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Abstract—Deep convolutional neural networks have led to
breakthrough results in practical feature extraction applications.
The mathematical analysis of these networks was pioneeredyb
Mallat [L]. Specifically, Mallat considered so-called scaering
networks based on identical semi-discrete wavelet framesni
each network layer, and proved translation-invariance as \ell
as deformation stability of the resulting feature extracta. The
purpose of this paper is to develop Mallat's theory further
by allowing for different and, most importantly, general semi-
discrete frames (such as, e.g., Gabor frames, wavelets, evetets,
shearlets, ridgelets) in distinct network layers. This albws to
extract wider classes of features than point singularitiesesolved
by the wavelet transform. Our generalized feature extracto is
proven to be translation-invariant, and we develop deform&on
stability results for a larger class of deformations than those con-
sidered by Mallat. For Mallat's wavelet-based feature extactor,
we get rid of a number of technical conditions. The mathematal
engine behind our results is continuous frame theory, which
allows us to completely detach the invariance and deformabin
stability proofs from the particular algebraic structure of the
underlying frames.

I. INTRODUCTION

A central task in signal classification is feature extratti

contains a certain handwritten didit [3]. Moreover, thigshl

be possible independently of the feature’s spatial (or &m

ral) location within the signal, which motivates the use
translation-invariant feature extractors. In additioticking

in images [[8]. It thus seems natural to ask whether Mallat's
theory on scattering networks can be extended to general
signal transformations. Moreover, certain audio clasHifir
problems [[9] suggest that scattering networks with différe
signal transformations in different layers would be dddga

in practice.

Contributions: The goal of this paper is to extend Mal-
lat's theory to cope with general signal transformationg.(e
Gabor frames, wavelets, curvelets, shearlets, ridgeketsyell
as to allow different signal transformations in differeayérs
of the network, all that while retaining translation-inizarce
and deformation stability. Our second major contributisrai
new deformation stability bound valid for a class of noreln
deformations that is wider than that considered by Mallat in
[1]. The proofs in|[1] all hinge critically on the wavelet trs
form’s structural properties, whereas the technical amum
in our proofs are completely detached from the particular
structure of the signal transforms. This leads to simplified
and shorter proofs for translation-invariance and defdiona

0stability. Moreover, in the case of Mallat's wavelet-based
feature extractor we show that the admissibility condition

%Fe mother wavelet (defined inl[1, Theorem 2.6]) is not needed
The mathematical engine behind our results is the theory of

p?ontinuous frames [10].
0

Notation and preparatory materialThe complex conju-

to the example of handwritten digits, we want the featu@ate ofz € C is denoted byz. The Euclidean inner product
extractor to be robust with respect to different handwgitinof =,y € C? is (z,y) := 2?21 x;7;, with associated norm
styles. This is typically accounted for by asking for stapil |z|:= /(z,z). The supremum norm of a matrix/ € RIxd
with respect to non-linear deformations of the feature to k& defined by|M|., := sup, ; |M; ;|, and the supremum norm
extracted. of a tensor? € R“*¥*? is |T| := sup, ;. |T; k|- We
Spectacular success in many practical classification taskéte Br(z) C R? for the open ball of radius? > 0
has been reported for feature extractors generated by deeptered atr € R?. The Borelo-algebra ofR? is denoted
convolutional neural network5][4],][5]. The mathematicaha by B. For a B-measurable functiorf : R? — C, we write
lysis of such networks was initiated by Mallat 0 [1]. Maltat fRd f(x)dx for the integral of f with respect to Lebesgue
theory applies to so-called scattering networks, whereadtgy measureu,,. For p € [1,00), LP(R?) denotes the space
are propagated through layers that compute the modulusoffall B-measurable functions : RY — C such that
wavelet coefficients. The resulting feature extractor ie-pr| fll, == (fga |f(2)[Pd2)"/? < oo. For f,g € L*(R?) we
vably translation-invariant and stable with respect totaier set (f,g) := [, f(z)g(x)dz. The operator norm of the
non-linear deformations. Moreover, it leads to statehef-art linear bounded operatot : LP(R%) — L4(R%) is designated
results in various image classification tasks [6], [7]. by ||Allpq- 1d : LP(RY) — LP(R?) stands for the identity
The wavelet transform resolves signal features charaetri operator on.? (R%). For a countably infinite se®, (L2(R%))<
by point singularities, but is not very effective in dealnith  denotes the space of sets:= {f,},c0, f; € L*(R%),
signals dominated by anisotropic features, such as, eigese Vg € Q, such that||[s||| = (3 ,co Ifall3)/? < oo
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We write S(RY) for the Schwartz space, i.e., the space of f

