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Abstract

In literature, several algorithms for imaging based on interpolation or approximation meth-
ods are available. The implementation of theoretical processes highlighted the necessity
of providing theoretical frameworks for the convergence and the error estimate analysis to
support the experimental setups. In this paper, we establish new techniques for deriving
quantitative estimates for the order of approximation for multivariate linear operators of the
pointwise-type, with respect to the Lp-norm and to the so-called dissimilarity index defined
through the continuous SSIM. In particular, we consider a family of approximation oper-
ators known as neural network (NN) operators, that have been widely studied in the last
years in view of their connection with the theory of artificial neural networks. For these
operators, we first establish sharp estimates in case of C1 and piecewise (everywhere de-
fined) C1-functions. Then, the case of functions modelling digital images is considered, and
specific quantitative estimates are achieved, including those with respect to the mentioned
dissimilarity index. Moreover, the above analysis has also been extended to Lp-spaces, using
a new constructive technique, in which the multivariate averaged modulus of smoothness has
been employed. Finally, numerical experiments of image resizing have been given to support
the theoretical results. The accuracy of the proposed algorithm has been evaluated through
similarity indexes such as SSIM, likelihood index (S-index) and PSNR, and compared with
other rescaling methods, including bilinear, bicubic, and upscaling-de la Vallée-Poussin inter-
polation (u-VPI). Numerical simulations show the effectiveness of the proposed method for
image processing tasks, particularly in terms of the aforementioned SSIM, and are consistent
with the provided theoretical analysis.
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1 Introduction

The literature considers several algorithms for image resizing based on interpolation or approx-
imation methods. The implementation of theoretical processes brought back the definition of
several accurate and efficient numerical methods that in the last years have been strongly im-
proved by the help of techniques of artificial intelligence and soft computing. In addition to
implementation skills, theoretical knowledge is also needed to provide a convergence and error
estimate analysis to support the experimental setup.

It is well-known that any static greyscale digital image can be modeled as a discontinu-
ous, multivariate (more precisely, bivariate) signal, hence the implemented approximation or
interpolation processes must be considered in their multidimensional versions, and in a general
framework which includes also not necessarily continuous signals, such as Lp spaces. These
considerations show the necessity to derive suitable methods to study the convergence and the
error of approximation of such theoretical tools, also resorting to specific (also new) metrics.

In literature, as for the convergence of multivariate approximation methods in Lp-setting
we can find several techniques, while concerning the study of error estimates there is a lack of
methods.

Indeed, the main techniques used to derive error estimates for approximation processes in
the univariate setting can not be used in the case of several dimensions. More precisely, for
approximation methods in case of functions of one variable one can achieve error estimates
following two basic steps:

1. proving estimates for functions in Sobolev spaces W r
p ;

2. extension to the whole Lp using constructive density approaches, employing for instance
suitable Steklov functions.

This procedure is widely documented, e.g., in the monograph of Sendov and Popov [46]. The key
point of the first step is the application of a Taylor formula with integral remainder for functions
belonging toW r

p ; it is well-known that such formula is valid in view of the equivalence (in terms of
equivalent classes) between Sobolev spaces and the space ACr−1 of functions that are absolutely
continuous, with each (ordinary) derivative f (i) absolutely continuous, for i = 1, ..., r − 1, and
with f (r) ∈ Lp, where f (r) exists almost everywhere (see Theorem 5.4 of p. 37, in [24]). Passing
to functions of several variables, we know that the latter equivalence for the Sobolev spaces is
no longer valid, hence the previous step 1) can not be replicated, making the previous strategy
inapplicable. Indeed, a necessary and sufficient condition for which a function f ∈ Lp(Ω),
1 ≤ p < +∞, with Ω ⊂ Rd, d ≥ 2, belongs to the Sobolev spaces W 1

p (Ω) is that f possesses
a representative f̄ that is absolutely continuous on almost all line segments in Ω parallel to
the coordinate axes and whose (classical) partial derivatives belong to Lp(Ω) (see Theorem
2.14 of [53]). Thus, one can provide examples of functions of several variables belonging to
W 1

p (Ω) for which does not exist a continuous representative; a counterexample can be given by

f(x) = ∥x∥−α, defined a.e. for x ∈ B1 ⊂ Rd, d − p(α + 1) > 0, where B1 denotes the unitary
ball of Rd centered at the origin, and ∥ · ∥ is the Euclidean norm.

Based on the latter considerations, the problem of deriving new strategies for proving as
accurate as possible error estimates with respect to the Lp-norm for multivariate approximation
processes arises.
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In order to face the above issue, in this paper we propose a new implementation for image
resizing based on a family of multivariate linear operators that have been deeply studied in last
years, the so-called neural network (NN) operators [11,13,14,52]. The name of “NN operators”
arises from historical reasons, and it is due to the connection of the kernel function used to
define such operators (generated by sigmoidal functions) with the classical theory of artificial
neural networks [2, 17,19,28,29,32,44,47].

One of the pioneer works in this area is given by Cybenko [22], who showed the capacity
of single-layer (shallow) NNs to approximate functions through the superposition of sigmoidal
activation functions, using a non-constructive method based on functional analysis tools. A
constructive approach to approximation was introduced through the study of (one-dimensional)
NN operators, which are part of a broader class of positive linear operators. Cardaliaguet and
Euvrard were among the first to propose a specific form of NN operators in [11], focusing on
operators with bell-shaped activation functions. While these early results provided a starting
point, they had some limitations, in terms of their rate of convergence.

The latter consideration has motivated the new (more general) definition of NN operators
based on sigmoidal functions given in [20,21] in the univariate and multivariate setting, respec-
tively. The new definition gave the possibility to overcome the main theoretical issues of the
Cardaliaguet and Euvrard NN operators.

We recall that, the above NN operators have the following general form

n∑
k=0

f(xk)χn(x), x ∈ Ω ⊂ Rd, (I)

where χn are suitable bases functions (generated by sigmoidal functions), whose definitions will
be recalled throughout the paper. Such operators are then defined using certain pointwise values
of a given function f at suitable nodes; it is well-known that operators of this kind are not very
suitable to consider Lp-approximation of functions that are defined a.e., see [46].

Below we describe the new strategy given in this paper to face the problem of Lp estimates
for the order of approximation of multivariate pointwise approximation operators.

First, we establish an asymptotic estimate for NN operators applied to both C1 and piecewise
C1 functions (defined everywhere), with respect to the Lp-norm. These results are obtained
under specific moment-type conditions on the generating density function and the assumption
that the first-order partial derivatives are bounded by suitable positive constants. The latter
condition on the first-order partial derivatives of f is technical, and allows us to establish a
comparison between certain line integrals (computed on segments inside the domain of the
considered function) and the corresponding multiple-integral over the full domain. This relation
is non-trivial, since we know that in general these kinds of inequality are not always valid.

Later, the case of image reconstruction is introduced, providing specific estimates with re-
spect to the Lp-norm for piecewise constant functions, in fact providing a continuous model of
(discrete) digital images.

In this way, we obtain a general theorem which is valid under mild assumptions on the
sigmoidal activation function σ; however, this generality makes the estimate not really sharp.

Two of the most common examples of functions σ (and the corresponding density functions
ϕσ) are those generated by the logistic function σℓ and the ramp function σR.

The first is the typical example of sigmoidal function, while the second one can be interesting
in view of its relation with the so-called Rectified Linear Unit function (ReLU), that is of central
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interest in the theory of artificial neural networks.

For these very special cases, we established sharper estimates than the one achieved in the
general case, especially for digital images and for the corresponding implementation for image
resizing. In this context, also a pseudocode of the proposed algorithm is provided.

In view of the above considerations on the pointwise dependence of Fn on f , other than some
difficulties to set the operators in the Lp spaces, also the usual (integral) modulus of smoothness
can not be used to evaluate their rate of convergence. For this reason, the concept of the averaged
modulus of smoothness (also known as τ -modulus) has been introduced in the literature as the
most suitable tool that allows to estimate the order of approximation in these cases (see [31]).

Then, inspired by a paper by Quak [45], we achieve suitable quantitative estimates for the
order of approximation for the above operators for functions belonging to the whole Lp-spaces,
using the multivariate τ -modulus. The proposed proof is constructive. These estimates are more
general than those established in the previous cases; however, they are less sharp.

As mentioned before, one of the main usefulness of such results is to provide a theoretical
framework that justifies the performance of algorithms for image reconstruction and resizing.
Numerically speaking, to concretely evaluate the accuracy of such methods, one usually resorts
to discrete similarity indexes, such as the Peak-Signal-to-Noise-Ratio, the Structural Similarity
Index Measure (respectively denoted by PSNR and SSIM, see, e.g., [27]) or others.

Recently, Marchetti [37] introduced the so-called continuous SSIM (cSSIM) as a starting
point to define a new metric for theoretically evaluate the convergence and the order of approx-
imation of numerical methods for imaging; in [38] the cases of bilinear and bicubic interpolation
have been considered in details. The above-mentioned metric is the continuous dissimilarity
index defined through the cSSIM, representing the continuous version of the SSIM.

Based on the previous theoretical analysis, we established the convergence and the order of
approximation of the implemented algorithm for image reconstruction based on the NN operators
in terms of the above mentioned continuous dissimilarity index.

Finally, at the end of the paper the introduced algorithm has been compared (through
suitable numerical simulations and experiments) with some well-known interpolation methods
for imaging such as the bilinear, the bicubic, and the upscaling-de la Vallée-Poussin methods
(see [40]), in order to evaluate its numerical performances.

Herein, we give a detailed description of the structure of the paper.

