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Abstract The influence of natural image transformations

on receptive field responses is crucial for modelling visual

operations in computer vision and biological vision. In this

regard, covariance properties with respect to geometric im-

age transformations in the earliest layers of the visual hi-

erarchy are essential for expressing robust image operations

and for formulating invariant visual operations at higher lev-

els. This paper defines and proves a joint covariance prop-

erty under compositions of spatial scaling transformations,

spatial affine transformations, Galilean transformations and

temporal scaling transformations, which makes it possible to

characterize how different types of image transformations

interact with each other. Specifically, the derived relations

show how the receptive field parameters need to be trans-

formed, in order to match the output from spatio-temporal

receptive fields with the underlying spatio-temporal image

transformations.

Keywords Covariance · Receptive field · Scaling · Affine ·
Galilean · Spatial · Temporal · Spatio-temporal · Image

transformations · Vision

1 Introduction

When images, video sequences or video streams are acquired

from the real world, they are subject to natural image trans-

formations, as caused by variations in the positions, relative

orientations and motions between the objects in the world

and the observer:
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– Depending on the distance between the objects in the

world and the observer, the perspective projections of

objects onto the image surfaces may become smaller or

larger, which to first-order of approximation can be mod-

elled as spatial scaling transformations.

– Depending on the orientations of the surface normals of

the objects in relation to the viewing direction, the image

patterns may be compressed by different amounts in dif-

ferent directions (perspective foreshortening), which to

first-order of approximation can be modelled as spatial

affine transformations.

– Depending on how the objects in the world move relative

to the (possibly time-dependent) viewing direction, the

image patterns of objects may move in the image plane,

which to first-order of approximation can be modelled

as Galilean transformations.

– Depending on how fast the perspective projections of

objects move in the image plane, or how fast spatio-

temporal actions occur, the time-line along the temporal

dimension may be compressed or expanded, which can

be modelled as temporal scaling transformations.

These types of geometric image transformations will have a

profound effect on the spatio-temporal receptive fields that

register and process the image information at the earliest

stages in the visual hierarchy, in that the output from the

receptive fields to particular image patterns may be strongly

dependent on the imaging conditions. Specifically, if the in-

teraction effects between the geometric image transforma-

tions and the receptive fields are not properly taken into

account, then the robustness of the visual modules can be

strongly affected in a negative manner. On the other hand,

if the interaction effects between the natural image transfor-

mations are properly taken into account, then the robustness

of the visual measurements may be substantially improved.

A particular way of handling the interaction effects be-

tween the geometric image transformations and the recep-
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tive fields is by requiring that the family of receptive fields

is covariant under the relevant classes of image transforma-

tions. Covariance means that the geometric image transfor-

mations essentially commute with the image operations in-

duced by the receptive fields, and do in this way provide

a way to propagate well-defined relationships between the

geometric image transformations and the receptive fields.

Specifically, covariance properties of the receptive fields at

lower levels in the visual hierarchy make it possible to define

invariant image measurements at higher levels in the visual

hierarchy.

The subject of this paper is to describe and derive a joint

covariance property of receptive fields according to a spe-

cific model for spatio-temporal receptive fields, according

to the generalized Gaussian derivative model for receptive

fields, under joint combinations of spatial scaling transfor-

mations, spatial affine transformations, Galilean transforma-

tions and temporal scaling transformations.

2 The generalized Gaussian derivative model for

spatio-temporal receptive fields

Given spatio-temporal image data of the form f(x, t) for

x = (x1, x2)
T ∈ R

2 and t ∈ R, in (Lindeberg 2011, 2016)

a principled model for spatio-temporal receptive fields is de-

rived and applied of the form (with slightly modified nota-

tion)