functions f : R? — C whose derivatives along with the / | \

function itself are rapidly decayind [11, Section 7.3]. We

denote the Fourier transform of € L!(R?) by f(w) := [Fxiro | [fxvam | |f* i

Jpa f(z)e"?™@@)dz, and extend it in the usual way to / \

L?(R?) [11, Theorem 7.9]. The convolution of € L?(R%) [|f *¥ao | * ¥aw] FER IR
andg € L'(RY) is (f * g)(y) := [ f(2)g(y — z)do. We | \

write T} f(x) := f(x —t), t € R, for the translation operator, [ % e | * Yaw | * aem | & ||| * Yo | % ¥aem | * ¥ae
and M,, f(z) = e2™(@) f(z), w € RY, for the modulation

operator. Involution is defined byl f)(z) := f(—z). We /i\ /i\

denote the gradient of a functiofi: R? — C asVf. For . )

a vector fieldv : R? — RY. we write Duv for its Jacobian F19- 1: Scattering network architecture based on wavelet

matrix, andD2v for its Jacobian tensor, with associated nornfdtering.
ol = supecs o)) D8] 7 supecae (D)@l

and ||D?v||o = supgegq |(D?v)(z)|s. For a scalar field

w:Re - C, we define the normjwl|s == SUP, w(z)]. IIl. GENERALIZED FEATURE EXTRACTOR

In this section, we describe our generalized feature extrac

Il. MALLAT'S WAVELET-BASED FEATURE EXTRACTOR . . . .
, o . and start by introducing the notion offeame collection
We set the stage by briefly reviewing Mallat’s construction

[1]. The basis for Mallat’s feature extractdr,; is a multi- Definition 1. For all n € N, let ¥,, be a semi-discrete frame
stage wavelet filtering technique followed by modulus operwith frame boundsA,,, B,, > 0 and atoms{fx/ }x ea;, €
tions. The extracted featurds,,(f) of a signalf € L2(R%) L'(R4)NL? (Rd_) indexed by a countable Sﬁfn_. The sequence
are defined as the set of low-pass filtered functions U := (¥, )nen is called a frame collection with frame bounds
A =inf,eny Ay and B = sup,,cy Bn.-
| [ 1f *Paa | *haem |- %y | * b, (1) © en _
labeled by the indicesx® A .. A € Ay = The _elementsI/n, ne N, ina frame_ collection c_orrespond
. . ; . to particular layers in the generalized scattering network
{(G,k) | j>—J, ke{l,...,K}} corresponding to pairs of , ; .
L defined below. In Mallat’s construction one atom of the semi-
scales and directions. The waveldtsy } ca,, and the low- . .
! e dl[screte wavelet fram&,,, namely the low-pass filtep ;,
pass filter¢; are atoms of a semi-discrete Parseval wavelgt _.
frame ¥, and hence satisfy IS singled out to generate the output det (1) of the feature
w extractor®,,;. We honor Mallat’s terminology and designate
g FI5+ D lwaxflI3 =11£13, Vf e L*RY). one of the atoms{fx }i ca. of each frame¥, in the
AEAW frame collection¥ asoutput-generating atonmNote, however,
We refer the reader to Appendix A for a short review of théat our theory does not require this atom to have low-pass
theory of semi-discrete frames. The architecture cormeding  Characteristics. Specifically, we sgf := f». for an arbitrary,
to (@), illustrated in Figur€]1, is known asattering network but fixed A7 € A},. From now on, we therefore write