In Section 2, we recall some basic notions on multivariate neural network operators, together
with some preliminary results. Section 3 is devoted to asymptotic estimates in the Lp norm,
for both C1 and piecewise C1 functions. In Section 4, we focus on the theoretical error analysis
in case of greyscale images (i.e., for piecewise constant functions), we introduce the resizing
algorithm based on NN operators providing its pseudo-code. Furthermore, we also consider in
details the special cases of NN operators activated by the logistic and ramp sigmoidal activation
functions, for which we obtain a sharper estimate than the one in the general case. Section 5
presents convergence rates in Lp spaces, obtained via a constructive density method based on
the averaged modulus of smoothness (or τ -modulus), allowing us to extend the estimates to the
full Lp spaces. Here a crucial role is played by the application of a Riesz-Thorin interpolation
theorem for linear operators and τ -moduli. In Section 6, we first recall the SSIM evaluation
metric, along with its continuous version, with the aim to establish a precise connection between
image similarity, measured by the above indexes, and the L2-norm. Finally, the convergence
and the order of approximation of the NN operators applied in the case of digital images with
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respect to the continuous dissimilarity index is established. Sections 7 and 8 discuss alternative
evaluation metrics for the numerical methods for image resizing, together with others konwn
in the literature and used in this paper for comparison. Section 9 is devoted to numerical
experiments and results. Finally, Section 10 contains concluding remarks and possible future
lines of research.

2 Some recall on the multivariate neural network operators

We recall that a function σ : R → R is called a sigmoidal function if and only if limx→−∞ σ(x) = 0
and limx→+∞ σ(x) = 1. In what follows, we consider non-decreasing functions σ, satisfying the
following assumptions

(Σ1) gσ(x) := σ(x)− 1/2 is an odd function;

(Σ2) σ ∈ C2(R) is concave for x ≥ 0;

(Σ3) σ(x) = O(|x|−1−α) as x→ −∞, for some α > 0.

For any σ satisfying all the above assumptions, we define

ϕσ(x) :=
1

2
[σ(x+ 1)− σ(x− 1)], x ∈ R,

and its discrete absolute moment of order β ≥ 0 given by

Mβ(ϕσ) := sup
x∈R

∑
k∈Z

ϕσ(x− k)|x− k|β. (1)

For an overview of the key properties of ϕσ, we refer to [20]. We now recall the definition of the
multivariate function generated by σ

Ψσ(x) := ϕσ(x1) · ϕσ(x2) · · · · · ϕσ(xd), x := (x1, ..., xd) ∈ Rd.

For preliminary properties of Ψσ, the reader can see Lemma 2.3, Lemma 2.4, Lemma 2.5 and
Lemma 2.7 of [21].

From now on, we denote by I :=
∏d

i=1[ai, bi] the d-dimensional interval on Rd, with ai, bi ∈ R,
i = 1, · · · , d, and by C0(I) the space of all continuous real-valued functions defined on I,
equipped with the usual sup-norm ∥ · ∥∞. Further, let introduce the following set of indexes

An := {k ∈ Zd : ⌈nai⌉ ≤ ki ≤ ⌊nbi⌋, i = 1, · · · , d}, n ∈ N.

Lemma 1 ( [21]). Let x ∈ I and n ∈ N+, then

mn
0,0(Ψσ, nx) :=

∑
k∈An

Ψσ(nx− k) ≥ [ϕσ(1)]
d > 0.

Note that, in Lemma 1 it turns out that ϕσ(1) > 0 in view of the properties of σ. Further,
we can also define the discrete absolute moment of Ψσ of order β ≥ 0 (extending (1) to the
multivariate setting) as follows

Mβ(Ψσ) := sup
x∈Rd

∑
k∈Zd

Ψσ(x− k) ∥k− x∥β ,
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where ∥·∥ denotes the usual Euclidean norm on Rd. It is well-known that

M0(Ψσ) = 1, and Mβ(Ψσ) < +∞, 0 ≤ β < α, d ≥ 1, (2)

see, e.g., [18]. We now establish the following lemma, that is a slight variant of Lemma 2.5
of [21].

Lemma 2. For every γ > 0, 0 ≤ θ < 1, and 0 < ν < α, there holds∑
∥x−k∥>γn1−θ

Ψσ(x− k) = O
(
n−ν(1−θ)

)
, as n→ +∞,

where α > 0 is the constant appearing in condition (Σ3).

Proof. For every x ∈ Rd, we can write

∑
k∈Zd

Ψσ(x− k) =
∑
kj∈Z

ϕσ(xj − kj)

 ∑
k[j]∈Zd−1

Ψ[j]
σ (x[j] − k[j])

 ,
where

Ψ[j]
σ (x[j] − k[j]) := ϕσ(x1 − k1) · ... · ϕσ(xj−1 − kj−1) · ϕσ(xj+1 − kj+1) · ... · ϕσ(xd − kd),

being x[j] := (x1, ..., xj−1, xj+1, ..., xd) ∈Rd−1, k[j] := (k1, ..., kj−1, kj+1, ..., kd) ∈ Zd−1, for every

j = 1, ..., d. Let now 0 < ν < α. Recalling that in Rd all norms are equivalent, there exists
C > 0 such that

∥x∥m := max{|xi| : i = 1, ..., d} ≤ C ∥x∥,

hence for n ∈ N+ sufficiently large∑
∥x−k∥>γn1−θ

Ψσ(x− k) ≤
∑

∥x−k∥m>(γn1−θ)/C

Ψσ(x− k)

≤
d∑

j=1

 ∑
|xj−kj |>(γn1−θ)/C

ϕσ(xj − kj)

 ∑
k[j]∈Zd−1

Ψ[j]
σ (x[j] − k[j])


≤

d∑
j=1

 ∑
|xj−kj |>(γn1−θ)/C

ϕσ(xj − kj)


=

d∑
j=1

 ∑
|xj−kj |>(γn1−θ)/C

ϕσ(xj − kj)
|xj − kj |ν

|xj − kj |ν


<

Cν

γν nν(1−θ)

d∑
j=1

 ∑
|xj−kj |>(γn1−θ)/C

ϕσ(xj − kj) |xj − kj |ν


≤ d
Mν(ϕσ)

γνnν(1−θ)
< +∞,

in view of (2) applied with d = 1. This completes the proof.
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Now, we recall the definition of the classical neural network (NN) operators, that will be
used in the following sections.

Definition 3. Let f : I → R be a given function, and n ∈ N+. The multivariate NN operators
Fn(f, x), activated by the sigmoidal function σ, and acting on f , are defined by

Fn(f, x) :=

∑
k∈An

f (k/n)Ψσ(nx− k)∑
k∈An

Ψσ(nx− k)
,

for every x ∈ I and k/n := (k1/n, ..., kd/n).

In view of Lemma 1, the operators Fn are well-defined, e.g., if the function f is bounded. It
is easy to see that |Fn(f, x)| ≤ ∥f∥∞. We also recall a first fundamental result, which asserts
that the NN operators Fn converge pointwise and uniformly in case of continuous functions on
I, as n→ +∞ (see Theorem 3.2 of [21]).

3 Asymptotic estimates for multivariate operators: new ap-
proaches

From now on, we denote by Lp(I), with 1 ≤ p < +∞, the spaces of all measurable functions f

such that |f |p is integrable on I, endowed with the Lp-norm ∥f∥p :=
(∫

I |f(x)|
p dx

)1/p
. Moreover,

we recall the definition of Sobolev spaces

W r
p (I) :=

{
f ∈ Lp(I) : Dhf ∈ Lp(I), ∀h ∈ Nd, |h| ≤ r, r ∈ N

}
,

where Dhf =
∂|h|f

∂xh1
1 · · · ∂xhd

d

, D0f = f , with |h| := h1 + · · · + hd, denote, as usual, the weak

partial derivatives of f . A norm in this space can be defined by

∥f∥r,p :=
∑

0≤|h|≤r

∥Dhf∥p.

The study of families of pointwise operators in the Lp-setting (such as Fn) is non trivial, since
Lp-convergence in general fails. Indeed, if we consider for instance the function h : I → R

h(x) :=

{
1, I ∩Qd,

0, otherwise,
(3)

one has Fn(h, x) = 1, x ∈ I, while ∥Fn(h, ·) − h(·)∥p = |I|1/p ̸= 0, for every n ∈ N, where |I|
denotes the Lebesgue measure of I.

The result below serves as a preliminary step to achieve the main aim of the present paper,
that is to extend the error analysis to the whole Lp(I). For the sake of simplicity, we consider
only the two dimensional case d = 2, however, the results can be easily extended to domains of
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higher dimension.

From now on, we will always consider functions f : I → R (and its partial derivatives) as
extended to the whole R2 with periodicity with respect of each variable.

Theorem 4. Let σ be a sigmoidal function satisfying condition (Σ3) with α > p, with 1 ≤ p <
+∞. Moreover, we consider any function f ∈ C1(I) for which there exist positive constants Mf ,
βf > 0, such that

Mf ≥
∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi (x)

∣∣∣∣p ≥ βf > 0, x ∈ I, with i = 1, 2. (4)

Then there exists a positive constant K1 (independent on n and f) such that

∥Fn(f, ·)− f(·)∥p ≤
K1

n

(
Mf

βf

)1/p

∥f∥1,p , n ∈ N.

Proof. Let f ∈ C1(I) be fixed. The following first order Taylor formula with integral remainder
holds (see [25])

f(u) = f(x) +R1 (u, x) := f(x) +
2∑

i=1

(ui − xi)

∫ 1

0

∂f

∂xi
(x+ t(u− x)) dt, (5)

x, u ∈ I. Now, using (5), for every fixed x ∈ I and every positive integer n, we can write what
follows

Fn(f, x) = f(x) +

∑
k∈An

{
2∑

i=1

(
ki
n

− xi

)∫ 1

0

∂f

∂xi

(
x+ t

(
k

n
− x

))
dt

}
Ψσ(nx− k)∑

k∈An

Ψσ(nx− k)
.

