s)b) | r, s ∈
Z[1/b]d, r < s}. The relation Rd< is FA–recognizable. Since Addd and Rd< are
FA–recognizable, the relation given by the inequalities (13) is FA–recognizable.
Therefore, since S`f is FA–recognizable, R`f is FA–recognizable.

We denote by qβ the lower left corner q = (q1, . . . , qd) of suppβ, see Fig. 7.
We have that yi − qi = m+2

2`+1 and yi − qi = m+1
2`+1 for all i = 1, . . . , d, if m is

odd and even, respectively. Since Addd is FA–recognizable, the relation Q`d =
{
(
zcβ , qβ

)
|β ∈ B`d,m} is FA–recognizable.
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y

x
q

y

x

q

Fig. 7. The figure on the left shows the support of a spline β ∈ B`2,3, the points
x ∈ suppβ, y = zcβ and the lower left corner of suppβ – the point q. The figure on the
right shows the support of a spline β ∈ B`2,4, the points x ∈ suppβ, y = zcβ and the
lower left corner q.

Now let R̃`f ⊂ Ldb × Ldb × Lb × Ldb be the following relation:

R̃`f = {((x)b, (zcβ )b, (λβ)b, (x− qβ)b) |x ∈ Z[1/b]d, β ∈ K` ∧ x ∈ suppβ}.

Since the relations R`f , Q`d and Addd are FA–recognizable, the relation R̃`f is
FA–recognizable. From automata recognizing the relations Rd<, Q`d, Addd and the
automaton M` one can construct a deterministic finite automaton recognizing
the relation R̃`f for which the number of states is O(m`), where m` is the number
of states of M`.

Note that for a given x ∈ Z[1/b]d there exist at most (m+ 1)d tensor product
B–splines β ∈ K` for which x ∈ suppβ. So R̃`f can be seen as a multivalued
function that for a given input x returns at most (m+1)d pairs

(
(λβ)b, (x− qβ)b

)
as an output. Since R̃`f is FA–recognizable, this multivalued function is computed
in linear time by a deterministic one–tape Turing machine, see Section 2.2.

We denote by K`x the set K`x = {β ∈ K` |x ∈ suppβ} and by Kx the set

Kx =
N−1⋃
`=0
K`x. After all pairs ((λβ)b, (x−qβ)b) for which x ∈ suppβ, where β ∈ K,

are computed, the value f(x) =
∑
β∈Kx

λββ(x) of the spline f at the point x is

obtained from the formulae for N `
0,m(t) by applying multiplication and addition

operations. Note that Kx is a finite set containing at most N(m+ 1)d elements,
so there are at most N(m + 1)d terms in the sum

∑
β∈Kx

λββ(x). Therefore, if

one applies the standard long multiplication algorithm for the operation of
multiplication, the time complexity for evaluating f(x) will be at most quadratic.
Thus we have the following theorem.

Theorem 15. There exists a linear time algorithm which for a given string (x)b
computes the pairs ((λβ)b, (x− qβ)b) for all tensor product B–splines β from a
finite set Kx containing at most N(m+ 1)d elements. There exists a quadratic
time algorithm which for a given string (x)b computes f(x).
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Remark 16. In order to guarantee that f(x) ∈ Z[1/b] for every x ∈ Z[1/b],
one has to choose the base b properly depending on the degree m. For an
illustration let us recall the formulae for N0

0,m(t) for m = 1, 2, 3. Note that if
` > 0, N `

0,m(t) = N0
0,m(2`t) for t ∈

(
0, m+1

2`
)
. By (2) and (3) one can obtain that

(see [22]):

N0
0,1(t) =


t, 0 < t < 1,
2− t, 1 6 t < 2,
0, t /∈ (0, 2),

(14)

N0
0,2(t) =


1
2 t

2, 0 < t < 1,
−(t− 1)2 + (t− 1) + 1

2 , 1 6 t < 2,
1
2 (3− t)2, 2 6 t < 3,
0, t /∈ (0, 3),

(15)

N0
0,3(t) =



1
6 t

3, 0 < t < 1,
1
6
(
−3(t− 1)3 + 3(t− 1)2 + 3(t− 1) + 1

)
, 1 6 t < 2,

1
6
(
3(t− 2)3 − 6(t− 2)2 + 4

)
, 2 6 t < 3,

1
6
(
−(t− 3)2 + 3(t− 3)2 − 3(t− 3) + 1

)
, 3 6 t < 4,

0, t /∈ (0, 4).

