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MINIMALITY OF THE DATA IN WAVELET FILTERS

PALLE E. T. JORGENSEN

with an Appendix by Brian Treadway

ABSTRACT. Orthogonal wavelets, or wavelet frames, for L? (R) are associated
with quadrature mirror filters (QMF), a set of complex numbers which relate
the dyadic scaling of functions on R to the Z-translates. In this paper, we
show that generically, the data in the QMF-systems of wavelets is minimal, in
the sense that it cannot be nontrivially reduced. The minimality property is
given a geometric formulation in the Hilbert space €2 (Z), and it is then shown
that minimality corresponds to irreducibility of a wavelet representation of the
algebra Os; and so our result is that this family of representations of O3 on the
Hilbert space £2 (Z) is irreducible for a generic set of values of the parameters
which label the wavelet representations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let L? (R) be the Hilbert space of all L2-functions. For ¢ € L? (R), set
(1.1) Y (x) =22 2"z —k)  forz € R, and n,k € Z.

We say that ¢ is a wavelet (in the strict sense) if {¢y 1 ; n,k € Z} constitutes an
orthonormal basis in L? (R); and we say that v is a wavelet in the frame sense
(tight frame) if

(1.2) 1o = 32 1] £

n,kEZ

holds for all f € L?(R), where (- |-) is the usual L?(R)-inner product, i.e.,
(Uni|f) = fR Yok () f (x) dx = ¢y k. The numbers ¢, i are the wavelet coeffi-
cients. Tt is known [Dau93, ior9g] that a given wavelet ¢ in the sense of frames is
a (strict) wavelet if and only if [|¢)|| ;2g) = 1. We shall have occasion to consider
scaling on R other than the dyadic one, say © — Nz where N € N, N > 2. Then
the analogue of ([L.1) is

(1.3) Yng () := N2 (N"2 — k), r€R, n ke

However, in that case, it is generally not enough to consider only one ¢ in L? (R):
If the wavelet is derived from an N-subband wavelet filter as in [BrJoO(], then we
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construct ™M @ . N=1 in L2 (R) such that the functions in ([.3) have the
basis property, either in the strict sense, or in the sense of frames. Then the system

(1.4) {wfj;;lgmzv, n,keZ}

constitutes an orthonormal basis of L? (R), or, alternatively, a tight frame, as in
(D) but with the wff_)k functions in place of ¥y, k.

Our main point is to show how the notion of irreducibility for representations of
the Cuntz algebra Oy corresponds to optimality of the corresponding wavelet filters.
Since we are addressing two different audiences (wavelets vs. representation theory),
a few more details are included in this paper than might otherwise be customary.
Our main result is that the irreducibility of the representation (equivalently, mini-
mality of the filter) is generic for the wavelet representations; see Theorems @ and
@. In addition, we show that generically, two different filters yield inequivalent
representations, i.e., the corresponding two representations are not unitarily equiv-
alent. This was known earlier only in very restrictive special cases [B (], and
the general case treated here has not previously been discussed in the literature.
Moreover, the methods used for the special cases in fact do not at all carry over
to the general case. We are concerned with the wavelet filters which enter into
the construction of (), @), ... pN=1 in ([4). These filters (see () (1) and
(B-7) below) are just a finite set of numbers which relate the Z-translates of these
functions to the corresponding scalings by « — Nz. Hence the analysis may be
discretized via the filters, but the question arises whether or not the data which go
into the wavelet filters are minimal. Representation theory is ideally suited to make
the minimality question mathematically precise. (This is a QMF-multiresolution
construction, and it is its minimality and efficiency which concern us here. While it
is true, see, e.g., [Gab9q), [FPT99], [Bag0d], [BaMe9d], and [DaiL9g, that there are
other and different possible wavelet constructions, it is not yet clear how our present
techniques might adapt to the alternative constructions, although the approach in
ID g is also based on operator-theoretic considerations.)

To explain the minimality issue for multiresolution quadrature mirror (QMF)
wavelet filters, we recall the scaling function ¢ of a resolution in L? (R). Let g € N,

and let ag,a1,...,az2g—1 be given complex numbers such that
2g—1
(1.5) > ar=2,
k=0
and
2 ifl =0,
(1.6) zk:akwlak = {O 140,

In the summation (E), and elsewhere, we adopt the convention that terms are
defined to be zero when the index is not in the specified range. Hence, in (E),
it is understood that ax42; = 0 whenever k and [ are such that k& + 2[ is not

in {0,1,...,29 —1}. It is known [BrJo00d, BEJ0d, Mal99 that there is a ¢ €

L? (R) \ {0} of compact support, unique up to a constant multiple, such that

2g—1

(1.7) p(x)= Z arp 2z — k), xz € R;
k=0
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in fact, supp (¢) C [0,2g — 1]. (If H denotes the Hilbert transform of L? (R), and ¢
solves (B) then He does as well; but He will not be of compact support if ¢ is.)
In finding ¢ in ( E) there are methods based on iteration (see Appendix), on ran-
dom matrix products, and on Fourier transform, see [BrJo0d], [BEJO], |ErJ099EI
[Coh9o2H], [CoRy9q], and [Dau9d); and the various methods intertwine in the anal-
ysis of ¢, i.e., in deciding when ¢ () is continuous, or not, or if it is differentiable.
This issue will be resumed in the Appendix below, which is based on .
But the next two sections will deal with the minimality question alluded to above.

Let ¢ be as in ([.7), and let Vy be the closed subspace in H (:= L? (R)) spanned
by {¢ (x — k) ; k € Z}, i.e., by the integral translates of the scaling function . Let
U (:=Up) be

Nz (E 2
(1.8) Uf@)=N"3f (%), fel*®),
the unitary scaling operator in H = L? (R). Then if N = 2,
(1'9) UVy C Vo

is a proper subspace, and

(1.10) AUV ={0};

see [BEJO(] and [Dau93, Ch. 5]. Setting V,, := U™V, and

(111) Wn = Vn—-1 S an
we arrive at the resolution
®
(1.12) Vo= Y Wi,
n>1

and the wavelet function v is picked in Wp; see Table . We will set up an iso-
morphism between the resolution subspace Vg and 2 (Z), and associate operators
in £ (Z) with the wavelet operations in Vy C L? (R). This is of practical signifi-
cance given that the operators in ¢ (Z) are those which are defined directly from
the wavelet filters, and it is the digital filter operations which lend themselves to
algorithms. Generalizing ([L11)), in the case of scale N (> 2) the space Vo © UnVy

splits up as a sum of orthogonal spaces Wl(z), 1=1,2,...,N —1; see )7()

2. REPRESENTATIONS OF On AND TABLE [l] (DISCRETE VS. CONTINUOUS
WAVELETS)

The computational significance of the operator system in Table [|| (scale N = 2)
is that the operators which generate wavelets in L? (R) become modeled by an as-
sociated system of operators in the sequence space % (:= (% (Z) = L* (T)). (We will
do the discussion here in Section E just for N = 2, but this is merely for simplicity;
it easily generalizes to arbitrary N.) Then the algorithms are implemented in 2 by
basic discrete operations, and only in the end are the results then “translated” back
to the space L*(R). The space L%(R) is not amenable (in its own right) to discrete
computations. This is made precise by the frame operator W: £2 (= L2 (T)) — Vy
(C L?(R)) defined as

(2.1) W3 (&) — Y &z —k) € L*(R).
keZ
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TABLE 1. Discrete vs. continuous wavelets, i.e., £ vs. L? (R)

{0} — - Vs V1 Vo finer scales
N\ N\ N\
| Ws ‘ Wa Wi -+ rest of L?(R)
— — —
U U
IR B R
{O} — 0 @Jl 0
| SL ‘ SoL L =50
/! / e
20 So? I

If ¢ has orthogonal translates, then W will be an isometry of £2 onto Vy (C L? (R)).
Even if the functions {¢ (z — k)}, ., formed from ¢ by Z-translates only constitute
a frame in V), then we will have the following estimates:

1/2 1/2
(22) i Nelle < IWEllpamy < & - llElle -
where c¢; and ¢y are positive constants depending only on ¢.

Lemma 2.1. If the coefficients {ax ; k =0,1,...,29 — 1} from (L7) satisfy the
conditions in (E), then the corresponding operator So: €2 — (2, given by

(2.3) (S0€), = % > ar-ub = % > aplrr, kELZ

lez PEL:
p=k mod 2

is isometric and satisfies the following intertwining identity:

(2.4) WSy =UW,

where U is the dyadic scaling operator in L? (R) introduced in ([.§). (Here we
restrict attention to N = 2, but just for notational simplicity!) Setting by :=
(—1)k G2g-1-k, and defining a second isometric operator Sy: €2 — €2 by formula
(B-3) with the only modification that (by,) is used in place of (ay), we get

(2.5) S;Sk =051

and

26) 258 =1e,
J

which are the Cuntz identities from operator theory [[Cun7d], and the operators So
and Sy satisfy the identities indicated in Table m

Remark 2.2. For understanding the second line in Table El, note that Sy is a shift
as an isometry, in the sense of [], and £ := 51¢2 is a wandering subspace for
So, in the sense that the spaces £, SyL, S2L, ... are mutually orthogonal in 2.
To see this, note that (R.4) implies that (£ :=) S1¢? = (26 Sol? = ker (S3). As a
result, we get the following:
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Corollary 2.3. The projections onto the orthogonal subspaces in the second line
of Table 1 corresponding to the Wi, Wh, ... subspaces of the first line (see (JL.11)))

are

proj L = 5157 =1—-505;,

proj Sy tL = SyTtSy Tt — SySg

Proof. Tmmediate from Lemma P.1, Remark R.2, and ([L.19). g

Remark 2.4. Any system of operators {S;} satisfying (B.5)-(2.6) is said to be a
representation of the C*-algebra O,, and there is a similar notion for On when
N > 2, with Oy having generators Sy, S, ..., Sny—1, but otherwise also satisfying
the operator identities (R-§)-(P-q). The power and the usefulness of the multires-
olution subband filters for the analysis of wavelets and their algorithms was first
demonstrated forcefully in and [Wic93 1c9 see espemally [Cowiod, p. 140]
and [, p. 157], where the ON relations ( are identified, and ana-
lyzed in the case N = 2. Around the same tune A Cohen [Coh92] identified and
utilized the interplay between £2 and L? (R) which, as noted in Section ] above, is
implied by the Op-relations and their representations. But neither of those prior
references takes up the construction of O y-representations in a systematic fashion.
Of course the quadrature mirror filters (QMF’s) have a long history in electrical
engineering (speech coding problems), going back to long before they were used
in wavelets, but the form in which we shall use them here is well articulated, for
example, in [[ ?EG?? . Some more of the history of and literature on wavelet filters
lin

is covered well i ey93 and [Ben0d).

Definition 2.5. A representation of Oy on the Hilbert space ¢ is said to be irre-
ducible if there are no closed subspaces {0} & Ho S 2 which reduce the represen-
tation, i.e., which yield a representation of (@)7(@) on each of the two subspaces
in the decomposition

(2.7) =Moo ((*eHo),

where (2 © Ho = (Ho) —{5662 &lny =0, VnEHo}

Proof of Lemma, EI Most of the details of the proof are contained in
and ], so we only sketch points not already covered there. The essential step
(for the present applications) is the formula (R.4), which shows that W intertwines
the isometry Sp with the restriction of the unitary operator U: f +— %f (x/2) to
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the resolution subspace Vo C L? (R). We have:

OWe) (@) = = (7) (3)

= % kagp (g — k) (by (@))

keZ
= %]gzlezzgkanp (x =2k —1) (by (E))
= % Z;Z (kezz&cap—%) ¢ (z—p)
- Z (S08), ¢ (x — p) (by ©.3))
pEL
= (W56¢) (z) (by (1))
for all £ € £2, and all € R. This proves @) O

For later use, we record the operators on the respective Hilbert spaces L? (T) = ¢2
and L? (R), and the corresponding transformation rules with respect to the operator
W. Let N be the scale number, and let (ak)fgv:g(;l be given satisfying

(2.8) Z Akp+NIQk = 60)1N
keZ

and set mq (z) := \/—% ZkN:‘qo_l arpz®, z € T. The following summary table of trans-

formation rules may clarify the proof.

2.9
2 SCALIi\TG TRANSLATION
2 ) x
fW(R) : F+— \/—NF (N) F(z)— F(z—1) real wavelets
2 £— Z%—lel (&k) — (&k—1) discrete model
1 Fourier transform .
L*(T): fr—mo(2) f (") f(z)—zf(2) periodic model,

T = R/2n7Z

Remark 2.6. The significance of irreducibility (when satisfied) is that the wavelet
subbands which are indicated in Table [I| are then the only subbands of the corre-
sponding multiresolution. We will show that in fact irreducibility holds generically,
but it does not hold, for example, for the Haar wavelets. In the simplest case, the
Haar wavelet has ¢ = 2 = N, and the numbers from Lemma EI are

(2.10) (Zg Zi) = G _11>

Hence, for this representation of Oy on £2, we may take Ho = ¢2(0,1,2,...), and
therefore Hg = (?(...,—3,—2,—1). Returning to the multiresolution diagram
in Table , this means that we get additional subspaces of L? (R), on top of the
standard ones which are listed in Table . Specifically, in addition to

Vo =U"V=WSH?* and W, =V, 10V, =WSJ S
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we get a new system with “twice as many”, as follows: Vfli) and Wfli), where
VI = WS (Ho), WP =WSg™'s, (Ho) ;
and

Vi) = WSy (Hy), Wi

n

o= WSSFISl (H&) :
For the case of the Haar wavelet, see (2.1(),
Vi c L2 (0,00), VST € L2 (~0,0),

or rather, Vy consists of finite linear combinations of Z-translates of

1 if0<az<l1
2.11 - ST
211) ° (@) {0 itz eR\[0,1),

i.e., functions in L? (R) which are constant between n and n + 1 for all n € Z; and
(2.12) VD =V, nL2(0,00), V7 =V,n L2 (—0,0).

Hence we get two separate wavelets, but with translations built on {0,1,2,...} and
{...,—=3,-2,—1}. In view of the graphics in the Appendix below, it is perhaps
surprising that other wavelets (different from the Haar wavelets) do not have the
corresponding additional “positive vs. negative” splitting into subbands within the
Hilbert space L? (R).

Remark 2.7. There are other dyadic Haar wavelets (mock Haar wavelets), in ad-
dition to (2.11). For example, let

1 .
(2.13) o () = { VIR if 0 <a<2k+1,
0 if o € R\ [0,2k +1).

Then it follows that there is a splitting of Vy into orthogonal subspaces which is
analogous to ), but it has many more subbands than the two, “positive vs.
negative”, which are special to the standard Haar Wave.%). For details on
these other Haar wavelets, and their decompositions, %BFJOQQ , Proposition 8.2].
13

They are only tight frames, and the m-functions of (R.13) are
1 1
(214)  mo(z) = 7 (1422, mi(z) = 7 (121, zeT

Hence, after adjusting the Os-representation T' with a rotation V' € Us (C), we have
(2.15) Tof () = f (%), Tif (2) = 2FT1f (%), fe L*(T) = ¢

and the two new operators Ty, T; will satisfy the Os-identities (E}@), the
representation will have the same reducing subspaces as the one defined directly
from mg and m;. The explicit decomposition of the multiresolution subspaces
corresponding to () may be derived, via W in Table EI, from the decomposition
into sums of irreducibles for the Oy-representation on ¢? which corresponds to

() This means that the decomposition @) associated with ) and ()

has more than two terms in its subspace configuration.



