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A DISCRETE ADAPTED HIERARCHICAL BASIS SOLVER FOR RADIAL BAS IS
FUNCTION INTERPOLATION

JULIO E. CASTRILLON-CANDAS, JUN LI, AND VICTOR EIJKHOUT

ABSTRACT. In this paper we develop a discrete Hierarchical Basis (téBfficiently solve the Ra-
dial Basis Function (RBF) interpolation problem with véi& polynomial degree. The HB forms an
orthogonal set and is adapted to the kernel seed functiothanolacement of the interpolation nodes.
Moreover, this basis is orthogonal to a set of polynomialdaip given degree defined on the inter-
polating nodes. We are thus able to decouple the RBF intatipnl problem for any degree of the
polynomial interpolation and solve it in two steps: (1) Th@ymomial orthogonal RBF interpolation
problem is efficiently solved in the transformed HB basiswétGMRES iteration and a diagonal (or
block SSOR) preconditioner. (2) The residual is then ptefgonto an orthonormal polynomial basis.
We apply our approach on several test cases to study itdiefieess.

1. INTRODUCTION

The computational cost for extracting RBF representatizars be prohibitively expensive for
even a moderate amount of interpolation nodes. FadX-guoint interpolation problem using direct
methods it requireg’(N?) memory ands(N3) computational cost. Moreover, since many of the
most accurate RBFs have globally supported and increagimgls, this problem is often badly
conditioned and difficult to solve with iterative methods.this paper we develop a fast, stable and
memory efficient algorithm to solve the RBF interpolatiooipiem based on the construction of a
discrete HB.

Development of RBF interpolation algorithms has been widdlidied in scientific computing.
In general, current fast solvers are not yet optimal. Oneialrobservation of the RBF interpolation
problem is that it can be posed as a discrete form of an integration. This insight allows us to
extend the techniques originally introduced for integi@li@ions to the efficient solution of RBF
interpolation problems.

RBF interpolation has been studied for several decades9TT Duchon|[[2B] introduced one
of the most well known RBFs, the thin-plate spline. This RBFpopular in practice since it leads
to minimal energy interpolant between the interpolatiode®in 2D. In[[24] Franke studied the
approximation capabilities of a large class of RBFs and kated that the biharmonic spline and the
multiquadric give the best approximation. Furthermoregreestimates for RBF interpolation have
been developed by Schaback etal.l (5246, 47] and more tptsgrilarcowich et al.[[36].

RBFs are of much interest in the area of visualization anthation. They have found applica-
tions to point cloud reconstructions, denoising and répgiof meshes [13]. In general, they have
been used for the reconstruction of 3-D objects and deféomaf these objects [38]. For these ar-
eas of applications it is usually sufficient to consider zand linear-degree polynomials in the RBF
problems. However, other applications, such as Neural biétsvand classification [55], boundary
and finite element methods [21,122], require consideratfdrigher-degree polynomials.

More recently, the connection between RBF interpolati@aneralized Least Squares (GLSQ)
[45] and its extension to the Best Unbiased Linear Estim@atJE) problem has been established
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[37,[31[32]. If the covariance matrix of a GLSQ (and BLUE) lplem is described by a symmetric
kernel matrix of an RBF problem among other conditions, the problems become equivalent.
Although GLSQ is of high interest to the statistics commynéts shown by the high number of
citations of [45], the lack of fast solvers limits its apg@liton to small to medium size problems
[31,[32]. Moreover, many of these statistical problems imedigher than zero- and linear-degree
polynomial regression [54, 5B, 43,133,/ 34] 50]. By expla@tthe connection between GLSQ and
RBFs, we will be able to solve GLSQ using the fast solvers ligesl in the RBF and integral
equation communities.

For the BLUE Kriging estimator there is less need of higheeopolynomials. In many cases
qguadratic is sufficient for high accuracy estimation. Thadatic interpolant leads to much better
estimate than constant or linear. In addition[in [29] th#hatuuses second degree polynomial BLUE
for repairing surfaces.

Recently Gumerov et all_[27] developed a RBF solver with aléirsubspace method in con-
junction with a preconditioner constructed from Cardinaidtions. We note that this approach, to
our knowledge, is the state of the art for zero-degree iotatipn in R® with a biharmonic spline.
This makes it very useful for interpolation problems in cartgy graphics. On the other hand, its
application to regression problems such as GLSQ is limited.

A domain decomposition method was developed In [8] by Bea&tal. This method is a mod-
ification of the Von Neumann'’s alternating algorithm, whtre global solution is approximated by
iterating a series of local RBF interpolation problems.sliniethod is promising and has led to (cou-
pled with multi-pole expansion§)(Nlog(N)) computational cost for certain interpolation problems.

Although the method is very efficient and exhib@#§Nlog(N)) computational complexity, this
seems to be true for small to medium size problems (up to Bh@des inR3) with smooth data.
Beyond that range the computational cost increases queaihatis shown in[[B]. Other results for
non smooth data shows that the computational complexitpierarratic[[14]. Furthermore, in many
cases, it is not obvious how to pick the optimal domain decusitipn scheme.

An alternative approach was developed by Beatson et lalwfvikh is based on preconditioning
and coupled with GMRES iteratioris [44]. This approach setia the construction of a polynomial
orthogonal basis, similar to the HB approach in our papeis approach gives rise to a highly sparse
representation of the RBF interpolation matrix that can éeyeasily preconditioned by means of
a diagonal matrix. The new system of equations exhibits itmmchumber growth of no more than
0 (logN). The downside is that this basis is not complete. This is mmaéd by the introduction of
non decaying elements, but no guarantees on accuracy caade m

Our approach is based on posing the RBF interpolation pnobkea discretization of an integral
equation and applying preconditioning techniques. Thia@ach has many parallels with the work
developed by Beatson et al.|[7]. However, our approach weasloged from work done for fast
integral equation solvers.

Most of the work in the area of fast integral equation solfeas been restricted to the efficient
computation of matrix vector products as part of an iteessivcheme. For the Poisson kernel the much
celebrated multi-pole spherical harmonic expansionsléad fast summation algorithm that reduces
each matrix-vector multiplication t®(N) computational steps [26] 6]. This technique has been
extended to a class of polyharmonic splines and multiquadgi/19]. More recently L. Ying et al.
has developed multipole algorithms for a general class wfdts [56]. In contrast, the development
of optimal (or good) preconditioners for integral equasidras been more limited.

A unified approach for solving integral equations efficigmtbs introduced ir ]1,12,9]. A wavelet
basis was used for sparsifying the discretized operatoroadO(Nlogs(N)) entries of the dis-
cretization matrix are needed to achieve optimal asymptminvergence. The downside is that it
was limited to 1D problems.

In [17] a class of multiwavelets based on a generalizatioHiefarchical Basis (HB) functions
was introduced for sparsifying integral equations on conéil surface meshes &®. These wavelets
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are continuous, multi-dimensional, multi-resolution apétially adaptive. These constructions are
based on the work ohifting by Schroder and Swelderis [48] and lead to a class of adapteof HB
arbitrary polynomial degree. A similar approach was alseetteed in[51].

These constructions provide compression capabilitiesateindependent of the geometry and
require onlyO(N Iogﬁ'S(N)) entries to achieve optimal asymptotic convergence. Thassis true for
complex geometrical features with sharp edges. Moreadvisrbasis has a multi-resolution structure
that is related to the BPX schenie [39], making them an exudiasis to precondition integral and
partial differential equations. In [20] Heedene et al. dastte how to use this basis to build scale
decoupled stiffness matrices for partial differential aipns (PDES) over non uniform irregular
conformal meshes.

