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Abstract In 2006, Saito and Remy proposed a new trans-
form called the Laplace Local Sine Transform (LLST) in
image processing as follows. Let f be a twice continuously
differentiable function on a domain �. First we approximate
f by a harmonic function u such that the residual compo-
nent v = f − u vanishes on the boundary of �. Next, we
do the odd extension for v, and then do the periodic exten-
sion, i.e. we obtain a periodic odd function v∗. Finally, we
expand v∗ into Fourier sine series. In this paper, we pro-
pose to expand v∗ into a periodic wavelet series with respect
to biorthonormal periodic wavelet bases with the symmetric
filter banks. We call this the Harmonic Wavelet Transform
(HWT). HWT has an advantage over both the LLST and
the conventional wavelet transforms. On the one hand, it re-
moves the boundary mismatches as LLST does. On the other
hand, the HWT coefficients reflect the local smoothness of f

in the interior of �. So the HWT algorithm approximates
data more efficiently than LLST, periodic wavelet trans-
form, folded wavelet transform, and wavelets on interval.
We demonstrate the superiority of HWT over the other trans-
forms using several standard images.
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1 Introduction

Wavelet analysis is an important tool in image processing. In
order to approximate or compress data, there are two com-
mon wavelet algorithms: the periodic wavelet algorithm, and
the folded wavelet algorithm. More precisely, let an image
f be supported on a square � ∈ R

2. In the periodic wavelet
algorithm, one extends f to a periodic function f ∗, and then
expands f ∗ into a periodic wavelet series using Daubechies
wavelets [1] or polyharmonic spline wavelets [9]. Since f ∗
is discontinuous at the boundary points of � in general, the
decay rate of the corresponding periodic wavelet coefficients
is very slow. Hence, in order to obtain a good approximation
of the image, we need many periodic wavelet coefficients. In
the folded wavelet algorithm, in order to avoid the bound-
ary mismatches caused by the brute-force periodization, one
does an even extension of f , and then extends it to a pe-
riodic function f ∗, and finally expands f ∗ into a periodic
wavelet series with respect to a pair of biorthonormal peri-
odic wavelet bases. If f is smooth, then f ∗ ∈ lip1 on R

2.
This makes the decay rate of the corresponding wavelet co-
efficients faster than that in periodic wavelets algorithm.
But, since ∂

∂x
f ∗ and ∂

∂y
f ∗ are discontinuous at the bound-

ary points, the decay rate of the periodic wavelet coefficients
is still relatively low.

It is natural to ask how to ensure the continuity of deriv-
atives of the periodized function across the boundary. In
2006, Saito and Remy [8] presented a good method: the
Laplace Local Sine Transform (LLST) that ensures the
derivatives of the periodized functions are continuous across
the boundary. It decomposes an image f supported on a
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square � into f = u + v, where u is a harmonic component
satisfying Laplace’s equation �u = 0 in � and u = f on the
boundary. After an odd extension, the residual component v

is periodized to be v∗, i.e., v∗ is a periodic odd function. If
f is smooth, then ∂

∂x
v∗ ∈ lip 1, ∂

∂y
v∗ ∈ lip 1 on R

2. We call
this method LLST decomposition. When one applies LLST
to image approximation, one expands v∗ into the Fourier
sine series.

In this paper, combining the LLST decomposition and the
wavelet algorithm, we expand v∗ into the periodic wavelet
series. More precisely, we propose the harmonic wavelet
transform (HWT). In the HWT algorithm, the first step is
the same as LLST, i.e., we decompose f = u+ v and obtain
a periodic odd function v∗. Next, we choose a pair of real-
valued biorthonormal wavelets ψ, ˜ψ of L2(R) generated by
the real-valued even scaling functions ϕ, ϕ̃. Using a method
of the tensor product and periodization, one gets a pair of
biorthonormal periodic wavelet bases. Finally, we expand
v∗ into the periodic wavelet series with respect to this pair
of biorthonormal periodic wavelet bases. Since ∂

∂x
v∗ ∈ lip 1

and ∂
∂y

v∗ ∈ lip 1 on R
2, the decay rate of the corresponding

periodic wavelet coefficients is faster than that of the peri-
odic wavelet algorithm or the folded wavelet algorithm.

In general, the decay rate of the Fourier sine coefficients
depends on global smoothness, while that of the periodic
wavelet coefficients depends on local smoothness. Since the
global smoothness of a function is determined by its rough
part, we need fewer periodic wavelet coefficients than the
Fourier sine coefficients in order to approximate the image
with the same quality. So, the HWT algorithm compresses
data more efficiently than the LLST algorithm.

In the HWT algorithm, we carefully study the symmetry
of the periodic wavelet coefficients and show where these
coefficients vanish. From this, we see that in order to recover
the image exactly, the number of the efficient coefficients is
just the same as the size of the sample points of f . So the
HWT is not a redundant transform.

Our HWT algorithm is quite different from polyharmonic
wavelets proposed by Van De Ville et al. [9], which are a
kind of wavelet bases constructed by polyharmonic func-
tions. The HWT has a different strategy: we approximate a
target function by a harmonic function such that the residual
part vanishes on the boundary, and then expand the residual
part into wavelet series.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we recall
the notions of biorthonormal periodic wavelet bases and the
corresponding Mallat algorithm as well as the LLST algo-
rithm. In Sect. 3, we present the HWT algorithm and show
that in the one-dimensional case, the periodic wavelet algo-
rithm, the folded wavelet algorithm, and the HWT algorithm
generate periodic wavelet coefficients at the level m with

the decay rates O(2− m
2 ), O(2− 3m

2 ), and O(2− 5m
2 ), respec-

tively. When we use first 2M periodic wavelet coefficients,

the obtained approximation error are o(1), O(2−M), and
O(2−2M), respectively. In the two-dimensional case, the de-
cay rates of the corresponding periodic wavelet coefficients
are O(2−m), O(2−2m), and O(2−3m), respectively. When
we use first 22M periodic wavelet coefficients, the obtained
approximation error are o(1), O(2−M), and O(2−2M), re-
spectively. In Sect. 4, first, we discuss one-dimensional dis-
crete HWT and the symmetry of the sequences consisting
of the corresponding periodic wavelet coefficients. From
this, we precisely show the efficient number of the peri-
odic wavelet coefficients in order to recover a signal per-
fectly. Second, we discuss two-dimensional discrete HWT
and the symmetry of the matrices of the corresponding peri-
odic wavelet coefficients. From this, we precisely show the
efficient number of the periodic wavelet coefficients in or-
der to recover an image perfectly. In Sects. 5–6, we apply
the HWT algorithm to approximate images and show that
the HWT algorithm approximates images better than the
LLST algorithm, the periodic wavelet algorithm, the folded
wavelet algorithm and the wavelets on the interval.

2 Preliminaries

We state the well-known notions [4, 7] of biorthonormal pe-
riodic wavelet bases. After that, we recall the corresponding
Mallat algorithms.

2.1 One-dimensional Biorthonormal Periodic Wavelets

It is well-known that using the method of periodization, one
can construct biorthonormal periodic wavelet bases with the
help of the biorthonormal wavelets [4, 7].

Let ψ and ˜ψ be a pair of compactly supported smooth
biorthonormal wavelets of L2(R) generated by compactly
supported smooth scaling functions ϕ and ϕ̃. For m ∈ Z,
n ∈ Z, we denote the function family gm,n := 2

m
2 g(2m ·−n).

Its periodization (with period 1) is g
per
m,n := ∑

l∈Z
gm,n(·+ l).

The families

�
per
1 := {ϕper} ∪ {

ψ
per
m,n, m ∈ Z+, n = 0, . . . ,2m − 1

}

,

˜�
per
1 := {ϕ̃per} ∪ {

˜ψ
per
m,n, m ∈ Z+, n = 0, . . . ,2m − 1

}

are called a pair of biorthonormal periodic wavelet bases for
L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]).

Let f ∈ L2([− 1
2 , 1

2 ]). For m ∈ Z+, n ∈ Z, we denote the
periodic wavelet coefficients

c(1)
m,n :=

∫ 1
2

− 1
2

f (t)ϕ
per
m,n(t)dt,

d(1)
m,n :=

∫ 1
2

− 1
2

f (t)ψ
per
m,n(t)dt.