8 PALLE E. T. JORGENSEN

3. WAVELET FILTERS AND SUBBANDS

The operators of wavelet filters may be realized on either one of the two Hilbert
spaces (?(Z) or L*(T), T = R/2rZ, and L*(T) defined from the normalized Haar
measure p on T. But, of course, £2(Z) = L?(T) via the Fourier series. For a given

sequence ag, a1, . . .,aNy—1, consider the operator Sy in ¢*(Z) given by
1
(31) gl—) Sog and (Sog)k = —= ak,lN&.
7w 2

Setting mo(z) = \/_1N St ag 2 and

(3.2) (Sof)(z) =mo(2)f(z"),  feL*T), z€T,

we note that Sy and Sy are really two versions of the same operator, i.e., that

(Sof)"= So(f) when f = (&) from the Fourier series. (The first one is the discrete

model, and the second, the periodic model, referring to the diagram (@)) Hence,

we shall simply use the same notation Sy in referring to this operator in either one

of its incarnations. It is the (@) version which is used in algorithms, of course.
Let ¢ € L?(R) be the compactly supported scaling function solving

Ng—1

(3.3) o@) = > arp(Na — k).

k=0

Then define the operator W: ¢*(Z) — L?*(R) by (R.1)). The conditions on the
wavelet filter {az} in ([L3)-([L.6) and (R.§) may now be restated in terms of mg(z)
in (B.9) as follows:

(3.4)

and
(3-5) mo(l) = \/N

It then follows from Lemma P.1] that W in (R.1) maps ¢*(Z) onto the resolution
subspace Vy (C L(R)), and that

(3.6) UvW = WSy

where Uy f(z) = N~Y2f (z/N), f € L*(R), € R. We showed in that
there are L°°-functions my,...,my—_1 such that the N-by-N complex matrix
(3.7) \/LN (mj(eiszﬂz))jk;lo

is unitary for all z € T. If we define

(3.8) Sif(z) =m;(2)f(z"),  feL*T), =z€T,

then
(39) S;Sk - 5j,kIL2('JI‘)7
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and
(3.10) Z S;S; = Ipz(m).

(@) is not needed for this, only for the algorithmic operations of the Appendix.)

Lemma 3.1. The solutions (m])jv o' to (BA) are in 1-1 correspondence with the
semigroup of all polynomial functions
(3.11) A: T — Un(C),

where Un (C) denotes the unitary N x N matrices.

Proof. The correspondence is m <> A with

N-1
(3.12) m;(z) = A (22,

k=0
and in the reverse direction,

1 —k
(3.13) Ajp(x) = ; wFmj(w)

wt =z
does the job, as can be checked by direct substitution. (|
We also showed in [BrJo0(] that if my is given, and if it satisfies (B.4)), then it is

possible to construct my, ..., my—_1 such that the extended system mqg, m1,...,my_1

will satisfy (B.7). As a consequence, A in (B.13) will be a Uy (C)-loop, and the orig-
inal my is then recovered from (B.13) for j = 0. To stress the dependence of the
operators in (@) on the loop group element A we will denote the corresponding

operators Tl-(A)7 and it follows that, if A = 1, then the operators S; of (@) are
(3.14) f()— 2 f(zY),  wherei=0,1,...,N—1,

and we will reserve the notation .S; for those special ones, i.e., S; := Tl-(ﬂN ),

Let s; — TJ-(A) be an arbitrary wavelet representation. By virtue of @)7(),
L?(T), or equivalently ¢?(7Z), splits up as an orthogonal sum
(3.15) T(*(zZ), j=0,1,...,N—1
We saw that the wavelet transform W of (B.1]) maps ¢2(Z) onto Vy, and from (B.6)
we conclude that W maps TéA) (¢%(Z)) onto Uxy(Vo) (=: V1). Hence, in the N-
scale wavelet case, W transforms the spaces TJ-(A) (¢%(Z)) (C *(Z)) onto orthogonal
subspaces WY j=1,... N —1in L3(R), and

(3.16) Wi=VooV, = Z W ),
where
(3.17) w =1V j=1,.. N-L

Each of the spaces V; and Wl(j ) is split further into orthogonal subspaces corre-
sponding to iteration of the operators T(EA), Tl(A), . (A) 1 of B-9)-(B10). It is the
system {T;A)}jy: ! which is called a wavelet representamon, and it follows that the
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wavelet decomposition may be recovered from the representation. Moreover, the
variety of all wavelet representations is in 1-1 correspondence with the semigroup of
polynomial functions A in (B.11]). Operators {Tj(A)} satisfying (B.9)-(B.10) are said
to constitute a representation of the C*-algebra Oy, the Cuntz algebra [,
and it is the irreducibility of the representations from (E) which will concern us.
If a representation (B.§) is reducible (Definition P.5), then there is a subspace

(3.18) 0S Ho G L*(T)

which is invariant under all the operators Tj(A) and Tj(A) *, and so the data going
into the wavelet filter system {m;} are then not minimal.

4. A LEMMA ABOUT PROJECTIONS

Our main result is that for a generic set within the class of all wavelet represen-
tations, we do have irreducibility, i.e., there is no reduction as indicated in () in
Section . In proving this, we will first reduce the question to a finite-dimensional
matriz problem. We will also, using [, show that every wavelet repre-
sentation, if it is reducible, decomposes into a finite orthogonal sum of irreducible
representations, i.e., if the S; operators from (@) are given, then there is a finite
orthogonal splitting

(4.1) 22y =% "n,

such that each of the subspaces #,, reduces the representation, each of the restricted
representations of Oy is irreducible, and moreover that the irreducible subrepresen-
tations which do occur are mutually inequivalent (and therefore disjoint). It is this
last property of inequivalence of the irreducible subrepresentation which amounts
to the fact that the commutant of the original representation from () is abelian.
Let H := (*(Z), let B(H) denote the algebra of all bounded operators in H, and let

si— T, = TiA be an arbitrary wavelet representation. Then the commutant is
N—-1

(42) Oy ={X€BH);T;X = XT;Vi} = {X €BH); Y TXT; = X} .
i=0

Of course, there are many representations of Oy such that the corresponding
commutant O is not abelian, see for example [DKS9Y], but the abelian prop-
erty (i.e., that the decomposition into irreducibles is multiplicity-free), is specific to
the wavelet representations; see Sections ﬂ and E below. The proof of the abelian
property is based on a lemma regarding a certain matrix which turns out to be
diagonal with respect to a basis which is a finite subset of the Fourier basis

(4.3) {z";neZ} (also denoted e, (z) := z"),

or equivalently the canonical basis vectors in £2(Z). This lemma in turn depends on
a sublemma about a finite set of projections P, ..., P, in Hilbert space . Recall
P € B(H) is a projection iff P = P* = P?. However, there are more details to the
full argument, and they will be taken up in Sections ﬁ and E below.

Lemma 4.1. Let Py, ..., P, be projections. Suppose the operator
(4.4) R=PyPy - PPy Py Py

is nonzero. Then R is a projection if and only if the P;’s are mutually commuting.
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Proof. Tt is clear that the operator R in (@) is a projection if the family Py,..., Py,
consists of mutually commuting projections. We now prove the converse by induc-
tion starting with two given projections P;, P, such that R := P, P, P, is given to
be a projection. Then the commutator S := P; P — P> P; satisfies $* = —S. Using
that R? = R we conclude that S = 0, and therefore S = 0; in other words, the
two projections P, P, commute.

Suppose the lemma holds for fewer than g projections. If R is given as in (Q),
then

(4.5) R=P,TP,
where
(4.6) T=P,  ---PPPy---P,_;.

Writing the operator T in matrix form relative to the two projections P, and
P; =1— Py, we get

R P,TP*-
(47) T= ( PJ_TPq Pj_TPqJ_ ) = (Tij)z{j:O
g E g g

with Ty 0 = R, etc. But then (.g)-(f.9) yield the conclusion:

(4.8) (T*)o,0 = (To,0)*> + To.1T10 = R+ To1(Toq1)",
and
(4.9) (T?)o0 <Too=R

imply Tp.1(To.1)* = 0, and therefore Ty ; = 0. As a result, the block matrix in ([£.7)

reduces to
R 0
0 P,jTP;

A further calculation shows that 7" must then itself be a projection. From the
definition of T in (@), and the induction hypothesis, we then conclude that the
family {P;}Y_, is indeed commutative. O

Remark 4.2. In the special case when all the projections {P;}/_, are one-dimen-
sional, i.e., P; = |v;) (v;| in the Dirac notation, and |v;|| = 1, there is a simpler
proof based on the Schwarz inequality, as follows: Let R in @) be given to be
a projection, i.e., R? = R # 0. We also have R = |/\172/\273---)\g71,g|2Pg with
Xij = (vi|vj). We then conclude that [A;2X23---Ag—1,4| = 1, and therefore by
Schwarz, there are constants ¢; € C, |(;| = 1, such that va = (v1, v3 = Cava,.. .,
and the commutativity of the family {P;}¢_, is immediate. But in this case we
find, in addition, that the projections all coincide.

5. MINIMALITY AND REPRESENTATIONS

The representations of the C*-algebra O are used in other parts of mathematics,
in addition to wavelet analysis. While it is known that in general the irreducible
representations of Oy cannot be given a measurable labeling, see, e.g., [,
[BrJo97H], [Cun77], and [BJKWO(], there are various families of O -representations
which do admit labeling of their irreducibles, and their decomposition into sums
of irreducibles. We show that the decomposition into sums of irreducibles occurs
only for the special (permutative) representations [|B g which generalize those
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derived from the Haar wavelets. When decompositions do occur, the irreducibles
have multiplicity at most one; see Section E below. The basis for our analysis is
the presence of certain finite-dimensional subspaces K which are invariant under
the operators S when the representation is defined from the S;’s with relations
(B-9)-(B.10). For related Oy-representations which arise in statistical mechanics,
see [FNW9Y|, [FNW94], and Section E below. These finite-dimensional subspaces
have the the significance of labeling the correlations of the sites in the quantum
spin chain model. If it is an infinite spin model on a one-dimensional lattice, then
K describes the correlations of spin observables og, 01, ... with those on the other
side, .y, 0_2,0_1.

We say that a representation of Oy in a Hilbert space H is a wavelet represen-
tation if H = L?(T) (& ¢ (Z)) and if the corresponding operators S; are given
by (B.§) for some QMF functions {mi}ij\;l. By (B-12)-(B.13) that is equivalent to
using polynomial functions A: T — Uy (C) for labeling the representations. We
will let P (T,Upn (C)) be the semigroup of such polynomial loops, loops because
they may be viewed as loops in the unitary group Uy (C), see [P d. We will
use the notation A (z) = (4 ; (z))iv]_:lo for the loop-group element A: T — U (N).
Since the Fourier expansion is finite, there is a g such that A (z) has the form

g—1

(5.1) Az) =) 2FAK) (Al )

k=0

where A®) ¢ B ((CN) for Kk =0,...,9 — 1. The factorization in , Lemma,
3.3] motivates the name genus for g.

Lemma 5.1. If A(z) is a general polynomial of z with values in B ((CN) of the
form (6.1)), the following four conditions (5.2)~(p.5) are equivalent:

(5.2)  A(2)"A(z) =1n, 2 €T, i.e., A takes values in U(N);

1 ifn=20
5.3 AR * Atn) — ] ON ’
(53) > 0 ifneZ\{0},

(5.4)  there are projections Pi,..., Py in B ((CN) , positive integers ri,...,Ts,
and a unitary W € U (N) such that

A(2) = (Mo (U = Py + 279 P) ) W5

with the convention that

and

(5.5)  there are projections Qo,Q1,...,Qqg—2 and a unitary V € U(N) such
that
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g—2

AD =v TN -@y,

g—2
AW = VZ(]IN = Qo)
§=0
(v = Qj-1) @y (In — Qj41) -+
o (Iy = Qg-2),
g—2
Al—D — H Q;.
j=0
Proof. We refer the reader to [BrJo0(, Proposition 3.2]. O

Remark 5.2. The case g = 2 = N includes the family of wavelets introduced by
Daubechies [ and studied further in [B (0. Note that g = 2 yields the
representation

(56) AV =v(ay-Q), AV =VQ,
by (6.9). But then (f.3) takes the form
(5.7) A@ x40 — 1 —Q, A4 — g

which will be used in the Sections [f and § below.

In the general case, we will need the operators (alias matrices) R (k,l) :=
AW *A®) and the representation (@) then yields

(5.8) R(0,0)= QL - QIQiQt - QL

R(g—1,9—1)=Qgy—2--Q1QoQ1 - Qqg—2,

which were introduced in Lemma @ above.

A loop A € P(T,Upn(C)) is viewed as an entire analytic matrix function, C —
My (C), and we consider (f.1)) also as a representation for this extended (entire)
function. The (unique) entire extension will be denoted A(z) as well. The estimates
in the next corollary translate into a stability property for the corresponding wavelet
filters, the significance of which will be established in Section E below.

Corollary 5.3. If g is the genus, then we have the following estimate relative to
the order on the positive operators on CN :

. 2)\9 ! 2)\9*
(mln (1, |z] )) Ay <A(2)"A(z) < (max (1, |z )) Ay,
valid for all z € C, where 1 is the identity matriz.

Proof. The corollary is applied in Section E below, so we postpone its proof to
Section E The argument is in Observation @, and it is based on the ordered

factorizations (f.4)-(p.5) in Lemma .1 O
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It follows from the corollary and () that the system mg, mq,...,my_1 of
polynomials that makes up the multiresolution filter cannot have any other common
zeroes than z = 0, i.e., if some zg € C satisfies m; (20) = 0 for all ¢, then 2o = 0.

We now turn to some representation theory for the C*-algebra On which will be
needed in the following sections. Some background references for this are [ErJ 0994,

e [Hor9y

[Eva8d], [Pop9), and [ReWedg]. Our references for wavelets and filters ar I,
Pol9(], and [Vai9]].

Let P (€ B(H)) be a projection. We say that it is co-invariant for some (fixed)
representation {Ti}ij\;_ol of Oy if
(5.9) TP = PI;/P for all i.
Let H_ be the closed span of {z7";n=0,1,...}, and let P_ be the projection
onto H_. Then (p.9) is satisfied for P_ and all wavelet representations 74), as
follows from (B.§), ), and the formula

N-1
(5.10) TV =3 A5 () S5
§=0
where ST are the adjoints of the respective operators S; in () Specifically,
* 1 —J
(5.11) (S5 @) =5 D wif(w),  feL*(T).
wN=z

Lemma 5.4. Let E and P be co-invariant projections for a fixed representation
T . Suppose E < P < P_, and further that for some r € N,

(5.12) PH = span {z_k 0<k< 7“} .
Finally assume that
(5.13) TW*E=ET™*P  foralli=0,1,...,N—1.
Then we have the following identities:
N-1
(5.14) S;ES,P =" Ai;EA; Py
i=0

forall j,k=0,1,...,N — 1, where the functions A; ; are the matriz entries of the
given loop, a function is identified with the corresponding multiplication operator in
H = L?(T), and Py, := S} PS,, are projections.
Proof. Tt is given that both F and P satisfy (@) relative to T4, and further that
1Y E = BT P. Bquivalently, by (510), Y-, 4,,S7E = EY., 4, ,S; P. Using
Zi Ai,in,l = 5j,l; we get
(5.15) SiE=Y A, EA,  SiP.

ik
Now multiplying through from the right with SiP on both sides in (p.15), the
conclusion of the lemma follows. To see this, notice first from (5.11)—(p.12)) that
(5.16) SEPS,P=0 if k#1.