Thus, using the above expression for the operator Fn, we obtain for the fixed 1 ≤ p < +∞

∫
I
|Fn(f, x)− f(x)|pdx ≤

∫
I

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑
k∈An

{
2∑

i=1

(
ki
n

− xi

)∫ 1

0

∂f

∂xi

(
x+ t

(
k

n
− x

))
dt

}
Ψσ(nx− k)∑

k∈An

Ψσ(nx− k)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

p

dx.

By using Jensen inequality twice, Lemma 1, and again the convexity of | · |p, we have∫
I
|Fn(f, x)− f(x)|pdx

≤
∫
I

∑
k∈An

∣∣∣∣∣
2∑

i=1

(
ki
n

− xi

)∫ 1

0

∂f

∂xi

(
x+ t

(
k

n
− x

))
dt

∣∣∣∣∣
p

Ψσ(nx− k)∑
k∈An

Ψσ(nx− k)
dx
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≤ 1

[ϕσ(1)]
2

∫
I

∑
k∈An

∣∣∣∣∣
2∑

i=1

(
ki
n

− xi

)∫ 1

0

∂f

∂xi

(
x+ t

(
k

n
− x

))
dt

∣∣∣∣∣
p

Ψσ(nx− k)dx

≤ 2p−1

[ϕσ(1)]
2

∫
I

∑
k∈An

2∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣kin − xi

∣∣∣∣p ∣∣∣∣∫ 1

0

∂f

∂xi

(
x+ t

(
k

n
− x

))
dt

∣∣∣∣pΨσ(nx− k)dx

≤ 2p−1

np [ϕσ(1)]
2

∫
I

∑
k∈An

2∑
i=1

|ki − nxi|p
[∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi
(
x+ t

(
k

n
− x

))∣∣∣∣p dt]Ψσ(nx− k)dx.

Being I a bounded domain of R2, there exists a suitable C > 0 sufficiently large such that

Γx := {x+ tC(cos θ, sin θ), t ∈ [0, 1], θ ∈ [0, 2π]}

contains I for every x ∈ I, i.e., I ⊂ Γx, for every x ∈ I. Hence, we have∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi
(
x+ t

(
k

n
− x

))∣∣∣∣p dt ≤
Mf

βf

∫ 2π

0
dθ

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi (x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣∣p dt. (6)

Indeed, it is clear that for any fixed x ∈ I, there exists a suitable θ̃ ∈ [0, 2π] (depending on x

and k/n) such that the segment connecting x and k/n is contained in the set

Γθ̃
x :=

{
x+ tC(cos θ̃, sin θ̃), t ∈ [0, 1]

}
.

This immediately implies that∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi
(
x+ t

(
k

n
− x

))∣∣∣∣p dt ≤
∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi
(
x+ tC(cos θ̃, sin θ̃)

)∣∣∣∣p dt.
At the same time, for every fixed t ∈ [0, 1], by the integrability of the function

∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi
(x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣p
in the interval [0, 2π] with respect to the variable θ, and by condition (4), using the integral-
mean theorem we know that there exists a suitable positive value ξ = ξ(x, k/n, t) ∈ [βf ,Mf ],
such that ∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi (x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣∣p dθ = 2π ξ.

Thus, using the Fubini-Tonelli theorem we can get∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi
(
x+ t

(
k

n
− x

))∣∣∣∣p dt ≤
∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi
(
x+ tC(cos θ̃, sin θ̃)

)∣∣∣∣p · ξξ dt
=

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi
(
x+ tC(cos θ̃, sin θ̃)

)∣∣∣∣p 1

2πξ

[∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi (x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣∣p dθ] dt
≤

Mf

βf 2π

∫ 1

0

[∫ 2π

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi (x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣∣p dθ] dt
=

Mf

βf 2π

∫ 2π

0
dθ

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi (x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣∣p dt.
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Therefore∫
I
|Fn(f, x)− f(x)|pdx

≤
Mf

βf 2π

2p−1

np [ϕσ(1)]
2

∫
I

∑
k∈An

2∑
i=1

|ki − nxi|p
[∫ 2π

0
dθ

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi (x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣∣p dt]Ψσ(nx− k)dx

=
Mf

βf 2π

2p−1

np [ϕσ(1)]
2

∫
I

2∑
i=1

{[∫ 2π

0
dθ

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi (x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣∣p dt] ∑
k∈An

|ki − nxi|p ϕσ(nxi − ki)

×
2∏

j=1,j ̸=i

ϕσ(nxj − kj)

 dx

≤
Mf

βf 2π

2p−1Mp (ϕσ)

np [ϕσ(1)]
2

∫
I

2∑
i=1

[∫ 2π

0
dθ

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xi (x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣∣p dt] dx,
since

∏2
j=1,j ̸=i ϕσ(nxj − kj) ≤ 1. Finally, by using Fubini-Tonelli theorem, and by observing

that
∥∥∥ ∂f
∂xi

(· ± tC(cos θ, sin θ))
∥∥∥
p
=
∥∥∥ ∂f
∂xi

∥∥∥
p
, with t ∈ [0, 1], θ ∈ [0, 2π], we obtain

∫
I
|Fn(f, x)− f(x)|pdx =

Mf

βf 2π

2p−1Mp (ϕσ)

np [ϕσ(1)]
2

2∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥ ∂f∂xi
∥∥∥∥p
p

[∫ 2π

0
dθ

∫ 1

0
dt

]

=
Mf

βf

2p−1Mp (ϕσ)

np [ϕσ(1)]
2

2∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥ ∂f∂xi
∥∥∥∥p
p

=:
Mf

βf

Kp
1

np

2∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥ ∂f∂xi
∥∥∥∥p
p

< +∞,

where K1 is finite in view of (2); therefore, we obtain the desired result.

We remark that in (6) we established a comparison criterion between line and multiple
integrals, that in general is not valid.

Remark 5. It should be noted that the multidimensional (d > 1) Taylor formula with integral
remainder (5) is valid only for C1-functions. As discussed in the introduction of this paper,
and unlike the one-dimensional case (d = 1), in the multidimensional setting, it is not true,
in general, that for every function f ∈ W 1

p (I) there exists an absolutely continuous function
g : I → R with Dhg ∈ Lp(I), |h| = 1, such that g = f a.e. on I. This is a remarkable difference
between functions of one and several variables that allows us to use (5) for f ∈W 1

p (I) only when
d = 1, but not in general when d > 1.

We can prove the following.

Theorem 6. Let σ be a sigmoidal function satisfying condition (Σ3) with α > p, 1 ≤ p < +∞.
Let f : I → R be a given bounded function, with the domain I that can be decomposed as

I =
⋃

i=0,...,q1−1
j=0,...,q2−1

Rij , (7)
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where l0 = a1, t0 = a2, lq1 = b1, tq2 = b2, and

Rij := [li, li+1)× [tj , tj+1), i = 0, . . . , q1 − 2, j = 0, . . . , q2 − 2,

Rq1−1 j := [lq1−1, lq1 ]× [tj , tj+1), j = 0, . . . , q2 − 2,

Ri q2−1 := [li, li+1)× [tq2−1, tq2 ], i = 0, . . . , q1 − 2,

Rq1−1 q2−1 := [lq1−1, lq1 ]× [tq2−1, tq2 ],

(8)

such that f ∈ C1(R◦
ij), and satisfies condition (4) on every Rij, with suitable constants Mf and

βf , for every i = 0, . . . , q1 − 1, j = 0, . . . , q2 − 1. Then

∥Fn(f, ·)− f(·)∥p ≤ (2p−1 q1 q2)
1/p

((
Mf

βf

)1/p K1

n
∥f∥1,p +K2

∥f∥∞
nν(1−θ)/p

+ 81/p
∥f∥∞
nθ/p

)
,

for 0 < ν < α and 0 < θ < 1, where K1 > 0 arises from Theorem 4.

Proof. First, we can observe that the operator Fn(f, ·) is well-defined in view of the boundedness
of f and since f is defined everywhere on I. For 0 < θ < 1, we define

Sij :=

[
li +

1

nθ
, li+1 −

1

nθ

]
×
[
tj +

1

nθ
, tj+1 −

1

nθ

]
⊂ Ri,j ,

such that every S◦
ij ̸= ∅ for n ∈ N sufficiently large. Then for x ∈ R◦

ij , with i = 0, . . . , q1 − 1,
j = 0, . . . , q2 − 1, we have

∫
Rij

|Fn(f, x)− f(x)|p dx ≤

{∫
Sij

+

∫
Rij\Sij

}
|Fn(f, x)− f(x)|p dx =: A+B.

