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MULTIVARIATE GENERALIZED HERMITE SUBDIVISION SCHEMES
BIN HAN

ABSTRACT. Due to properties such as interpolation, smoothness, and spline connections, Hermite
subdivision schemes employ fast iterative algorithms for geometrically modeling curves/surfaces in
CAGD and for building Hermite wavelets in numerical PDEs. In this paper we introduce a notion of
generalized Hermite (dyadic) subdivision schemes and then we characterize their convergence, smooth-
ness and underlying matrix masks with or without interpolation properties. We also introduce the
notion of linear-phase moments for achieving the polynomial-interpolation property. For any given
integer m € N, we constructively prove that there always exist convergent smooth generalized Her-
mite subdivision schemes with linear-phase moments such that their basis vector functions are spline
functions in 4™ (R?) and have linearly independent integer shifts. As byproducts, our results resolve
convergence, smoothness and existence of Lagrange, Hermite, or Birkhoff subdivision schemes. Even
in dimension one our results significantly generalize and extend many known results on extensively
studied univariate Hermite subdivision schemes. To illustrate the theoretical results in this paper,
we provide examples of convergent generalized Hermite subdivision schemes with symmetric matrix
masks having short support and smooth basis vector functions with or without interpolation property.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Hermite interpolation approximates a target function through an approximating function which
matches the target function value and all its consecutive derivatives to a prescribed order at given
data points. As a generalization, Birkhoff interpolation allows the derivatives for interpolation to
be not necessarily consecutive. Being an iterative locally averaging algorithm for fast computing
a limit function and its consecutive derivatives, a Hermite subdivision scheme is of interest for
generating subdivision curves/surfaces in CAGD (e.g., see [12/[141[32,[39]), for building wavelets to
develop multiscale numerical solvers of PDEs ([8[9,28]), and for implementing the fast wavelet
transform to process data ([19,23]), due to their properties such as interpolation, high smoothness and
approximation, and spline connections. From the literature review in Subsection [[.4] we shall see that
only the univariate Hermite subdivision schemes have been extensively studied so far and there are
barely systematic study in the multivariate setting in the literature. In this paper we shall generalize
and extend Hermite subdivision schemes to the multivariate setting, and then systematically analyze
their mathematical properties. Such generalized Hermite subdivision schemes not only include all
known Hermite and Lagrange subdivision schemes in the literature as special cases but also introduce
new types of subdivision schemes such as Birkhoff subdivision schemes with various properties.

1.1. Characterize masks of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes. To introduce the
notion of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes, we first recall some necessary definitions and
notations. By (I(Z%))**" we denote the linear space of all sequences u = {u(k)}peza : 29 — C¥*.
Similarly, (Io(Z%))**" consists of all finitely supported sequences u € (1(Z%))**" with {k € Z¢ : u(k) #
0} being finite. A multivariate matrix mask or filter is often given by a = {a(k)}reze € (lo(Z3))™"
with a(k) € C™" for all k € Z?. To state a generalized Hermite (dyadic) subdivision scheme, the
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vector/matriz subdivision operator S, : (1(Z4))**" — (1(Z%))**" is defined to be

(Sav) () =2 w(k)a(j —2k),  jez (1.1)

kezd

for v = {v(k)}reze € (1(Z4))**". We often use initial data v € (I(Z%))**" with either s = 1 for
sequences v of row vectors or s = r for sequences v of r X r square matrices in this paper. Any
convergent subdivision scheme with a matrix mask a € (lo(Z%))"*" naturally has a basis vector
function ¢ = [¢1, ..., ¢,]T on R? which is defined in (I.9); and we shall see in Theorem [T that such
a basis vector function ¢ must be a refinable vector function satisfying the refinement equation:

¢=2"3"a(k)p(2-—k), or equivalently, $(2€) = a(€)a(¢), (1.2)

kezd

where the Fourier transform is defined to be f(£) := Jga f(z)e7™4dx, € € RY for f € Li(R?) and can
be naturally extended to tempered distributions through duality, and where

) = alk)e ™, LeR?

kezd

is the Fourier series of a € (Io(Z%))"™", which is just an r x r matrix of 27Z%-periodic trigonometric
polynomials. Note that an input sequence v € (I(Z%))'*" of row vectors is multiplied to the left-hand
side of the matrix mask a in the definition of a subdivision operator in (I.Il), while the column vector
function ¢ is multiplied to the right-hand side of the matrix mask a in the refinement equation (L.2]).
To avoid potential confusion about notation differences, we point out here that many references such
as [4H7,T0HI3]39-42] 144, [45] studying univariate Hermite subdivision schemes adopt the following
definition of a vector subdivision operator S : (I(Z%))" — (I(Z%))":

Savi= Y A(j—2kw(k) = [S.(")]", ve Uz with A:=2%.

Because we study subdivision schemes in this paper through frequently using their underlying refin-
able vector functions and vector cascade algorithms, to avoid transposes appearing in many places, it
is very natural for us to follow the notations used in [16,23] from the perspective of wavelet analysis.

Define N¢ := (N U {0})? to be the set of nonnegative multi-integers and 0 := (0,,...,0)T € Nd.
For j =1,...,d, by 0; we denote the partial derivative with respect to the jth coordinate of R?. For
= (p1,.. ., pa)T € Ndand x = (z1,...,24)" € RY, we define

=+ g, =g, =t =000,

where 0" stands for the uth partial derivative. For a smooth d-variate function f on R?, for simplicity
we shall use the notation f := 9#f, the uth partial derivative of f. For m € Ny, we define

Am::{(lu“lw-'a,ud)TENg : M1++Ud<m}> m € No. (13)

To introduce a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme, we shall use ordered multisets A whose
elements are from A,, in (L3)) (or more generally N¢) but can be repeated with multiplicity. Let
#A be the cardinality of an ordered multiset A counting multiplicities of elements in A. An ordered
multiset A with cardinality r := #A considered in this paper can be simply represented by

A=A{wv,...,v,} with uv,...,1, €A, and V1:0€Ng. (1.4)

We now define a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A. Let r := #A € N and a =
{a(k)}peze € (10(Z4))™" be a finitely supported matrix mask on Z¢. Let wy : Z¢ — C**" be a sequence
on Z% (which is a sequence of 1 X r row vectors) standing for a given input vector sequence/data on
7%, A sequence of generalized Hermite refinements w, : Z¢ — C'*" for n € N is obtained through
recursively applying the vector subdivision operator S, on wy iteratively as follows:

w, = (SMwe)Dy",  n €N with Dy := diag(27"),cn = diag(27l, ... 271y, (1.5)
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Alternatively, we have the following equivalent form:
wy, = (Sy(w, DY )DL = Spr-1ap;n Wn—1, for all n € N. (1.6)

The above iterative scheme for computing {w,, },en with the initial input data wy is called a generalized
Hermite subdivision scheme of type A. For A = {0}, it is just a scalar subdivision scheme (due to
#A = 1 and a scalar mask a € ly(Z?)) which has been extensively studied (e.g., see [1,14,27]). For
m =0and A = {0,...,0} in (IT4), it is simply a Lagrange subdivision scheme (also called a vector
subdivision scheme in [I1,25,[43]). For A = A,,, it is just a (standard) Hermite subdivision scheme
of degree m, and a Birkhoff subdivision scheme if A C A,,. If A is the N copies of A,, with N € N|
as we shall discuss in Section [l then a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A is closely
related to multivariate interpolating refinable vector functions studied in [25,[33].
We now state the convergence of a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A.

Definition 1. Let m € Ny, r € Nand a € (o(Z%))"™*" be a finitely supported matrix mask on Z¢. For
an ordered multiset A = {vy,...,1,} C A, with v; = 0 € N? as in (4], we say that a generalized
Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a is convergent with limit functions in €™ (R?) if for
every input initial vector sequence wy = {wo(k)}peze : Z¢ — CY*7 ie., wy € (I(Z%))*", there exists
a €™ (R?) function 7 : R? — C such that for every constant K > 0,

lim max wp(k)e, — ™) (277k)| = 0, Vi=1,...,r, 1.7

B fu(R)e - (2 ) (1.7
where e, is the /th unit coordinate column vector of R” and w,,n € N are the generalized Hermite
refinement data which are defined in (L3 and can be recursively computed via (L.G).

For convenience, throughout the paper we shall adopt the following big & notion: For m € Ny and
smooth functions f and g,

FEO =g+ 0(&]™"), &—0 stands for f*(0)=g¢"(0) VueN]|u<m.  (1.8)

By & we denote the Dirac sequence such that §(0) := 1 and &(k) := 0 for all k € Z%\{0}. Using
the initial data wy = 81, € (Io(Z%))™" in (LH) and the convention v; = 0 € Nd in (I4) for the
ordered multiset A, we can define a vector function ¢ € (¢™(R%))" as the limit vector function for a
convergent generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A in Definition [I] through

lim sup [[(SE(OL))(K)er — 62 R) =0 with &= [b1,..., ], (1.9)
n—oo kEZd
where e; is the first unit coordinate column vector in R" and we used the fact D"e; = e; due to
11 = 0. The vector function ¢ in (L9) is called the basis vector function of a generalized Hermite
subdivision scheme in Definition [, because the limit function 7 in Definition [ is given by n =
wo * ¢ =4 cza Wo(k)(- — k) for any initial sequence wy € (I(Z))"". To study the properties of a
basis vector function ¢, we recall the definition of sum rules of a matrix mask a € (I(Z%))"™". For a

nonnegative integer m € Ny, we say that a matrix mask a € (Io(Z%))™" has order m + 1 sum rules
with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z%))*™*" (e.g., see [15, (1.6)] or [16] (2.8) and (2.9)]) if U,(0) # 0 and

0a(28)a(€) = 0a(&) + O(|EI™) and G,(26)a(€ + mw) = O([[€]™F), € = 0, Vw e T\{0}, (1.10)

where ' := [0,1]7NZ4. A filter v, € (Io(Z%))**" satisfying the first identity of (LI0) and ©0,(0) # 0 is
often called an order m + 1 matching filter of the matrix mask a. By II,, we shall denote the linear
space of all d-variate polynomials of (total) degree no more than m. The notion of sum rules plays a
key role in studying subdivision schemes and wavelets by linking it to polynomial reproduction and
smoothness of its refinable vector function (e.g., [15,[16,23] and references therein).

For a convergent generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with limit functions in €™ (R?),
we now show that its basis vector function ¢ must be a refinable vector function satisfying (L.2),
which helps us to characterize its matrix mask through sum rules and the underlying matching filter.
For improved readability, the proof of the following result is given in Section 2
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Theorem 1.1. Let m € No,r € N and an ordered multiset A = {vy,...,v.} C Ay, as in (L4).
Suppose that the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with a mask a € (lo(Z3))™" is
convergent with limit functions in €™(R?), as in the sense of Definition [ Then its basis vector
function ¢ defined in (L9) is a compactly supported refinable vector function in €™(R?) satisfying

= lim ([Ha Oer)  and 920 =a(©)de) VR (1.11)
If in addition
span{p(mw + 27k) : k€ Z =C", Vwel0,1]'nZ, (1.12)

then (E(O) # 0 and the following statements hold:
(1) The matriz matriz a(0) := ), ;4 a(k) must satisfy that

1 is a simple eigenvalue of a(0) and all its other eigenvalues are less than 2=™ in modulus. (1.13)

Consequently, there always exists a finitely supported sequence v, € (lo(Z4))**" whose values
."(0) for € Ay, are uniquely determined by

5.(0)a(0) = 5,(0)  with 5,(0)$(0) = 1 (1.14)

and the following recursive formula:

W) () — 20U = @) 0\a5) (01, — 2lg(0)] !
O o</3<%:ﬁaéu5(u B3)! ©) (O =2%a ()], p € An\{0} (1.15)

from || =1 to || = m, where B < p means that all the entries in yu — B are nonnegative.
(2) For any v, € (Io(Z4))*" satisfying (LI14)) and [LIH) in item (1), the sequence v, must satisfy

Gul€)B(E + 27k) = 8(K) + O(||e|™Y), € — 0, for all k € 7.

Consequently, p =, c,a(p*va)(k)o(-—k) for all p € IL,,,, where pxv, := Y, ya P(-—k)va(k).
(3) The mask a has order m + 1 sum rules with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z3))**" satisfying

Ga(&) = [(1€)" + O(l€)H), @g)™= + (g™, ... &) + o(lgl™ ], €—0.  (1.16)

(4) For all p € Ay, the vector polynomial p,, := ¢ % U, satisfies S,p,, = 27Mp, and

P! VP gih s (B) :
5M(IE)€Z a {(” " - ZO<B?H ‘)@TM‘ B A e e, dresin Vi=1 T
—t zh -~ . syl
S o<s<slplzhl A Ggta (O)ee, otherwise,

and Yy cpa Pu(k)o(- — k) = ',M, where v, € (lo(Z3))*" satisfies (LI6).

A matrix mask a € (Io(Z%))™" is called a generalized Hermite mask of type A having order m + 1
sum rules if the mask a has order m + 1 sum rules with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z%))*" satisfying
(LI4), i.e., item (3) of Theorem [T holds. By linking a basis vector function ¢ to a refinable vector
function in (LII]), item (3) of Theorem [Tl characterizes the matrix mask of a convergent generalized
Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with limit functions in €™ (R%). Moreover, its basis vector
function ¢ and its vector subdivision operator S, must reproduce polynomials in II,, in the special
way as described in items (2) and (4) of Theorem [L1]

1.2. Convergence and smoothness of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes. To charac-
terize convergence and smoothness of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes, built on Theorem [I.]

we now connect them to refinable vector functions and vector cascade algorithms. For 1 < p < oo,
the vector refinement operator R, : (L, (]Rd))r — (Lp(R%))" is defined to be

Rof =2 a(k)f(2-—k), [ € (L(RY)". (1.17)

kezd
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Note that the refinement equation ([L2]) can be restated as R,¢ = ¢, i.e., ¢ is a fixed point of the
vector refinement operator R,. Similar to a subdivision scheme for discrete data, a cascade algorithm
iteratively computes a sequence {R"f}°%, of vector functions on R? such that this sequence may
converge to the refinable vector function ¢ in certain function spaces. For 0 < 7 < 1 and a function
f € L,(RY), we say that f belongs to the Lipschitz space Lip(, L,(R%)) if there exists a positive
constant C' such that || f — f(- — )|, ey < C||t]|” for all ¢ € R?. For convenience, we define
Lip(0, L,(R?)) := L,(R?). The L, smoothness of a function f € L,(R?) is measured by its L, critical
exponent sm,(f) defined by

sm,(f) :=sup{m+7 : 0<7<1 and 0"f € Lip(r, L,(R%)) for all u € A,,,m € No}.

If ¢ =[¢1,...,6,]7 is a vector function, then we define sm,(¢) := min(sm,(¢), . ..,sm,(¢,)).
For a column vector ¢ of compactly supported distributions on R?, we say that the integer shifts
of ¢ are stable if R
span{¢(¢ +27k) : ke 24} =C", V¢ e R (1.18)
We now characterize the convergence and smoothness of a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme
in the following result, whose technical proof is deferred to Section 3l

Theorem 1.2. Let m € No, r € N, and A = {v1,...,1v,.} C A, be an ordered multiset given in
@4). Let a € (Io(Z%))™" be a generalized Hermite mask of type A having order m + 1 sum rules,
i.e., the mask a has order m+1 sum rules in (LI0) with a matching filter v, € (lo(Z4))*™>" satisfying
(CI8). Let o = [¢1,...,P.]7 be a vector of compactly supported distributions satisfying the refinement
equation $(2€) = a(€)(€) and the normalization condition U,(0)(0) = 1. If

(1) smoo(a) > m (see Subsection 3.3 for definition), or equivalently, the vector cascade algorithm
associated with the mask a is convergent in €™ (R): For every compactly supported admissible
initial vector function f € (€™(RY))" satisfying

Gu(0)f(0) =1 and G,(€)f(€+2nk) = O(|€]™*), € —0,¥ k € Z\{0}, (1.19)

the cascade sequence {R7f}22, converges to the refinable vector function ¢ in (€™(R9))",
1.e.,

e (C"RYY and lim RIS~ ¢

then smy (@) = smy.(a) and

((gm(Rd))r - O, (120)

(ii) the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a € (Io(Z%))™" is convergent
with limit functions in €™(R%), as in the sense of Definition [l

Conversely, if item (ii) holds and if the integer shifts of ¢ are stable, then item (i) must hold and
S (@) = sy (a) > m.