T (x, t; s,Σ, τ, v) = g(x− vt; s,Σ)h(t; τ), (1)

where

– s ∈ R+ denotes a spatial scale parameter corresponding

to the spatial variance of a non-negative spatial smooth-

ing kernel,

– Σ denotes a positive definite 2×2 spatial covariance ma-

trix that describes the spatial shape of the spatial smooth-

ing kernel,

– τ ∈ R+ denotes a temporal scale parameter correspond-

ing to the temporal variance of a non-negative temporal

smoothing kernel,

– v ∈ R
2 denotes an image velocity vector,

– g(x; s,Σ) denotes a 2-D affine Gaussian kernel of the

form

g(x; s,Σ) =
1

2π s detΣ
e−xTΣ−1x/2s, (2)

– h(t; τ) denotes a temporal smoothing kernel, that for

any temporal scaling factor St obeys the temporal scale

covariance property

h(t′; τ ′) =
1

St
h(t; τ) (3)

for t′ = St t and τ ′ = S2
t τ .

2.1 Temporal smoothing kernels

Based on the treatments in (Lindeberg 2011, 2016), the choice

of the temporal smoothing as a 1-D temporal Gaussian ker-

nel

h(t; τ) = g1D(t; τ) =
1√
2πτ

e−t2/2τ (4)

stands out as a canonical choice over a non-causal temporal

domain (where the relative future in relation to any time mo-

ment can be accessed), whereas the choice of the temporal

kernel as the time-causal limit kernel

h(t; τ) = Ψ(t; τ, c), (5)

defined by having a Fourier transform of the form

Ψ̂(ω; τ, c) =

∞
∏

k=1

1

1 + i c−k
√
c2 − 1

√
τ ω

, (6)

and corresponding to an infinite number of truncated expo-

nential kernels with specially chosen time constants to ob-

tain temporal scale covariance, stands out as a canonical

choice over a time-causal temporal domain, where the fu-

ture cannot be accessed. The distribution parameter c > 1

of this time-causal limit kernel is for practical purposes of-

ten chosen as c =
√
2 or c = 2.

2.2 Spatio-temporal derivatives

These purely spatio-temporal smoothing components of re-

ceptive fields are then to combined withspatial and temporal

derivative operations. Over the spatial domain, we can com-

pute either partial spatial derivatives

∂xα = ∂α1

x1
∂α2

x2
(7)

for different orders α = (α1, α2) of spatial differentiation,

or oriented directional derivatives in the directions ϕ

∂m
ϕ = (cosϕ∂x1

+ sinϕ∂x2
)m (8)

or different orientations φ and different orders of spatial dif-

ferentiation m.

Over the temporal domain, we can compute partial tem-

poral derivatives

∂n
t (9)

for different ordersn of temporal differentiation, or velocity-

adapted temporal derivatives

∂n
t̄ = (v1 ∂x1

+ v2 ∂x2
+ ∂t)

n (10)

for different image velocities v = (v1, v2)
T and orders n of

temporal differentiation.



Joint covariance property for spatio-temporal receptive fields 3

Specifically, in relation to the parameters Σ and v of the

purely spatio-temporal smoothing component of the spatio-

temporal receptive fields in (1), the image orientations ϕ in

the directional derivative operators (8) should be chosen in

the directions of the eigendirections of the spatial covariance

matrix Σ, whereas the image velocities v in the velocity-

adapted derivative operator should be chosen equal to the

image velocity v in the spatio-temporal smoothing kernel.

2.3 Relations to biological vision

In (Lindeberg (2021) it is demonstrated that the receptive

fields of neurons in the lateral geniculate nucleus (LGN) as

well as the receptive fields of simple cells in the primary

visual cortex (V1), as measured by neurophysiological cell

recordings by DeAngelis et al. (1995, 2004), Conway and

Livingstone (2006) and Johnson et al. (2008), can be well

modelled by idealized receptive fields derived from this gen-

eralized Gaussian derivative model for receptive fields.