To estimate A we consider

Fn(f, x)− f(x) = Fn(f, x)− f(x) ·

∑
k∈An

Ψσ(nx− k)∑
k∈An

Ψσ(nx− k)
=

∑
k∈An

(
f

(
k

n

)
− f(x)

)
Ψσ(nx− k)∑

k∈An

Ψσ(nx− k)

=

∑
k/n∈R◦

ij

(
f

(
k

n

)
− f(x)

)
Ψσ(nx− k)

∑
k∈An

Ψσ(nx− k)
+

∑
k/n/∈R◦

ij

(
f

(
k

n

)
− f(x)

)
Ψσ(nx− k)

∑
k∈An

Ψσ(nx− k)

=: T ij
1 (x) + T ij

2 (x). (9)

By the convexity of the function (·)p, we have

A ≤ 2p−1

∫
Sij

[∣∣∣T ij
1 (x)

∣∣∣p + ∣∣∣T ij
2 (x)

∣∣∣p] dx =: 2p−1 (A1 +A2) .
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To estimate A1 we proceed similarly as in Theorem 4. In particular, by using Jensen inequality
and the first order Taylor formula (5), we get

A1 ≤ 1

[ϕσ(1)]
2

∫
Sij

∑
k
n
∈R◦

ij

∣∣∣∣f (k

n

)
− f(x)

∣∣∣∣pΨσ(nx− k)

=
1

[ϕσ(1)]
2

∫
Sij

∑
k
n
∈R◦

ij

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2∑

j=1

(
kj
n

− xj

)∫ 1

0

∂f

∂xj

(
x+ t

(
k

n
− x

))
dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣
p

Ψσ(nx− k)

≤
Mf 2

p−1

βf 2π

Mp (ϕσ)

np [ϕσ(1)]
2

∫
Sij

2∑
j=1

[∫ 2π

0
dθ

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xj (x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣∣p dt] dx
≤
Mf2

p−1

βf 2π

Mp (ϕσ)

np [ϕσ(1)]
2

∫
I

2∑
j=1

[∫ 2π

0
dθ

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣ ∂f∂xj (x+ tC (cos θ, sin θ))

∣∣∣∣p dt] dx
≤
Mf

βf

Kp
1

np

2∑
j=1

∥∥∥∥ ∂f∂xj
∥∥∥∥p
p

.

Then, for A2, by the convexity of | · |p and since each Ψσ(nx− k) ≤ 1, together with Lemma 2
with γ = 1, there exists a constant c > 0, such that

A2 ≤ 1

[ϕσ(1)]
2p

∫
Sij

∑
k
n
/∈R◦

ij

∣∣∣∣f (k

n

)
− f(x)

∣∣∣∣pΨσ(nx− k)dx

≤ c

nν(1−θ) [ϕσ(1)]
2p 2

p ∥f∥p∞
∫
Sij

dx ≤ Kp
2

∥f∥p∞
nν(1−θ)

,

where 0 < ν < α. Note that Lemma 2 can be applied in the above computations since, being
x ∈ Sij ,

k
n /∈ R◦

ij , it necessarily follows that k
n ∈ ∂Rij∪I\Rij (where ∂Rij denotes the boundary of

Rij), and hence ∥nx−k∥ ≥ n1−θ. For what concerns B, noting that |Fn(f, x)− f(x)|p ≤ 2p∥f∥p∞,
and that the Lebesgue measure of the set Rij \ Sij can be bounded by 4n−θ we immediately
have

B ≤ 2p+2∥f∥p∞ n−θ.

Hence, summing the integrals
∫
Rij

|Fn(f, x)− f(x)|p dx over all the sets Rij we finally achieve

∥Fn(f, ·)− f∥pp ≤ 2p−1
q1−1∑
i=0

q2−1∑
j=0

(
Mf

βf

Kp
1

np
∥f∥p1,p +Kp

2

∥f∥p∞
nν(1−θ)

+ 8
∥f∥p∞
nθ

)

= 2p−1(q1 · q2)
(
Mf

βf

Kp
1

np
∥f∥p1,p +Kp

2

∥f∥p∞
nν(1−θ)

+ 8
∥f∥p∞
nθ

)
,

from which we get the thesis.
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4 Error analysis for static greyscale images and implementation
of the resizing algorithm

It is well-known that, a digital image of dimension N ×M (i.e., with N rows and M columns)
can be represented as follows

f̃(x) :=
N∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

Fi,j χi,j(x), x ∈ I, (10)

where χi,j(x) is the characteristic function of the set Rij defined in (7) and (8) with li = i,
i = 0, ..., N , and tj = j, j = 0, ...,M , and I = [0, N ] × [0,M ]. Each element Fi,j that for
8-bit images runs on all integers between 0 and 255, corresponds to the intensity of the pixel at
position (i, j) in the greyscale (luminance). Since f̃ is a piecewice constant function, its partial
derivatives are null almost everywhere on the rectangle [0, N ]× [0,M ], hence condition (4) fails
and the results established in the previous sections can not be applied to that case. However we
can prove the following.

Theorem 7. Let σ be a sigmoidal function satisfying condition (Σ3) with α > p, 1 ≤ p < +∞.
Let f̃ be defined as in (10), then we have

∥Fn(f̃ , ·)− f̃(·)∥p ≤ 255 · (2p−1MN)1/p

(
K2

nν(1−θ)/p
+

81/p

nθ/p

)
,

for 0 < ν < α and 0 < θ < 1, where K2 > 0 arises from Theorem 6.

Proof. Retracing the proof of Theorem 6, in the special case of f̃ , it is easy to see that the
corresponding term A1 is identically null, hence the thesis follows taking the estimates of A2

and B, and noting that ∥f̃∥∞ ≤ 255, q1 = N , q2 =M .

Remark 8. The result of Theorem 7 can be analogously formulated for any piecewise constant
function f : I → R (not necessarily in the specific form (10) which is referred to digital images),
as

∥Fn(f, ·)− f(·)∥p ≤ C

(
1

nν(1−θ)/p
+

1

nθ/p

)
, n ∈ N, (11)

for 0 < ν < α and 0 < θ < 1, where C > 0 is a suitable constant.

Below, we propose an application of the (bivariate) NN operators to digital image recon-
struction and resizing. The main idea is to exploit the image representation (10) to implement
a suitable resizing algorithm for magnifying a given digital image by an integer scale factor r.
It is not restrictive to focus the analysis only on greyscale images since colour images can be
naturally handled by processing each RGB channel separately. Later, we also provide specific
estimates that can be useful to evaluate the accuracy and the rate of convergence of the proposed
algorithm.

To reach this aim, we have to recall some instances of sigmoidal functions satisfying the
above assumptions.
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A first example is given by the well-known logistic function σℓ(x) = (1 + e−x)−1, x ∈ R,
which is very useful in the theory of artificial neural network. Particularly, in [13] the authors
prove that the corresponding density function is given by

ϕσℓ
(x) =

1

2
(σℓ(x+ 1)− σℓ(x− 1)) =

e2 − 1

2e2
· 1

(1 + ex−1)(1 + e−x−1)
, x ∈ R.

The following useful result holds.

Lemma 9 ( [3]). Let 0 < θ < 1 and γ > 0. Setting Ψσℓ
(x) =

∏d
i=1Φσℓ

(xi), d ≥ 1, we have∑
k∈An

∥nx−k∥>γ n1−θ

Ψσℓ
(nx− k) ≤ Le−n1−θ

, n ∈ N,

with L > 0.

Now, we are ready to give the following results in the particular case of NN operators
activated by logistic function.

Corollary 10. Under the assumptions of Theorem 6, for 1 ≤ p < +∞, and with σ = σℓ, we
have

∥F σℓ
n (f, ·)− f(·)∥p ≤

(
2p−1q1 · q2

)1/p M1/p
f

β
1/p
f

K1

n
∥f∥1,p + 81/p

∥f∥∞
nθ/p

+K2 ∥f∥∞ e−n(1−θ)/p

 ,

where F σℓ
n are the NN operators generated by Ψσℓ

, K1, K2 > 0 are suitable constants and
0 < θ < 1.

Proof. The proof follows as in Theorem 6, by using Lemma 9 in place of Lemma 2.

In the special case of digital images f̃ we are also able to prove a sharper estimate than the
general one given in Corollary 10; here, exploiting the exponential decay of the function ϕσℓ

, we
are able to establish the following optimal order of approximation, by an estimate which turns
out to be independent by the technical parameter θ introduced in the previous results.

Corollary 11. Let f̃ be defined as in (10), and σ = σℓ, then

∥F σℓ
n (f̃ , ·)− f̃(·)∥p ≤ 255

(
2p−1MN

)1/p
C

[(
ln(n)

n

)1/p

+

(
1

n

)1/p
]
= O

(
log(n)

n

)
,

n ∈ N, 1 ≤ p < +∞, where C > 0 is a suitable constant.

Proof. Recalling the notation used in the proof of Theorem 6, we can modify the definition of
the sets Sij as follows:

Sij :=

[
li +

ln(n)

n
, li+1 −

ln(n)

n

]
×
[
ti +

ln(n)

n
, ti+1 −

ln(n)

n

]
⊂ Rij ,

i = 0, . . . , q1 − 1, j = 0, . . . , q2 − 1. Now, retracing the proof of Theorem 6, we immediately
obtain that A1 = 0. Moreover, concerning the term A2, since x ∈ Sij , when

k
n /∈ R◦

ij , it must
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be that k
n ∈ ∂Rij ∪ (I \ Rij); thus ∥nx− k∥ ≥ ln(n). Therefore, by the properties of ϕσℓ

, we
immediately get:∑

k
n
/∈R◦

ij

Ψσℓ
(nx− k) ≤

∑
∥nx−k∥>ln(n)

Ψσℓ
(nx− k)

≤
2∑

j=1

 ∑
|nxj−kj |>ln(n)

ϕσ(nxj − kj)


≤

2∑
j=1

{
2

∫ +∞

ln(n)−1
ϕσ(t)dt

}

= 4

{
(−1 + e2)

(
ln
(
ne−1 + e−1

)
− ln

(
1 + ne−2

)
− 1
)

e2(e−2 − 1)

}
≤ C̃

n
,

for n sufficiently large and a suitable C̃ > 0. Finally, we also have that B = O (ln(n)/n), as
n→ +∞. This completes the proof.

Remark 12. We stress again that, in the specific case considered in Corollary 11, the established
estimate is sharper than the more general one of Corollary 10.

As a second interesting example, we can also consider the NN operators activated by the
ramp function σR(x), defined as

σR(x) =


0, if x < −1

2 ,

x+ 1
2 , if − 1

2 ≤ x ≤ 1
2 ,

1, if x > 1
2 .