(2.1)
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Here the sequences {c(1)
m,n} and {d(1)

m,n} are periodic sequences
(with period 2m) with respect to the index n, i.e.,

c
(1)
m,n+2ml = c(1)

m,n, d
(1)
m,n+2ml = d(1)

m,n (l ∈ Z).

It is well known that

f = c
(1)
0,0 +

∞
∑

m=0

2m−1
∑

n=0

d(1)
m,n

˜ψ
per
m,n (2.2)

in the space L2([− 1
2 , 1

2 ]). For M ∈ Z+, its 2M -partial sum
is

S2M (f ) = c
(1)
0,0 +

M−1
∑

m=0

2m−1
∑

n=0

d(1)
m,n

˜ψ
per
m,n. (2.3)

Let the space ˜Vm be the span of {ϕ̃per
m,n}n=0,...,2m−1. One

can decompose the projection of f in ˜Vm as follows [7].

P
˜Vm

(f ) =
2m−1
∑

n=0

c(1)
m,nϕ̃

per
m,n =

2m−1−1
∑

n=0

c
(1)
m−1,nϕ̃

per
m−1,n

+
2m−1−1
∑

n=0

d
(1)
m−1,n

˜ψ
per
m−1,n. (2.4)

Denote the coefficients of the filter banks

ak := √
2
∫

R

ϕ(t)ϕ̃(2t − k)dt,

bk := √
2
∫

R

ψ(t)ϕ̃(2t − k)dt.

(2.5)

Without loss of generality, we assume that for some N ∈ Z+,

an = bn+1 = 0 (|n| ≥ N). (2.6)

Mallat showed that the fast algorithm to compute pe-
riodic wavelet coefficients is similar to the fast algorithm
of wavelet coefficients [7, Sect. 7.5.1]. Along Mallat’s
idea, one can obtain the following algorithm for the one-
dimensional periodic wavelet coefficients.

Proposition 2.1 Let the filters ak, bk be defined in (2.5) and
c
(1)
m,n, d

(1)
m,n be defined in (2.1). Define

a∗
n := an, b∗

n+1 := bn+1 (|n| ≤ 2J−1),

a∗
n+2J := a∗

n, b∗
n+2J := b∗

n (n ∈ Z).
(2.7)

Then for 2J−1 ≥ N , we have

c
(1)
J−1,k =

2J −1
∑

n=0

a∗
n−2kc

(1)
J,n,

d
(1)
J−1,k =

2J −1
∑

n=0

b∗
n−2kc

(1)
J,n, k ∈ Z,

(2.8)

where N is stated in (2.6).

2.2 Two-dimensional Biorthonormal Periodic Wavelets

Let ψ and ˜ψ be a pair of one-dimensional biorthonormal
wavelets generated by the scaling functions ϕ and ϕ̃. Take
the tensor products of ϕ, ψ . Denote

ϕ0(x, y) := ϕ(x)ϕ(y), ψ1(x, y) := ϕ(x)ψ(y),

ψ2(x, y) := ψ(x)ϕ(y), ψ3(x, y) := ψ(x)ψ(y).

Similarly, taking the tensor products of ϕ̃ and ˜ψ , we get
ϕ̃0(x, y), ˜ψ1(x, y), ˜ψ2(x, y), and ˜ψ3(x, y). Then {ψμ}3

1
and {˜ψμ}3

1 are a pair of two-dimensional biorthonormal
wavelets generated by the scaling functions ϕ0 and ϕ̃0, re-
spectively.

The families

�
per
2 = {

ϕ
per
0

} ∪ {

ψ
per
μ,m,n, μ = 1,2,3, m ∈ Z+,

n = (n1, n2), n1, n2 = 0, . . . ,2m − 1
}

,

˜�
per
2 = {

ϕ̃
per
0

} ∪ {

˜ψ
per
μ,m,n, μ = 1,2,3, m ∈ Z+,

n = (n1, n2), n1, n2 = 0, . . . ,2m − 1
}

are called a pair of biorthonormal periodic wavelet bases for
L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]2).

Let f ∈ L2([− 1
2 , 1

2 ]2). For μ = 1,2,3, m ∈ Z+, n ∈ Z
2,

we denote the periodic wavelet coefficients

c(2)
m,n :=

∫ 1
2

1
2

∫ 1
2

− 1
2

f (x, y)ϕ
per
0,m,n(x, y)dx dy,

d(2)
μ,m,n :=

∫ 1
2

− 1
2

∫ 1
2

− 1
2

f (x, y)ψ
per
μ,m,n(x, y)dx dy.

(2.9)

Here the sequences {c(2)
m,n} and {d(2)

μ,m,n} are periodic se-
quences with respect to n, i.e.

c
(2)
m,n+2ml = c(2)

m,n, d
(2)
μ,m,n+2ml = d(2)

μ,m,n (l ∈ Z
2).

It is well known that

f = c
(2)
0,0 +

3
∑

μ=1

∞
∑

m=0

2m−1
∑

n1,n2=0

d(2)
μ,m,n

˜ψ
per
μ,m,n (2.10)

in the space L2([− 1
2 , 1

2 ]2), where n = (n1, n2).
For M ∈ Z+, its 22M -partial sum is

S22M (f ) = c
(2)
0,0 +

3
∑

μ=1

M−1
∑

m=0

2m−1
∑

n1,n2=0

d(2)
μ,m,n

˜ψ
per
μ,m,n.
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Let the space ˜Vm be the span of
{ϕ̃per

0,m,n}n=(n1,n2), n1,n2=0,...,2m−1. One can decompose the

project of f in ˜Vm as follows.

P
˜Vm

(f ) =
2m−1
∑

n1,n2=0

c(2)
m,nϕ̃

per
0,m,n

=
2m−1−1
∑

n1,n2=0

c
(2)
m−1,nϕ̃

per
0,m−1,n

+
3

∑

μ=1

2m−1−1
∑

n1,n2=0

d
(2)
μ,m−1,n

˜ψ
per
μ,m−1,n. (2.11)

From the Mallat algorithm of the one-dimensional peri-
odic wavelet, one can easily conclude the following Mal-
lat algorithm for two-dimensional tensor product periodic
wavelets.

Proposition 2.2 Let the filters {a∗
n}, {b∗

n} be stated in (2.7)

and the periodic wavelet coefficients c
(2)
m,n, d

(2)
μ,m,n be stated

in (2.9). Then for 2J−1 ≥ N and k = (k1, k2) ∈ Z
2, we have

(i) c
(2)
J−1,k =

2J −1
∑

n1,n2=0

a∗
n1−2k1

a∗
n2−2k2

c
(2)
J,n1,n2

,

(ii) d
(2)
1,J−1,k =

2J −1
∑

n1,n2=0

a∗
n1−2k1

b∗
n2−2k2

c
(2)
J,n1,n2

,

(iii) d
(2)
2,J−1,k =

2J −1
∑

n1,n2=0

b∗
n1−2k1

a∗
n2−2k2

c
(2)
J,n1,n2

,

(iv) d
(2)
3,J−1,k =

2J −1
∑

n1,n2=0

b∗
n1−2k1

b∗
n2−2k2

c
(2)
J,n1,n2

,

where N is stated in (2.6).

2.3 Laplace Local Sine Transforms

First we consider the one-dimensional case. Let �1 := [0, 1
2 ]

and let the function f be defined on �1 and f ∈ C2(�1). We
split the function f into two components

f (x) = u(x) + v(x) on �1

The first function u(x) = 2(f ( 1
2 ) − f (0))x + f (0) and the

second function satisfies

v(0) = v

(

1

2

)

= 0.

After an odd extension, the second function v is periodized
to be v∗, i.e., v∗ is a periodic odd function. Finally we ex-
pand v∗ into the Fourier sine series.

Next, we consider the two-dimensional case. Let �2 :=
[0, 1

2 ]2 and the function f be defined on �2 and f ∈
C2(�2). We split the function f into two components

f (x, y) = u(x, y) + v(x, y) on �2

where u(x, y) is the harmonic function which satisfies
Laplace’s equation Δu(x, y) = 0 ((x, y) ∈ �2) and
u(x, y) = f (x, y) on the boundary of �2. So the residual
satisfies

v(x, y) = 0 ((x, y) ∈ ∂�2).

