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Abstract

In this paper we propose a “hybrid” shift-invariant multiresolution representation which
utilizes dilations and translations of the auto-correlation functions of compactly supported
wavelets. In this representation, the exact filters for the decomposition are the auto-correlation
of the quadrature mirror filter coefficients of the compactly supported wavelets. The decom-
position filters are, therefore, exactly symmetric. Moreover, the auto-correlation functions of
the compactly supported wavelets may be viewed as pseudo-differential operators of the even
order and behave, essentially, as the derivative operators of the same order. This allows us
to relate the zero-crossings in this representation to the locations of edges at different scales
in the signal. The recursive definition of the compactly supported wavelets and, therefore,
their auto-correlation functions, allows us to construct fast recursive algorithms to generate
the multiresolution representations. Though it is not an orthogonal representation, there is a
simple relation with the wavelet-based orthogonal representations on each scale. We describe
a simple reconstruction algorithm to recover functions from such expansions.

A remarkable feature of the representation using the auto-correlation function of com-
pactly supported wavelets is a natural interpolation algorithm associated with it. This in-
terpolation algorithm, the so-called symmetric iterative interpolation, is due to Dubuc [1]
and Deslauriers and Dubuc [2]. The coefficients of the interpolation scheme of [1] and [2]
generated from the Lagrange polynomials are the auto-correlation coeflicients of quadrature
mirror filters associated with the compactly supported wavelets of Daubechies.
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Finally, we consider the reconstruction of signals from zero-crossings (and slopes at zero-
crossings) of their multiresolution representations. Our approach permits a non-iterative
reconstruction from zero-crossings (and slopes at zero-crossings). Using the interpolation
algorithm mentioned above, we locate the zero-crossings and compute slopes at these points
within the prescribed numerical accuracy. We then set up a linear system, where the entries of
the matrix are computed from the values of the auto-correlation function and its derivative
at the integer translates of zero-crossings. The original signal is reconstructed within the
prescribed accuracy by solving this linear system.



I Introduction

The information about the local behavior of a function is hidden in the decay (or growth) from
scale to scale of the coefficients of the orthonormal wavelet expansions (see e.g. Chapter VI of [3]).
Exploiting this property in applications, however, is not a straightforward exercise due to the fact
that the coefficients of the orthonormal wavelet expansions are not shift invariant. In implementing
multiresolution algorithms for image processing and signal analysis, redundant representations are
being used in order to simplify the analysis of coefficients from scale to scale (see e.g. [4]).

Another difficulty in utilizing the orthonormal wavelets for the analysis of signals in image
processing is associated with the asymmetric shape of compactly supported wavelets [5]. On the
one hand, using compactly supported wavelets implies that the associated exact quadrature mirror
filters are of finite size and, therefore, are exact in computer implementations. On the other hand,
the symmetric basis functions are preferred in image processing since their use simplifies finding
zero-crossings (or extrema) corresponding to the locations of edges in images at later stages of
processing. There are two approaches for dealing with this problem. The first approach consists
in constructing approximately symmetric orthonormal wavelets and gives rise to approximate
quadrature mirror filters [6]. The second consists in using biorthogonal bases [7], [8], so that the
basis functions may be chosen to be exactly symmetric. In fact, a modified Laplacian pyramid of
Burt and Adelson may be reinterpreted as a biorthogonal decomposition [7].

In this paper, we propose a “hybrid” multiresolution representation which utilizes dilations
and translations of the auto-correlation functions of compactly supported wavelets. In this rep-
resentation, the exact filters for the decomposition (similar to the quadrature mirror filters) are
symmetric. The auto-correlation functions of the compactly supported wavelets may be viewed
as pseudo-differential operators of even order and behave, essentially, as derivative operators of
the same order. This allows us to relate the zero-crossings in this representation to the locations
of edges at different scales in the signal. The recursive definition of compactly supported wavelets
and, therefore, of their auto-correlation functions, allows us to construct fast recursive algorithms
to generate the multiresolution representations. Though it is not an orthogonal representation,
there is a simple relation with the wavelet-based orthogonal representations on each scale. We
describe a simple reconstruction algorithm to recover functions from such expansions.

A remarkable feature of the representation using the auto-correlation function of the com-
pactly supported wavelets is a natural interpolation algorithm associated with it. This interpola-
tion algorithm, the so-called symmetric iterative interpolation, is due to Dubuc [1] and Deslauriers
and Dubuc [2]. The coefficients of the interpolation scheme of [1] and [2] generated from the La-
grange polynomials are the auto-correlation coefficients of the quadrature mirror filters associated
with the compactly supported wavelets of [5]. This connection was also noticed by Shensa in [9].
This interpolation scheme of Dubuc is also related to the “algorithme & trous” in [10], [11].