The proof of (f.16) is based on the observation that the representation S (= T(*))
in (B.14) is permutative, see B . Specifically, Sy (22 7"V) = 6 ;27" if 0 <
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j < N,and n € Z, and S; (+7") = 2/="N. The desired formula (.14) now follows
from this and S;PS, P = S;PS, = P, since P is relatively co-invariant for the
representation S = T~) by assumption. O

Remark and Terminology 5.5. The proof shows more generally that the impli-
cation (f.19) = (F.14) holds for any operator E € B(PH) when P is specified
as in the statement of the lemma. In B(P?#), we may then introduce the basis
ek 1 = |z*k> <z*l|, and coordinates

(5.17) FE = ZXk,le—k,—l-
k,l

If the loop A (z) is given by (f.1), then the operators
(5.18) R (k1) := AD*AF)
of Lemma f.1] go into the calculation of the right-hand side in (.14) as follows:
The (r, s)-matrix entry of the matrix (S5 ES, =) Zij\;_ol A; jEA; ;P is given by the
following matrix product:
(5.19) Z Xpg R =70 = 8)4 5

P,q
p2T,q2S

again with the convention that the summation indices restrict to the range where
the terms in the sum are defined and nonvanishing.

Definition 5.6. Let {Tl}figl be a representation of Oy on a Hilbert space H, and
let K be a finite-dimensional subspace which satisfies

(5.20) 'K CK for all 4.

Hence the projection P onto K satisfies

(5.21) PT; = PT;P for all i.

We say that K is cyclic if it is cyclic for the Opn-representation, i.e., if
(5.22) \/ T.T,--T,K="%.

01,12,..0y0n
For the wavelet representations, H = L? (T), the Fourier basis {z" ; n € Z} has

the following property: There is an 7y € N such that, for all n € Z, thereisap € N
satisfying

(5.23) T; - T Ty (2") € span {z % ;0 <k <o}

for all multi-indices ¢1,...,%, and ¢ > p. We showed that ro may be taken
_|gN -1

(524) ro = \‘N—lJ

where ¢ is the genus, N is the scale, and |z is the largest integer < x. We also
showed that, whenever (5.23) holds, then

(5.25) K := span {z_k 10<k< ro}

is cyclic. It is known in general that, if some K is minimal with respect to the two
properties, (5.20) and Opy-cyclicity, then

(5.26) Bk)” " = {X eB(k): Y PTXTM P = X}
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is an algebra. The set () is the fixed-point set for the completely positive map

(5.27) oM () = ZVi (\)Vi*,  where V; .= PT,
We further showed in [BJKWO(] that 74 is irreducible if and only if B (IC)U(A) =

C k. In general, this set is not an algebra, but the above minimality on K forces
it to be an algebra, see [DKS99.

We shall need, in the later proofs, the following two results from [ We
include the statements here since they seem not to be well known in the wavelet
community. Let 7w be a representation of Oy on a Hilbert space H.

Theorem 5.7. [, Section 6] There is a positive norm-preserving linear
isomorphism between the commutant algebra

(5.28) 7(On) ={A€B(H); An (z) =7 (x) A for all z € Oy}

and the fized-point set

(5.29) B(K) ={AeB(K);o(A) = A}

given by

(5.30) 7 (On) 3 A — PAP,

where P is the projection of H onto K. In particular, 7 is irreducible if and only if
o is ergodic (where o is the mapping B (K) — B (K) defined in (5.27)).

More generally, if K1, Ko (with corresponding projections P and P(Q)) are
T*-invariant cyclic subspaces for two representations w1, mo of On on Hi, Ha, and

(5.31) Vi(j) = P(j)ﬂ'j (s4) |k,

forj=1,2,i=0,...,N —1, define p on B(K1,K2) by

(5.32) p(A)=>" VP Ay,

Then there is an isometric linear isomorphism between the set of intertwiners
(5.33) {A e B(H1,Hza); Am (x) = w2 (z) A for all x € On}

and the fized-point set

(5.34) {Be€eB(Ki,K3);p(B)=B}

given by

(5.35) A— B=P@4p0),

Theorem 5.8. [BJKWO0(, Theorem 3.5] Let ¢ = >, V; - V;* be a normal unital

completely positive map of B (K). Then
{V, V7Y c B(H)?.
Furthermore, the space B(H)? contains a largest *-subalgebra, and this algebra is
w1/
{Vi, vi'}.
We are now ready to state and prove the main result of the present section. Its
significance becomes more clear when it is seen in the light of the two previous
Theorems @ and @ In particular, we will show in Section E below that Theorem

b.gis applicable in verifying irreducibility, as we will show that B (K)° is generically
an algebra for the wavelet representations.
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Theorem 5.9. Let T™) be a wavelet representation of On on H = L?(T), and
assume the genus of A is g. Let ro be as in ), and let P be the projection onto
K := span {sz ;0<k < To}. Suppose there is a second projection E € B(K) such
that 0 # E # P, and E commutes with TZ-(A)*P for alli=0,1,...,N —1. Then
it follows that E is diagonal with respect to the basis {sz s k=0,1,.. .,ro} mn K.
Moreover, A(z) has a matriz corner of the form

200 o0

0 zm -« 0
(5.36) v . -

0 0 ... znM-1

where V€ Uy (C), and where the exponents n; of the diagonal corner in A(z)
satisfy 0 <n; <g—1 foralli=0,1,...,M — 1.

Remark 5.10. Theloops A: T — Uy (C) which do admit nontrivial projections F
as in the statement of the theorem are described in detail in Definition @ below,
to which we refer. Hence, the existence of such a projection E means that it is
possible to “split off” a matrix block in A (z) which is in diagonal form.

Proof of Theorem p.g. Let V; := PTl-(A). Suppose E € B(PH) satisfies EV* =
V*E, or equivalently ETZ-(A) P = TZ-(A) *E. Then by Lemma [.4 and Remark .5,

we have

(5.37) (S;Esk)m = Z XpgR(p—1,9— S)k,j = Z Xptrq+s B (p, Q)k,j :
P.q

; P.q
P21, q>8 p>0,¢>0
The j, k-indices are in {0,1,...,N —1}. For the matrices R (p,q), we have the
identities

(5.38) > R(pp)=1y and > R(pp+1)=0 ifl#0.
P p

See Lemma @ above. The terms on the left-hand side in () are
(5.39) (S;ES,), . = XoN—jsN—k

T8
again with the convention that the terms are defined to be zero when the subscript
indices are not in the prescribed range.

If E # 0, consider the lexicographic order on the subscript indices of the cor-
responding matrix entries X, , (in (5.17)). The range on both indices p,q is
{0,1,2,...,79} where rg is determined as in Lemma @, see also (p.24). Then
pick the last (relative to lexicographic order) nonzero X, s, i.e., r, s are determined
such that

(5.40) Xptrg+s =0 if p>0orq>0.

It follows that there are only the following possibilities for this (r, s):
(0,0)  E=Xool|2%) (=",
(1,L1)  E=Xopl|2%) )+ X1 |27 (z7,

(22) B = Xog[0) (2] + Xu 271) (71 4 Xaa |72 (272,
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If (r,s) = (0,0), then, using (f.37) and (F.3Y), we arrive at the matrix identity

Xo.0 | 0O --- 0
0 0O --- 0

(541) XoyoR (0, O) = . .. . € My (C) ’ where XO,O 7£ 0,
0 |0 - 0

and therefore R (0,0) = |gq) (0| where & is the first canonical basis vector in CV.
By Lemma [L.1], (F.§), and Remark [L.2, we conclude that Qi > |eo) (eo| for all 4,
and therefore

(5.42) Alz)=V

for some V € Uy (C) and B € P (T, Ux_; (C)); see Lemma [5.1.

If (r,s) = (1,1), then, using again (5.37) and (5.39), we arrive at the matrix
identity

0 0 0
(543) X171R (O, 0) = 0 0 0 € My ((C) s where X171 75 0,
0O --- 0 | Xl,l

and therefore R (0,0) = |ex_1) (en—1]|. Using again Lemma [L.1, (5.§), and Remark
[, we conclude that Q;- > [en—_1) (en—1] for all i, and therefore

(5.44) A(z)=V C(2)

for some V € Uy (C) and C € P (T,Un_1 (C)).

The reason for why the matrix of E has diagonal form relative to the natural
Fourier basis is as follows: Let N = 2, for simplicity. (The argument is the same,
mutatis mutandis, in the general case.) Then pick the last term (r,s), r # s, with
Xr s # 0, where again “last” refers to the lexicographic order of the matrix-entry
indices, see (5.40). We then get, using (f.37) and (F-39), the following matrix-
identity (where we specialize to (r,s) = (0,1)):

0 0
X071R (O, 0) = (XO . O) € My ((C)

and Xo1 # 0, as mentioned. This forces R (0,0) = (99), which is impossible by
Lemma p.1], since R (0,0) is positive and (9 §) is not.

Let N > 2, and suppose (r,s) = (2,2), i.e., assume that Xzo # 0, and
Xoypatrq = 0if p > 0 or ¢ > 0, referring to the lexicographic order. Then by
the same argument which we used in the earlier cases,

(5.45) X2,2 (R(0,0)), ; = (Xan—jon—k)} pp -
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But all the double indices (2N — j,2N — k) of the matrix on the right are strictly
bigger than (2,2) in the lexicographic order, and we conclude that

(5.46) R(0,0)=0  in My (C).

The formula for R (0,0) then yields Q5 Q7 - --Q,_, = 0. Moreover, the additional
restrictions are:

X070R (0, O) + X171R(1, 1) + X272R (2, 2) = X070 |<€0> <EQ| € My ((C)
as in (B.4])), and

0 0 0 0
X11R(0,0)+ XanR(1,1) = | ¢ ol 0 o

0 0| X22 O

0 0] 0 X

Now substituting R (0,0) = 0, we arrive at

(5.47) X11R(1,1) + X2 2R (2,2) = Xo,0 |e0) (€0
and
(5.48) Xo2R(1,1) = Xoalenv—2) (en—2| + X1,1 |en—1) (eEn—1]-

Since E = Xo,0|1) (1| + X11 ‘z_1> <z_1’ + Xapo0 ‘z_2> <z_2’ is a projection, and
X2,2 # 0, we must have Xoo = 1 and Xy and X771 € {0,1}. The conclusion of
the theorem can then be checked case by case, using (5.47) and (f.49).

In general, let X, ; # 0 be the last (in lexicographic order) nonzero term, and
assume s > 2. Then by (.3§)-(F.39), we get X, R (0,0) = 0, and therefore
R (0,0) = 0 as before. Using this, the equation for the (s — 1,5 — 1) term is then

N-1

X s R (1, 1) = (X(am1)N—ji(s= )N k) j g

If (s — 1) (N — 1) < N, then all the entries in the matrix on the right must vanish,
and we get R (1,1) = 0. If not, we proceed as in (5.49). If R(1,1) = 0, we go to
the (s — 2,s — 2) term, viz.,

N-1
(549) Xs,sR (27 2) = (X(s—2)N—j7(5—2)N—k)j1k:0 .
Eventually the matrix on the right will have nonzero terms, starting with X, 5, and
terms before that in the lexicographic order. Suppose, for example, that the matrix
on the right in (5.49) has nonzero entries. Then the equation for the (s — 3, s — 3)
term is
N-1

Xs—l,s—lR (27 2) + Xs,sR (37 3) = (X(573)N7j,(573)N7k)j)k:0 )

and the argument is done by a case-by-case check, using that the coordinates
XO,O; X111, ... arein {O, 1} while X575 =1.

There is a similar argument, based on the reversed lexicographic order, starting
with (N — 1, N — 1), which will account for a possible lower right matrix corner of
diagonal form. This completes the proof of the theorem. O
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Remark 5.11. (Permutative Representations) The form

Z"no 0 0
0 zm 0
(5.50) AR)=v ]| . . . |
0 0 ZMN -1

V € Uy (C), in the conclusion of Theorem @ corresponds to the representations
of On which permute the basis elements {z" ;n € Z} for H = L?(T); they are
studied more generally in [ under the name permutative representations.
We also met them, in a special case, in Remark @ above, in connection with the
“stretched out” Haar wavelets. So the conclusion of Theorem p.d is that the wavelet
representations which are not of this form are irreducible.

Now for the details: Let T4 be the representation of O corresponding to A (z)
in (5-50). The element V € Uy (C) defines an automorphism of Oy, denoted ay or

Ad (V). Let D (z) = V"1A(2) be the diagonal factor in (5.50). If 74 (s;) = T\
and 7(P) (s;) = Ti(D) are the corresponding representations, then it follows that
(5.51) A = 7D o qy

which means that 7(4) and 7(P) have the same decomposition into sums of irre-
ducibles, corresponding to irreducible subspaces of L? (T). The formulas for the

D)

operators Tl-( are as follows:

(5.52) TP (%) = Neath+i - pez i=0,...,N -1,

which justifies the “permutative” label; in other words, both the operators Ti(D)

and their adjoints permute the basis elements of the Fourier basis {zk i ke Z}
for L2 (T). The decomposition structure of these representations is worked out in

B q; see also [DKS99.

Remark 5.12. Note that if N > 2, then some representation 74 may be re-
ducible even if A is not itself of the form (5.5(); it may only have a matrix corner
of this form. Take, for example,

1] o0 0

1 1
(5.53) AR =] ol1/v2 vz |=lo@— Ca ),
V2 \ 2 z
z/V2 —2%/\2
ie, N=3,¢g=3. Then T™ is a reducible representation of @5 acting on L? (T),

and, in fact, the Hardy subspace H? C L?(T) reduces this representation. For
more details, see Section E below.

6. IRREDUCIBILITY

In this section we consider as in Lemma @ -) the finite-dimensional subspace

(6.1) K :=span{z7";0 <k <r¢} C L*(T), ro = {QJJ\Y _llJ ,

defined from a polynomial loop A(z) of scale size N and genus g, and we show
that the irreducibility property for the corresponding representation 7 of Oy is
generic, i.e., it holds for all A except for a subvariety of smaller dimension, once
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N and g are fixed. In order to apply the results in Sections ﬂ and E, some more
details are needed regarding the subspace I, and they are taken up in Section .
We begin with some notation and a lemma:

Notation 6.1. Let e,(z) := 2", n € Z, denote the Fourier basis in L?*(T). For
finite subsets J C Z, set (J) :=span{e; ; j € J} C L?(T). If

(62) JOZ{Oa_la_Za"'v_TO}v

set K := (Jo). If T = T is a wavelet representation and rq is as above, we note
IB (, Proposition 5.5] that K is cyclic.

Lemma 6.2. Let A € P(T,Un(C)) be a (polynomial) loop of genus g. Then

gN — IJ

(6.3) IC:<{O,—1,...,—r0}>:span{z*k;nggro}, ro = LN—l

contains no one-dimensional subspace which is both Tl-(A) *_invariant, and also cyclic
for the representation of On on L?(T).