After an odd extension, the residual component v is peri-
odized to be v∗, i.e., v∗ is a periodic odd function. Finally
we expand v∗ into the Fourier sine series.

3 Harmonic Wavelet Transform

Now we present a notion of the Harmonic Wavelet Trans-
form (HWT). We show that for the HWT algorithm, the de-
cay rate of periodic wavelet coefficients is faster than those
generated by the periodic wavelet transform algorithm and
the folded wavelet algorithm.

3.1 One-dimensional HWT Algorithm

We assume that f is defined on [0, 1
2 ]. Let

f (t) = u(t) + v(t)

(

t ∈
[

0,
1

2

])

,

where u(t) = 2(f ( 1
2 )−f (0))t +f (0) and the residual com-

ponent v(t) satisfies v(0) = v( 1
2 ) = 0.

We do the odd extension vodd of the residual component
v to [− 1

2 , 1
2 ]. We again do the 1-periodic extension of vodd,

denoted by v∗. Finally, we expand v∗ into the biorthonor-
mal periodic wavelet series. We call this process the one-
dimensional HWT.

Now we examine the decay rates of the coefficients of
various wavelet algorithms in the one-dimensional case.

(i) The 1D periodic wavelet algorithm. Let f ∈
C2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]). In the periodic wavelet algorithm, we directly

expand f into a biorthonormal periodic wavelet series.
Clearly, the coefficients

d(1)
m,n =

∫ 1
2

− 1
2

f (t)ψ
per
m,n(t)dt =

∫

R

f ∗(t)ψm,n(t)dt

= 2
m
2

∫

R

f ∗(t)ψ(2mt − n)dt, (3.1)
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where f ∗ is the 1-periodic extension of f . Since f ∗ ∈
L∞(R), ψ ∈ L1(R), we have

d(1)
m,n = O(2

m
2 )

∫

R

|ψ(2mt − n)|dt

= O(2− m
2 )

∫

R

|ψ(t − n)|dt

= O(2− m
2 )

∫

R

|ψ(t)|dt = O(2− m
2 ). (3.2)

(ii) The 1D folded wavelet algorithm. Let f ∈ C2([0, 1
2 ]).

In the folded wavelet algorithm, we do an even extension
of f

feven(t) =
{

f (t), t ∈ [0, 1
2 ],

f (−t), t ∈ [− 1
2 ,0).

Then

feven(t) ∈ C

[

−1

2
,

1

2

]

and feven

(

−1

2

)

= feven

(

1

2

)

.

Again let f ∗(t) be a 1-periodic extension of feven(t), we
have

Proposition 3.1 The periodic wavelet coefficients of f ∗ sat-
isfy

d(1)
m,n = O(2− 3m

2 ). (3.3)

The partial sum S2M (f ∗) of the periodic wavelet expansion
of f ∗ satisfies

‖f ∗ − S2M (f ∗)‖
L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]) = O(2−M). (3.4)

Proof Since f ∈ C2[0, 1
2 ], we have f ∗ ∈ lip 1 on R, i.e.,

there is a constant K such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

f ∗(t) − f ∗
(

n

2m

)∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K

∣

∣

∣

∣

t − n

2m

∣

∣

∣

∣

(t ∈ R).

Since f ∗ ∈ lip 1,
∫

R
ψ(t)dt = 0, and (3.1), we have

∣

∣d(1)
m,n

∣

∣ =
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
m
2

∫

R

f ∗(t)ψ(2mt − n)dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
m
2

∫

R

(

f ∗(t) − f ∗
(

n

2m

))

ψ(2mt − n)dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K 2
m
2

∫

R

∣

∣

∣

∣

t − n

2m

∣

∣

∣

∣

|ψ(2mt − n)|dt

= K 2− 3m
2

∫

R

|t − n||ψ(t − n)|dt

= K 2− 3m
2

∫

R

|tψ(t)|dt = O(2− 3m
2 ).

So (3.3) holds.
By (2.2) and (2.3), we know that the difference between

f ∗ and the partial sum of its periodic wavelet series

f ∗ − S2M+1(f
∗) =

∞
∑

m=M

2m−1
∑

n=0

d(1)
m,n

˜ψ
per
m,n

is in the space L2([− 1
2 , 1

2 ]). By (3.3), we get

‖f ∗ − S2M (f ∗)‖2
L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]) = O(1)

∞
∑

m=M

2m−1
∑

n=0

∣

∣d(1)
m,n

∣

∣

2

= O(1)

∞
∑

m=M

2m−1
∑

n=0

(2− 3m
2 )2

= O(1)

∞
∑

m=M

2−2m = O(2−2M).

So (3.4) holds. Proposition 3.1 is proved. �

(iii) The 1D HWT algorithm. Let f ∈ C2([0, 1
2 ]). Now

we introduce the HWT algorithm.

(a) We first decompose f on [0, 1
2 ] as follows

f (t) = u(t) + v(t)

(

t ∈
[

0,
1

2

])

,

where u(t) = 2(f ( 1
2 ) − f (0))t + f (0). So v(0) =

v( 1
2 ) = 0.

(b) We do the odd extension of v, i.e., let

vodd(t) = v(t)

(

t ∈
[

0,
1

2

])

and

vodd(−t) = −v(t)

(

t ∈
[

0,
1

2

])

.

So vodd(
1
2 ) = vodd(− 1

2 ) = vodd(0) = 0. Since vodd(−t)
−t

=
vodd(t)

t
, letting t → 0+, we get (vodd)

′−(0) = (vodd)
′+(0).

Hence vodd(t) is differentiable at t = 0.
(c) We do the 1-periodic extension v∗ of vodd, i.e., v∗ is a

1-periodic function and v∗(t) = vodd(t) (|t | ≤ 1
2 ). Fur-

thermore, we easily prove d
dt

v∗ ∈ lip 1 on R.

Proposition 3.2 Let v∗ be stated as above, i.e., v∗ is a 1-
periodic function and dv∗

dt
∈ lip 1 on R. Then the periodic

wavelet coefficients of v∗ satisfy

d(1)
m,n = O(2− 5m

2 ). (3.5)

The partial sum S2M (v∗) of the periodic wavelet expansion
of v∗ satisfies

‖v∗ − S2M (v∗)‖
L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]) = O(2−2M). (3.6)
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Proof Since
∫

R
ψ(t)dt = 0 and

∫

R
tψ(t)dt = 0, we have

d(1)
m,n = 2

m
2

∫

R

v∗(t)ψ(2mt − n)dt

= 2
m
2

∫

R

(

v∗(t) − v∗
(

n

2m

)

− v∗′
(

n

2m

)(

t − n

2m

))

ψ(2mt − n)dt. (3.7)

Again, since dv∗
dt

∈ lip 1 on R, we know that there is a con-
stant K such that for any t0 ∈ R,

|v∗′(t) − v∗′(t0)| ≤ K|t − t0| (t ∈ R).

This implies that

|v∗(t) − v∗(t0) − v∗′(t0)(t − t0)|

=
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ t

t0

(

v∗′(t ′) − v∗′(t0)
)

dt ′
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ K(t − t0)
2 (t ∈ R).

Taking t0 = n
2m in this formula, by (3.7) we have

∣

∣d(1)
m,n

∣

∣ ≤ K

2
2

m
2

∫

R

(

t − n

2m

)2

|ψ(2mt − n)|dt

= K

2
2− 5m

2

∫

R

t2|ψ(t)|dt = O(2− 5m
2 ). (3.8)

By the similar argument to (3.4), from (3.8) we now have

‖v∗ − S2M (v∗)‖
L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]) = O(2−2M).