The corresponding density function for the ramp activation, ϕσR , can be expressed in terms of
ReLU (Rectified Linear Unit) activation function, defined by ψReLU(x) = (x)+ := max{x, 0},
x ∈ R. The expression for ϕσR is given by

ϕσR(x) =
1

2

[
ψReLU

(
x+

3

2

)
− ψReLU

(
x+

1

2

)
− ψReLU

(
x− 1

2

)
+ ψReLU

(
x− 3

2

)]
,

x ∈ R. For further details, we refer to [15,17–19,23,34,41,42].

For the special case of the ramp function we can state the following corollary, that for brevity
we directly write in the case of functions f̃ .

Corollary 13. Let f̃ be defined as in (10), and σ = σR. Then

∥F σR
n (f̃ , ·)− f̃(·)∥p ≤ 255

(
2p−1MN

)1/p
C

(
ln(n)

n

)1/p

,

1 ≤ p < +∞, for sufficiently large n ∈ N, C > 0.

Proof. The proof is the same of Corollary 11; here we only have to observe that, since ΨσR has
compact support, for n sufficiently large also A2 = 0. This completes the proof.
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In the next sections, we provide numerical experiments concerning the implementation of
the procedure for image reconstruction and resizing. The reconstruction method has been im-
plemented in Matlab©; for completeness, below we provide the pseudocode of the algorithm
based on NN operator, that we call in what follows (for brevity) NN algorithm; see, Algorithm
1.

Algorithm 1: Pseudocode of the NN algorithm

Goal: Reconstructing and enhancing (resizing) the resolution of the original image I
using NN operators activated by the logistic or ramp functions.
Input data: Original image I (N ×M pixel resolution); parameter n ∈ N+ of the
operator Fn; integer scaling factor r > 1.
- Choice and definition of the density functions ϕσ and Ψσ;
- Computation of the size of the reconstructed image using the scaling factor:
(N · r)× (M · r);
- Modelling of I as a function f̃I of the form (10);
- Definition of a sampling grid, Gr, containing (N · r)× (M · r) uniformly spaced nodes
over the square domain [0, N ]× [0,M ];
- Computation of the matrix of the sample values f(k/n), k ∈ An;
- Definition of the vectors containing the arguments of Ψσ;
for i = 1, . . . , N and j = 1, . . . ,M do

sum over k ∈ An of all non-zero or not negligible terms of the form
Ψσ(nxij − k)f (k/n) for xij belonging to the reconstruction grid

end
;
Result: The reconstructed image with increased resolution (N · r)× (M · r) consisting

in the evaluation of Fnf̃I at the points of the grid Gr

.

The pseudocode in Algorithm 1 relies on the idea of reconstructing a resized image (by a
scaling factor r) by evaluating the operator Fnf̃I over the points of the sampling grid Gr. The
number of nodes in Gr depends by the scaling factor r > 1, and it is equal to (N · r)× (M · r)
which corresponds to the final size of the rescaled image. A fundamental step in the algorithm
is the definition of the points of Gr that must be chosen avoiding the borders of the sets Rij

where f̃I is discontinuous.

5 Rate of convergence in Lp-spaces via a constructive density
method by the averaged modulus of smoothness

In what follows, we extend the estimates provided in the previous section to the whole Lp-spaces.
In order to do this, we recall the following useful tool, that is the so-called (multivariate) averaged
modulus of smoothness (or τ -modulus), [43].

For every f ∈ Lp(I) we first recall the usual (first-order) modulus of smoothness

ω(f, δ)p := sup
0<|h|≤δ

(∫
I
|f(x+ h)− f(x)|p dx

)1/p

, 1 ≤ p < +∞.
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Now, denoting by M(I) the set of all bounded and measurable functions f : I → R, we can
define the (multivariate) local modulus of smoothness as

ω(f, x; δ) := sup
0<|h|≤δ

{
|f(u+ h)− f(u)| : u+ h, u ∈ Ωδ/2(x)

}
, x ∈ I,

where

Ωδ/2(x) :=
{
y ∈ R2 : ∥y− x∥m ≤ δ/2

}
.

The (multivariate) averaged modulus of smoothness (or first order τ -modulus) in the Lp-
norm can be now defined as

τ(f, δ)p := ∥ω(f, ·; δ)∥p, 1 ≤ p < +∞. (12)

Note that, the τ -modulus can be defined also for p = +∞ when f ∈ C(I), and it turns out that

τ(f, δ)∞ = ω(f, δ), δ > 0,

where ω(f, δ) is the classical modulus of continuity of f (see, e.g., [24]).

Below we recall some important and useful properties of the τ -modulus (for more details,
see [43]).

Lemma 14. Let f , g ∈M(I), and 1 ≤ p < +∞. Thus

(i) τ(f, δ)p ≤ τ(f, δ′)p, for 0 < δ ≤ δ′;

(ii) τ(f + g, δ)p ≤ τ(f, δ)p + τ(g, δ)p;

(iii) τ(f, λ δ)p ≤ (2⌊λ⌋+ 2)3τ(f, δ)p, λ > 0;

(iv) τ(f, δ)p ≤ 2 δ
2∑

i=1

∥∥∥∥ ∂f∂xi
∥∥∥∥
p

, with f ∈W 1
p (I);

(v) ω(f, δ)p ≤ τ(f, δ)p.

In order to achieve the desired result we can prove the following proposition.

Proposition 15. For every f ∈M(I) there exists piecewice constant functions Pf , Qf ∈M(I)
such that the following estimates holds

(A) Qf ≤ f ≤ Pf ;

(B) ∥f − Pf∥p ≤ C1 τ(f, n
−1/4)p, ∥f −Qf∥p ≤ C2 τ(f, n

−1/4)p, n ∈ N sufficiently large;

(C) for any fixed σ satisfying (Σ3) for α > 1, we have: ∥Fn(Pf , ·)−Pf (·)∥1 ≤ C3 τ(f, n
−1/4)1,

∥Fn(Qf , ·)−Qf (·)∥1 ≤ C4 τ(f, n
−1/4)1, n ∈ N sufficiently large;

for suitable constants Ci > 0, i = 1, ..., 4.
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Proof. The proof of such proposition is constructive. Let n ∈ N sufficiently large, and we consider
n1 = n2 := ⌊n1/4 + 1⌋ such that h1 := (b1 − a1)/n1 ≤ (b1 − a1)n

−1/4, and h2 := (b2 − a2)/n2 ≤
(b2 − a2)n

−1/4. Using h1 and h2 we can consider a decomposition of I with rectangles Rij as in
(7) and (8), defined with nodes

li := a1 + i h1, tj := a2 + j h2, i = 0, ..., n1, j = 0, ..., n2.

Now, denoting by R∗
ij the closure of Rij , we can define the following real values

Pij := sup
{
f(x) : x ∈ R∗

ij

}
, Qij := inf

{
f(x) : x ∈ R∗

ij

}
,

for i = 0, ..., n1, j = 0, ..., n2. Using these values we can define the following two piecewise
constant functions

Pf (x) := Pij , if x ∈ Rij , Qf (x) := Qij , if x ∈ Rij . (13)

It is clear by the above construction that Pf and Qf belong to M(I) and satisfy (A).
We now prove (B). Observing that the inclusion

R∗
ij ⊂ Ω|h|(x), x ∈ Rij , h := (h1, h2),

holds, for i = 0, ..., n1, j = 0, ..., n2, we can get the following inequality

|Pf (x)− f(x)| ≤ ω(f, x; 2|h|), x ∈ I.

Indeed, for x ∈ Rij ⊂ I, we have

|Pf (x)− f(x)| =

(
sup
y∈R∗

ij

f(y)

)
− f(x) ≤ sup

y, z∈R∗
ij

[f(y)− f(z)]

≤ sup
y, z∈Ω|h|(x)

|f(y)− f(z)| = ω(f, x; 2|h|). (14)

Passing to the p-power of the previous inequality and integrating over I, we get

∥Pf − f∥p ≤ τ(f, 2|h|)p.

Setting T := max{b1 − a1, b2 − a2}, and using Lemma 14 (i) and (iii), we finally obtain

∥Pf − f∥p ≤ τ(f, 4Tn−1/4)p ≤ C1 τ(f, n
−1/4)p,

for a suitable C1 > 0. Since the second part of (B) can be proved analogously, we directly turn
to the proof of (C). We define the following auxiliary functions Θij : I → R

Θij(x) = Θij(x1, x2) :=

{
0, if x1 < li or x2 < tj ,

1, if x1 ≥ li and x2 ≥ tj ,

i, j = 0, ..., n. Using Θij we can write the following functional representation for the step
function Pf

Pf (x) =

n1−1∑
i=0

n2−1∑
j=0

{Pij − Pi j−1 − Pi−1 j + Pi−1 j−1} Θij(x), x ∈ I,
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where in the above formula we put Pi −1 = P−1 j = 0, i = 0, ..., n1, j = 0, ..., n2. Indeed, for any
x ∈ Rµν one has

n1−1∑
i=0

n2−1∑
j=0

{Pij − Pi j−1 − Pi−1 j + Pi−1 j−1} Θij(x)

=

µ∑
i=0

ν∑
j=0

{Pij − Pi j−1 − Pi−1 j + Pi−1 j−1} =

µ∑
i=0

 ν∑
j=0

{Pij − Pi j−1}


−

µ∑
i=0

 ν∑
j=0

{Pi−1 j − Pi−1 j−1}

 =

µ∑
i=0

Pi ν −
µ∑

i=0

Pi−1 ν = Pµ ν = Pf (x).

Now, recalling the above expression for Pf , the linearity of the operators Fn, and the Minkowsky
inequality, one can write what follows

∥Fn(Pf , ·)− Pf (·)∥1 ≤
n1−1∑
i=0

n2−1∑
j=0

|Pij − Pi j−1 − Pi−1 j + Pi−1 j−1| · ∥Fn(Θij , ·)−Θij(·)∥1.