It is known (e.g., [36] and [23, Theorem 5.3.4]) that a compactly supported continuous vector
function ¢ has stability as in (ILI8) if and only if there exist positive constants C and C5 such that

O ||wollo < H 3 wo(k)g(- — /f)H(g(Rd) < Collwollees Vo € (Ino(Z9))7. (1.21)
kezd

Because ¢ has compact support, the upper bound in (L2I)) holds with Cy = sup,ega Y ez [|0(2 —
k)|, < co. For a convergent generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A, the limit function
n in Definition 0l is given by n = wo * ¢ = >, za wo(k)d(- — k). Therefore, the stability in (L2T)
guarantees that C|lwollee < [[7]lg®a) < Cof|wo||so. The stability condition (LIS)) in Theorem
cannot be removed even for univariate scalar subdivision schemes. Suppose now that (LI8) fails.
One one hand, for any arbitrarily small € > 0, there exists wy € (Ioo(Z%))*" with ||wg|le = 1 but the
limit function 7 := wq* ¢ satisfies ||||¢re) < €. On the other hand, for any m € Ny and A = {0} (i.e.,
the scalar case), examples of univariate scalar masks a € ly(Z) are given at the end of [24, Section 5]
such that smy(a) = 0 but its scalar refinable function ¢ € €™(R). For more details, see [I§] and
references therein for studying refinable vector functions and vector cascade algorithms without the
stability condition in (L.I8). Theorem [[.2] generalizes [24, Theorem 1.3] even in dimension one.
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Let m € Ny and A be an arbitrarily given ordered multiset in (L4]). To construct a convergent
generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with limit functions in ¥™(R%), by Theorems 1]
and [L2 the task is to construct a matrix mask a € (Io(Z?%))"™" such that sm.,(a) > m and a is a
generalized Hermite mask of type A having order m + 1 sum rules, i.e., item (3) of Theorem [L.]
holds. Moreover, using Theorems [[LTl and [.2] we shall prove in Theorem that there always exists
a generalized Hermite mask a € (Io(Z%))"™" such that smy(a) > m and its basis vector function ¢
is a spline refinable vector function in ¢™(R¢). Hence, by Theorem [[.2, the generalized Hermite
subdivision scheme of type A with such a mask a is convergent with limit functions in €™ (R%).

1.3. Characterize refinable generalized Hermite interpolants. We now study a special fam-
ily of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes whose basis vector functions have the interpolation
property. A vector function ¢ = [¢1,...,¢,]T in €™ (R?) is a generalized Hermite interpolant of type
A and translation T if it satisfies the following generalized Hermite interpolation property:

o (k+ 1) = 8(k)es, ie, OV (k+m)=0k)8(—j), VkeZ'andjl=1,...,r, (122)

for some ordered multiset T' := {1,..., 7.} C R? for translation, which is also related to dual
Hermite subdivision schemes (see Section @ for details). For f € €™(R?), we deduce from (L.22)
that the approximating function g(z) := >",_; >z f¥O(k + 7¢)¢e(x — k) interpolates f such that
gV (k + 1) = f¥)(k + 1) forall k € Z and ¢ = 1,...,r. Consequently, a generalized Hermite
interpolant ¢ of type A and translation T satisfying (L22]) obviously has linearly independent integer
shifts, that is, >, 5. v(k)¢(- — k) = 0 for a sequence v € ({(Z%))"™*" always implies v(k) = 0 for all
k € Z. The generalized Hermite interpolation property in (I.22) is just the Lagrange interpolation
property for A = {0, ...,0}, the (standard) Hermite interpolation property of degree m for A = A,,
and T = {0,...,0}, and the Birkhoff interpolation property for A C A,,. For a generalized Hermite
subdivision scheme, here we are particularly interested in establishing criteria such that its basis
vector function ¢ has the generalized Hermite interpolation property in (L.22]).

Definition 2. Let A = {v4,...,1,} be an ordered multiset as in (L4) for derivatives and T' =
{71,...,7} € R? be an ordered multiset for translation. Let § be a mapping on {1,...,r} satisfying

0:{1,....r} = {1,...,r}, £+ 0(¢) such that vpp =1y and 27 — Ty € Z°. (1.23)

We say that a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a € (Io(Z9))™" is an
interpolatory generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A and translation T if for any initial data
wo : Z% — CY7 | the refinement data {w, },en in (L) satisfy the following interpolation condition:

wy (2K + 270 — To)) o) = wn—1(k)ey, VkeZ'neN/L=1,...r (1.24)

We shall explain the role of the mapping 6 in Section @l The condition (L23]) on the mapping ¢
is mainly due to the refinability of generalized Hermite interpolants. For interpolatory generalized
Hermite subdivision schemes, we have the following result, whose proof is given in Section [l

Theorem 1.3. Let m € Ny and r € N. Take an ordered multiset A = {vy,...,v.} C A, with
vy =0 € N¢ as in (L) for derivatives, an ordered multiset T = {ry,..., 7.} C R? for translation,
and a mapping 0 : {1,...,r} — {1,...,r} satisfying (L23). Let a € (Io(Z%))™" be a finitely supported
matriz mask. If the following conditions are satisfied:
(i) the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a is convergent with limit
functions in €™(R?) as in the sense of Definition [}
(ii) the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a is interpolatory of type A
and translation T as in the sense of Definition [J;
(iii) the basis vector function ¢ in (L9) associated with mask a satisfies the condition in (L12),

then all the following statements hold:
(1) The matriz mask a satisfies the following interpolation condition.:

a(2k: + 271 — Tg(g))ﬁg(g) = Q_d_‘VZI(S(k‘)eZ, Vke Zd, C=1,...,r (1.25)
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(2) The vector function ¢ is a refinable generalized Hermite interpolant of type A and translation
T satisfying the refinement equation (L2) and the interpolation condition (L22).
(3) Let M € Ny be the largest possible integer such that the mask a has order M + 1 sum rules

with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z%))*" satisfying 0,(0)p(0) = 1. Then M > m and
Ga() = [(1©)7 ™, (€)™ + O(|lg] M), €= 0. (1.26)

(4) Forall ;v € Ay, the vector polynomial p,, := O vv, satisfies S,p, = 27 *Ip,,, > kezd Pulk)o(-—

w!
k) = %L and

(n—ve)!
0, otherwise,

Vi=1,...,r (1.27)

p.(2)e, = 0 (M)

W’ if ve < p,
!

Conversely, if a refinable vector function ¢ associated with mask a € (lo(Z%))™" is a generalized
Hermite interpolant of type A and translation T (i.e., ¢ satisfies the generalized Hermite interpolation
condition in (L22), or equivalently, item (2) holds), then all the items (i)—(1ii) and (1)—(4) must hold.

A matrix mask a € (Io(Z%))™" is interpolatory of type A and translation T if (L28) is satisfied.
As we shall see in the proof of Theorem [[L3] in Section [, if a mask a € (Io(Z4))™ " is interpolatory
of type A and translation 7" and if the mask a has order M + 1 sum rules with a matching filter
Ve € (1o(Z%))*™" then the matching filter v, must satisfy (L.26) in item (3) of Theorem [L3. To
construct a refinable generalized Hermite interpolant in 4™ (R?) and a convergent interpolatory
generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A and translation 7', by Theorems [[.2] and [I.3] the
task is to construct a matrix mask a € (Io(Z?))"*" such that sm..(a) > m and a is an interpolatory
generalized Hermite mask of type A and translation 7" having order M + 1 sum rules with a matching

filter v, € (Io(Z4))*" satisfying (L26]) with some M > m.

1.4. Literature review, motivations and contributions. We now review related works on Her-
mite subdivision schemes. A (standard) Hermite subdivision scheme of degree m is just a generalized
Hermite subdivision scheme of type A,,. Definition [I] with d = 1 for univariate Hermite subdivision
schemes is given in [12,32,42] and references therein. Moreover, Definition @l with A = A,, and
T = {0,...,0} becomes the standard interpolatory Hermite subdivision schemes. For A = {0, 1},
the univariate interpolatory Hermite subdivision schemes of degree 1 were studied in Merrien [39]
and in Dyn and Levin [I3]. [46] studied univariate Hermite interpolants. A family of univariate
interpolatory Hermite masks is presented in [15, Theorems 4.2 and 4.3]. Convergence of univariate
Hermite subdivision schemes have been extensively studied by many researchers through factorization
of matrix masks and their derived subdivision schemes in [5H7, 1112} 38 [40H42]/45] and references
therein. Recently, [24] characterized univariate Hermite masks and the convergence of univariate
Hermite subdivision schemes without factorizing univariate Hermite masks. Further related topics
have been addressed in [4,34,[44] and references therein. For the ordered multiset A = {0,...,0}
with 0 € Nd being repeated r times, due to Dy = I, in (LH), Definition [l agrees with the definition of
convergence of Lagrange subdivision schemes in [32] and is just the convergence of vector subdivision
schemes in [43], Definition 2.1] and references therein. Lagrange subdivision schemes were studied in
[11.43] and univariate refinable Lagrange interpolants were studied in [25] and references therein. If
A is a proper subset of {0,1,...,7}, e.g., A = {0, 2}, Definition [ is related to Birkhoff interpolation
and even in dimension one we are not aware of any work on univariate Birkhoff subdivision schemes.

For multiple dimensions, multivariate refinable Hermite interpolants have been characterized in
[16, Corollary 5.3] and constructed in [I0,29]. The interpolating refinable vector functions in [33] are
just generalized Hermite interpolants of type A with translation T" such that A contains N copies of
A,,. Such particular generalized Hermite interpolants have been analyzed and constructed in [33].
However, in these papers, their associated multivariate interpolatory generalized Hermite subdivision
schemes have not been addressed there, because these papers focus on the interpolation property of
the underlying refinable vector functions through studying the convergence of vector cascade algo-
rithms. Built on the work in [16], multivariate interpolatory Hermite subdivision schemes have been
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studied in [31]. Convergence of multivariate vector subdivision schemes was studied in [2] through the
factorization of multivariate masks. To our best knowledge, [32] is the only known paper discussing
multivariate Hermite subdivision schemes by providing a restrictive sufficient condition in [32, Theo-
rem 2.2]. As a byproduct of [32], face-based (i.e., dual) Hermite subdivision schemes were addressed
in [30]. However, we are not aware of any other work addressing multivariate Hermite subdivision
schemes and multivariate generalized Hermite subdivision schemes using an ordered multiset A.

This paper is also motivated by an example of refinable spline spaces known in approximation
theory and numerical PDEs. For m € Ny and N € N, the €™ (R) piecewise polynomial space of
degree at most (m + 1)N + m is given by

Smn ={f € EC™(R) : flurt1 is a polynomial of degree < (m + 1)N +m for all k € Z}.
Let A and T be the N copies of {0,1,...,m} and {%, %, cee %}, respectively. Explicitly, A =

{vi,...;v,} and T = {m,..., 7} with r := (m + 1)N, where v, := ({ — 1) mod (m + 1) and
Ty = Li‘l |/N for ¢ =1,...,r. Define g, to be the unique polynomial of degree m satisfying

1
(@4 7) = o @™ b e = ] Ak
@+7m)=—"F"——+0@""), r—0 with pg(x):= <x——) .
! N
velpe(@ +7:) Ke(0... N )\ (V)
Now we can construct a basis vector function ¢ = [¢y, ..., #,| for the above spline space by defining
= péqu[O,l} + (_1)Wpé(_')qé(_')X[—1,0)a (= 1a cee, M + ]-> (1 28)
PedrX[0,1]5 C=m+2....,(m+1)N.

Note that deg(p,qs) < (m + 1)N + m and the Hermite cubic splines correspond to ¢ in (.28)
with m = 1 and N = 1. For / = m+ 2,...,(m + 1)N, we observe 0 < 7, < 1 and hence,
™ (x — 1)™ | py(z), from which we conclude ¢y € S,, n. For £ =1,...,m+ 1, we have 7, = 0

v

and hence (v — 1)"*! | py(2) and ¢(z) = T + O(2™*') as £ — 0, from which we have ¢¢ € Sy, n-
By calculation, we can directly check that ¢ in (L28)]) is indeed a generalized Hermite interpolant of
type A and translation T satisfying (L22]). Now we can conclude that the integer shifts of ¢ in (28]
generate the spline space S, n. Moreover, ¢ is a refinable vector function satisfying the refinement

equation in (L2) with a mask a € (Io(Z))"*" supported on {—1,0, 1} and given by
a(k) = 277 k+1)), . 27 e QT (kR + 7)), keZ (1.29)
which can be obtained using the interpolation property in (L22). Define a mapping on {1,...,r} by

NTE 1f€<(m+1)N(1—T5),

0(f) =1 )Ny, (=1,... ith N :=
(€) ==L+ (m+1)Ny, yo T Wi 0 {NTZ—N, 0> (mt N — 1),

Because vy := ({ —1) mod (m+ 1) and N, € Z, we have vy = v, and 27, — 70y = 70 — 3¢ € {0, 1}
by the choice of N, for all £ = 1,...,r. Hence, the above mapping 6 indeed satisfies (L23). By
Theorems and [L3, the interpolatory generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A and
translation 7" with such a matrix mask a € (Ip(Z))"™" is convergent with limit functions in ¢ (R).
To apply wavelets to the boundary value problems in numerical PDEs, one key task is to adapt
wavelets from the Euclidean spaces to bounded domains ([8]). Recently, [28] developed a systematic
direct approach which can adapt any univariate compactly supported biorthogonal multiwavelet
from the real line R to the interval [0, 1] with or without any homogeneous boundary conditions. The
special spline generalized Hermite interpolants in (I.28) motivate us to search for new refinable vector
functions, which are associated with generalized Hermite subdivision schemes and have some desired
properties for numerical PDEs. Motivated by our study of univariate Hermite subdivision schemes
in [24] and references therein, in this paper we shall comprehensively study various properties of
multivariate generalized Hermite subdivision schemes in Definition [l with or without the interpolation
property and/or the spline connections. Further motivated by Theorem on refinable generalized
Hermite interpolants, we shall introduce the notion of linear-phase moments for the polynomial-
interpolation property. Using ordered multisets A, our results in this paper on generalized Hermite
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subdivision schemes significantly advance the theory on standard multivariate Hermite subdivision
schemes in several aspects as byproducts. The contributions of this paper are as follows:

(1) Introduce the unifying notion of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes, which include all
known variants of Hermite-like subdivision schemes as special cases and introduce new types
of subdivision schemes such as general Lagrange or Birkhoff subdivision schemes.

(2) Provide a systematic analysis by resolving several key problems on generalized Hermite subdi-
vision schemes (including multivariate standard Hermite or Lagrange subdivision schemes as
special cases) such as convergence and smoothness in Theorem [[.2] polynomial reproduction
in Theorem 2.3] and characterization of generalized Hermite masks in Theorem [L.T]

(3) Prove constructively in Theorem that for any m € Ny and any ordered multiset A C A,,,
there always exists a generalized Hermite mask a € (lo(Z%))"™" with r := #A such that
the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a is convergent with limit
functions in €™ (R?) and its basis vector function is a spline refinable vector function in
¢™(R%), whose integer shifts are linearly independent (and therefore, stable).

(4) Characterize interpolatory generalized Hermite subdivision schemes in Theorem [[3]and linear-
phase moments in Theorem for the polynomial-interpolation property. These results
extend all known interpolatory Hermite/Lagrange subdivision schemes to a wide class of gen-
eralized Hermite subdivision schemes (e.g., interpolatory Birkhoff subdivision schemes) with
desired interpolation properties.

(5) Develop new techniques for analyzing convergence of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes
of type A, because some arguments in [24] for univariate Hermite subdivision schemes (i.e.,
A = A,,) are no longer applicable even in dimension one for ordered multisets A.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2l we study in Theorem 2.3l how the vector
subdivision operator acts on vector polynomial spaces and investigate the structure of eigenvalues
and eigenvectors of the subdivision operator. Built on Theorem 2.3, we shall prove Theorem [Tl in
Section [2] for characterizing masks of convergent generalized Hermite subdivision schemes. Using the
notion of the normal form of a matrix mask and employing Theorems [T and 2.3, we prove Theo-
rem [L.2]in Section [3]for characterizing convergence and smoothness of generalized Hermite subdivision
schemes, by linking them with vector cascade algorithms and refinable vector functions. In Section [
we prove Theorem for characterizing interpolatory generalized Hermite subdivision schemes. Our
result in Theorem not only covers all known interpolatory Hermite subdivision schemes as special
cases but also extends to new types of interpolatory subdivision schemes. Then we introduce the
notion of linear-phase moments for the polynomial-interpolation property in Theorem In Sec-
tion [b] we prove that every multivariate subdivision scheme with a matrix mask can be turned into
a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme and even into a standard Hermite subdivision scheme, as
long as their masks have the same multiplicity. Consequently, for any m € Ny and ordered multiset
A C A,,, we constructively prove in Theorem that there always exists a convergent generalized
Hermite subdivision scheme of type A whose limit functions are spline functions in ¢™(R?) and
have linearly independent integer shifts. Finally, we provide several examples of generalized Hermite
subdivision schemes with the symmetry property to illustrate the theoretical results in this paper.

2. CHARACTERIZE MASKS OF GENERALIZED HERMITE SUBDIVISION SCHEMES

In this section, we shall prove Theorem [[T] for characterizing the matrix mask of a convergent
generalized Hermite subdivision scheme, by connecting it to refinable vector functions in (L2) and
vector subdivision operators in (I.I]) acting on vector polynomials.