So (3.6) holds. Proposition 3.2 is proved. �

3.2 Two-dimensional HWT Algorithm

We assume that f is defined on [0, 1
2 ]2. Let

f (x, y) = u(x, y) + v(x, y)

(

(x, y) ∈
[

0,
1

2

]2)

,

where u(x, y) is a harmonic function and v(x, y) satisfies
v(x, y) = 0 for (x, y) ∈ ∂([0, 1

2 ]2). We do the odd extension
vodd of the residual component v to [− 1

2 , 1
2 ]2, that is,

vodd(x, y) = v(x, y)

(

(x, y) ∈
[

0,
1

2

]2)

and

vodd(−x, y) = vodd(x,−y)

= −vodd(x, y)

(

(x, y) ∈
[

−1

2
,

1

2

]2)

.

Again we do the 1-periodic extension of vodd, denoted by v∗.
Finally, we expand v∗ into a biorthonormal periodic wavelet
series. We call this process the two-dimensional HWT.

Now we examine the decay rates of the coefficients of
various wavelet algorithms in the two-dimensional case.

(i) The 2D periodic wavelet algorithm. Let f ∈
C2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]2). Denote the 1-periodic extension of f on R

2

by f ∗. By (2.9), the periodic wavelet coefficients are

d(2)
μ,m,n =

∫

R

∫

R

f ∗(x, y)ψμ,m,n(x, y)dx dy (μ = 1,2,3).

So, for each μ, we have

∣

∣d(2)
μ,m,n

∣

∣ =
∣

∣

∣

∣

2m

∫

R

∫

R

f ∗(x, y)

× ψμ(2mx − n1,2my − n2)dx dy

∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(2−m)

∫

R

∫

R

|ψμ(x − n1, y − n2)|dx dy

= O(2−m)

∫

R

∫

R

|ψμ(x, y)|dx dy = O(2−m).

(ii) The 2D folded wavelet algorithm. Let f ∈
C2([0, 1

2 ]2), we do an even extension to [− 1
2 , 1

2 ]2, and then
we do a 1-periodic extension to R

2, denoted by f2. Then
f2 ∈ lip 1 on R

2.

Proposition 3.3 Let f2 be stated as above, i.e., f2 is a 1-
periodic function and f2 ∈ lip 1 on R

2. Then the periodic
wavelet coefficients of f2 satisfy

d(2)
μ,m,n = O(2−2m). (3.9)

The partial sum S22M of the periodic wavelet expansion of
f2 satisfies

‖f2 − S22M (f2)‖L2([− 1
2 , 1

2 ]2)
= O(2−M). (3.10)

Proof For convenience, let z = (x, y) and dz = dx dy.
Since f2 ∈ lip 1(R2) and

∫

R2 ψ(z)dz = 0, we have

d(2)
μ,m,n =

∫

R2
f2(z)ψμ,m,n(z)dz

=
∫

R2

(

f2(z) − f2

(

n

2m

))

ψμ,m,n(z)dz,

so

∣

∣d(2)
μ,m,n

∣

∣ = O(2m)

∫

R2

∣

∣

∣

∣

z − n

2m

∣

∣

∣

∣

|ψμ(2mz − n)|dz

= O(2−2m)

∫

R2
|ψμ(z)|dz = O(2−2m).

So (3.9) holds.
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By (2.10), we know that the difference between f2 and
the partial sum of its periodic wavelet series

f2 − S22M (f2) =
3

∑

μ=1

∞
∑

m=M

2m−1
∑

n=0

d(2)
μ,m,n

˜ψ
per
μ,m,n

is in the space L2([− 1
2 , 1

2 ]2). So, we have

‖f2 − S22M (f2)‖2
L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]2)

= O(1)

3
∑

μ=1

∞
∑

m=M

2m−1
∑

n1=0

2m−1
∑

n2=0

∣

∣d(2)
μ,m,n

∣

∣

2
,

where n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z
2+. Again, by d

(2)
μ,m,n = O(2−2m), we

have

‖f2 −S22M (f2)‖2
L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]2)

= O(1)

∞
∑

m=M

2−2m = O(2−2M).

So we get (3.10). Proposition 3.3 is proved. �

(iii) The 2D HWT algorithm. We can easily prove that
1-periodic function v∗ satisfies

∂v∗

∂x
(x, y) ∈ lip 1 and

∂v∗

∂y
(x, y) ∈ lip 1 ((x, y) ∈ R

2).

(3.11)

Proposition 3.4 Let v∗ be stated as above, i.e., v∗ is a
1-periodic function and (3.11) holds. Then the periodic
wavelet coefficients of v∗ satisfy

d(2)
μ,m,n = O(2−3m). (3.12)

The partial sum S22M (v∗) of the periodic wavelet expansion
of v∗ satisfies

‖v∗ − S22M (v∗)‖
L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]2)

= O(2−2M). (3.13)

Proof For z = (x, y) and z0 = (x0, y0), we have

v∗(z) − v∗(z0) − ∂v∗

∂x
(z0)(x − x0) − ∂v∗

∂y
(z0)(y − y0)

=
∫ x

x0

(

∂v∗

∂x′ (x
′, y0) − ∂v∗

∂x′ (x0, y0)

)

dx′

+
∫ y

y0

(

∂v∗

∂y
(x, y) − ∂v∗

∂y
(x, y0)

)

dy

+
∫ y

y0

(

∂v∗

∂y
(x, y0) − ∂v∗

∂y
(x0, y0)

)

dy

=: J1 + J2 + J3. (3.14)

By (3.11), we get

|J1| ≤ K(x − x0)
2 ≤ K|z − z0|2,

|J2| ≤ K(y − y0)
2 ≤ K|z − z0|2,

|J3| ≤ K|x − x0||y − y0|
≤ K

2
((x − x0)

2 + (y − y0)
2) = K

2
|z − z0|2.

Again, by (3.14),
∣

∣

∣

∣

v∗(z) − v∗(z0) − ∂v∗

∂x
(z0)(x − x0) − ∂v∗

∂y
(z0)(y − y0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 3K|z − z0|2. (3.15)

By the definition of ψμ(x, y) (μ = 1,2,3), we obtain that
for μ = 1,2,3,

∫

R2
xψμ(z)dz =

∫

R2
yψμ(z)dz =

∫

R2
ψμ(z)dz = 0.

(3.16)

By (2.9) and (3.16), taking z0 = (x0, y0) = n
2m (n =

(n1, n2)), we deduce that

d(2)
μ,m,n = 2m

∫

R2
v∗(z)ψμ(2mz − n)dz

= 2m

∫

R2

(

v∗(z)−v∗
(

n

2m

)

− ∂v∗

∂x

(

n

2m

)(

x − n1

2m

)

− ∂v∗

∂y

(

n

2m

)(

y − n2

2m

))

ψμ(2mz − n)dz.

From this and (3.15), noticing that x0 = n1
2m and y0 = n2

2m , we
have

∣

∣d(2)
μ,m,n

∣

∣ ≤ 3K 2m

∫

R2

∣

∣

∣

∣

z − n

2m

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

|ψμ(2mz − n)|dz

≤ 3K 2−3m

∫

R2
|z|2|ψμ(z)|dz = O(2−3m). (3.17)

So (3.12) holds.
By the similar argument to (3.10) above, from (3.7) we

now have

‖v∗ − S22M (v∗)‖
L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]2)

= O(2−2M).

Proposition 3.4 is proved. �

4 Discrete HWT

In this section, we will discuss the discrete HWT and study
the symmetry property of the coefficients.

We always assume that ψ and ˜ψ be a pair of biorthonor-
mal wavelets generated by the scaling functions ϕ, ϕ̃ that are
compactly supported real-valued even functions. We also as-
sume that ψ and ˜ψ are real-valued functions. Let the filters
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{ak} and {bk} be defined in (2.5) and let us assume the for-
mula (2.6) holds. Since ϕ and ϕ̃ are symmetric at t = 0, by
the known result [4], we know that ψ and ˜ψ are symmetric
at t = 1

2 and t = − 1
2 , respectively.

4.1 Definition of One-dimensional Discrete HWT

Let f ∈ C2([0, 1
2 ]) be a signal of the interval [0, 1

2 ]. We are

given the discretized version of f sampled at { n
2J }2J−1

n=0 :

xn = f

(

n

2J

)

(n = 0, . . . ,2J−1).

