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Abstract

In this paper, we generalize finite depth wavelet scattering transforms, which we formulate as L7(IR")
norms of a cascade of continuous wavelet transforms (or dyadic wavelet transforms) and contractive non-
linearities. We then provide norms for these operators, prove that these operators are well-defined, and are
Lipschitz continuous to the action of C? diffeomorphisms in specific cases. Lastly, we extend our results to
formulate an operator invariant to the action of rotations R € SO(n) and an operator that is equivariant to
the action of rotations of R € SO(n).
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1. Introduction

In recent years, convolutional neural networks have shown strong performance on various vision tasks
like image classification [1, 2, 3, 4]. The main reason for this is that they are able to capture information at
multiple scales through the use of convolutions and pooling. However, the exact method in which these
networks use this information is not understood very well.

In [5], the author proposed a formulation for a simpler model for a convolutional neural network
through the use of handcrafted filters, wavelets, and a series of cascading wavelet transforms. This model,
called the scattering transform, and its extensions have shown success in vision tasks, quantum chemistry,
manifold learning, and graph-related tasks [6, 7, 8, 9, 10].

We first provide a review of scattering transforms to motivate this paper. Let ¢ : R" — R be a low pass
filter (¢(0) # 0), ¢ : R" — C a suitable mother wavelet ((0) = 0), and G be a set of “positive” rotations
with determinant 1. Define a set of rotations and dilations by

Api={A=2r:reG",j>—J}ifJ 2 oo (1)

and ‘
Ao :={2r:reG", jeZ}. )

Let A = 2/r € A}. Consider the operator

UA] =

. F)2yp(2r ! (x — u)) du ®)
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For a tuple of rotations and dilations in Aj, define a path of length m as the tuple p := (Ay,...,A;) and let
P be the set of all finite paths. The scattering propagator for f € L?(IR") and p € P} is

Ulplf := UlAn] - UlMf, (4)

which gathers high frequency information via a cascade of wavelet transforms and nonlinearities. The

scattering operator is
— 1
S = —
f(p) "

with pp == [, U[p]d(x) dx. Additionally, to aggregate features similar to pooling, the author of [5] define
the scattering operator for f € L%(R") and p € Pj as

[, Ulplf ) ax ©

SilpIF(x) = [ UlplF)2 T p(2 7 (x = ) e ©)

IRVI

Additionally, the windowed scattering transform is the set of functions

SiIPilf = {Slplf}per, ?)

This operator is similar to a convolution neural network because along each path (analogous to each layer
of a convolutional neural network) a convolution, a nonlinearity is applied, and feature aggregation occurs
via the low pass filter. The scattering norm for any set of paths () is

IS;IQ1f1% = X ISPl f 13- ®)

peQ)

Under very stringent conditions on the mother wavelet, the author of [5] was able to prove an isometry
property for the windowed scattering transform. However, the problem with the admissibility condition in
[5] is that there are very few classes of wavelets that are admissible. The author of [5] mentions an analytic
cubic spline Battle-Lemarié wavelet is admissible in one dimension, but provides no other examples. On a
related note, [11] has shown that scattering coefficients have exponential decay for n = 1 under relatively
mild assumptions, but her proof only applies for n = 1, which makes the admissibility condition still
necessary for n > 2. Additionally, to our knowledge, there are no examples in the literature of wavelets
that satisfy the admissibility condition when n > 1.

The windowed scattering transform has three important properties that are helpful for certain machine
learning tasks. The first two are the following;:

1. The windowed scattering transform is a well-defined mapping on L?(IR") and nonexpansive. In
particular, for all f,h € L?(R"),

ISP f = Sy[Pylhll < || f —hll2 )

2. Let the translation of a function be denoted as L.f (1) = f(u — c). For certain classes of wavelets, we
have

}g{}o ISP f = Sy[Py]Lef|| =0 (10)

for all c € R" and for all f € L?(IR"). One can think of this as local translation invariance.

Finally, for the last property, the following definition was used in [5] for Lipschitz continuity to the
action of C? diffeomorphisms. Let H be a Hilbert space, T € C?, and define the operator Lf(x) =
f(x — 7(x)). A translation invariant operator ® is said to be Lipschitz continuous to the action of C?
diffeomorphisms if for any compact Q0 C R”, there exists Cq such that for all f € L2(IR") supported in Q)
and all T € C?(R"), we have

|(f) = @(Lef)lln < Ca (IIDT e+ Do) £l (1)
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The idea is that the difference in norm is proportional to the size of || D7|« + ||D?7||«, which indicates
how much L. deforms f. In particular, the author of [5] show that (11) holds for the windowed scattering
transform.

The concept of stability to diffeomorphisms has become a major point of study after the publication
of [5]. Based on the definition above, there has been a lot of interest in exploring the stability of various
operators related to machine learning and data science. For example, [7, 12] extend the scattering transform
and stability of the scattering transform to graphs and compact Riemannian manifolds, respectively; the
authors in [13] loosen the restriction on the regularity of 7. Other papers explore stability for different
operators with desirable properties for machine learning [14, 15, 16, 17].

Although much work has appeared in recent years about operators similar to the scattering transform
and about generalizations of the scattering transform, there are still some loose ends left in [5] that have
not been explored yet. First, while the author of [5] does explore creating a norm for the nonwindowed
scattering transform, he does not actually prove the norm is stable to diffeomorphisms. We consider a less
stringent definition for stability to diffeomorphisms in the same spirit as the definition in [5] for this paper.
Let V; and V;, be normed vector spaces. Then we say that a translation invariant operator ® : V; — V,
is said to be Lipschitz continuous to the action of C? diffeomorphisms if for any compact Q C R”, there
exists Cq  such that for all f € V; supported in Q) and all T € C?(IR"), we have

12(f) = ®(Lef)llv, < Caxllfllvi, (12)

where Cr — 0 as |[DT]|e + ||D?*T|| — 0. Like with equation (11), |®(f) — ®(L<f)||v, depends on
|DT o + | D? oo

Using this definition, we consider a slightly different problem than the author of [5] did for the nonwin-
dowed scattering transform. The scattering transform introduced in [5] was a collection of L' (R") norms
of various cascades of dyadic wavelet convolutions and modulus nonlinearities applied to a signal. Here,
we extend the definition of the scattering transform to the continuous wavelet transform and for L7(IR")
norms with g € [1,2]. For a continuous dilation parameter A € R, we define the dilations of ¢ as:

VAER:, a(x):=A""2p(A lx),
which preserves the L2(IR") norm of ¢:

[palla = ll9ll2, VA eR;.

For the continuous wavelet transform, the one layer wavelet scattering transform with L7(IR") norm is the
function Scontq : R+ — R defined as:

VAER:, Scontgf(A):=I[f*¥allq- (13)

For a dyadic dilation parameter j € Z we define dilations of i as:
ViezZ, wix)=2""p@27x),
which preserves the L' (IR") norm of ¢:

lwilli = Iy, Viez.

The one layer wavelet scattering transform for the dyadic wavelet transform is the function Sgyad 4 f : Z —
R defined as:

VieZ, dead,qf(j) = Hf * leHq : (14)

More generally, the m-layer wavelet scattering transforms Sgi ,f : RY — R and ngya dq f:Z" - R
are defined as

Scontaf A1y Am) = [+ o [ g [+ [x o, llg, (15)

S(Tyad,qf(jll e ']m) = H ‘ ‘f * ¢]1‘ * l/J]2| ¥ ‘ * lp]m Hq . (16)
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This is similar to working with a windowed scattering transform with a finite number of layers. How-
ever, our operator is different from the operator S; in [5] because it does not contain the filter A; to aggre-
gate low frequency information, so the scale parameter in our formulation is not bounded above or below.
Additionally, because the averaging filter is replaced L7(IR") norms, our representation is fully translation
invariant rather than translation invariant as | — oo.

As for the significance of using L7(IR") norms to replace the averaging filter, there is one area with direct
application: quantum energy regression tasks [8], where a representation that is similar to the rotation
invariant representation in Section 6.2 has already been used for quantum energy regression.

Given a configuration of atoms, we would like to estimate the ground state energy of the configuration.
Suppose we have a molecule with K atoms with nuclear charges z; and nuclear positions py with k =
1,...,K. The state x of a molecule is given by

x={(pz) ER*xR: k=1...,K}, (17)
Due to how we have defined our state, we would like our representation to have the following properties:

* Permutation Invariance: the energy should not depend on the index of the molecules.

* Deformation Stability: small deformations of the molecule should only lead to small changes in
energy of the system.

¢ Isometry Invariance: the energy should be invariant to group actions such as translations, rotations,
and other general isometries.

* Multiscale Interactions: molecules have many interactions terms, and these interaction terms de-
pend on the pairwise distance between atoms (i.e. short range covalent bonds and longer range Van
Der Waals interactions).

The rotation invariant version of our scattering transform in section 6 satisfies permutation invariance,
deformation stability, and has multiscale interactions based on the proofs we’ve provided. We do not prove
isometry invariance, but the operator is rotation and translation invariant.

Motivated by DFT theory, the paper [8] uses a dictionary of one and two layer scattering norms with
g = land q = 2 to get (at the time) state-of-the-art results for energy regression tasks for planar molecules.
In particular, scattering operators with 4 = 1 scaled with the number of atoms in the system and g = 2
encoded pairwise interactions. The motivation for using 1 < q < 2 comes from [9, 10], which based on
the Thomas—Fermi-Dirac-von Weizsdcker model [18], also use scattering norms with g = 4/3,5/3. Later
papers, like [9, 10], use a similar representation, involving spherical harmonics, for 3D quantum energy
regression.

Generalizing to stochastic processes, one can also consider scattering moments [5, 19], which have sim-
ilar desirable properties as the nonwindowed scattering transform. Applications include, but are not lim-
ited to, audio texture synthesis [19] and cosmology [20]. The main idea in all these applications is that the
nonwindowed scattering transform has desirable mathematical properties and provides a small number of
relevant descriptors for high dimensional, complicated data.