6], and uses the same wavel w N every network N
o e Y [} Ol banenns Ani= M),

layer.
It is shown in [1] that the feature extractdry, in () is for the atoms of the semi-discrete franfig. The reader might
translation-invariant, in the sense that want to think of the discrete index sdt, as a collection of
Oy (Tof) = 0w (f),  VteRY, Vf e LA(RY), scales, directions, or frequency-shifts.

whereT; is applied element-wise iff;®,,(f). Further, it is Remark 1. Examples of structured frames that satisfy the
proved in [1] that®,, is stable with respect to deformationgdeneral semi-discrete frame conditig@) and will hence be

of the form seen, in Theorer 1, to be applicable in the construction of
F.f(z) := f(z — 7(2)). 2) generalized feature extractors are, e.g., Gabor frameg,[12
-~ ) curvelets [13], [14], shearlets[[8], ridgeletd [15], [16]and,
Specifically, for the normed function spacéla. || - |#.) of course, wavelet§T17] as considered by Mallat i [1].

defined in[(8) below, Mallat proved that there exists a cartsta
C > 0 such that for allf € Hy, and everyr € C2(R% R%) We now introduce our generalized scattering network. To

withd | D70 < Q_Id, the deformation error satisfies this end, we generalize the multi-stage filtering technique
< underlying Mallat's scattering network to allow for genlera
11921 (f) = ar (Al < (3) semi-discrete frames that can, in addition, be different in

3
C277 1Tlloo + JIDT|loo + DTl oo )| £l Eas - different layers. This requires the definition of a general
modulus-convolution operator, and of paths on index sets.

Uit is actually the assumptioff D7||oc < 55, rather than||D7[l < 3 - . .
= d’ oo = _
as stated in[JL, Theorem 2.12], that is neéded in [1, Eq. E@Hstablish Definition 2. Let ¥ = (¥r)nen be a frame collection with

|det(ld — D7 (2))| > 1 —d||D7loo > 1/2. atoms {¢,} U {fa,}r.en,- FOor 1 < m < oo, define the



f Theorem 1. Let ¥ be a frame collection with upper frame
/ | \ bound B < 1. The feature extractoy defined in(8) is
|f «f (J_)| ]f « f (p)| ]f «f (q)’ translat|0_n-!nvar|ant._Further, forR > 0, define the space of
Ay Al A R-band-limited functions

Hp = {f € L*(R%) | supp(f) C Br(0)}.
1 \ Then, the feature extractaby is stable onHy with respect
£ * Fyo | * Fyo] * From | f % fyo| * fyon | * fyo|  to non-linear deformationgd), i.e., there exists” > 0 (that
1 2 3 1 2 3
/l\ /l\ does not depend o) such that for allf € Hgr and all

w € C(RLR), 7 € CL(R%,RY) with | Dr||» < &, it holds

/ \
Hf*ngn}*ngw} Hf*fxgq>|*fxgr>

Fig. 2: Scattering network architecture based on generttl—muthalt

stage filtering[(4). The functiorf, ., is the k-th atom of the  |||®y (f) — By (Fr o f)l|| < C(R| 7)o + [lw]loo) [ £ll2- (7)
semi-discrete fram&,, associated with the-th layer. _
The proof of Theorer] can be found in Appendix]B. Our

main result shows that translation-invariance and deftiona
set AT := Ay x Ay x --- x A,,. An ordered sequence Stability are retained for the generalized feature extraéty .
q¢= (M\,Aa2,...,Am) € A7 is called a path. The empty path,The strength of this result derives itself from the fact that
e := (), defines the set{ := {e}. The modulus-convolutionthe only condition on¥ for this to hold isB < 1. This
operator is defined a#’ : (UZOZ1 Ak) x L?(RY) — L?*(R%), condition is easily met by normalizing the frame elements
U, f) == UNSf = |f * fr,|, where £, € L'(RY) N accordingly. Such a normalization impacts neither traimsia
L2(R%) are the atoms of the semi-discrete framig associ- invariance nor the constant in (7) which is seen, in[(14), to
ated with then-th layer in the network. be independent of. All this is thanks to our proof techniques,
unlike those in[[1], being independent of the algebraiccdtme
of the underlying frames. This is accomplished through a
generalization of a Lipschitz-continuity result by Mallft,