In this paper, we develop a discrete HB for solving isotrdRRF interpolation problems effi-
ciently. Our HB construction is adapted to the topology & ihterpolating nodes and the kernel.
This new basis decouples the polynomial interpolation ftbenRBF part, leading to a system of
equations that are easier to solve. With our sparse SSORBQ%r diagonal preconditioner, com-
bined with a fast summation method, the RBF interpolatiabfam can be solved efficiently.

Our contributions include a method with asymptotic comjijegosts similar to Gumerov et al
[27] for problems inR3. However, their approach is restricted to only constantele@®BF inter-
polation. Due to the decoupling of the polynomial interpiola, our approach is more flexible and
works well for higher degree polynomials. We show similauiés for the multiquadric RBFs iRS.

In contrast we did not observe multiquadric resultsHsrin [27] and to our knowledge this result
is not available. Note that the idea of decoupling the RBResysf equations from the polynomial
interpolation has also been proposed.in [49] and [8].

In the rest of Sectiofill we explicitly pose the RBF intergolatproblem. In Sectiofl2, we
construct an HB that is adapted to the interpolating nodddtamkernel seed function. In Sectidn 3
we demonstrate how the adapted HB is used to form a multitréso RBF matrix, which is used
to solve the interpolation problem efficiently. In sectidnwe show some numerical results of our
method. The interpolating nodes are randomly placed, nverdbe interpolating values themselves
contain random noise. We summarize our conclusions incsdBti

During the writing of this paper we became aware of the H-Ma&ipproach by Hackbusch
[10] applied to stochastic capacitance extraction [57]bfgm. In [11] the authors apply an H-
matrix approach to sparsify the kernel matrix arising fro®aussian process regression problem
to #(NlogN). In our paper, we apply HB to precondition the RBF systentcalgh we could also
use them to sparsify it. Instead, we use a fast summatioroapprto compute the matrix-vector
products.

1.1. Radial Basis Function Interpolation. In this section we pose the problem of RBF interpola-
tion for bounded functions defined @®. Although our exposition is only fdR3, the RBF problem
and our HB approach can be extended to any finite dimension.

Consider a functiorf (X) : R® — R in L. (R%) and its evaluation on a set of user-specified sam-
pling of distinct nodeX := {Xi,...,Xn} C RS, whereX = [X1,X2, %3], unisolvent with respect to all
polynomials of degree at most We are interested in constructing approximation$ ) of the
form

N
0= 3 g+ 3 uliKE)
i= =

whereK : R3x R® - R, u€ RN,c € RM™ andP := {q1(X),...,0wm (X)} is a basis for?™(R3),
i.e. the set of all polynomials of total degree at mosin R* (Note thatM(m) is the number of
polynomials that form a basis fo#™(R?) i.e. M(m) = <m§3) ). This interpolant must satisfy the

following condition
S®)=f(%), j=1...N,



4 JULIO E. CASTRILLON-CANDAS, JUN LI, AND VICTOR EIJKHOUT

for all X in X. Moreover, to ensure the interpolation is unique we adddleving constraint
N .

1) > uljla(xj) =0,
=1

for all polynomialsq(X) of degree at mosh. Now, sinceM(m) is the minimum amount of nodes
needed to solve the polynomial problem, we need at astM(m) RBF centers. The interpolation
problem can be rewritten in matrix format as

(5 9)(1)-(3)

whereK; j = K(%;,Xj) with i = 1...N andj = 1...N; d € RN such that; = f(%;); c € RM(M; and
Qij =qj(%) withi=1...N, j=1...M(m). Denote the columns of Q 4y,...,qQum)]. Thisis
the general form of the RBF interpolation isotropic probleffe properties of this approximation
mostly depend on the seed functilii,y). An example of a well known isotropic kernel R® is
the biharmonic spline

) K(Y,Yj)ZZK(R—YJDZ’Y—YJ‘.

This is a popular kernel due to the optimal smoothness ofrttezpolant([8]. This kernel has been
successfully applied in point cloud reconstructions, dgng and repairing of meshes [13]. More
recently, there has been interest in extensions to anfgotkernels([15, 16], i.e.

K(%%5) = K ([T (R=%))])

whereT; is a 3x 3 matrix. The stabilization method introduced in this pagser be extended to solv-
ing efficiently the RBF problem with spatially varying ketseBy using the sparsification properties
of the adapted HB a sparse representation of the spatialymggRBF matrix can be constructed in
optimal time. However, in this paper we restrict the analysiisotropic kernels ifR3, i.e. T =al
wherea > 0.

One aspect of RBF interpolation is the invertibility of thetmx in Equation[(R). In[[35] it is
shown that the interpolation problef (2) has a unique swiufiwe assume that the interpolating
nodes inX are unisolvent with respect t&?™(R?3) and the continuous kernelssrictly conditionally
positive (or negative) definit@efore we give the definition, we provide some notation.

Definition 1. Suppose that X- R? is a set of interpolating nodes ar(@j1(X), 02(X), - .., twm (X)}
is a basis for#™M(R3), then we use?™(X) to denote the column space of Q.

We now assume the kernel matKxsatisfies the following assumption.
Definition 2. We say that the symmetric functior{-K) : RN x RN — R is strictly conditionally

positive definite of degree | if for all setsXR? of distinct nodes

N
VIKv="5 WviK(%,%) >0,
i,]=1

for all v € RN such that vl #'(X) and v# 0. Alternatively, under the same assumptioné, ¥ :
RN x RN — R is strictly conditionally negative definite if

VKv <0,
for all v € RN such that vl 2! (X).

The invertibility of the RBF interpolation problem can bepen by the basis construction devel-
oped in this paper. Although this is not necessary, it dossingights on how to construct a basis
that can solve the RBF Problef (2) efficiently.



A DISCRETE ADAPTED HIERARCHICAL BASIS SOLVER FOR RADIAL BASS FUNCTION INTERPOLATION 5

1.2. Decoupling of the RBF interpolation problem. Suppose there exists a matfix RN-"M —
RN, whereM := dim(22™(X)), such thaf " annihilates any vectarc 2™(X) (i.e. Tf'v=0 We
P™M(X)). Furthermore, suppose there exists a second miatri®™ — RN such that the combined
matrix P := [L T]is orthonormal such th&"™ : RN — RN mapsRN onto

ZT(X) e W,
whereW := (2M(X))*. Suppose that € 2M(X)*, thenu = Twfor somew € RN-M. Problem[(2)
can now be re-written as
THKTw+THQc=T"d.
However, since the columns @belong in#?™M(X) then
(4) THKTw=THd.

From Definition(2 and the orthonormality & we conclude thatv can be solved uniquely. The
second step is to solve the equatidhQc = L"d — LHKTw. From the unisolvent property of the
nodes X the matrixQ has rankdim(2™(R?)), moreoverL also has ranklim( 2™(R?)), thusL"Q
has full rank and it is invertible.

