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On Generalization Bounds for Deep Compound

Gaussian Neural Networks
Carter Lyons, Raghu G. Raj, and Margaret Cheney

Abstract—Algorithm unfolding or unrolling is the technique
of constructing a deep neural network (DNN) from an iterative
algorithm. Unrolled DNNs often provide better interpretability
and superior empirical performance over standard DNNs in
signal estimation tasks. An important theoretical question, which
has only recently received attention, is the development of
generalization error bounds for unrolled DNNs. These bounds
deliver theoretical and practical insights into the performance
of a DNN on empirical datasets that are distinct from, but
sampled from, the probability density generating the DNN
training data. In this paper, we develop novel generalization
error bounds for a class of unrolled DNNs that are informed
by a compound Gaussian prior. These compound Gaussian
networks have been shown to outperform comparative standard
and unfolded deep neural networks in compressive sensing and
tomographic imaging problems. The generalization error bound
is formulated by bounding the Rademacher complexity of the
class of compound Gaussian network estimates with Dudley’s
integral. Under realistic conditions, we show that, at worst, the
generalization error scales O(n/In(n)) in the signal dimension
and O((Network Size)®/?) in network size.

Index Terms—Deep neural networks, generalization error,
inverse problems, non-convex optimization, algorithm unrolling

NOTATION AND NOMENCLATURE

R Set of real numbers.

v = [v;] € R%. Boldface characters are vectors.

()T Transpose of vector or matrix (-).

® Hadamard product.

f(v) =[f(v;)] for componentwise function f: R — R.
N[d] ={1,2,...,d} is set of first d natural numbers.

)
o
= =
&

= a + ReLU(xz — a) — ReLU(x — b), for a,b € R, is
a modified ReLU (mReLU) activation function.

pp(v) = v/max{1,b"!|v|]2} for b > 0, is the projection
onto the Euclidean ball of radius b.

A € R™*"™ is a measurement, observation, or sensing
matrix.

A, = ADiag(z) € R™*" for any vector z € R".

Ty(2) =Ty(z P) = (ALA. + P71 ' ALy.

"H(C% Hypothesis class for G-CG-Net, CG-Net, and DR-CG-

Net when ¢ = 1, ¢ = 2, and ¢ = 3, respectively.

Carter Lyons is with the U.S. Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, DC
20375 USA and also with Colorado State University, Fort Collins, CO 80523
USA (e-mail: carter.lyons@colostate.edu)

Raghu G. Raj is with the U.S. Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, DC
20375 USA (e-mail: raghu.g.raj@ieee.org)

Margaret Cheney is with Colorado State University, Fort Collins, CO 80523
USA (e-mail: margaret.cheney @colostate.edu)

This work was sponsored in part by the Office of Naval Research via
the NRL base program and under award numbers N00014-21-1-2145 and
NO0001423WXO01875. Furthermore, this work was sponsored in part by the
Air Force Office of Scientific Research under award number FA9550-21-1-
0169.

I. INTRODUCTION

ACHINE learning success in image classification has

recently spurred its application, in particular with deep
neural networks (DNN), in signal estimation tasks. Signal esti-
mation is one example of an inverse problem where we desire a
reconstructed signal from some undersampled measurements.
Particular applications of interest include X-Ray computed
tomography (CT), magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), and
compressive sensing.

While DNNs have been shown to outperform iterative
approaches in estimated signal quality and computational
time [1]-[6], this typically requires a significant amount of
training data and training time. Certain problems of interest,
such as MRI, do not have large training datasets readily
available and thus DNN performance can falter on these prob-
lems. Additionally, standard DNNs, e.g. convolutional neural
networks, do not incorporate any outside prior information into
the estimation model as is included in iterative approaches.

Algorithm unfolding or unrolling is a technique, introduced
by Gregor and LeCun [!], which combines the iterative ap-
proaches and deep-learning methods by structuring the layers
of a DNN such that they correspond to an iteration from
the iterative algorithm. While a standard DNN acts as a
black-box process, we have an understanding of the inner
workings of an unrolled DNN from understanding the original
iterative algorithm. Furthermore, algorithm unrolling allows
for the incorporation of prior information into the deep-
learning framework. Example iterative algorithms that have
been unrolled into DNNs include: iterative shrinkage and
thresholding algorithm (ISTA) [1, 3, 4, 7]-[10] and proximal
gradient descent [11, 12]. These unrolled DNNs have shown
excellent performance in image estimation while offering
simple interpretability of the network layers [2]. However,
these unrolled DNNs still require large training datasets.

Recently, two compound Gaussian (CG) informed DNNs
were developed through the use of algorithm unrolling. These
unrolled CG-based DNNs have empirically produced superior
estimated signals over comparative iterative and DNN meth-
ods, especially in scenarios of low training data [5, 6, 13, 14].
While this success was shown empirically, no generalization
guarantees have been provided, a gap that this paper fills.
Specifically, we:

1) Establish and prove a Lipschitz property of the out-
puts from unrolled, CG-informed DNNs with respect to
(w.r.t.) the DNN parameters.