Remark 1. We can replace all the modulus operators with any contraction mapping (or use different con-
traction mappings in each layer) in the definition above, and all the proofs in the rest of this paper will still
work. In particular, the modulus can be replaced with a complex version of the rectified linear unit (ReLU)
nonlinearity, max (0, Re(a;));—1, , for a € C", which is a popular choice for complex neural networks.
Nonetheless, we will use the modulus operator throughout this paper without any loss of generality.

We provide a general roadmap for this paper. Section 2 will cover notation, basic properties about
wavelets and the wavelet scattering operator, and harmonic analysis that will be necessary for the paper.
In Section 3, we provide norms for an m-layer wavelet scattering transforms and prove that the operators
are well defined mappings into specific spaces when 1 < g < 2. For Section 4, we explore conditions
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under which the m-layer scattering transform is stable to dilations, and we generalize our results to dif-
feomorphisms in Section 5. Lastly, in Section 6, we formulate two new translation invariant operators that
are stable to diffeomorphisms. The first is rotation equivariant, and the second is rotation invariant. Our
contributions include, but are not limited to, the following:

e We formulate an extension of the dyadic wavelet scattering operator for a finite, arbitrary number of
layers with parameter g € [1,2] by applying L7(IR") norms instead of L!(IR") norms. Additionally,
we formulate a wavelet scattering operator with g € [1, 2] that uses a continuous scale parameter, like
the continuous wavelet transform.

* We create a new finite depth scattering norm using dyadic and continuous scales in the case when
g € [1,2], and prove that the mappings are well defined and provide theoretical justification for a
broader class of wavelets that make the scattering transform Lipchitz continuous to the action of C?
diffeomorphisms. However, the trade-off is that our stability bound depends on the number of layers.

* We provide a condition for norm equivalence in the case of g = 2 that is less stringent.

* In the case of g € (1,2], we prove that our norm is stable to diffeomorphisms T € C?(IR") provided
that || 7|l < 2 and the wavelet and its first and second partial derivatives have sufficient decay. In
the case of g = 1, we show stability to dilations.

* We extend our formulation to include invariance or equivariance to the action of rotations R € SO(n).

2. Notation and Basic Properties

We start by providing basic notation that we will use in this paper and proceed to give basic definitions
and properties that will be necessary for our results.

2.1. Function Spaces

Set R to be the positive real numbers, i.e. R4 := (0,00). The gradient of a function f : R" — C is
given by Vf, the Jacobian of a function f : R” — R™ is given by Df, and the Hessian is given by D?f.
For 1 < g < oo, the L7(R") norm of a function f : R" — Cis ||f[l; := [ [ga |f(x)\‘7dx}1/q.When g = oo,
Il f]leo := ess sup|f|. We will also use the notation, ||Af|lc = SUP, cRd |f(x) — f(y)|, which should not be
mistaken for applying a Laplacian operator. Greek letters with a vector symbol, such as @ = (aq,- -+, &),

will be a multi-index of nonnegative integers; additionally, we write |#| = a1 + - - - 4+ a;, and the usage
will be clear from context. The operator D? is a multi-index of derivatives: D% f = % f. For integer
TS

s > 0, we define the function space H*(R") = {f € L>(R") : D*f € L?(R") for |&| < s}.
The Fourier transform of a function f € L!(R") is the function f € L®(R") defined as:

VweR", flw):= f(x)e™ @ dx.
R”
The Hilbert transform of a function f € L!(R) is denoted by Hf and is defined as:

Hf(x) := lim Mdy.

e=0/jx—y[>e X — Y
The map H is a convolution operator in which f is convolved against the function 1/x. We note that
H:LY(R) - LI(R), V1<g<oo,

however the result is not true for g = 1, i.e., if f € L}(RR) it is not necessarily true that Hf € L!(R). We
thus introduce the Hardy space. We denote the Hardy space as H!(IR) and it consists of those functions
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f € LY(R) such that Hf € L'(R) as well. For f € H'(R) the Hardy space norm is ||f||g1(g), which we
define as (see Corollary 2.4.7 of [21])

1A larry = If 1+ 1Hf (18)

One can show that if f € H!(IR), then f must necessarily have zero average. An important property of the
Hilbert transform and convolution is the following:

H(f+g) = Hfxg=f+Hg, feLP(R),gcLI(R), 1< %+%

We have a similar definition for Hardy spaces when 1 > 2. For 1 < j < n, define the j™ Riesz transform as

Rif(r)=lim [ TS fw)dy, (19)

where x = (x1,...,%,) and y = (y1,...,yn). The Hardy space f € H!(IR") consists of functions f such that
f € LY(R") and R;f € L'(IR") for 1 < j < n as well. For f € H!'(R") the Hardy space norm is 1 11t (e
which we define as (see Corollary 2.4.7 of [21])

1l ey = N F 12+ 3 IR f I - (20)
=

2.2. Wavelets

We let ¢ € L'(R") N L%(IR") be a wavelet, which means it is a function that is localized in both space
and frequency and has zero average, i.e.,

x)du=0.

[, ¥

Assume f € L2(IR"). The continuous wavelet transform Wf € L?(R" x R.) is defined as:
V(x,A) e R" xRy, Wf(x,A):=fxypy(x).

Furthermore, if ¢ satisfies the following admissibility condition
00 |15 2
/ M«M:clp, VweR" {0}, 1)
Jo

for some Cy > 0, then we will say that ¢ is a Littlewood-Paley wavelet for the continuous wavelet trans-
form. If ¢ satisfies (21), one can show that the norm W f computed with a weighted measure (dx,dA/A"+1)
on R" x R} is well defined:

e ar e dA e dA
2 — 2 _ 2 _ 2
IV ey = [, o, VA MPax i = [ ] 1f e Pax 35 = [ 1F =l 5o

We note, in fact, that one can show:

HWfHLZ (R" xR ) ﬁClPHfH%

where

g = { 1/2 if ¢ is real valued 22)

1 if ¢ is complex valued
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For a function f € L?(IR") we define the dyadic wavelet transform Wf € ¢2(L?(R")) as
Wf = (f*l/"j)jez :

If 1 satisfies ‘
Y 19(Qw)* =Cy, YweR"\ {0}, (23)
jEZ

for some Cy > 0, then we will say that ¢ is a Littlewood-Paley wavelet for the dyadic wavelet transform.
If ¢ satisfies (23), one can show that the norm W f given below is well defined:

HWfHKZ(Lz(]R Z Hf IP]HZ

In fact, we have the following norm equivalence:

HWin(I}(]R)) = ,B : ClPHfH%/
where f is defined in (22).

2.3. Operator Valued Spaces
Consider a Banach space B. Suppose f : R" — B and x — |/f(x)||g is measurable in the Lebesgue
sense. Define L%(IR”) for1 < p < cotobe

11y ey = L, 1O
Also, for 1 < p < oo, define

Il gy = supd - m({x € R : [|£(x)]| > 6)!77.
6>0

We also have the following relation:
HfHLg/""(]Rn) < HfHL%(IRn)'

Note that for f : R" — R",

£y gy = o W = [ 1FGOV dx = 115

3. Wavelet Scattering is a Bounded Operator

In this section we explore for which g > 0 and m > 1 the wavelet scattering transforms S, . f and

sr dyad,g f are well-defined as functions in some Banach space (i.e., have finite norm), and under what cir-
cumstances.
Let ¢ be a wavelet. We assume that ¢ has the following properties:

[p()] < AL+ [x[)7"F (24)

[ 19— ) = () dx < Al 5)

for some constants A,¢’,e > 0 and for all & # 0.
Consider the Littlewood-Paley G-function

. 1/2
G0 = ([ IF =P ) 26)
7



Let B = L2 ((O, ), #) We can rewrite this as a Bochner integral by considering the function K(x) =

(t7"/24p;(x) )¢=0. This is a mapping K : R” — B and the function x — ||K(x)||5 is measurable. Also, if we
let

T = ([ = s wdy) = (s i)

’

Gyp(N)(x) =T (H )5

p_ p
G AN = 1Ty g
From Problem 6.1.4 of [22], the two properties above for the wavelet ¢ imply that

we observe that

and

cnA
IK(x)[l5 < ‘;7 27)
and i
sup [ K(x—y) — K(x) |pdx < A, 28)
yeRn\{0} /1x[>2]y|

where ¢, and ¢, depend only on 7, ¢, and ¢. We will omit the dependence on ¢ and ¢ throughout the rest
of this paper, and this will have no effect on any of our proofs.

Remark 2. For the rest of this paper, we will write G in place of Gy when referring to the G-function
because the dependence on the mother wavelet is clear.

Remark 3. Note that (25) holds under the alternative condition
V()] < AL+ [a]) 17 (29)
This is a consequence of Mean Value Theorem.
We have the following result taken from Problem 6.1.4 of [22] and from Chapter V of [23].

Lemma 1 ([22, 23]). Assume that y is defined as above and satisfies (27) and (28). Then the operator G is bounded
from L2(R"™) to L2(R"). Also, for p € (1,00) and B = L2(Ry, dt/t), we have

T Fll ey < Cudmax(p, (p— 1))l (30)
for some Cy,. For all f € LY(IR"), we also have
1Tl ey < oAl F s 61
and
HTfHL}g(]Rn) < C;AHfHHl(]R") ’ (32)

for some C),.

Remark 4. We can also formulate similar bounds for the Littlewood-Paley g operator

1/2
a(f)(x) = [2 le*f(X)ﬂ (33)

JEZ
using similar arguments.