Although proving the existence & and hence the uniqueness of the RBF problem is an interest-
ing exercise, there are more practical implications to thestruction ofP. First, the coupling of)
andK can lead to a system of ill-conditioned equations dependinthe scale of the domain![8].
The decoupling property of the transfofleads to a scale independent problem, thus correcting
this source of ill-conditioning. But more importantly, wecus on the structure afHKT and how
to exploit it to solve the RBF interpolation problef (2) effistly. The key idea is the ability oF"
to vanish discrete polynomial moments and its effect on th&imK (-, -). We shall now restrict our

attention to Kernels that satisfy the following assumption
001,02,03

Assumption 1. Let Df := o295 and similarly for I:f we assume that
1 2 3

C

app __c
DiDyKXY) < gjararr

wherea = (a1, a2,a3) € Z3, |a| = a1+ az + a3, and g€ Z. In addition, we assume that(K -) and
K(-,y) are analytic everywhere except foE y.

This assumption is satisfied by many practical kernels, siscmultiquadrics and polyharmonic
splines|[24] 8].

2. ADAPTED DISCRETEHIERARCHICAL BASIS CONSTRUCTIONS

In this section we show how to construct a class of discretett® is adapted to the kernel
functionK(-,-) and to the local interpolating nodes (or interpolating re)dmntained inX. The
objective is to solve RBF interpolation Problelm (2) efficlgnThe HB method will be divided into
the following parts:

e Multi-resolution domain decomposition. The first part is in essence a preprocessing step
to build cubes at different levels of resolution as placedba for the interpolation nodes
belonging toX.

e Adapted discrete HB construction. From the multi-resolution domain decomposition of
the interpolating nodes M, an adapted multi-resolution basis is constructed thah#dates
any polynomial inZ2P(X), wherep € Z* andp > m. p will be in essence the degree of the
Hierarchical Basis, which is not to be confused with

¢ GMRES iterations with fast summation method. With the adapted HB a multi-resolution
RBF interpolation matrix is implicitly obtained throughast summation method and solved
iteratively with a GMRES algorithm and an SSOR or diagonatpnditioner.
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2.1. Multi-resolution Domain Decomposition. Without loss of generality, it is assumed that the
interpolating nodes iX are contained in a culi := [0, 1]%. The next step is to form a series of level
dependent cubes that serve as place holders for the irééingphodes at each level of resolution.

The basic algorithm is to subdivide the cuB into eight cubes ifiBJ| > M(p), where|Bj|
denotes the total number of interpolating nodes containeda cubeB‘j(. Subsequently, each cube
By is sub-divided if B}| > M(p) until there are at mos¥l(p) interpolating nodes at the finest level.
The algorithm is explained more in detail in the followingepslo-code:

Input: X := {X1,%,...,Xn }, M(p)

Output: B} Yk € {#(0),...,.# (n)},n

begin
pre-processing;
j < 0;B3« [0,1]3 7 (0) + {0};
main;
while [B}| > M(p) for any k € #(j) do

H(j+1)«0;

for k< Oto |7 (j)| do

forming By ... Bl ls A (j+1) < ¢ (j+1) U7,_o 8K+ W,
end
je i+,

end
n< j
end

Algorithm 1: Multi-resolution Domain Decomposition
Remark 1. ¢ (j) is an index set for all the cubes at level j. We u#é( )| to denote the cardinality
of #(j).

Remark 2. Finding the distance between any two boxes can be performe&@(n+ 1)) computa-
tional steps by applying an octree algorithm. ThereforeNhati-resolution Domain Decomposition
algorithm can be performed i (N(n+ 1)) computational steps. This can be easily seen since the
maximum number of boxes at any level j is bounded by N andithartal of 4 1 levels.

Before describing the construction of the adapted dis¢#8tewe introduce some more notations
to facilitate our discussion.

Definition 3. Let #; be the set of all the cubeﬁl< Bt level j that contain at least one interpolating
center from X.

Definition 4. LetC :={ey,...,ex}, where ¢i] =1 and g[j] = 0if i # j. Furthermore, define the
bijective mapping f: C — X suchthat j(g) =X, fori=1...Nand j:C — Z* s.t. Ry(e) =1.
Now, for each cube Be %, at the finest level n, let

By :={e | Fp(e) € By}

andforalll=1,....n—1

Bi:={e | Fp(a) € By}
Definition 5. Let%h := Uke# (n) B-

Definiti(_)n 6. Forall j=0,....n—1, let chiIdr_er(Blj() be the collection of nonempty subdivided
cubes B! € %, 4, for some le N, of the cube 3

Definition 7. For every non emptyﬂflet the set parer(Bb = {Bljf1 €A1 | BH( € children(Blj’l)}.
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2.2. Basis Construction. From the output of the multi-resolution decomposition Aigam [ we
can now build an adapted discrete HB that annihilates anynpohial in 2P(X). To construct
such a basis, we apply tlstable completioffil2] procedure. This approach was followed/[inl[17].
However, the basis is further orthogonalized by using a firemtliSingular Value Decomposition
(SVD) orthonormalization approach introduced/inl[51].

Supposes,...,Vs are a set of orthonormal vectorsiY, wherese Z*, a new basis is constructed

such that
S

S
@ = Z\Ci’j\/i’ i=1...a = Zldi’jvi’ j=a+1,...,s
A &

|
wherec; j, dij € R and for somea € Z*. We desire that the new discrete HB vectpy to be
orthogonal taZP(X), i.e.

N

(5) S kK

k=1

0,

for all r € Z2P(X). Notice that the summation and the vectoendy; are in the same order as the
entries of the set X.

Due to the orthonormality of the bas{s;}?_, this implies that Equatiori]5) is satisfied if the
vector[d; 1,...,d; s] belongs to the null space of the matrix

Msp = Qva

where the columns @ are a basis foZP(X) (i.e. all the polynomial moments) alt= [v1, vz, ..., Vs].
(Notice that the order of the summation is done with respethé set X). Suppose that the matrix
Ms p is a ranka matrix and leUs ,Ds pVs p be the SVD decomposition. We then pick

Co1 .- Caa daJrl’l .. ds,l

Co2 .- Ca2|Gay12 ... ds2 u
(6) A L =Vip,

Cos --- Cas|0Oat1s ... Oss

where the columna+1, ...,sform an orthonormal basis of the nullspadé(Ms ). Similarly, the
columns 1...,aform an orthonormal basis &"\.#"(Msp).

Remark 3. If {vy,...,vs} is orthonormal, then new bas{sp, ..., @, WYai1,..., Ys} is orthonormal,
and spans the same space as sfpan .., vs}. This is due to the orthonormality of the matrixy/

Remark 4. If s is larger than the total number of vanishing momentsnthi , is guaranteed to
have a nullspace of at least rank-sM(p), i.e. there exist at least-s M(p) orthonormal vectors
{ys} that satisfy Equatioh]5.