Finally, we consider the reconstruction of signals from zero-crossings (and slopes at zero-
crossings) of their multiresolution representations. There is a long history of research on recon-
structing signals from their zero-crossings in the multiresolution representations of the signal. (We
refer to Hurt [12] for other representations.) The problem of reconstructing signals from their zero-
crossings in the multiresolution representation arises in image processing in modeling of the visual
systems of mammals (see D. Marr [13]). The question is whether it is possible to reconstruct the



original signal (image) from its multiresolution edges which correspond to the zero-crossings in the
multiresolution representation of the signal. Marr used convolutions of the signal with the second
derivative (Laplacian) of a Gaussian distribution to generate the multiresolution representation.
The scale parameter in this case is the standard deviation o of the Gaussian. Witkin [14] consid-
ered the continuous scale parameter and proposed the signal description in the “scale space”. By
considering the original signal as an initial temperature distribution, Koenderink [15] interpreted
this scale-space representation as an evolution of the solution of the heat equation. Using the
maximum principle for the heat equation, Yuille and Poggio [16], [17], and Hummel and Moniot
(18], [19] showed that if the original signal(1-D) is a polynomial, then the reconstruction from
its zero-crossings is theoretically possible. However, the stability of the reconstruction cannot be
guaranteed through their approach. Hummel and Moniot empirically stabilized the reconstruction
by using the slopes at the zero-crossings but did not prove the convergence and the stability of
the reconstruction.

S. Mallat [20] proposed a new reconstruction method based on the wavelet representation.
This method uses zero-crossings and integral values of signals (or signal energies) between the ad-
jacent zero-crossings in a redundant wavelet representation. Using the alternating projections (the
so-called “projection onto convex sets”), Mallat proposed an iterative algorithm for reconstructing
the signal. Mallat and S. Zhong [21] used the maxima and their magnitudes in the redundant
wavelet representation instead of the zero-crossings. This approach leads to iterative, empirically
convergent, algorithms but there is no proof of the uniqueness of the reconstruction.

Our approach does not rely on the continuous scale parameter, which was necessary for the
heat equation formalism, neither does it use the iterative projection algorithm. Instead, we use
the dilations and translations of the auto-correlation functions of compactly supported wavelets
to derive a non-iterative reconstruction algorithm in Section V. Using the interpolation algorithm
mentioned above, we locate the zero-crossings and compute slopes at these points with prescribed
numerical accuracy. We then set up a linear system, where the entries of the matrix are computed
from the values of the auto-correlation function and its derivative at the integer translates of zero-
crossings. This matrix is always sparse because of the compact supports of these auto-correlation
functions. The original signal is reconstructed within the prescribed accuracy by solving this linear
system.

Our results can also be viewed as a way to obtain the continuous-like multiresolution anal-
ysis starting from the discrete multiresolution analysis. Another approach to make the connection
between continuous and discrete multiresolution analyses is developed by Duval-Destin et al. [22],
where the starting point is the continuous version of the multiresolution analysis.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section II we introduce the notion of the
orthonormal shell expansion of signals which generates a shift-invariant representation using the
orthonormal wavelets. In Section III we consider expansion of signals into the auto-correlation
shell, i.e., expansion into a family of functions consisting of dilations and translations of the
auto-correlation functions of the compactly supported wavelets. Although these auto-correlation
functions do not constitute an orthonormal basis of L?(R), there exists a simple decomposition
and reconstruction algorithm as well as an algorithm for converting this expansion into the or-
thonormal shell expansion on each scale separately. A new interpretation of Dubuc’s iterative
interpolation scheme is discussed in Section IV. In Section V we formulate our approach to the



reconstruction of signals from zero-crossings (and slopes at these points) in their auto-correlation
shell representations and give several examples.



IT An Orthonormal Shell: A Shift-Invariant Representa-
tion Using Orthonormal Wavelets

In many image processing applications (e.g. pattern matching), a useful signal representation must
be shift invariant. Although coefficients of orthonormal wavelet expansions are not shift invariant,
the wavelet coefficients of all N circulant shifts of a vector of size N = 2" may be computed in
O(N log, N) operations [23]. Once all wavelet coeflicients of N circulant shifts of the vector are
computed, we may use them for a variety of applications where the shift invariance is essential. By
introducing the notion of a shell, a redundant but shift-invariant family of functions, the algorithm
of [23] may be viewed as an expansion of a vector in such a shell. The notion of “frame” is not
adequate for our purposes since the shell is overly redundant.

We note that the computational diagram of this algorithm is essentially identical to the
Hierarchical Discrete Correlation scheme (HDC) [24] of P. Burt, which was designed for efficient
correlation of images at multiple scales. We also note that the HDC scheme was proposed prior
to the Laplacian pyramid scheme [25] which, in turn, stimulated the development of the multires-
olution analysis [26] and of the orthonormal bases of the compactly supported wavelets [5].

First, let us briefly review the properties of the compactly supported wavelets (for details
we refer to [5]). The orthonormal basis of compactly supported wavelets of L?(R) is formed by
the dilation and translation of a single function (),

Yin() = 2792279z — k), (2.1)

where j, k € Z. The function v (z) has a companion, the scaling function ¢(x).
The wavelet basis induces a multiresolution analysis on L?(R) [27], [26], i.e., the decom-
position of the Hilbert space L?(R) into a chain of closed subspaces

---CVoCViCVyCV_CV_,C--- (2.2)

such that

NV;={0}, UV,=L*R). (2.3)

JEZ JEZ

By defining W; as an orthogonal complement of V; in V;_,
Via=V, W, (2.4)
the space L?(R) is represented as a direct sum

L’ R)=PW,. (2.5)
jezZ
On each fixed scale j, the wavelets {1, x(z) }kez form an orthonormal basis of W; and the
functions {p;x(7) = 277/20(27x — k)}rez form an orthonormal basis of V;. In addition, the
function 9 has M vanishing moments

/+001/1(x)xmd:c:0, m=0,...,M—1. (2.6)
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Due to the fact that V;, W; C V;_;, the functions ¢ and 1) satisfy the following relations:

o(2) = V2 Y hup(2e — ), (27)

k=0

¥(z) = V2 ingD(?iE — k), (2.8)

k=0
where
g =(—1)*hp_4_1, k=0,...,L—1. (2.9)

The number of coefficients L in (2.7) and (2.8) is related to the number of vanishing
moments M and for the wavelets in [5] L = 2M. If additional conditions are imposed (see [28] for
an example), then the relation might be different, but L is always even.