(16)

It follows from the formulae (14) and (15) that for m = 1, 2 and b divisible by 2,
if x ∈ Z[1/b], then f(x) ∈ Z[1/b]. However, in order to guarantee the same for
m = 3, one should require that b is divisible by 6, see (16).

4.3 Refining Regular Splines

In this subsection we discuss a procedure for refining regular splines. Let T be a
regular hierarchical mesh formed by domains Ω0 = Rd ⊇ Ω1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ ΩN−1 6= ∅.
Let T ′ be a refinement of T defined by a nested sequence of domains Ω0 = Rd ⊇
Ω1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ ΩN−1 ⊇ ΩN 6= ∅, where ΩN is composed of cells from CN−1

d . We
assume that the language LN corresponding to the domain ΩN is regular, so
T ′ is a regular hierarchical mesh. We will show that if f is a regular spline in
Sm(T ), then it is a regular spline in Sm(T ′).

Let K =
N−1⋃
`=0
K` and K′ =

N⋃
`=0
K′` be the collections of tensor product B–

splines generated by Kraft’s selection mechanism for the hierarchical meshes
T and T ′, respectively. We denote by L̂0, . . . , L̂N−1, L̂

′
0, . . . , L̂

′
N the languages

corresponding to the collections K0, . . . ,KN−1,K′0, . . . ,K′N , respectively. Since
K0 = K′0, . . . ,KN−2 = K′N−2, we have that L̂′0 = L̂0, . . . , L̂

′
N−2 = L̂N−2. A

tensor product B–spline β ∈ K′N−1 if and only if β ∈ KN−1 and suppβ∩MN−1 6=
∅, where MN−1 = Rd \ ΩN . Therefore, the language L̂′N−1 is defined by the
formula

(
u ∈ L̂N−1

)
∧ΨN−1, where ΨN−1 is given by (9). Similarly, the language

L̂′N is defined by the formula ΓN (10). Therefore, all languages L̂′0, . . . , L̂′N are
regular.
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Let f ∈ Sm(T ) be a regular spline and Sf be a corresponding FA–recognizable
relation, see Definition 13. We have that:

f =
N−1∑
`=0

∑
β∈K`

λββ =
N−2∑
`=0

∑
β∈K`

λββ +
∑

β∈K′N−1

λββ +
∑
β∈K′N

λββ.

Therefore, S0
f = S′0f , . . . , S

N−2
f = S′N−2

f and S′N−1
f = {(u, v) ∈ SN−1

f |u ∈
L̂′N−1}. Clearly, S′0f , . . . , S

′N−1
f are FA–recognizable. Below we will show that the

coefficients λβ ∈ Z[1/b] for all β ∈ K′N and the relation S′Nf = {((zcβ )b, (λβ)b) |β ∈
K′N} is FA–recognizable.

For any given δ ∈ B`−1
d,m each β ∈ B`d,m, for which suppβ ⊆ supp δ, corresponds

to a multi–index jδ,β = (j1, . . . , jd), where 0 6 jk 6 m+1 for all k = 1, . . . , d, that
determines the position of suppβ inside supp δ. See Fig. 8 illustrating supports
of 2–dimensional tensor product B–splines β1, β2, γ1, γ2, δ1, δ2 with multi–indices
jδ1,β1 = (0, 1), jδ1,γ1 = (4, 3), jδ2,β2 = (0, 1) and jδ2,γ2 = (4, 3). For given
δ ∈ B`−1

d,m and a multi–index j = (j1, . . . , jd) we denote by βδ,j the tensor product
B–spline β ∈ B`d,m for which jδ,β = j. Note that for the barycentres zcδ and zcβ
the following holds:

zcδ − zcβ =
{(

m+1
2`+1 − j1

2` , . . . ,
m+1
2`+1 − jd

2`
)
, if m is even,(

m+2
2`+1 − j1

2` , . . . ,
m+2
2`+1 − jd

2`
)
, if m is odd.