2.3. Finest Level. We can now build an orthonormal multi-resolution basis strichoose a priori
the degree of momentsand start at the finest leval The next step is to progressively build the
adapted HB as the levels are traversed.
At the finest leveh, for each cub®} € ¢, letv; := g for all g € By. As described in the previous
section, the objective is to build new functions
S

S
@ = ch,i,l,kvi; =18k U = Zdn,i,l,kVi; | =ank+1,....s
2 2

such that Equatio[5) is satisfied.
The first step is to form the matrMQ’g := Q"V, where the columns d are a basis fog?P(X).
Notice that since[w] = 0 forw # i ande € B, then only|Bf| columns ofQ" are needed to form

the matrixMQ"p‘ and the rest can be thrown away since they multiply with zero.
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The next step is to apply the SVD procedure such M&f — USSDIRVEX. The coefficients

Cn,i,jk @nddn j kx are then obtained from the rows‘asjfbk anday k := rankMs p.
n n n i i n n imi

Now,_for eactBy € #" denoteCy! as the collection of basis vectofig s, ..., ¢, }» and similarly
denoteDy, as the collection of basis vectofgyl, . 1,.-, Ycs} Furthermore, we define treetail
subspace

W = spar‘{wganvkﬂ, e, L[J|25}
and theaveragesubspace
V= spar{qqzl,...,(g?yan‘k}.
By collecting the transformed vectors from all the cubegjinwe form the subspaces
VM= e mV™, W= Bye g (W™,

whered is a direct sum and¢ (i) := {k | B} € #'}.
Remark 5. We first observe thakN = V" & W" &V, whereV, is the span of all the unit vectors
contained in{{BL}ke%m}[‘;ll. This is true since the number of interpolating nodes is etual
andRN = span{e;,e,...,en}.
Remark 6. It is possible that \ = 0 for some particular cube B This will be the case if the
cardinality of B is less or equal to Np) i.e. the dimension of the nullspace of Ms zero. However,

this will not be a problem. As we shall see in secfion 2.4, the set of HB are built from the vectors
in G and its siblings.

Lemma 1. The basis vectors of'Vand W' form an orthonormal set.

Proof. First notice that sinc8['NBf = 0 whenevek # | thenv™ L v™ wnk | wh andvnk L
WM. The result follows from the fact that the row& form an orthonormal set. O
Itis clear that theletail subspac®/" L F7P(X), but theaveragesubspac®" is not. However, we

can still perform the SVD procedure to further decompg8e To this end we need to accumulate

theaveragebasis vectors 0f " and all the unit basis vectors {YBE;;lg(n,l)}- For eaCI"BE*1 € PBn_1

identify the setchildren(Bl~1). Form the seBl ! := {C" | B € children(B{~1)}. If BY* has no

children therBE’1 = Eﬂ’l. We can now apply the SVD procedure on each set of averagerseiat
-1

By .

2.4. Intermediate Level. Suppose we have the collection of sBisfor all k € .# (i). For eachB},

perform the matrix decompositiovis'y = UsKDg¥Vys for all v € Bl From the matri/ys obtain the

decomposition

S S
=Y GgaVys T=1 a8 Y=Y dijiwy, I=agk+1....s
=1 =1

where the coefficients ;| x andd, ;| x are obtained from the rows vgr'j in (6) anda; i := rankl\/lisjﬁ.
Then we form the subspaces

M = Spar{d’llgai?wrla RN LIJII(,S}a Vll = Spar{(d(,la SRR (qlgai‘k}a
and _ _ _ _

V' i= @re i) VI, W= @y WH.

Itis easy to see that' "> = V'@ W' &V, , whereV is the span of all the unit vectors contained in
{{Blk}ke%/“)}izl. The basis vectors are collected into two groups:
Definition 8. For each B € %' that have children let the sets, fosi0,...,n—1,C}, := {@,17 e ‘Ri,a,- S

and D_Ik = { Lp|i(’an$k+]_; ey Lp|l(‘s}
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Just as for the finest I_evel case, we can fur_ther decgnmbs‘ﬁ) this end, _for eacBLfl e Bi1
identify the sethildren(B, %) and form the seB| * := {C| | Bl € children(B, %)}. If B, ! has no
children therB} 1 = Bl .

2.5. Coarse Level. It is clear that when the iteration reaché%the basis function no longer anni-
hilates polynomials of degrge However, a new basis can be obtained that can vanish poiaeom
of degream.

Recall that for the RBF interpolation problem with polyn@atdegreem it is imposed thati L
PM(X). If p=mthen itis clear that € W@ ...W" and RBF problem decouples as shown in
Sectiorl. However, ip > mthenu € (22P(X)\2™(X)) @W°& .. .W" and the RBF problem does
not decouple. It is then of interest to find an orthonormaldbts Z2P(X)\ 2™(X). This can be
easily achieved. Let the columns of the maffhbe a basis for?P(X), where each functiog;(x)
corresponds to thi' moment. Now, the firs1(m) columns correspond to a basis f&™(X). Thus
an orthonormal basis fa#?P(X)\ #™(X) is easily achieved by applying the Gram-Schmidt process.

Alternatively the matrixMo m can now be formed by applying the SVD decomposition and abasi
that annihilates all polynomial of degreeor lower is obtained. The matri®) can now be replaced
with the matrix[C, %, Dy 2], where the columns dE,* form an orthonormal basis fo#™(X) and
D, is an orthonormal basis fo#P(X)\ 2™(X).

The complete algorithm to decompdR¥ into a multi-resolution basis with respect to the inter-
polating node is described in Algorithms 2 and 3.

Input: Finest leveh; Degree of RBAM, B} Yk € 7 (j), j = —1...n; Bivk € ¢ (n);

{{éL}ke%/(U}ln:l; Degree of vanishing momengs> m; X.

Output: {C,*,D,?,D3,DY,...,DF}

main;

for j« ntolstep—1do
for k< 1to |#(j—1)| do

| Bl '«0
end
for k< 1to |[#'(j)| do _ _
{D}, C}} + PolyOrthoB}, p); U « parentB)) ;
forall the B/ ' € U do
Bl sl tuch

end

forall B) '€ %, 1 let B 1 =8]""%
end
end
{Dg*, Cy1}  PolyOrtho@3,m);

Algorithm 2: Adapted Discrete HB Construction

Lemma 2.
RN =VoaW%e...W" =span(C,*,D,*,D3,D3,...,D}}.
for j =0...nand for all ke .7 (j)

Proof. The result follows from Remaifl 5 and thatis decomposed intd' -2 W 1@ Vi_4 for all
i=1...n O

Remark 7. When Algorithni2 terminates at levekiO, there will be M p) orthonormal vectors that
spanZ?P(X).
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Remark 8. At the finest level n, the number of vectors in each m&tfixorresponding td} is
bounded by Nip). Now, for eactB}* there are at mos8M(p) vectors from the children a8} 2.
From the procedure for the baS|s construction in secfion fBr2each By~ ! there are at at most
M(p) vectors inCy. Furthermore, there are no more th@W(p) vectors |nDn formed. The same
conclusion follows for eacBL, for all levels i=0,...,n.

Input: BJ, Degree of vanishing momept
Output: D’,Ck
ckerz), ,Dje(l)se|B| Vo [va,...,Vg); SpeQHv
UdF DLE, VI « svDMLE);  ajx « rank of DLF;
forleltoajkdo _ o
‘ @) i Ciitkvii G (G @l
end
forlea,kJrltosdo . o
‘ Wy < 31y kVi; 5&“[5@4’4,|]?
end
Algorithm 3: PonOrthoBﬂ(,p)

Definition 9. For anyBl, ke # (i), i=0, ...n, let|B}| be the number of vectors B}..
Theorem 1. The complexity cost for Algorith 2 is bounded®gNn).

Proof. Suppose we start at the finest lemelNow, for each box irBy, the vectorss € BY have at
most one non-zero entry. This implies that the maiiks — QHV, Q" is aM(p) x |B| matrix and
V is at most gBy| x |By| matrix. Then the total cost to computiMﬁ"ﬁ for all k € ¢ (n) is bounded
by
C S [BYPM(p)
ke (n)

for someC > 0. Now since|Uyc » ) Bi| = N and|B}| is at mostM(p) Vk € .# (n), then the cost for
computlng:Q andDQ, vk e 22 (n), is at mostZ'(N).