Proceeding similarly as in (14), we can observe that

|Pij − Pi j−1 − Pi−1 j + Pi−1 j−1| ≤ 2ω(f, nij ; 2|h|),

where nij := (li, tj), i = 0, ..., n1 − 1, j = 0, ..., n2 − 1, obtaining

∥Fn(Pf , ·)− Pf (·)∥1 ≤
n1−1∑
i=0

n2−1∑
j=0

ω(f, nij ; 2|h|) · ∥Fn(Θij , ·)−Θij(·)∥1. (15)

Now, we have to estimate the terms ∥Fn(Θij , ·)−Θij(·)∥1. Proceeding as in the proof of Theorem
6 and Theorem 7 we have

∥Fn(Θij , ·)−Θij(·)∥1

≤

{∫ b1

li

∫ b2

tj

+

∫ li−1/
√
n

a1

∫ b2

a2

+

∫ li

li−1/
√
n

∫ b2

a2

+

∫ b1

a1

∫ tj−1/
√
n

a2

+

∫ b1

a1

∫ tj

tj−1/
√
n

}
|Fn(Θij , x)−Θij(x)| dx

=: S1 + S2 + S3 + S4 + S5
1.

By the definition of Θij , we have

S2 =

∫ li−1/
√
n

a1

∫ b2

a2

|Fn(Θij , x)| dx ≤ 1

(ϕσ(1))2

∫ li−1/
√
n

a1

∫ b2

a2

∑
k∈An

∣∣∣∣Θij

(
k1
n
,
k2
n

)∣∣∣∣Ψσ(nx− k) dx

=
1

(ϕσ(1))2

∫ li−1/
√
n

a1

∑
k1/n≥li

ϕσ(nx1 − k1) dx1

∫ b2

a2

∑
k2/n≥tj

ϕσ(nx2 − k2) dx2

≤ (b2 − a2)

(ϕσ(1))2

∫ li−1/
√
n

a1

∑
k1/n≥li

ϕσ(nx1 − k1) dx1 ≤ T 2

(ϕσ(1))2
sup
x∈R

∑
|nx−k1|>

√
n

ϕσ(nx− k1) ≤ K1n
−1/2,

1We here represented only the more general situation of indexes i j; the particular cases arising when i is equal
to 0, 1, n1−1 or j is equal to 0, 1, n2−1 can be treated splitting the integral with less term than the above general
case.
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for n sufficiently large, by Lemma 2 with ν = 1, θ = 1/2, and for a suitable K1 > 0. The same
estimate holds also for S4. By the same reasoning, we can immediately obtain

Sk ≤ T√
n
, for k = 3, 5.

It remains to estimate S1. In this case, writing (9) with the function Θij , we obtain∫ b1

li

∫ b2

tj

|Fn(Θij , x)−Θij(x)| dx

≤ 1

(ϕσ(1))2


∫ b1

li

∫ b2

tj

∑
⌈na1⌉≤k1<nli

⌊nb2⌋∑
k2=⌈na2⌉

Ψσ(nx− k) dx

+

∫ b1

li

∫ b2

tj

⌊nb1⌋∑
k1=⌈na1⌉

∑
⌈na1⌉≤k2<ntj

Ψσ(nx− k)dx

 =:
1

(ϕσ(1))2
{S1,1 + S1,2} .

For S1,1 we have

S1,1 ≤ (b2 − tj)


∫ li+1/

√
n

li

∑
⌈na1⌉≤k1<lin

ϕσ(nx1 − k1) dx1 +

∫ b1

li+1/
√
n

∑
⌈na1⌉≤k1<nli

ϕσ(nx1 − k1)dx1


≤ T

 1√
n
+

∫ b1

li+1/
√
n

∑
⌈na1⌉≤k1<nli

ϕσ(nx1 − k1)dx1

 ≤ K2√
n
,

for a suitable K2 > 0, where the last part of the estimate follows by the same procedure adopted
for estimating S2, and using Lemma 2 with ν = 1, θ = 1/2. Finally, the term S1,2 can be
estimated analogously. Rearranging all the above terms, we finally have with a suitable C > 0

∥Fn(Θij , ·)−Θij(·)∥1 ≤ C
1√
n
.

Using the above estimate in (15)

∥Fn(Pf , ·)− Pf (·)∥1 ≤ C
1√
n

n1−1∑
i=0

n2−1∑
j=0

ω(f, nij ; 2|h|)

= C
1

h1 h2
√
n

n1−1∑
i=0

n2−1∑
j=0

∫
Rij

ω(f, nij ; 2|h|) dx ≤ C̃

n1−1∑
i=0

n2−1∑
j=0

∫
Rij

ω(f, nij ; 2|h|) dx,

for every sufficiently large n. Now, observing that

Ω|h|(nij) ⊂ Ω2|h|(x), x ∈ Rij ,

we immediately obtain

ω(f, nij ; 2|h|) ≤ ω(f, x; 4|h|), x ∈ Rij ,
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and thus

∥Fn(Pf , ·)− Pf (·)∥1 ≤ C̃

n1−1∑
i=0

n2−1∑
j=0

∫
Rij

ω(f, x; 4|h|) dx = C̃

∫
I
ω(f, x; 4|h|) dx = C̃τ(f, 4|h|)1.

Hence, by using Lemma 14 (i) and (iii), and the definition of h1 and h2, immediately get

∥Fn(Pf , ·)− Pf (·)∥1 ≤ C3 τ(f, n
−1/4)1

for a suitable C3 > 0. This completes the proof of the first part of (C); clearly the second part
involving Qf follows by the same reasoning.

Now, in order to establish the main result of this section, we have to recall the following in-
terpolation theorem of Riesz-Thorin type involving the τ -modulus and positive linear operators.
This result can be found, e.g., in Theorem 5.1 of [45].

Theorem 16 (Riesz-Thorin type theorem). Let L : M(I) → M(I) be a given positive linear
operator, such that for δ > 0 there holds

∥Lf − f∥p̃ ≤ M1 τ(f, δ)p̃, f ∈M(I),

∥Lf − f∥p∗ ≤ M2 τ(f, δ)p∗, f ∈M(I),

with 1 ≤ p̃, p∗ ≤ +∞, and for positive absolute constant M1 and M2. Then, for every f ∈M(I)
the following estimate holds true

∥Lf − f∥ ≤M3 τ(f, δ)p,

for every 1 ≤ p ≤ +∞, such that

1

p
=

1− θ

p̃
+

θ

p∗
, 0 < θ < 1.

Now we are able to prove the following.

Theorem 17. Let σ be a sigmoidal functions satisfying (Σ3) for α > 1. Then, for every
f ∈M(I) the following estimate there holds

∥Fn(f, ·)− f(·)∥p ≤ C τ(f, n−1/4)p, 1 ≤ p ≤ +∞,

n ∈ N sufficiently large, where C > 0 is a suitable constant.

Proof. We first prove the thesis for p = 1. For a given f ∈M(I), using Proposition 15 (B) and
(C) we have

∥f(·)− Fn(f, ·)∥1 ≤ ∥f(·)− Pf (·)∥1 + ∥Pf (·)− Fn(Pf , ·)∥1 + ∥Fn(Pf , ·)− Fn(f, ·)∥1
≤ C1 τ(f, n

−1/4)1 + C3 τ(f, n
−1/4)1 + ∥Fn(Pf , ·)− Fn(f, ·)∥1.

Moreover, for the last term, using Proposition 15 (A), and subsequently Proposition 15 (B)
and (C) again, we can finally write

∥Fn(Pf , ·)− Fn(f, ·)∥1 ≤ ∥Fn(Pf , ·)− Fn(Qf , ·)∥1
≤ ∥Fn(Pf , ·)− Pf (·)∥1 + ∥Pf (·)− f(·)∥1 + ∥f(·)−Qf (·)∥1 + ∥Qf (·)− Fn(Qf , ·)∥1
≤ (C1 + C2 + C3 + C4) τ(f, n

−1/4)1,
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hence the proof for the case p = 1 immediately follows with a suitable constant C > 0.

Concerning the case p = +∞, noting that τ(f, δ)∞ = ω(f, δ), δ > 0, the proof immediately
follows by Theorem 11, 12 and 13 of [16].

Finally, all the cases of 1 < p < +∞ follow by the application of Theorem 16.

Remark 18. Note that the result established in Theorem 17 implies the Lp-convergence of the
NN operators Fn for any Riemann integrable function f ∈M(I) (see Proposition 4 of [5]).

Furthermore, the estimate established in Theorem 17 is more general than the one achieved
in Theorem 4, Theorem 6, and Theorem 7, however it is less sharp than the previous ones. This
consideration always holds when comparing Theorem 17 with Theorem 4, while with the other
two theorems is valid, e.g., if we set ν = p, θ = 1/2, and 1 ≤ p < 2.

For the sake of completeness, we can also state the following corollary as a consequence of
Lemma 14 (iv).

Corollary 19. Let σ be a sigmoidal functions satisfying (Σ3) for α > 1. Then, for every
Riemann integrable and bounded f ∈W 1

p (I) the following estimate there holds

∥Fn(f, ·)− f(·)∥p ≤ C n−1/4
2∑

i=1

∥∥∥∥ ∂f∂xi
∥∥∥∥
p

, 1 ≤ p ≤ +∞,

n ∈ N sufficiently large, where C > 0 is a suitable constant.

Concerning Corollary 19, we can give similar considerations to those given in Remark 18 in
relation to the achieved order of approximation and its comparison with the result of Section 3
and Section 4. Finally, estimates for the NN operators with respect to the averaged modulus of
smoothness, for functions of one-variable, can be found in [18].