2) Develop an encompassing generalization error bound
(GEB) for unrolled, CG-informed DNNs by bounding
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Rademacher complexities with covering numbers.

3) Apply the developed GEB and provide asymptotic forms
in terms of DNN size and signal dimension for two dis-
tinct formulations of unrolled, CG-based DNNs named
compound Gaussian network (CG-Net) [5] and deep reg-
ularized compound Gaussian network (DR-CG-Net) [6].
We theoretically demonstrate that DR-CG-Net exhibits
a tighter GEB than CG-Net, which was empirically
observed in [5, 0].

The GEB we develop is formulated using techniques in-
formed by those discussed in [15], which produces a GEB for
an ISTA unrolled DNN with learned sparsity transformation.
Such techniques are similarly used in [16] for an unrolled
DNN employing a learned analysis sparsity transformation and
in [17] for a ¢1-¢1 unrolled recurrent neural network.

A. Generalization Error

A DNN can be viewed as a collection of ordered layers,
denoted Lo, Lq,..., Lk for K > 1, where layers feed into
one another from the input layer, Ly, to the output layer, L.
Intermediate layers L1, ..., Lx_1 are known as hidden layers.
Each layer Ly, contains dj hidden units [ 18] that are assigned a
computed value when transmitting a signal through the DNN.

A function, fi : Ré1® x ... x R%® 5 R that is
parameterized by some 0}, defines the computation, i.e. signal
transmission, at layer Ly where Zp, = {i1(k),...,i;(k)} C
{0,1,..., K — 1} are the indices of layers that feed into Lj.
That is, given an input signal, 7 € R%, assigned to Lo, a
DNN is the composition of parameterized vector input and
vector output functions where

Lk_fk( 1 ( k)a"'aL

Let C and ) be the set of possible signals of interest,
e.g. images, and possible signal measurements, e.g. image
measurements, respectively. Further, let (C, A., D..) be a prob-
ability space where A, and D, are a g-algebra and unknown
probability density on C, respectively. Similarly, define the
probability space (Y, Ay, Dy). Now, consider the probability
space () x C, Ay ® A.,D) where D is an unknown joint
probability density with marginal distributions D, and D,,.
Let & = {(¥;, ) }ienjn.] be a training dataset where each
pair (y,;,¢;) is drawn i.i.d. from D. We denote the network
parameters as ® = (01,...,0k), and let i be the space
of 0, that can be learned by the DNN. Further, we write the
network output, i.e. signal at L, that is dependent on network
parameters and input measurements y, as ¢(y; ©).

The hypothesis space, H, of a DNN is given by

H = {e(-;

For a loss function, L (@1, x>), that measures a discrepancy
between x; € R4 and x5 € R, the empirical loss of a
hypothesis ¢ € H, over a training dataset S, is given as

ZL c(¥;;©),c).

i) Ok) -

©):0c x - xQg}.

Mean-squared error or mean-absolute error are common loss
functions [19]. The actual loss of a hypothesis ¢ € H is

‘C<E) = ]E(y,c)ND [L(E(ya ®)a C)} .

Finally, the generalization error (GEs) of a hypothesis ¢ € H
is the difference in the empirical and actual loss. That is,

GEs(@) = |£(@) — Ls(@)|.

A DNN learns its parameters ® by minimizing the empirical
loss, i.e. by choosing a hypothesis ¢ € H that minimizes
Ls(e). Tt is critical in applications, however, for a DNN to
similarly generate excellent results when provided any new
data sample drawn from D that is not contained in the training
dataset. This is tantamount to minimizing the generalization
error, and thus, obtaining an estimate or bound on GEg for a
DNN is of significant interest.

II. GENERALIZED COMPOUND GAUSSIAN NETWORK

The generalized compound Gaussian network (G-CG-Net)
shown in Fig. 1 is an unrolled, CG-based DNN for solving
linear inverse problems. Note, the use of “generalized” in the
naming of G-CG-Net denotes the fact that this network en-
compasses the compound Gaussian network (CG-Net) [5, 13]
and deep regularized compound Gaussian network (DR-CG-
Net) [0, 14] as special cases. In contrast, the use of “gener-
alized” in terms of network error denotes a DNNs ability to
transfer from training data to testing data.

Through the study of image statistics, it has been shown that
sparsity coefficients of natural images exhibit self-similarity,
heavy-tailed marginal distributions, and self-reinforcement
among local coefficients [20]. These properties are encom-
passed by the class of CG densities [20]-[22]. Thus, the CG
prior better captures statistical properties of natural images as
well as images from other modalities such as radar [23, 24]. A
useful formulation of the CG prior is modeling a signal as the
Hadamard product ¢ = z ® u such that u ~ /\/(0, Yu)s Z
Pz, and v and z are independent random variables [20, 25].
We call z the scale variable and u the Gaussian variable. The
linear measurement model we consider is

y=Ac+v=Az0u) +v. (1)

G-CG-Net is a method that recovers ¢, by estimating z and
u, when given y and A.