The coefficients H = {hy }o<k<r—1 and G = {gk }o<k<r—1 in (2.7) and (2.8) are quadrature
mirror filters since they satisfy the equation

mo(€)[* + [mi () = 1, (2.10)

where the 27-periodic functions mgy and m; are defined as

1 L1 '
mo(€) = = 3 hue™, (2.11)
k=0
and
1 L= . -
my(€) = % z gkelkg _ el(§+7r)m0(§ + ). (2.12)
k=0

A. The orthonormal shell

In practical applications there is always the finest scale of interest and, therefore, it is sufficient to
consider only shifts by multiples of some fixed unit. Throughout this paper we will assume that
the number of scales is finite and that there exist a finest and a coarsest scale of interest. Without
loss of generality, we will assume that the finest scale is described by the N(= 2") dimensional
subspace Vo C L?(R) and consider only circulant shifts on V. In this case, the multiresolution
decomposition of the space Vi may be written as

no
Vo=V,, pW,, (2.13)

=1

where 1 < ny < n and the subspace V,,, describes the coarsest scale.
Since the functions

{0 k(%) }1<j<no, o<k<on-i—1 and  {Png k() bo<k<armo—1, (2.14)



form an orthonormal basis of Vj, for any vector f € V, represented by

N-1
f(z) = Z 52900,1c(95)a (2.15)
k=0
we have the following relation:
) ng 2771 \ on=ng )
AP =2 > @)+ X () (2.16)
=1 k=0 k=0
The coefficients s] and d7, in (2.16) are defined as
5= [ F@)eirlo)dr, (2.17)
and '
d = [ f@)in@)dz, (2.18)

for j =1,2,...,n9and k=0,1,...,2"7 — 1, and the norm is defined as

171 = (Nf(82>2) " (219

k=0

We refer to the set of coefficients {d}}i<j<no, 0<k<on-i—1 and {s;°}ock<on-no_1 as orthonormal
wavelet coefficients.
We now consider a family of functions

R} S U O (220)
where B
Yik(r) = 27927 (z — k), (2.21)
and
Brok () = 27"20(27™ (¢ — k). (2.22)

We call this family a shell of the orthonormal wavelets for shifts in V. Henceforth, we call this
family an orthonormal shell for short.
Let us define the following norm,

no  N-1 N-1
1£l5=2_277 > (d)” +27 3 (si°)7, (2.23)
j=1 k=0 k=0

where the coefficients 5], and d), are defined as

s = /f(fv)@j,k(fv)dfva (2.24)



and

di = / F(2)ix(@)dz, (2.25)

We refer to the set of coefficients {d] }1<j<no. o<h<n 1 and {sF°}o<k<n 1 as the orthonormal shell
coeffcients. The factor 277 in (2.23) is used to offset the redundancy of this representation. In
other words, at the j-th scale this representation is 2/ times more redundant than the orthonormal
wavelet representation. It is clear that

A% = 11 £1ls- (2.26)

B. A fast algorithm for expanding into the orthonormal shell

Let us assume that the orthonormal wavelet coefficients of the finest scale {sg}ogks N—1 are given as
an original signal and let us consider the function f = 35 ' 8900 € V. To obtain the orthonor-
mal shell coefficients of this function f, we use the quadrature mirror filters H = {h;}o<;<r—1 and
G = {gi}o<i<r—1 (associated with the orthonormal basis of compactly supported wavelets) and

compute
L

sl = h,s@j_ll, (2.27)
!

|
—

Il
o

and
di=3 glsi:uéj—lla (2.28)
1=0
forj=1,...,n9, k=0,..., N — 1. Clearly, computations via (2.27) and (2.28) require 2Nng <
2N log, N operations. The diagram for computing these coefficients via (2.27) and (2.28) is illus-
trated in Figure 1.
Using (2.11) and (2.12), we rewrite (2.27) and (2.28) in the Fourier domain,

() = V2 mo(2777€) §77(¢), (2.29)
d'(€) = V2 my (P778) §7(¢). (2:30)

Let us show that we have computed the orthonormal wavelet coefficients of all circulant
shifts of the function f. Since the algorithmic structures for computing the coefficients {s;} and
{d’} are exactly the same, we consider only {d’}. At the first scale, we have

-1
de = asp- (2.31)
1=0

We rewrite (2.31) as
L1
dék = Z glsnga (2.32)
1=0

and
L—1

d§k+1 = Z ng(Q)IH—H—l’ (2.33)

=0
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Figure 1: A scheme illustrating the algorithm for expanding into the orthonormal shell. Using the
quadrature mirror filter H = {hq, hq, ho, h3}, all points are computed for the orthonormal shell,
whereas only points marked by e are computed for the orthonormal wavelet expansion.

for k = 0,...,N/2 — 1. The right hand side of (2.32) coincides with the computation of the
orthonormal wavelet coefficients of f(z), whereas (2.33) produces the orthonormal wavelet coeffi-
cients of the shifted signal f(x+1). It is clear that the sequence {d},} contains all the orthonormal
wavelet coefficients that appear if f(z) is circularly shifted by 2,4, ..., and the sequence {d};,}
contains all the orthonormal wavelet coefficients for odd shifts (1,3,...).