Then x0 = f (0) and x2J−1 = f ( 1
2 ). Using the HWT decom-

position, we get

f (t) = 2

(

f

(

1

2

)

− f (0)

)

t + f (0) + v(t)

= 2(x2J−1 − x0)t + x0 + v(t)

(

0 ≤ t ≤ 1

2

)

.

So, for n = 0, . . . ,2J−1,

yn := v

(

n

2J

)

= xn − (x2J−1 − x0)
n

2J−1
− x0.

In particular, y0 = y2J−1 = 0.
Since the odd extension vodd of v to [− 1

2 , 1
2 ] satisfies

vodd(t) = −v(−t)

(

t ∈
[

−1

2
,0

])

,

the sequence {yodd
n }2J−1

n=−2J−1 , where yodd
n := vodd(

n
2J ), satis-

fies the conditions

yodd
n = −yodd−n (−2J−1 ≤ n ≤ 2J−1) and

yodd
0 = yodd

2J−1 = yodd
−2J−1 = 0.

Let v∗ be a 1-periodic extension of vodd. We define the se-
quence {zn}n∈Z:

zn := v∗
(

n

2J

)

(n ∈ Z). (4.1)

So we obtain that for n ∈ Z and l ∈ Z,

z−n = −zn, zn+2J = zn and z2J−1l = 0. (4.2)

Hence {zn}n∈Z can be determined by 2J−1 − 1 different val-
ues z1, . . . , z2J−1−1.

4.2 The Relationships Between the Coefficients
in the HWT Representation

Let {c(1)
m,n} and {d(1)

m,n} be periodic wavelet coefficients of
v∗ ∈ L2([− 1

2 , 1
2 ]). Taking J sufficiently large, the following

formula holds [1].

v∗(t) �
2J −1
∑

n=0

c
(1)
J,nϕ̃

per
J,n(t)

and

c
(1)
J,n � v∗

(

n

2J

)

= zn. (4.3)

By (2.4), we get

2J −1
∑

k=0

c
(1)
J,kϕ̃

per
J,k =

2J−1−1
∑

k=0

c
(1)
J−1,kϕ̃

per
J−1,k +

2J−1−1
∑

k=0

d
(1)
J−1,k

˜ψ
per
J−1,k.

By Proposition 2.1, we know that

c
(1)
J−1,k =

2J −1
∑

n=0

a∗
n−2kzn and d

(1)
J−1,k =

2J −1
∑

n=0

b∗
n−2kzn,

(4.4)

where {a∗
n} and {b∗

n} are stated in (2.7).

Proposition 4.1 Let c
(1)
J−1,k = αk (k = 1, . . . ,2J−2 − 1) and

d
(1)
J−1,k = βk (k = 0, . . . ,2J−2 − 1). Then

(i)
{

c
(1)
J−1,k

}2J−1−1
k=0 = {0, α1, . . . , α2J−2−1,

0, −α2J−2−1, . . . , −α1};
(ii)

{

d
(1)
J−1,k

}2J−1−1
k=0 = {β0, . . . , β2J−2−1,

−β2J−2−1, . . . , −β0}.

We need a couple of lemmas.

Lemma 4.2 Let {a∗
n} and {b∗

n} be stated in (2.7). Then, for
any n ∈ Z,

a∗−n = a∗
n and b∗

n = b∗
2−n.

Proof Since ϕ, ϕ̃ are both real-valued even functions and
an = √

2
∫

R
ϕ(t)ϕ̃(2t − n)dt (by (2.5)), we have

a−n = √
2
∫

R

ϕ(t)ϕ̃(2t + n)dt

= √
2
∫

R

ϕ(−t)ϕ̃(−2t + n)dt

= √
2
∫

R

ϕ(t)ϕ̃(2t − n)dt = an.

From this and (2.7), we get

a∗−n = a∗
n, a∗

2J +n
= a∗

n (n ∈ Z). (4.5)



22 J Math Imaging Vis (2010) 38: 14–34

By (2.5), bn = √
2
∫

R
ψ(t)ϕ̃(2t −n)dt . Since ψ( 1

2 − t) =
ψ( 1

2 + t), we have

bn = √
2
∫

R

ψ

(

1

2
+ t

)

ϕ̃(2t + 1 − n)dt

= √
2
∫

R

ψ

(

1

2
− t

)

ϕ̃(2t + 1 − n)dt

= √
2
∫

R

ψ(t)ϕ̃(−2t + 2 − n)dt

= √
2
∫

R

ψ(t)ϕ̃(2t − 2 + n)dt

= b2−n.

So we get b1+n = b1−n. By (2.7), we have

b∗
1+n = b∗

1−n (|n| ≤ 2J−1).

Again since b∗
n+2J = b∗

n, we have b∗
1+n = b∗

1−n for all n ∈ Z.
So we get

b∗
n = b∗

2−n (n ∈ Z). (4.6)

�

Lemma 4.3 The periodic wavelet coefficients {c(1)
m,n} and

{d(1)
m,n} satisfy the following relationships

c
(1)
J−1,k = −c

(1)

J−1,2J−1−k
,

d
(1)
J−1,k = −d

(1)

J−1,2J−1−1−k
(k ∈ Z).

(4.7)

Proof From (4.2) and (4.5), it follows by (4.4) that

c
(1)

J−1,2J−1−k
=

2J −1
∑

n=0

a∗
n+2k−2J zn

= −
2J −1
∑

n=0

a∗
n+2kz−n = −

0
∑

n=−2J +1

a∗−n+2kzn.

Again thanks to the periodicity of the {an} and {zn}, we have

0
∑

n=−2J +1

a∗−n+2kzn =
2J
∑

n=1

a∗−n+2kzn

=
2J −1
∑

n=1

a∗−n+2kzn + a∗
2k−2J z2J

=
2J −1
∑

n=1

a∗−n+2kzn + a2kz0

=
2J −1
∑

n=0

a∗−n+2kzn. (4.8)

So we have

c
(1)

J−1,2J−1−k
= −

2J −1
∑

n=0

a∗−n+2kzn

= −
2J −1
∑

n=0

a∗
n−2kzn = −c

(1)
J−1,k. (4.9)

On the other hand, by (4.4) and (4.6),

d
(1)
J−1,k =

2J −1
∑

n=0

b∗
n−2kzn =

2J −1
∑

n=0

b∗
2−n+2kzn

= −
2J −1
∑

n=0

b∗
2−n+2kz−n

= −
0

∑

n=−2J +1

b∗
2+n+2kzn. (4.10)

By the similar argument to (4.8), we have

0
∑

n=−2J +1

b∗
2+n+2kzn =

2J −1
∑

n=0

b∗
2+n+2kzn.

So we get

d
(1)
J−1,k = −

2J −1
∑

n=0

b∗
n−(2J −2k−2)

zn = −d
(1)

J−1,2J−1−1−k
.

�

Proof of Proposition 4.1 By the first formula of (4.7), we
get c

(1)

J−1,2J−2 = −c
(1)

J−1,2J−2 , i.e.,

c
(1)

J−1,2J−2 = 0. (4.11)

Since a∗
n = a∗−n = a∗

2J −n
and zn = −z−n = −z2J −n, by

(4.4), we have

c
(1)
J−1,0 =

2J −1
∑

n=0

a∗
nzn =

2J
∑

n=1

a∗
nzn

= −
2J
∑

n=1

a∗
2J −n

z2J −n = −
2J −1
∑

n=0

a∗
nzn = −c

(1)
J−1,0.

So c
(1)
J−1,0 = 0.

Let c
(1)
J−1,k = αk (k = 0, . . . ,2J−1 − 1). Then, by

c
(1)
J−1,0 = 0, and (4.9) and (4.11), we get

α0 = 0, α2J−2 = 0, and

αk = −α2J−1−k (k = 1, . . . ,2J−2 − 1)
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i.e., (i) holds. Let d
(1)
J−1,k = βk (k = 0, . . . ,2J−1 −1). By the

second formula of (4.7), we have

βk = −β2J−1−1−k (k = 0, . . . ,2J−2 − 1),

i.e., (ii) holds. Proposition 4.1 is proved. �

From Proposition 4.1, we see that in order to recover the
signal, we only need 2J−1 − 1 periodic wavelet coefficients
and two boundary values of the signal f . On the other hand,
the number of the sampling points {xn}2J−1

0 is just 2J−1 + 1.
So the 1D HWT is not a redundant transform.