Proof. To show that a subspace K is minimal in the sense specified in the lemma,
we must check that whenever

(6.4) (04 KoKk
is a subspace satisfying
(6.5) TV Ky c Ky fori=0,1,...,N —1,

then Ky cannot be cyclic for the representation T(Y) of Oy, i.e., it generates a
cyclic subspace which is a proper subspace of L?(T). The cyclic subspace generated
by Ko is the closed subspace spanned by
(6.6) T TV, forn=0,1,...,
and all multi-indices (iy, .. .,i,). This follows from (6.5), and we will denote this
space [OnKo]. We will prove the assertion by checking that if (5.4)-(p.5) hold,
then there is an my € Z such that [OnKp] is contained in the closed span of
{z*; k > mo}. Note that this integer mo might be negative, and also that [OxCo]
might well be a proper subspace.

Now let Ko be given subject to conditions (.4)-(6.5), and suppose (as in the
lemma) that dim Ko = 1. Let & € Ko, [|¢]| = 1. Then by (p.5) there are \; € C with

(6.7) TV e =N,
or equivalently,

(6.8) 6(z) = S Aim{ ()Y,

Using [PJor993], [BrJo97H| we conclude that
(6.9) E(z)=27F for some k,

after adjusting with a constant multiple, and moreover that

(6.10) Z )\_imEA) () = 2R (N=1)
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Setting a(z) := (1,z,..., zN’l)tr, this may be rewritten as
(6.11) (N AEY)a(2)) = A0,
Now pick j € {0,1,..., N — 1} such that —k = jmod N, and apply the operators

S, 1=0,1,...,N — 1, to both sides in () It follows that there is some m € Z
such that

(6.12) (A A(z)e;) =2 and (M| A(z)e) =0 if I #j.

Since [(A| A(2)e;)| < | Al |A(2)e;]| = 1, the first part of (6.19) implies equality in
a Schwarz inequality. Then (p.19) yields A(z)*\ = z7™¢;, or equivalently,

(6.13) A(z)ej = 2™

Using the formula in Lemma [.1 for the coefficients in A(z), and Lemma [i.1, we
note that (.13) implies

(6.14) A(z)ej = 2"Vey,

and in particular A = Ve;, where V € Uy(C) is as in Lemma .1

For the convenience of the reader, we sketch the argument, but only in the
simplest case m = 0. With the notation of Lemma @, we get

(6.15) AV =) AW =0,  1<k<y,

where j is the (fixed) number determined from (B.11]) as described. Introducing
the projections Qo, Q1,--- € B(CY) from Lemma p.1|, the first part of () then

reads
(6.16) VQo Q1 - Quigj = A,
and since

1

3

2

6 W= (S - et abe] -
Hence Qi - - - Q;;lsj is in the range of Qf-, and Qf (Q1 - - - ;ﬁlsj) =Qf - ;ﬁlsj.
We get
(6.18) Q1 -+ Qg aeil| =1,
and by induction,
(6.19) a-16 = Qgogj = =Qi€; = Qpej =¢;

and therefore Qre; = 0, and A(2)e; = Ve; = A. This proves the claim (f.14).
Since we wish to prove that [OnKp] is contained in z™H for some m € Z, where
‘H, := Span {zk ;0 < k} is the Hardy space in L?(T), we may assume that m in
(b.14) is taken as m = 0. Since the invariant subspaces for a representation 7 of Oy
are the same as for 7o ay where ay = AdV, we may replace A(z) with V71A(2),
or equivalently, reduce to the special case A(z)e; = ¢; of formula (f.14). Since the
matrix of the basis permutation eg <+ ¢, is in Uy (C), the same argument leaves us
with the simpler case A(z)eg = eg, or equivalently,

1 | 0 0
0 A171(2) AI,N—I(Z)

(6.20) Az) =

0| Anv—11(2) -+ An—1nv-1(2)
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Then [B (, Theorem 6.2] implies £(2) = 2° = 1, or equivalently k = 0 in (B.9),
and so [On¢] C Hy. Since Ky = C¢&, we have proved that Ky is not cyclic, i.e., the
representation on the single vector ¢ does not generate all of L?(T). This concludes
the proof of the lemma. O

Remark 6.3. If A € P(T,Ux(C)), then the wavelet representation 74) may or
may not be irreducible, as a representation of Oy on L?(T). It is not irreducible,
for example, for the Haar wavelet. Nonetheless, we will show that when N and
g are given, then irreducibility holds generically for T4 as A ranges over all
Py(T, Un(C)), i.e., has scale number N and genus g.

Now for T irreducible, of course every & € L*(T), ¢ # 0, will be cyclic, so
cyclicity will then not be an issue, but rather the question of when ¢ satisfies

(6.21) T*¢ et foralli.

The lemma states that (5.21]) cannot hold for £ # 0 if T™) is irreducible. The issue
is then instead to find minimal subspaces K,eq such that

(6.22) T (Kred) C Krea.

3

These subspaces are relevant for the algorithms which are used in the construction
of and the analysis of wavelets, as we sketched in Section ﬂ, as the subspaces Kyeq
in L?(T) = ¢2 correspond to subspaces in the associated multiresolution subspaces
in L2(R) (See Table ). We first addressed (6.23) in [B (], but the minimality
was not considered there. We also note that ([5.29) has applications for different
representations of Oy, and is there connected with finitely correlated states in
statistical mechanics, see [BrJo974, FNW94, FNW99. The minimality issue was
also considered in [DKS9]] in a different context. We noted in (§.2§) that K =
span{z%,z71,..., 27"}, with ro as in ([.29), satisfies (f.22). Let P or Pg denote
the projection onto the subspace K. We will consider subspaces of K which still
satisfy (p.29), are cyclic, and minimal with respect to (6.29) and cyclicity. If, for
example, g = 3 and N = 2, we will show that for some A € P3(T,Us(C)) we may
have

(6.23) Kreqd = span {272, 273} )
This is a little surprising since then 7o = 5, and so K in (.2]) is 6-dimensional.

Corollary 6.4. Let Jy be as above in @), and consider the two finite-dimensional
subspaces Ko = (Jo\{0}) and K1 = (Jo\{—ro}) in L*(T). Then K¢ is non-cyclic if

(6.24) TNy € Cey  for all i.

Suppose N — 1 divides gN — 1. Then Ky is non-cyclic if

(6.25) T (e_y,) € Ce_yy  for all i.
’ o o

Moreover, Ky is cyclic if \o =), ALO‘ =0.

Proof. The two vectors ey and e_,,, corresponding to the endpoints in Jy, are
special in that

(6.26) PTMeq € Cey,
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and when N — 1 divides gN — 1,

(6.27) P\ Ye_,, €Ce_,,  foralli.

It follows that, when (6.24) holds, then

(6.28) [On ({0})] @ [On (Jo\{0})] = L*(T)

where ({0}) = Cz° = the one-dimensional space of the constants, and neither

of the two subspaces in this orthogonal sum is zero. Hence ([.24)) implies that
Ko = (Jo\{0}) is not cyclic. The same argument proves that 1 = (Jo\{—7o}) is

not cyclic if (.25) holds.
We also note that (.24) holds if and only if

2
(6.29) Z’Awg‘ —1,  ie, No(A) =1,
or equivalently,
6.30 R(0,0 = (A4 =1.
(6:30) (0,000 (= (4©74®)

(The issue is resumed in Remark [6.§ below.)
We now turn to the converse implications in the corollary, doing the details only

for Ko = (Jo\{0}) . If (6-24) does not hold, then

(6.31) Noi=Y ‘AE?O"Q

satisfies \g < 1. Using the following forn:lula,

(6.32) <60‘T§A>(e,k)> = <T§A>*eo z*k> - <Ai70(z) ‘z_k>
= (2F| Aip(2)) = AR,

(4)

we therefore have the conclusion: For each 4, T}
to the sum I = Ceg + Ky as follows:

*eg is in /C, and it splits according

(6.33) TV e =AQeo+&,  0<i<N,

where & € Ky is computed according to formula () Applying PTi(A) to both
sides in (.33), we conclude that

2
eg = Z PTi(A)Ti(A)*eO S <Z ‘AE,OO)‘ ) e+ P [ON’CQ] R

or equivalently,
(634) (1 — /\0) ep € P [ON’C()] .

Since in the second part of the corollary, Ag = 0 by assumption, we conclude from
(b-33) that eo € [OnKo], and the inclusion

(6.35) ({0,—1,...,—ro}) C [ONKo]
—_—
=Jo
follows. Finally, we get

(6.36) L3 (T) = [On (Jo)] C [OnKo] € L(T),
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which proves that the reduced space Ky is then cyclic, and the corollary is estab-
lished. |

Remark 6.5. To summarize, T(4) is given by some A € P(T,Uy(C)), where the
coefficients A, A ... € My(C) satisfy AW~ +£ 0 and the conditions in ([.1)
and Lemma @ The conclusions about cyclicity in the previous corollary may be
restated as follows in terms of these matrices:

(6.37) eo € [On (Jo\{0})] <= A has the form
x| 0 0 01
%1 0 0 01
| | | |
1 0" 0" 0!
| | | |
—_—————
A0 A Alg=1D)
i.e., all in the first of the first columns; and
(6.38) e—ry & [On (Jo\{—70})] <= A has the form
T T T T T
1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1k
0 0 0 0 i
VN A c il oL
N N N N B
| | | | |
—_—————
A0 AM Alg—1D)

i.e., all in the last of the last columns. It follows from Theorem that the
representation T is reducible if either one of the conditions () or ) holds.

We can show, using [, Theorem 6.2], that a wavelet representation 7
satisfies (p.37) if and only if there are V € Uy(C) and B € P(T, Uy_1(C)) such
that A has the form (p.49). There is a similar conclusion concerning the other
condition (b.39).

Let us say that, for fixed N and g, a property is generic if it holds for all
loops A(z) of scale N and genus g, except for A in a variety of lower dimen-

sion. Then we conclude from (5.37)-(F.38) that Kreqa = ({~1,...,—(ro — 1)}) or

({-1,...,—(ro —1),—70}) is cyclic for a generic set of loops, when g and N are
fixed. The process described in (f.31) of elimination starting with the elimination
of, if possible, 0 and —rg from ({0,—1,...,—7¢}) to get a smaller space, say Ko
such that

(6.39) T (Ko) € Ko for all i,

and

(6.40) Ko is On-cyclic in L*(T),

may be continued, subject to certain spectral conditions on the given loop A. These
conditions are generic in the same sense; for example, as noted in (p.31)), ey can
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be eliminated (so that the smaller Ko will still satisfy (6.39)-(F.40)) if and only
if R(0,0)0,0 < 1. There is a similar spectral condition for the elimination of two

vectors eg and e_1, i.e., for getting Ko = ({—2,—3,...,—7o}) to also satisfy (5.39)-
(p-40): For the N = 2 case, this condition is that the 2-by-2 matrix
R(1,1)00 R(0,1)01 >
6.41 ’ ’
(6.41) < R(10)1o R(0,0)1,

does not have 1 in its spectrum (recall R(k,1) := AD*A®)). The argument is the
same as before, even if N > 2, mutatis mutandis. If 1 is not in the spectrum, and if
R(0,0)0,0 = 0, then we show that both the vectors ey and e_y are in the cut-down
of the cyclic space, i.e., in

(642) P [02 <{—2, —3, ceey —'f‘o}>] y

which is then Ti(A)*—invariant. (Here we use the symbol P for the projection onto the
subspace K spanned by {z‘k i k=0,1,..., TQ} where ¢ = {Ng*lJ If N = 2, then,

N-T |-
of course, K is of dimension 2g.) Hence, the smaller subspace ({-2,—-3,...,—70}) &
({0,—1,-2,...,—7r0}) will also satisfy conditions (6.39)—(p.40).

To illustrate the spectral condition more explicitly, we need g > 2. In the case
g=3,N = 2, there are V € Uy(C), and projections P, Q in C2, such that

(6.43) A(z) = V(P 4+ 2P)(Q* + 2Q),

and we get

R(0,0) = Q*P*Q*,  R(0,1)=QP"Q*,  R(1,0)=Q"PQ,
R(1,1) = QP*Q+ Q+PQ*,  R(2,2) = QPQ.

Hence, R(0,0)9,0 = 0 holds if and only if P-Q+¢o = 0, or equivalently,

(6.44)

(645) PQE‘O = PEQ + QEQ — £0-
The entries of the matrix ([.41]) are then

2 2

[P Qeol|” + [[PQTe0]]”  (eo| PrQYer)
(6.46) o L2 .
(PQ*tereo) 1P Q- eu]]
Since
10
(6.47) R(0,0) + R(1,1) + R(2,2) = 0 1)
the restriction R(0,0)0,0 = 0 therefore implies that
(6.48) R(1,1)00 =1~ R(2,2)00 = 1 — ||PQeo|*.
Using this, we get that 1 is in the spectrum of (), so reduced, if and only if
2 2

(6.49) 1PQol? - (1= [P e ]*) = [(eo | Pr@ er) [
To solve this, let for example P and @ be the respective projections onto
(6.50) ( cos 0 ) and ( cosp )

sinf sin p

and solve for 6 and p. For these examples (i.e., in the complementary region of the
(0, p)-plane), we will then have K, eq :=({—2, —3}) satisfy the covariance condition
as well as the cyclicity. All of the cases N = 2, g = 3, will be taken up again in the
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Appendix, where the algorithmic properties of (IE) for the scaling function ¢ are
displayed in detail. This is an iteration based on ), and the regularity of the
corresponding = +— g , (x) turns out to depend on the spectral properties of the
operators in (5.44).

We now turn to the distinction between the diagonal elements A(z) in
P(T,Un(C)), and the non-diagonal ones. We say that A is diagonal if it maps
into the diagonal matrices in Uy (C), except for a constant factor, i.e., if there is
some V € Uy (C), and ng,...,ny—_1 > 0, such that A has the form ) The vari-
ety of these diagonal loops will be called Paiag(T, Un(C)). Note that this definition
includes

(6:51) (v6)=(1o)(o?)
in Paiag(T, U2(C)).

Definition 6.6. We say that a loop A € P(T,Ux(C)) is purely non-diagonal if
there is not a decomposition N = dy + b + di with dy > 0, or d; > 0, diagonal
elements D;(z) € Paiag(T,Uq, (C)), ¢ = 0,1, B(z) € P(T,Uy(T)), and V € Un(C)
such that

Do(Z) 0 0
(6.52) A(z) =V 0 B(z) 0
0 Dl(z)

0
Easy examples of loop matrices for N = 2 and g = 3 which are not diagonal,
i.e., do not have the representation (5.50) or (6.59) for any V', are

(6.53) %(i _222> and %<i i)

Both have Ao (A) = 1/2. Both correspond to Haar wavelets, and both are ex-
ceptional cases in the wider family of the Appendix below. Both have irreducible
wavelet representations, by the next theorem. For more details about matrix factor-
izations in the loop groups, we refer the reader to [PrSe8(, and the paper [AIPe9q).