According to the treatment in (Lindeberg (2021), the

spatio-temporal receptive fields of “non-lagged cells” and

“lagged cells”, which have rotationally symmetric response

properties over the spatial domain, are modelled by ideal-

ized receptive fields of the form

hLGN(x1, x2, t; s, τ) =

= ±(∂x1x1
+ ∂x2x2

) g(x1, x2; s) ∂tn h(t; τ), (11)

where ∇2
x = ∂x1x1

+ ∂x2x2
represents the spatial Laplacian

operator, and h(t; τ) represents a set of first-order truncated

exponential kernels coupled in cascade, which in the most

idealized situation may correspond to the time-causal limit

kernel Ψ(t; τ, c) according to (6).

The spatio-temporal receptive fields of orientation selec-

tive simple cells in V1 are, in turn, modelled by idealized

receptive fields of the form

Tϕm1⊥ϕm2 t̄n(x1, x2, t; s,Σ, τ, v) =

∂m1

ϕ ∂m2

⊥ϕ∂
n
t̄ (g(x1 − v1t, x2 − v2t; sΣ)h(t; τ)) , (12)

where ∂ϕ and ∂⊥ϕ denote directional derivative operators in

the (mutually orthogonal) eigendirections ϕ and ⊥ϕ of the

spatial covariance matrix Σ according to (8), ∂t̄ denotes a

velocity-adapted temporal derivative operator according to

(10), and h(t; τ) again represents a set of first-order trun-

cated exponential kernels coupled in cascade, which in the

most idealized situation may correspond to the time-causal

limit kernel Ψ(t; τ, c) according to (6).

3 Covariance properties of the generalized Gaussian

derivative model for spatio-temporal receptive fields

For processing spatio-temporal image data f(x, t), convolu-

tion of f with the purely spatio-temporal smoothing kernel

T according to (1) defines spatio-temporal smoothed image

data L according to

L(·, ·; s,Σ, τ, v) = T (·, ·; s,Σ, τ, v) ∗ f(·, ·), (13)

which is referred to as a spatio-temporal scale-space repre-

sentation of f .

3.1 Transformation properties under geometric image

transformations

In Lindeberg (2023), covariance properties of the general-

ized Gaussian derivative model for receptive fields were stud-

ied in detail. It was specifically shown that:

– under spatial scaling transformations of the form

f ′(x′, t′) = f(x, t) (14)

for t′ = t and

x′ = Sx x, (15)

whereSx > 0 denotes a spatial scaling factor, the spatio-

temporal scale-space representations L′ and L obtained

by convolving the input signals f ′ and f with spatio-

temporal convolution kernels of the form (1) are related

according to

L′(x′, t′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′) = L(x, t; s,Σ, τ, v), (16)

provided that the spatial scale parameters and the veloc-

ity vectors are related according to

s′ = S2
x s and v′ = Sx v, (17)

– under spatial affine transformations of the form

fR(xR, tR) = fL(xL, tL) (18)

for tR = tL and

xR = AxL, (19)

where A denotes a 2 × 2 affine transformation matrix,

the spatio-temporal scale-space representations L′ and

L obtained by convolving the input signals fR and fL
with spatio-temporal convolution kernels of the form (1)

are related according to

LR(xR, tR; sR, ΣR, τR, vR) =

= LL(xL, tL; sL, ΣL, τL, vL), (20)

provided that the spatial covariance matrices and the ve-

locity vectors are related according to

ΣR = AΣLAT and vR = AvL, (21)

and provided that the other receptive field parameters are

the same,
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– under temporal scaling transformations of the form

f ′(x′, t′) = f(x, t) (22)

for x′ = x and

t′ = S2
t t, (23)

the spatio-temporal scale-space representationsL′ andL

obtained by convolving the input signals f ′ and f with

spatio-temporal convolution kernels of the form (1) are

related according to

L′(x′, t′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′) = L(x, t; s,Σ, τ, v), (24)

provided that the temporal scale parameters and the ve-

locity parameters are related according to

τ ′ = S2
t τ and v′ = v/St, (25)

and provided that the other receptive field parameters are

the same,

– under Galilean transformations of the form

f ′(x′, t′) = f(x, t) (26)

for t′ = t′ and

x′ = x+ u t, (27)

the spatio-temporal scale-space representationsL′ andL

obtained by convolving the input signals f ′ and f with

spatio-temporal convolution kernels of the form (1) are

related according to

L′(x′, t′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′) = L(x, t; s,Σ, τ, v), (28)

provided that the velocity parameters for the two do-

mains are related according to

v′ = v + u (29)

and provided that the other receptive field parameters are

the same.