Similarly, at the j-th scale, we may rewrite d;, as

L-1
j j—1
d;jk = Z gls;j—1(2k+l)a (2.34)
=0
By = 3 a5 2.35
Vk+1 — Z gl52j—1(2k+l)+1a ( . )
=0

L-1

. .

Oajyoi1 = ) glsgjfl(2k+l)+2i—1v (2.36)
1=0

for k=0,...,2"7. Now the sequences {déjk}, {déjkﬂ}, - {dgjkwj._l} contain the orthonormal
wavelet coefficients of the j-th scale of the signal shifted by 0, 1,...,2? —1, respectively. Therefore,
the set {d}}1<j<no, o<k<n—1 and {s;°}o<k<n—1 contains all the coefficients of the orthonormal
wavelet expansion of f(z), f(z+1),...,f(x + N —1).

Figure 2 illustrates the shift invariance of the representation. In Figure 2 we use the
quadrature mirror filters with two vanishing moments and of length L = 4 and depth of expansions



sO

dl VV ~’/

d2 Vv \‘.“ ;
d3 VIL .

I
da AW '
N

Y

scale

45—/

s5 T

100 200 300 400 500

Figure 2: The expansion of two unit impulses into the orthonormal shell using the Daubechies’s

wavelet with two vanishing moments and L = 4.
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nyg = 5. The top row shows the original impulses. Dotted lines highlight the expansion of the
shifted impulse. Clearly, the shift in the original signal is preserved at each scale. Note that in
Figure 2 we see the mirror images of wavelets with details appropriate at corresponding scales. It
is clear that due to “rough” shapes of wavelets there might be “too many” zero-crossings. Also,
the positions of peaks are shifted across the scales due to the asymmetry of the wavelets.

The following proposition shows the relationship between the original signal {s} and the
coefficients of the orthonormal shell expansion of this signal.

Proposition 1 For any function f € Vy, f(z) = SN s%0(x —k), the coefficients {s} and {d]}
defined in (2.24) and (2.25) satisfy the following identities

N-1 N—1
> S Pok = D ik (2.37)
k=0 k=0

and
N-1 ) N-1 _
> Bk = D siie (2.38)
k=0 k=0

where Gox(x) = pox(x), %(x) = (=), and @, ¥;x are defined in (2.22) and (2.21).

) Proof. Recursively applying (2.29) and (2.30), the relationship between 5°(¢) and §7(€),
d’(£) may be written as

$(6) =) 2 [[mo@19), (2.39)
d(6) = ) 2 @18 T mo@8) (2.40)

=1

for k=0,...,N — 1. By multiplying (2.39) by ¢(§), we have

F(OFE) = () 27 [[mo@16) 3) = (6) 2175, (2.41)

where we have used the identity
(&) = [[ mo(27'€). (2.42)
=1

The inverse Fourier transform of (2.41) yields (2.37). The relation (2.38) may be derived similarly.

Figure 2 illustrates the proposition. By applying the proposition to the sequence {s} =
Okok }, We have an expansion {2 9/2¢(279 (ko — 7)) }1<j<n, and 27 "0/2(2 ™0 (ky — z)). Therefore,
we see the mirror images of the basis functions themselves.
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C. A fast reconstruction algorithm

Given the coefficients {d]}1<j<ny, o<k<n—1 and {s7°}ock<n_1, we adopt the most natural recon-
struction algorithm to recover the original vector {sg}osks ~n—1. Let us use the expressions in the
Fourier domain (2.29) and (2.30). Multiplying (2.29) by the filter m(27-1£), (2.30) by the filter
my(2971€), adding the results, and using (2.10), we obtain

mo(201€) (&) +mi(2716) d(€) = V2§ 1(9). (2.43)
This expression is equivalent to
o1t . .
S?c_ = 9 (hlsifzj—ll + gld?c,gj_ll), (2-44)
1=0
forj=1,...,n9, k=0,...,N — 1. As shown in the previous subsection, the orthonormal shell

coefficients on the j-th scale are twice as redundant as on the (j — 1)-th scale, and the factor % in
(2.44) accounts for this.

12



II' An Auto-Correlation Shell of Compactly Supported
Wavelets

The representation of a signal in the orthonormal shell is shift invariant. This representation,
however, has several drawbacks for certain applications, such as detecting and characterizing
edges (or singularities) in the signal, where the scale-to-scale analysis of the coefficients is necessary
[29],]20],[21]. This representation lacks symmetry because of the asymmetric shapes of compactly
supported wavelets. It results in a rather complicated representation even in the case of the unit
impulse sequence, as may be seen in Figure 2. Also, because of the “rough” shape of compactly
supported wavelets, there might be “too many” zero-crossings in this representation.

In this section we introduce the notion of an auto-correlation shell of compactly supported
wavelets, that is, a shell formed by dilations and translations of the auto-correlation functions
of compactly supported wavelets. The decomposition filters associated with the auto-correlation
function of compactly supported wavelets naturally have symmetric shapes which simplifies the
scale-to-scale analysis of the coefficients. One of the interesting features of this representation is
its convertibility to the orthonormal shell of the corresponding compactly supported wavelets on
each scale independently of other scales. The algorithm for such conversion is discussed in detail
in this section. After describing the fast decomposition and reconstruction algorithms of signals
in the auto-correlation shell of compactly supported wavelets, we investigate the subsampled
representation. It turns out that it is possible to reconstruct the original signal, if we store a
single additional number at each scale, the Nyquist frequency component of the signal on that
scale.