We now turn to our first explicit result about minimal subspaces £ C K, i.e.,
subspaces £ which are T*-invariant, cyclic, and which do not contain proper T*-
invariant subspaces which are also cyclic. In Theorem @ below, we shall then
further give a formula for the (unique) minimal such space £. We stress that these
results are special for the wavelet representations, and that they do not hold for
other kinds of representations of Oy

Theorem 6.7. (a) Let A € P(T,Un(C)) be given. Suppose it is purely non-
diagonal, and let T™ be the corresponding wavelet representation of On on L2(T).
Then it follows that TY) is irreducible.

(b) Let g be as in (5.24). Let optimal numbers p,q, 0 < p < q < 7o be determined
by the spectral condition in Remark @ such that

(6.54) Kiea = {-p,—(p+1),...,—q})
is Ti(A)*—invariant for all i, and further satisfies
(6.55) ({0,—-1,...,—p+1,—q¢—1,...,—1r}) C [ONKyed] -

Then the following three properties hold:
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(i) Ti(A)*(ICred) C Kreq for all i,
(ii) Krea is cyclic (for L*(T)),
(iil) Krea s minimal with respect to properties (i)—(ii).

(¢) The minimal space Kyiea from (b) is reduced from the right if N — 1 divides
gN — 1, where g is the genus, and if not, it is ({—p,...,—ro}); so it is only “trun-
cated” at one end when N — 1 does not divide gN — 1.

Proof. Once K,cq has been chosen as in the statement (b) of the theorem, the three
properties (i)—(iii) follow from Theorem p.§ and f.9. The significance of (i)(iii) is
that they imply that if

(6.56) o)== P TV ()T P,

then the fixed-point set B(K.cq)? is in fact an algebra. This is a result of Davidson
et al. [DKS99]. Using Theorem [.§, we conclude that the projections in B(Kyed)®
are characterized by the condition of Lemma @ Now, by [, there are
projections E; € B(Keq) such that, for each ¢, j, we have the covariance properties

(6.57) E; Vi E; = Vi Ej,

where V;* = Tl-(A)*P;C or equivalently,

red ?

7).

red ¢ )

(6.58) Vi = Pe

and in addition, we have

(6.59) > B =1k,
J

and each subspace [OnE; K ed] irreducible, in the sense that each [On E;jK eq] re-
duces the representation Oy to one which is irreducible on the subspace.

It follows from (B.57)(B.5d) that the complementary projection

(6.60) k., —Ej =Y E
1:1#£j

then also satisfies (), and so in particular E; must commute with each V;
(= Px T-(A)). Then by Theorems f.§ and f.9, we conclude that each E; has a

red 71
matrix which is diagonal with respect to the Fourier basis {z’k} Since the loop
A(z) is picked to be purely non-diagonal, we finally conclude that the decomposition

{E;} of (5.59) can only have one term, and the proof is concluded. O

Remark 6.8. Even if the assumption in Theorem @, to the effect that A be
purely non-diagonal, is removed, we have the decomposition into irreducibles, and
these irreducibles [On E;jKed] are mutually disjoint, i.e., inequivalent representa-
tions when j # j’ for two possible terms j,j’ in a decomposition. This follows
from the Theorems @ and @, which state that the projections F; are all diagonal
relative to the same basis (see also Theorem B.d below!). So in particular, B(Kred)®
is abelian when K,.q is chosen subject to conditions (i)—(iii) in the statement of
Theorem @ This means that the corresponding decomposition of T into a sum
of irreducible representations of Oy is multiplicity-free.
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Example 6.9 (An Application). Even though we list only the scaling functions
¢ (z) in the examples in the Appendix, the wavelet generator i (x) is significant.
But it is not unique: We can have a loop A of genus 2, and a different one B
of genus 3, which have the same . Then, of course, there are different wavelet
generators, say ¥, and ¥ 5. To see this, take ¢ as follows (see also Remark @)

¢ (x)

(6.61) 0

A loop A in diagonal form giving this ¢ is

1 1 1 1 0
% 1 1 E genus g = 2.

This is of the form (5.50). The corresponding wavelet generator 1, is then

Y, (@)

(6.62) 0

But setting

(6.63) B(z)_%<i _;),

then this loop has the same ¢. Since

(6.64) méB) (2) = (1+2%) = méA) (2), mgB) (2) = z2m§A) (2)

Sl
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the corresponding wavelet generator 15 is now different from ¢, only by a trans-
lation.

Vg (2)

(6.65) 0

6 i : ; i 5o

In fact, ¥z () = ¥, (x —1). However, the most striking contrast between the
two loops A and B is that the minimality question comes out differently from one
to the next: The representation T() of Oy on L?(T) is reducible, while T) is
irreducible, i.e., there are no nonzero closed subspaces of L? (T), other than L? (T),
which are invariant under all Ti(B) and Ti(B)*. (Or, stated equivalently, by ()
we have the implication 3, T, XT"* = X, X € B(L*(T)), = X € Cl 1.
The two conclusions for T4 and T(F) follow from Lemma @, Corollary @, and

Theorems @ and @, respectively; but Theorem @ is also used. What is perhaps
more surprising is that the matrix loop

1 z 0 0
1 z =220 0
0 0 |z —2°
see (b.63)) in Uy (C), i.e., N =4 and g = 3, defines a representation T™) of Oy
g

which acts irreducibly on L? (T).

Our general result in this paper is that the wavelet representations are irre-
ducible, except for isolated examples of Haar type, such as 1, in (5.62). But (f.64)
above shows that even for the reducible ones, irreducibility can still be achieved,
if only Z-translations are allowed; see ) The following result is a corollary of
Theorem @, and it helps to distinguish the wavelet representations 74 from the
more general representations of [FNW99, FNW94] associated with finitely corre-
lated states in statistical mechanics. It is a crucial distinction, and it is concerned
with the completely positive maps ¢ which are described in Theorems m and @
In [FNWY94], the representations are determined by maps o which possess faithful
invariant states, and these states play a role in the proofs of the results there. Our
next corollary asserts that such faithful invariant states do not exist for the wavelet
representations.

Corollary 6.10. Let T™ be a wavelet representation of On on L2 (T) which sat-
isfies the conditions in Theorem B.7, and let O'/(CA) (-)=>,Vi(-) V" be the corre-
sponding completely positive mapping of Theorems @ and @ Then there is no
faithful state p on B (KC) which leaves 0,(CA) invariant, i.e., which satisfies

(6.67) poo =p.
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Proof. We will restrict to the case N = 2, although for g = 2, we cover arbitrary N

in [BrJo0(]. (If g = 2, then K = (eg,e_1,e_2,e_3). Setting E_k ;= |e_g) (e—1],
we showed in [BrJoOd] that the density matrix D given by D = Ay_oE_1, 1 +
(A)

(1 = An-1) E_2 2 satisfies 0* (D) = D, where 0 = oyc’ and A; := R(0,0), ;, and
where o* is the adjoint of o: B (K) — B (K) with respect to the trace inner product.
Defining the state p on B (K) by

(6.68) p(X) = trace (DX), VX eB(K),
we check that p satisfies (5.67). We know from [BJKWO(] that ker (0 — 1) and

ker (0* — 1) have the same dimension. But T4 is irreducible by Theorem @
when 0 < A9 < 1. Hence ker (¢ — 1) is one-dimensional by Theorem .7, and there
are therefore no other states p satisfying (.67). But the state p in (6.6§) is clearly
not faithful, and the proof is complete, in the special case g = 2.)

We now turn to the details for N = 2, g = 3, and it will be clear that they
generalize to arbitrary g. If N =2, g = 3, we get K = (eg,€-1,e—_2,6_3,e_4,e_5) =
CS, and Ti(A) “e_j, may easily be computed; see, e.g., the details in Section E below,
especially (B.26)-(B.31)). As a result, we get o* (E_y ;) = >, |TFe_i) (T;'e—|, and
therefore

(6.69) 0" (Bo1, 1) =Y R(Lk); 1 g 11,
Jo,l
(6.70) 0" (B3, 2) =Y R(L,k)ygE-1k-1-1,
ol
(6.71) 0" (BE_s3) =Y R(Lk) B sk 21,
ko l
(6.72) 0" (BE_4a) =Y R(Lk)ggE 2 k21,
ko l
where the k, I summations are both over {0,1,2}. In addition, by ((.26) and (5.27),
(6.73) o (Eo,0) = AFEoo, and o(E_5_5)=NE_5 s,

where A\g = A9 (A) = R(0,0),,. So the complement of (Ey,0, E_5—5) in B(K) is
invariant under o*, and the element D which is fixed by ¢* must be diagonal in
the Fourier basis, by Theorem @ Using Lemma and the argument from the
previous step, we then check that a density matrix D may be found in the form

(6.74) D=6E_1 1+06E 5 o+ 0E 3 3+6E 4 4, 06,20, > §i=1,

such that the state p () = trace(D-) on B (C%) will satisfy (6.67). But if 0 <
Ao (A) < 1, the wavelet representation T4 is irreducible, and so (6.67) has no
other state solutions. Finally, it is clear from ( that p is not faithful. O

7. FILTRATIONS IN P(T,Uz(C)) As
FACTORIZATIONS OF QUADRATURE MIRROR FILTERS

Since P(T, Uy (C)) has multiplicative structure, it has ideals, and since the uni-
modular polynomials, i.e., T — T, are monomials, we may reduce the consideration
to the ideals 2*P(T, Ux(C)), k =0,1,2,....

In view of the examples, we specialize the discussion to the case N = 2, but the
arguments work generally.
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FIGURE 1. B (2) € P, (T, Uy (C)) vs. m{? (2) = 2m{P) (2) € P11 (T, U, (C))

In this section, we explain how the subspace K := ({0,—1,...,—(2¢ — 1)}) in
(p.29) is reduced first to the smaller one ({—1,—-2,...,—(2¢g — 2)}), and then fur-
ther to ({—2,...,—(2g — 3)}), in the case N = 2. Returning to the semigroup
P(T,Uy(C)), we note that it has a natural filtration of ideals:

(7.1) 2P(T, Uy(C)) D 2*P(T, Uz(C)) D --- .

A loop A(z) is in 2*P(T, U3(C)) if and only if there is some B(z) € P(T, Uz(C))
such that

(7.2) A(z) = 2*B(2), ze.
Since
(7.3) mEB)(z) = Z B; (2327,

we get mEA) () = z%ml(-B)(z), and for the representations

(7.4) 7Y = Mo TP

where M2« denotes multiplication by 2%* on the Hilbert space L?(T). Despite this
simple relationship between T and T(5), the irreducibility question can come
out differently from one to the other.

If A(z) = zB(z), and B is of genus g, then A is of genus g + 1, but it has
vanishing first and last columns in its representation, as is clear from Figure El
Specifically, suppose mEA) (z) = szB) (z) for all i; then we have the following
system of identities:

0 0 0 1 0 1 1 g g—1 g
AE ) = O7 Ag,l) == B»(O), AE,O) - Bi(,l)7 Ag,l) == B?;(,O)’ “e AE,O) - Bi(,l ), Ag,l) = O

3

R(1,1)00 R(0,
1,0 0

of Section [ takes the following form:

Ra(1,1)o0 Ra(0,1)0. \ _ [ Rs(0,0)11 Rp(0,0)..
(7.6) ( Ra(L0)1y Ra(0.0)1 1 ) = ( (0.0 0.0 )
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(A

Moreover, a given A € Pyy1(T, Uy (C)) has the form m; ) (2) = zml(-B) (2) for some

B € P(T,Uy(C)) if and only if
(7.7) Ao(A)(:= Ra(0,0)0,0) = 0.
Putting this together, we get the following result:
Proposition 7.1. (a) Let
A € Py (T, U2(C)),

and let P be the projection onto the subspace IKC. Then the following three
conditions, (1), (ii), and (iii), are equivalent:

(i) Ao(A) =0;
(i) m" (2) = zmi” (2);
(iil) eg € [O2 ({-1,-2,...,—2(g— 1) })].
(b) The following two conditions are equivalent:
(i) Ao(4) = 1;

(i) there is some
V € Uy(C), beT,

such that
1 0
(7.8) Alz) =V ( 0 bs9 )

for all z € T.
(¢) The following two conditions are equivalent:
(i) Ao(4) < 1;
(i)
(7.9) eo € P[Os ({-1,-2,...,-2¢})], and
e—(2g+1) € P02 ({-1,-2,..., =2g})].

(d) Suppose M\g(A) = 0. Then the following three conditions are equivalent:
(i) 1 is not in the spectrum of the matriz ([.6);

(710) €p,e_1 € P[

¢-2g-1,¢-24 € P|

(
(

iii) the loop B in m\™ (2) = zm!®) (2) has the two vectors (B%)) and
( ) D 7 [ 3,0 /.

e —2g9+ 11, and

Os ({—2
Os({=2,...,—2g+11)];

(BZ-()Ol))i linearly independent in C2. (Hence, given the factorization

ml(-A) (2) = szB) (2), cyclicity of the reduced subspace
{-2,-3,...,—2g9+1}),

i.e.,

spabn{z_]C 12<k<2g9-— 1},
holds for a generic subfamily {B} in Py(T, Uz(C)).)
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Proof. (a), (i) = (ii): If A\g(A4) =0, then AE?O) = 0, and therefore

an A9 AT, AR - AT,

ie., Af-)gl) = 0. This means that the coefficient matrices in the expansion
A(z) = A0 4 A@) 4oy A9 9
satisfy the conditions in Figure [[; and, if we define matrices B(0), BV ... Blo—1
by (7.5) above, then it follows that A(z) = 2B(z) where
(7.12) B(z) = BO MWy ...y Ble=1)9-1

Hence (ii) holds.

(i) = (i): This is clear from reading (f.g) in reverse.

The equivalence (i) < (iii) follows from the observation that the following sum
representation

co= Y TuTu-Tilii,
i17~~~;i71
holds for some n and I;, . ;. € ({—1,—2,...}) if and only if
Tr - T;:Teo € ({—1,-2,...}) for all iy,..., 0.

The conclusion can therefore be read off from the following general fact:

T - TiTieg € AV A jeo + ({-1,-2,...}).

n 1271

(b), (i) & (ii): If Ag(A) = 1, then AEFO) = 0 for k¥ > 0, and conversely. This
follows from the identity

)% A(0) ... al@x ) _ (1 O
(7.13) AOAO) oy Al9)x 4 <0 1>,

which is part of the defining axiom system for A. Hence, the result follows from
B (), Theorem 6.2], once we note that the only polynomials b(z) such that
|b(2)| = 1 for all z € T are the monomials; see also [BrJo0d, Lemma 3.1].

(c): We already showed in Section [] that (i) implies the first of the conditions in
(ii). The second one then follows from ([.11), i.e., the second line in ([7.10) follows
from the first one.