A notable characteristics of the transformation properties

of the scale-space representations under these natural im-

age transformations, is that the four classes of natural im-

age transformations are not independent. Instead, for exam-

ple, spatial and temporal scaling transformations affect the

image velocities, beyond the spatial and temporal scale pa-

rameters, respectively. Furthermore, spatial affine transfor-

mations also affect the image velocities. For this reason, it

is of interest to model all the four classes of image transfor-

mations jointly, which we will do in the next section.

4 Joint covariance property under spatial and temporal

scaling transformations, spatial affine transformations

and Galilean transformations

4.1 Composed geometric image transformation

Consider the composition of:

– spatial scaling transformation with spatial scaling factor

Sx,

– a spatial affine transformation with affine transformation

matrix A,

– a Galilean transformation with velocity vector u, and

– a temporal scaling transformation with temporal scaling

factor St

of the form

x′ = Sx A (x+ u t), (30)

t′ = St t. (31)

4.2 Joint transformation property of purely

spatio-temporally smoothed image data

Prerequisites: Let us assume that we have two video se-

quences f ′(x′, t′) and f(x, t) that are related according to

(30) and (31) such that

f ′(x′, t′) = f(x, t). (32)

What we want to derive, is a relationship for how the scale-

space representations L′ and L of f ′ and f , respectively, are

related, when they are defined according to

L(x, t; s,Σ, τ, v) =

=

∫

ξ∈R2

∫

η∈R

T (ξ, η; s,Σ, τ, v) f(x− ξ, t− η) dξ dη,

(33)

L(x′, t′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′) =

=

∫

ξ′∈R2

∫

η′∈R

T (ξ′, η′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′)×

f(x′ − ξ′, t′ − η′) dξ′ dη′. (34)

Step I: Let us first consider how the velocity-adapted Gaus-

sian kernel g(x′ − v′t′; s′ Σ′) transforms in the expression

for the spatio-temporal receptive field according to (1)

T (x′, t′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′) = g(x′− v′t′; s′ Σ′)h(t′; τ ′). (35)

Expanding the expression of the function g(x′−v′t′; s′ Σ′)

according to the definition (2) of the 2-D affine Gaussian
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kernel and making use of the explicit expressions for the

transformation in (30) and (31) then gives

g(x′ − v′t′; s′ Σ′) =

=
1

2πs′
√
detΣ′

e−(x′
−v′t′)TΣ′−1(x′

−v′t′)/2s′

=
1

2πs′
√
detΣ′

×

e−(SxA(x+ut)−v′Stt)
TΣ′−1(SxA(x+ut)−v′Stt)/2s

′

(36)

If we, inspired by the transformation property of the spatial

scale parameters under a spatial scaling transformation in

(17), introduce a similar relationship

s′ = S2
x s, (37)

as well as inspired by the transformation property of the spa-

tial covariance matrices under a spatial affine transformation

in (21), introduce a similar relationship

Σ′ = AΣ AT , (38)

which gives

Σ′−1
= (AΣAT )−1 = A−T Σ−1 A−1, (39)

as well as

detΣ′ = | detA|2 detΣ, (40)

then we obtain

g(x′ − v′t′; s′ Σ′) =

=
1

2π S2
x s | detA|

√
detΣ

×

e−(A−1((SxAx+ut)−v′Stt))
TΣ−1(A−1((SxAx+ut)−v′Stt))/(2S

2

x
s)

(41)