A. Properties of the auto-correlation functions of compactly supported
wavelets
First let us summarize the properties of the auto-correlation functions of a compactly supported

scaling function ¢(x) and the corresponding wavelet ¢ (z). By definition of the auto-correlation
function, we have

(@)= [ el)ely - 2)dy, (31)
o) = [ vty - 2)dy (32)

Given the fact that {¢(z — k) }o<k<n—1 and {¢(z — k) }o<k<n—1 form orthonormal bases on
V, and Wy, respectively, we immediately obtain that at integer points

®(k) = bor, (3.3)

and
W (k) = dox, (3.4)

where dy;, denotes the Kronecker delta.

13



The Fourier transforms of the auto-correlation functions in (3.1) and (3.2) are as follows:

A

o(&) = [2(&)I, (3.5)
and R X
B(6) = () (36)
By taking the Fourier transforms of (2.7) and (2.8), we have
p(&) = mo(£/2)4(£/2), (3.7)
D(€) = ma(£/2)p(¢/2)- (3-8)

Using (3.7), (3.8), we obtain )
“0(¢/2), (3.9)

29(£/2). (3.10)

O(€) = Imo(€/2)

U(E) = |Imi(£/2)
Equation (2.10) also implies that

A

(&) + (E) = B(€/2). (3.11)

Since |mg(€)|? is an even function, we have

R
Imo(§)]? = 3 + 3 Z agg—1 cos(2k — 1)E, (3.12)
k=1

where {ay} are the auto-correlation coefficients of the filter H,

L—1—k
ak =2 Y hhyy for k=1,...,L—1, (3.13)
=0

and
agr, = 0 for k=1,...,L/2-1. (3.14)

The coefficients {aok—1}1<k<r/2 Were used in [23] for computing representations of derivatives and
convolution operators in the bases of compactly supported wavelets.
Using (2.7), (3.9), and (3.12), it is easy to derive

L/2

B(r) = B(20) + 5 - o (220 — 20+ 1) + B2 +21— 1)), (3.15)
and L
W(a) = B(2r) — 5> s (B2 — 2+ 1)+ B2 + 20~ 1)). (3.16)

By direct examination of (3.15) and (3.16), we obtain that both ® and ¥ are supported within
the interval [-L +1,L —1].

14



Finally, ®(z) and ¥(x) have vanishing moments [23], namely

+oo
v = / 2"V (z)dz =0, for 0<m<L-1, (3.17)
+oo
o = / 2™®(z)dxr = 0, for 1<m<L-1, (3.18)
and oo
/ ®(z)dz = 1. (3.19)

Since L consecutive moments of the auto-correlation function ¥(z) vanish (3.17), we have

A

T(¢) = 0(E"). (3.20)

Therefore, \if(f) may be viewed as the symbol of a pseudo-differential operator which behaves
like an approximation of the derivative operator (d/dz)". We note that due to its definition this
operator may be calculated recursively. The convolution with the function ¥(z) has two properties
useful in edge detection (see [13]): it behaves essentially like a differential operator in detecting
spatial intensity changes and it is designed to act at any desired scale.

Finally, we display functions ®(z), ¢(x), ¥(z), ¥(z), and the magnitudes of their Fourier
transforms in Figures 3 and 4. In these figures, we have used the Daubechies’s wavelet with two
vanishing moments and L = 4. It is easy to see that the auto-correlation functions ®(z) and ¥(x)
are smoother than the functions ¢(z) and ¥ (z) and ®(¢) and ¥(€) decay faster than ¢(£) and
(&) respectively. We also note that both ®(z) and ¥(z) are even.

Remark 1 It follows from (3.11) or (3.15) and (3.16) that
U(z) =29(2z) — O(x). (3.21)

This may be compared with the approximation of the Laplacian of a Gaussian function (the
so-called Mexican-hat function) by the Difference of two Gaussian functions (the so-called DOG
function) as

%G(ﬁ; o) =~ G(z;a0)—G(zx;0) (3.22)
x
= aG(az;0) — G(z;0), (3.23)
where .
Glz;0) = ——e 12, (3.24)

V2mo

and a = 1.6 as Marr suggested in [13].
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Figure 3: Plots of the auto-correlation function ®(x) and the Daubechies’s scaling function ¢(z)
with L = 4. (a) ®(x). (b) ¢(z). (c) Magnitude of the Fourier transform of ®(z). (d) Magnitude
of the Fourier transform of ¢(x).
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Figure 4: Plots of the auto-correlation function ¥(z) and the Daubechies’s wavelet 1(z) with two
vanishing moments and L = 4. (a) ¥(z). (b) ¥(z). (c) Magnitude of the Fourier transform of
U(z). (d) Magnitude of the Fourier transform of 1 (z).
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B. The auto-correlation shell of compactly supported wavelets

By analogy with the previous section, let us now consider the following family of functions,

{\Ifj,k(x)}lngno, 0<k<N 1 and {@noyk(l‘)}oskSNil, (3.25)
where N | .
U; () = 27720 (277 (z — k), (3.26)
and N
B () = 2720 (27 (x — k). (3.27)

We call this family a shell of auto-correlations of compactly supported wavelets for shifts in V.
Henceforth, we call this family an auto-correlation shell for short.