Remark 5. Let ¢ be a wavelet that has properties (24) and (25). Then with the L? normalized dilations, the
Littlewood-Paley G-function can be written as:

1/2
A } (34)

G = | [T 1F e maI Sy

Note that the A measure for G(f) matches the measure in defining the norm of Wf.
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3.1. The L2(IR™) Wavelet Scattering Transform

In this subsection we prove the L?(IR") scattering transforms are bounded operators. More specifically,
we prove that S, : L2(R") — L2(IR"), where L?(R"") has the weighted measure defined by

cont,2 *

0 0 dA dA
— 2 1 m
I%maf ey = f, o IStmaf e d) 3 S
and we show that [|S” . 2fHL2(]R1') < C||fllr2(rn)- We also show that ngyadz L2(R") — (2(Z™), where

Hsgfyad,ZfH%Z(Zm) = Z cee Z |Sg1yad,2f(j1/" '/jm)‘z'
jm€Z j1€Z

Proposition 2. For any wavelet satisfying (24) and (25), we have S™
L?(R") — (2(Z™).

cont,2 :

L*(R") — L*(RY) and Sj ),

Proof. The proof of the dyadic case is essentially identical to the proof given below and is thus omitted.
The case of m = 1 follows by an application of Fubini’s Theorem:

0 aA
HsconthHLz (Ry) A Hf*lp)\H% A+l

- / JR" f lp)\ ‘2dx /\Yl-f-]
\G( £)(x)Pdx
< CHsz

by boundedness of the G-function. Now we proceed by using induction. Assume that we have [[S% ., » f| |2 L2(R™) <
Cul|fll3- Let Wif = f ¢y, define Mf = |f|, and Uy = MW, for notational brevity. Then notice that

L * o | = a5 pa, Lo ppa, 13 = (W, Un,, - Un fII3

Substituting yields

0 0 ai ai
m+1 — e e 2 97 m+1
HSCOn’EQfHLZ(]RZZ-H) _‘/0 ~/0 HW)\m+1 U)\m u)\lfHZ /\Il’l-f-] )\Z{:Lll

e e oo i ar ar
— 284 m+1 1 m
=fy M U e B S

m+1
dAq ai

—/ / Hu)\m uAlfHLZ (Ry) An—&-l /\nfl
m

A, dA
2 1 m
gc/o /0 HuAm...quHZW...%+1

SIS o dA
_ 2 1 m
_c/O /0 1™ 2 (A A b

< C"IfI3,

where we used the induction hypothesis in the last line. This completes the proof. O
cont2) LA2 (]Rn) -
L2(R") and specifically ||S2%,q o f | = CiI[f3 Also, 2,5 < LA(RY) = (2(Z) and |[$3,, | = CoIIf I3
9
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Proof. We only provide the proof of the continuous case again. First consider the case m = 1. We have:

© dA
IScons2f2r..) = /0 Hf*t/ul\%w
, dA
/\HZ An+1
dA
( Pl @) deo ) 715
dA
( w)P2 >f( w)P deo
(27.[) Cll’”f”z

= CylIf13.
Thus the claim holds for m = 1. Now assume that it holds through m. Then by the inductive hypothesis,

e e dA ar
2 _ 2 1 m
L A A [ R e e O = v et 2

Now consider the case of m + 1. Similar to the previous proposition, we have

+1 28N m+1 1 m
ISttt oy = [+ | (/0 [(Up,, -~ Un, ) .3 Awl)wlmwl

e A dA
= 2 1 m
_CI/J./O / ‘Sgl)ntaf(/\l/---/)\m)‘ A?“”’/\gjl

- Cl,lfHscon’f2J(H[,2(]RJr

Thus, the claim is proven by induction. O

3.2. The L'(IR™) Wavelet Scattering Transform

Define the notation Wi f = f ¢y, Mf = |f|, and Uy = MW;. We now try to prove that for m € IN,
: H'(R") — L?(R"). The norm for Stone 1 f 18t

1/2
Bl e dA1 dA; aA
HS'CT)nt,lfHLZ(]Rﬁ) = (/0 /0 o /0 |Sg1ont,lf(/\l/ Ay, .. .,/\Wl)|2 /\;,Jr] )t;_hq T /\?njfl>

1/2
[ o0 2 dA dAp dAm
</0 /O /O H( Am—1 af) 171))\mH] AT-H /\El-f-l At

An analogous result will also hold for the operator H!(R") — ¢2(Z"') with norm

SWl

cont,1 *

1/2
Hsgliyad,lfHZz(Z'”) = ( Z Z |Sg1yad,1f(j1/"'/jm)2> .

jm ez j] ez

10



Before we begin, we will need an important multiplier property of the individual Riesz Transforms:

Rif(w) = —iJ f(w). (35)

|w]
Leta = (wy,...,a,) be a multi-index with n-elements, and let t = (¢4,...,t,) € R". We say that ¢ has k

vanishing moments if for all |#| < k, we have

/}Rn (IT,£57) g (t)dt = 0. (36)

The following lemmas will be necessary.

Lemma 4 ([24]). Suppose that i has N vanishing moments, let M > 1 be an integer, let & be defined as before, and
let = (B1,...,Bn) be a multi-index. Assume that P satisfies the following properties:

e ¢ € H(RY) N C(RY) for somes > M+ 4.
® There exists A > 0and € € [0,1) such that  satisfies

IDRyp| < AL+ |x]) N for 0 < | < M.
e For0<|d|<M—1land |B| < N+|d],

/ T, P DRy (t) dt = 0.
Then
ID*Ryp(x)| = [RD*p(x)] < A(1+ |x|)-N-lil+e0

for some 0 < & < 1 — & and D*R;yp has vanishing moments up to degree N — 1 + |&|.

An immediate consequence is the following Lemma, which we will provide without proof.
Lemma 5. Suppose that  satisfies the following conditions:

e € H(R?) N C(RY) for somes > 2+ 4.

e There exists A > 0and € € [0,1) such that  satisfies

ID¥p| < A(1+ |x]) "2 18+ for 0 < |7 < 3.

e For0 < |&| <2and |B| <2+|a|,
T, P Dy (t) dt = 0.
]Rn
Then Ry and all of its first and second partial derivatives have O((14 |x|)~"~'+7) decay for some 17 € (0,1).

The first implication to take note of is that R;i is a wavelet with “good” decay of itself and all its first
and second partial derivatives. Note that the strict decay on the partial derivatives is necessary for technical
reasons in later proofs, but decay on all second partial derivatives can be relaxed for the following theorem.

Theorem 6. Let i be a wavelet satisfying Lemma 5 and let S™ . | be defined as above. Then for f € H'(R"), there

exists a constant Cy, such that

cont,1

1Seont, 1 f 2wy < Conllf Il (e -
Additionally, ?
1S3yad  fll2zmy < Conll f i (roy-
11



Proof. We proceed by induction and only provide a proof for the continuous case because the dyadic case
follows by almost identical reasoning. Let f € H!(R") throughout the proof. By Minkowski’s integral

inequality ([25], Theorem 202), we have

o dr \ V2
|‘Scont,1fHL2(I[{+) = </O Hf*lPAH% )\”+1>

:<AMUwamndQZ§%y/
: </” (/ooo | # pa(x)? Azill/ll)l/z dx)

= [ G(f)(x)dx

Rn

= [1G(N)lh

< Cllflle ey -

where in the last inequality we used Lemma 1.
Now we assume that there exists some m > 1 such that

1Seont1f lzrmy < Comllf g1 (rry-

We have
o o i )
+1 _ 2 1 +1
HSmetlfHLz(mH) - /0 /0 ||(uAm"'uA1f)*l/’Am+1H1 P /\nnjrl )
1 m+1

IN
AAAA/\

5 1/2
"00 ge'e) g d)\l d)\m+1
/0 T /0 (/]R" ‘(u/\m e u)\lf) * lp)\m#—l’ dx) W o An+1
/0 ’(u)\m T u)\lf) * l7b)\m+l‘ A?H»l
ai dA 12
2 1 m
/ / HG u)\m u)\lf H /\YH-] T )\Z{‘rl)

m+1
1/2 2
Iy 2 dAmH] PR
0 0 /R m-+1
) 1/2
oo [y d\ Ay,
/ /0 [./RnG(UAm...UAIf)(x) dx} e "'Aﬁﬁl)
o e iy )
_ 2 1 m
= </0 /0 |G(WM,UA,,,_1~~~UA1f)|1W“'W>
since the G function has a modulus already.

It follows that

1/2
o0 dM ai
18l < (/ /|mem11mﬂmWAﬁl-@g>.

Now use the definition of the H! (IR") norm to write

M

dAm

n+1
A

n
VU, - U flla ey = DV, Ung - Ung flo ey + 2 [T (RWa,,) (Ua, -+ Uy )| g -
=1

12
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Thus, since RjW),,h = h* (lep A, ) and Rjp wavelet, we can use our induction hypothesis and the previous
lemma to get

1/2
- o d/\] dAm
C <A ‘/0 ‘|W)\m(u)\m71..-U)\l )HHl(]R" A”""l W)

1/2
dAq aA
/ / |W)\m Uy, Uy )HLI R yn+1 n—Tl
/\ A

1/2
) ANy Ay
+CZ</ / RWAW .U/\lf)HLl(]Rn) /\—’l/l+1...)\21+1>

< Gl fll e (rey-

Thus, the theorem is proved by induction. O

The case of n = 11is a little trickier. We have the following multiplier property for the Hilbert Transform:

— | +iflw) w<o0
Hf(w) = { “if(w) @>0 37

Unfortunately, this yields less regularity for IfI? at the origin without additional assumptions. However,
notice that the Hilbert transform commutes with dilations, so in particular:

H(yp) = H(p)y and  H(y;) = H(y);.
Using the calculation of I?f in (37) we see that
Hyp = —iyp, if ¢ is complex analytic.
Thus, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 7. Let i be a complex analytic wavelet such that (24) and (25) hold. Then for f € H!(RR), there exists a
constant Cy, such that

1Seont 1 fllezrmy < Conllf Il ) -
Additionally,
ISdyaq 1 flezm) < Cull fllm w

3.3. L1(IR") Wavelet Scattering Transform
In this subsection, assume 1 < g < 2. We prove that for m € IN, S”

for Siongqf 1s:

q/2
oo © dAy dA dA
o 2 1 2 m
HscontquLZ R™) " (A A o A |ng)nt,qf(/\l/)\2/‘ . ‘//\Wl)| /\;,Jr] Ag+1 U /\%Jr])

q/2
r00 00 "00 2 d)\l d/\z aA
= (/0 ‘/0 /0 (H(u)\m—l”'u)\lf)*lp)\muq) /\iitJrl )\;hLl /\,’1;11) :