Let us first discuss how a vector subdivision operator acting on vector polynomials. For m € Ny
and r € N, by (IL,,)'*" we denote the space of all 1 x r (row) vectors of d-variate polynomials of
(total) degree no more than m. Note that a polynomial p is uniquely determined by its restriction
plza = {p(k)}reze and hence throughout the paper we do not distinguish a polynomial defined on R?
or regarded as a polynomial sequence restricted on Z?. For p € N¢, recall that p® (z) := (9"p)(x),
the pth partial derivative of p. By [22, Lemma 3.1], the convolution p % v of a polynomial p and a
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sequence v € (Io(Z4))™*" is always a vector polynomial and is given by

|l
prvi= 3 p(-— kpu(k) = 3 05005 o). (21)
kezd peNd 'u
Throughout the paper, we shall use the following notation:
D:=1[0,1"NZ% = {(ky,...,ka)" €Z% : ky,... kg€ {0,1}}. (2.2)

That is, I' is a particular complete set of all distinct representatlves of cosets in the quotient group
Zd/(2Zd) For y € Z4, the y-coset al”! of a mask a is defined to be all(k) := a(y + 2k) for k € Z<.

Using a similar 1dea as in [15, Proposition 2.2] and [22, Theorem 3.4], we have the following result
on how a subdivision operator acts on a single vector polynomial.

Lemma 2.1. Let a € (Io(Z%))™" be a finitely supported matriz mask and let p = [p1,...,pr] be a row
vector of d-variate polynomials. Then the following statements are equivalent to each other:

(1) S,p is a vector polynomial sequence, i.e., all the entries of Sup are polynomial sequences.

(2) D peza 5(“)(—2_17: k)a(y + 2k) = Zkezi\ﬁ(“)(—k:)a(%) for all p € Nd and v € T.

(3) [PW (=271 —id)a(&)]]e= 0= [5(“ (—i0)al (&)]|¢=o for all u € N& and v € T, where we define

N . \u\ . .
p(x —1i0)f(&) == ZueNd (- u' W) () f®) (f)/u\)zth 0 :=(0y,...,04)7 only acting on €.

(4) [B) (i) (e~ €al(€))]]e=o = [ (—i0)al)(€))]|e=o for all ji € N§ and y €T

(5) [PW(—id)a(271€ + mw)]|e=o = 0 for all p € N¢ and w € T'\{0}.
Moreover, the above items (1)-(5) imply deg(S.p) < deg(p) := max(deg(p1),...,deg(p,)) and

[S.p]®) =27 S, (W) = 27 (g (27 ) xa, Ve N (2.3)

For every univariate vector polynomial p € (II,,)'*", one can show (e.g., see [24, Lemma 2.2])

that p = (7)n * v for some v € (lp(Z))**". Moreover, from ([2.1I), we see that ©(0) # 0 if and only if
deg(p) = m. For the multivariate case, things are more complicated and we have

Lemma 2.2. For a vector d-variate polynomial p and a d-variate polynomial q, there exists a finitely
supported sequence v € (lo(Z4))*" satisfying p = q * v if and only if

{p1,...,pr} Cspan{q™ : peNj} with [p1,...,p,] :=P. (2.4)

Proof. If p = q* v, then it follows from (2.1)) that (2.4)) must hold. Conversely, we deduce from (2.4))
that p = Z%Nd |M|<deg(q) c,q" for some ¢, € C*". Note that there always exists v € (Io(Z%))"*" such

that 9 (0) = = \m ¢, for all € Nd with || < deg(q). It follows from (2.I) that q v = p. O

For a general vector polynomial p, (2.4)) is satisfied by taking q(z1,...,24) = 7"+ 2" with
m := deg(p). Hence, Lemma 2.2 tells us that p = q * v for some v € (lO(Zd))lw However U( )#0
cannot be guaranteed for d > 2. Consider d = 2 and p = [z, y]. Suppose p = q * v with v(0) # 0.
Then deg(q) = deg(p) = 1 and we can write q(z,y) = co + c1x + coy. By (2.1]), we must have

[2,y] = Blz,y) = (a*v)(z,y) = (co + 12 + c29)5(0) — ;0™ (0) — ies0'*1(0),
which forces ¢,v(0) = [1,0] and ¢v(0) = [0, 1], leading to a contradiction [1 0] = 9(0) = [0, Z].

Y ¢y
The condition v(0) # 0 is important for studying generalized Hermite subd1v1510n schemes by using
special vector polynomials q * v with q € II,, and v € (I(Z))"*". For m € Ny and v € (Io(Z%))**",

following [15,[16,23], we define a vector polynomial subspace &2, ,, of (I,,)'*" by
Py ={p*xv : pell,}, m € No,v € (Io(Z4))*". (2.5)

Note that £, , C (IL,,)'*". Then ©(0) # 0 if and only if dim(42,,,) = dim(Il,,). The polynomial
space &, , is closely linked to the notion of sum rules and serves as the same role for generalized
Hermite subdivision schemes as the polynomial space 1I,,, for scalar subdivision schemes.
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The relations between subdivision operators and sum rules have been initially studied in [15,16]22]
and [24] Theorem 1.1] for special cases. Now we have the following result providing a complete picture
on relations between sum rules and vector subdivision operators acting on vector polynomial spaces.

Theorem 2.3. Letr € N and a € (Io(Z%))™" be a finitely supported matriz mask and v € (lo(Z))*"
be a finitely supported sequence with v(0) # 0. Form € Ny, the following are equivalent to each other:

(1) 8P = Py and Su(0(0)) = 0(0), where ¥(0) is regarded as a constant sequence on Z.
(2) There exists a finitely supported sequence c € lo(Z?) with €(0) = 1 such that

)
0(28)a(e) = a©ue) + o(lEl™)  and D(28)a(§ + 7w) = O(¢I™), € — 0,w € T\{0}. (2.6)
)

(3) There exists a finitely supported sequence b € lo(Z%) with b(0) = 1 such that the sequence
U, := bxv satisfies (LIQ) for order m+ 1 sum rules with the matching filter v, € (lo(Z%))*".
(4) Sup, =27 Wp,, for all p € N with |u| < m, where

Ay I
)= (U vu) 0= ¥ S5 wa 00, e, (2.7)

1! o5z, Vi

where v, 1s given in item (3) and v < @ means that all entries of  — v are nonnegative.
(5) For every p € N with |u| = m, there exist q, € (IL,,)**" such that S,q, = 27¥q, and

span{q(”) c v €N ul =m) = P (2.8)

(6) S,v(0) =v(0) and S, ( * V) € Py for all p € N with |u| =
Moreover, any of the above ztems (1)-(6) implies that for all p € 11,
Sa(pxv) = ((pxv)(27"))xa = (p(27"))x 0,  Sa(pxva) = ((P*va)(27")) *a = (p(27")) * 4, (2.9)
with (&) = B(26)a(€), and
[Sa(px0)]®) =278, (p") % v),  [Sulp*va)]” =27 MS,(p¥) xv,),  Vpell,,veNL (2.10)
Proof. (1)==(2). For any smooth function f(§), we have

[(q xv)(z =10) f(§)]le=0 = [a(z —i0)(0(§) F (£))]]e=0, (2.11)

where 0 := (01,...,04)" only acts on the variable £&. Since S, &, C P, for every q € 11,
obviously p:=qx*v € &,,, and we deduce from (2.11]) and Lemma [2.T] that

(9% (=i0)(@()a(271¢ + 7w))]le=o = [F* (—i0)a(27'¢ + mw)][ezo = 0, VYw € I'\{0}
by applying ([2.11)) with q being replaced by q*. Consequently, the second identity in (2.6) must hold,
because the above identity holds for all q € II,,,. Moreover, we must have S, &, , = P by (2.3)) of
Lemma P and I, where 0(¢) = 9(2€)a(€). By [16, Lemma 3.3] (also ¢.f. LemmaZ3) and P =
SaPrn = Py, there must exist ¢ € lo(Z4) such that ¢(0) # 0 and (&) = &)V(E) + O(|€]|™)
as & — 0, which proves the first identity in (2.6). Note that v(0) = 1 xv € &, ,. By assumption
S,5(0) = B(0) in item (1), it follows from S,5(0) = S,(1 % v) = 1 %5 = v(0) that 9(0) = 5(0). Since
0(0) = 2(0)5(0) and (0) = 1(0) # 0, we must have ¢(0) = 1. This proves (1)=>(2).
(2)=(3 ) Since ¢(0) = 1, we can define $(§) := []7Z, ¢(2779¢) for £ € R?, which satisfies $(2¢) =
A€)P(€) and B(0) = 1. Take b € lp(Z%) such that b(€) = 1/3(&) + O(||¢]|™*') as € — 0. Then

bb((z?) c(¢ ) + O(||€]|™+Y) as € — 0 and b(0) = 1. Now it follows directly from (Z6) that (II0) holds

with 0,(§) = ( Jo(€). This proves (2)=>(3).
(3)=(4). By (2.3)) of Lemma 2T and (2.11]), (I.I0) implies S, ( * Ug) € P, for all |pu] <

and 1
H - Y
SPM—S (Q*UQ):Q _2—\u\(> % Uy _2_|M|p
,U /.L' /J“
This proves (3)==(4). Moreover, (2.9) and (2.10) follow directly from (2.3)) and (2.ITJ).
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(4)==(5). Take q, = (— % v, for p € Nd with |u| = m, which satisfies S,q,, = 27#lq, by item (4).

By the definition of e@mvva in (2.0), we trivially have span{qff) : v € NG u| =m) = P, due

to q(y) = ((M):)V, x v, for all 0 < v < p. Now we conclude that (4)==-(5) by noting P, = Pm.vs

due to Ty (€) = b(£)D(€) and b(0) # 0.
(5)=>(6). By item (5) and (Z3), we have S,(q\)) = 2/[S,q,]®) = 2M-Iq}) € 2,, .. For u e Nd
with || = m, noting that p, := %ﬂ %V € P, and using (28)), we can write p, = Zm\:m,ueNd c, ,,qf;j)

for some coefficients ¢, ,. Consequently, we have S,p, = Z|n‘:m7V€Ng cnv,,Sa(q,(f)) € Y. This proves

SaPy € Py for all || = m. On the other hand, we must have deg(q,) = m for some |u| = m.
Suppose not. Then deg(q,) < m for all || = m and consequently, we conclude from (2.8) that any
vector polynomial in &2, , has degree less than m. This contradicts our assumption v(0) # 0, which

implies deg(% «v) = m for all |u| = m. Thus, there must exist q,, in item (5) satisfying deg(q,) =

v)

for some |u| = m. Then there exists v € N¢ with |v| = m such that p,;” is a nonzero constant vector

and qff) € P Since 1(0) # 0, we observe from (2.I]) that any constant vectors in &, , must be

a multiple of v(0). Hence, q,(f) = av(0) for some a # 0. Now by (2.3)), we have

a8, (0(0)) = Sa(p)) = 2"[Sap, ] = 27 WIp?) = a(0).

Since a # 0, the above identity proves S,(v(0)) = v(0). This proves (5)=(6).

(6)==(1). Define p, := %“ x v with € Nd and || = m. By Z3), we have Sapff) € P, for
all v € N¢ and || = m. This proves S, 2., € 0. By Su(0(0)) = 9(0) and [Z.]), we can easily
prove that S, : &, , = P, must be injective. Consequently, since &, , is a finite dimensional
space, we must have S, P,y = P This proves (6)=(1). O

Note that lim¢_oo f(f ) =0 for f € L;(RY) by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma. Using Theorem 2.3
and linking a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme with a refinable vector function satisfying the
refinement equation in ([L2]), we now prove Theorem [[T] for characterizing a matrix mask and its
associated refinable vector function of a convergent generalized Hermite subdivision scheme.

Proof of Theorem[I1l In terms of Fourier series, (IL3) can be equivalently rewritten as

Wn(€) = 27w (2"€)an (€)D" with @, (€) :=a(2"7') - - -a(2€)a(é). (2.12)

Since the mask a is finitely supported, without loss of generality, we assume that the mask a is
supported inside [N, N]¢ for some N € N. Now by the definition of the subdivision operator S, in
(), the sequence a, must be supported inside [—2"N,2"N]¢ for all n € N. Since wy(¢) = I, by
wo = 81, the above identity in (2I2)) becomes w,(¢) = 2%a, (£)D", that is, the refinement data
are given by w, = 2%a,D," for n € N. From the definition Dy = diag(27"/,... 27"} in ([TF), we
have Dy'e; = e; by 11 = 0. Hence, by w, = 2%a,D,", (L7) with K = N becomes (LJ), that is,

lim sup ||2%a, (k)e; — ¢(27"k)| = 0. (2.13)

n— o0 kGZd

Because a,, is supported inside [—2"N, 2" N]¢, it follows directly from (Z.I3)) that ¢ must be supported
inside [~ NN, N|%. Noting that ¢ is continuous and using Riemann sums and ([213)), we have

o) = [ ¢(x)e™¢dr = lim 27" Z $(27"k)e"2 ke
Rd

n—oo
kezin[—2nN,2n N4

Sl Y a®e® e = lm a0 -t ([[[aR70]x)

kezdn[—-2n N,2n N|d Jj=1
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where we used the identity Y7 a0 an(k)e™ "F¢ = @,(277¢) = [[}_; a(277€) and the inequality

2z Z (27" k)e 2 e — 2dng, (K)e™2 K|

kezdn[—2nN,2n N]d

< Q—dn(2n+1N + l)d sup ||p(27"k) — 2dnan(/€)€1|| < (2N + 1)d sup [|p(27"k) — 2dnan(k’)61||’
< kezd

which goes to 0 as n — oo by (2.I3]). This proves the first part of (L.II]), from which we get

e J:f%o([ﬁ @779)]er) =ate J:%([Ha 9)]er) =a(99(6)

That is, ¢ = 2%, ;4 a(k)$(2- —k). This proves the second part of (ILII). Hence, we proved (III).

We now prove ngﬁ(O) # 0 and items (1)—(4) under the condition in (LI2)). We first prove ngﬁ( 0) # 0.
Note that ¢ € (€™(R%))" has compact support. For pi € Ay, we have ¢ € L;(RY) and (;5(“ &) =
(z’g)f@(g). Since (LII]) implies ¢(2"§) = an(§)¢(§) and @, is 2nZ%periodic, we obtain

[@(0)]"6(27k) = @, (0)p(27k) = @ (2mk)(2mk) = $(2" ' wk), k€ L.
Applying the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma to ¢ )(2’”rl k), we have

lim (i2"'7k)*[a(0)]"¢(2rk) = lim o (2" k) =0, Ve ZN\{0}, u € A

n—o0 n—o0

Since the above identity holds for all |u| = m, we conclude from the above identity that

Tim 2™"[@(0)]" o(27k) =0,  VkeZN\{0}. (2.14)

We use proof by contradiction to show ¢(0) # 0. Suppose not. Then $(0) = 0. From (ZI4) and
(LI2) with w = 0, we must have lim,_,o, 2™"[a(0)]" = 0. In particular, lim, . [a(0)]" = 0 due to
m > 0. However, by ¢(¢) = limy, o0 ([[Tj—; @(277€)]e1) in (LII) and lim; o a(277¢) = a@(0), we must
end up with ¢(&) = lim,, oo ([[T}=; @(277€)]er) = 0 for every £ € R That is, ¢ must be identically
zero, which is a contradiction to our assumption in (LIZ) with w = 0. Hence, ¢(0) # 0.

By QAS(O) = a(0)¢?(0) in (LII) and QAS(O) # 0, we see that 1 must be an eigenvalue of @(0). Now by
(LI2) with w = 0 and (2.14)), all the other eigenvalues of @(0) must be less than 27 in modulus.
The existence and uniqueness of the values 7, (0) for yu € A,, in (TI4) and (II5) are guaranteed,
because 1 is a simple eigenvalue of @(0) and the matrices I, —2/#/@(0) are invertible for all u € A,,\{0}.
This proves item (1).

We now prove item (2). Applying the Leibniz differentiation formula to the following identity

Ua(26)a(€) = Ta(&) + O(lIEI™), €0, (2.15)

we observe that the above identity together with 0, (0)$(0) = 1 is equivalent to ([I4) and (LIF).

Consequently, ([L14) and (LI5) together imply (2.I5), which is just the first part of (LI0). Define
G =V * O = > gava(k)d(- — k) and g, = (— m)“g( ) for 4 € A,,. Then both g and g, are

compactly supported functions in ™ (R?). Note that gu (5) = (&) gu(g) = (i€)vg™(€). Since

gff) € L1(R?) by g, € €™(R?) and |v| < m, we conclude from the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma that

/\

lim 2"V(i¢) g (2n¢) = hm g =0 vEeRA{OY, pyv € A,

n—o0

Considering v € A, with || = m in the above identity, we have

lim 27m"gW(2"27k) =0 YV pu € A, k € ZA{0} with g = v, % ¢. (2.16)

n—oo
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Using §(€) = G(€)(€) = Ta(€)
G(2"(€ + 27k))

(277¢)p(27¢) and ([ZI5), we deduce that for k € Z9,
(2( + 2mk))an (€ + 27k) (€ + 27k)

(") Oa(2" %) -+ a(26)a()H(E + 2mk)

(2" 1e)a(2" %) - a(26)a(€)o(€ + 2mk) + O(llg]™)
= Ga(§)S(& + 27k) + O (||

= G(& + 2mk) + O([l€]™),

as & — 0. On one hand, the above identity with & = 0 becomes §(2"¢) = (&) + O(||€||™!) as € — 0,
which forces g(¢) = g(0) + O(||¢]|™*) as € — 0 by employing the Taylor expansion of g at & = 0.
On the other hand, the above identity for all k € Z4\{0} and u € A,, is equivalent to

g (2rk) = [G(2™(€ + 27k))| W o = 2"HGW (2m27k) = 0 as n — oo,

where we used (2.I6) in the last identity. Consequently, we proved @(E)QZ(& + 27k) = g(§ + 2nk) =
G(0)8(k) + O(||€]™*) as € — 0. Since §(0) = 0,(0)$(0) = 1, this proves item (2).
Now we prove item (3). Since (2.I5) holds and is just the first part of (ILI0)), it suffices to prove
the second part of (LI0). For w € T'\{0} and k € Z%, noting that @(€ + 7w)(€ + mw + 2mk) =
A& + 7w + 27k)P(€ + mw + 21k) = $(2€ + 27w + 4xk), we have

0,(28)a(€ + 7w1)¢(§ + 7w + 27k) = @(25)(5(25 + 27w + 4mk) = §(2€ + 27w + 47k) = O(||€]|™ )

as & — 0, where we used item (2) in the last identity and w + 2k € Z%\{0}. By our assumption in
(C12), the above identity yields the second part of (LI0). This shows that the mask a must have
order m + 1 sum rules with a matching filter v, satisfying ([L.I4)) and (I.15). We now further show
that v, must satisfy (LI6). By (LII) and (II4]), we have

1= 3,(0)6(0) = lim &,(0)[@(0)]"es = lim G,(0)er = G (0)er.