At level n— 1, from RemarkB we see that there are at mda{8 vectors in eachE’1 vk e
J (n—1). Forming the the matritey™* = QHV, Q" is at mostM(p) x [BI 1| andV is at most
By Y x [BRt|. Now, since|Uxc »n-1)By | = N it follows that the cost for computmg’ln Lk
vk e #(n—1), is at most?(N). Furthermore, we have from Remdrk 8 thBf 2| < 8M(p),
vke #(n-2).

Since for each levdl \ukey Bk\ N, then the total cost of computlﬂggp, vk e (i), is at
most&'(N) and|B' 1 < 8M(p), Yk € # (i — 1). The result follows. O

2.6. Properties. The adapted HB construction has some interesting propertie particular, the
spaceRN can be decomposed in a series of nested subspaces thathagoow! to7P(X) and the
basis forms an orthonormal set. As a side benefit, this sefiegsted subspaces can be used to
prove the uniqueness of the RBF interpolation problem. @wgortant property of the adapted HB
is presented in the following lemma.

Lemma 3. The basis of R described by the vectors ¢€,%,D;%, DY, DY,...,D}, j = 0...n,
ke . (j) form an orthonormal set.

Proof. We prove this by a simple induction argument. Assume thdefali the set of vector$B }
are orthonormal. Since the rows of the‘szeg are orthonormal anB' NB! = 0 whenevet #k, then
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it follows that the vectorwke%(i){d‘(, D} } form an orthonormal basis. The result then follows from
Lemmd1. O

Definition 10. Given a set of unisolvenlinte_rpola_ting_node{_)([R3 with respect toZP(R?), we
form the matrix P from the basis vectoi€, *,Dy %, DS, DY,..., Di}.

From Lemmag]2 arld 3 the matfxhas the following properties
(1) If ve 2P(X) thenPHv hasdim(C§) non-zero entries.
(2) PPH =PHP=1.

3. MULTI-RESOLUTIONRBF REPRESENTATION

The HB we constructed above is adapted to the kernel andthé&do of the interpolation nodes.
It also satisfies the vanishing moment property. The coostmu of such an HB leads to several
important consequences. First, we can use the basis to fhr@egistence of a unique solution of the
RBF problem, but more importantly, this basis can be usedlteeghe RBF problem efficiently.

As the reader might recall from sectibn11.1, the constractibthe adapted HB decouples the
polynomial interpolant from the RBF functions if the degodéhe vanishing momentgs is equal to
the degree of the RBF polynomial interpolamt This simple result can be extendegif> m.

Theorem 2. Suppose X is unisolvent with respecf® and u solves the interpolation problem of
equation [(2) uniquely, where 1 #?™(X) and the kernel satisfies Definitioth 2. If the number of
vanishing moments p m then

H H H
7 CﬁKCL CﬁKT s\ _ Cﬁd 7

T"KC, T"KT w Td
for some s= RM-© and we RN-M, where T:= [Dg, D9, ...,D}], C, = D, * and O= dim(2™M(X)).
Moreover, u=C, s+ Tw.

Proof. Sinceu € (22P(X)\2™(X)) W°%q...W", thenu = C, s+ Twfor somes € RM~0 andw ¢
RY-M whereO = dim(#™(X)). Replacingu into @), pre-multiplying by[C! TH]* and recalling
thatC,,T L £™M(X) the result follows. O

Onceu is found,c is easily obtained by solving the set of equatibh®Qc = L™ (d — Ku), where
LHQ e RM(P)>xM(p),

There are two ways we can solve this, sihcandQ span the same space and have full column
rank, therL"Q is invertible and

c=(L"Q)"1LH (d—Ku).

Alternatively, we can define the interpolation problem imis of the basis vectors indirectly i.e.
Q:=L, which leads to

c=L"(d-Ku).
For the rest of this section we describe the algorithms fbuisg the previous system of equations.
The entries of the matrix " "

Ky = < CﬁKCL CﬁKT >
TOKC, TKT

are formed from all the pairwise matching of any two vectgys, ¢, from the setz := {D,*,DY,D%,...,
Dy}. The entries oKy take the form

®) S S S Y K(Fplea),Fo(en)) WhmlFa(ea) 4 g[Fa(en)],

keZ (n) K €7 (n) ea€B} €BY,

Notice that the summation is over all the vectegss.t. o = 1,...,N. However, the entries ap ,
are mostly zeros, thus in practice the summation is ovehalhbn-zero terms.
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Continuing with the same notation, the entriesigf:= T d have the form

> > WL,m[Fq(ea)]f(Fp(ea))-

ke.Z (n) ea€By

Sincew = Puandu L Z?P(X), then entries ofv have the form

> WYim[Fa(€a)|U[Fg(€a)], Yihm € 2.
ke.Z (n) ea€B}

Itis clear that from the se¥ the matrixKy is ordered such that the entries of any rowkef sums
over the same vectap, € 2. In Figure[3 a block decomposition of the matKy, is shown. One

K Ko wh dn,

K\?\;n K\?v’o e d?,

FIGURE 1. Organization of the linear systeiigyw = d. The block matriceKJ,{,
consist of all the summations in Equatidn 8, for @l . t,uﬂg € 2 that belong to

leveli andj. The vectorsj\i,\, correspond to all inner products (ﬂL‘m € 9 atlevel
i. Similarly forw, wherew = Tu. '

interesting observation of the matiy is that most of the information of the matrix is contained in
a few entries. Indeed, for integral equations it can be shbatan adapted HB discretization matrix
requires only?’(Nlog(N)3®) entries to achieve optimal asymptotic convergence [17is ihs been
the approach that was followed behind the idea of wavelesgijgation of integral equations|[9] 1,
2,[17]3/ 40, 41].

However, it is not necessary to compute the entrieKpffor efficiently inverting the matrix,
but instead weonly have to compute matrix vector products of the submatri(;ﬁsin O(N) or
¢ (Nlog(N)) computational steps.

3.1. Preconditioner. One key observation of the matri§y is that each of the blocKs; is well
conditioned. Our experiments indicate that this is the eass for non uniform placement of the
nodes. We propose to use two kinds of preconditioners on ¢bceupled RBF problem: a block
SSOR and a diagonal preconditioner based on the multitrésnlmatrix Ky. The block SSOR
multi-resolution preconditioner shows better iterati@ucts and is a novel approach to precondi-
tioning. However, in practice, the simplicity of the diagdpreconditioner makes it easier to code
and is faster per iteration count for the size of problemsliictvwe are interested.

The preconditioner on the decoupled RBF takes the form ofath@ving problem:

9 P~ tkww = P~ tdw,
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whereKy — Lw + Dw + LI}, and

0 O 0 o0 K> 0 0 0

Kpo 0 0 0 0 Kgt 0 O
lw=1| . . and Dw = ,

: . 0 0 0 0 . 0

Kal ... Kyt oo 0 0 0 Ky

The block preconditioner is constructedras: (Lw + Dw)Dy/t (LY, + Dw).