4.3 Two-dimensional Discrete HWT

We will now discuss the two-dimensional discrete HWT and
study the symmetry property of the coefficients.

Let an image f ∈ C2([0, 1
2 ]2). For some large J , take the

(2J−1 + 1)2 sample points of f

xn1,n2 = f

(

n1

2J
,
n2

2J

)

(n1, n2 = 0, . . . ,2J−1).

Using the HWT decomposition, we get

f (x, y) = u(x, y) + v(x, y)

(

(x, y) ∈
[

0,
1

2

]2)

,

where u(x, y) is a harmonic function satisfying Laplace’s
equation Δu = 0 and u = f on the boundary of [0, 1

2 ]2.
We can efficiently and accurately compute u by using the
Averbuch-Israeli-Vozovoi (AIV) method [2]. Let us now dis-
cuss the residual component v.

Let yn1,n2 = v( n1
2J , n2

2J ). Then

y0,n2 = yn1,0 = y2J−1,n2
= yn1,2J−1 = 0

(n1, n2 = 0, . . . ,2J−1).

Let vodd be an odd extension of v to [− 1
2 , 1

2 ]2, i.e.,

vodd(x, y) = v(x, y)

(

(x, y) ∈
[

0,
1

2

]2)

and

vodd(x, y) = −vodd(−x, y) = −vodd(x,−y)

= vodd(−x,−y)

(

(x, y) ∈
[

−1

2
,

1

2

]2)

.

Denote zn1,n2 = vodd(
n1
2J , n2

2J ). Then

zn1,n2 = −z−n1,n2 = −zn1,−n2 = z−n1,−n2

(n1, n2 = 0,±1, . . . ,±2J−1) (4.12)

and

z0,n2 = zn1,0 = z2J−1,n2
= zn1,2J−1 = z−2J−1,n2

= zn1,−2J−1 = 0.

Let v∗ be a 1-periodic extension of vodd to R
2. Denote

z∗
n1,n2

= v∗( n1
2J , n2

2J ). Then

z∗
n1,n2

= zn1,n2 (n1, n2 = 0, ±1, . . . , ±2J−1),

z∗
n1+2J ,n2

= z∗
n1,n2

, z∗
n1,n2+2J = z∗

n1,n2

(n1 ∈ Z, n2 ∈ Z).

(4.13)

For μ = 1,2,3, m ∈ Z, n ∈ Z
2, let c

(2)
m,n1,n2 and d

(2)
μ,m,n1,n2

be the periodic wavelet coefficients of v∗ ∈ L2([− 1
2 , 1

2 ]2)

(see (2.9)).
Take J sufficiently large such that

v∗(x, y) �
2J −1
∑

n1,n2=0

c
(2)
J,n ϕ̃

per
0,J,n and

c
(2)
J,n � v∗

(

n1

2J
,
n2

2J

)

= z∗
n1,n2

, n = (n1, n2).

Again, by (2.11), we have

v∗(x, y) �
2J−1−1
∑

n1,n2=0

c
(2)
J−1, n1, n2

ϕ̃
per
0, J−1, n1, n2

+
3

∑

μ=1

2J−1−1
∑

n1, n2=0

d
(2)
μ,J−1, n1, n2

˜ψ
per
μ,J−1, n1, n2

.

(4.14)

Now we discuss the symmetry property of the coeffi-
cients c

(2)
J−1,k1,k2

and d
(2)
μ,J−1,k1,k2

. From Proposition 2.2,
Lemma 4.2, (4.12), and (4.13), we can get

Proposition 4.4 For k1, k2 ∈ Z, we have

(i) c
(2)

J−1,2J−1−k1, k2
= −c

(2)
J−1, k1, k2

,

c
(2)

J−1, k1,2J−1−k2
= −c

(2)
J−1, k1, k2

,

c
(2)

J−1,2J−2, k2
= c

(2)
J−1,0, k2

= c
(2)

J−1, k1,2J−2

= c
(2)
J−1, k1,0 = 0;

(ii) d
(2)

1, J−1,2J−1−k1, k2
= −d

(2)
1, J−1, k1, k2

,

d
(2)

1, J−1,k1, 2J−1−k2−1
= −d

(2)
1, J−1, k1, k2

,

d
(2)

1, J−1,2J−2, k2
= d

(2)
1, J−1,0, k2

= 0;
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(iii) d
(2)

2, J−1,2J−1−k1−1, k2
= −d

(2)
2, J−1, k1, k2

,

d
(2)

2, J−1, k1,2J−1−k2
= −d

(2)
2, J−1, k1, k2

,

d
(2)

2, J−1, k1,2J−2 = d
(2)
2, J−1, k1,0 = 0; and

(iv) d
(2)

3, J−1,2J−1−k1−1, k2
= −d

(2)
3, J−1, k1, k2

,

d
(2)

3, J−1, k1,2J−1−k2−1
= −d

(2)
3, J−1, k1, k2

.

From Proposition 4.4, the symmetry of the matrix
(c

(2)
J−1,k1,k2

), k1, k2 = 0,1, . . . ,2J−1 − 1 is described as fol-
lows:

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

0 0 · · · 0 0 0 · · · 0
0 α1,1 · · · α1,2J−2−1 0 −α1,2J−2−1 · · · −α1,1
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

0 α2J−2−1,1 · · · α2J−2−1,2J−2−1 0 −α2J−2−1,2J−2−1 · · · −α2J−2−1,1

0 0 · · · 0 0 0 · · · 0
0 −α2J−2−1,1 . . . −α2J−2−1,2J−2−1 0 α2J−2−1,2J−2−1 · · · α2J−2−1,1
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

0 −α1,1 · · · −α1,2J−2−1 0 α2J−2−1,2J−2−1 · · · α2J−2−1,1

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

where

αk1,k2 = c
(2)
J−1,k1,k2

(k1, k2 = 1, . . . ,2J−2 − 1).

Therefore, the matrix (c
(2)
J−1,k1,k2

), k1, k2 = 0,1, . . . ,

2J−1 − 1, is determined by (2J−2 − 1)2 values. Similarly,
we have

(i) the matrix (d
(2)
1,J−1,k1,k2

), k1, k2 = 0, . . . ,2J−1 − 1, is

determined by 2J−2(2J−2 − 1) values;
(ii) the matrix (d

(2)
2,J−1,k1,k2

), k1, k2 = 0, . . . ,2J−1 − 1, is

determined by 2J−2(2J−2 − 1) values; and
(iii) the matrix (d

(2)
3,J−1,k1,k2

), k1, k2 = 0, . . . ,2J−1 − 1, is

determined by 22J−4 values.

Noticing that

(2J−2 − 1)2 + 2J−2(2J−2 − 1) + 2J−2(2J−2 − 1) + 22J−4

= (2J−1 − 1)2

we know that in order to recover v∗, we only need
(2J−1 − 1)2 periodic wavelet coefficients. To obtain the har-
monic function u, we need 4(2J−1 −1)+4 boundary sample
points of the image f on ∂([0, 1

2 ]2). Since the number

(2J−1 − 1)2 + 4(2J−1 − 1) + 4 = (2J−1 + 1)2

is exactly equal to the number of sampling points of f , the
2D HWT is not redundant.

5 Image Approximation Experiments via HWT

We will examine the approximation performance of the 2D
HWT algorithm. The quality of approximation in this paper
is measured by PSNR (or peak signal-to-noise ratio) defined
as

PSNR := 20 × log10

(

max
x∈�

|f (x)|/RMSE
)

,

where RMSE is the absolute �2 error between the original
and the approximation divided by the square root of the total
number of pixels in the original image. The unit of PSNR is
decibel (dB).