We also need to extend the operatdrto pathsq € AT
and do that according to

Ulglf : = UAm] - UNU NS Proposition 2.5] for the feature extractby (stated in Propo-
|1 * Pl * ol % Fal, (4) sition[2 in AppendiXB), qnq by emplgymg a partition of unity
" argument([1B] for band-limited functions.
where we setUle]f = f. Note that the multi-stage
filtering operation [(4) is well-defined, adUlq]f|. < V. RELATION TO MALLAT’S RESULTS

(TT7—i /2. 1) I f |2, thanks to Young's inequality [18, The- To see how Mallat’s wavelet-based architecture is covered
orem 1.2.12]. Figur&l2 illustrates the generalized sdatier by our Theorenil1, simply note that byi [1, Eq. 2.7] the atoms
network with different semi-discrete frames in differemyérs. {¢;} U {¢x}rea,, satisfy [I0) withA = B = 1. Since

We can now put the pieces together and define the gemgallat’'s construction uses the same wavelet frame in each
ralized feature extractoby. layer, this trivially impliessup,,cy Br < 1.

Mallat imposes additional technical conditions on the atom
{ds} U {¥r}rerw,» One of which is the so-called scattering
admissibility condition for the mother wavelet, defined iy [
Theorem 2.6]. To the best of our knowledge, no wavelet in
R?, d > 2, satisfying this condition has been reported in the

Definition 3. Let ¥ = (¥,,),en be a frame collection, and
defineQ := (J;2, A}. Given a pathy € AT, n > 0, we write
olq] := ény1 for the output-generating atom of the semi
discrete frameV,,, ;. The feature extracto®y with respect
to the frame collection? is defined as

literature.
Dy (f) :={Uld]f * 9[q]}qe- (5) Mallat's stability bound[(B) applies to signafsc L?(R?)
satisfying
IV. MAIN RESULT )
The main result of this paper is the following theorem, sta- 11l #ne = Z Z 1U[g]fl2 < oo (8)

ting that the feature extractdry defined in[(b) is translation- m=0g€Aw "

invariant and stable with respect to time-frequency determwhile [1, Section 2.5] cites numerical evidence bh (8) being

tions of the form finite for a large class of functiong € L?(R9), it seems

Fyof(z) i= 7@ f(z — r(2)). ©6) difficult to establish this analytically.

Finally, the stability bound{3) depends on the paraméter
The class of deformations we consider is wider than the onevihich determines the coarsest scale resolved by the wavelet
Mallat’s theory, who considered translation-like defotimas {v)} e, . FOr J — oo the term2~7||7|| . vanishes; how-
of the form f(x — 7(«)) only. Modulation-like deformations ever, the term/|| D7||» tends to infinity.
e?™(®) f(1) occur, e.g., if we have access only to a band-passOur main result shows that i) the scattering admissibility
version of the signaf € L?(R?). condition in [1] is not needed, ii) instead of the signal slas



characterized by[(8) our result applippovablyto the space
of R-band-limited functionsHg, and iii) our deformation 1

stability bound [(¥V), when particularized to wavelets, Hesi 1 RN

applying to a wider class of non-linear deformations, namet t--F1--r1--1* - » - ;- il S

~ EN A~
|
1
T
!