There is also an analagous result for

L7(R") — L2(R"). The norm

cont, q

q/2
Hsgfyad,quZZ(Z?n = ( Z Z ‘deadq )\1,/\2,...,)\ )| ) .

jm€EZ jm€EZ
13



Theorem 8. Let 1 < g < 2. Also, let i be a wavelet that satisfies properties (24) and (25) and let S} , . and S’ dyad,q
be defined as above. Then there exists a universal constant Cpy > 0 such that ||S&,,, . f HLz (R.) < Cullf||F for all
f € L1(R"), and furthermore Hsdyad,quﬁ(z) < CmeHZ

cont,q

Proof. We proceed by induction and consider the case of m = 1 first. Let f € L7(IR"). For the continuous
wavelet transform, we apply Minkowski’s integral inequality:

o gn 1172
|‘Scont,qf|‘ZZ(R+) = |;/0 (Hf*l,l))\Hq)q /\n+l]

) l/ooo </]Rn | palx)]? dx)z/q %r/z

< [ ([ iremer 2"

=G
< ClIfI2-

where in the last inequality we used Theorem 1.
Now, let us assume that

ISentaf 12y < C" M fIlTa (o) -

We apply Minkowski’s Integral inequality [25] to swap and then bound:

_ q/2
) 0 2/q dA dA
m+1 — e . isdd m+1
HScont quLz ]R""H - -/0 /0 (H(u)xl u)xlf) * lp)\m+1||q) /\;l-i-l )\21—:_11 ‘|
B i oo.” ) ‘(u U f)* (x)‘qu 2/q d/\] d/\m-i—l
1 0 R M M Lo qu+1 /\:ln-:-]l
_ i 274 9.2 q/2
) ] [ d/\ +1 1 d/\l dAm
= / / / / [(Up, - Up, f) * 9o, (x)qu) m1] T
_ 0 0 i 0 < R" 1 1 +1 /\2111 )‘T+ /\ﬁ{"
r - 2 q/2
o 0 00 A 1 9/2 ! d)tl A
< L e (0w )|
0 0o [/re\Jo ! ! i At At A
- q/2
— .. G(U, ---U 2L
-A /0 H ( A Alf)Hq)qH»l /\%+l‘|
q/2
o0 0 dA dA
2 1 m
< VO / ||(UA1...uAl)f||q/\;l+l ...%H]
- CquscontquLz R")
< A £)18.
This proves the desired claim. O

4. Stability to Dilations

We now consider dilations defined by 7(x) = cx for some constant ¢, so that L. f(x) = f((1 —c)x). We
will start by proving a lemma that will be useful for our work.

14



Lemma 9. Assume L+ is defined as above. Then
Lef#9a(x) = (1= ) (fxpu_on) (1= ).
Proof. Notice that
Lef ipa(x) = [ F((1 = cy)pax —y)dy.
We make the substitution z = (1 — ¢)y. Then it follows that
Lefxa(x) = (1=0) " [ f@)9a(r— (1—0) ') dz

=1-c)" /]R” flz)A™2yp ()Fl(x - (1- c)*lz)) dz
A=02 [ fEIA =N ((1=0N " (1=cx—2)) dz
(1-c)"2 o f @00 (L= )x —2) dz
(1=) "2 fxpa_ga (1= 0)x)
(1=0)"2Le (f *Pa—epn) (x)-

Remark 6. We also have
LW f(x) = (f =) (x(1—c)).

Before we begin the next Lemma, we explain the general idea behind our approach to explain the
necessity of Lemma . Define

¥(x) = (1—c) 2P _g(x) — p(x). (38)

We want to prove that ¥ satisfies (24) and (25) with a linear dependence on c for future stability lemmas.

Lemma 10. Suppose that 1 is a wavelet that satisfies the following three conditions:

A n
¥ < e TER” )

A n
IV(x)| < AF e iee x€R", (40)

2 A n
HD l/)(x)Hoo S (1+ ‘XD”"‘H'K xeR 7 (41)

for a, B, > 0. Consider
F(x) = (10" 2o (x) = p(x).
forc < % Then ¥ is a wavelet satisfying (24) and (25).

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume a < < x < 1. First, it’s clear that [, ¥ = 0. We now just need
to verify properties (24) and (25). Assume ¢ > 0. We can modify the proof accordingly if ¢ < 0. Then

¥ ()] = (1= )7 2oy (x) — ()|
v (og) - 1=
¢ (1fc) -y (1:?) o7y (’?)cf¢(x)|.

=1\
15

= (1-¢)"

<=0




Now use mean value theorem on the first term to choose a point z on the segment connecting ;% and x
such that
" 1- ¢,
1—c )|

‘ Alx|
- 1 —C (1 + ‘Z|)7’l+1+/5.

— |[vy)" ‘tp(

We now use Cauchy-Schwarz to bound the left side:

\Y%
e |Vee
Since z lies on the segment connecting 1=~ and x, we see that for some t € [0, 1], we have

:(1—t)%c+tx

1
-t t—tc
1o T
1—-t+t—tc
=—x
1-c¢
_1—tc
1o
Thus, |z| > |x|. It now follows that
c Alx| < ¢ A

L—c (14 2y 7 T—c (14 |x)"TF
Finally, we get

c A (A
(=™ (U )P (=)™ (1 )™
c/

—n—1 yn ("
<2A( 2n ) %
2=1) @)

Ajc
BCERE

[Fa(x) <

for some constant A, since we assume & < fand ¢ < % Thus, (24) is satisfied.

We use a similar idea for proving (25) holds. Assume ¢ > 0 without loss of generality and further
assume that |x| > 2|y|. By Mean Value Theorem, there exists z on the line segment connecting x and x — y
such that

¥ (x—y) =¥ () = [V¥()ly|

Like before, we notice that
VE(E)| = |(1-0) "2V (z) - Vi)
— ‘(1 ) I VAT <1 i C) — Vy(z)

Vo (15 ) - - 9" )

co(s22) on (oo B (e

16

—(1—c) !

< (1 _ C)—n—l




Let S be the set of points on the segment connecting 1% and z. By Mean Value Inequality, since S is closed
and bounded, we have

v (22) - v (22) | < e maloPv]
The maximum for the quantity above is attained in S, so let us say the maximizer is wy = (1 —t) % +tz
for some t € [0,1]. Now use decay of the Hessian to bound the right side:
Alz|
(1 + [wy )"

2 C
<
1—cr£§§HD w(w)Hoo‘Z| =1z

It follows that
z
=(1—t)——+t
w1 = ( )1_C+Z
1—t t—tc
z

B 1—cZ+ 1-c
- 1—t+t—tcz
N 1—c
_ l—tcZ
S 1-c”
Thus, |wq| > |z|. We conclude
c Alz| c A

L—c (14 [wy )"~ T—c (142"

For bounding |[VY¥(z)|, we see

|V\P(Z)| . c A Zn-H (nJrl)C]‘ A
(1— C)n+2 (1+ |Z‘)n+K (1 )n+l (1+ ‘Z|)n+1+/3
<A(1—c) "2 &n::)}f]
(1+z[)
B ( 2n >”+2 2A A (el
S \2n—1 (142"

Going back to proving (25) holds for ¥,

2 \"22ALE ("l
¥ (x—y)—¥(x)| = |V¥()|yl < (2n_1) (1+|z\)"+"

since the point z lies on the lines on a line segment connecting x — y and x with |x| > 2|y|, we can use an
argument similar to above to conclude

2 YA
y .

11; _ _\Ij < 21’!+1+K<
‘ (x y) (x)‘ _ 27’1_1 (1+‘x‘)n+x

Now integrate to get

on \"2 o ontloy g dx
¥(x— 1) —¥(x)|d <2”+1+K( ) A ( )J /
/\x\zzm‘ (e =y) =¥ (x)fdx < 2n—1 Z i x| >2ly| [x[* <

n+2 n+1 )
— pntl+x (2 2n ) Al, Z (n_]‘,_l)cf|y|1_",

n— j=1

—_

17



where I, is some constant associated with the integration. Finally, we have a bound of
[ T G=y) = ¥(x) dx < Auely/
|x[>2]y]

for some constant Aﬂ only dependent on the dimension n. Thus, (25) holds with exponent 1 — x € (0,1).
Let A, = max{A,, A,}. It follows that
Anc
(1 [
[ = y) = ¥(x) [ dx < Ancly["
x|=2]y|

[Fa(x)] <

O
It follows from Problem 6.1.2 in [22] that the bound in the G-function depends linearly on the constant
A from Theorem 1 when proving L?(R") boundedness. Thus, the following corollaries hold.

Corollary 11. Assume |c| < . For  satisfying the conditions of Lemma 10, when 1 < p < oo, there exist

constants Cp,p, and CAfn,p such that

H ([1remers)”

< - Cupmax{p, (p— 1)} fllrr(wn)
L?(R")

and

1/2
(Z f *‘I’j(X)|2> < ¢ Cumax{p, (p = )7} fllur(ro)-
JEZ LF’(]R”)
Alternatively, if one of the following holds:

e n =1, is complex analytic and satisfies the conditions of Lemma 10,
e 1 > 2 and  satisfies the conditions of Lemma 5,

there exist constants Hy, and H, such that

H ([1remwr )"

< ¢ Hul fllar (e
LL(R")

and
1/2
( D fwj<x>|2> < e Al f s oy
L1(R")
Now we can use the results above for our main dilation stability results.