We can solve this system of equations with a restarted GMRESIINRES since the matrices
are symmetric) iteratio [44]. To compute each iteratiditietly we need each of the matrix vector
products of the blockK\',;,J to be computed with a fast summation method. We have the etudic
either computing each block as matrix-vector products feofast summation directly, or a sparse
preconditioner that can be built and stored.

3.1.1. Fast Summationlt is not necessary to compute the matikiy directly, but to employ ap-
proximation methods to compute matrix-vector produGtsy efficiently. To such end we make
the following assumption.

Assumption 2. Letys,¥a, ..., N, €R3, ¢1,C,... Ny €R, Rer i=spar( K(x, Y1), K(x,¥2) ..., K(x, I\ ),
and T=span{¢, @, ..., ¢}, for some set of linearly independent functignse, ..., @. We are
interested in the evaluation of the RBF map

Ny
(0(21 VL e ale) = .ZCiK(Xayi)v
=
wherex € R3. Suppose there exists a transformatiopfx; i, ..., Y, )) : Rer — T with &(N;)
computational and storage cost. Moreover, any successateiation of H@(X;y1,...,¥n;)) can be
performed on the basis functions of Tdt{1) operations and

Bl
(o) - ()| <cFA(1) ,

a
wheref € Z7 is the order of the fast summation method,:/{i'\':l1 Ici|, Ge >0and a> 1.

There exist several methods that satisfy, or nearly sa#isfsumptiod 2. In particular we refer to
those based on multi-pole expansions and the Non-equitiissest Fourier Transform|[6, 42,156].

The system of equationis|(9) can now be solved using an inmkoater iteration procedure. For
the outer loop a GMRES algorithm is used, where the seardongeare based on the matix !
Kw.

The inner loop consists of computing efficiently the matrector product®1Kw ayw, for some
vectoraw € RN . This computation is broken down into two steps: o
Step OneTo compute efficientiKy aw for each matrix vector produtt‘t\",\',J a\}\,, we fix L,Ufﬁm from
Equation[(B) and then transform the map '

Y 3 K o)W glFalFy (5b))a,

w|jg€Dj VheX

for all the vector&ﬂlj‘g € DI, into a new basiiqbl, ®,..., (Zb}. The computational cost for this pro-
cedure isf’(Ny), whereN; corresponds to the number of non-zero entries otpééle DI. Since the
computational cost for evaluating the new basis on any pQigtX is (1), then the total cost for
calculating each row df'\,\,’ a\}v is 0(N1+ Np), whereN; is equal to all the non-zero entriescplt,m.
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Now, since for eaclj =0,...,n, ‘Uke%mBﬂ( < N, thenN; is bounded bYCN for someC > 0.
For the same reasadw, is also bounded bZN. This implies that the total cost for evaluating the
matrix vector productwaw is & ((n+ 1)2N).

Step Twa The computation oP~ 18y, whereBy := Kwaw is broken up into three stages. First, let
wv = (Lw -+ Dw)~*Bw, then
Ke' 0 ... 0 W 8L

K&/,l K\%}z : K%/ szv
. 0 :

: . 0 . .
n1 nn—1 n,n n
KU KDL K K B
Since(Lw + Dw) has a block triangular from, we can solve the inverse-magotor product with

a back substitution scheme. Suppose that we have fghnd., ml, then it is easy to see from the
triangular structure ofLw + Dw) that

) - . i-1
Y = (Ky) "oy — kZlKM]'

The cost for evaluating this matrix vector product with & fasmmation method i&'((n+ 1)°N +
k(n+1)N). The last term comes from the block matriceig, which are inverted indirectly with
k Conjugate Gradient (CG) iterationis [28,] 25]. In Secfion 4 skhew numerical evidence thit
converges rapidly for large numbers of interpolating nodes

The second matrix vector produai,:= Dwyy is evaluated ing(N) using a fast summation
method. Finally the last matrix vector prodyet:= (L}, + Dw)~*nw can be solved inZ((n+
1)?N + knN) by again using a back substitution scheme.

Remark 9. For many practical distributions of the interpolating nadie the set X, the number of
refinement levels # 1 is bounded by dogN [6]. For these types of distributions the total cost for
evaluating B 'Kwaw is ¢(Nlog?N) assuming k is bounded.

This approach is best for large scale problems where memengrhes an issue and for large
vanishing moments. For small to medium size problems theklslkﬁ\',;} can be computed in sparse
form and then stored for repeated use.

3.1.2. Sparse Preconditionerdn this section we show how to produce two types of sparseoprec
ditioners by leveraging the ability of HB to produce compagresentations of the discrete operator
matrices. _ N

The key idea is to produce a sparsified maRigf P from the entries of the bIoclds\',;,‘. This is
done by choosing an appropriate strategy that decides venitfes to keep, and which ones not to

compute. 3
~Although it is possible to construct an accurate approxmonaof P andKy for all the blocks
K\',\,J (i,j = 0...n), the computational bottleneck lies in computing the matggtor products with

(Ky) L. Thus it is sufficient to compute the sparse diagonal bloék&a The off-diagonal blocks
are computed using the fast summation method describedtiosg&.1.1.

Definition 11. For every vectowf(’m € 2 and the associated support boX B %, define the setl],
to be the union of B and all boxes in#; that share a face, edge or corner witk'Be. the set of all
adjacent boxes.

To produce the sparse matri%<we_ execute the following strategy: For each entry(w corre-
sponding to the adapted HB vectags,, t,u|"g € 2, we only compute this entry if

(10) dist(Lj, L) := nf IL(R) — Li (D 1,r3) < Tid,
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wheret; € R" for i = 0...n. For an appropriate distance criterisn we can produce a highly
sparse matrnKW that is close thW (and respectivelf) in a matrix 2-norm sense.

Definition 12. The distance criterior; j is set to
(12) Tj .= 2n7i7

With this distance criterion it is now possible to computgarse representation of the diagonal
blocks ofKy. It is not hard to show that for kernels that satisfy Assummpfl the decay of the
entries of the matriXy is dependent on the distance between the respective blndk&i@ number
of vanishing moments. Ip is chosen sufficiently large (for a biharmorpc= 3 is sufficient), the
entries ofky decay polynomially fast, which leads to a good approxinrety .

Under this sparsification strategy, it can be shown &y — Kw||2 decays exponentially fast
as a function of the degree of vanishing momemsith only ¢ (Nr?) entries inKy. The accuracy
results have been derived in more detail in an upcoming papeare writing for anisotropic spatially
varying RBF interpolatiorn [18].

Lemma 4. LetN(A) : RN*N — R+ be the number of non-zero entries for the matrix A, then we ha
(12) N(Ky) < 8M(p)7°N

Proof. First, identify the b0>L}(,m that embedzzjjli(,m and the distance criterian; associated with that
box. Now, the number of vectorﬁi 9 and corresponding embeddihigg that intersect the boundary

traced byt is equal to(2-'3+ 21 4+ 271t1)3 /271 < 230178 — 78 (as shown in Figurl2). From
Remark 8 there are at modti8p) HB vectors per cube. The result follows. O

To compute the block diagonal entries@(}, fori=0,...,nin &(NlogN) computational steps,
we employ a strategy similar to the fast summation strataggectio 3.1J1. For each row ﬁf,v'
locate the corresponding H, ,,, from Equation[(8) and transform the map

(13) S Y S K(Fp(X)WimlFa(ea)]
ke Z (MK e (n )eaeB”

into an approximatios(X, wf(‘m) : Z, 1C; ""@ by applying a fast summation method that satisfies
Assumptio 2. Any entry of the forra(l,ukym, l,Ul yg) can be computed by sampliig(X) at locations
corresponding to the non-zero entries@fg, and the sampled values can be used to multiply and
sum through the non-zero valuescm“fg.