Notably, this expression can be written as

g(x′ − v′t′; s′ Σ′) =

=
1

2π s S2
x | detA|

√
detΣ

e−(x−vt)TΣ−1(x−vt)/2s, (42)

provided that the velocity parameters v and v′ are related

according to

v = −A−1u/Sx +A−1v′St/Sx, (43)

in other words if

SxAv = −u+ v′St, (44)

that is provided that the velocity parameters v′ and v are

related according to

v′ = (SxAv + u)/St. (45)

Step II: Consider next the scale-space representation L′ of

f ′ according to (34) and perform the change of variables

ξ′ = SxA (ξ + u t), (46)

η′ = St η, (47)

which for dξ′ = dξ′1 dξ
′
2 and dξ = dξ1 dξ2 gives

dξ′ = S2
x | detA| dξ, (48)

dη′ = St dη. (49)

Let us additionally in the convolution integral (34) transform

the kernel T (x′, t′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′) according to (35) with its

components g(x′ − v′t′; s′ Σ′) transforming according to

(42) and h(t′; τ ′) transforming according to (3), with the

receptive field parameters transforming according to

s′ = S2
x s, (50)

Σ′ = AΣ AT , (51)

τ ′ = S2
t τ, (52)

v′ = (SxAv + u)/St, (53)

which gives

T (x′, t′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′) =
1

S2
x | detA|St

T (x, t; s,Σ, τ, v).

(54)

Step III: Then, given that the functions f and f ′ transform

according to (32), combined with the previous result that T

transforms according to (54) as well as that dξ, dξ′, dη and

dη′ transform according to (48) and (49), we obtain

L(x′, t′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′) =

=

∫

ξ′∈R2

∫

η′∈R

T (ξ′, η′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′)×

f(x′ − ξ′, t′ − η′) dξ′ dη′ =

=

∫

ξ∈R2

∫

η∈R

T (ξ, η; s,Σ, τ, v) f(x− ξ, t− η) dξ dη.

(55)

= L(x, t; s,Σ, τ, v). (56)

Summary of main result: To conclude, given two video

sequences f ′ and f that are related according to

f ′(x′, t′) = f(x, t) (57)

under a composed image transformation of the form

x′ = Sx A (x+ u t), (58)

t′ = St t, (59)
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we have shown that the corresponding spatio-temporal scale-

space representations L′ and L of f ′ and f , respectively, are

related according to

L(x′, t′; s′, Σ′, τ ′, v′) = L(x, t; s,Σ, τ, v), (60)

provided that the receptive field parameters transform ac-

cording to

s′ = S2
x s, (61)

Σ′ = AΣ AT , (62)

τ ′ = S2
t τ, (63)

v′ = (SxAv + u)/St. (64)

which proves the joint spatio-temporal covariance property.

This result also serves as an explicit proof of all the indi-

vidual transformation properties in (Lindeberg 2023), where

the explicit proofs were omitted because of lack of space.

4.3 Joint transformation properties of spatio-temporal

derivatives

Let us denote spatio-temporal coordinates for the original

and the transformed domains by p = (x1, x2, t)
T and p′ =

(x′
1, x

′
2, t

′)T , respectively, and let us denote the components

of the affine transformation matrix A by aij for i and j

∈ {1, 2} and let the velocity vector in the Galilean trans-

formation be u = (u1, u2)
T . Then, the composed image

transformation according to (30) and (31) can be written

p′ =





x′
1

x′
2

t′



 = Sx





a11 a12 a11 u1 + a12 u2

a21 a22 a21 u1 + a22 u2

0 0 St/Sx









x1

x2

t





= Qp. (65)

According top the general transformation property of deriva-

tive operators under a linear change of variables, it then

follows that the spatio-temporal derivative operators in the

original and the transformed domains are related by

∇p =





∂x1

∂x2

∂t





= Sx





a11 a21 0

a12 a22 0

a11 u1 + a12 u2 a21 u1 + a22 u2 St/Sx









∂x′

1

∂x′

2

∂t′





= QT ∇p′ , (66)

which, in turn, gives

∇p′ = Q−T ∇p (67)

with

Q−T =
1

Sx detA
×





a22 −a21 0
−a12 a11 0

−Sx detAu1/St −Sx detAu2/St Sx detA/St



 .