Theorem 12. Suppose that i is a wavelet that satisfies the conditions of Lemma 10. Then there exists a constants
Ky,m and Ky, only dependent on n and m such that

|£l2

1872 — ShwaLe fllizgn) < lel - Kum

and
ISayaa2f — Sayaa L fllvz ey < lel - Kol fI2
for any [c| < 2.
18



Proof. Without loss of generality, assume ¢ > 0. Let

Wif = f*
Mf = |f]
= MWk

</ 1/q
= f(x) dx) .
Rn

It follows that S™

conty = AoMW), Uy - Uy, We will also let V,,_1 = U, - Uy, with V being the
identity operator, and make a slight abuse of notation by denoting W,,, as W. First, we will add and
subtract AyML:WV,,_1 f and apply triangle inequality:

ISéont2f = SeontaLef lL2wmy = [A2MWVi1f — AoMWViy 1L flp2rm)
< ([ A2MWVyy_ f — ApMLoWV;1 f 2 ey
+ | A2MLWViy o f = ApMW Vi, L fl 2 rm)-
We'll start by bounding the first term. We see that g = WV,,_; f € L?(R"). Thus
[A2 MWV f = AsMLWVia f| = [l1gll2 = [ILgll2] -

Now use a change of variables:

ILegl = [ 18((1=p)dx = (1— )|l

It then follows that

gl lslel = sl (=i —1) < sl (= —1)-

Taking the scattering norm yields

HAZMWVm 1f Ay ML WV, - lfHLZ R"™) <

(W4Yi()]|%mﬂam)

<c? CmanHz

For the second term, apply Minkwoski’s inequality for 2 norms:

[A2MLWVyy f — AsMWViy_a Lo f || 12 ()

1/2
NG s dA dA,
= </0 . '/0 LWV fll2 = WL Vi1 f 2] A

1/2
. . ar dr
2 &M m
< (/0 /0 HLTWVm_lf—WLTVm-lsz/\?H "'A%H)

= HAZM[Wmelr LT}fHLZ(IR'_f)-

19



Now this is a commutator term, and we can now bound:

A dA
1A2MAVin 1, Lel fllE2 oy = / / WV, Ll fI3 oy -
A AL

- ”HWVm 1, LT]fHL2 R xR™)

< H[vaflf ]HLZ R” xR")—L2(R") Hf”z

We examine the commutator term more closely. Without a loss of generality, assume m > 2. By expanding
it, we see that each term contains [W, L]. It follows that

H [WVm—ll ]HL2 R xIR™) < TYZHW’ LZ R_*_XRH)*)LZ R™) HM’ LZ ]R" —12(R") H [W LT} HL2 (Ry xR")—L2(R™)
< Cull W, Lelliar, xrr)—12(R0)-
Thus, once we bound this quantity appropriately, we will finish the proof. We start by writing

00 ai
0V, Lol iy = ) IS == L (F = 9) 1B -

By substitution with z = (1 — ¢)x and Lemma 9,

ILef) e =Le (Fxga) I3 = [ 1(Lef 5 92) () = Le (5 92) (1) dx
- / o) (f 1on) (1= 00) = (F59a) (1= 0)x)|” dx
(=0 [ 0= (feya_en) @)= (Frpn) )] dz
—-o [ |5 ((1 — O on )| 2

== [ 1) @I d
= (1) f * Al

Thus, we obtain
/OOOH(er)*l/JA—LT(f*%) “5%:(1_6)_’1/000Hf*‘ﬂ!|§%
=™ o P b
2
([ 1ruwr )" 2

2n \"
2 2
< (5) CulfIB

Hscont2f ScontZLTfHLZ(]Rﬁ) < ‘C‘ : Kﬂ,meHZ

forany ¢ < % O

=(1—-¢)™"

It follows that

As is customary at this point, we have the following corollaries. We start with the case where 1 < g < 2.

20



Corollary 13. Assume |c| < % For q € (1,2), there exists constants K,y q and Kn,m,q such that

£l

HScont,qf Scont,qLTinZ(]Rr_ﬁ) < ‘C‘q : Kn,m,q

and
HSZ;ad,qf - SZ;ad,qLTfHZz(Zm) < e/ 'Kn,m,quHZ'

Proof. Without loss of generality again, assume ¢ > 0. First, we will add and subtract AyMLWV,,_1f and
apply triangle inequality:

[|Scont qf SconthTfHLz(IR'_f) = HA‘?MWmelf - AQMWmelLTfHLZ(]Rﬁ)
+ HAqMLTWVm—lf - AqMWVm—lr LTfHLZ(]RZC’)‘

We'll start by bounding the first term again. Define ¢ = WV,,_1f € L7(R"). and we have
‘AqMWVm—lf - AqMLTWVm—lf‘ = ‘Hqu - HLTqu’ .

By change of variables,

Il = Weegal = sl (g5 ~1) < sl (=g 1)

Again, we have

1 q
HA‘?MWmelf - AqMLTWmelinZ(IRrﬁ) < (m - 1) Hscont2f‘|7~2(1[{r$)
q

1 q
< (2 1) 18maaf ey

1-(1-on)
- (1_7)} 122 e

n
= 1 —C n Z ( > ] HScontquZZ(]Rrﬁ)

L j=1
<|(zs) Jg() ] 15 12
< [el? - CmnlI£I1g-

For the second term, apply Minkoski’s inequality for 4 norms:

|AgMLWVyy 1 f — AgMW V1, Lo flp2(mr)

1/2
0o o0 2 dA AAm
= LWV, _ — |[WL.V,,_ —_— -
</0 /0 ‘H T m 1qu H T™Vm lqu‘ )qlﬂ /\1;:,”+]

1/2
0o 0o A dA
2 8M m
< (/0 /0 HLTWVm,lf—WLTququATH '“/\?n-i-])

= [ AgMAVy1, Le fll 2 wem)-

21



Via a similar reduction technique for Theorem 12, we can reduce to a commutator bound || A;M[W, L] f|| 12 (R™)-
Additionally, we have

I(Lef) * pa = Le (Fx ) 1 = (L= o) "I f  ¥alld-
Thus,

- q/2
| AMDY, Ll 13 gy = (/0 I(Lef) *9a — Le <f*m>|é%)

([ dr \1?
== ([ ¥l )
q

([1remer2)”
q

< le|?- Cull £115-

<(I—o)"

It follows that
Hscontqf Scont,q TfHLZ R™) < ‘C‘q ’ KVl,meHZ

forany [c| < 2. O

Additionally, for the case of 4 = 1, we have the following corollaries that we will state, but not prove,
since the idea is the same as the previous corollary.

Corollary 14. Suppose one of the following holds:
e n =1, is complex analytic and satisfies the conditions of Lemma 10,
e 1 > 2 and  satisfies the conditions of Lemma 5,

then there exist constants Ky ,,, and K H,m such that

HScont 1f ScontlLTfHLz(]Rﬁ) <c- KH,meHHl(]R”)

and

1Styad  f — SayaapLefll2zmy < (R")-
5. Stability to Diffeomorphisms

We now focus on the stability of St ,f for general diffeomorphisms with |DT|le < 5. The corre-

sponding operator for diffeomorphisms is defined as L. f(x) = f(x — 7(x)).

5.1. Stability to Diffeomorphisms When q = 2

Proposition 15. Assume ¢ and its first and second order derivatives have decay in O((1+ |x|)="~3), and
Jgn (x) dx = 0. Then for every T € C*(R") with || DT||e < o, there exists Cy > 0 such that:

ATl 0o
1, Ll iz )z < C (|Dr|oo(log|' '| 1)+|D2r|oo).

ISimilar to [13], we have found that there needs to be O((1+ |x|)~"~2*%) decay for some & > 0 to bound (E.26) in [5].
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Proof. The argument is a continuous version of Lemma 2.14 in [5]. We will first show how to transform
our commutator term into an analogous commutator term from [5]. To shorten notation, we will denote
1DV, Lelllz(r, «wrny @s [V, Le][|. We have

0o dt
1, Lel F122 . ey = / | Lel £13
o dt

0
= [Tl e (o)~ Lelgix Ity
- /0 [ s (L)~ Lepe PP dx por

Notice that 1 (x) = #"/2¢p(tx). Use the change of variables t =  to get
t

I, L ]fHLZ (RyxR) — /000 Hl/’% * (Lef) — LT(IP% *f)Hi AL dA
=/ =
0

Ay (Lef) = Le 2y« £)||) 5.

Define #)f = f )t"/2lp% with /\”/21,0% (x) = AMp(Ax). In other words, # is a convolution with an L!
normalized wavelet, which matches with the normalization in [5]. Now we have

109, Ll g iy = [ 117, L1

This implies

WL L] = [ D L)

Defining K) = #) — Lt #, L7 so that [#), L] = K)Lr, we have:

DV, L]l = [V, L<]*[W, L] H1/2

X 1/2

= H/OOO[WA/ L] [#h Le] =

1/2

= A
- H / LiK{KiLe &

ar||M?

<t | 7 ik 5

7

Since || L.f|)5 < (m) I£13,
1

L] < —m8 —
1t = T

<2

and the problem is reduced to bounding || fooo KiKy A1 d/\Hl/z

three pieces:

. Let v > 1. The integral is divided into

0 dA |2 27 dA
/ KKk 2 < 1<A1<A / 1<A1<A @ / KiKy &
0 A 0
2 i 1/2 d/\ 1/2 1/2
= P+ Py + Ps.
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To bound Py, we decompose K, = K} 1 + K} 5, where the kernels defining K, 1, K, » are

ka1(x,u) == (1 —det(I — DT(u)))A"p(A(x —u))
= a(u)A"P(A(x —u)),
kro(x,u) :=det(I — Dt(u))(A"Pp(A(x — u)) — A"p(A(x — T(x) — u+7(u))),
respectively. Since our normalization matches with [5], E.13 implies that there exists a constant C;, such

that 3
[Krzll < CuAl|AT||eo.