A. Iterative Algorithm

Algorithm 1 provides pseudocode for the iterative algorithm
generalized compound Gaussian least squares (G-CG-LS) to
be unrolled into G-CG-Net. Consider the cost function

1 1
F(u,z) = §Hy —A(z0o u)||§ + §uTPu_1u +R(z). (2

A maximum-a-posteriori (MAP) estimate of z and w from (1)
is a special case of (2) when P, X, and R o log(pz(2)).

Using block coordinate descent [26], G-CG-LS alternatively
minimizes (2) over z and uw. The minimum of (2) in w is a
Tikhonov solution, 7, (z) = Ty(z; P,), given by

Ty(z) = (ALA. + P/ ") ALy
= P,AT(1+ A, P,AT)™!



Algorithm 1 Generalized Compound Gaussian Least Squares

Input: Measurement y. Initial estimate zﬁo).

1: Choose a ug (e.g. up = Ty (z§0)))
2. for k€ {1,2,...,K} do
2z ESTIMATION:
for j € {1,2,.

3

4

5: zl(f) = g(zl(f 0
6

7

8

,J} do
) (G-1)

JUR—1) = g(zk ,Uk:q;y)

eI(ld) for (J)
0 J
Zpt1 = Rk

. u ESTIMATION:
9 wup = Ty(z,(j))
10: end for

Output: c* = zg) Oug

where the second equality results from using the Woodbury
matrix identity.

As the minimum of (2) in z does not have a closed
form solution, for general regularization R(z), we iteratively
minimize by performing .JJ descent steps on z. That is, for
g : R" x R®™ — R" a scale-variable-descent update, the
estimate of z on descent step j of iteration k, denoted as 29
@ = g(z ,(cj ),uk_l,y) where z,(v_gl = z,EJ).
] take g as a steepest descent step and

is given by z;
For instance, [ , 13,
[6] uses a ISTA step.

B. Unrolled Deep Neural Network (G-CG-Net)

Applying algorithm unrolling to Algorithm 1, we create
G-CG-Net with end-to-end structure shown in Fig. 1. Each
layer k of G-CG-Net, shown in the dashed box of Fig. 1b,
corresponds to iteration k of Algorithm 1 and implements a
complete scale variable mapping, Z;, shown in Fig. lc, that
updates z and a Tikhonov update of u. Each Z; consists
of .J scale variable updates Zkl), ey Z ,gJ) where every Z,ij )
updates z once and is the output of a scale-variable-descent
update, denoted g(J ), as given in line 5 of Algorithm 1.

Mathematically detailing the G-CG-Net blocks we have:
Lo|= y is the input measurements to the network

(2= Po.s(ATy), for A = .

: Ty(Z,i‘])) is the Tikhonov estimate of u
corresponding to line 1 and 9 of Algorithm 1.
The kth complete scale variable mapping, Z, contains:
Z,gj): Po.zo. (g,(fj)(Z,gjfl), Ui—1)) is the scale variable
update corresponding to line 5 in Algorithm 1.

@: Pemax (ZK @ Uk) is the estimated signal output.

Note that p. . and Po .., for cmax > 0 and 2o, > 0,
are applied for technical reasons discussed in Section III-A.
Furthermore, to simplify notation, we let Z]Sl)l =Z ,(CJ) for
ke{l,2,...,K—1}and 72" = 2,

Every Uy layer is arameterlzed by the same covariance
matrix P, and each Z; 7 we assume, generally, to be parame-
terized by D weights 0,? i» . ,01(23. We additionally assume
that 0,2{()1 € Qq for k € N[K], j € N[J], and some finite-
dimensional vector space (4. For instance, if a fully-connected

is an initial estimate of z.

layer, mapping from R™ — R”, is implemented in each g(J )

then every 0,(5 i could be the weight matrix from the layer

while 0,(3 % could be the additive bias of the layer. Hence, the
G-CG-Net parameters are

N[J
© ={P,}U {B(J }iEN[Ig ], deN[D]. 3)

We remark that a structured form can be imposed on P,. In
particular, to ensure that P, is symmetric and positive definite
(SPD), we consider, for € > 0 a small fixed real number,

max{\, e} Scaled Identity
P _ diag([max{\;,e}],) Diagonal
“ L LL + el Tridiagonal
LLT +el Full.

In the scaled identity case, only a constant X is learned. In
the diagonal case, a vector A = [\;]7_; is learned. In the
tridiagonal case, two vectors A; € R™ and Ay € R™ ! are
learned such that the lower triangular matrix component Ly;
is formed by placing A; on the diagonal and A on the first
subdiagonal. Finally, in the case of a full covariance matrix,
an entire lower triangular matrix L is learned.