(68)

In terms of vector notation, after introducing the purely spa-

tial gradient operators∇x = (∂x1
, ∂x2

) and∇x′ = (∂x′

1
, ∂x′

2
),

the transformation property (66) of the spatio-temporal gra-

dient operators can be written as

∇x = Sx A
T ∇x′ , (69)

∂t = St ∂t′ + Sx u
T AT ∇x′ , (70)

whereas the corresponding inverse relationship (67) can be

expressed as

∇x′ =
1

Sx
A−T ∇x, (71)

∂t′ =
1

St
(∂t − uT∇x). (72)

Based on these relations, expressions for spatio-temporal

derivatives can be transformed between the two domains

under the composed image transformation, thus extending

the transformation property (60) of the spatio-temporal re-

ceptive fields to beyond the effect of purely spatio-temporal

smoothing operation in the spatio-temporal receptive fields

also cover the spatio-temporal derivative operators in the re-

ceptive field models.

For example, given the vector notation for the derivative

operators, the velocity-adapted derivative operators corre-

sponding to (10) are with v = (v1, v2)
T and v′ = (v′1, v

′
2)

T

given by

∂t̄ = vT ∇x + ∂t and ∂t̄′ = v′
T ∇x′ + ∂t′ , (73)

where velocity vectors v and v′ are related according to (64).

Similarly, the directional derivative operators ∂ϕ and ∂ϕ′

corresponding to (8) are with the unit vectors

eϕ = (cosϕ, sinϕ)T and eϕ′ = (cosϕ′, sinϕ′)T (74)

given by

∂ϕ = eTϕ ∇x and ∂ϕ′ = eTϕ′ ∇x′ . (75)

In the special case when the affine transformation matrix A

is a rotation matrix A = Rθ , the eigenvectors of covariance

matrix Σ do also transform according to a rotation, accord-

ing to (62), implying that the rotational angles ϕ and ϕ′ will

be related according to

ϕ′ = ϕ+ θ. (76)
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For general affine transformations, the relation will, how-

ever, be more complex.

By exploiting these transformation properties of spatio-

temporal gradient operators, we can in a geometric way trans-

form all the spatio-temporal derivatives of the spatio-temporal

receptive fields described in Sections 2.2 and 2.3.

5 Summary and discussion

We have presented a detailed theoretical analysis of covari-

ance properties of the spatio-temporal receptive fields ac-

cording to the generalized Gaussian model for spatio-temporal

receptive fields. Specifically, we have derived a joint co-

variance property for the composition of a spatial scaling

transformation, a spatial affine transformation, a Galilean

transformation and a temporal scaling transformation, with

explicit expressions for how the receptive field parameters

should be transformed under the composed image transfor-

mation to make it possible to perfectly match the receptive

field responses under convolutions with spatio-temporal re-

ceptive fields according to the generalized Gaussian deriva-

tive model.

While previous work with the generalized Gaussian deriva-

tive model for spatio-temporal receptive fields have primar-

ily focused on using either the non-causal 1-D Gaussian ker-

nel or the time-causal limit kernel for temporal smoothing

in the spatio-temporal smoothing process, the derivations in

this paper have been made under a weaker assumption of

only requiring temporal scale covariance (according to (3))

for the temporal smoothing kernels. Thus, the results pre-

sented in this article do immediately generalize to the use

of other temporal smoothing kernels, provided that they are

covariant under temporal scaling transformations.

The theoretical results in this treatment are intended as

a theoretical foundation for computer vision modules that

make use of populations of spatio-temporal receptive field

responses as the first processing layers in the visual hierar-

chy, as well as for formulating and interpreting models of

biological vision.
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