We want to prove that
1/2

< Cy|| DT co-

JR
0 Al Al A

Let f € L2(IR") be arbitrary and define (t) = ¢*(—t). Based on [5], the kernel of K3 1K1 s given by
ka(y,z) = ﬂ(]/)ﬂ(Z)?\”/zll?% * ?\”/2113% (z—y).
Thus, it is sufficient to bound the quantity
LI A
/0 |\KA,1KA,1fH%7~

We see that ||a]|c < 1]| DTl Substituting in the kernel and bounding yields
[k BT = [ i) (w72 a2, ) G- sy
_ 2
I [l
< n?||Dr|% / /
IRVI

Let F(y) = a(y)f(y) € L?(R") and let F represent taking the Fourier Transform. Then we substitute F(y)
for a(y) f(y) in the last line of the inequality above to get

2
«led—)L

2

- ai
(o) (729 a2

A

*Wm) (2 y)f(y) dy
A

2

dA
dz T

A

/W (WZlP A" Zl/ﬂ%) (z—y)f(y)dy

2
w2IDel [ a0 (4725, a2 ) st ] a4
_ 2 dA
—ipel, [ [ L (2 <2 ) - wE) | a2
1 _ . 2 dA
= ez [ [ ’}" (A”/th% *sz%) (@)E(w)| =5

. Lo dA
—Del [ 1F) ([ 1951 ) do

To finish up the argument, we make a substitution to rewrite

Lo dA RN dA
| BEESE = [T 190w,

Using our decay assumptions on ¢ and its partial derivatives, from Problem 6.1.3 in [22], we know that

[§(w)| < Mymin{|w|, ||~}
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for some constant My. Now, consider the quantity fooo [P(Aw) \4%. Without loss of generality, assume that
|w| = 1 since dilations of w do not change the integral. It follows that

/ \¢(Aw)\4)f‘<M //\3d/\+M¢/ A~%A < oo,
0
and we conclude that - i
HAw)|*=—= < A
| 190 < 4

for some constant Ay. To finish up,

1
w2IDel, [ IF@)R ([ 1914 ) do < PIDTRAy [ 1Fw) P
R" 0

<n|DtRAy [ e@)f()Pdz
< 2| D72 Ay £1B.

1/2
Thus, we have the desired bound on

Lgs g dA
Jo K3 K ¢
Substituting everything in yields

2= d/\ 1/2 2= N B B B dA 1/2
KiKy — = / (Ka1+Ka2)*(Kyg +Ka2) —
A 0 A
27T B _ ~ ~ _ _ ~ 1/2
= ‘ /0 (K3 1Kyq + K3 1Ky 2 + K3 oKy 1+ K3 oK) 2) T
277 _dA 277 _ _. - _. - dA
F R e}

277 o dA 27T dA
< x i
_ _ _ 1/2
277 4 1/2 277 27 A
< * — i ur
H/o Kok |+ /0 el /0 A
_ 1/2 _ 1/2
277 da 277 dA
<2, (1|Dr|oo+r|m|oo ( I ﬂ;) + | D2 A ( J 7) )

< 2C, ([|DTlloo + 27|87l + 27772 DT|I42 AT 42)
< 4Cu (IDTlleo +277[|AT]|eo) -

To bound P3;, we decompose K = K, 1 + K} », where the kernels defining K}, 1, K, » are

kaa(x,u) = AMp(A(x —u)) = A"p(A(I — D (u))(x — u)) det(I — Dt(u))
kyo(x,u) =det(I — Dt(u))A"P(A(I — Dt(u))(x —u)) — A"Pp(A(x — t(x) —u +7t(u))).

A similar computation to the one for P; shows that:

geel d/\ 1/2 d)\ 1/2
H/ KAK)\/\ H/ KAlK)\l +(/1 |KA,2|27) +(/1 2Ky [IKa 2l —)
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Letting Q; = K2] 1K2] 1, itis shown in [5] that:

K1l < CullDT|eo
[Kr2l < min{A™"(|D?T||eo, || DT|oo }
1Q;Q|| < C27 =] D7|oo + | D?1 o)

so that

1/2 1/2

H/ K2/1K2/110g( ) dj

- o) | [" 04

We now apply a continuous version of Cotlar’s Lemma (see Ch. 7 of [26], Sec. 5.5 for the continuous
extension). We define:

H/ KMKM
1/2

: Cu27lI=072(|| DT || + || D?*7||os)? j>0and £ >0
B(j,t) = . ~
0 otherwise

Defining Q; = 0 for j < 0, we have HQ}“QZH < B(j,¢)* and 1Q;Q; Il < B(j, ¢)? for all j, £. Thus by Cotlar’s
Lemma:

H/RdejH<sup B(j. £) de,

jeR

/ dejH<sup B(j,¢) de
0 j>0 0

< CullDrlw + el <sup [ mdg)
j>0

Now observing that with the change of variable A; = 2/, A, = 2!, we have 2-li=tl/2 = % A %, we obtain:

© i ® (A A /\2) d)\z
su / 27 1=4/2 gy = gu (
ng 0 Alzpl 1 \V /\1/\2 11'1(2))\2

:lnzz)ilg)l(l)\l N 2+/ 3/2 d)tz)
-z G i v ()

2
“mm e (- 7r)
4
“n@)
and conclude that
- a2
|[Kakn T < aciDre+ el
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Thus we have:

dA a2 . A
o R | x| (Cmar D) (2l 5

Now we see that there exists a constant C,, such that

1/2 1/2

1/2

dA
< Ca([ID7leo + [[D*7|eo)

[ ot

1/2 1/2
e ar
< 2 o / —2n

00 A 1/2 o dA 1/2
([ 2t §) 7 < culpriziorepe ([T )

A
© . d)
Kk, 2

and
1/2

1 2
< Gy (D7l + 55 IDelw + 2 D2 D30 42)

< Gy (D7l + 55 1Dl + 1107l + 5 107l
< 2Ca([IDleo + | D? ).
Finally, we bound P;. Note that in the previous section it was observed (shown in [5]) that
[Kpall < Call DTl
1Kx 2l < min{A™" | D?7]|eo, | DTlloo}-
The above two inequalities imply

KAl = [[Kxg + Kyl < [[Kapll+ [[Ka2ll <2Cul|DTlleo

1/2 1 AN 172
< Ky|* =
| < ([T

1 ga\ 2
<2ciele ([ )

< 2C,[|DT|es (—In(27 7))/
< 2Cuy"?||D7 w0

so that

1 dA

2=

Putting everything together and since y > 1, we obtain:
1DV, Lel|| < 2(Py+ P2 + Ps)
< 4G, (|IDT o +277|AT o) +2Ci7 /2] DT oo 4+ 3Cu (D70 + D3 oo)
< o (ND7llow + 277|870 + Dl ) -

Choosing v = (log NIA)ZH:) V1 gives

~ ATl
109, Lell < & ( (108 ey V1) 1D + D7l )

and the lemma is proved.
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Theorem 16. Assume  and its first and second order derivatives have decay in O((1+ |x|) ™" %) and [, p(x) dx =
0. Then for every T € C2(R") with | DT||e < 5, there exists Cyn > 0 and Cpypy > 0 such that

2n’

1252 — St L f 22y < Con <|D~r|§o+(|m|oo(1og ol V1)+|D2T|m)>|f|§.

and

A AT 2
18 ag2f — StpagaLe fI% () < Con (|D~r|%o + (Il (105 o= v1) + D%l ) I1£13.

Proof. The proof is only provided for the continuous case. We have the following bound for some C;:
ISeont2f = Scont2Lef 2wy < [A2MWViy1 f = AoMLWV Vi fliz gy + | A2MV Vi1, Le] fll 2 ey
< | AeMWVi1 f = AsMLeW Vi fllawey + CollDWY, Le It ) 2o 1112
For the first term, we can mimic the dilation argument to get
[Ao MWV f = AoMLWVia f| = [lIgll2 = IL<gll2] -

The difference is the term with the diffeomorphism. Let y = y(x) = x — 7(x). Then it follows that
7~!(y) = x and change of variables implies that

ILeff = [ 17— e dx = [ 1P om—pae

Nl
We also have
11| Dtl|es < |det(I—Dt(y ()| < 1+n]D7l.
Thus, we obtain
. / F@IPdy < LefIB < T— [ 7P ay,
14 n|Dtfle - - 1-"HDTHoo R
S L - -
1 +”HDTH HfH2 = H TfH2 = ”HDTH Hf”2
Since we have a bound on || DT||e, We see that
1 1—n||D7l|e
= >1—n|D7l||eo
T+ n[Drs ~ 1=mprg = -~ "IPTl
since 1 > 1 — n?||Dt||%, > 0. Similarly,
1 B 14 2n||D7||eo

1—n|Dtlle 14 n|D7lle —2n%||D7(%
and

2n?
14 n||Dtl|e — 2n%(|D7||% > 1+ n||D7l|e0 — 5,7 IDTlleo =1

since || D7l[e < 5. It follows that <14 2n||D7l| and

1
1-1|| D70
(1=n|DTll)?lIfll2 < [ILcfll2 < (14 20| D) 2| fl2-
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Since 1 — n||D7l|ec < 1and 1 + 2n||D7lje > 1, Use the lower bound on ||L.f||, to get

1£l2 = ILefll2 = Il (1= (1= nlDTle)/2)
< |fll2 (1 = (1= || D7)
= 1| DT s]|f 2

and the upper bound to get

ILeflla = £ll2 = Ifll2 (1 + 20 D7]l)!/2 = 1)

< Ifll2 (1 +2n][Dtfleo) = 1)
= 2n[|DT|lcol| f[l2-

Finally, we have
[I£ll2 = IL<fll2| < 2n][DTlle[|fl2

for any f € L?(IR"). Now we mimic the argument given for dilation stability to get
[ AMWViu f =AMLV f ey < CIDTISIF13

for some constant C. For the second term, we have

CHIY, Lt k1 = € (1Dl (1o LTl 1) 4 ) 1
for some constant C’. We now choose Cp,,,, = max{C’, C} to get the desired bound. O

5.2. Stability to Diffeomorphisms When 1 < q < 2
Lemma17. Let y(z) =z — 1(z), §(z) = f(v(z)), and
Ka(x,2) = det(Dy(2))ga(v(x) = 7(2)) = ¢a(x - 2).
Additionally, define
Tig(x) = [ 8@K(x,2)dz
and conszder Tg : R" — L?(Ry, MH) defined by Tg(x) = (Tr\g(x))rer. - Then for the Banach space X =

L2 (]RJrr An+1 )

1AT]e
T < D7l | 1
H gHLZ (R™) C”/m <| TH (Og HDT”oo N

for some constant Cp, ;, > 0.