C. Realizations

Two specific forms of G-CG-Net are detailed here.

1) Compound Gaussian Network (CG-Net) [/3]: For this
method, the scale variable is formulated as z = h(X) for
X~ N (0,I) and h is a componentwise, non-linear, twice con-
tinuously differentiable, and invertible function. Accordingly,
the scale variable regularization is R(z) = pl|h=1(2)||3, for
a scalar constant x> 0, to enforce normality of X = h~1(2).

The scale-variable-descent update, g, is a projected steepest
descent step based on a learned quadratic norm. We consider
a slightly adjusted update, to assist in the analysis, given as

99 (z,u) = Pas(z — BV pe (Vo F(u, 2, 17))) (@)
where a,b,& > 0 are fixed real-valued scalars, B,(Cj) is a
learned n x n positive definite matrix, and

VoF(u,zip)) = AL(Auz —y) + p) [0~ '(2)
for ,u(J ) a learned scalar. Note, the application of p¢ ensures
a sufficiently small step size is used in each gradient update
for numerical stability.

For parameters, P, is structured as a scaled identity matrix
and D = 2 where 0,(3 ) = BY) and 0(] ) = 19 A structural
similarity index measure (SSIM) loss functlon is used to train
CG-Net. For two images or matrices I; and Is of equivalent
size, the SSIM loss function is given by L([1,I3) = 1 —
SSIM(1I4, I5).

2) Deep Regularized Compound Gaussian Network (DR-
CG-Net) [14]: In this method, the scale variable regularization
is left as an implicit function that is learned, through its
gradient, in the unrolled deep neural network. In DR-CG-Net,
a projected gradient descent (PGD) or ISTA step are employed
as scale-variable-descent updates. Due to similar analyses of

V(=)o h™



v “ vec Uo Ui Uz UK—.L
T . ——Y = Lo ©@— 0
—— ol z |z, oz
(2) End-to-end network structure of G-CG-Net.
Layer k Complete Scale Variable Mapping
kaI‘ : U | Uk Ug-1 r\: == _- == '-\- T U
T : T T (TJ) : \ (1) \ (2) ; (J}I \‘(1)
Zr-1 12k : Zr-1 Zy : Zy, Zy Zy, : Zin

(b) Layer k analogous to iteration k in Algorithm 1.

(c) Complete scale variable mapping, Zx, producing estimate 2,

() in Algorithm 1.

Fig. 1: End-to-end network structure for G-CG-Net, the unrolled deep neural network of Algorithm 1, is shown in (la). G-
CG-Net consists of an input block, Lo, initialization block, Zy, K + 1 Tikhonov blocks, Uy, output block, O, and K complete
scale variable mappings, Z, with structure in (1c). Each Zj consists of J scale variable updates Zlgj ),

both scale-variable-descent updates, we focus on the PGD
scale update method given by

g (z.w) = o (2w 5)) + V) (2)

(5
where, for a step size 5,(;) > 0 and fixed real number £ > 0,
v (z,ui6)) = 2= 6 pe(AL(Auz — )  (6)

is a gradlent update of z over the data fidelity term of (2) and
Vi ). R" — R™ an embedded subnetwork. We remark that the
update in (5) is a gradient descent step on (2) w.r.t. z when
Vk = V'R. Hence, in training Vk , the regularization, or
equivalently prior distribution, for the scale variable is learned.
Finally, p¢ is applied for numerical stability as in CG-Net.

Each subnetwork, Vk] , consists of L. convolutional layers
using ReLU activation functions. That is, layer ¢ consists of
fe convolutions, i.e. filter channels, using kernel size ky X ky
with unit stride. Note, zero padding is applied to each filter
channel of the input such that the output, at any filter channel,
is the same size as the input to any filter channel. Furthermore,
we take fr, = 1 so that given a single channel image input
to V,Ej ) the output is also a single channel image of equivalent
dimension. For our analysis, we assume, without loss of
generality, that convolutional layer ¢ of Vlgj ) is implemented
as a matrix-vector product with weight matrix W,gjz) .

For parameters, P, is structured as a tridiagonal matrix
and D = L.+ 1 where ) = W) for 1 < £ < L.
= 5,(5). A mean-absolute error loss function,
1, 1s used to train DR-CG-Net.

and 0,(5)“4_1
L(%h .’132) =

%le — &2

III. GENERALIZATION ERROR BOUNDS

In order to estimate the generalization error we, similarly
to [15]-[17], derive an upper bound on L(¢) in terms of
Ls(¢) and a Dudley’s inequality bound of the Rademacher
complexity for the hypothesis space generated by G-CG-
Net. The Dudley’s inequality bound is evaluated using a
covering number argument dependent on a Lipschitz property

for G-CG-Net outputs w.r.t. G-CG-Net parameters. Our key
contribution here is showing the G-CG-Net outputs are indeed
Lipschitz w.r.t. to the network parameters and applying our de-
rived GEB to the specific CG-Net and DR-CG-Net structures.