C

T
S H D §>

Hence, 0,(0)e; = 1. Consider an initial data wy = p,, := %ﬂ * v, with u € A,,. By Theorem and
item (3), we have S,p, = 27*/p,,. Then {w,}°%, in (LH) must satisfy

w, = S"(p,)D" = 275, D"

From the definition of Dy in (), we have D "e, = 2/"I"e, for £ = 1,...,r. Therefore, w,e;, =
2(|"f|_‘“‘)"5ueg. Since the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A is convergent with limit
functions in €™ (R?), by Definition [ there exists a function 1, € €™(R?) such that (L7) holds.
That is, for any constant K > 0,
lim sup 2wl =D (kYe, 77le (27"k)| =0, Vupueh,,l=1...r (2.17)
N0 pezdn[—2nK,2n K4

()

By definition, p, = * v, and therefore, using (2.]) we get

. —1 |B] AL Al B .
2(‘”“"“')”%(1’)63 - Z ( ? ( ) ' Ua(ﬁ)(o)eég(lve\—lﬁ\)" = H,00,(27"2). (2.18)
52, P (w=p)
That is, 2(el=lkDn5 (k)e, = H,, p.,(27"k) for all k € Z¢ and n € N. Now (ZI7) becomes
lim sup |Hpon(277k) =l (27"k)| =0,  Vp€Anl=1,..r

N0 Lezdn[—2n K 27 K4

Since all involved functions are continuous, the above identity implies lim,,_,oo Hon(x) = n,(f'e)(x) on

any compact set of R%. By the above identity and the definition of H,,,, in (2.I8), we have

_q |B‘ xﬂ_ﬁ
() L H, oo (2) = (=9) 5.9 (0)e, Tim 20vel-190n, 519
77/1 ( ) s oo L, ( ) 0@2}]4 5| (,u_ﬁ)' ( ) Zn—)oo ( )
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for all 4 € A, and ¢ = 1,...,7. Since lim, . 20"I=10" = oo for || < |v|, the above limit
limy, o0 Hy 00 () in (2.19) exists only if

G, P0)e, =0 forallpeA,,0<B< ,l=1,...,r satisfying |B| < |w.

For every v, € A C A, and 8 € A,, satisfying |3| < |v|, there always exists p € A, such that 5 < p
(for example, we can simply take ;1 = (). Hence, we conclude from the above identities that

G P(0)er =0,  VBE A IB < |ull=1,....r (2.20)

Applying the above identities in (Z20) to (ZI19) and noting lim,,_,., 207=180" = 0 for |3] > |1, we
end up with

—i)IBl pu—B ~ .
) () — 4 S0<s<iipiin] B agn e (O)er, if vl <, 5 91
() = . (2.21)
0, if |ve| > |
Taking ¢ = 1 in the above first identity and noting vy, = 0 by our convention in (4], we see that
xh z#
nu(x) = EUG(O)el = Ve,
where we used the proved identity U,(0)e; = 1. From the above identity we trivially have
zh e :
, if v < p,
0 (z) = b DV VueAml=1,...,r (2.22)
0, otherwise,

Note that v, € A C A,, and hence there exists u € A, such that v, < u (i.e., take p = vy). Using
(Z20) and comparing the two expressions for n{* in (Z2I) and [22) with all 4 € A,,, we have

<_i>|5‘@<5>(0)63 1 i =,
B! 0, if |B] < v, B # v, B € A,

which is just equivalent to (LI6) by using the definition of the big & notation in (L8). This proves
item (3).

By Theorem 23 and item (3), we must have S,p,, = 27"/, The identity >, 54 Pu(k)p(-—k) = %‘L

Ve=1,...,r (2.23)

follows directly from item (2) (also see [15, Theorem 2.4]). Since p, = % % U,, the expression in item
(4) for p,(z)e, follows directly from (2.1]) and (LI6). This proves item (4). O

3. CONVERGENCE AND SMOOTHNESS OF GENERALIZED HERMITE SUBDIVISION SCHEMES

With the help of the normal form of a matrix mask, in this section we shall prove Theorem for
characterizing convergence and smoothness of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes by connecting
them to vector cascade algorithms and refinable vector functions.

3.1. Normal form of a matrix mask. The study of vector cascade algorithms and refinable vector
functions is often much more difficult and complicated than their scalar counterparts (i.e., r = 1),
largely because its underlying mask a is a matrix mask. Convergence of vector cascade algorithms in
Sobolev spaces have been systematically studied in [16] and many references therein (e.g., [26127,37]).
In comparison with previous work on vector cascade algorithms in the literature, the approach for
studying vector cascade algorithms in [16] is relatively easy, thanks to the notion of the normal (or
canonical) form of a matrix mask. To introduce the normal form of a matrix mask, let us recall
some definitions. A finitely supported sequence U € (lo(Z%))"™" is said to be strongly invertible if
U(€) == Y g U(k)e ™€ is invertible for every € € R and U (€)™ is an r x r matrix of 27Z%periodic
trigonometric polynomials. Thus, for a strongly invertible U € (Io(Z%))"*", we can define another

sequence U~! through ﬁ\_l(f) ;= U(¢)~". Then U~! must be a finitely supported sequence and
UxU™! =U'%U = 6I,. The key idea of the normal form is to transform the original matrix



16 BIN HAN

mask a and its refinable vector function ¢ into a new mask and a new refinable vector function with
relatively simple structures. Using a strongly invertible sequence U € (Io(Z%))"™ ", we define

0(&) =T (€)79), a(€):=T(2)"a)T(&), and (€)= G(ET(E). (3.1)
Since U is strongly invertible, one can easily verify the following claims:
(1) The mask a is finitely supported if and only if the new mask a is finitely supported;
(2) The vector function ¢ is a compactly supported refinable vector function associated with the
mask a satisfying ¢(2§ ) =a(¢ )gb(f ) if and only if the new vector function gb is a compactly sup-
ported refinable vector function associated with the new mask a satisfying ¢(2£ )= a(£ )¢(§ );

(3) The mask a has order m -+ 1 sum rules with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z%))**" if and only if
the new mask @ has order m + 1 sum rules with the new matching filter 0, € (lo(Z%))*".

The key idea of the normal form of a matrix mask is to use a suitable strongly invertible sequence
U € (Io(Z%))™" such that the new mask @ behaves essentially like a scalar mask by employing a
matching filter 0, with a simple special structure. To do so, let us recall a result from [21, Lemma 2.3
and Theorem 5.1], also c¢.f. [I9, Theorem 2.1] and [16, Proposition 2.4]. Due to its importance, we
shall sketch the proof given in |21, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 3.1. Let r € N with r > 1. Let u,v € (Io(Z%))**" be two sequences such that w(0) # 0 and
0(0) # 0. For each m € Ny, there exists a strongly invertible sequence U € (lo(Z%))™" such that

weUE) =3(6) + o(lg)™),  €—o0. (3.2)

Proof. Let us first prove ([B.2) for the special case v(§) = [1,0,...,0]. Write [uy,...,u,] = u.
Since u(0) # 0, without loss of generality, we can assume u1(0) # 0; otherwise, we can perform a
permutation on # first. Since w3 (0) # 0, there always exist sequences ci, ..., ¢, € lo(Z?) satisfying

a(g) =1/a() + O([€l™*) and  G(g) = a()/am(€) + o(lg™),  €—=0.0=2,...,r

Using binomial expansion and & (0) # 0, we can write (1 — ¢ (£)/¢1(0))*™™2 =1 — &(£)g(€) for a
unique 27Z%-periodic trigonometric polynomial g. Define two sequences U; and U, in (Io(Z4))™" by

1 -& - —&
I i A ae) (- GE/EO)™ 0
o= L | Be - |0-ahor o9 K

0 O 0 1
Note that only the definition of U, requires the condition r > 1. Since det(Ul( ) = et(@(& ) =

the sequences U; and U, are obviously strongly invertible. Since 1 — ¢;(£)/é1(0) = O(||€]]) as £ — 0
we can directly verify that

WETI(E) = [@(£),0,...,01+ ([¢|™")  and  WETIE)Ta(E) = [1,0,...,0] + E(|[¢]|™ )
as & — 0. This proves (3.2) for the special case v = [1,0,...,0]. For the general case, there exist
strongly invertible sequences Uy, U, € (lo(Zd))”T such that u(f)U (&) =[1,0,...,0] + O(|&|™) =
@(g)U (€) as € — 0. Then (B2Z) holds by taking U(¢) = Uu(g)Uv(g)_l. O
From now on we assume that a matrix mask a € (Io(Z%))™ " has order m + 1 sum rules with a

matching filter v, € (lo(Z4))**" satisfying 0,(0) # 0. Then Lemma [B.1] tells us that there always
exists a strongly invertible sequence U € (Io(Z%))"™" satisfying

G(OT(E) = 0a&) + O(E]™Y), € =0 with ©,:=[c,0,...,0], c€l(Z,q0)=1. (3.3)

For r > 1, we can further choose ¢ = §. Then the new mask a in ([BI]) must have order m + 1 sum
rules with the new matching filter 0, = [c,0,...,0]. Hence, from the definition of sum rules in ((.10)
for mask a, we observe that the new mask a with a special matching filter ¥, in (3.3)) must satisfy

&:[Cf“ } with a11(0) =1, a11(€+7w) = O([¢[™), &€—0, YweT\{0} (34)

A21 A22
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and

a12(€ +mw) = O(||¢|™), E—0,Vwel, (3.5)
where &171 € lO(Zd),&LQ € (lo(Zd))lx(r_l), 601,271 € (lo(Zd))(r_l)Xr and 601,272 € (lo(Zd))(r_l)X(r_l). If
in addition ¢ = § in (B3], then we further have &/1:(5) =1+ O(||¢[|™") as € — 0. A matrix
mask a satisfying (84]) and (B3 is called a normal (or canonical) form of the original matrix mask
a. Obviously, a;; now behaves exactly like a scalar mask with order m + 1 sum rules, while @,
satisfying (B.5]) behaves essentially like the trivial zero filter. The normal form of a matrix mask
makes the study of vector cascade algorithms and refinable vector functions relatively easy, since
many techniques for studying scalar masks and scalar refinable functions can be applied now without
much difficulty to the new mask a satisfying (8.4]) and (8.5). For more details, see [16, Proposition 2.4],
[19, Theorem 2.1], and [21, Theorem 5.1] for the normal form of matrix masks and its applications.

3.2. The smoothness quantity sm,(a). To study the convergence of a generalized Hermite subdi-
vision scheme, we need to recall a few definitions. For m € Ny and v € ([o(Z%))*", we define

Vi = {u € ((Z%)" = D(&)u(€) = O(|lE)™), & — 0}, (3.6)

In fact, ¥, = {u € (Io(Z?))" : pPxu=0VYp € P,,}, which is perpendicular to the vector
polynomial space &, , in [23). For v € ([o(Z%))**" and k € Z%, we define Vv := v —v(- — k). In
particular, we define

Vi == V- Vi, = (p1,. .., pma)" € Ndwe (lo(Z24)".
For 0, in B.3)), we define a set B, C (lo(Z%))" consisting of the elements in (Io(Z%))" as follows:
[V#6,0,...,0]", VpeNd |ul=m+1 and de;, j=2,...,7

It is trivial to check that the integer shifts of elements in %, ;, span the linear space 7, 4,. Conse-
quently, the integer shifts of elements in %, ., := {U xu : v € Py, } span the linear space 7, ,, .
For 1 < p < o0, as in [16, (4.3)] and [23], (7.2.2)], we define a key smoothness quantity smy,(a) by

d
sm () ==~ 105, ps (. v2), (3.7)

where

d

s (0, 02)y 1= 2 masx { i sup a0 € B, (33)

n—o0

where a, = 27"8"(§1,) in BID), i.e., a,(¢) := a(2"1¢)---a(2£)a(€). In the definition of sm,(a)
we always take m to be the largest possible integer for the mask a having order m + 1 sum rules
with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z))'*". A technical argument using joint spectral radius ([16,23,27])
guarantees that smy(a) is independent of the choice of a matching filter v, in (3.7). The set %, .,
in (B.8) can be also replaced by ¥;,,,. For m € Ny and 1 < p < oo, the Sobolev space WW,"(R?)
consists of all functions f € L,(R?) such that all the (weak) derivatives f* € L,(R?) for all u € N4
with |u] < m. Let ¢ be a refinable vector function associated with the mask a € (Io(Z4))™" with
the normalization condition UAQ(O)QAS(O) = 1. Recall that the vector cascade operator R, is defined
in (LI7). We say that the vector cascade algorithm with mask a € (Io(Z%))"™*" is convergent in
the Sobolev space W"(R?) if the cascade sequence {R[f}r>, converges to ¢ in W,*(R?) for all
compactly supported admissible initial functions f € W,"(R?) satisfying (LI9). [16, Theorem 4.3]
shows that a vector cascade algorithm with a mask a € (Io(Z%))™" is convergent in W,"*(R?) if and
only if smy,(a) > m (The same conclusion also holds if W,"(R?) with p = oo is replaced by €™ (R%)).
Moreover, sm,(¢) > smy(a) always holds, see [16,23] and references therein for more details. As
we already see in Theorem [[.2] the quantity sm.(a) plays a key role in characterizing convergence
and smoothness of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes as well. Moreover, smy(a) > smy(a) — 4
always holds (see [16], (4.7)]) and smy(a) can be computed by finding the eigenvalues of a finite matrix
associated with the matrix mask a € (Io(Z4))™ ", e.g., see [35, Theorem 1.1], [16, Theorem 7.1] and
[17, Theorem 2.4].
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3.3. Admissible initial vector functions for vector cascade algorithms. Note that (LI6) is
satisfied for any sequence v, € (Io(Z%))*" satisfying

Ga(€) = (i) E1(8), ., (1) G (&) + O(llg|™), €—=0 (3.9)

for some sequences ci, ..., ¢, € lo(Z%) with &(0) = --- = ¢.(0) = 1. For dimension d = 1, it is also
trivial to observe that (L.IG) implies (B.9). However, for dimension d > 1, this is no longer true and
(LI8) may hold while (39) fails. Moreover, even in dimension one, elements in an ordered multiset
A in this paper are allowed to repeat. Consequently, the technique in [24] for studying convergence of
univariate Hermite subdivision schemes is no longer applicable to the multivariate setting. We need
to circumvent this difficulty by developing other more general techniques.

To prove Theorem [[.2] we need the following auxiliary result on admissible initial vector functions
for vector cascade algorithms, which is of interest in its own right.

