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Abstract
We describe an algorithm for evaluation of thernvaeextension of the power function of
variablesx andy given by the expressioti. Our algorithm reduces the general case to the
case of non-negative bases.

1. Introduction

Despite the fact that algorithms for evaluationtit# interval extension of the standard mathematical
functions are well-known (performing arithmetic og@gons on intervals is even patented in the USW#gre is
no systematic approach to evaluation of the intgraaver function.

The existent software packages for interval catmia do calculate ranges of the power function re-
stricted to certain domains. Most frequent constsadbn the baseand the exponetarex 0 R,y 0 Z andx O
R.=[0, »), y O R. Such constraints complicate solution of problewitts unknown exponents with the help of
the existent interval software packages. Besidat Huch constraints may interfere with symbolemsforma-
tions involving exponents if an interval softwarackage and a symbolic preprocessor are used tog€ie
example, reducing®=const tox=const”® is invalid for a negative const and a power funttilefined only for
non-negative bases.

Most likely, such constraints on the base and ttpoeent emerged from developers’ concern about
discontinuous functions: the power function, asiacfion of two variables, is discontinuous or umued for
negative bases. The constraints on the base anexpfanent actually specify domains of continuity foe
power function.

In this paper we describe an algorithm for evabratf the interval power function for arbitrary bas
and exponents. We reduce evaluation in the gewass to evaluation in the case of non-negativesb&3er
algorithm is used by the UniCalc system [1].

The paper has the following structure. In Sectione?reduce evaluation of the power function to the
case of non-negative bases. In Section 3 we studwlgorithm from Section 2 for some special cafesec-
tion 4 we discuss implementation of our algorithon FEEE-754 and binary-decimal representationseaf r
numbers. Section 5 concludes the paper.

2. Reduction to the Case of Non-Negative Bases

In this section we show that evaluation of thervakpower function for arbitrary bases and expasien
can be reduced to the case of non-negative basggjiee the corresponding algorithm.

Our key observation is that, in the standard togplof R®, the closure of the graph of the (full) power
function is a union of a small number of parts tteu be transformed, by reflections at the cootdipéanes,
into the graph of the power function restrictechtm-negative bases. Thus the general case of ¢ealwd the
interval power function is not much harder thandhse of non-negative bases.

Below we present the detailed reasoning.

To begin with, we recall the domain of the powendiion. More or less elementary considerations
from theory of functions of complex variables impghat, for a real base and a real exponent the power
function is defined (takes a real value) if andyahbne of the following conditions is satisfied:

e yis anirreducible fraction with an odd denominator
* yisan irreducible fraction with an even denomingsmd an odd numerato® [J R.;
e yisirrationalx 0O R,.

Now we split the domain of the power function istach pieces that, in each of them, the power func-

tion is expressible in terms the restriction p@ifithe power function to non-negative bases. FgrsaubseX [



R, denote by e (respectively odX)) the subset oX that consists of irreducible fractions whose nuat@ris
even and denominator is odd (respectively, bottody. Then, for a baseand an exponent the power func-
tion is expressed in terms of pgas follows:

powvg(X, Y) if xOR,;

povs(—X, V) if yOeoR), xRy

—powny(—X, y) if y O ooR), x O R..

The graph of the power function is the union of tivee parts specified by the above conditionshén
standard topology dR®, the closure of each of these parts can be oltdinen the graph of poyby reflections
at the coordinate planes. The above decompositiorbe inferred “automatically” from the conditiotsit de-
fine the domain of the power function by matchitigpassible forms of the exponent (“even/odd”, “dutd”,
“odd/even”, irrational) against the sign of the das

Now we reduce the interval extensipow of the power function to the interval extensjmow, of the
restriction pow of the power function to non-negative bases. Refat the interval extensionof any function
f of variablesx andy maps any boxx( y) to the interval cch{x, y) | x O x, y O y}) where cch()l denotes the
convex hull of the closure of subsetsRof

Denote the sets {payix, y) | x O X, y 0 Y} and {—x | x O X} by powy(X, Y) and -X. According to our
reduction of the power function to pgwand the definition of interval extensiommw(X, y) = cch(pow(x, y) O
powy(—X, eofy)) O —pow(—X, o0ofy))) for any box X, y). Note that cct 00 B) = cch(cchp) O cch@®)). Thus
pow(x, y) = cch(powg(x, y) O cch(powy(-x, eof))) O —cch(pow(—x, 00())) ).

It remains to express cch(pglix, eofy))) and cch(poy(—x, oofy))) in terms ofpow,.

For a non-singleton interval, each of these terms equals cch(glew y)). This conclusion follows
from three facts. First, pgyis continuous. Second, continuous functions mapeticsets to closed sets. Third,
closure of eqgf) and ooy) isy for a non-singleton interval. Thus, for a non-singleton interwal we getpow(x,
y) = cch(powq(x, y) [ powe(—x, y) T -powe(=X, y) ).