The remainder of this section is structured as follows. Sec-
tion III-A explicates boundedness assumptions that underlie
our GEBs for deep compound Gaussian networks. We detail
a GEB for G-CG-Net in section III-B, which is subsequently
refined for the CG-Net and DR-CG-Net structures in sections
III-C and III-D, respectively.

A. Boundedness Assumptions

A common assumption in machine learning literature and
implementation is that the input data to a DNN is bounded.
Specific bounds are often guaranteed through preprocessing of
the data, which has been shown to assist in the performance
of DNN models [27]. For instance, in [13, 14], which use
images as the signals of interest, each image is scaled down to
be bounded in the Euclidean unit ball. Furthermore, bounded
data implies that the possible parameters to be learned by a
DNN are similarly bounded as DNNs are trained only for a
finite number of epochs using a small learning rate to estimate
bounded signals from bounded inputs.

Assumption 1. The following bounds hold almost surely:
1) Original signals, ¢ € R", satisfy ||c||2 < ¢max-
2) Scale variables, z € R", satisfy ||z||co < Zoo-
3) Covariance matrices, P,, satisfy P, € P where, for
bounding scalars 0 < pmin < Pmaxs

P = {n x n SPD matrices with bounded spectrum}
= {P € Rnxn : S pmax, H‘P71||2 pmm}

4) Each scale variable update parameter, 0,?7&, satisfies
168l

Note that we assume the scale variables are bounded since
the original signals are bounded. This is enforced by the

< wq for scalar wq > 0 and some norm ||-|| q).-



mReLU activation function, Py ,_, in each scale variable
update layer Z ,gj ), Finally, as the original signals are bounded,
we force the G-CG-Net estimates to be equivalently bounded
by applying the projection operator, p., .., t0 Zx © Uk.

B. G-CG-Net

To derive a GEB for G-CG-Net, we require the an assump-
tion on the loss function and scale-variable-descent update.

Assumption 2. For a vector space V, the loss function
L(xy,22) : V — R satisfies:

1. Bounded: |L(x1,x2)| < ¢
2. r-Lipschitz: ||L(x1,x)

forc>0,7>0andall x1,29, ©x € V.

— L(zz,x)[]2 < 7|1 — 2|2

Assumption 3. For every z; € R" satisfying [|zil|oc < Zoo
and w; = Ty(z;; P;) where P; € P, each g,(j)(z,u),

oY) 02] 33), satisfies

parameterized by 19,(5) = ( PR

19 (21, w15 9) — 987 (20, ua; 0|2

<V - zﬁ2+ﬂﬂlmu—uﬂ2
- , N
+ Z rl(cj,d,3) Hel(cjt)i - 9;?,2”((1)
d=1
for non-negative scalar constants r(jfl) 7‘(3 b r(7 b and
8 k,1 k2 o Tkd3>

norms {|/|(@ }a-1-

While the Lipschitz property of Assumption 3 may seem
arbitrarily restrictive, we show it holds for CG-Net and DR-
CG-Net in Appendix VIII and Appendix IX, respectively.

Next, define Peonst C Pdiag C Pui C Prun to be the options
for P corresponding to the vector spaces of constant, diagonal,
tridiagonal, and full covariance matrices with bounded spec-
trum, respectively. Additionally, let each scale variable update

parameter, 9,& ()i, be of dimension ayg > 0 (i.e. B(J ) € R>4)
and define the sets
Qd = {0 € R% ; H0||(d) < wd}. (7

Then the hypothesis class for G-CG-Net is
~ iy JEN[J]
{c ( {Pu,e,i%}keN[KO . P, e P,0Y) € Qd}
"7 deN|[D]

Theorem 1 (Generalization Error Bound for G-CG-Net). Let
S = {(@;,€)}Ys, be a training dataset where each (¢;,g;)
is given by (1) and define ymax = maxi<i<n,||U;ll2. If
Assumption 1, 2, and 3 hold then with probability at least
1—¢ forallce ’HCG, the generalization error of G-CG-Net
is bounded as

L(€) < Ls(e)+
dwy(KJD + )Q@))

1
"y -

8T Crmax

VN,

CIl’l ax

(\/W\/ln (e (1+ 4pmax(KJD + 1)k
K J D

1d

+4dcy/2 (4/ )/Ns

for dim(P) = 1,n,2n — 1, or n(n +1)/2 when P = Peonst,
P = Pdiagy P = Pui, or P = Prun, respectively. Additionally,

R = Zxo (Cl + pmaxymax||A||oo)/\(K7J) + ZooC2 (8)
K,J
H](gjt)i = 2o (Cl ""pmaxymaxnAHoo)/C\gC 4, d)2 )
where
C1 = PmaxYmax HA||2 (1 + 2Zc2><>pmax HA”g)
Cy = Zocymax”A”Q (pmax/pmin)2
K,J J J
A( ) =C2 Zer H 76(41) "‘7?(@,2)01)
k=1 l=k+1
K
SKD) G (D) | D)
Chode = Ths (rgy + 7z c1)
l=k+1
J
for H G- 1), ’(J) Zr J2 D H r,(f)l, and
=1
~ ( J) = O]
i) 1 ¢
Tkj,d,B = Tkjd 3 H Th,1
l=j