Lemma 3.2. Let m € Ny and r € N. Let A = {vy,...,v,} C A, with vy = 0 € N& be an ordered
multiset as in (L4). Let vy € (lo(Z3))*" satisfy

on(€) = (€)™, (€)™, ..., (€)1 + o(g[™), &€= 0. (3.10)
Pick any subset Jy C {1,...,r} such that elements in {v, : ¢ € J\} are distinct and there is by € Jp
such that vy, = 0 € N&. Then there always exists a compactly supported spline vector function
h=hi,...,h]" € (€™(RY))" such that
OR(ER(E +2mk) = 8(k) + O(JEI™), € =0, VkeZ! (3.11)
and
he=0 Vee{l,....r\Jx and h"O(k)=48(k)e,, VhkeZle . (3.12)

Moreover, let v, € (Io(Z))™*" be any given sequence with U,(0) # 0. For r = 1, the function
f = h € €™(RY) is obviously an admissible initial vector function satisfying (LI9). For r > 1,
Lemma [Tl guarantees that there exists a strongly invertible sequence U € (Io(Z4))™" satisfying

G(OUE) =Tr(E) + o™, €0 (3.13)
and then the following compactly supported spline vector function
fi=Uxh=> U(k)h(-—Fk) (3.14)
kezd

must be an admissible initial vector function in €™(R?) satisfying a stronger version than (LI19):

GOF©) =1+ 0(lEI™") and  GE)F(E +2mk) = (€™, €0, VkeZ\{0}. (3.15)
Proof. We first recall a refinable Hermite interpolant (e.g., see |23, Proposition 6.2.2]):

m=1 2? m—~f (m+5)! 4
(1 - .CL’) +1TL in:_og EWT:E_—;';Q:], ' HS [07 1]7
pul@) = { (1 oymrtel SNy e [21,0),
0, x € R\[-1, 1],

for £ = 0,...,m. Then ¢ € (€™(R))™"! is a compactly supported vector function possessing the
Hermite interpolation property:

e (k) =6(6—§)6(k), V€j=0,...,m and keZ, (3.16)
and by [16 Corollary 5.2] or [23, Theorem 6.2.3], we have
(1,48, (i)™ @& +27k) = (k) + O ("), £ =0,k E€Z (3.17)

For p1 = (g1, .., pa)" € N& with || := max(py, ..., pq) < m, using the tensor product, we define

D, (x1,...,2q) = Qu(21) - - P, (Ta), (z1,...,29)" € RY.
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Define hy := 0 for all ¢ € {1,...,7}\Jp, hy := @, for £ € Jy\{lo}, and
h,go = (I)Veo + Z Cp * (I),uu

luloosm,u{ve : L€J7}
where c,, € ly(Z?) are chosen to satisfy ¢,(£) = (i&)* + O(]|&]|™!) as € — 0. Note that vy, = 0 € Ng.
Using (3.16]), we can directly check that (B.I2) holds. Because ®, is constructed through tensor
product, we trivially deduce from (B.I7) that

S ()D& + 2mk) = 8(k) + O(lE|™), €= 0,k € 2 (3.18)

M6N37|N|w<m

Now by the definition of the vector function h, for every k € Z¢, we have

Tir(E)h(E +27k) = hey (€ +2mk) + Y (i)"hy(€ + 27k) + O[] ™)
ez \{lo}

= Y e+ 2mk) + o€ = 8(k) + o(lElm), =0,

“eNg7|“|00<m

where we used (B.18). This proves (311)).

By definition of f in Id), f € (€™ (R%))" is a compactly supported vector function and f(£) =
U (5)%(5 ). For r =1, it is obvious that f = h is an admissible initial function satisfying (LI9). For
r > 1, we deduce from (B.IT]) that

Gul€) €+ 27k) = ()T (€ + 2mk)R(E + 27k) = Ta ()A(E +2mk) + O(| €™ = 8(k) + O(||€]|™*Y)

as £ — 0. That is, the vector function f satisfies (3.I5]) and hence is an admissible initial vector
function satisfying a stronger version in (3.153]) than (TI9). O

3.4. Proof of Theorem [1.2l To prove Theorem [[.2] we make a remark about Definition [Il Let
¢ be the underlying basis vector function defined in (L39)). It is easy to see that the limit function
n in (LX) in Definition [l is given by n = wo * ¢ = Y, 0 wo(k)d(- — k). In other words, (L) in
Definition [Tl can be equivalently rewritten as: for any constant K > 0,

li w(k)es — v =0, Vi=1,...,r

Jim kezdn[{g%mmdw (k)ee — [wo * ¢ (27"F))] r
Therefore, a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a is convergent with limit
functions in ¥™(R?) as stated in Definition [lif and only if there exists a compactly supported vector
function ¢ € (¢™(RY))" satisfying

lim max ||2@4HDng, (K)e, — ¥ (27"k) || =0, Ve=1,...,r with a,:=2""S"(6I,). (3.19)

n—oo kcZd

That is, @, (&) := a(2"71) - - -a(2€)a(€). We are now ready to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[1.2. We first prove the easy direction (ii)==-(i) under the condition in (L.I§]). Since
(LIN) implies (TIZ), by Theorem [T, ¢ must be its basis vector function in (¢™(R?)) satisfying
(19) and item (3) of Theorem [Tl Therefore, we deduce from item (3) of Theorem [IT] that ¢
trivially satisfies the condition in (LI9) with f = ¢ and hence, ¢ is an admissible initial vector
function. Obviously, we have R,¢ = ¢ by (LL1I]) and consequently, we trivially have lim,, ., [|R}¢ —
@l mmayr = 0. Because the integer shifts of ¢ are stable due to our assumption in (L.I8]), it follows
from item (2) of [16, Theorem 4.3] that smu.(a) > m. This proves (ii)=(i).

We now prove the key step: (i)==-(ii). For the scalar case r = 1, the connections between scalar
subdivision schemes and scalar cascade algorithms are well studied, e.g., see [26, Theorem 2.1]. In
particular, it follows from [26, Theorem 2.1] that (i)==-(ii) for » = 1. Thus, we assume r > 1.

Arbitrarily take £, € {1,...,r} and then fix it. If v,, = 0 € N¢, then we just take Jy = {/.};
otherwise, we take Jy = {1, /¢,}. Let a vector function h as in Lemma[3.2 for J,. By Lemma[3.1] there
exists a strongly invertible sequence U € (Io(Z%))"™" such that (3.I3)) holds. Define a vector function
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f as in (314). By Lemma [3.2] the vector function f satisfies (3.15]) and hence is an admissible initial
vector function. Since item (i ) holds, (L20) holds. Define f,, :== R f and b, := a, *U. By f = U xh,

Fo=2" " an (k) f(2" - —k) =27 " by (k)h(2" - k).
kezd kezd
The above identity can be also proved by noting

fa(€) = (27 F(27€) = @27 U2 "OM27E) = bu(27"OR(277E).
Since h € (€™(R%))" satisfies (Bjﬂ) we deduce from /¢, € J, and (Bjﬂ) that

f Ve, ) 27"k) = — 9dn Z b h(Vz j)Q\V&\" — 9ld+|ve,)n Z b ( — j)eg, = 2(d+\w*|)"bn(k)ez*‘

jezd jezd

By item (i) and |ve.| < m, limy_e || £ — @) || (o (gay- = 0. Hence, by b, = a, * U and the above
identity,
lim sup ||2(4HeDn (q, « Uey, ) (k) — ¢ (27"E)|| = 0. (3.20)

n—oo k)EZd

Define a sequence u := dey, — Uey,. It follows directly from (813) and (II6) that
Ga(€)a) = Tul©)er. — Tu©)T ()er, = (Tul€) — Tr(&)) ew + O(|E]™) = O([]|"*), & — 0.

This proves u € ¥}, |v,- Since |v, | < m, it is known in [23, Theorem 5.7.6] for dimension one and
[17, Theorem 3.1] for high dimensions that
-1

p\Vz*l-i-l(aa Vg )oo = maX(Q_W* s Pmr1(a,Va)oo) = maX(Q_‘VZ*‘_l 2_Smw(a))>

because pri1(a, Ug)o = 275 and |y, | < m. Since u € Nve.|va and the integer shifts of Ay, | .,
span the linear space 7}, |.,, we conclude from the definition of pj,, |11(a,ve)s in (B.8) that

an, * U||zlﬁzd))r < 2=lpp, 141(@,a) 0 = max (271, 27 meel@) =l Dy < 7

lim sup 274+ 1e!
n—oo

since smq.(a) > m > |y, |, where the above inequality also follows from [16, item (5) of Theorem 4.3].
Therefore, we conclude from the above inequality that

lim 204D g, s )| gy = 0. (3.21)

n—oo

Since Uey, = dey, — u, we conclude from ([3.20) and (B.2I) that lim,, o supycza [|24FeDma, (k)e,, —
pWe)(27k)|| = 0. This proves (3.19) for ¢ = ¢,. Because £, € {1,...,r} can be chosen arbitrarily,
this completes the proof of ([B.19). Therefore, we proved (i)==(ii). O

4. GENERALIZED HERMITE SUBDIVISION SCHEMES WITH INTERPOLATION PROPERTIES

In this section, we shall prove Theorem [I.3]for the convergence of interpolatory generalized Hermite
subdivision schemes, which consist of a special family of multivariate generalized Hermite subdivision
schemes. Motivated by Theorem [I.3] we shall introduce the notion of linear-phase moments for a
generalized Hermite subdivision scheme to have the polynomial-interpolation property.

To study interpolatory generalized Hermite subdivision schemes, we need the following result.

Lemma 4.1. Let M € Ny, v € Ay and 7 € R For v € Io(Z%), pxv = pW) (- +7) for all p € Iy if
and only if 0(€) = (i€)"e'™¢ + O(||€|MT) as € — 0.

Proof. For y € RY, we take v, € lo(Z?) satisfying 0,(£) = e¥* + O(]|¢|M ) as € — 0. For any
p € I, we deduce from (2.1]) that

—q)Iul
pro,= 3 T 00y = 3 Loyt = p( 1),

peNd ' peNd

where we used the Taylor expansion of p(- + y) in the last identity. Consequently, we have
prxuv, =p(-+y), VpelhnyeR! with G, ="+ (¢, £—0. (4.1)
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By (A1), we have p = p(++7—17) = (p(- + 7)) * v_, and hence, pxv = ((p(- + 7)) * v_,) * v =
(p(- + 7)) * (v_; * v). Now by ([ZI]), we have

—5)led P N
pro= 3 EO00( @] 90),  pe Ty, (1.2
aEA s ’
Suppose that (£) = (i€)7e™ + O(||€]|M 1) as € — 0. Then e~ ¢5(€) = (€)Y + O(||€||MHY) as € — 0.
It follows from (E2) that p+v = ., (_i—)!‘a‘p(o‘)( + 7)ilé(a — v) = p®) (- + 1) for all p € Iyy;.

Conversely, suppose that p * v = p® (- + 7) for all p € II;;. By ([@Z), we have

o7 =pro= Y TN p)eimene) (o),

a!
acA

from which we must have [e~"7¢0(§ )]©@ = ilMl1§(a — v) for all @ € Ay;. Therefore, we conclude that
0(§) = (i§)"e™ + O([|¢] M) as £ — 0. O

We are now ready to prove Theorem for convergence of interpolatory generalized Hermite
subdivision schemes of type A and translation 7.

Proof of Theorem[L.3. To prove item (1), by the recursive formula in (L), we have
W = Sprtgpn a1 =21 Y wy1(§)Dy (- — 2§)Dy"
jezd
Define f; := 27, — 19(p) € Z* by the condition in (L23). For k € Z% and £ = 1,...,r, we have
wn(2k + Be) =2 " wa1(§)DR a2k + B — 25)Dy"
jezd
=2) " w, 1 (k- j)D3'a(2) + B,)Dy

jezd

Now we deduce from the interpolation condition in (L24) that forallk € Z¢, n € Nand £ =1,...,7,
24 Z wn_l(k — j)DX‘la(Qj + 5@)D/_\n69(5) = wn(2k + ﬁg)eg(g) = wn_l(k)eg.

jezZ

(4.3)

Since wy € (I(Z4))1*" is arbitrary, we conclude from the above identity with n = 1 that
2% (B2 egy = e, and  a(2k + B)2"legy =0,  VEkeZN{0},0=1,...,7, (4.4)

where we used vy = v, and DX169(5) = 2‘”9“”69(@) = 2|”f|eg(g) by the definition of D, in (LH).
Therefore, ([£.4) obviously implies (L.25]). This proves item (1).

We now prove item (2). Let wy = 61, be the initial data and {w,}°; be the refinement data
defined in (LH). Now by the interpolation condition in (I.24]) and using induction, we have

Wy (2% 4+ 2" By + -+ - + 2Bgn-2(0) + Bon-1(0)) on(0)
= wy—1 (2" 4+ 2726+ -+ 2Bgn-a0) + Bon—2(p)) €on-1(0) = w1(2k + Be)eare) = wo(k)er.
Since wy(k) = 6(k)I,, from the above identity we must have
Wy, (2"1{: + 27718 2Bgn—2() + 5971—1(4)) eoney = 0(k)es, k€ Zie0=1,...,r. (4.5)
By (L23), we have Bgi(e) = 279i) — Tgi+1(p) for all £ =1,... 7 and j € N. Hence, we have

Qn_lﬁg + Qn_2ﬁ9(5) + -+ 597%1(@) = Z 2n_jﬁ9j 1 Z A 27’9] ) — ng(g)]
j=1

=D 270 Va0 = 2" Ti0) = 2770 = Tonge)-
j=1
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Hence, ([@35]) can be rewritten as
Wy, (2"/4: + 2", — Tgn(g)) egniey = 0(k)eg, k€ ZineNt=1,.. .1 (4.6)
Note that vgn) = vy by (L23). By Definition [ with the initial data wy = §(k)I,, we must have
n = wy * ¢ = ¢ and (7)) is equivalent to
lim max ||lw,(k)e; — o9 (27"K)|| = 0, Vi=1,...,r (4.7)

n—o0 kcZd

Now by (4.6) and (4.7) and noting that vgn) = vy, we have
5(k)eg = lim wn(2"k: + 2”’7’( - Tgn(g))&gn(g) = lim ¢(V0"(Z)) (2—n(2nk + 2”’7‘( - Tgn(g)))
n—oo

n—oo

= lim gb(”‘f)(k + 70— 2_n7'9n(g)) = ¢(Ve)(k + Tg),

n—oo

where we used the fact that ¢ is uniformly continuous on R?, since ¢ is a compactly supported
continuous function. This proves ([.22) and hence item (2).

Next, we prove item (3). Since all the conditions in Theorem [[.1] are satisfied, all the claims in
items (1)—(4) of Theorem [T hold. In particular, by item (3) of Theorem [l the mask a must have
order m + 1 sum rules in (LI0) with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z%))*" satisfying (LI6). Using coset

sequences all(§) = 37, o a(y + 2k)e~**¢, one can easily deduce that (II0) is equivalent to

—

e 4G,(26)al)(26) = 2715, (6) + O(J€[™), €0, ¥y ET. (4.8)

By the definition of the integer M in item (3), we must have M > m and in terms of coset sequences,
(4.8)) must hold with m being replaced by M. In particular, we have

e PG, (26)alPA (26) = 2790,(6) + O(E|MTY), €= 0,0=1,...,n. (4.9)
By the proved item (1), the mask a is interpolatory of type A and translation 7" and satisfies (L.25]).

L—

Hence, we must have al®1(2¢)egq) = a(fe)ege) = 2-4=Ivle, Now we deduce from (&9) that
eyl (26)e, = 7, (26)alP(26) ey = 27U Tu(E)oge) + O(IENMH),
as £ — 0. Because 3y = 27y — 7y(¢) by (L.23)), we deduce from the above identity that
O (E)]ow = e HE2 NG 28] + O(JEIMTY), €= 0,0=1,...,m
Since vgn(y) = v for all n € N, it follows directly from the above identity that
e~ O E[5, (€)]gn(ey = 27" e G, (27 + O (€M), €= 0neNL=1,...,r.  (4.10)

For every fixed £ = 1,...,r, since # is a mapping on the finite set {1,...,7}, we must have 0™ (¢) =
6" (¢) for some integers n; < ny. Consequently, it follows from (£I0) that

2—n1\w\e—in~2"1§[O\a(znlé‘)h — 6‘”9”1 (Z)'f[ﬁ;(g)]enl () -+ ﬁ(HgHM—H) = e—i‘rgng (Z){[Il/}\a(é-)]enz(@ + ﬁ(“éHM—i_l)
= 27 lle TG, (202 ] + O (€1, € — 0.
That is, for n := ny — ny > 1, we conclude from the above identity that
e G = 27T G20l + O (€M), €0 (4.1

Since 0, must satisfy (LI6) by item (3) of Theorem 1] we deduce from (LI6) that e=¢¢[0,(€)], =
(@) + O (||| +1) as € — 0. Now using the Taylor expansion for e =[5, (€)], at € = 0, we conclude
from (@II) that e~ 5[0, ()] = (i€)”e + O(]|€||MF1) as € — 0. This proves (L26) and item (3).

Finally, we prove that item (3) implies item (4). By item (3), we conclude from Theorem 23] that
S.pu = 27Mp,,. By (I.26), (LZ7) is a direct consequence of LemmalL Il The identity >, ;4 pu(k)o(-—
k) = Zkez(% xUg)(k)o(- — k) = %ﬂ for all ;1 € Ay follows directly from the same proof as in item
(2) of Theorem [Tl (also see [16] for details). This proves item (4).