6 Convergence rate in terms of SSIM and cSSIM indexes

The structural similarity index (SSIM) [4, 49, 50] is an indicator used to measure the similarity
of two images (e.g., in the presence of noise or distortion, or after the application of a given
algorithm). Rather than focusing on individual pixel differences, SSIM compares the structural
patterns of pixel intensities between neighboring pixels, after normalizing for luminance and
contrast variations. In the last years, its mathematical properties have been extensively studied,
and different results have been derived (see, e.g., [8, 9]).
Given two images F,G ∈ RN×M

≥0 (where RN×M
≥0 denotes the set of all N ×M matrices with

non-negative real entries), with N,M ∈ N representing the dimensions of the images, the SSIM
is defined by

SSIM(F,G) := l(F,G) · c(F,G) · s(F,G) = 2µFµG + C1

µ2F + µ2G + C1
· 2σFG + C2

σ2F + σ2G + C2
,

where l(F,G) = 2µFµG+C1

µ2
F+µ2

G+C1
measures the difference in luminance between two images, and

c(F,G) = 2σF σG+C1

σ2
F+σ2

G+C1
measures the difference in contrast. Here µF , µG are the sample mean

of F and G, while σ2F , σ2G, and σFG are the sample variances and covariance, respectively.
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The structure component s(F,G) evaluates the correlation of local structures in images, con-
sidering the similarity of patterns, textures and details. Hence, an SSIM value of 1 indicates
perfect similarity, while a value of 0 indicates no similarity. The constants C1, C2 > 0 are small
stabilizing factors that prevent division by zero, and they are usually set as C1 = (0.01 × L),
C2 = (0.03× L), where L = 255 denotes the dynamic range of pixel values for 8-bit images.

Recently, a continuous extension of SSIM, known as the continuous SSIM (cSSIM), has been
introduced in [37]. Such formulation extends the discrete SSIM to a continuous framework, which
allows one to analyze sequences of images of increasingly fine resolutions.
Let Ω ⊂ Rd be a bounded domain, and ν be a probability measure on Ω. Denote by L2

+(Ω) the
set of functions f ∈ L2(Ω) that are non-negative ν-almost everywhere. For f, g ∈ L2

+(Ω), the
cSSIM is defined as follows

cSSIM(f, g) :=
2µfµg + c1

µ2f + µ2g + c1
·

2σfg + c2

σ2f + σ2g + c2
,

with the constants c1, c2 > 0 have the same stabilizing role as in the discrete case. Here

µf :=

∫
Ω
fdν = ∥f∥1 ,

σfg :=

∫
Ω
(f − µf )(f − µg)dν,

σ2f := σff .

Remark 20. The SSIM can be seen as a special case of cSSIM when the measure ν is taken
as the discrete counting measure. Conversely, the discrete SSIM is essentially a discretized
version of cSSIM. As continuous functions f, g are discretized into images with progressively finer
resolutions, the SSIM of these discretizations converges to the cSSIM of the original functions.
This relationship is formalized in Proposition 2.2 of [38]

The following result shows that the approximation error between two functions f and g by
the means of the cSSIM can be controlled by the L2-norm distance of the two functions.

Theorem 21 (Theorem 3.3 of [38]). Let f, g be two positive real valued functions in L2(I) and
c1, c2 > 0. Then, the following bound holds

|1− cSSIM(f, g)| ≤ cf ∥f − g∥22 ,

where cf := 4
σ2
f+c2

+ 1
µ2
f+c1

.

The metric |1 − cSSIM(f, g)| is called the (continuous) dissimilarity index between f and
g. Since we already discussed the importance of SSIM (and, of course, its continuous version)
in image analysis, and after the applications discussed in Section 4, it is natural to ask if for
the considered family of linear operators, convergence results with respect to the continuous
dissimilarity index can be proven, when functions like those in (10) are considered.

Theorem 22. Let 0 < θ < 1 be fixed, and σ be a sigmoidal function satisfying (Σ3) with
α > θ/(1− θ) ≥ 2. For any function f̃ of the form (10), there holds

|1− cSSIM(f̃(·), Fn(f̃ , ·))| ≤ cf 255
2M N

K

nθ
,

for n ∈ N sufficiently large, a suitable K > 0, and where cf arises from Theorem 21.
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Proof. Let f̃ be as in the statement. By Theorem 7 with ν = θ/(1− θ) we immediately obtain

∥Fn(f̃ , ·)− f(·)∥22 ≤ 2552M N
K

nθ
,

where K > 0 is a suitable constant, and n is sufficiently large. Thus, applying Theorem 21, we
immediately get the thesis.

Again, Theorem 22 is valid for general sigmoidal functions σ; however, as observed in Section
4, in the specific cases of the logistic and ramp functions, we can obtain a sharper convergence
rate also with respect to the dissimilarity index.

Corollary 23. For any function f̃ of the form (10) and σ = σR or σ = σℓ, denoting by F σ
n the

operator generated by σ, there holds

|1− cSSIM(f̃(·), F σ
n (f̃ , ·))| ≤ cf 255

2M N K
ln(n)

n
,

for n ∈ N sufficiently large, where cf is the constant arising from Theorem 21 and K > 0 is a
suitable constant.

It should be noted again that the order established in Corollary 23 (that is an immediate
consequence of Corollary 11 and Corollary 13) does not depend on the technical parameter θ.

Obviously, the convergence of the operators Fn with respect to the continuous dissimilarity
index can be obtained also in the more general framework of Theorem 17. In this case, for any
f ∈M(I) we immediately get

|1− cSSIM(f(·), Fn(f, ·))| ≤ K
(
τ(f, n−1/4)2

)2
, (16)

as n→ +∞, for a suitable K > 0.

7 Other indexes: S-index and PSNR

In this section, we provide other indicators for the evaluation of the reconstruction/resizing
performances of the algorithm proposed in Section 4, as well as for other standard methods,
which will be discussed in Section 8. These include the likelihood index, also known as S-index
(see, e.g., [10,12]), that measures the pointwise deviation between pixel luminances ranging from
0 to 1. It is defined as

S :=
1

N ·M

N∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

(1− |Fij −Gij |),

where Fij and Gij denote the pixel values of two images at position (i, j). A higher value of S,
closer to 1, indicates greater similarity between the images.

The mean square error (MSE) is another commonly used metric, defined as

MSE :=
1

N ·M

N∑
i=1

M∑
j=1

|Fij −Gij |2. (17)
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MSE quantifies the average squared difference between corresponding pixel values of two images,
with lower values indicating higher similarity.

Furthermore, the Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR, see, e.g., [27]) is defined via the MSE
as follows

PSNR := 20 · log10
(

max I√
MSE

)
,

where max I is the maximum signal measure in the original image. For 8-bit gray scale images
max I = 255; while for images with pixel values between 0 and 1, max I = 1. Such index is
commonly used as an indicator to assess the quality of processed images. Indeed, the higher the
value of PSNR, the greater the “similarity” to the original image, meaning it approaches the
original image more closely from a human perceptual standpoint.

8 Other methods of image rescaling

Many different interpolation techniques have been developed in the last decades and are used
in different settings. To evaluate the performance of the NN algorithm presented in Section 4,
in the next section we compare it with the commonly used bilinear and bicubic interpolation
methods (see, e.g., [6,26,30,36,48]). These methods are very classical in digital image processing,
and are already implemented in several software and dedicated commands are available in most
used programming languages. While they are fast polynomial-based approaches, they have
limitations, particularly when handling image edges.

Remark 24. Convergence results related to cSSIM for bilinear and bicubic interpolation meth-
ods, specifically providing theoretical bounds on the expected cSSIM as resolution increases, are
discussed in [38].

We will also compare the NN algorithm with u-VPI (upscaling-de la Vallée-Poussin Inter-
polation) method based on Lagrange interpolation and filtered de la Vallée-Poussin type inter-
polation, specifically applied at the zeros of Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind. The filter
action range provides an additional parameter (denoted by θ, see Section 9) that can be suitably
regulated to improve the approximation. For the implementation of this method, we will use
the openly accessible source code provided by the authors in [40]. Such interpolation technique
has also been applied also to three-dimensional images in [39].

9 Numerical simulations and experiments

In the numerical experiments, we adopted the following approach. We started by selecting a
collection of images with dimensions N ×M , which will serve as a reference. Such images are
part of the Grayscale Set 1 and 2, provided by the Waterloo Fractal Coding and Analysis Group,
and are available in the repository at https://links.uwaterloo.ca/Repository.html.

The primary reference set includes four grayscale images: (a) montage (256 × 256 pixel
resolution); (b) france (672 × 496 pixel resolution); (c) mountain (640 × 480 pixel resolution);
(d) library (464× 352 pixel resolution). The choice of such images is motivated by the fact that
we want to make a comparison across images that vary in size, brightness, and texture, while
maintaining a common feature: a high variance; particularly, with values exceeding 5e + 03.

https://links.uwaterloo.ca/Repository.html
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The latter number came out from the performed numerical experiments. The variance of each
one of the considered images are the following: montage (5.0616e+ 03), france (5.3166e+ 03),
mountain (6.4982e+ 03), and library (7.9805e+ 03).

We give particular emphasis to the image variances, since as shown in the theoretical Sec-
tion 6 (and confirmed by the numerical evidence), the estimates for the convergence rate are
influenced by the constant cf given in Theorem 21. As you can see, such a constant becomes
smaller for higher variances, suggesting that the quality of the reconstruction can improve in
these situations with respect to the cases characterized by small variances.

Then, the selected images were downscaled without interpolation (using the nearest neighbor
method, [7]) to dimensions N

2 × M
2 . Subsequently, the downscaled images are upscaled back to

their original size using the previously outlined methods. For the algorithm based on NN
operators, we considered as σ both the logistic and the ramp function, and the following values
of n = 5, 10, 15, 20, 25 and 30. Obviously, also others choices of σ could be done, but we decide to
consider the ones for which we proved in the previous sections the better quantitative estimates.