(ii) = (i): This follows from (b) above. For if A\g(A4) = 1, then it follows from
(b) that

(7.14) L*(R) = [02(Ceo)] ® [02 {{~1,-2,...})],
and so eg is not in the subspace
(02 ({-1,-2,... })];
and the same argument, based on (), shows that e_(2441) is not in
[02({..., =29+ 1,-29})],

concluding the proof of (c).
(d): We already saw that if A\g(A) = 0, then the conditions in ([.10) hold
if and only if 1 is not in the spectrum of the matrix from ([.6). Having now
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m; 7 (z) = zml(-B) (z) from (a) above, we can use the identity (F.6) relating the

RA(-, -)-numbers to the Rp(-, - )-numbers. But 1 is in the spectrum of the matrix

dl &
c do

if and only if

(7.15) (1—do)(1—dy) =]¢*.
The matrix on the right-hand side in (f.€) is of this form, and
(7.16) le|* < dody

by Schwarz’s inequality. Here
—= 2
(117) e=3"BUBY.  d=>[BG[ <1 a=3|BY

But using (F.11]) and (7.13), we also get do + di < 1. Now ([.15)—([-19) yield
1 < dy + dy, and therefore dy + di = 1. Substituting this back into formula ()
then yields dod; = |c|2, which amounts to “equality” in Schwarz’s inequality ([-16);
and so the corresponding vectors (d)(iii) are proportional. We already noted the
equivalence of (i) and (ii) in (d); and we just established that the negation of (i)
amounts to linear dependence of the vectors in (d)(iii). So (i) is equivalent to
the linear independence, as claimed in (d)(iii). This completes the proof of the
proposition. O

‘ 2

Remark 7.2. Let loops A and B be as in Proposition El(a), see also Figure EI,
and let 7Y and T be the corresponding wavelet representations. Then, as a
result of the theorems in Sections E and E, we conclude that T4 is irreducible if
and only if 7P is. Since the factorization in Proposition Ell(a) corresponds to
Ao (A) = 0, we conclude that the general irreducibility question has therefore been
reduced to the case A\g (4) > 0, which is the subject of the next section.

8. AN EXPLICIT FORMULA FOR THE MINIMAL SUBSPACE

Given N =2, and A € P, (T,U; (C)), we considered the wavelet representation
T of Oy on L? (T) = ¢2. We showed that

(8.1) K= <zo, 271 ,z_(29_1)>

is 7Y *_invariant and cyclic (in L?(T)) for the representation 7). But we also
showed that the first one of the basis vectors, 2%, is in the cyclic space generated
by z=1,272,..., 2720~ and the representation, if and only if AZ(.?O) = 0 for all 4.
Specifically, setting

(8.2) Ao (A) == Z ’AE,OO)

2

)

we showed in Corollary [5.4 and Proposition [T.]](a) that
(83) €y € [02 <€71, €_9,..., 6_2(9_1)>]

if and only if Ag (4) = 0. Hence, it follows that K is not minimal (in the sense
of the following definition) if Ao (A) = 0. In other words, if A\g (A) = 0, K then
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contains a strictly smaller subspace which is both 7(4) *-invariant and cyclic. In

this section, we show the converse implication. But first a definition:
Definition 8.1. We say that a subspace £ C K is minimal if it is T») *-invariant,
cyclic for the representation 74, and minimal with respect to the two properties,

i.e., it does not contain a proper subspace which is also 7 *-invariant and cyclic.

We will now prove the converse to the above-mentioned result, showing, in par-
ticular, that if Ao (A) > 0, then K is generically minimal; see Corollary B.7.

Theorem 8.2. Let A € P, (T, Us (C)), and let T™Y) be its wavelet representation.
Let K= (2% 271,...,2=@97Y) as in (B1), and assume Ao (A) > 0. Then K con-
tains a unique minimal subspace L, i.e., £ is T *~invariant, cyclic, and minimal.
It is spanned by the complex conjugates of the following family of 4g functions:
(8.4) A (2) 28] where i,j € {0,1} and k € {0,1,...,9 —1}.

(Here k varies independently of both i and j.) Moreover, within the class

(8.5) P, (T, Us (C)), o (4) >0,

the dimension of L is 2g, for a generic subfamily, and so, for this subfamily, L = K,
and K itself is minimal.

Remark 8.3. An immediate consequence of the definition of the subspace
L C K c L*(T) is the following formula for the “deficiency space”:

(8.6) KoL = \ker(PT;P)

where P denotes the projection onto K. We will show below, using (B.6) and

Corollary f.3, that £ = K if Ao (A) > 0. This means that K itself is then the
unique minimal subspace when the loop A does not have mEA) (z2) € 2CJz], as in
Section ﬂ But before arriving at the conclusion, we must first derive several a

priori properties of L.

Proof of Theorem @ The details are somewhat technical, and it seems more prac-
tical to first do them for the special case when g = 3, and then comment at the end
on the (relatively minor) modifications needed in the proof for the case when g is
arbitrary g > 2.

Using the terminology of (f.1), we then get

(8.7) A(z) = A 4 AWz 4 AP 2

where A®) #£ 0 and A©, A® and A® are 2-by-2 complex matrices satisfying
2

(8.8) S AW AG) — gy 1,
k=0

When A is given, we denote that corresponding wavelet representation by 74, or
just T for simplicity. Recall

(8.9) (T3 f) (2) = Z A (222 f(22),
or simply

(8.10) Tif (2) = mi™ (2) f (),
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where

(8.11) mEA) () = Z A (%) 2.

As we saw in (B.I]), the subspace

(8.12) K= <20,z_1,z_2,z_3,2_4,2_5>

is then T*-invariant, and also cyclic for the representation. But the issue is when K
is minimal with respect to these two properties. The minimality of some subspace

L C K then means that £ is T*-invariant, and cyclic, and that no proper T*-
invariant subspace of L is cyclic.

In working out details on £, we use (8.9)—(B.11)) in conjunction with (5.1q)—(p-11)),

and it is more helpful to work with the complex conjugates
(8.13) M:zzz{f(x);feﬁ},

and so M consists of polynomials of degree at most 5. It follows from (B.9)—(B.11))
that M is then spanned by the functions (polynomials) in the following list:

(8.14) A (2) 28 i=0,1,j=0,1, k=0,1,2.

Hence, by (), L consists of the space spanned by the complex conjugates of
these functions. By (B.19) it is clear that £ C K.

The proof of Theorem E will now be split up into several lemmas:

Lemma 8.4. The space L is T*-invariant.

A (z), and so it follows from (B.7) that each of them is a polynomial of degree at
most 2, say

(8.15) a(z) =co+c1z + oz’

Proof. Now, the functions Al@(z) in (B.14) are the matrix elements of the loop

(since A (z) itself has degree 2 when g = 3). Hence,
(816) T* (C_L) = EoAi70 (Z) + 51Ai71 (2)271 + EQALO (Z)Zil,

3

or equivalently,

(8.17) T (d) =codip (Z) +cdin (Z) 2t + c24io (Z) 21

Now set b () := 2?Pa () where a is as in (B.17). From (B.11), we then get
77 (b) = =777 (a),

or equivalently,

(8.18) Ty (b) = 2P (codio (2) + 141 (2) 2 + c2Ai0 (2) 2)

using (B-17). In view of (B.14), we need then only to compute the following:
Tr (za (z)) =GoAi1 (2)27  + 1A (2)27 Y +EAi (2)272,

or equivalently,

T (za (z)) =coAi1 (2)z+c1dio(2) 2+ 241 (2) 22.

Now putting the formulas together, we get the value of T7* on each of the functions
(B.14) which go into the definition of £, and the conclusion of the lemma follows. [
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Lemma 8.5. The space L is cyclic.
Proof. Since both £ and K are T*-invariant, the conclusion will follow if we check

the inclusion
(8.19) K C span (T3:L) .

For the space on the right-hand side in (8.19), we shall use the terminology [Oéﬁ],
and similarly, the space spanned by all the spaces

(8.20) Ty Ty T L
will be denoted [02£]. In (B-20), we vary the multi-index (i1, s, . . ., in) over all the

2" possibilities. It follows from the T*-invariance of K (in (B.1])) and £ (in (B4))
that we get different families of nested finite-dimensional subspaces:

(8.21) K c [03K] c [03K] C [03K] -+ C [03K] C [O8F'K] € -+,
and a similar sequence for £. Since K is cyclic, we have
(8.22) V(03K =L*(T) (=),

But K C [0% L], for some n, so L is also cyclic. The conclusion of the lemma follows
from (B:21)) and (B.29), once we check that
(8.23) K c[o3L],

and so n = 1 works, and[O5K] C [OSHE} for all p.

Turning now to the details: Since K is spanned by 2% k =0,1,...,5, we must
check that each of these basis functions has the representation

(8.24) k=T

for lp,l; € L, where we refer to (B.14) (see also (R-4)) for the characterization of
the space £, or rather M := L.
But (B.24) is equivalent to the assertion that

(8.25) Ty (%) e

foralli=0,1and k =0,1,...,5; and () can be checked by a direct calculation,
which is very similar to the one going into the proof of Lemma @ Specifically,

using (b.10)~(p.11)) we get the following:

(8.26) Ty (2°) = Aio (2) € L,
(8.27) T (7)) = A1 (z)27 e L,
(8.28) Tr (27%) =Aip(z)27 ' €L,
(8.29) Tr (27%) = A1 ()2 2 €L,
(8.30) Tr (%) =Aip ()22 €L,
and finally

(8.31) Ty (27°) = A1 (2)2 2 € L.

Recall that the complex conjugates of the functions on the right-hand side in this
list are precisely the ones from (B.14), or equivalently, (B.4). This proves (.23,
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and therefore the cyclicity of £, which was claimed in the lemma. As a bonus, we
get from (B.26)-(B:31) that the inclusion £ C ({—1,—2, —3, —4}) holds if and only
if Ag(A) = 0. To see this, use the fact (for g = 3) that

Af = (1A, .

Lemma 8.6. The space L is minimal in the sense of Definition .

Proof. We will establish the conclusion by proving that if £; is any subspace of K
which is both T*-invariant and cyclic, then £ C £;. So in particular, £ does not
contain a proper subspace which is both T*-invariant and cyclic.

Now suppose that some space £1 has the stated properties. Since it is cyclic, we
must have

(8.32) K C 0% L]
satisfied for some n € N. As noted in the proof of Lemma @, this is equivalent to
(8.33) Ty - TrTE (27F) e £y

n 271

for all 41,...,4, € {0,1}, and all k € {0,1,...,5}. But we also saw in the proof
of Lemma B4 that the functions on the left-hand side in (8.33) are precisely those
which are listed in (B.14). Note that the functions in (8.14), or (B.4), are those
given by

(8.34) Ty (27F), i=0,1, k=0,1,...,5.

But A\ (A) > 0 by assumption, so for some 4, we have AE?O) # 0, and the calculation

in the proof of Lemma @, and in the previous two sections, then shows that
the families of functions in (B.34) and (8.33) are the same, i.e., we get the same
functions in (B.33) for n > 1 as the ones which are already obtained for n = 1 in
(B-34). This is the step which uses the assumption Ag (A) > 0. Since £ is spanned
by the vectors in (B.34), the desired inclusion £ C £; follows. More details are
worked out in Remark E below. O

Proof of Theorem @ concluded. The result in the theorem is now immediate from
the three lemmas, and we need only comment on the size of the genus g. We argued
the case g = 3; but, for the general case, K is spanned by 27 %, k= 0,1,...,2¢9 — 1,
and the functions from the list (8.14), or equivalently (8.4), will then be

(8.35) A (2) 28 i=0,1,7=0,1, k=0,1,...,9 — 1.
Otherwise, all the arguments from the proofs of the lemmas carry over. See Remark
@ for more details. |

2
Corollary 8.7. When g is given, and \g := ), ’AE?O)’ = R(0,0)50 > 0, then
L =K for a generic set of loops A in Py (T, Us (C)).

Proof. The proof comes down to a dimension count. Since K = <20, . ,z_(29_1)>
is of dimension 2g, we just need to check that the space £ (C K), spanned by the 4g
functions in (B.35), is of dimension 2g for a generic set of loops A in P, (T, Uz (C)),
and that can be checked by a determinant argument based on the conditions for
the matrices A, AM . A6=D defining A (z); see (.7)-(R.§) above.
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The above-mentioned dimension count is based on the following consideration
(which we only sketch in rough outline). A possible linear relation among the
functions from (B.4) takes the form

(8.36) ZZZOWCAH )2 =0,

where the 7, j summation indices are 0, 1, and the k£ summation is over 0,1,...,g—1.
As a result, we get the following system of relations:

1
(8.37) > CijkAij(2)=0  (modz9 k)

forallj =0,1,andallk =0,1,...,g—1. Note that ) is a matrix multiplication.
Using finally

2
(8.38) Z \Ag?g\ >0,

we see that the dimension of the space spanned by {AZ ()27 ‘H“} is 2¢, as claimed.
See Remark @ and Observation @ for details. O

Remark 8.8. A more detailed study of the space £ will be postponed to a later
paper, but one point is included here: The function z° (= eg = 1) is in £ if and
only if the polynomials

(8.39) {Aio(2), 451 (2) 2}

do not have a common divisor. This follows from (8.26)—(B.31)). Indeed, for eq to
be in £, we must have the existence of h; ; (z) € C|[z] such that

(8.40) 1= hig(2) Aio (2) + Z hii(2) 241 (2).

But by algebra, this amounts to the assertion that the family of polynomials listed
in (B.39) is mutually prime within the ring C [z]. Also note that, by the result in
Section E, monomials such as d (z) = z are not common divisors in the polynomials
of (B.39) if do (A) > 0. In fact, a possible common divisor d (z) € C[z] for (B.39)
yields the following factorization:

(841) Ai70 (Z) =d (Z) ki,O (Z) 5 Aj)l (Z) z=d (Z) kj)l (Z)

(kio (2),k;1(2) € Clz]). Hence:

Observation 8.9. If dy (A) > 0, then ¢ € L.

Proof. For if not, the greatest common divisor d () of the family (B.39) would have
aroot v € C\ {0}, i.e., d(v) = 0. By (B-41]), we would then have

(8.42) A(v) =0,

where A € P (T, Uy (C)) is the originally given loop. Recall that, by (f.1), we may
view A (z) as an entire analytic matrix function, i.e., an entire analytic function,
C — M3 (C), whose restriction to T takes values in Uy (C). (These are also called
inner matrix functions [PrSe8f].) But (B.42) is impossible (for v # 0) in view of
Lemma @ and its corollary. We will give the details for g = 3, but they apply
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with the obvious modifications to the general case of g > 2. If ) holds, then
by Lemma @,
(8.43) VTA(y) = (Qy +7Q0) (@1 +1Q,) =0,

where we use the projections Qo, Q1 in C? from (f.§). Setting A4; (2) = Qj‘ +2Q;,
7 =0,1, () then yields the following estimate:

(844) 0= A1(7)" A0 (1) Ao (7) A1 () = 41 (1) (@& + 11 Qo) 41 ()
> min (1,17%) - (41 ()" A1 () = min (1, *) - (@F +1* Q1)

9 2
> (mln (15|’Y| )) ' ]125

where the order > is that of positive operators on C2. But this is impossible, since
v # 0. The latter is from the assumption dy (4) > 0. |

This last argument in this proof also serves as a proof of Corollary @, and this
corollary is again the basis for the following stronger result, which we now sketch:

Theorem 8.10. If Ao (A) > 0, it follows that L = K.
Proof. By Corollary @ and (), we have the estimate

1 g—1
(8.45) Im; (2)]> > (min (1, |z 1+ |z for all z € C.
i 0 > i 1)) (1+14)
If k € K© L, then by (B.4), we get
(8.46) Pm; (2)k (%) =0, i=0,1, z€T.