Conversely, suppose that item (2) holds, i.e., (I.22) holds. The generalized Hermite interpolation
property in (L.22]) obviously implies that the integer shifts of ¢ must be linearly independent (see
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Subsection Lemma Bl for details). It is known (e.g., see [23, Theorem 5.2.1] and references therein)
that the integer shifts of ¢ are linearly independent if and only if span{$(§ +27k) : keZi} =Cr
for all ¢ € C? which automatically implies the conditions in (LI8) and (IIZ). This proves item
(ii). By [16, Corollary 5.1], we must have smy(a) > m and hence by Theorem [[.2] the generalized
Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a is convergent with limit functions in €™ (R%).
This proves item (i). Using ([.22)) and (L23), we deduce from the refinement equation (L2) that for
alkeZland (=1,...,7,

8(k)er = o) (k1) = 2y (7)o (2k — 5+ Br) + o) = 21 a2k + Br)eace).
jezd
This proves (L.2H), i.e., item (1) holds. By the definition of w,, in (L.€), we deduce from (L.25]) that
(L24)) holds. Indeed, (I.6) implies (£3)), from which and vy = v, we have

wa(2k + B) = 2 Z w1 (k = 7)Di"a(2] + Be)eqqe 2"

jez

— 9lvepln—lvil Z wy 1 (k= 7)8(5)D} e

jEZ4
::zun_l(k)e£2h@@ﬂn—hwﬁ—thn—1)zzqun_l(k)eb
Hence, item (ii) holds. Items (3) and (4) are direct consequences of Theorem [Tl O

We now explain the role played by the mapping 6 in (I.23]). We observe from the refinement
equation in (L2)) that ¢ = 2lvel+d > jezd a()gW(2 - —j). If vpuy = vy for some £ = 1,...,r, then
for all k£ € Z¢ we have

O (k + 74) = 2t Z a(§)™ O ((2k — 5) + To(e) + (270 — To)))-

JEZ

Hence, it is natural to require 27, — 7y € Z% in (L23) whenever Voy = V¢ For any integers
S1,...,5 € Z% we observe that {m — $1,...,7 — 8} is the translation multiset for the new basis
vector function [¢1(- + s1),...,¢.(- + s,)]T, which is essentially the same as the original basis vector
function ¢ through integer shifts. Hence, we often translate elements in 7" by integers and only need
to consider T' C [0, 1)%. If elements in A do not repeat (e.g., A = {0} for scalar subdivision schemes,
or A = A, for standard Hermite subdivision schemes), to satisfy (I.23]), then obviously 6 must be
the identity mapping and hence T' C Z? (which becomes essentially 7' = {0, ...,0}). If v, = vp with
¢ # 0 in A, then one can easily deduce that the definition of a generalized Hermite interpolant in
(I22) forces 7 — 7w & Z%. Let A C A,, be an ordered multiset with some elements repeated. For
each v € A,,, we define J, :={¢ € {1,...,r} : v, = v}, ie., all the indices of the repeated element
vin A. Then {1,...,r} is a disjoint union of J,,v € A, and § maps J, into J,. For each nonempty
set J,, we can pick up a d X d integer matrix N, satisfying det(N,) = #J,. Now we can choose
a multiset 7' with {r, : ¢ € J,} = Qu, = [N, Z9 N [0,1)% For every w € Qy,, there exists a
unique integer 3, € Z? such that 2w — 3, € ~,- This induces a natural mapping ¢ in (L23). If A
consists of N copies of A,, (i.e., every u € A,, has multiplicity N in A), then the generalized Hermite
interpolants ¢ in Theorem become the interpolating refinable vector functions in [25/133]. Hence,
Theorem not only covers all interpolatory Hermite subdivision schemes known in the literature
but also generalizes them to a much wider class of interpolatory generalized Hermite subdivision
schemes including Birkhoff interpolation sets A and more general interpolation multisets 7.

For a convergent generalized Hermite subdivision scheme, the interpolation property in Definition 2]
imposes a stringent condition on its mask in (L2H). In many applications, such interpolation prop-
erty can be weakened and one may only require interpolation property for polynomials. This leads
to the notion of linear-phase moments which was first explicitly introduced in [20] for scalar complex
orthogonal wavelets. Such polynomial-interpolation property is of interest for nearly shape preserva-
tion subdivision schemes in CAGD. Dual (also called face-based) Hermite subdivision schemes were
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discussed in [30] by attaching the data w,(k)e, in (L7) at the position 27"(k + 7) with 7, € R?
such that not all 7, are zero. For an ordered multiset T = {7,...,7.} C RY, we say that a gener-

alized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A and translation T with mask a is convergent with limit
functions in €™ (R?) if Definition [ holds with (L7) being replaced by

li W(K)e, — ¥ (27 (k =0, V{l=1,...,r 4.12
f e (ke - 027k + 7)) ro )
Obviously, (L7) is a special case of ([AI2) with 7y = --- = 7. = 0. Moreover, due to the uniform

continuity of 7“#) on compact sets, it is easy to observe that (7)) holds if and only if (ZI2]) holds.
Consequently, the face-based or dual version does not affect the convergence property in Definition [I]
at all. However, it will make a difference for the polynomial-interpolation property below.

Theorem 4.2. Let m € Ny and r € N. Take ordered multisets A = {v1,...,v,} C A, withv; =0 as
in (LA) and T = {7,..., 7.} CR? for translation. Suppose that the generalized Hermite subdivision
scheme of type A with mask a € (Io(Z%))™" is convergent with limit functions in €™(RY). Let ¢ be
its basis vector function. For any integer M > m, the following are equivalent to each other:

e mask a has order + 1 sum rules with a matching filter v, € (lg satisfying
1) Th kah der M + 1 [ ith hi [ lo(Z4)) < 51yt

(L.26).

(2) The polynomial-interpolation property of order M + 1 holds: For all p € Iy and n € Ny,

Selp" (1), P+ )] = [P+ 1), 2T+ 7)) (4.13)
(3) For every initial sequence wo = [p™ (- +7),...,p") (- +7,.)],
wy, = (SMwe)D™ = [p¥ (27 (- 4+ 7)), ..., p¥ (27 (- 4+ 7)), Vp e Ily,n € Ny.

Moreover, any of the above items (1)-(3) implies
(i) The limit in (EI2) trivially holds, that is, w,(k)e, = nW) (27 (k+1,)) with the initial sequence
wy = [P (-+7),...,p¥")(-+7)] forallt =1,....r, k € Z, and p € I, wheren := wox¢.
(i) For any mapping 6 : {1,...,r} — {1,...,r} satisfying vewy = ve for all £ = 1,...,r, the
identities in (L24)) hold with wo := [p¥V (- +11),...,p") (- + 7.)] for all p € Ty;.

Proof. (1)==(2). For p € I, we conclude from Lemma A1 and (26]) that (I.27) holds and hence
wo == [pW(-+7),...,p") (- +7.)] = p * v,. By Theorem 3 and ([2.9), we have

Si(prva) = (p(27")) * va = [P ( + 7)., P27+ 7)),
where we used Lemma [4.1] and ([.26]) again in the last identity. This proves ([ALI3]) and item (2).

(2)==(1). Let v, € (Io(Z%))**" satisfy (L26) as in item (1). By Lemma@Tand (I.26), the identity
(13) in item (2) can be equivalently expressed as

Si(prva) = (P(27")) ¥ Vo € Pr,,  Vp€lly (4.14)

Hence, item (1) of Theorem is satisfied with v = v, by noting 1 % v, = 0,(0). Hence, items (3)
and (4) of Theorem [2Z.3 hold, that is, the matrix mask a has order M + 1 sum rules for some matching
filter ¥, == b* v, € (Io(Z%))™" with b € ly(Z?) satisfying b(0) = 1, and S,(q,, * D,) = 27 *lq,, * ¥, for

all 4 € Ay, where q,(z) == % Hence, we conclude from (4I4)) with n = 1 that for all u € Ay,

Au * (b*v,) = qu * 0y = 2‘“‘Sa((qu x b) xv,) = 2‘“‘((qu * b)(2_1~)) * Vg = q, % (Do * vg),

M

where bAg(f) = 3(25) and we used 2/*q,(271z) = 71 = du(x). We conclude from the above identity
and (2.I)) that E({)@(f) = /5(25)17@(5) + O(||€||M*Y) as € — 0. Because v; = 0, the first entry of

0,(0) is 1 and hence, we must have /l;(f) = /5(25) + O(]|€]JM+1) as € — 0. Using the Taylor expansion
of b at &€ = 0 and noting b(0) = 1, we conclude that b(¢) = 1+ &(||€|M) as &€ — 0. This proves
0a(€) = B(E)Ta (&) = To(€) + O(||€||M+1) as € — 0. Hence, we proved item (1).

(2) <= (3) is straightforward by observing [p(27"-)]) = 2-Ivenpe) (2.,
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We deduce from w, = [p™)(27"(- + 11)),...,p*)(27"(- + 7,))] in item (3) that the function 7 in
(412) must be p. Now item (i) follows directly from item (3). Using item (3), we have

wn(2k + 2’7‘( — 7'9(5))69(5) = p(V‘g(l))(Q_n(Qk’ + 2’7‘( — 7'9(5) + Tg(g))) = p(W)(Ql_n(k‘ + Tg)) = wn_l(k‘)65,
where we used vy = v4. This proves item (ii). O

We say that a matrix mask a € (Io(Z%))"™*" has order M + 1 linear-phase moments of type A and
translation T if the mask a has order M +1 sum rules with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z%))**" satisfying
(L24)), that is, item (1) of Theorem E.2 holds. Because all w,, in item (ii) of Theorem [£.2 are vector
polynomials, w,, can be defined on R? instead of just Z¢ and hence the condition 27, — To(r) € Z4 in
(L23) can be dropped for the mapping # in item (ii) of Theorem

5. EXISTENCE AND EXAMPLES OF GENERALIZED HERMITE SUBDIVISION SCHEMES

To illustrate the theoretical results in previous sections, in this section we shall first prove the
existence of convergent generalized Hermite subdivision schemes of type A for any given ordered
multiset A and then provide a few examples of symmetric generalized Hermite subdivision schemes.

5.1. Existence of convergent generalized Hermite subdivision schemes. To prove the exis-
tence, generalizing [19, Proposition 6.2], we have the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ = [oy,...,¢1]" be a refinable vector function on R such that p(2€) = /T(g)@(g)
for a matriz mask A € (Io(Z%))**E and A has order m + 1 sum rules with a matching filter vy €
(Io(Z4))*L and v4(0) # 0. Let r € N and take any d x d integer matriz N satisfying | det(N)| = r.
Define 'y := {71,...,%} = (N[0, 1)4) N Z% to be a set of all distinct representatives of cosets in
Z2/(NZ%). Then the new vector function ¢ = [p(N - —v) ", (N - =) T]T must be a refinable
vector function satzsfymg ¢(2§) = a(f)gb(f), smy(a) = smy,(A) for all 1 < p < oo, and the mask
a € (Io(Z4)) L) has order m 4 1 sum rules with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z%))>* L) given by

Gu(€) = [N T TI(NTTE), L e N TG (NTTE) | + a(lEmY), €0, (5.1)

where the matriz mask a € (lo(Zd))(”L)X(TL) is defined in the following way: the Lx L block (j, k)-entry
[a(n)];x of the matriz a(n) is given by A(Nn — 2v; + ) for alln € Z% and j,k=1,...,r

Proof. For j =1,...,r, we define a vector function ¢; := ¢(NN - —v;) and a mapping 0; : 'y — I'y
such that 6;(v,) is the unique element in 'y such that 2v; + v — 0;(v,) € NZ% for £ = 1,...,r
Hence, nj, := N7'2v; + v — 0;(v)) € Z% for j,k = 1,...,r. Using the refinement equation
¢ =243, 70 A(k)p(2 - —k) and noting that 2v; + v, = 0;(7¢) + Nnj, we deduce that

¢ = p(N - =) =23 "3 " ANk +73)@(2(N - =) — (Nk + 7))

=1 kezd
=23 "N " ANk +7)@(N (2 —k —njg) — 0;(7))
(=1 kezd
=23 "N " A(Nn — Nnjo+ 709N (2 - —n) = 0;(7))
{=1 nezd
=27 > A(Nn =295+ 6;(1)p(N(2 - —n) = 6;(%)),
=1 nezd

where we used the identity Nn;, = 27v; + v — 6;(7¢). Note that the mapping 6; is bijective on I'y.
Using the substitution v, = 6;(7¢), we deduce from the above identity that

¢ =2"Y > ANn— 295+ w)én(2-—n), g k=1,...,r

k=1 nezd



26 BIN HAN

Due to ¢ = [¢],...,¢}]", this proves that ¢ satisfies the refinement equation ¢ = 2%~ ;a(n)p(2-
—n) such that the L x L block (j, k)-entry [a(n)]; of the matrix a(n) is given by A(Nn — 27v; + 7).

We now prove that a must have order m + 1 sum rules with the matching filter v, in (5.1). Using
the definition of v, in (5.1)), for w € T := [0, 1]2N Z¢ as in [Z2)), we have

T

S IGENTOLRNTE +aw)lu =D > eV ETR(26) AN — 29 + pp)e ™ NTE™) 1 (¢ ™+)

j=1 J=1 nezd
€ TA(26) Biaw(€) + O(llEI™),

as & = 0, where Bj,(¢) = ijl > neza ANR — 29 + ) e Nn=24m)€e=inmw — Note that any
n € Z% can be uniquely expressed as n = 2n’ + 7/ with n’ € Z¢ and 7/ € I'. Hence,

J * w Z Z Z A 2Nn B 27] + ny + V& ) Z(2Nn,_271+N'Y/+“/k)€_i“/,'7rw

vy el n/czd j=1

=2 ( > AQq+ Ny + %)6_"(2‘1+NV’+%)~£> oW

Yy'er qezd
N+ —i(NY )€ =i
= ) ARl (26) e N T € i T,
v er

where we used the substitution ¢ = Nn’ —~; and the fact that any ¢ € Z¢ can be uniquely expressed
as ¢ = Nn — v for n’ € Z¢ and v € I'y. Since A has order m + 1 sum rules with the matching filter
va, by ([A8]) with a being replaced by A, we deduce from the above identities that as & — 0,

T

> _[G.CNTOLANTE + )] = e74Ta(26) Bl ) + O (€™
j=1
= 6D () AT (26)e WS 1 (g )
y'er

_ 2—d6i’yk-£ Z 6—27 W ||€||m+1)

y'er

Noting that > cp e~ = 24§(w) for all w € T', we conclude from the above identity that

[ 2NTEANTE + mw)]y = Y _[G2NTOLANTE + 7wl = e 505(€)(w) + O([[€] ™)
j=1
as & — 0. Replacing & by N~T¢ in the above identity and using the definition of v, in (G.1I), we

conclude that the mask a has order m + 1 sum rules satisfying (I.I0) with the matching filter v, in
(5.I)). Now the identity sm,(a) = sm,(A) can be directly checked using the definition in (B.7). O

To prove the existence of convergent generalized Hermite subdivision schemes of type A for any
given ordered multiset A, we recall the definition of the B-spline functions. For n € N, the B-spline
function B,, of order n is defined to be

1
Bl = X(0,1] and Bn = Bn—l * Bl = / Bn—l(' — l’)dl’ (52)
0
Then B,, € " *(R) with support [0, n], Z?;(f) = (1_2.6:5 )", and B,k x+1) is a nonnegative polynomial
of degree n — 1 for every k € Z. Moreover, the B-spline function B,, is refinable by satisfying
B,(26) = aB(©)B,(€) with af(€):=27"(1+¢ )" (5.3)

Note that sm,(B,) = sm,(a%) =n— 14 1/p for 1 < p < co. Moreover, the integer shifts of B, are
linearly independent.
We are now ready to prove the existence of convergent generalized Hermite subdivision schemes.
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Theorem 5.2. Let m € Ny and r € N with r > 1. Let A = {vy,...,v,} C A, as in (L4) with
v =0¢€ N and T = {r,...,7.} C R? be arbitrarily given ordered multisets. For any mask
a € (Io(Z%))™" with smu(a) > m, one can always constructively derive a generalized Hermite mask
a € (Io(Z4))™" of type A such that smy,(a) = smq(G) > m, the mask a has order m + 1 linear-phase
moments of type A and translation T', and the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with
mask a is convergent with limit functions in €™(R?). Moreover, such a desired generalized Hermite
mask a € (Io(Z2))™" of type A always exists and can be constructed such that its basis vector function
¢ is a spline refinable vector function in €™(RY) and ¢ has linearly independent integer shifts.

Proof. By [16, Theorem 4.3], smq(a) > m implies that the mask @ must have order m + 1 sum rules

with some matching filter © € (Io(Z4))**" with E(O) # 0 and its refinable vector function ¢ belongs
to €™(RY). Let v, € (Io(Z%))*" satisfy 04(€) = [(i&)"1e™E, ..., (i&) e + O(||€]|™FY) as € — 0.
By Lemma 3.1 and r > 1, there must exist a strongly invertible sequence U € (Io(Z%))™" such that

0(€) = T (OTUE) + O(|e]™). € —o. (5.4)

Define a(§) := (7(25)5(5)(7(5)_1 and (E(&) = U(€)¢(¢) as in @BI). Since U is strongly invertible, we
have sm,,(a) = sm, (@) and sm,(¢) = sm, () for all 1 < p < 0o. Moreover, the mask a has order m+1
sum rules with the matching filter v,. By Theorem and smy,(a) > m, the generalized Hermite
subdivision scheme of type A with mask a must be convergent with limit functions in €™ (R?). By
Theorem (4.2 the mask a must have order m + 1 linear-phase moments of type A and translation 7.