5.1 Comparison with the Periodic and Folded Wavelet
Algorithms

To approximate an image sampled on a square by the 2D
HWT algorithm, we first decompose the image into the har-
monic component u and the residual v (see Fig. 1). The har-
monic component u is determined by the data at boundary
of the square. Hence in order to approximate u, it suffices to
approximate the data on the boundary of the square. Since
the boundary consists of four segments, we simply apply
one-dimensional LLST on each segment. For the residual v,
we do an odd extension and a periodic extension (see Fig. 2)
and expand it into a periodic wavelet series with respect to
a biorthonormal periodic wavelet basis with the symmetric
filter bank (see Fig. 3). Our image approximation and recon-
struction strategy consists of the following steps: (1) Retain
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Fig. 1 HWT decomposition of the Barbara face image. Each image is displayed using its full dynamic range

Fig. 2 The odd extension of the residual component v

all the “DC” components of the 1D LLST of each bound-
ary segment of the square; (2) Select a certain number of
the largest coefficients in terms of energy from the rest of
the coefficients (both 1D and 2D); (3) Reconstruct u and v

from these retained coefficients using the AIV algorithm [2]
and the Mallat algorithm, respectively; and (4) Compute
u + v.

For approximation and reconstruction of the image by
the periodic wavelet algorithm and the folded wavelet al-
gorithm, we simply retain a certain number of the largest
coefficients in terms of energy from all the coefficients and
reconstruct the image from them.

First, we compare the performance of HWT with that
of the periodic wavelet transform (PWT) and the folded
wavelet transform (FWT). We use the 9/7 biorthogonal
filter bank (see [7, Sect. 7.4] for the actual filter coeffi-
cients). The depths of decomposition J we test here are
J = 2,4, log2(N) for an image of size N × N . The original
image sizes we use are all dyadic, i.e., N = 2n, which are

Fig. 3 The periodic biorthonormal wavelet coefficients of the odd ex-
tension of the residual component v when the depth of decomposition
is one

suitable for PWT and FWT. Hence, for HWT, we duplicate
the last column and row of each image to make it suitable
for HWT.

As for the images, we use the face part of Barbara im-
age (with 128 × 128 pixels) as well as the standard images
“Bridge”, “Truck”, and “Moon surface”, each of which con-
sists of 256 × 256 pixels. Figure 4 shows the latter three
images.

Figures 5, 6, and 7 show the quality of approximations of
these four images when the depth of decomposition J is set
to two, four, and maximum (seven for the Barbara face im-
age and eight for the other three images), respectively. From
these figures, the performance of HWT is consistently supe-
rior to that of PWT and FWT. For J = 2, we observe that
the big performance difference between HWT and that of
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Fig. 4 The three more standard images used in our experiments

Fig. 5 Quality of approximation of the four standard images measured by PSNR values as a function of the ratio of the number of the retained
coefficients to the total number of the coefficients. The depth of decomposition is set to two in each case
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Fig. 6 Quality of approximation of the four standard images measured by PSNR values as a function of the ratio of the number of the retained
coefficients to the total number of the coefficients. The depth of decomposition is set to four in each case

PWT and FWT particularly when the ratio f the retained
coefficients is less than about 6%. This can be explained
as follows. For any image of size N × N , if the depth of
decomposition J is set to 2, then the number of low-pass
wavelet coefficients in PWT and FWT is N2/16, i.e., very
large. Since the low-pass wavelet coefficients are not sparse,
we need many coefficients to approximate such an image
well. In other words, we cannot efficiently approximate such
an image using a small number of coefficients if J is set
to a small number such as 2. In fact, N2/16 is 6.25% of
the original image size N2, which agrees with our observa-
tion. On the other hand, HWT decomposes an image into
two components: the harmonic component and the residual.
We can approximate the harmonic component very well us-

ing a few 1D LLST coefficients. For the residual, we still
have the same problem as PWT and FWT if J = 2. How-
ever, since the norm of the residual is much smaller than that
of the original image thanks to the removal of the harmonic
component, the reconstruction error is kept small.

When J = 4 or J is set to its maximum, the performance
of HWT is about 0.2 ∼ 0.5 dB better than that of PWT, and
the 0.1 ∼ 0.2 dB better than that of FWT. In general, the
smaller the number of the retained coefficients, the clearer
the performance difference becomes. This is also due to the
harmonic component in HWT.

We now would like to show the reconstructed images be-
cause the PSNR plots do not tell the whole story. Figures 8,
9, and 10 show the reconstructed Barbara face images using
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Fig. 7 Quality of approximation of the four standard images measured by PSNR values as a function of the ratio of the number of the retained
coefficients to the total number of the coefficients. The depth of decomposition is set to the maximum in each case, i.e., seven for the Barbara face
image and eight for the others

top 5% coefficients of PWT, FWT, and HWT for J = 2,4,7,
respectively. From these figures, we can see that the HWT
algorithm is also perceptually better than the PWT algorithm
and the FWT algorithm, particularly for J = 2. We can also
notice some difference around the frame boundary of the im-
ages. This is due to the use of LLST on the boundary pixels
in HWT. Overall, for each algorithm, the difference between
J = 4 and J = 7 is not noticeable.

5.2 Comparison with LLST

We now compare the HWT algorithm with the LLST algo-
rithm. In general, the decay rate of LLST coefficients de-
pends on global smoothness of the input data while that of

HWT coefficients depends on local smoothness. Since the
global smoothness of a function is determined by its rough
part (even if that part is localized), we need fewer HWT co-
efficients than LLST coefficients in order to reconstruct the
data to the same quality. For LLST, we divide the image
into several blocks and do LLST on each block. The size of
block we use in our experiments is 9 × 9, 17 × 17, 33 × 33,
65 × 65, 129 × 129 for all the four images, and in addi-
tion, we use 257 × 257 block for the “Bridge”, “Truck”, and
“Moon Surface” images. Note that the largest block size for
each image implies that LLST does not divide it into a set
of smaller segments. We first retain all the corner pixel val-
ues of each block, select the certain number of coefficients
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Fig. 8 Approximations of the Barbara face image using the top 5% coefficients when the depth of decomposition is two. The PSNR values (in dB)
of PWT, FWT, and HWT are 17.6182, 17.5961, and 22.0776, respectively

with the largest energy among all the coefficients (both 1D
and 2D) not yet used, reconstruct an approximation from
these coefficients, and finally evaluate its quality of approx-
imation. For HWT, the depth of decomposition is set to the
maximum, and we also use the 9/7 biorthonormal filter bank.
We apply HWT on the whole image and retain the coef-
ficients with the largest energy. Figure 11 shows the qual-
ity of approximation by PSNR values when we retain 2%–
20% of the original coefficients. From this figure, we again
observe that HWT consistently outperforms LLST regard-
less of the block sizes. In particular, HWT’s performance is

significantly better (about 1dB) than that of LLST for the
“Bridge”, “Truck”, and “Moon Surface” images while its
performance on “Barbara face” image is closely followed
by that of LLST with 17 × 17 blocks, especially around the
ratio of the number of the retained coefficients to that of the
original coefficients ranges around 8% to 10%. We believe
that this is due to the existence of textures in the Barbara face
image. We also observe that the performance of LLST at a
particular ratio of the number of the retained coefficients to
that of the whole coefficient strongly depends on the block
size. For example, for heavy compression (i.e., the ratio is
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Fig. 9 Approximations of the Barbara face image using the top 5% coefficients when the depth of decomposition is four. The PSNR values (in dB)
of PWT, FWT, and HWT are 22.9791, 23.1484, and 23.2651, respectively

about 2% to 8%), the LLST with the larger block sizes per-
form better than that with the smaller block sizes while the
situation is opposite if one can afford to keep a larger num-
ber of coefficients (e.g., the ratio is larger than 10%). HWT
does not require the user to choose any such block sizes,
which is one of the major advantage of HWT over LLST.