For a singleton interval, there are 4 possibilities: to contain an irrailonumber, to contain a fraction
of the form “even/odd”, to contain a fraction ofetiorm “odd/odd”, and to contain a fraction of tfeem
“odd/even”. In each of these cases, the reductiotise expression fquow(x, y) are trivial (see below).

Summing up the above considerations, we get tlairtterval extensiopow of the power function
maps any boxq, y) to one of the following intervals:

e cch(powg(x, y) O powg(—X, y) O —powe(=X, y) ) if y is a non-singleton interval,

e cch(powg(x, y) O powg(—X, y) ) if y contains a single fraction of the form “even/odd”;
* cch(powg(x, y) O —powg(—X, Y) ) if y contains a single fraction of the form “odd/odd”;
e powg(X,Y) if y contains a single fraction of the form “odd/even”;
*  powg(X,Y) if y contains a single irrational number.

3. Study of Special Cases

In this section we study special cases that ikdstevaluation of the interval extension of the pow
function according the approach from Section 2.

Special Case 3.1 (non-negative base).
If the base is non-negative, each of the final iases from Section 2 is reducegtwvy(X, y).

Special Case 3.2 (negative base).
If the base is negative, the expressionpimn(x, y) from Section 2 takes the following form:

e cch(powg(—x, y) O —powe(=X, y) ) if y is a non-singleton interval,
o powg(—X,Y) if y contains a single fraction of the form “even/odd”;
s —powg(=X,Y) if y contains a single fraction of the form “odd/odd".

We see that, if the base is negative grigl a non-singleton interval, the internyaw(x, y) is centered
at zero. In other words, narrowing the intervalaxgnt does help to determine the sign of the re§@kponen-
tiation, if the base is negative. This fact agrneéh the fact that, for any negative numixeaind any irreducible
fractionv of the form “odd/odd”, there is an irreducibledtian w of the form “even/odd” such that the absolute
values ok’ andx" are however close but their signs are opposite.

Special Case 3.3 (intervals bounded by IEEE-754 floating point nuard).

Of practical interest is the restrictigow; of the interval extensiopow of the power function to the
set of intervals bounded by floating point numbarthe IEEE-754 format [2]. Because the set oftflagpoint
numbers in the IEEE-754 format does not contaittional numbers or irreducible fractions with odshdmi-



nators different from 1 and —fpw; maps any intervalg andy bounded by floating point numbers to one of
the following intervals:
* cchpowg(X, y)Opowg(=X, y)O—powe(—X, y)) if y is a non-singleton interval,

* cchpowg(X, y)Opowg(=X, ¥)) if y contains a single even integral number;
* cchpowg(X, y)O—powe(—X, ¥)) if y contains a single odd integral number;
e powg(X,Y) if y contains a single floating point fraction.

Above pow denotes restriction gfow, to floating point intervals.

4. Remarkson Computer | mplementation of Our Approach

In this section we comment on computer implemeuoadif the approach proposed in Section 2.

We already noted in Section 1 that there existsiraber of software packages for interval computa-
tions that calculate interval extension of the pofuaction for non-negative bases. Therefore rddnovf the
general case to the case of non-negative baseassnable.

From a developer’s point of view, the reductiorthe case of non-negative bases from Section 2 is a
trivial chain of if-then-else statements. Howewlg amount of calculations that are needed to cttexkondi-
tions in those if-then-else statements dependbi®format used for storing real numbers.

If interval bounds are stored in the IEEE-754 forntlhen, as we saw in Special Case 3.3, most CPU
time is spent to calculafowy(x, y) (we use the notation from Section 3). Thus, edhse of IEEE-754 float-
ing point numbers, removing constraints on the lzagkthe exponent just doubles the amount of caiouls.
Such payment seems acceptable.

If interval bounds are stored in a format that gesrm complicated set of irreducible fractions watid
denominators, then checking the conditions on siogl interval exponents may require much more dRg.t
An example of such an “inconvenient” (from the gaifiview of Section 2) floating point format isettbinary-
decimal format.

Finally we note that the overestimation introdubgdoow; is determined by the overestimation intro-
duced bypowy. If powy does not overestimate ranges of the power fundétomon-negative bases (which is
unlikely in general), then the functiqguow; does neither. A correct implementation of the apphofrom Sec-
tion 2 guarantees only thaow;(x, y) contains the true intervapbw(x, y).

5. Conclusion

In our paper we described an algorithm for evaturatf the interval extension of the power function
for arbitrary intervals. We showed that evaluafiothe general case can be reduced to the casmefiegative
base. Our key observation is that the closure @ftlaph of the power function is a union of a smalhber of
pieces that can be transformed into the grapheoptiwer function restricted to non-negative bases.

Computer implementation of our approach dependheriormat used for storing floating point num-
bers. For the popular IEEE-754 format, our apprdacemoving constraints on the base and the expqust
doubles the amount of calculations compared tezdse of non-negative bases.
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