To show the existence of such desired masks a and a, we consider ¢ := ®@4B,,4» and A := ®%al_,,
where ®?B,,. 5 is the tensor product spline defined by [®dBm+2](x1, ooy ®q) = Bpyo(x1) -+ - Bpyo(g).
Note that sms(A) = sme(ab,,) = m+1 > m. Using Lemma IE:I we can construct a compactly

supported vector refinable function ¢ and a mask @ € (Io(Z%))™*" such that (;5(25) = 4(€)é() and
SMo (@) = smy(A) = m+1 > m. Moreover, since the integer shifts of B,, o are linearly independent,
using the definition of linear independence, we observe that the integer shifts of ¢ and its derived gb
in Lemma [5.J] must be linearly independent. Since U in (5.4]) is strongly invertible, the integer shifts
of ¢ must be linearly independent as well and ¢ is obviously a spline vector function. O

5.2. Examples. Though convergent generalized Hermite subdivision schemes can be constructed
theoretically through Theorem [5.2] the support of the matrix mask a in Theorem is often very
large and the mask a lacks symmetry. Therefore, it is not that useful to construct convergent
generalized Hermite subdivision schemes by Theorem for practical purposes. We now discuss
how to construct particular generalized Hermite subdivision schemes with short support, symmetry;,
and high smoothness. Symmetry property of scalar multivariate subdivision schemes has been well
understood (e.g., see [I7,23] and references therein). However, symmetry property of vector/matrix
subdivision schemes is a technical issue and has been only discussed for very special subdivision
schemes, e.g., see [30-H33]. To present several examples of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes
with the symmetry property, let us briefly discuss the symmetry property of generalized Hermite
subdivision schemes. We say that a finite set G of d x d integer matrices is a symmetry group in R? if
|det(E)| =1 for all E € G and G forms a group under the matrix multiplication. Typical examples
of symmetry groups are G = {1, —1} for d = 1 and the following symmetry groups for d = 2:

oo fufy a8 5 )
L T et S | ) e RS i 8

as well as their subgroups. The symmetry groups D, and Dg are often used for the quadrilateral
mesh and the triangular mesh in CAGD, respectively, e.g., see [23, Section 7.2] for details.

Let ¢ = [¢1,...,¢,]7 be a compactly supported refinable vector function satisfying 5(25) =
a(&)p(€) for some matrix mask a € (Ip(Z%))"™". Let an ordered multiset A = {vy,...,1,} as in
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(C4) and an ordered multiset T = {7,...,7.} C R? be the symmetry centers of the vector function
¢. Because the symmetry center of ¢, is 7y, the symmetry property of ¢, naturally requires

¢5(E( —Tz) —|—Tz) = [SE]Z,1¢1(' +T1 —Tz) + -t [SE]&T(@«(' —|—Tr —Tg), VE - G’£: 1,...,7”,

where Sg is an invertible r X r constant matrix. Using the Fourier transform, we observe that the

~ o~

above symmetry property is equivalent to ¢(E~T¢) = Dp(—E~T€)SpDr(€)¢(€) for all £ € G, i.e.,
H(ETE) = Dp(—ET€)Sp1Dr(€)d(€), VE€G with Dp(€) :=diag(e€™ %, ..., ™). (5.5)

Note that [Dr(£)]™ = Dr(—§). Using the refinement equation H(26) = a(€)e(€), we observe that
(5.5) naturally requires the following symmetry property on the matrix mask a:

A(ETE) = Dp(=2E7€)Sp-1 Dr(28)a(€) Dr (=€) S5k Dr(ETE), VE €G. (5.6)

Now we assume that the mask a has order M +1 linear-phase moments of type A and translation T" as
in Theorem [£.2] i.e., the mask a has order M + 1 sum rules with a matching filter v, satisfying ([.20]).
As we explained in Theorem [T under the natural condition (LI3]) with m = M, the matching
filter v, is essentially uniquely determined by the mask a through (LI5). Using ([.26]) and (5.6), we
deduce from 0, (26)a(€) = 0,(&) + O(||€]|M+1) as € — 0 that v, has the following symmetry property:

Ga(E7€) = 0u(&) Dr (=€) Sph: Dr(ETE) + O(|I¢"H), €= 0,VE€G. (5.7)

Noting that the integer M is arbitrary and by (L26) 0,(&) = [(i€)™, ..., (i)""] Dr(£) + O (|| ™) as
¢ — 0, we see that (5.7) becomes

Sgp=S(E,A) with [GETO™,...,(ET)"] = [(i&)",...,(i&)"] S(E,A), E€G. (58)

Note that S(E,A);, = 0 if |v;] # || and hence i€ in (5.8)) can be replaced by . Because the
matching filter v, for a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme must satisfy (ILI6) by Theorem [T,
the symmetry property in (5.5)), (5.6]) and (5.7) still holds for generalized Hermite subdivision schemes.
The matrix S(F,A) defined in (5.8) is uniquely determined if all the elements in A are not repeated.
But when elements in the ordered multiset A = {vy,...,1,} can repeat, the definition of S(E,A) is
not unique and has free parameters which can be used for compatibility with the multiset 7" and the
mapping ¢ in (L23). We shall not address this issue further. For A = A,,, by [33, Lemma 5.1}, the
matrix S(E,A,,) in (5.8) is the same as the matrix S(E,A,,) defined in [I6, (2.1)] and [I7, (2.10)],
which is used in [31), (2.5)] and [33], (3.1)] for studying interpolatory Hermite subdivision schemes.
The univariate spline generalized Hermite interpolants of type A and translation 7" in (L28]) and their
associated matrix masks have the symmetry property. Hence, the above discussion on the symmetry
property of generalized Hermite subdivision schemes agrees with and explains [31 Proposition 2.8],
[32, Proposition 2.3|, [30, Theorem 2.5], and [33, Theorem 3.3] for all these special cases.

A function f on R is called a spline (or a piecewise polynomial with finite polygonal domains) in
[29] if there exist mutually disjoint open sets U;, j = 1,...,J such that f vanishes outside the closure
of U}’lej and f is a d-variate polynomial on each set U; for j = 1,...,J, where each Uj is a finite
intersection of some half-spaces {x € R? : x-¢ > ¢} with t € R? and ¢ € R. Refinable vector functions
which are spline vectors are of particular theoretical interest due to desired properties of splines in
applications. Up to a multiplicative constant, a refinable vector function ¢ with mask a € (Io(Z4))"™"
is determined through the refinement equation (L2]) but ¢ often has no analytic or explicit expressions
at all. It is a challenging task to find particular choices of the free parameters in a given matrix mask
a such that its associated refinable vector function ¢ is indeed a spline vector. Quite often, all its
associated refinable vector functions ¢ are not spline vectors at all, regardless of how many free
parameters in its matrix mask (see [29]). If a refinable vector function ¢ with a mask a € (Io(Z%))™"
is indeed a spline vector and ¢ has linearly independent integer shifts, then [29, Theorem 6] or
[23, Theorem 6.1.9] tells us that all the nonzero eigenvalues of the transition operator 7, must take
the form 277, j € Ny, where the transition operator T, : (I(Z%))*" — (Io(Z%))**" is defined to be

Taol(n) =20y w(k)alk —2n) . neZ%ve (2" (5.9)

kezd
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To find spline refinable vector functions ¢ from a given matrix mask a € (Io(Z%))"™" with free
parameters, we first symbolically compute all the nonzero eigenvalues of 7,. Then we could search
for particular parameters in a matrix mask a such that the necessary condition on special eigenvalues
of 7, holds. Finally, one can use the refinement equation (L2]) to guess and check in a brute-force
way about whether its refinable vector function ¢ is indeed a spline vector or not. It is often difficult
to symbolically compute all the eigenvalues of 7, and then pick particular choices of parameters for
the necessary condition if a matrix mask a has a few free parameters and large supports. A few
examples of spline univariate vector refinable functions have been reported in [23,24,29]. For high
dimensions, except the scalar refinable functions which are box splines, so far the only known bivariate
spline refinable vector functions in the literature are the Dg-symmetric Powell-Sabin spline (see
[31], Proposition 3.3] and [29, Theorem 8]) and the D,-symmetric Sibson spline (see [31, Example 3.5]
and [29, Theorem 9]), whose masks a € (I(Z?))**3 have order 3 sum rules with support [—1,1]?, and
whose basis vector functions are Hermite interpolants of degree one. See [23,24,29/31] for details
about some examples of spline refinable Hermite interpolants and how to find them.

Even in dimension one our results significantly generalize and extend known results on univariate
Hermite subdivision schemes. Our introduction and analysis of multivariate generalized Hermite sub-
division schemes also include tensor products of univariate generalized Hermite subdivision schemes
as special cases. Using the symmetry group G = {—1, 1}, we first present two examples of univariate
symmetric generalized Hermite subdivision schemes that are not known yet in the literature.

Recall that sr(a) is the largest possible integer m € Ny such that a has order m sum rules. Similarly,
Ipm(a) is the largest possible integer n € Ny such that a has order n linear-phase moments of type A
and translation 7" in Theorem For convenience of discussion, we shall use fsupp(a) to denote the
smallest interval in d = 1 and the smallest rectangle in d = 2 such that a vanishes outside fsupp(a).

Example 1. Let d = 1, A = {0,2} and T" = {0,0}. We consider three families of generalized
Hermite subdivision schemes of type A = {0, 2} (more precisely, Birkhoff subdivision schemes). Using
Theorem B2 with 0,(£) = [1, (i€)*] + O(|€|°) as € — 0, we find that all the symmetric generalized
Hermite masks a € (Io(Z))**? of type A with fsupp( ) = [—3,3] and lpm(a) > 6 are given by

5 3 1
(R 4l el L A )
—tl St Bt i) |5 T Ht st [ s §4 3

3 5 3
BRI R
sttt 3+ iate] ats 13t 5t at2 (3,3)

where t1,...,t4 € R. Hence the Birkhoff subdivision schemes with masks a have the polynomial-
interpolation property of order 6 by interpolating all polynomials of degree less than 6 in Theorem [A.2]
For ¢, = 128,t2 = —1% and t3 = ¢4 = —3%, smy(a) =~ 4.3522 is almost the highest and hence,
SMeo(a) = sma(a) — 0.5 > 3. By Theorems [[.2] and 2], the Birkhoff subdivision scheme with mask a
is convergent with limit functions in ¢*(R) and has the polynomial—interpolation property of order

(5.10)

6. Moreover, sr(a) = 10 if and only if t; = 10§4, ty = 64, t3 = _51T727 and t; = 64, for which
smz(a) A 2.53079 and U4(§) = [1 — 1505 (1€)° + 1555 (16)®, (1€)* — 75(i€)° + 555 (1€)%] + O([€]'°) as € — 0.

The identity mapping 0 : {1,2} — {1,2} obviously satisfies (L.23)) with 7" = {0,0}. All symmetric
interpolatory generalized Hermite masks a € (Io(Z))?*? of type A and translation T (i.e., interpolatory
Birkhoff masks) with fsupp(a) = [—3, 3] and sr(a) > 6 must be given in (5.10) with t3 = ¢4, = 0. For
t1 = 2 and tp = —1, smy(a) &~ 2.6943 is nearly the highest and hence smy(a) > smy(a) — 0.5 > 2.
By Theorems and [L.3] the interpolatory Birkhoff subdivision scheme with mask a is convergent
with limit functions in 4?(R) and its refinable vector function ¢ = [¢1, ¢o]"7 € (€*(R))? is a refinable
Birkhoff interpolant satisfying ¢1(k) = ¢4(k) = 6(k) and ¢ (k) = ¢2(k) = 0 for all k € Z. Moreover,
for t3 =ty = 0, sr(a) = 8 if and only if t; = —2% and ¢, = 22, for which smy(a) &~ 0.02797.

The above two families of generalized Hermite masks show that the interpolation conditions in
(L24) and (23] are much stronger than the linear-phase moment conditions for the polynomial-
interpolation condition in Theorem If we give up the polynomial-interpolation property, then
we can achieve better smoothness even with shorter support. We find that all symmetric generalized
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Hermite mask a € (ZO(Z))2X2 of type A with fsupp(a) = [-2,2] and sr(a) > 8 are given by

151 4 54 15 1 0 633 5 15
a = 3136 | 56 64 4 1568
_ 1887 " U321 4 5 42 _359__ 31 1, 1| 31 —953t+10t2 327+5t
307328 10976 147 12544 1568 16 2401 ~ 5488 147 T 6272 T 28
1 151 3 g
4 0 5136 T 56t 64
3L 1y || 1887 " T 321, 5 42 _359__ )
1568 14° 16 307328 10976 147 12544 [—2,2]

where ¢ € R and a has order 8 sum rules with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z))'*" satisfying
0a(€) = [14 (=35 + 27t (1)” + (535 — 5t) (1€)" + 135 (8€)°, (i) = 5 (1€)" + 555 (i) ] + O (IE[), € = 0.

By calculation, smy (a) = 5.5 and its basis vector function ¢ = [¢1, ¢]T is a spline vector function
with symmetry and support [—2, 2] such that ¢; = ¢1(—~) and (;32 = ¢o(—-) and

1,74 2.6 3, I6
Pl (x) = 61 + Z 27+ 3 361 Z}:E Ve 32,2 (152 , 128

(35 + mart)e’ + (391 — ggt)a® + (35 + 70)2° + (—7 — gz’ +( 15+ 557" — (3555 + it
and

(z—2)5 (222 —8x+1) ]

_ 12
o] (1,2] (z) = [@-2)5 ((555-+1120¢)x2 — (22204-4480t) 247924560t
61740

Hence, we have smy(¢) = smy(a) = 5. By Theorem [[L2] the Birkhoff subdivision scheme of type A
with mask a is convergent with limit functions in €*(R).

Example 2. Let d =1, A = {0,1} and T' = {3, 1}. We consider generalized Hermite subdivision
schemes of type A = {O, 1} (more precisely, a dual (or face-based) Hermite subdivision scheme of
degree 1). Using Theorem with 0y(€) = [e¥€/2,i¢e/?] 4+ O(|¢]*) as € — 0, we find that all such
symmetric Hermite masks a € (Io(Z))?*? with fsupp(a) = [—1,2] and lpm(a) > 4 are given by

5 9 a7 97 2 97 5 _9
_ 64 32 64 32 64 32 64 32
a= {[_i _g} : {_i i} : [i Ei ] : { 3 _g” : (5.11)
128 64 128 64 128 4 128 64 (—1,2]

6
By calculation, we have sms(a) ~ 3.33904 and hence smq.(a) > smg(a) — 0.5 > 2. By Theorems
and 2 the (dual) Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a is convergent with limit
functions in ¥%(R) and has the polynomial-interpolation property of order 4 by interpolating all
polynomials of degree less than 4.

If we give up the polynomial-interpolation property, then we find that a symmetric Hermite mask

a € (Io(Z))*** with fsupp(a) = [—1,2] and sr(a) > 6 is given by

13 15 51 157 (5L _157 (13 _15
_ 128 64 128 64 128 64 128 64
a—{[_ss _L]a|:_63 l:|>{63 i]’{?ﬁ _L]} . (5.12)
1280 128 1280 128 1280 128 1280 1281 ) [-1,2)

The above mask a has order 6 sum rules with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z))**" given by

Ta(€) = [1+ 5(i8) + 15(i€)* + 75.(1€)°, i€ + §(i€)* + (€)1 + 6(€]°), € —0.
By calculation, smy(a) = 4.5 and its basis vector function ¢ = [¢1, @5 is a spline vector function
with symmetry and support [—1, 2] such that ¢; = ¢1(1 —-) and ¢y = —¢o(1 — -) and

(m+1)44(2—3;ﬂ) Spd 5.3 4 5,01 (1—2)44(31—1)
— — 4 2 4 2 —
¢|[_170] (.I) - (1+1)4i&11_4) ) ¢|(O,l] (I) - %(21: _ 1)(195E4 — 3823 + 612 + 13z + 4) ) ¢|(1,2] (I) - (1_2)44(011;3_7) .

Hence, we have smy,(¢) = smy(a) = 4. By Theorem [[L.2] the (dual) Hermite subdivision scheme of
type A with mask a is convergent with limit functions in €3(R).

For j = 1,2, assume that a generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A; and translation
T; with mask a; € (Ip(Z%))"*" is convergent with limit functions in ™ (R%). Then the gen-
eralized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A; ® Ay and translation 77 ® T» with mask a; ® as €
(lp(Zr+dz))(ritr2)x(r4r2) myst converge with limit functions in ™ (R%+%2), where m := min(m;, my)
and ® stands for the tensor product. Moreover, if both generalized Hermite subdivision schemes have
the interpolation property or linear-phase moments in Section [l then so does their tensor product
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one. Consequently, examples of multivariate generalized Hermite subdivision schemes can be easily
obtained from univariate ones through tensor product. In the following, we are only interested in
non-tensor product ones. A few examples of bivariate interpolatory and non-interpolatory Hermite
subdivision schemes have been reported in [10,29H32], while a few bivariate interpolating general-
ized Hermite subdivision schemes are given in [33]. Because the presentation of high-dimensional
examples is often quite messy, here we only provide four relatively simple bivariate examples.