A proof of Theorem 1 is provided in Appendix VII, which
broadly employs Dudley’s inequality to bound the Rademacher
complexity of H Ideally, through training G-CG-Net, a
hypothes1s ce HE% is chosen such that £s(¢) is minimized,
but any ¢ poss1bly generated by G-CG-Net could be used
in the Theorem 1 bound. For instance, if early stopping is
implemented in training then Theorem 1 still applies to the
generated ¢ despite € not optimizing Ls.

Lastly, we remark for noiseless measurements, that is
Y, = AGC;, that Ymax < Cmax||A||2 for any set of training
data. For white noise measurements, that is y, = A¢; + v
where v ~ N(0,021), then Ymax < Cmax|4ll2 + 2,0 with
high probability for large z,. For instance, using the quantile
function of a normal distribution, Ymax < Cmax||A|2 + 6.11c
with probability (1 —2 x 1072)™Ns ~ 1 — 2mN, x 1079,

C. CG-Net

For CG-Net, the scale variable update parameter spaces, {24
from (7), are Q3 = Py and Qo = [—p, p] for constant p > 0.
Thus, the hypothesis class for CG-Net is

R . .y FEN[J]
HY = {c < {Po.BY 1}

) : Py € Peonst
kEN[K]

(]) e ,‘u(J) c Qz}.

Theorem 2 (Generalization Error Bound for CG-Net). Let
S = {(9;,@)}Ys, be a training dataset where each (€;,;)
is given by (1) and define ymax = maxi<i<n,|[U;ll2. If
Assumption 1 holds then with probability at least 1 — ¢, for
all ¢ € HéQG), the generalization error of CG-Net is bounded
as in Theorem 1 for T a Lipschitz constant of the SSIM loss
function, dim(P) =1, c¢=2, D =2,

_ (vamax)
(Oéd, Wd) - {(17 M)

d=1
d=2,



1— J
W=t 7=t ana
’ ) 1—7r
G J—- )8 d=1
T =r 10
had.3 ! {pmathax d=2 ( )
where

rp=1 JFpma){((ZoopmaxymaxHA||2||AHOO)2 =+ .UTh)
To = pmaxymaxHAHQ (1 + ZzopnlaXHAHQ(HAHQ + HAHOO))
Nmax = max [h_l]/(z)h_l(z)’

z€Ja,b]

and Ty, = max.epqp [h71"(2)hH(2) + [h7Y(2)%

We remark that in Theorem 2 we only state a Lipschitz
constant for the SSIM loss function exists as deriving one is
space consuming and not illuminating. This is, in part, due
to the fact that SSIM(I1, I5), from the SSIM loss function, is
implemented as the average structural similarity over a set of
patches from the input images where in each patch a Gaussian
weighting filter is used [19].

In all numerical experiments in [13, 14], h(z) = exp(z)
on [a,b] = [1,exp(3)] and & = 1. Thus, hpax = exp(—1),
7, = 1, and z,, = exp(3). Furthermore, preprocessing is
used such that cy,x = 1 and for € > 0, a small stabilizing
parameter, Pmax = 1/€, Pmin = € and |u| < 1/e. The
remaining constants || A2, || 4|lco, and ymax can be calculated
given the measurement model and training dataset.

Let a < b imply a < s.b for some s. > 0 and define

7 = In(ymax) + In([|Al2) + In([|Alo0)- (11)

Corollary 3. The generalization error for CG-Net scales as

. . KJ)3r
1£@) - £5(@)] < ny| I
S
Furthermore, as, Ymax S vVm, ||A|l2 S nym, and ||Allo S 1
then the CG-Net generalization error scales at most as

L@ - Ls(@)] < n\/ (K J )3““(]3? +n(n)

Corollary 3 results by ignoring constants in the GEB from
Theorem 2 to consider how this GEB scales in network size
and signal dimension. From Corollary 3, once the amount of
training data satisfies Ny ~ n?(K.J)3(In(m)+1In(n)) then the
GEB of CG-Net will be small with high probability.