5.3 Comparison with Wavelets on the Interval

It is appropriate to compare HWT with wavelets on the in-
terval (WOI) introduced by Cohen, Daubechies and Vial [5]

because WOI also tries to overcome boundary effects. Com-
pared to HWT, the periodic wavelets, and folded wavelets,
however, the construction of WOI is quite complicated.
Their starting point is Daubechies’s compactly supported
scaling functions and wavelets. They first construct scal-
ing functions on the interval consisting of three parts: the
left edge scaling function, the interior scaling function, and
the right edge scaling function. Then, they use these scal-
ing functions on the interval to construct the corresponding
wavelets also consisting of three parts: the left edge wavelet,
the interior wavelet, and the right edge wavelet. Although
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Fig. 10 Approximations of the Barbara face image using the top 5% coefficients when the depth of decomposition is seven. The PSNR values
(in dB) of PWT, FWT, and HWT are 22.9962, 23.1476, and 23.2688, respectively

these wavelets on the interval have high vanishing moments,
we cannot apply its discrete version to image approximation
immediately. This is because their corresponding high pass
filter cannot map a simple polynomial sequence to zero. So
when one uses WOI to approximate images, one has to per-
form a prefiltering (or preconditioning) on the data first; see
[5] for the detail.

We now compare the performance of HWT with that of
WOI. Since the harmonic component of HWT takes care of
linear parts on the boundary, in order to be a fair compari-
son with HWT, we use WOI with two vanishing moments.

For HWT, we use Villasenor 5/3 filter bank [10], which also
has two vanishing moments. Figure 12 shows the quality
of approximation measured by PSNR values when we re-
tain 1%–10% of the original coefficients. The depth of de-
composition for both HWT and WOI is set to five for the
Barbara face image and six for the other three images since
these are the maximal depth of decomposition that the WOI
can take. From this figure, we observe that HWT again con-
sistently outperforms WOI. Considering the implementation
complexity of WOI, HWT should be used if one wants to re-
duce the boundary effects.
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Fig. 11 Quality of approximation of the four standard images measured by PSNR values as a function of the ratio of the number of the retained
coefficients to the total number of the coefficients. These figures compare the performance of HWT with that of LLST with different block sizes.
For HWT, the depth of decomposition is set to its maximum level

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we improved PWT and FWT and proposed the
Harmonic Wavelet Transform (HWT) that is not affected by
the boundary of input data. The idea of removing the bound-
ary mismatches of input data originally proposed in LLST
[8] is quite important since the residual component after odd
reflection and periodization, say, the v∗ component, does not
contain any artificial discontinuities caused by the boundary
mismatches. Hence, the expansion coefficients of v∗ with
respect to the periodic wavelet basis truly reflect the local
smoothness of an input image. Moreover, HWT captures the
intrinsic singularities in the interior of the domain more effi-
ciently than LLST that uses the Fourier sine series expansion

for v∗. Also, the implementation of HWT is simpler than
WOI because HWT does not need any special boundary-
dependent filter banks. Finally, our image approximation ex-
periments using four standard images demonstrated the su-
periority of HWT over LLST, PWT, FWT, and WOI. We
also note that the extension of HWT to a higher dimension
is straightforward thanks to the efficient Laplace solver for
higher dimension [3].
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Fig. 12 Quality of approximation of the four standard images measured by PSNR values as a function of the ratio of the number of the retained
coefficients to the total number of the coefficients. These figures compare the performance of HWT with that of WOI. For both HWT and WOI,
the depth of decomposition is set to its maximum possible level

Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the Cre-
ative Commons Attribution Noncommercial License which permits
any noncommercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,
provided the original author(s) and source are credited.

References

1. Antonini, M., Barlaud, M., Mathieu, P., Daubechies, I.: Image
coding using wavelet transform. IEEE Trans. Image Process. 1(2),
205–220 (1992)

2. Averbuch, A., Israeli, M., Vozovoi, L.: A fast Poisson solver of ar-
bitrary order accuracy in rectangular regions. SIAM J. Sci. Com-
put. 19, 933–952 (1998)

3. Braverman, E., Israeli, M., Averbuch, A., Vozovoi, L.: A fast 3D
Poisson solver of arbitrary order accuracy. J. Comput. Phys. 144,
109–136 (1998)

4. Chui, C.K.: An Introduction to Wavelets. Academic Press, San
Diego (1992)

5. Cohen, A., Daubechies, I., Vial, P.: Wavelet bases on the inter-
val and fast algorithms. Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal. 1, 54–81
(1993)

6. Donoho, D., et al.: http://www-stat.stanford.edu/~wavelab. Ac-
cessed April 2010

7. Mallat, S.: A Wavelet Tour of Signal Processing, 3rd edn. Acad-
emic Press, San Diego (2009)

8. Saito, N., Remy, J.: The polyharmonic local sine transform: A new
tool for local image analysis and synthesis without edge effect.
Appl. Comput. Harmon. Anal 31, 41–73 (2006)

http://www-stat.stanford.edu/~wavelab


34 J Math Imaging Vis (2010) 38: 14–34

9. Van De Ville, D., Blu, T., Unser, M.: Isotropic polyharmonic
B-splines: Scaling functions and wavelets. IEEE Trans. Image
Process. 14(11), 1798–1813 (2005)

10. Villasenor, J.D., Belzer, B., Liao, J.: Wavelet filter evaluation for
image compression. IEEE Trans. Image Process. 4(8), 1053–1060
(1995)

Zhihua Zhang received the B.S.
degree from Shandong University
(China) in 2001, the M.S. degree
from Chinese Academy of Sciences
in 2004, and the Ph.D. degree from
the University of California (USA)
in 2007. After that, he was a post-
doc/lecturer at the University of
California in 2007–2009. Now he
is a senior scientist in the College
of Global Change and Earth System
Science, Beijing Normal University,
China.
Dr. Zhang received the Chinese
Government Award for Outstanding

Students Abroad in 2007. This award is the highest honor bestowed
by the Chinese Government for outstanding Chinese students studying
abroad. Dr. Zhang also received Zolk Fellowship, Block Grant Fel-
lowship, Wakeham Fellowship and Alice Leung scholarship from the
University of California in 2004–2007, and Presidential Excellence
Award of Chinese Academy of Sciences in 2003.
Dr. Zhang has published 30 papers. His research interests include:
Global climate change, wavelet analysis, image processing, astronom-
ical image processing, and data classification.

Naoki Saito received the B.Eng.
and the M.Eng. degrees in mathe-
matical engineering from the Uni-
versity of Tokyo, Japan, in 1982
and 1984, respectively. In 1984, he
joined Nippon Schlumberger K.K.,
Fuchinobe, Japan, and in 1986, he
transferred to Schlumberger-Doll
Research (SDR), Ridgefield, CT
where he worked as a research sci-
entist until 1997. While working at
SDR, he also pursued his Ph.D. de-
gree in applied mathematics and re-
ceived it from Yale University in
1994. In 1997, he joined the Depart-

ment of Mathematics at the University of California, Davis, where he
is currently a professor and chair of the Graduate Group in Applied
Mathematics.
Dr. Saito received the Best Paper Award from SPIE for the wavelet
applications in signal and image processing conference in 1994 and
the Henri Doll Award (the highest honor for technical papers presented
at the annual symposium within the Schlumberger organization) in
1997. He also received the Young Investigator Award from the Office
of Naval Research, and the Presidential Early Career Award for Sci-
entists and Engineers (PECASE) from the White House, both in 2000.
Since 2008, he has been listed in Marquis Who’s Who in America.
His research interests include: applied and computational harmonic
analysis; feature extraction; pattern recognition; data analysis; Lapla-
cian eigenvalue problems; elliptic boundary value problems; data com-
pression; statistical signal processing and analysis; human and ma-
chine perception; and geophysical inverse problems. He has been also
serving on an editorial board of the two journals: Applied and Compu-
tational Harmonic Analysis; Inverse Problems and Imaging.
He is a senior member of IEEE as well as a member of IMS, SIAM,
and JSIAM.


	Harmonic Wavelet Transform and Image Approximation
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Preliminaries
	One-dimensional Biorthonormal Periodic Wavelets
	Two-dimensional Biorthonormal Periodic Wavelets
	Laplace Local Sine Transforms

	Harmonic Wavelet Transform
	One-dimensional HWT Algorithm
	Two-dimensional HWT Algorithm

	Discrete HWT
	Definition of One-dimensional Discrete HWT
	The Relationships Between the Coefficients in the HWT Representation
	Two-dimensional Discrete HWT

	Image Approximation Experiments via HWT
	Comparison with the Periodic and Folded Wavelet Algorithms
	Comparison with LLST
	Comparison with Wavelets on the Interval

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Open Access
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