(@) instead of[(R), is independent dt
The proof technique used inl[1] to establigh (3) makes heav
use of structural specifics of the atorig;} U {¢x}treaw

namely isotropic dilations, vanishing moment conditicars] a

constant numbeK € N of directional wavelets across scalestid: 3: Frequency plane partitions R* induced by atoms
{fr}rea oOf semi-discrete tensor wavelets (left), semi-discrete

APPENDIXA curvelets (center), and semi-discrete cone-adapted lstear
SEMI-DISCRETE FRAMES (right).
This appendix gives a short review of semi-discrete frames
[10].
APPENDIXB
Definition 4. Let {fa}xea € L'(RY) N L2(R?) be a set of PROOF OFTHEOREM]

functions indexed by a countable set The set of translated

; TR ; i 2(pd
and involuted functions We first prove translation-invariance. Fike L*(R%) and

defineClq|f := Ulq]f * ¢[q], Vq € Q. By (@) it follows that

VA = {Tol fa}(rp)enxre oy is translation-invariant if and only if
is called a semi-discrete frame, if there exist constaht® > Cl|(T: f) = T+(Clq) f), vt e RY, Vg € Q. (11)
0 such that
, , , Due to Clg|(T:f) = Ulg|(T:f) * ¢[q] and
ANFIE < D IF* A3 < BISIIE (9)

= T,(Clalf) = T (Uldlf * ¢la]) = (T:(Uldlf)) * dlal,

for all f € L2(R%). The functions{f}rca are called the (L) holds ifUlg|(T,f) = T:(Ulq]f), Vt € R4, Vg € Q. The
atoms of the semi-discrete frarie,. WhenA = B the semi- Proof is concluded by noting thdf(¢] is translation-invariant
discrete frame is said to be tight. A tight semi-discreterfea thanks to[(#) and

}/:/grr‘lqef}rame bound4 = 1 is called a semi-discrete Parseval UDDJ(TLf) = |(Tof) * fo| = ITo(f % F) = To(U L),

. ) . for all t € R, \, € Upe; Ax.

The frame operator associated with the semi-discrete l‘ramq_et us now turn to the proof of deformation stability, which

i 1 i . T2(TRd 2(md
Wy is defined in the weak sense 15 : L*(R%) — L*(R"), is based on two key ingredients, the first being a generalizat

Saf = (Z ¥ If,\) « f. of a Lipschitz-continuity result by Mallat 1, Propositi@5]:
A€A Proposition 2. Let ¥ be a frame collection with upper frame

S, is a bounded, positive, and boundedly invertible operatbound B < 1. The feature extractorby : L*(R?) —
[10]. (L?(R%))2 is a bounded, Lipschitz-continuous operator with

The reader might want to think of semi-discrete frames &épschitz constanf. = /B, i.e.,
shift-invariant frames/ [20], where the translation partenés
left unsampled. The discrete index fetypically labels a col- 19w (f) = w ()l < VB f = bl
lection of scales, directions, or frequency-shifts. Fatamce, for all f, 1 ¢ L2(RY).
as illustrated in Section]ll, Mallat's scattering network i o ) ] ) ]
based on a semi-discrete Parseval frame of directionalleave | N€ Proof of PropositioDl2 is not given here, as it essegtiall

structure, where the atorfs, } U {¢y }aca,, are indexed by follows that of [1, _I?roposit_ion 2.5] with minor changes. We
the setAy, — {(j, k) j>—J, kefl,.. .7K}}, labeling a "W apply Propositiofil]2 with := F. , f and get

collection of scales and directions. P — ®y(F.,, < —F,

For shift-invariant frames it is often convenient to worktwi ll®s (1) v(Frohlll < 17 wfllz
a unitarily equivalent representation of the frame operato for all f € L?(R?). Here, we used/B < 1, due toB < 1,
. _ as well ash = F, , f € L*(R?), which is thanks to
Proposition 1. [17, Theorem 5.11] LeA be a countable index '
set. The function§f}rea € L' (RY) N L2(R?) are atoms of B2 = | Fro(F)]2 = / f (2 — (@) Pdz < 2|12
the semi-discrete fram@, = {7,/ fx}(\p)caxre With frame 2 R - z

boundsA, B > 0 if and only if obtained through the change of variables= z= — 7(x),

A< Z |}:(w)|2 < B, a.e. w e R (10) together with
AEA du

Fr |det(ld — D7(z))| > 1 —d||D7ljec > 1/2. (12)



The inequalities in[{(112) hold thanks to [21, Corollary 1] an&imilarly, we obtain

| D7l < 55, respectively. The second key ingredient of our
proof is a partition of unity argument [19] for band-limited

J.