D. DR-CG-Net
For DR-CG-Net, the scale variable parameter spaces are
Q. — {W € Rfaxnfa-1: |[W]ls <wg}y d€N[L]
7\ [=6,6] d=L.+1.
for real value constants wg,d > 0. Note, each W € Q, for
d € N[L.], corresponds to a convolutional layer mapping from
fa—1 to fy filter channels using convolutional kernels of size
kq X kq. Thus, the hypothesis class for DR-CG-Net is
. . JEN[J]
fH(?’) =<lc| Pu’(g(J)’W(J) keN[K :P, € Pri,
cG { i kot }ZEN[[LC]] t

W) € 0l € Qo

Theorem 4 (Generalization Error Bound for DR-CG-Net).
Let S = {(¥;,¢)}:, be a training dataset where each
(Ci,y;) is given by (1) and define ymax = maxi<;<n, ||Y;]|2-
If Assumption 1 holds then with probability at least 1 — e,
for all € € H(C?g, the generalization error of DR-CG-Net is
bounded as in Theorem 1 with T = 1/y/n, dim(P) = 2n — 1,
czcmax/\/ﬁ; D=1L.+1,

_1fqk? d=1,2,...,L.
(ad,wd): (fd lfd ded) 3 &y ’ (12)
(1,9) d=L.+1,
1— J
’ ’ 177"1
L
; _ NZoo | [751 W d=1,2,..., L,
Al = (f e ‘) (13)
13 d=L.+1

where

L.
r = 1+ 5(Zoopmaxymax”AH2||A||00)2 + H Wy
=1

72 = Oymax|All2 (1 + 22 Pmax| All2 (| All2 + [ All)) -

Ignoring constants, the GEB of DR-CG-Net scales as in the
following Corollary.

Corollary 5. The GEB for DR-CG-Net scales as

In(n)
nNg

1£(€) = Ls(©)] S K Jrs(Le) +

In(KJL.) + KJ(r 4+ In(1 + []1=, we))
nlNg

(Vn+ KJ(1 +7“f(Lc)))\/

for r¢(Le) = Zf;l V fe—1fek? and r given in (11).

Furthermore, bounding each wy, f¢, and ky respec-
tively by the maximums Wmax = MaXi<¢<r, We fmax =
maxi<<r, fo, and kmax = maxi<¢<r. f¢ and noting that
Ymax S VM, ||All2 S nym, and || Al S 1 then the GEB
of DR-CG-Net scales at most as

(KJL.)3(In(m) + In(n))
N, :

1£(e) = Ls(0)| S \/

Observation: The CG-Net network size is ~ K.J and DR-

CG-Net network size is ~ K JL.. Thus, the GEB of CG-Net
(Network Size)3 (In(m)+In(n))

further simplifies to |£ — Ls| < n\/ -
while the GEB of DR-CG-Net further simplifies to

1L —Ls| S (Network Size)j\,(ln(m)ﬂn(")). Hence, constraining

CG-Net and DR-CG-Net to an equivalent network size, the
discrepancy in the GEBs is only the signal dimension where
CG-Net scales as O(n+/In(n)) and DR-CG-Net scales as
O(y/In(n)). Therefore, DR-CG-Net produces a tighter GEB,
which is supported by the numerical experiments of [5, 6] that
show DR-CG-Net produces test reconstructions of superior
quality as compared to those produced by CG-Net.




IV. LIPSCHITZ PROPERTY OF G-CG-NET

In this section, we show that G-CG-Net is Lipschitz w.r.t.
its parameters © in (3). This result is a cornerstone of proving
Theorem 1 and is dependent on a Lipschitz and bounded
property of the Tikhonov solution along with Assumption 3.

A. Lipschitz of Complete Scale Variable Mappings

For notation we write Z,g‘]) as the complete scale variable
mapping consisting of .J scale variable updates. That is Z,g‘]) =

Z,i‘]) o oZ]il).

Proposition 6. Let Assum
scale variable mapping Z
by some 6(‘]) (OI(CJi, e

tzon 3 hold. Then the complete
w), which is parameterized

70k,D)]eN[J], satisfies

1217 (21,u1;0)") — 27 (22, s é“>>||2 <721 — 222

7’;(kJ »J) (J)

7 [ — o2 +Z 211617 — 6w

j=1ld=1

J J J 1
for H (U= 1), kJ Zr( H Tk 1, and
Jj=1 Jj=1 :
J—1
J) _(G-1) (0)
rkjd 3= rkjd 3 H Th1

Proof. Using mductlon on J, the base case, J = 1, holds
by Assumption 3 where we set Hj: J41 r,(fj i = 1. Let the
induction hypothesis hold for fixed J > 1. Usmg Assumption
3, the induction hypothesis, and that Py ,_ is 1-Lipschitz

12 (21,0107 TY) = Z2 (25, 405005
= [P (a7 (27156, s )

~Po e 087 E (22,02 BF), w9 |

2

< TI(C{1)||Z;£J)(Z17U17 ;(CJ) Z(J)(Zmum@( Nlla
J J J+1 ~J+1
+T1(cz)|\u1—u2||2+zr;£,1)3 0y — 6y MNlay
<4ﬁ(ﬁ?wl @M4w%ﬂm1—uﬂ>
J