Theorem 3. Each bIockKJ,;,i is computed in at mog?(N) steps.

Proof. The cost for computing the basis @{X) corresponding tapli(‘m is at mostﬁ(NLm), where
Ni, is the number of non zeros afj . Now, since|Uge (B} < N the cost of computing
G(X, Yy m) for all the vectorsyy ., at leveli is 2y el ke i) Ngm = O(N).

For each row mz\',\} from Lemmd# there is at mosMg p)7° entries. This implies that for each
vectoerli(‘m we need only’(1) evaluations of5(X, L,uli(‘m) to compute a row df\',\} Now, if we sum up
the cost of evaluating(X, Y, ,,) for all the rows then the total cost for evaluatiRly is (N). O

Remark 10. For each entry mz\',\} the corresponding basis vectay:ﬁ‘m, L,Uljlg can be found ir?’(n)

computational steps. This is easily achieved by sortingstteof cubes{Bf}mx,sz,_,,n with an
octree structure, i.e. a parent-child sorting.
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Yim
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FIGURE 2. Distance criterion cut-off boundary for the cutig corresponding to
all the vectorgjy, ., € D},. Assumej >i andh = 2"1, and each cubB, is evenly

divided byBlj. With this i_n mind, the cut-off c;riterion traces a cube ofgém 27
plus the side length of/. For any vectony/; such that/ crosses the cut-off

boundary, we compute the corresponding entries in the méﬁl

Remark 11. Note that further improvements in computation can be donelserving thau/Jf(m

is a linear combination of the vectorpﬂgl € V-1, Thus equation{13) can be written as a linear
combination of

(14) S Y Y KEFplea)d, Felea)]
ke (n)K €7 (n) ea€BY

If two vectorS(,Uli(‘m and ‘»L’L.m( are in the same cube then it is sufficient to compute equadi@ndnce
and apply the coefficients computed in the constructionegtitire HB. In addition, if two vectors
Y @nd Yy, ., share the same vectqy , € V=1, the same procedure can be applied. In our results
in Sectior .t we apply this scheme to compute the SSOR anchdidgocks.

Remark 12. As our results show a very simple, but effective, diagonat@nditioner can be built
from the blocks of {§. In particular

Ky 0 ... 0
0 K3 - :
0 O

0 0 0 K

This preconditioner is also much easier to construct in it
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FIGURE 3. (a) Test Case #1 Cube RBF interpolating setinterpolating set with

a thousand nodes with orthographic views. The colorbacatds the height (z-
axis) of the interpolating nodegh) Test Case #2 V-plane RBF interpolating set

with one thousand nodes.
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4. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section we apply the multi-resolution method depelbin sectiofl3 to RBF interpolation
problems. These will be of different sizes and polynomialess for the biharmonic, multiquadric
and inverse multiquadric function kernel R®. These kernels can be written in a common form
K(r) := (r?+62)!/2, wherer :=|x|, & € R andl € Z. The distribution of the nodes X are separated
into two cases.

Test Case 1We test our method on several sets of randomly generategpaiéting nodes in the
unit cube inR® as shown in FigurE]3. The sets of interpolating nofés ..., X} vary from 1000
to 512,000 nodes. Each set of interpolating nodes is a sabaat other set with bigger cardinality,
i.e., X C Xi+1. The function values on each node are also groupedergets{bs,...,be} with
randomly chosen values and satisfy disa by ;.

Test Case 2For this second test we apply a projection of the data nodesrgeed inTest Case 1
onto two non-orthogonal plan&s’, then remove antwo nodes that are less thanfdistance from
each other. The V-plane intersecting are shown in Figlirelg  the sharp edges, this test case is
significantly harder than Test Case 1 and the test examp]2g]inNote, that only about.@% of the
centers were eliminated and the number of nodes in the tallggroximate.

Test SetupThe implementation of the multi-resolution discrete HB huet is performed in C++
and compiled with the Intel CC compiler. The GMRES algoritisrincorporated from PETSc
(Portable, Extensible Toolkit for Scientific computatidibyaries [4] into our C++ code. Inner and
outer iterations are solved using a GMRES algorithm with-it&fation restart. In the rest of this
section when we refer to GMRES iterations, we imply resthGMRES with a restart for every 100
iterations. Since the preconditioned system will intraglecrors in the RBF residual of the original
Probleni2, the accuracy of the GMRES is adjusted such thae#liduale of the unpreconditioned
RBF system is less than 18. In Table$®2 anfll3 the GMRES accuracy residual are reported.

All the numerical tests with a fast summation method arequeréd with a single processor
version of the Kernel-Independent Fast Multipole MethodHWM) 3D code (http://mrl.nyu.edu/
~harper/kifmm3d/documentation/index.html). This codeliements the algorithm described in
[56]. The accuracy is set to relative medium accuracy £10 10-8). In addition, all numerical
timings presented in this paper are wall clock times.

The C++ code was also compiled for a single core on the Dedliios T7500 workstation with
Linux Ubuntu 11.04, 12 core Xeon X5650 at 2.67 GHZ with 12 MBcia All results (except for
the Condition number test) where performed sequentialla gingle core of the same processor.
Similar results where also observed with a single threada&G7 1.66 GHZ processor and on a
single core of an Intel(R) Core(TM)2 Quad CPU Q9450 @2.66@ktxessor (12 MB L2 Cache).
At some point we will make available the code for the publithvimstructions for compilation.

Test Examples:

Condition numbek of underlying system of equations with respect to scalihgh& domain.
One immediate advantage our method has over a direct megtibe invariance of the conditioning
of the system of equations with respect to the scale of thgnpahial domain. This is a consequence
of the construction of the HB polynomial orthogonal basis.

Removing the polynomial source of ill-conditioning makks system easier to solve. The condi-
tion number of the full RBF interpolation matrix is sens#ito the scaling of the domain. We show
this by scaling the domain by a constant R.

As shown in Tabl€]l the condition number for the 1000 centeblem withm= 3 andK(r) =r
deteriorates quite rapidly with scate In particular, for a scaling of 1000 or larger ( 0.01 or sragl|
an iterative method, such as GMRES or CG, stagnates. We hmtttéhe invariance of the condition
number of the decoupled system was also observed|in[8, 49].

Another important observation is that the same result vgplg for a multiquadric, or inverse
multiquadric of the fornK (r) = (r>+ 8°)*', 5 € R, due to the polynomial decoupling from the RBF
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matrix. In general, this will be true for any strictly coniditally positive (or negative) definite RBF.
However, the matriXy will still be subject to the underlying condition numbenof In other words,
if kK(K) deteriorates significantly with scale thEg will also be ill-conditioned.

| Scale | 0=001] a=01] a=1 [ a=100 | a =1000]
K of RBF system] 45x 107 | 5.7x 10" [ 52x10° | 7.9x 10" [ 53x 10" |
K (Kw) 762 762 762 762 762 |

TaBLE 1. Condition number for RBF system matrix (equafidn 2) verscale of

the problem for a thousand nodes for Test Case 1 with respélsetbiharmonic

K(r):=r. As observed, increasing the scale by alpha the conditiotben deteri-

orates very rapidly. In particular, for a condition numbggtter than the reciprocal
of machine position and the GMRES or CG algorithm stagnates.