For the u-VPI method, we set the free parameter θ equal to 0.5 following the same approach
of the authors in [40], as we are working in an unsupervised mode where the target image is not
available in general.

The results of our experiments are detailed in Tables 1-4, where the best-performing met-
rics for each image are highlighted in bold for easy identification. To evaluate the PSNR and
the (discrete) SSIM with Matlab©, we have used its built-in functions psnr() and ssim(),
respectively.

PSNR S-index SSIM

NN ramp function n = 10 26.2714 0.9851 0.8004

NN logistic function n = 15 26.4121 0.9843 0.7919
n = 30 26.2714 0.9851 0.8004

Bilinear interpolation 24.0623 0.9783 0.7965

Bicubic interpolation 23.8386 0.9773 0.7820

u-VPI 26.3794 0.9803 0.7680

Table 1: Comparison of rescaling methods for the image montage.

PSNR S-index SSIM

NN ramp function n = 10 19.3282 0.9656 0.7162

NN logistic function n = 25 19.3327 0.9656 0.7162

Bilinear interpolation 18.7431 0.9569 0.6763

Bicubic interpolation 18.7358 0.9570 0.6748

u-VPI 19.6847 0.9624 0.6941

Table 2: Comparison of rescaling methods for the image france.

The experimental results show that the NN algorithm, using both the ramp and the logistic
density functions, has a competitive and satisfactory performance. In terms of quality measures,
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PSNR S-index SSIM

NN ramp function n = 10 16.1870 0.9193 0.3940

NN logistic function n = 30 16.1870 0.9193 0.3940

Bilinear interpolation 17.3291 0.9187 0.3782

Bicubic interpolation 17.3122 0.9184 0.3750

u-VPI 16.9448 0.9169 0.4025

Table 3: Comparison of rescaling methods for the image mountain.

PSNR S-index SSIM

NN ramp function n = 10 15.4488 0.9306 0.4898

NN logistic function n = 30 15.4488 0.9306 0.4896

Bilinear interpolation 16.6057 0.9239 0.4668

Bicubic interpolation 16.5855 0.9239 0.4668

u-VPI 16.5096 0.9242 0.4268

Table 4: Comparison of rescaling methods for the image library.

the NN algorithm generally outperforms the other methods considered. Additionally, we have
also analyzed the CPU time required by each algorithm to process a single image (see, Table 5).
On the other hand, the u-VPI method is significantly faster than the others and shows strong
performance in terms of PSNR. Moreover, both bilinear and bicubic interpolation methods also
exhibit high performance with respect to PSNR.

montage france mountain library

NN ramp function n = 5 0.191119 0.504026 0.468410 0.274950
n = 10 0.127550 0.542623 0.505618 0.277729
n = 15 0.149283 0.780755 0.606646 0.347511
n = 20 0.264580 1.452352 0.677772 0.382793
n = 25 0.300787 1.425558 0.796002 0.445498
n = 30 0.333868 1.658628 0.975733 0.526288

NN logistic function n = 5 0.299850 1.284863 1.232382 0.641046
n = 10 0.301439 1.421931 1.385992 0.732135
n = 15 0.351056 1.806180 1.682178 0.823049
n = 20 0.367779 2.044200 1.866412 0.905235
n = 25 0.457866 2.701355 2.141778 1.090495
n = 30 0.484573 2.754693 2.468962 1.301823

u-VPI 0.065089 0.018530 0.024777 0.014970

Table 5: Comparison of CPU time (sec) for the NN algorithm and the u-VPI method.

The decay trend of the discrete dissimilarity index 1 − SSIM is reported in Figure 1 and
Figure 2. The numerical results align with Theorem 22. In fact, as n increases, we observe that
the dissimilarity index decays when applying the NN algorithm. In particular, the NN algorithm
with the ramp function shows a faster decay compared to the one using logistic functions. For
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completeness, we also present the numerical results for bilinear and bicubic interpolation, as
well as the u-VPI methods, even if they do not depend on the parameter n.

Figure 1: Discrete dissimilarity index for the NN algorithm with ramp and logistic functions, plotted

with n = 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30 on the horizontal axis, bilinear and bicubic interpolation, and u-VPI method

for the images (a) montage, (b) france.

Figure 2: Discrete dissimilarity index for the NN algorithm with ramp and logistic functions, plotted

with n = 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30 on the horizontal axis, bilinear and bicubic interpolation, and u-VPI method

for the images (c) mountain, (d) library.

Remark 25. In some preliminary experiments, other than σℓ and σR also the hyperbolic tangent
activation function σh has been considered. However, σh produced similar results as above,
offering no additional advantages. More general sigmoidal functions (see, function σγ , with
γ > 0 defined on p. 199 of [19]) could be considered but however they have a lower convergence
rate as showed in Theorem 7.

To assess robustness and generalization, we extended the tests to six additional greyscale
images: bird (256× 256, variance 2.1176e+03), boat (504× 504, variance 2.6343e+03), goldhill
(256× 256, variance 2.3817e+03), camera (256× 256, variance 3.8859e+03), slope (256× 256,
variance 6.8626e+03), and mandrill (256×256, variance 1.4778e+03). These include both high
and low variance cases, allowing for broader evaluation across different image characteristics.
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For cases where the variance is less than 5e + 03, the performance of the proposed method
remains comparable to that of alternative reconstruction techniques, with slightly less good
performances in the cases of lower variance.

We also evaluated five colour images from the same repository: clegg (814 × 880, variance
6.4331e+03), peppers (512× 512, variance 4.2271e+3), lena (512× 512, variance 3.4772e+3),
frymire (1118× 1104, variance 9.8381e+ 03), and serrano (628× 794, variance 6.6334e+ 03).

Due to space limitations, we do not report full tables for all images. Instead, we present
aggregated performance metrics in Figure 3, using histograms of PSNR, SSIM, and S-index
values.

10 Final remarks, conclusions and future developments

In conclusion, the NN algorithm shows a competitive performance in image rescaling compared
to traditional methods such as bilinear, bicubic, and recent u-VPI interpolation method. Specifi-
cally, for images with a variance greater than 5e+03 (where such value has been experimentally
determined), the NN approach outperformed the other methods in terms of quality metrics,
including SSIM and S-index. While the u-VPI method offers faster processing speed, the NN
algorithm provides superior image quality. Experimental data indicate that the NN algorithm
performs better for images that cover almost the entire greyscale range (see, Table 6 where these
data for the considered primary dataset of images have been reported).

montage france mountain library

3 5 146 42

Table 6: Number of grayscale values not represented by any pixel.

Since in the present paper we have devoted a lot of effort to deriving quantitative estimates
for the error of approximation, in particular in the special case of image reconstruction, it could
be interesting to compare the theoretical analysis with the numerical one. In this direction, we
compare the numerical decay of the dissimilarity index with the theoretical asymptotic estimates
given in Section 6. According to Corollary 23, the numerical errors seem to decay asymptotically
as log(n)/n (in the cases of σℓ and σR); such a comparison has been given only for two images
(the others behave in the same way): montage and france, and they can be seen in Figure 4.
All the parameters involved in generating the plots in Figure 4 are recorded in Table 7.

M N Variance Mean cf
montage 464 352 5.06e+03 100.0395 57.8157

france 672 496 5.31e+03 99.4246 55.4052

Table 7: Parameters for the montage and france images.

In particular, we assume constants c1 := 0.03 × 255 and c2 := 0.01 × 255 for the computation
of cf , as suggested in the literature (see, e.g., [40]). In particular, in the right plots in Figure 4
we can visualize the decay of the curves cf log(n)/n, for different values of n. These graphs ac-
tually show that the estimates established in Corollary 23 are (quite large), due to the presence
of big constants. Thus, the numerical evidence suggests that the result of Corollary 23 could be
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Figure 3: Histogram comparison of the PSNR, S-Index, and SSIM values for different test grayscale

(left) and RGB (right) images (listed along the vertical axis), with the parameter fixed at n = 30. Each

bar represents the corresponding quality index for a given image, highlighting the performance of the

proposed method across multiple metrics.
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refined.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 4: Numerical dissimilarity index 1 − cSSIM obtained by NN algorithm with ramp and logistic

functions is shown in (a) formontage and in (c) for france. In (b) and (d), the same numerical dissimilarity

is compared with the theoretical dissimilarity cf ·logn
n as a function of n = 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30. In both (b)

and (d), the numerical dissimilarity remains significantly below the theoretical curve.

Moreover, as already discussed, the value of the constant cf decreases as the image variance
increases (see, e.g., Table 7 again). This indicates that, for images with higher variance, the
estimates for the dissimilarity index are sharper than those that can be achieved for images with
lower variance, in agreement with the numerical observation that the proposed method tends to
perform better for high-variance images.

Future work should focus on optimizing the NN algorithm by experimenting with different
density functions to improve execution speed without compromising its accuracy.

Additionally, we also plan to include deep learning-based super-resolution methods such as
EDSR (Enhanced Deep Residual Networks), SRGAN (Super-Resolution Generative Adversarial
Network), and ESRGAN (Enhanced SRGAN ) in future comparisons, as these models have
shown significant improvements in single-image super-resolution [33,35,51]. Given that the NN
operator approach is fully deterministic, incorporating such baselines allows a more complete
evaluation of its performance within the framework of recent image reconstruction techniques.

At the same time, it is important to highlight that the present NN algorithm works with any
single image and does not require training, while methods such as EDSR, SRGAN, etc., require
training using large datasets in order to reach high performances. This consideration shows how
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the approaches are completely different in nature.
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