If Ao (A) > 0, then the value z = 0 is not a common root of the two complex
polynomials mg (z), m1 (2), and so by (B.45) the two polynomials mg and m; have
no common roots at all, by Proposition [7.](a). Therefore, when (B.45) and (B.46))
are combined, we get k = 0. Hence K & £ = 0, and the proof is completed. O

Remark 8.11. Not everything that works out easily in the case g = 3 generalizes
immediately to g > 3: The case g = 3, and arbitrary N, amounts to a choice of
two projections, say P and @, in CV, and the finite-dimensional representations
of the algebra generated by two projections are completely known by folklore (see,
e.g., ]) In fact, it can be easily checked that this is the same as displaying
the finite-dimensional representations of the Clifford algebra with two generators,
A, B, say. The relations between A, B are:

(8.47) A* = A, B* =B, A2+ B? =1y, and AB+ BA=0.

For any such pair, set
1 1
(8.48) P:§(11+A—B), Q:§(]1—A—B).

Then it is immediate that P and @ are projections, i.e., P = P* = P2, etc.
Conversely, if P, () are any projections, set

(8.49) A=P-Q, B=1y-P-Q,

and an easy calculation shows that (B.47) is then satisfied. Since the finite-di-
mensional representations of (B.47), the Clifford algebra Co, are known [JSW95],
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we then get a useful classification of P (T, Uy (C)). But these comments do not
carry over to the case g > 3. (A good reference on the Clifford algebra and its

representations is [LaMi89, Ch. 1, §5].)

It is perhaps a little early to identify regions in the parameters 8, p where the
scaling function = — ¢, p( x) is regular, and where it is not but a primitive test
would be the vanishing-moment condition of Daubechies [[Dau9d, Ch. 6]. We would

look for values 6, p such that m( ) (z) is divisible by (1 + z) and by (1+ 2)°.
These are the conditions which ensure that

d\"* .
(8.50) <d—§> V(€)|e=o =0, k=0,1,...,
starting with
(8.51) 0=1(0)= Rw(x) de, ...,
(8.52) 0= kaw(;v) dz.

Here (B.51)) is automatic since mg(—1) = 0. Recall the coordinates z = e~

)

k .
& € R. The second one () corresponds to (d_g) ¥ (&) |e=o = 0, or alternatively,

(%)k mo (2) |.=—1 = 0, or in yet another form, the condition that (1 + z)"*

factor of my (2), etc.

is a

Proposition 8.12. (a) The polynomzalm( ) (2) is divisible by (1 + z)° (see (853))
if and only if

(8-53) cos (29) + cos (Qp) — 3

(shown as curves in the four corners of Figure @ in the Appendiz).
(b) The polynomial m(()e’p) (2) is divisible by (14 2)° if and only if

1
(8.54) c0s 260 + cos2p = 3 and sin 20 + sin2p = 2sin (20 — 2p) ,

i.e., when
5 5 5
0 =cos ' /= ~0.89~0.2 =cos 14/S — /= ~0.39~0.12
cos D 0.89 =~ 0.28 7, p = COoS 1 3 0.39~0.127
or when (0, p) is related to this pair by (8,p) — (0 +mm,p+nxw), m,n € Z, or
(0,p) = (=0, —p), or both. (The points in [0,7] x [0, 7] are shown in Figure )

Proof. (a) In this example, N =2 and g = 3 . Let m (z) := (ZO(Z)) be the usual

1(2)
QMF-polynomials in z, viewed as a column vector. By Lemma p.]|, we have

(8.55) m(z) =V (P +2°P) (Q" +2°Q) a(z),

where Ve Ug (C), P and Q are projections, and as before, a(z) := (1). Here
V= (} 1) and P, Q are the 6, p projections specified in (B.50) (see also (A.11)
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below). We need only check that %m (2) |21 = (500) for some number &,. But
d
(8.56) om (2) = V2zP (Q* + 22Q) a(2) + V (P+ + 2°P) 22Qa (2)

z
L, .2 L, .2 0
+V (P +2°P) (Q" +2°Q) ( ) )
Substitution of z = —1 yields

(8.57) m’(—1>——2V(P+Q>( 4 >+V< (1))

Hence

(8.58) 2(P+Q)<_11)_<(1)):<—§é1)’

for some number &;, and therefore, with

(10 1 ( cos26 + cos2p sin 260 + sin 2p
(8.59) P+@= ( 0 1 > ( sin20 4+ sin2p — (cos 26 + cos 2p)

2

we have

2 4 [ cos 260 + cos2p sin 260 4 sin 2p 1 (0 _ &
-2 sin260 4+ sin2p  — (cos 26 + cos2p) -1 1)\ =& /)

The result (a) follows.
Part (b) follows upon solving

(8.60) j—;m(z) ey = ( ,?2 )

for some number &,, in addition to the conditions in (a). But we only need to work
out the next derivative, using ) to eliminate the cosine terms where possible:

(8.61) V7 '——=m(2)].=1

_(2(P+Q)+8PQ)< _11 >—4(P+Q)((1)>

B g—g(sm29+sm2p) N 3 — 2 (sin 26 + sin 2p)
—% + (sin 20 + sin 2p) —1+4 2 (sin 26 + sin 2p)

cos2 (0 — p +sin2 (0 — p)
sin 2 6‘ p) —cos2 (0 — p)

€ )
= V = 5
( &2 ) < —&3
1 0 4 cos 260 4 cos2p sin 260 + sin 2p
0 1 sin260 +sin2p — (cos 260 + cos2p)

<c0s2(9_p) —sin2(0 - p) >)

sin2 (6 —p) cos2(6—p)

where we used

(8.62) PQ =

] =

Noting again that the right-hand side of () takes the form (i)’ we arrive at
(8.63) —2(sin 260 +sin2p) +4sin2 (6 — p) = 0,
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which directly gives the second part of ()
The specific solution is found by transforming () into

(8.64) (1 —2cos2p)sin26 = — (1 + 2 cos 26) sin 2p.
Squaring and using (B.53) to eliminate p yields

(8.65) 2 cos? 260 + 4 cos 26 + % =0,

which gives

)
(8.66) cos20 = -1+ \/;

by the quadratic formula, using |cos 20| < 1 to choose the positive radical. Working
this back through (B.53) yields

3 )
8.67 2p=-—1/<
(3.67) conzp=3 2

and substitution of (8.64) and (B.67) into (8.64) then shows that sin 26 and sin2p
must have the same sign, so that the solutions stated in the proposition are the
only ones possible, the numerically exhibited pair being those for which sin 26 and
sin 2p are both positive. [l

Remark 8.13. The Hélder-Sobolev exponent is at least as good as 0.84 when we
have a (1 + 2)? factor of mg(z), and at least as good as 1.136 if (1 + 2)? is a factor

[CaSu0q) [Vol9F]; see Figure [.

APPENDIX (BY BRIAN TREADWAY)

In this appendix we show some cascade approximations of wavelet scaling func-
tions for the example with g = 3 discussed in Sections ﬂ and {§ above. The local
method of cascade iteration works here just as it did in [B H. Tt is just a
matter of enumerating terms.

The direct method of iterating the relation (@), ie.,

2g—1

(A1) o@)= " arp (20— k),
k=0

proceeds by translating a distance k to the right, multiplying by aj, summing over
k, and scaling down by 2. This takes an expression in which every term has n
factors, each of which is an a for some k, and turns it into an expression in which
every term has n + 1 such factors. In fact, every ordered product of n a’s occurs
exactly once, at some dyadic point in the n’th stage. Multiplication of these factors
is commutative, but we forget that for the moment and take care to add the new
factors at the left.
For example: With g = 3 there are 6 coefficients, ag, a1, ..., as.

n=0: 1 point, 1 = 6° term, no factors of ay, so the vacuous term is just 1, and
we have the Haar function:

=0 =1



MINIMALITY OF THE DATA IN WAVELET FILTERS 45

0 1 2 3 4 5

FIGURE 2. The ultra-smooth wavelet scaling function: ¢, , (x) for

0 =~ 0.284m, p ~ 0.1247, with two vanishing moments of 1) (see
Proposition B.13(b) and the discussion preceding it). The Holder-
Sobolev exponent of this ¢ is > 1.136; see Remark .

n =1: 6 points, 6 = 6' terms, as follows:

x=0 Y =ag xr=3/2 p=ag
x=1/2 p=a x=2 Y =ay
z=1 Y =as x=5/2 ¢p=uas

n = 2: 16 points, 36 = 62 terms, as follows:

r=0 p = agag r=2 Y = a4a0 + aszaz + aza4
x=1/4 »=apam x=9/4 p=asa1 + azaz + azas
x=1/2 ¢ =aiap+ apas x=5/2 p=asa0+ asas + asay
x=3/4 ¢ =aja1+ apas x=11/4 ¢ =asa; + asas + asas
r=1 p = agag + aras + apay r=3 Y = asa2 + a4a4

x=5/4 ¢ =asa;+ aiaz + apas x=13/4 ¢ =asa3+ asas
x=3/2 ¢ =azag+ azaz + ajay x=T/2 p=asa
x="T/4 ¢ =asza1+ azas + ajas x=15/4 ¢ =asas

n = 3: 36 points, 216 = 63 terms, grouping left as an exercise for the reader.

One could write down all 6™ terms at the outset of each stage, and then just ask
which ones go with which of the values of z. The answer is:

(A.2)
The indices of the a’s, interpreted as digits at the right of the fraction point
in a non-unique positional binary number system with six digits instead of
two, give the x to which a given term should be assigned.
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As an example from the list above, the term a4a; goes with z = 4 (2_1) +1 (2_2) =
9/4. All the others (at any cascade stage) can be assigned in the same way.

In the ordering used above, if we go from one stage to the next by the “translate
by k, multiply by ax, sum over k, and scale down by 2” method, terms will be built
up by adding factors from the left, while if we use the “local linear combination”
method from [B , Appendix] and [Dau93d, Section 6.5, pp. 204-206], terms
will be built up by adding factors from the right. In either method, the full set of
6" terms (or 4" in [BrJo99H], where g = 2) will be obtained, without duplication,
and each term will be assigned to the same x regardless of which method is used.

At cascade stage n there are values of ¢ assigned to values z; of x that are
consecutive integer multiples of 27" ranging from 0 to (q(") — 1) -27™. The iteration
begins with the ordered list of values of ¢ at those points on the z-axis:

(A.3) (go(") (0),0™ (1-277) o™ (2-277) ..., ™ ((q<"> - 1) : 2—")) .

Sets of g adjacent values in this list go into the computation of each point at the
next cascade stage, which is on a finer grid of ¢("*1) consecutive integer multiples of
2~ (+1)  Each set of g adjacent values of ¢ from the list ([A.9) yields 2 values on the
2~ (+1) grid by a linear combination with two sets of alternate a’s as coefficients.
This can be expressed as a matrix product (shown here in the case g = 3):

(p(n-‘rl) (0) sD(n-i—l) (1 . 2—(n+1))
(p(n-l-l) (2 X 2—(n+1)) sD(n-i-l) (3 X 2—(n+1))
<P§n+1; (4 . 27En+1;) SQEnJrli (5 . 27§n+1;)
n+1 . 9—(n+1 n+1 . o9—(n+1
aay | SO prrE)
P (gD — 6) - 9=(rD)) k) ((grtD)  5) . g=(n))
P (gD — 4) 9= Q) ((glt1)  3) . p=(n)
PD) (D) — 9) 9= 1) ((glntd) 1) g=(weD)
0 0 ™ (0)
0 ™ (0) o) (1-277)
" (0) o™ (1-277) o (2-277)
. () (3.27m)

a4 Qs
[ g as
ap a1

Thus a (¢™ + (g — 1)) x g matrix (the first factor on the right in (A4 above),
partitioned from the list @) of ¢'™) points at stage n, yields a (q(") +(g— 1)) x 2
matrix (the left-hand side of (A.4)), which is then flattened out to give the list of
values for stage n + 1. The number of points ¢(™*) in the new list is the total
number of entries in that (¢™ + (g — 1)) x 2 matrix,

(A.5) a D =2 (¢ + (- 1)),
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and with ¢(©) = 1, this recursively yields the number ¢(™ of points at each stage as
(A.6) @™ = (2g—1)-2"—2(g—1).

In the case g = 3, this is

(A7) ¢™=5.2" —4.

The three steps in the local method, (1) partitioning a list into rows of g =
3 points (first adding g — 1 zeroes at each end), (2) matrix multiplication, and
(3) flattening the resulting matrix back into a single list, are easily implemented in
Mathematica [Wol96]. All that then remains to compute a cascade approximation
of a wavelet scaling function ¢ is to specify the numerical values of the coefficients
ar and repeat the procedure n times, starting with the one-element list

(A.8) (1).

The same local cascade relation expressed in (@) as giving two values of (1)
from three values of (™ can also be set up to give four values of ©™*1) from
four values of ¢(™, or five values of ("1 from five values of (™), by combining
overlapping ranges of the initial and final lists. The terms involved on the successive
z-grids are shown in the diagrams below, and the corresponding matrices are given.

a4 Q5

az a (as in (A4))
N w0

4

a4 Qs 0 0
a2 a3 a4 Gas
ap a1 az asg

\ 0 0 a an

as 0 0 O O
a3 a4 as; 0 O
ap az asz a4 Gas

\ 0 ap a1 az as
0 0 0 ap ap

a4 Q5 0 0 0

as az a4 as O
ap a1 a2 a3z a4
0 0 apg a1 a2
0 0 0 O

ao

7 W

All of these represent the same calculation of the (n + 1)’st cascade stage fron
the n’th stage: they merely collect different locally related sets of points in the
successive stages. The advantage of the matrices that are square is that they allow
successive stages to be expressed as powers of the matrix.

An eigenvector decomposition yielding an explicit expression for the n — oo limit
of the cascade stages, like that done in , Appendix], could be done here
using the 4 x 4 matrix above (here the matrices are written to act on the left). The
detailed calculation is much more extensive than in the 2 x 2 case of , and
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we will not present it here, but note only that the two 5 x 5 matrices above have sim-
ple eigenvalues and left eigenvectors (in addition to the row ( 11 ... 1 ) that
all the matrices have): for the first, eigenvalue as, eigenvector ( 1 0 0 0 O ),
and for the second, eigenvalue ag, eigenvector ( 00 0 0 1 ) Since the start-
ing list for the cascade computation is ( 1 ), to be “padded” with zeroes on the
left and right, these two eigenvectors occur explicitly at the first cascade stage and
continue thereafter. This shows that (™) diverges at one end of its support interval
or the other when one of these eigenvalues is greater than 1, growing like af when
as > 1 or like aff when ag > 1. The full eigenvector decomposition then has a
term, generically nonzero, that grows in the same way for other points x;, and so
the same divergence occurs at points throughout the support interval. The regions
where ag or as is greater than 1, leading to this divergence in the cascade iteration,
are shown by shading in Figure .

The coefficients here are not restricted, as they are in [, to a; <1, so we
do not have cycles in the cascade iteration: the terms grow indefinitely. As a result,
the condition as > 1 or ag > 1 is sufficient, but not necessary, for divergence.