(17)

p1

β1

r1

γ1

q1

p2

β2

r2

γ2

q2

Fig. 8. The left figure shows the support of a spline δ1 ∈ B`−1
2,4 , the supports of

β1, γ1 ∈ B`2,4 (two hatched rectangles) and the points p1 = zcβ1
, r1 = zcγ1 and

q1 = zcδ1
. The right figure shows the support of a spline δ2 ∈ B`−1

2,3 , the supports
of β2, γ2 ∈ B`2,3 (two hatched rectangles) and the points p2 = zcβ2

, r2 = zcγ2 and
q2 = zcδ2

.

We denote by Id,m the set of multi–indices Id,m = {(j1, . . . , jd) | 0 6 jk 6
m+ 1, k = 1, . . . , d}. For each δ ∈ B`−1

d,m , we have that δ =
∑

j∈Id,m
λjβδ,j . It can

be verified directly from Boehm’s knot insertion formula for B–splines [3] that
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for d = 1: λj = 1
2m
(

j
m+1

)
, j = 0, . . . ,m + 1, where

(
j

m+1
)

= (m+1)!
j!(m+1−j)! are the

binomial coefficients. Therefore, all coefficients λj , j = 0, . . . ,m + 1 belong to
Z[1/b] for any even b. By the definition of multivariate tensor product B–splines
(1) we immediately obtain that λj ∈ Z[1/b] for all j ∈ Id,m as well.

Let KN−1 = KN−1 \ K′N−1. We have that
∑

δ∈KN−1
λδδ =

∑
β∈K′N

λββ. For a

given β ∈ K′N , let ∆β = {(δ, j)| δ ∈ KN−1
, j ∈ Id,m, suppβ ⊂ supp δ ∧ β = βδ,j}.

Then, for any β ∈ K′N , λβ =
∑

(δ,j)∈∆β
λδλj . Since λj ∈ Z[1/b] for all j ∈ Id,m

and λδ ∈ Z[1/b] for all δ ∈ K, then λβ ∈ Z[1/b] for all β ∈ K′N .
For a given j ∈ Id,m, let qj ∈ Z[1/b]d be a constant vector given by the

right–hand side of the equation (17). For a given ` > 1 and j ∈ Id,m, let:

R`,j = {((zcβ )b, (zcδ)b) |β ∈ B`d,m, δ ∈ B`−1
d,m ∧ zcδ − zcβ = qj}.

Since Addd is FA-recognizable, the relation R`,j is FA–recognizable for each ` > 1
and j ∈ Id,m. Therefore, since the language LN−1 \L′N−1 is regular and SN−1

f is
FA–recognizable, the relation:

Qf,j = {((zcβ )b, (λδ)b) |β ∈ K′N , δ ∈ K
N−1

, ((zcβ )b, (zcδ)b) ∈ RN,j ,

((zcδ)b, (λδ)b) ∈ SN−1
f }

is FA–recognizable. Since the multiplication by a constant in Z[1/b] is FA–
recognizable (12), we finally obtain that:

S′Nf = {((zcβ )b, (λβ)b) | ((zcβ )b, (λδ)b) ∈ Qf,j , j ∈ Id,m ∧ λβ =
∑

(δ,j)∈∆β

λδλj}

is FA–recognizable. Finally we have the following theorem.

Theorem 17. Let T ′ be a refinement of a regular hierarchical mesh T . If f is a
regular spline in Sm(T ) and T ′ is a regular hierarchical mesh, then f is a regular
spline in Sm(T ′).
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