The relation to the orthonormal shell

Let us now consider the relation between the auto-correlation shell and the orthonormal
shell. Let f € V{ so that

N-1
=Y spplz — k), (3.28)
k=0
and consider the function Af,
N-1
=Y s®(z — k). (3.29)
k=0
These two functions are related via
/ fW)e(y — z)dy, (3.30)
and
Af(k)=s),  for k=0,1,...,N—1. (3.31)

Similarly at the scale j, let us define functions fJ(z) and fi(z) using the orthonormal shell
coefficients s/, and d?,

fi@) = X shela k) (3.32)
and
Z dlo(x — (3.33)

By correlating the functions f(z) and fi(x) with the functions 2 9p(27z) and 27¢(27z) on
each scale j, we obtain

ALf(@) = [ Fil) 2767 (y — 2))dy = Y. Sl — k), (3.34)
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and
N—1

1@ = [ fiy) 2 %@y - 2)dy = ¥ Do - k), (3.35)

k=0

where we define the coefficients {S/} and {D]} to be the auto-correlation shell coefficients (av-
erages and differences). From (3.3), the coefficients {S}} and {Dj} are the values of A’ f(z) and
7 f(x) at integer points

SL=ALf(0) = [ Fiw) 2 762 7y — K))dy, (3.36)

and

Dl = Af(k) = [ fily) 279627 (y — k))dy. (3.37)
To summarize, the coefficients {Si} and {DJ} may be obtained as follows:

step 1. Expand the function f € Vj in the orthonormal shell and obtain the coefficients {sfc}
and {d}} (see Section II).

step 2. Expand the unit impulse {dgx} in the orthonormal shell and obtain the coefficients {v]}
and {w}}, which are the values of 279/2¢%(277x) and 279/2¢)°(277x) at integer points z.

step 3. For each scale j, correlate the coeflicients {51} and {d]} with the coefficients of the unit
impulse {v]} and {w]} respectively, and multiply the results by the factor 279/2.

Remark 2 In applications of auto-correlation shell representations, one may assume that the
original continuous signal is the function Af(z) rather than f(z). In this case {s)} are the values
of Af(z) at integer points.

A fast algorithm for expanding in an auto-correlation shell

Let us now derive a fast algorithm for expanding in an auto-correlation shell, i.e., the
pyramid algorithm for computing {7} and {Di} from {S7~'}. First, let us define the coefficients
{pr} and {gx} by rewriting the equations (3.15) and (3.16) as

1 L—1
=02 = Y pde k), (3.38)
V2 k=—L+1
1 L—1
U@/ = Y b k), (3:39)
V2 k=—L+1
where
(2-1/2 for k=0
o= 2732, fork= 1, 3,..., (L—1) (3.40)
0 fork= 2, 4,..., (L-2)
2712 for k=0
Gk = o (3.41)

—pr  otherwise
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We view these coefficients as filters = {pr}_ry1<k<z—1 and = {gx}_rr1<k<r—1. It is clear
that py = p_x and g, = ¢ (see (3.40) and (3.41)) and so there are only L/2+ 1 distinct non-zero
coefficients. By taking Fourier transforms of both sides of (3.38) and (3.39) and using (3.9) and
(3.10), we obtain

L—1
V2me(©))P = Y pre™, (3.42)
k=—L+1
and
L—1 .
V2lmi (&2 = Y qre®. (3.43)
k=—L+1

Thus, using ® and ¥ for the decomposition is equivalent to viewing v/2|mq (&) [ and v/2|m; (€)|? as
decomposition filters instead of mg (&) and m;(£) in the orthonormal case. We note that the pair of
filters v/2|mo(€)|? and v/2|m; (€)|? is not a quadrature mirror pair since 2|mg(€)| +2|mi(€)] = 1.
Using the filters and , we obtain the pyramid algorithm for expanding into the auto-correlation
shell,

. L_l .
Si= > wSlsu (3.44)
I=—L+1
and
_ L-1 .
Di= Y aSih, (3.45)
I=—L+1

As an example of the coefficients {p;}, for Daubechies’s wavelets with two vanishing mo-

ments, L = 4 and the coefficients are 2-/2(=1,0, — 1, —,0, —1).

T 1 T 1

The direct con ersion from an auto-correlation shell to an orthonormal shell

- We now consider an algorithm for the direct conversion of {S}} and {D}} to {s}} and
{d’}. Let us first derive a recursion relationship similar to (2.39) and (2.40) for the orthonormal
shell expansion. From (3.44), (3.45), (3.42), and (3.43), we obtain

57(6) =€) 27 I Imo (2 ) (3.1
=1
i—1
Di(g) = 8°(¢) 2j/2\m1(2j_1§)|2h Imo (27167, (3.47)
=1
On defining the functions _
, J
mp(€) = [ mo(27%€), (3.48)
=1
so that ' ' '
mi (&) = my (2 E)m (©), (3.49)
we obtain from (2.39), (2.40) , (3.46), and (3.47)
§9(€) = m§(€)8(€), (3.50)
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DI(&) = mi(€)d(€)- (3.51)
Thus, to compute the auto-correlation shell coefficients from the orthonormal shell coefficients,
we have to evaluate

$(€) = mﬁ(f) &

© = 55O, (352
and _

() — mjl(g) N

Pl = D) (359

In general, such computation leads to an unstable algorithm due to zeros of the denominators.
However, in our case, this procedure is stable and the division by |m}(¢)[2 and |m](&)[? in (3.52)
and (3.53) does not cause problems because the numerators are always zero when the denominators
are zero (see Proposition 2 below).