1
|k(z,u)|de < H7'||OO/ / [Vy(x — At(x) — u)|dxdA
0 JRrd

functions used to derive an upper bound|igh- F-,, f||2. We
first determine a function such thatf = fx~ forall f € Hpg.
Considem € S(R?) such thatj(w) = 1, Yw € B;(0). Setting
y(z) := Ron(Rzx) yields ¥(w) = f(w/R). Thus,H(w) = 1,
VYw € Bgr(0), as well asf = fy andf = f«x~ forall f €
Hpg. Then, we define the operatet, : L*(R?) — L?(R%),
A, (f) = f*~. Note thatA, is well-defined asy € S(R?) C
L'(R%). We now get

If = Frafllz = A f = Fro Ay flle
<Ay = FroAs |22l fll2

forall f € Hg. In order to bound the norhA, — F: , A+ ||2,2,
we apply Schur’'s Lemma to the integral operafipr, A, —A,.

Schur's Lemma. [18, App. I.1] Letk : R xR? — C be a lo-
cally integrable function satisfyingip,,cga [pa [k(z, u)|dz <
C andsup,ega [ga [F(2,u)|du < C. Then, the integral ope-
rator K given byK (f)(z) = [qa f(u)k(x, u)du, is a bounded
operator fromL?(R) to L*(R?) with norm || K |22 < C.

From the identity

Fr oAy (f)(z) = e2miw (@) / Y(z — 7(x) — u) f(u)du,

Rd

it follows that F- ,, A, — A, has the kernel functioh(z, u) :=
e2™(@) (3 — 7(z) —u) —y(x —u), which is locally integrable
thanks toy € S(R?) and 7 € C(R% R?). We next use
a first-order Taylor expansion in order to boufexz, u)|.
To this end, letz,u € R and defineh®* : R — C,
as hot(t) = > @y(z — tr(z) — u) — y(z — u). It
follows that h**(0) = 0 and h™*(1) = k(x,u). Therefore,
we haveh®"(t) = h*"(0) + [, (Sh"")(\)d), Vt € R.
The special choice = 1 yields |k(z,u)| = |h®*(1)] <
Sy 1(& pw) ()| with

[(Sh) 0| < [Tt = Ar(a) — ), 7(a)
+ 27w(x)y(x — A (x) — u)

< Illool VA (@ = AT(z) — u)

+ 27 ||wlloo [y (@ — AT(z) — w)].

Thanks toy, Vy € S(R?), and 1, ([0,1]) = 1 < oo, we can
apply Fubini’'s Theorem to get

1
/ le(z, w)|du < ||T|\OO/ / V(2 — Ar(z) — u)|dudA
Rd 0 R4
1
+ 27r|\w||oo/ / |v(z = Ar(z) — u)|dudA
0 R4

< lloo VAl + 27 [wlloo|[¥]l1
= Rl 7lloolIVnllx + 27|l ool

+ 27T||w|oo/1/ [v(x — A7(2) — w)|dxdA
0 R4
< 2| 7lloo [Vl + 47 [[wllso V11
= 2R|| 7|0Vl + 47||w]l s [[]l1
by the change of variables= = — A7 (x) — u, together with
dy

==
The inequalities in[{13) hold thanks td |21, Corollary 1],
[D7llc < 55, and X € [0,1]. The proof is completed by
setting

C 1= max {2[|Vnl1, 4x[|n][1 } (Rl 7lloc + [lw]l0)-
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