For the example with ¢ = 3 specified in () above, the formulas for the

coefficients ag, ay, . ..,as of the polynomial m(()A) (z) in (B.11)) may be derived as
follows. From (.43) we have

(A.9) A(z) = V(Qp +2Q0)(Q, +2Q,)

with

(A.10) v_< L >

(A.11)
Qp = cos’d  cosfsing \ 1 10 ( cos 20 sin26
=\ cosfsind sin” # ) 0 1 sin20 — cos 260 ’
and
(A.12) Qi = Qoy(n/2)
Then the coefficients ag, a1, ..., as are:
(A.13)

ag = i(l — €08 260 — sin 20 — cos 2p — sin 2p + cos(20 — 2p) + sin(26 — 2p)),
a; = i(l + cos26 — sin 20 + cos 2p — sin 2p + cos(26 — 2p) — sin(20 — 2p)),
ag = %(1 — cos(26 — 2p) — sin(260 — 2p)),
as = %(1 — cos(26 — 2p) + sin(260 — 2p)),
a4 = i(l + 0826 + sin 20 + cos 2p + sin 2p + cos(260 — 2p) + sin(20 — 2p)),

1
as = Z(l — €08 260 + sin 20 — cos 2p + sin 2p + cos(20 — 2p) — sin(26 — 2p)).
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These can be seen to meet the conditions (E)*(E) for the coeflicients of a scaling
function, The even- and odd-indexed coefficients also sum to a constant separately:

2 2
(A14) Z ag; = ZagiJrl =1
1=0 i=0

(see [ReWe9q, eq. (9.12)]), which is what makes the constant vector (11 ... 1)
an eigenvector or the a;-matrices above. Of course, the coefficients a;, as functions
of 6 and p, have the periodicity (with period 7 in both angles § and p) of the
projections Q¢ and @, they were derived from:

(A.15) a; (0,p) =a; (0 +mm,p+nm), m,n € Z.

In addition, they are related in pairs by the reflection relation

(A.16) a; (0,p) = as—; (—0,—p), i=0,...,5.

These relations carry through the successive stages of the local cascade computation
(A4 as the periodicity

and the reflection symmetry
(A.18) A (@) = @y (@) =, (2 — ),

where x; is the last point to which a value is assigned by the nth stage. By (@)
we have

(A.19) 2 = (q<"> - 1) M =5 5.27"

There are pairwise relations involving a translation in the (6, p) plane by half the
period:

0 T , .
(A20) 2545 (9, p) = a2(2,i)+j (9 — §,p — 5) N 1= 0, 1, 2, J = O, 1.
There are also twofold and threefold affine symmetries, such as the invariance of as
under the twofold transformation
(A.21) 0—s —0, pr—s —p—|—£,
or the invariance of ag under the threefold transformation
(A.22) 9b—>—p+g, p»—>9—p+g,
which has ag’s three local extrema as its fixed points in the m-periodic context.

Contour plots of ag and as in the 6, p-plane are shown in Figure B below; the
other a;’s can be derived from these by the translation in (A.2(]) or the rotation
around the origin in ), or around the point (%, %) when this is combined with
translation by 7 in both angles.

Discussion of what variation <p(") has between z; and x;y; is somewhat meta-
physical: it only matters that (™ (x;) is associated with the point z; = ¢ - 27",
For example, if we said o™ (z) = @™ (i-27") for i- 27" <z < (i+3)-27" and
e (z) = 0for (i+21)-27" <z < (i+1)-27", then the same “shape” would
occur in every bottom-level interval of every cascade stage, preventing continuity
from appearing in the n — oo limit even if it would otherwise have appeared. Other
variations within the shortest dyadic intervals at a given stage have a similar arbi-
trariness; (™ is really only defined pointwise for finite n. When n goes to infinity,
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™ ™
N
N

3m 3m

4 4

<

x . N

3 3
p p

N
Jus Jus
4 4
N N
00 ™ f 3 ™ 00 3 L 37 ™
1 2 vy 1 2 e
0 0
Contour plot of ay(6, p) Contour plot of a2 (6, p)

1.25 1.25

' 6,79 ' 6,79

CL()( L ) a2( 'y 4 )

0.75 0.75
0.5 0.5
0.25 0.25

Lkl
[NE]
.z>.|§f
3

(=]
Q
[NE]
4
3

-0.25 -0.25
0 0

Cross-section of ag on dashed line Cross-section of as on dashed line

Ficure 3. Contour plots of ag and ay. For ag, the three lines
0 =m/4, p =0 (or ), and § — p = w/2 are contours of ag = 0,
whose intersections are saddle points; all the maxima and minima
of ag are located on the dashed line +p = 7/4 (or 57 /4), displayed
in the lower plot. For as, contours of constant as are diagonal lines
of the form 6 — p = constant.

continuity arises in some cases. On the other hand, for a given = and finite n,
cp((:; (x) as a function of § and p is continuous, since it is a polynomial (of order n)
in the a;’s; when the order n goes to infinity, singularities arise.

To decide when the corresponding scaling function ¢ , (x) generates a wavelet
in the strict sense or merely a tight frame, as discussed in Section [I| above, we use
the method of Cohen [Coh92H, [CoRy97] (see also [BEJ0(]): We identify cycles on T
for the doubling map z + 22, i.e., a finite cyclic subset unequal to {1} and invariant

under z — 22. The result is that ¢ (z) generates a “strict” wavelet if and only if

(A.23) {z eT;m{ (—2) = 0}

does not contain a nontrivial cycle.
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The cycles on T are not subgroups of T but rather cyclic orbits on T under the

z — 22 action of one of the cyclic groups Zy, k = 1,2,.... Such a cyclic orbit Cj,
with & distinct points z1,...,z; must be of the form z; — 20 — -+ — 2z — 21,
where 2, = 27 if i = 1,2,...,k — 1, and 2z} = z;. Hence points ¢ in an orbit

Cj, must satisfy 2" = ¢, and each ¢ must be a (2’“ — 1)’th root of 1. Different
orbits must be disjoint, and their union will be invariant under z — 2?2 acting on
T. The converse is not true. Note also that we can have different (2’“ — 1) 'th roots
¢ of 1 defining different cyclic orbits for the same k. If Kk = 1 or k = 2, then
in each case there is only one orbit, but if £k = 3, there are two choices. Since
mée’p ) (z) is for each 6, p a polynomial of degree at most 5, the cardinality of a cycle
contained in (]A.23) is at most 4. Thus, if z is contained in such a cycle, we must
have one of the possibilities 22 = z, 2* = 2z, 2% = 2. Hence the cycles of length
at most 3 are {1}, {w,w2} where w = ¢227/3, {C,QQ,C‘l} where ¢ := €27/7 and
{6, 52,64} = {CS,C5,C3}. But as mg (—1) = 0 always, (z + 1) is always a factor
of mg (z), and since the cycle should be different from the trivial cycle {1}, we are
reduced to the case {w,w?}. The other cycles would make mée’p ) divisible by a
polynomial of degree at least 4.

Thus we have the following cases: m((Je’p ) (z) may be divisible by

2

(A.24) p3(2) = H (WF +2) =1+ 2%
k=0
by
(A.25) pa(2) = (1+2)((+2) (C+2) (¢ +2)
=1+4pBz—22+ 822+ 24,
or by
(A.26) P () =pa(B) = (1 +2) (C+2) (C+2) (¢C+2)

=14 8z—22+ 322+ 24,
where ( (as above) and  are defined as

(A.27) (=eF, B::1+C+<2+C4:%+ig'

Proposition A.1. There are only four cases of QMF-functions
(A.28) ao + a1z 4+ as2? + agz® + aszt + a52°, ar € R,

which give tight frames that are not strict wavelets. In addition to the Ps (T, Uy (C))-
conditions, they satisfy

5
(A.29) > ap=2.
k=0

The four correspond to the three loops

w 5(7) w1 ) (2 0)
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and the loop

1 1 22
na )
The wavelet representation T is irreducible for the first two of the four, and
reducible for the last two. The values of Ao (A) are as follows: 1/2,1/2, 0, and 1,

respectively. The first three have cycles of order 2 and the last one a cycle of order
4. The corresponding system of coefficients is as follows:

ap a3 a2 a3 a4 as
0 0 1 0 0 1
(A.32) 10 0 1 0 O two-cycle
0 1. 0 O 1 o0
1 0 0 0 0 1 four-cycle

and so all four cases are Haar wavelets. The scaling functions ¢ (x) may be taken

as in Table B,

Proof. If mg (2) is divisible by 1+ 23, then its six coefficients ag, a1, . . ., a5 must be
of the form ¢y, c1, ¢, ¢g, 1, c2, and the associated loop T — Us (C),

co + c2z + 0122 c1 + coz + 6222
(A33) ( 52 =+ 502 + 6122 — (51 =+ EQZ + 6022) ’

The corresponding Us (C)-conditions then yield:
(A34) 2¢gca + C1cp + cacq = 0, coc1 + ¢1co = 0.

Substitution of the second into the first yields ¢gco = 0. Hence, of the three numbers
g, €1, C2, at most one, and therefore precisely one, can be nonzero. But each of the
three cases is determined up to scale, and condition (JA.29) decides the scale. We
are therefore led to the three loops in (A.30), and the rule (B.11]) then gives the
three scaling functions ¢ () which are listed in ((A.39) and Table

The cycle of the last line in Table [ is of order 4. Let p := €™7/% = X3 () :=
e’?7/1%) " Then the cycle is {y, u2, p*, p3}, and Tizo (u* + z) = 2° + 1, which is
the myg (2) for the last line of Table fl. (It is from a root of 1 of order 2! — 1 (= 15)
for I =4.)

The other length-3 loops which would be possible are, as noted, {C ,C2, C4} and
{¢,¢%,¢*}, with ¢ = e™/7. We claim that they do not in fact occur.

If one of them did occur, then the corresponding my (z) would be divisible by

either py (2), or by pfl#) (2). But ps (1) = pfl#) (1) = 2, so the factorization would

be mg (2) = pa(2)l(z) where I(2) = a+ (1 —a)z. (We have picked the nor-
malization of mg (z) given by mg (1) = 2 for convenience.) From the formulas
(A°10) and (A.13) we note that the coefficients ag, a1, ..., as are real. Divisibility
by p4 () means that —1, —¢, —¢2, and —¢* are roots of mq (). So the complex
conjugates —(, —(2, —C* are also roots. But that would give us all seven points,
—1,—¢,—¢?, =3, —¢*, —¢5, —(5, as distinct roots of mg (z), which is impossible
since myg is of degree at most 5. [l

B |

In conclusion, when g = 3, the variety of the wavelets which are only tight frames
sits on a finite subset of the full variety of all P5 (T, Us (C)) examples.

On the following pages are plots, for various values of the angles 6 and p, of the
wavelet scaling functions ¢y , (x) at the 8th cascade level, computed by the local
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TABLE 2. ¢ (z) in the four cases: Tight frames corresponding to

cycles of length two, and a four-cycle.

0

0 1 2 3 4 5T
0

0 1 2 3 4 57
0

0 1 2 3 4 5T
0

0 =m/4,
p=m/2;
0 =0 (orm),
p=0 (orm);
0 =3m/4,
p=m/2;
0=p=m/2.
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TABLE 3. Layout of scaling function plots. Round solid points (@):
approximate locations of “ultra-smooth” wavelet scaling functions
in relation to scaling functions plotted. Shading: divergence due
to ag > 1 or a5 > 1. Bozes: marginal divergence due to ag = 1 or
as = 1.

p=11x/12 al bl dl el
57/6 ak bk ck dk ek
3 /4 aj bj ¢j dj ej

27/3 ai bi «ci di el

p. p4 p. b3 p. bq p. b1
/12 ah bh ch dh eh fth gh hh ih jh kh 1h
/2 ag bg cg eg fg hg ig ke lg
5m/12 af  bf cf df ef ff gf hf if gt kf 1f
/3 ae be ce de ee fe ge he ie je ke le

p- bd p. b1l p- 2 p- bd
w/4 ad bd cd ed fd gd hd id jd kd 1d

gl nl 1 |g[j] K 1
gk hk ik | |jk kk lk
gi hj i kj 1]

gi hi i | [ji K U

/6 ac bc cc dc PR fc gc he ic jc ke lc
w/12 ab bb c¢b db “eb ec gb hb ib jb kb 1b
p=20 aa ba ca da ea fa ga ha ia ja ka la
p- pd p- b1 p. pg p- pd
=0 moox T ®  bm T It 27 3 5w llw
12 6 7 3 12 2 12 3 Z 6 1

algorithm described in ([A4) above. The layout of the plots is shown in the chart
in Table E The plots for § = 7 or p = 7 beyond the top and right of this chart are
the same as those for § = 0 or p = 0, because of the periodicity (|A.17).

The “ultra-smooth” scaling function with mge,p ) (z) divisible by (14 z)*, shown
in Figure P above, and its counterpart under the symmetry (), lie at the posi-
tions shown by a round solid point (@) in both Table B and Figure @

The scaling functions from the g = 2 family in [B Hl appear as subsets of
the g = 3 family here, supported on various subintervals of [0, 5] of length 3. The
correspondence results, for particular values of (6, p), from the vanishing of two of
the a; coefficients, and the equality of the other four a;’s to the four coefficients of
the g = 2 family. The values of (6, p) corresponding to continuous scaling functions
in the g = 2 family [CoHe92, [CoHe94, Wan94, [Wan9¢, Daul.92 (see [BrJo99H,
Remark 3.1]) are indicated in Table [f. The values of (6, p) that give these known
continuous scaling functions are indicated graphically in Figure @, along with the

vanishing-moment points where the polynomial moe’p ) (z) is divisible by (1 + 2)2
and by (14 2)° (see Proposition B.13), and the tight-frame cases (see Proposition
). Some regions of the (0, p) plane where the cascade approximants do not
converge to a continuous scaling function are also indicated in the same figure.
Putting all the 144 pictures together as illustrated in Table E, we get graphic
support for the observation that the two spin-vectors in the factorization (@)
produce more smoothness of x — g , () when they are not aligned, i.e., off the
diagonal 8 = p. It also shows that, close to one of the true Haar wavelets, i.e., when
 is the indicator function of some [k, k 4 1), there is a continuous ¢, while close
to a mock Haar wavelet (i.e., one that is only a tight frame) it appears that the
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TABLE 4. Embedding of the g = 2 family in the g = 3 family.

Support interval: (6, p) values: Continuous ¢, , (z) at:
xz€0,3] {(0,p):0=3n/4} 60=3r/4, pe (0,7/4)U (3n/4,7)
ze[1,4 {(6,p):p=0} p=0,0¢ (n/4,7/2)U(n/2,3n/4)
x€[2,5] {(0,p):0=mn/4} O=x/4, pe (0,7/4)U (37/4,m)

N
[ |
|
|

ISE

INERS
ol

0

FIGURE 4. Thin curved lines (in the four corners): vanishing first
moment of ¢ (Proposition B.13(a)). Round solid points (@): van-
ishing second moment of v; “ultra-smooth” wavelet scaling func-
tion (Proposition B.13(b), Figure ). Thick straight lines: em-
bedding of (continuous portion of) g = 2 family in ¢ = 3 fam-
ily (Table [l). Round open points (O): translated Haar functions
within g = 2 family (plots “da”, “dd”, “dj”, “ga”, “ja”, “jd”,
“ii”)- Square points: tight frames (Proposition @, plots “aa”,
“dg”, “gg”, “jg”). Shading: divergence due to ap > 1 or a5 > 1.

graph of the scaling functions have Hausdorff dimension > 1, hence the “fractal”
appearance.
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