Biharmonic RBF, m = 3 (cubic) and p = Jhis is an example of a higher order polynomial
RBF interpolation. We test both the SSOR and diagonal pitioner on Test Case 1 & 2. For
the preconditioner the accuracy of the GMRES outer itenatis set such that the residual=
[Kww — dw| < 10-3. Due to the condition number of the blocks they quickly cageswith either
a CG, or a GMRES solver. Moreover, the number of iterationmeapto grow slowly with size.

In Tabld2 (a) the iteration and timing results for the sp&SOR preconditioner for Test Case 1 &
2 are shown. For Test Case 1, the number of restarted GMRESdies grows ag’(N°5%). Fitting
a linear regression function to the log-log plot leads to @agh of &(N18%) for time complexity.
Test Case 2 (v-plane) is a harder problem due to the cornethengrojection of the random data
from Test Case 1 onto two planes at 135 degrees to each otieetofal GMRES iteration grows as
0(N®5%) at time complexity’ (N185).

In Table2 (b) the iteration and timing results for the diaaipreconditioner with Test Case 1 & 2
are shown. We can observe that although the GMRES iterationtdés higher than that of the SSOR
preconditioner@N%51), the simplicity of the preconditioner allows every matvigctor product to
be computed much faster. Fitting a line to the log data leadstbtal time complexity increases
of ¢(N8). The memory constraints are also much lower than the SSQR sinlyN entries are
needed to be stored for the preconditioner. For Test Cas@(e), the increase of time complexity
(0(NY7) and the GMRES iteration courit(N®73) reflects that it is a harder problem than Test Case
1. Another observation is that the time required to complgediagonal preconditioner is about
one half compared to Test Case 1. This is due to the adaptiyewsaompute the diagonal, recall
Remark1l.

Multiquadric and inverse multiguadric RBF, g, 3 (cubic), p= 3. For the case of the multi-
quadrics withd = 0.01, the iteration count increases significantly, as showmaible[3(a). The
number of GMRES iterations increasesGi¥®’. This is a harder problem to solve due to the ill-
conditioning introduced by the constant tedras reflected by the increase in the number of GMRES
iterations. Fitting a line through the log-log plot of theabtime leads to £N8 time complexity.

In contrast, the inverse multiquadrics result shown in @&81b) is a better conditioned problem
leading to around the same complexity as for the biharmase cbut the constant is lower. We note
that to achieve comparable interpolation accuracy, theevafd for the inverse multiquadric gener-
ally needs to be larger than for the multiquadric case. Ardahger thed the more ill-conditioned
the RBF interpolation problem.

5. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we construct a class of discrete HB that aretaddgoth to the RBF kernel function
and the location of the interpolating nodes. The adaptet$ bas two main advantages: First the
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Test Case 1 Test Case 2
N GMRES| Kj(s) | Itr(s) | Total (s)|| GMRES| Ky;(s) | Itr (s) | Total (s)
1000 10 1 8 9 22 1 16 17
2000 15 2 13 15 29 2 41 43
4000 21 6 39 45 43 5 178 183
8000 29 61 275 336 66 44 623 667
16000 48 194| 798 993 91 118| 2298 2416
32000 71 815| 3907 4722 118 612 | 12288 12900
64000 99 1754| 13841| 15595 195 951 | 28500| 29451
128000 134 5547 | 29165| 34712 305 2572| 98505 101078

(a) SSOR Preconditioner Test Case 1 & 2

Test Case 1 Test Case 2
N GMRES | Diag. (s)| Itr (s) | Total (s) || GMRES| Diag. (s)| Itr (s) | Total (s)
1000 33 1 5 6 20 1 10 11
2000 45 2 6 8 102 2 11 13
4000 66 6 16 22 147 5 30 34
8000 87 62 56 117 269 44 121 165
16000 128 195 148 344 355 118 286 404
32000 184 813| 749 1563 876 569 | 2924 3493
64000 281 1752| 1817 3569| 1242 951 | 4135 5087
128000| 385 5555| 3949 9505| 3033 2573| 21917 24491
256000| 573 14350(| 12130| 26480 - - - -
512000\ 769 47082| 44309| 91391 - - - -

(b) Diagonal Preconditioner Test Case 1 & 2

TaBLE 2. Wall clock times results for biharmorkg(r) =r, m= 3 (Cubic),p= 3.
(a) Iteration and timing results for the sparse SSOR preitiondr for Test Case
1 (uniform cube) & 2 (v-plane). The first column is the numbg&imperpolating
points. The second column is the number of iterations suaheththe residual
error for the unpreconditioned system, is less than310The third column is
the time (in seconds) to compute the sparse inner blégksand the fourth is
the time for GMRES iterations. The fifth column is the totahdi (in seconds)
for solving the RBF problem. The remaining columns are fostT@ase 2 and
follow the same order as results for Test Case 1. (b) Iteratiml timing results for
diagonal preconditioner for Test case 1 & 2. The columnsratké same order as
before, except that the third column and seventh columntharéme involved in
computing the diagonal preconditioner.

RBF problem is decoupled, thus solving the scale dependesiveeen the polynomial and RBF
interpolation. Second with a block SSOR scheme, or a simplgodial matrix built from the multi-
resolution matrixyy, an effective preconditioner is built that reduces sigaifity the iteration count.
Our result shows a promising approach for many RBF intetjosigoroblems.

Further areas of interest as future work:

e Sparsification of ky matrix. Due to orthogonality properties of the discrete HB a sparse
representatioﬁw of Kw can be constructed wheji&w — IZW|| is small. The sparse repre-
sentation is used at each iteration in lieu of the dense xatiis opening the possibility of
significantly increasing the time efficiency of each matrector product.
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(a) Test Case 1, Multiquadric (b) Test Case 1, Inverse Multiquadric

N GMRES | Diag.(s)| Itr (s) | Total (s) || GMRES | Diag.(s)| Itr (s) | Total (s)
1000 38 1 1 2 7 1 1 1
2000 55 2 5 7 8 3 1 4
4000 86 6 13 18 14 8 4 11
8000 128 32 41 73 17 45 9 54
16000 195 99| 155 254 27 138 28 166
32000 362 233| 486 720 63 343 119 462
64000 684 757| 2217 2975 84 1131 414 1546
128000| 1059 2357| 7637 9994 112 3494 985 4480

TaBLE 3. Iteration and timing results for diagonal preconditiomaultiquadric
K(r) := (r2+0.012)*2, and test case 1 (uniform cube)= 3, p = 3 for (a) Mul-
tiquadric (+1/2) and (b) Inverse multiquadric (-1/2).

e High Dimensional RBF Problemsn principle the method that we have developed can be
extended to high dimensional RBF problems.

e Spatially varying anisotropic kernelsAn interesting observation is that the adapted dis-
crete HB leads to a sparse multi-resolution RBF matrix regméation for spatially varying
kernels. This type of RBF interpolation has been gainingeamerest lately due to the
ability to better steer each local RBF function to increaseusacy. Due to the spatially
varying kernel, we cannot use a fast summation method tonafiti compute each matrix
vector product. However, preliminary results show that \aa sparsify the RBF matrix
while retaining high accuracy of the solution. Full erroubds and numerical results will
be described in a following paper that we are currently nwgiti
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