1)+ HszHoo)z £l

Proof. Notice that

T80 e = [, | Tag ()P

2
N /]R”/o /]Rn Ka(x,2)g(2) dz %dx
g 00 . )
:/Rn/o - F(y(2)) [det(Dy(2))a(7(x) = 7(2)) — a(x — 2)] dz %dx
) 2
:/]R”/O /}Rndet(D’Y(z))f( (z))palr(x) dz—/ Fr(2)a(x — 2) dz ,\n—ildx-
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Using the change of variables u = y(z), we get

T80 oy = [y [ 1 5 90)(0) = (Lof 5 ) () 5

= /]Rn /O°° HW/\, Lr]f(x)‘z )frlz/ll dx

© dA
=L uwmmx)\z dx

= [TIoma s 12
= 10V Lol I e
87l

< o (ID7l (log 5= V1) + D27l ) 113

where the last inequality follows from the g = 2 case. O

Lemma 18 ([23], Marcinkiewicz Interpolation). Let A and I3 be Banach spaces and let T : A — I3 be a quasilinear
operator defined on L'} (R") and LF{ (R™) with 0 < po < py. Furthermore, if T satisfies

HTfHL?’w(]Rn) < MleHLi‘(]R”)

fori=0,1, then for all p € (po, p1),
HTfHLg(IRn) < NPHfHLZ(]Rn)/

where Ny only depends on My, My, and p.

Remark 7. Like with the scalar valued estimate, it can be shown that Ny = ingM}*‘S, where

plpizp) o
5= P(p1—=po)

@ = 0

p p1

and

p(pr—po) \'* .
2<(P—Po)(P1—P)) pL< o

1/p
P—Po

Lemma 19. Let T be the operator defined in Lemma 17. Let q € (1,2) and r € (1,q). Then T satisfies

ITgllLre oy < M|l fllee(re)

]7:

0r some constan r > U, which 1s inaependent o Tlleo AN Tlleo. LUYINEYMOYE, 1 ALSO SALIS[IES
tant M, > 0, which is independent of || D d||D? Furth T also satisfi

AT
O (N L Y T

for some constant C,, > 0.
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Proof. The second inequality obviously follows from strong boundedness of the operator, so we will omit
the proof. For the first inequality, the norm satisfies

T =[] [, det @@ (D a(r) ~ 3(e) d = [ s (=) |
= [\, F@wnt —zdz—/f w—ndzzm
<a | [ S@mla -2 i s [T o@me -] 2

= 4{(Gf)(r(x ))I2+4IGLTf(X)| :

We see

ITg()lx < \/4(GHOE)E+HCL®)P < 21(GH)(1(x))]| +2/GLef(3).
For 6 > 0, Chebyshev’s inequality implies that there exists A, such that
m{||Tg(x)lx > 0} < m{2/(GF) (v(x))] +2|GLf(x)]| > 3}
< 2L GH O gy + ICLe I o)

We want to now ensure that || (Gf) (v (+)) || (rn) €anbe bounded above by a constant multiple of |Gfl|r "R
Since 7 is a diffeomorphism, we can use change of variables to get

1CAXN g = [, 167 V() dx
_ [ ; du
= S T et (D) (3 )

<2 |GF(x)I dx
IRVI
=2[GflILr(rny-

By Theorem 1, we get
IGLefllr ey < Crlleflfr ey < 2G 1l

for some constant C; dependent on r. Thus, we have

M
m{||Tg(x)||x > o}/ < Tr\lf\lu(w)
for some constant M, > 0. O

Lemma 20. Fix r = 12ﬂ so that r € (1,q). For some constant Cyq > 0, the operator T defined in Lemma 17
satisfies the estimate

1-6
1Tgl? < CogrM® (D7 (tog 12%02 1) 1 oo )" e
g L‘l ]Rn ”/‘777 T oo g HDTHOO 0 4

where 11 and & come from interpolation, and M, comes from the constant for weak boundedness in Lemma 19.

Proof. Since T is an integral operator, it is clear that is quasilinear. Using the L”(IR") and L?(IR") estimates
from the previous Lemma, we interpolate using Marcinkiewicz since ||g||, < 2|/ f||» < 4[lg]|,- O
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Theorem 21 Let 1 < q < 2. Assume  and its first and second order derivatives have decay in O((1+ |x|)~"73),
and [, ¥(x) dx = 0. Then for every T € C3(R") with || DT||e < 5, there exists Cp,q > 0 such that

9 g [AT]|eo 2 1= q
IDtlleo +77M;" { [|DT|oo { log HDTHOOV1 + [[D7T |0 1£1lg-

Hscont,qf— Scont,qLTfHZz(R” S Cn,q

Proof. We use the same notation as Theorem 12. Using a nearly identical argument to Corollary 13, we get
[Scont,qf — ScontqLlefllizry) = [AgMWf — AgMWL< f |l 12(r )
= [[AgMW]f — AiML W + AgMLWf — AgMWLe f| 2R
< [[AgMWf — AgMLWS [k, ) + [[AgMLV — AgMW L f|2(r )
< [(AgM = AgMLO)WS |2 v,y + [[AgMDY, Ll fll 2w -

The first term, ||(AgM — AgMLc)Wf||12(g, ), can be bounded using an argument identical to the g = 2
case. In particular, we can prove that

(1 = n|Dllee) I flg < (1= nlIDTlle0) /7| fllg < IIL<fllg

and
ILcfllg < (1+2n]Dtlleo) 7 fllg < (1420 DT(lo0) ||l
which means
[(AgM — AMLOWS L, e, < CIDTILIFI.

For the other term,

I 2/!7 Ar q/Z
|AgM[W, Lr]fHLz R,) (/0 [/}Rn |(Lef * 9a)(x) —Lr(f*l/))\)(x)‘?dx} Anﬂ) .

Now, expand convolution and then use change of variables to get

| AgMOWY, Ll T2 g

- (/000 /IR R f(v(2))(det(Dy(2))Pa(y(x) — 1(2)) — Ya(x — 2)) dz
oo [ q 2/q A q/
= (/0 _/n dx} W)
oo [ 2/q q/2
[T 1mstor as] Aﬂjﬁ)

0 dr 1972
q
< [ mseor 55|

0 dr 192
= [/0 g () W] dx

= o IS, a5

q 2/q i 9/2
dx] /\n-l-l)

[ 8K, 2) dz

P+
- HTgHLq ]Rn
5 AT q(1=9)
< Gt (1Dl (1og {571 v 1)+ I0%el ) 11
Thus, the proof is complete. O
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Corollary 22. Let1 < q < 2. Assume 1 and its first and second order derivatives have decay in O((l +[x[)7"3),

and [p, p(x) dx = 0. Then for every T € C2(R") with | Dt||e < 5, there exist constants Cym, Cnm > 0 such
that

q g g0 [AT]|eo 2 11-9) q
Hscont,q cont,q TfHL2(]Rm < Cnm HDTH +77 M HDTHOO log H H V1) + HD TH"° Hqu
and

q qas0 [AT]|eo 2 11-9) q
Hsdyadqf deadq Tf”ﬁ zm) HDTH +7 My HDTHOO log H H V1) + HD THOO Hf“q
Remark 8. This bound is not exactly the same as the definition for stability to diffeomorphisms in [5],
but the idea is similar. Since 7 is fixed, so is 4. It is easy to confirm that 6 = %-Fq € (%, 2) when using

Marcinkiewicz interpolation in Lemma 20, so

5 ATl q(1-9)
Cp,qf" M <|DT|OO <log ||DT||OO Vv 1> + |D27|w) -0

when || DT/ — 0and ||D?*7/c — 0.

6. Equivariance and Invariance to Rotations

We now consider adding group actions to our scattering transform and prove invariance to rotations.
Let SO(n) be the group of n x n rotation matrices. Since SO(n) is a compact Lie group, we can define a
Haar measure say j, with #(SO(n)) < co. We say that f € L2(SO(n)) if and only if f is y-measurable and

fso | dp(r) <

6.1. Rotation Equivariant Representations
Let ¢ : R" — R be a wavelet. Define

Par(x) =AT"2p(A7R ),

where R € SO(n) is a n x n rotation matrix. The continuous and dyadic wavelet transforms of f are given

by
Wrotf = {f * Par(x) : x € R", A € (0,00),R € SO(n)},
Wrotf := {f *¥jr(x) : x € R",j € Z,R € SO(n)}.

We will first consider a translation invariant and rotation equivariant formulation of continuous and dyadic
one-layer scattering using

6cor\t,qf(/\/ R) = Hf* l/’A,RHq/
6dyad,qf(jr R) = Hf* le,R

The translation invariance of our representation follows from translation invariance of the norm. For
rotation equivariance, notice that if fz(x) := f(R~'x), then we have

lg-

6cont,qf1”{<)\/ R) = 6cont,qf<)\/ RilR)/
6clyacl,qff{ (]/ R) = 6Clyacl,qf(]./ R_lR)'
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Now suppose we have m layers again. Then we define our m layer transforms by
623)nt,qf(/\1/ oA, Ry, oo Ri) i= ||| f % EDM,RJ ko] YA, R, qu
Sayad,qf (17 - jm Ras oo Rin) == ||[f =y ry [ 5[ 5, R g
and rotation equivariance implies
SlontgfR(AM - Am Ray o Rin) = Sl f (Ao, A, R7'Ry, ..., R Ry),
631yad,qfl~{(j1/ o jmR1, . Rip) = 631yad,qf(f1/ e jm R7IRy, ..., R7IRy).

The norm we will use is similar to our previous formulations. Denote the scattering norm for the
continuous transform as

q/2
= . N dA n
| Ztnont quLZ ]Rm)XSO m = (fO fSO o fO fSO(n) H|f* l/)jl,R]| *. | * lP]m Rm” d”ll(Rl) AnJrll . dﬂm(Rn) g )

At
For the dyadic transform, we denote the norm using
q/2
2
Hggfyad,quﬂ Zm)xS0(n ( Z / / H'f*lp]'],Rl‘ o ‘ *lp]'m,Rqudyl(Rl) d‘um(R")> .
jm€Z 1EZ

We will start by proving that these formulations of the scattering transform are well defined, and prove
properties about stability to diffeomorphisms like in previous sections.