We observe that transforming back and forth between the orthonormal shell representation
and the auto-correlation shell representation is done on each scale separately.

Properties of the auto-correlation shell
Let us define the following norm for the auto-correlation shell expansion:

no N—-1 N-1

IFIP =027 3 (D) +27™ 30 (S7°)?, (3.54)

j=1 k=0 k=0

where the coefficients DJ and S are defined in (3.37) and (3.36). The norm (3.54) may be
compared with the norm for the orthonormal shell (2.23). As for the orthonormal shell, the factor
277 in (3.54) is used to offset the redundancy of this representation. We now obtain the following
estimate:

1 .} — .} — .} Y 35 5

where || f|| is the L? norm of the ector f in Vg defined in (2.1 ).

This inequality guarantees that there exists a stable reconstruction algorithm from the auto-
correlation shell coefficients. If the number of dyadic scales ng , then the lower bound in
(3.55) approaches zero and the reconstruction algorithm becomes unstable. In feasible practical
applications, however, the number of dyadic scales does not exceed a small constant, (e.g. ng < 50),
and the estimate (3.55) is sufficient for a stable reconstruction. It also shows that our construction
is limited to finite dimensional subspaces.

Proof of Pro osition 2. From (2.26) we have

no N-1 N-1
AP =1flls = 22277 D (df)* +27" 3 (s3°)™ (3.56)
j=1 k=0 k=0
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Using Parseval’s equality, we have the following Fourier domain expressions:

N-1 1 N-1
Y (1) == Z EAR (3.57)
k=0

and
1N1

Z Z |di 2. (3.58)
3.48

Using the expressions (2.39),(2.40),(3.48), and (3.49), we rewrite (3.56) as

1 - )
IFls =5 2 Z 1807 [md (&)* + Z [8k* Img° (&) (3.59)
j=1 k=0 k=0
where & = 27k/N. Similarly, for the norm of the auto-correlation shell expansion (3.54), we have
no N-1 N-1
1P =227 > (DR + 27 > (S (3.60)
j=1 k=0 k=0

With the same arguments, the Fourier domain expression of (3.60) becomes

1 nmo Nl _ Nol i
IF1I” = N Do IR ImiE)] + X0 1817 Imge (&)l - (3.61)
7=1 k=0 k=0
Since ' '
sup [m}(€)*<1 and sup |mi(¢)]* <1, (3.62)
0<€<2m 0<€<2r

we immediately have from (3.61)
LA < A5 (3.63)
As for the rest of the inequality of (3.55), using the Schwarz inequality in (3.59) we have

e < 5 5 (5 me) (5t o ) « (5 ) (5 e v )
e 1/2 _ 1/2
- WS (T apmien )+ (e i
< \/noTHfH ﬁ%rk‘z (e +Z\§2|2 e 1/2

= Vo +1IfIIfI - (3.64)
Since ||f]| = ||flls (see (2.26)), we obtain (3.55).

The following proposition (which is similar to Proposition 1) is essential in our approach
to the reconstruction of signals from zero-crossings.
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Proposition 3 For any function f € V,, f(z) = Sl sYo(z — k), the coefficients {S,Jc} and
{Di} defined in ( . ) and ( . ) satisfy the following identities

N-1 N-1
> SiPo =D shPk (3.65)
k=0 k=0
and
N-1 N-1
S Didgp =Y iU, (3.66)
k=0 k=0

where @ (x) = Box(z), and B, and U, are defined in (.2 ) and ( .2 ).

Proof. By taking the Fourier transform of the left hand side of (3.65) and using (3.46), we
have

A

SI(E)D(&) = 5°(¢) 2/° f[ Imo(271)? &(€) = 5°(¢) 277D (2%¢), (3.67)

=1

where we have used the identity

B(e) = ﬁ mo(271€)[2 (3.68)

The inverse Fourier transform of (3.67) yields (3.65). The relation (3.66) may be derived similarly.

xamples of the auto-correlation shell expansion

Let us illustrate the auto-correlation shell expansion using several examples. In Figure 5
we show the expansion of the unit impulse and its shifted version in the auto-correlation shell to
illustrate the symmetry, smoothness, and shift invariance of this representation (see Figure 2 for
comparison). In Figure 6 we display an example of a one-dimensional profile of an image. The
auto-correlation shell coefficients of the signal in Figure 6 are shown in Figure 7. Figure 8 shows
the corresponding average coefficients. In this case, we have used the auto-correlation functions
of the Daubechies’s wavelet with two vanishing moments and L = 4.