Example 3. Let d =2, A = {(0,0),(1,0),(0,1)} and T = {(0,0), (0,0), (0,0)}. We consider three
families of bivariate generalized Hermite subdivision schemes of type A (more precisely, standard
Hermite subdivision schemes of degree 1). Using Theorem .2 with 0, (&1, &) = [1,4€, &) + O(|€]|Y)
as & = (&,&)7T — 0, we find that all bivariate Dg-symmetric Hermite masks a € (Io(Z?))>*3 of type A
with fsupp(a) = [—2, 2]* and Ipm(a) > 4 are given by a(0, 0) = diag(}—12t5, £ +6t346t4, £ +6t3+6t4),

—4t, -2 2 2ty 23+ 4ty —tz — 2ty T4t -3 0
a(l,0)=| —t1 —35 a|,a2,0)=|t2 t3+iy —t3 ,a(2,1)= [ +2t1 —55 0f,
0 0 0 0 0 —t3+ 14 H+t -5 O

where ty, 1o, t3,t, € R and all other nonzero a(k), k € Z? are determined through symmetry in (5.6,
ie., a(Ek) = S(E,N)a(k)S(E,A)~" for all k € Z* and E € Dg. Because —¢ is an eigenvalue of the
transition operator 7, in (B.9), by [29, Theorem 6], we conclude that the refinable vector function ¢

with mask a cannot be a spline vector for any choice of ¢1,...,t; € R. For t; = —%, ty = ﬁ, t3 =
— 335 and ¢4 = 5, we have smy(a) ~ 3.13452 and hence, smy(a) > sma(a) —1 > 2. By Theorems 2]

and 4.2, the Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a is convergent with limit functions in
%*(R?) and interpolates all the bivariate polynomials of (total) degree less than 4.

Note that the identity mapping 0 : {1,2,3} — {1, 2, 3} satisfies (I.23)) with 7" = {(0,0), (0,0), (0,0)}.
We find that all Dg-symmetric interpolatory Hermite masks a € (Io(Z?))>*3 of type A and translation
T with fsupp(a) C [—2,2]? and sr(a) > 4 must be given by the above mask a with t, = t3 = t4 = 0.
In particular, for ¢; = —5, we have smy(a) &~ 2.71094 and hence smy(a) > smy(a) —1 > 1. By
Theorems and [[3] the interpolatory Hermite subdivision scheme of type A and translation T
with mask a is convergent with limit functions in €1 (R?) and its basis vector function ¢ is a refinable
Hermite interpolant of type A and translation T satisfying (L.22]).

If we give up the linear-phase moments for the polynomial-interpolation property, then we find
three families of Dg-symmetric Hermite masks a € (Io(Z?))3*® of type A with fsupp(a) C [-2,2]* and
sr(a) > 5, one of these three families is given by a(0,0) = diag(15g — &t3, £ — 6t — 62, 3 — 6t — 6t3),

128 8

r 21 9 3 9 3 9 5 9 3 9

AR R O O ToEteh gl 0
a(l,0) = g —16t3 —ga+ w3 =3 —gt3 |, al21l)=| —gz+5t3 —g +35i3 0 ;

3 9 1 3 1 3 1 3

- 0 0 51 T 53 —ms tigts —mmtRls —g 1+ gl

r 5 9

_ﬁ + ?t3 s —2t1 , . t1 ,
a(270) = |~ T Et3 _Ztl — 19 + Etg Ztl + 2ty — Et3 ,

L 0 0 311 4 3ty — &3

where t1,t5,t3 € R and all other nonzero a(k),k € Z? are determined through symmetry in (5.6)),
ie., a(Fk) = S(E,N)a(k)S(E,A)™! for all k € Z? and E € Dgs. Moreover, a has order 5 sum rules
with the matching filter v, € (Io(Z?))"*? satisfying

Ua(€1:82) = [14 (23 — 55) (67 + &6 + &3) + (F15 — T5ts — 735) (&1 + 2606 + 36183 + 266 + &),
& (1+2t3(5 + &6+ &3)), il (1 + 265(F + &6 + &))] + O(IE]°),

as & = (£,&)T — 0. We notice that both 9t3 — % and %tg — % are eigenvalues of 7, in (£.9). If

Ots — % = 27" for some n € Ny U {0}, then t3 = 1—18 + % and %tg — 1= 18 + % Z {277} jenguiool-

16 48
By [29, Theorem 6], we conclude that the refinable vector function ¢ with mask a cannot be a spline
vector for any choice of t1,%5,t3 € R. For t; = %,tz = _2_ée‘ and t3 = %, we have smy(a) ~ 4.81514

and hence, smy(a) > smy(a) — 1 > 3. By Theorem [[.2] the (standard) Hermite subdivision scheme
of type A and translation 7' with mask a is convergent with limit functions in €*(R?).
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Example 4. Let d = 2, A = {(0,0),(1,0),(0,1)} and T = {(5,3), (5,3), (3,3)}. We consider two
families of bivariate generalized Hermite subdivision schemes of type A (i.e., dual Hermite subdivision
schemes of degree 1). Using Theorem with 0y (£1, &) = [eHE1H82)/2 g eile1+8)/2 ¢, eile1+62)/2] 4
O(|€NIY) as € = (&1,&)T — 0, we find that all bivariate D,-symmetric Hermite masks a € (I(Z?))3*3

of type A with fsupp(a) = [~1,2]* and Ipm(a) > 4 are given by

2L — 4ty — 2+t — 2+t 2 +4t3 — 2+t —t2
a(l,1)= | 155 —t3  —5o5 +t1 + 3t2 —ty . a(2,1) go5 tt3  —gs +t1+ 3t2 —ett |,
%—t:’, —t1 —% +t1+%t2 %+t3 —t1 %—tl—%h
—ﬁ — 4t3 —t2 —12
a(2,2) = —t3 525 —t1 — 3t2 e+t |,
—t3 —% +t %_tl_%t2

and all other nonzero a(k), k € Z* are determined through symmetry in (5.6)), i.e.,
a(B(k—(3,3)+ (3, 3) = S(BE,A)a(k)S(E,A)™", VkeZ E€D,. (5.13)

272

Because the imaginary numbers :t‘/_z are eigenvalues of 7, in (5.9)), by [29, Theorem 6], we conclude
that the refinable vector function qb Wlth mask a cannot be a spline vector for any choice of t1,ty,t3 €
R. For t; = &,ta = 135 and t3 = 0, smy(a) ~ 3.33904 and so smy(a) > sme(a) — 1 > 2. By
Theorems [I.2] and 4.2], the dual Hermite subdivision scheme of degree 1 with mask a is convergent
with limit functions in 4*(R?) and interpolates all the bivariate polynomials of degree less than 4.
If we give up the polynomial-interpolation property, then we find two families of Dj-symmetric
Hermite masks a € (Io(Z?))>*3 of type A with fsupp(a) C [—1,2]* and sr(a) > 5, one of which is

5 7
Si%-i-ﬁltl m—ﬁltz ﬁ_4t2 f—4t1 ﬁls—ﬁltz —@ + 4to
a(lL,)=| gz +t1 555 —1t2 —ta ;o a2)= gt gt —gp it |,

é +U —t2 % —t2 —t1 —t2 ﬁ + 12,

1 3 1
= | th —35g T 12 —g1 T t2

1 7

§+4t1 ~ 128 + 4to _m+4t2
a(2,2) 2 : 7 ,

108 T 1 —1 Tt —356 T 2

and all other nonzero a(k), k € Z? are determined through symmetry in (5.I3). Moreover, the mask
a has order 5 sum rules with the matching filter v, € (Io(Z?))**?® satisfying

Oa(é1,6) =1+ 3(& + &) — H(§ +36&+8) — £4&(G + &), iG (1 + L& + &) — H& — 14&
+ 588 — &) i (14 L(G + &) — 586 — i&ﬁz + 58— La& + o€,
as &€ = (£,&)T — 0. We notice that —32¢; — =, 16t + 8t2 + &1 and 64t; — 32t, —I— are eigenvalues

32’
of T, in (B9). If —32151 — 2 = 277 and 16t; + 8t + & 2 k for some j,k e Ny U oo, then
t, = —ﬁ — 232] P 256 + + —k and consequently, 64t1 — 32t + S = Z — 2277 — 227F which

belongs to {27}, enguoo if and only 1f g,k € {5,6}, or (j, k) = (4,00), (oo 4),(5,00), (5,00), (00, 00).
For all these cases, we have smy(a) = 3. By [29, Theorem 6], we conclude that these refinable vector
functions ¢ with mask a cannot be a spline vector for any choice of ¢, € R. For t; = 0 and
ty = g7, we have smy(a) &~ 3.0 and hence, sme(a) > smy(a) — 1 > 1. By Theorem [2] the dual (or
face-based) Hermite subdivision scheme of degree 1 with mask a is convergent with limit functions
in ¢*(R?). This agrees with the example in [30, Section 3.2] and is not surprising because under D,
symmetry and A = {(0,0),(1,0),(0,1)} = Ay, the sufficient condition in [30, Theorem 2.3] agrees
with the necessary and sufficient condition in Theorem [L.1l

Example 5. Let d = 2, A = {(0,0), (1,1)} and T = {(3, 5), (5, 5)}. We consider bivariate generalized
Hermite subdivision schemes of type A (more precisely, Birkhoff subdivision schemes). We find that
all bivariate Dy-symmetric generalized Hermite masks a € (Io(Z?))**? of type A with fsupp(a) =
[—2,3])% and sr(a) > 5 are given by three families. To reduce too many free parameters in these

families, we artificially set a(3,3) = a(3,2) = 0. Two of the three families are given by

17 3 19 3
_ m—ﬁt;g ﬁ—ﬁtz _ m-ﬁ-ﬁt;g §_6t2
ai(1,1) 3 5, |» a1(2,1) 1 3 5, |
tl ~356 212 “sz th g T ot
3 1
o (2,2) = { . — 5 —6t32 } C a(3,1) = {m 0} 7
128 +t1 +4t3 — 356 + §t2 ts  ta
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and

2ty — 2t3 a - 4t1] s+ 2o + 23 gy — 4t1}
ts —t e th

as(1,1) = {256 a2(2,1) = [

— 29 4t1

5
a2(2,2) = [256 s

0
az(3,1) = |: 41 1:|7
512 128

where t1, 1,13 € R, and all other nonzero a;(k) and as(k), k € Z? are determined through symmetry
in (5.13). The mask a; has order 5 sum rules with a matching filter v,, satisfying

Ug (&1,&) =14 i(fl + 52) + 5(§ =366+ &) + 528 + & + 665 +26)) — 5 (616 + 68)
(- % 213)6165, (—6&)(1+ 5(& + &) + 36 — 2a& +38)] + 0(l€]°)

as £ = (£,&)T — 0. The transition operator 7, in (5.9) has eigenvalues 4t, ?%2 — 16ty and a few
complicated ones. By calculation we check that the eigenvalue condition in [29, Theorem 6] fails and
the refinable Vector function ¢ with mask a; cannot be a spline vector for any choice of ¢, t9,t3 € R.
For t; = %, ty = 128 and t3 = ﬁ, sma(a;) = 3.41080 and hence smy,(a;) > sma(a;) —1 > 2. The
mask ay has order 5 sum rules with a matching filter v,, satisfying

Uaa (§1,62) = [1 + 1(51 + 52) 15(E6 = 36& + &) + 5726 + §6 + L1863 +263) — 5; (66 + &i&9)

(71270 + ts)fﬁz, (—=&&) 1+ %(fl + &)+ %f% - iflﬁz + éES)} + O(|I€]P)
as & = (£1,&)" — 0. Because —35 is an eigenvalue of 7, in (59), by [29, Theorem 6], we conclude that

the refinable vector function 10) With mask ay cannot be a spline vector for any choice of t1,ty,t3 € R.
For t; = 128,152 6 and t3 = 256, smy(as) &~ 3.59632 and hence smy,(az) = smy(ag) —1 > 2. By
Theorem [I.2] the bivariate Birkhoff subdivision schemes of type A with both masks a; and a, are
convergent with limit functions in €%(R?).

Example 6. Let d = 2, A = {(0,0),(0,0)} and T = {(0,0), (3, 2)}. We consider bivariate generalized
Hermite subdivision schemes of type A (more precisely, Lagrange subdivision schemes). We consider
all bivariate D,-symmetric generalized Hermite masks a € (Io(Z?))**? with fsupp(a) = [—2, 2]> under
the extra condition a(—2,2) = 0 for reducing freedoms. For sr(a) > 4, we obtain four families such
that one of them with the smallest number of free parameters is given by

0 0 < 0 Lo 20 0 0
a(2,-2) = , a(2,—1)=|128 :|, 2,0 |: :|, a2,1:[128 }, a2,2:|: :|,
e-2=) o se-v=[TF "] o= '] wen=[F '] wez=| .
1 1 3 3 5 3 3 1 1
a-9= [ ]| a0 -n=[3 ﬁ} ao) = [F F 1 aan=[E E L aan - [T ]
0 0 0 to 55 m-ﬁ-tz 16 m-ﬁ-tz 35 to
1 3 5 3 21 5 3 1
1 3 5 3 4 2Ly 5 3 1
a(o,—z):[fﬂ 128}, a(ov—l):{m s 4”}, (070>=[16 v 2}7 a(0,1)=[614 5 128 } a(072)=[64
0 0 0 t1 m-ﬁ-tz 33 m-i-tz t1
1 3 5 21 3 3 1
== o 4to = o — 4l = Toa 57
—1,—2) = | 128 128 1 _1 128 1 0 6 128 —1.1) = | 64 128 —1.2) = | 128
a-1-2)= [ 1] = [a t2_a}, a-10) =[5 = 0] acuy=[E ] i) - [
1 1 1 3 1 1
( 27_2): 0 128 ) ( 2 _1) 128 128 ) ( 270): 64 128 ) CL(—2, 1): 128 128 ) a(_272): 00 .
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

for all t;,t, € R. The mask a has order 4 sum rules with a matching filter v, € (Io(Z?))**? given by

Ta(€1,62) = (14 75(61 +62), 1+ 56+ &) + 15(§] — 366 + &) +5; 267 + 616+ &16 +28)] + O (€11

as & = 0. The necessary condition on special eigenvalues of 7; in [29, Theorem 6] is satisfied if

and only if either ¢; = 64,152 = 1—28 with smy(a) = 2 or t; = ty = g with smy(a) = 3. But further
investigation indicates that their basis vector functions are not vector splines. For t; = & and

ts = 135, sma(a) = 4 and hence smy(a) > smo(a) — 1 > 3. By Theorem [[.2] the generalized Hermite
subdivision scheme of type A with ¢; = & and ¢, = 35 is convergent with limit functions in €*(R?).

Using Theorem with O, (&,&) = [1,e4&@+)2] + g(||€||*) as & — 0 for the polynomial-
interpolation property, we find that all masks a; € (Io(Z?))**? with fsupp(a;) = [-2,2]%, a;(—2,2) =
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0, sr(a;) > 4 and lpm(ay)

> 4 are given by

0 0 -L 0 t
_1)= |54 =
0 0:| ;ai(2,-1) |: 0 1 :| ;o a1(2,0) |:—2t

T 64

BIN HAN

_ 1 _ 1 0 0 L 0 0
w2 =75 H wa-n=f) {] eao=[F § U oe] mao=|
8 64 4 64
t 0 1 9 L4 2 0
al(o,—2>=[ } 01(0,~1) = {32 64}, a1(0,0) = | * g 2 9} a1(0,2) { }
0 0 0 0 ot O I s
—51 0 0 B o -@ 0
—1,-2) = —-1,—-1) = —1,0) = —-1,2) =
a’l( ) ) |: 0 0:|7 al( 3 ) |:0 _é:|7 al( ) ) |:0 0:| |: :| ) |: 0 _6_14:|7
0o —1L -1 9 t 0 0 0
—2,-2) = 61 —2,-1)=| 54 —2,0) = 2,1 61 "o 2,2) =
a2-9= [0 @] aezoy= 78 ol acz0=[ o ac2n- [0 0}, w-22=[y o],

where t € R. Because — 15 is an eigenvalue of the transition operator 7, in (5:9), by [29, Theorem 6],
we conclude that the refinable vector function ¢ with mask a; cannot be a spline vector for any choice

oft € R. Fort = &, we have smy(a;) ~ 2.26564 and hence smy(a;) > smy(a;)—1 > 1. Consequently,
1

the generalized Hermite subdivision scheme of type A with mask a; and ¢ = g; is convergent with

limit functions in ‘51(]1%2) and interpolates all the bivariate polynomials of degree less than 4.

Using the mapping 6 : {1,2} — {1,2} with §(1) = 6(2) = 1 which satisfies ([.23]), we find that
such masks a; are interpolatory of type A and translation 7' if and only if ¢ = 0. For ¢t = 0,
smy(a;) &~ 1.91361 and by Theorem [L3] its basis vector function ¢ € (€°(R?))? is a generahzed
Hermite interpolant of type A and translation 7. If we consider fsupp(as) = [—1,1]?, then there is
a unique interpolatory generalized Hermite mask ay € (Io(Z?))**? of type A and translation T with
sr(ag) = 2 and smy(ag) = 1.5, whose nonzero elements are given by

a2(1,0) = a2(0,1) = [% (1)} , a2(0,—1) = a2(—1,0) = {% %} , a2(1,1) = [g g} , a2(0,0) = {% a , az(—1,-1) = [g %} .

8 4 8 8

8
By Theorem [[L3] its basis vector function ¢ = [¢1,¢o]T € (€°(R?))? is a generalized Hermite
interpolant of type A and translation 7', where ¢, ¢ are piecewise linear functions given by ¢(0,0) =

$2(1/2,1/2) = 1, supp(¢1) = {(z,y)" € R® : [z +y[ <1, |v — y| <1} and supp(¢2) = [0, 1]*.
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