Lemma 23. Let 1 be a wavelet that satisfies properties (24) and (25).
* If1 <q <2, wehave S, , : L1(R") — L2 (R") x SO(n)™ and & SHIE L1(R") — £2(Z™) x SO(n)™.
e Ifq =1 and one of the following holds:

- n = 1and ¢ is complex analytic,
— n > 2 and  satisfies the conditions of Lemma 5,

then &2, 1 - LY(R") — L2(R™) x SO(n)" and S/ LY (R") — ¢2(Z™) x SO(n)™.
e Ifyis also a Littlewood-Paley wavelet, we have
Hegnt,zf”iz(]lzrg)xso(n)m = V(SO(”))mCIFHfH%/
1 e ) sy = HSO(m)"CRFIB.

Proof. We prove the first and third claim. The second claim is almost identical to the first claim, so the
proof will be omitted for brevity. Note that we will only provide arguments for the continuous scattering
transform since the proofs for the dyadic transform are very similar. By Fubini Theorem and boundedness
of the m-layer scattering transform, there exists a constant C; > 0, which is dependent on g, such that

| ngt,ququ(M)xso(n)m

q/2
e b dA dA

= 200(R,) —2L o du(Ry) =2
I Lo 5 o 1 Bt )5 d(Ro) S

m
- %.Z

: o0 o0 ar dA I
[ ( Jooee el e

o
q/2
ColIF I du(Ry) -+ dpu (R
./S;O(n) /SO(n)( g I fllg)™ T dp(Re) - -~ dp(Rm)
= Gy u(SO(m)" 2| f11]

q/2
du(Ry) - ~dﬂ(Rm)]

IN
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because each ¥, g, is still a wavelet with sufficient decay even if the rotation is applied. For the third claim,
we see that

H conth“LZIR )xSO(n)™

A\ dA
= Lo o (/ T O P R A Kﬁ)dy(&)---dy(&)

= Jsom) /SO(n) CyllfIzdp(Ry) - - dp(Rm)
= pu(80(n))"CylIf 15
O
Theorem 24. Assume |c| < % Let T(x) = cx and L f(x) = f((1— ¢)x). Suppose that i is a wavelet that

satz’}slfiils :he conditions of Lemma 10. Then there exist constants Ky, g and K;,m,q dependent only on n, m, and q
such tha

||6cont,qf - Cont,qLTf”Lz (R™)xSO(n) S ‘C‘q ’ Kn,m,quHZ

and

il

1 Syad,af — Siyad, qLTngz 2ywsomn < el King
Alternatively, if one of the following holds:
e n =1,y is complex analytic and satisfies the conditions of Lemma 10,
e 1 > 2 and  satisfies the conditions of Lemma 5,

there exist Hy, , and H}, , such that

”6cont1 th,lLTfHB(]RK’)XSO(n)”’ < |C| ’ Hm,anH]Hl(]R")‘

and

T

1 S8yad 1 f — Sayadp Lo fll2zmyxsomn < le (R")

Theorem 25. Let T € C?(R"), and let L f(x) = f(x — T(x)). Suppose that y is a wavelet such that the wavelet
and all its first and second partial derivatives have O((1+ |x|)~"~3) decay. When q € (1,2), there exists a constant
Ch,m,q dependent on u(SO(n)), n, m, and q such that

5 - —9)
1€t = St gL 2 o) wso(uyn < Crma |IDTIE +17ME (D70 (log f554= V1) + [1D?7|oo I£112,
] A ") (m)m D7l

. ~ 5 . q(1-9)
18 a0 — Satlef Nia gy esopuyn < Crma [nmuzoww (ID7lle (log 4554 v 1) + | Dt anz,
AT||oo 2
1072 + (1Dl (10g 12T 1) 4 jp2e )| 118,
|Dlles

ATl oo
ID7|2 + (|D~c||oo (log |” 'H v 1) + ||D2r||oo) ] 113

“\'“conth contZLTfHLZ R")xSO(n)™ < Cn,m

(= 2 ~
||61Tyud,2f - Oglyad,ZLTfHﬁ(Zm)xso(n)m < Cn,m
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6.2. Rotation Invariant Representations

The representation before was rotation equivariant, but in some tasks, we would rather have rotation
invariance. In [5], the authors choose to integrate over each group action in a group of transformations.
However, this will remove the information the relative angles between each action if we have multiple
layers in our transform.

In the case of one layer, since there is only one angle, we use a similar formulation to [5] and define
continuous and dyadic scattering transforms for rotation invariance as

Feomaf V)= [ NF = 0l @n(R),
Sagaaaf ()= [ 1 bix

|?ﬂ(]Rn)dl‘(R)-

The corresponding norms are given by

o) . 2/!7 A q/2
Loy (®)] —W] ,
SO(n)

2/q79/2
| Fagaaaf iy = Lz Lo I = illan(R)| ] .

jeZ

q =/
‘|ycont,qf|‘L2(I[{+) T [/0

Now we generalize to the case where m > 2. Let Ry, ..., R;; € SO(n). Define
Feaf Moo A Roy .y Rur) 1= /So(n) 1L 5 PrnRary | -+ % [P R I A1 (R1),

. . ' 2
ycllq;/ad,qf(]l/ ey Jmy Ry, ..., Rm) = -/SO(n) H |f * l/’jl,Rle‘ ... ‘ * lpjm,Rle ”q d.u(Rl)
The norm for the continuous transform, the norm ||.#,

Corl‘[ quLZ R™) xSO( n)m=17 is given by

q/2
[} e} o d/\l d/\2 d/\m
(/0 /So(n).../o /so(n)/o fgﬁggmqu()xl,...,/\m,RZ,...,Rm))ql+1 iz (Ry) —Anﬂ...dym(Rm)—/\an)

2
For the dyadic transform, the norm ||.%. dyad qf ¥ 2(Z)xS0(n _, is given by
q/2
< Y / / Y paanf Ao A Ray o, Ru)dpiy (Ry) dpia(Ro) ...dym(Rm)> .
jm€EZ ]2€Z ] €Z

Like before, we will discuss the well-definedness and stability of these operators to diffeomorphisms. The
proofs will be omitted since they follow directly from the previous sections with minor modifications.

Lemma 26. Let  be a wavelet that satisfies properties (24) and (25).
* If1 < q <2, wehave Sy . LI(R") — L2(RY) x SO(n)" " and S tvadg © LIR") — 2(Zm) x
SO(n)™—1,
e Ifq = 1and one of the following holds:
- n = 1and ¢ is complex analytic,

— n > 2 and  satisfies the conditions of Lemma 5,
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then /™

cont, 1-

LY(R") — L*(R") x SO(n)" ! and S iad 1 L' (R") — ¢2(Z™) x SO(n)"1
e Ifg = 2and y is also a littlewood paley wavelet, we have Hydn;adgf”gl(zm)Xso(n)mfl = y(SO(n))mﬂCITHfH%
and ||.7 g o f i vy cso(uyn-1 = #(SO(m)" Y £

Theorem 27. Assume |c| < 3-and 1 < q < 2. Let T(x) = cx and let L f(x) = f((1 —c)x). Suppose that { is a

wavelet that satisfies the condztzons of Lemma 10. Then there exist constants Kn,m,q and K;z,m,q dependent only on n,
m, and q such that

”'%?nt,qf - xrgnt,qLTinZ(]RmXso(n)mfl < ‘C‘q ’ Kn,m,quHZ

and
Hydyad,qf <ydyad,qLTngz ZM)xS0(n) p < | |q K mq“f“Z

Additionally, if g = 1 and one of the following holds:
* n =1,y is complex analytic and satisfies the conditions of Lemma 10,
® 1 > 2 and  satisfies the conditions of Lemma 5,

there exist Hy, , and H}, , such that

|1 ont 1 f = Zeama Lef ey xsomyn-1 < el - Hnl £l qroy

and
1L dyaarf = Zayaap Leflezmyxsomm—1 < lel Hypnll fllpn rry-

Theorem 28. Let T € C2(R") and define L+ f(x) = f(x — T(x)) with | DT||ee < 5-. Suppose that y is a wavelet
such that the wavelet and all its first and second partial derivatives have O((1 + |x|)~"=3) decay. For q € (1,2],
there exist constants Cy,n, Cynn, Cinynjg, and Cpp g such that

2
H contZ ZontZLTinZ(IR'_f)xSO(n)m*I S sz" <|DT|§O + <|D7|°° <log HDTHoo 1> + HD2THoo) ) Hf”%/

K7 A Lef||] <c D% + 77ME (||D7e (log v1) + Io2ella) ™ ] i
| Feontaf = 2ot gLef W) esopupnr < Cnna |1DTNs +57ME (DT = V1) + (D) | £,

2
Hydn;ad,zf_ydn;ad,ZLTfH%Z(Zm)xSO(n)m’l < Cin <|DTH§o + <|DTHoo (log HDTlloo 1> + HD2THoo) ) 113,

. 5 N 9(1-9)
1%t g f = Bt F Ny s scwwpmm&+WMﬂmme ‘v0+uWﬂ|) bmm

7. Conclusion

We have formulated operators that are translation invariant in L7(IR"), proven these operators are Lip-
schitz continuous to the action of C? diffeomorphisms when 1 < g < 2 with respect to certain norms,
and used these results to formulate rotation invariant/equivariant operators on L7(IR") that are Lipschitz
continuous to the action of C? diffeomorphisms. One question that was left unanswered was if Lipschitz
continuity holds for general diffeomorphisms when g = 1. This question is harder to answer because
f € HY(R") does not necessarily imply that L f € H!(IR"). The kernel for the commutator is also singular,
which would mean one cannot use extension theorems for Hardy spaces. The answer is most likely no, but
we did not construct a counterexample.
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