C. A direct reconstruction of signals from the auto-correlation shell
coe cients

As we have shown in the previous subsection, the original signal may be reconstructed from the
auto-correlation shell coefficients by converting them to the orthonormal shell coefficients followed
by the reconstruction algorithm (2.44). Let us now construct an algorithm for reconstructing the
original signal directly from the auto-correlation shell coefficients. Rewriting (3.44) and (3.45)
and using the coefficients {a;} of (3.13), we have

1 1 L/2

S,Z = ﬁ S,zfl + 3 ZCLszl S;Z:r;j—l(m_n + Sljc':;i—l(Ql—l) ) (3.69)
=1
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Figure 5: The expansion of two unit impulses in the auto-correlation shell using the auto-
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correlation functions of the Daubechies’s wavelet with L = 2M = 4.
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Figure 6: An example of a one-dimensional profile of an image.
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Figure 7: The expansion of the signal in the auto-correlation shell using the auto-correlation
functions of the Daubechies’s wavelet with L = 2M = 4. The top row is the original signal.
Note that the locations of edges in the original signal correspond to the zero-crossings in this
representation.
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_ 1 1 L2
Di:ﬁ SJ 1__Za2l 1 Sk+2] 1(21-1) +Sk 20-1(21-1) > (3.70)

214
forj=1,...,n9, k=0,..., N—1. By adding (3.69) and (3.70), we obtain a simple reconstruction

formula,
1

Sit=—= Sl+D] , 3.71
forj=1,...,n9, k=0,..., N—1. Given the auto-correlation shell coefficients {Dihgjgno, 0<k<N—1
and {SI?O}OSkSN—la (371) leads to

no ' )
s) =27 m0/2Gp0 4 N~ 97i2 Dl (3.72)

j=1
fork=0,...,N —1. ' .

Like the orthonormal shell coefficients, {S;} and {D7} are redundant. This may be used
to reconstruct a signal from subsampled auto-correlation shell coefficients.

The su sampled auto-correlation shell of compactly supported wavelets

We now turn to a question of reconstructing the original vector from a subsampled sequence of the
auto-correlation shell coefficients. We demonstrate that it is possible to reconstruct the original
signal if we keep a single additional number at each scale of the auto-correlation shell expansion,
i.e., the Nyquist frequency components of the auto-correlation shell coefficients.

Let us define the su sam led auto-correlation shell e ansion of a vector f € V| as follows.

{2'"‘7]‘—1 . on—ngp _1
> A k(x) and Y sy k(2), (3.73)
k=0 1<j<no k=0

where ®;; and ¥, are defined by
®;i(x) = 279202792 — k), (3.74)
,5(z) = 27920 (2792 — k), (3.75)

and the coefficients s, and dJ, are defined as the subsamples of the auto-correlation shell coefficients
5! and D as

= Sy (3.76)

and
dl = D%Jk (3.77)
for k = 0,1,...,2"7 — 1. The notation s) and dJ, is local to this subsection (not to be confused

with the one for the orthonormal wavelets).
The decomposition algorithm is similar to that for the orthonormal wavelets, and we com-
pute

Z PiShe i (3.78)

I=—L

?y-Q
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and
d,= > asui (3.79)
I=—L+1
for j=1,...,m9, k=0,...,2" 9 — 1.
For the reconstruction, we first rewrite (3.78) and (3.79) in terms of the coefficients {ay}

as 1 L2
. - - -
3% = ﬁ S%k + 9 Za%—l 5%k—2l+1 + 8j2k+2l—1 ) (3.80)
=1
d=t gl LZ/Q Jotori1 + Sk (3.81)
=—= Sy, — =) Qy_1 Sy,_o Sok+21— . :
k /2 2 g & Qe—20+1 e+21—1

By adding these two expressions, we obtain the coefficients of the (j—1)-th scale with even indices,

. 1 . .
-1

' =7 shrd (3.82)
for j=1,...,m9, k=0,...,2"7 — 1. As for the coefficients with odd indices, we first define the
sequence,

. 1 . .
ko= NG st — di, (3.83)
1 L/2
i—1 i—1
Y Z Agi—1 5%k—2l+1 + 5%194—21—1 - (3.84)

=1

By taking the Fourier transform of (3.83), we have

on—i_1
e = X e (3.85)
k=0
1 on=ij_1L/2 i1 " i1 "
) Do D a1 Sy 1 shy e (3.86)
k=0 I=1
_ L/2
= §,4(6/2)3 ay_icos((21 — 1)¢/2), (3.87)
=1
where _
ai—1 T j—1 i(2k+1)¢/2
Fal€/2)= 3 shpel : (3.88)
k=0

The division by ZlL:/f ag—1cos((2l — 1)€/2) is not defined at the Nyquist frequency at & = 7.
For the uniqueness of the reconstruction, we compute the Nyquist frequency component at each
scale and store it as a part of the decomposition algorithm. We then supply these data at the
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reconstruction stage. The Nyquist frequency component of odd samples at the (j — 1)-th scale
may be simply computed as

n=i—1

ot = m/2) =1 > (—1)ksh. (3.89)

k=0

In summary, the coefficients with odd indices can be recovered as the inverse Fourier
transform of the following quantity:

( .
= L/2 ) 0<¢ m,
§1E)2) = Yli ag1cos((20 — 1)€/2) (3.90)
Jf'v_l for & = .

Remark 3 In [30] Burt referred to the multiresolution representations which have the same num-
ber of coefficients at each scale as the “full density pyramid.” He referred to the multiresolution
representations where the number of coefficients is reduced logarithmically as the “standard density
pyramid.” Burt also referred to the “double density pyramid,” where the number of coefficients
at each scale is twice that of the standard density pyramid, as the one often used in practice
for image processing applications. If we double the number of coefficients on each scale in the
subsampled auto-correlation shell expansion, then there is no need to keep the Nyquist frequency
component at each scale.
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