) 169 — g

J
"3l Iillay + 7375 g — a2

DY

j=1d=1

D
(J) J+1)
+3 7)oy,

- (14)
d=1
J JHL
First note )77 = o) [Ty = [[ iy =7
j=1 j=1
Second note
(J) ~(J) (J) ()J( )J_l() ()
J) AT J J i—1 J
TeiThe TTho = Tki Zrkj,z TRt Tha
J=1 l=j
Ry (G-1) 0 _ ~(J+1)
—1 ¢ J+1
= Z r 72 k1= Tk2
Jj=1 l=j

and similarly rl,(C 1) ?fcjd@ = djdlgj Y and 7”;52 3= 7?2]; 31 T,

Combining these two notes with (14) gives the desired
induction result. O

B. Properties of the Tikhonov Solution

Recall, for square matrix, M, the spectral norm, is
the largest absolute eigenvalue of the matrix. First, we provide
a few lemmas necessary to derive a Lipschitz condition for the
Tikhonov solution.

Lemma 7. For any invertible symmetric matrix P and scale
variable z it holds that ||[(ALA, + P~1) 75 < ||P|2.

Proof. Let 0 < A\; < --- <\, be the eigenvalues of AL A, +

P~10< v <--- <, be the eigenvalues of AZAZ, and 0 <
k1 < --- < Ky, the eigenvalues of P. Note these eigenvalues
are all non-negative as AZAZ, P, and AZAZ + P! are real,
symmetric matrices. Then 0 < A <. < )\fl are the
eigenvalues of (ATA, + P~))"'and 0 < k' < --- < kp?
are the eigenvalues of P~!. From Weyl’s inequality
Y+ Ey <N
and thus
_ _ 1
(A7 Az + P~ o = At € ———5 <k = |[P[|2. O
71 + K n
Lemma 8. Let z1 and zo satisfy || z1]|cc, || 22]|co < Zoo. Then
|42, Az, — AL Az, 2 < 2200 All3 121 — 22|00
Proof. Observe
||A£2Az2 - Azl Azl H2
= ||AZQAZ2 - AZQAZI + AZgAzl - A£1A21 ||2
<AL (Az, — A2 + (AL, = AL) Azl
< (Iz1lloo + ll22llo0) 14T All2[l21 — 22|
< 2200 [|All3l121 = 22]loo- O
Lemma 9. For any invertible matrices P and P
[P~ = Pl < [IPTHI P 2] P = Plla-
Proof. Observe
|P= =P o= [P (P = P) P~
< P22 l2][P = Plla- O

Next, we bound the spectral norm on the difference of two
invertible portions of the Tikhonov solution. For an invertible
matrix, M, recall that the condition number of M is

Cond(M) = [ M|l2[M~"|2.

Corollary 10. For any invertible symmetric matrices P and
P and any z, and zs satisfying ||z1 ]|, || 22]|co < zeo it holds

1AL, Az + P77 = (AL AL + P77
< 2200 | AR Pll2lIPll2]l 21 — 22l
+ Cond(P)Cond(P)||P — P||2.



Proof. Using Lemma 9 and then Lemma 7 note

(AL Az, + P17t — (AL AL, + P
< ||Pll2||Pll2)| AL A, + P71 —

D7

AL Ay =P Y

Next, using Lemma 8 and Lemma 9 observe
|AZ, Az, + P71 = AZ Az = Py

<|lAZ,A LA+ 1P =P
< 2200 All3 121 — 22|00 + [PTH2][P7H[2]|P = Pl2. O

Now, we prove the Tikhonov solution is Lipschitz.

Proposition 11. Ler z1 and z3 satisfy |21 o, || 22/ 00 < 200
Then the Tikhonov solution Ty, which is parameterized by a
SPD matrix P, satisfies

[Ty (213 P) = Ty(22: P)ll2 < c1(y)|lz1 — 22]lo + c2(y)||P — Pll2

for

e1(y) = [P Als gl (14222 | P 4]13)
¢2(y) = 2 | All2]lyl2 Cond(P)Cond(P).

Proof. Observe

[Ty (21; P) — Ty(22; P)|l2
= (AL Az, + PP ALy — (AL A, + P77 ALyl
- H(ATlAzl + P_l)_lAzly - (AzlAz1 +P— ) 1AT
+<AT1A21 + P_l)_lAT - (AZQAZ2 + ﬁ_ ) 1AT yH
= ||(AL A, + P11 (AL —AL)y
+ (AL A, + P77 = (AL AL, + P ALy
2
< (AL Az, + P7Y 7 allyll2ll AL — AL o+
Zoo | All2l|yll2lI(AL, Az, + P71 = (AL Az, + P77 2
< |[Pl2llAll2llyll2 |21 — z2lloot
Zoo || All2l|yll2lI(AL Az, + P71 — (AL Az, + P77 M2

where in the last inequality we used Lemma 7. Combining
the above inequality with Corollary 10 produces the desired
result. O

Lastly, we derive a bound on the Tikhonov solution

Proposition 12. For any SPD matrix P, any z, y, and 2 <
p < oo it holds that ||Ty(z; P)llp < [|z[ls [ Pll2[lAllp||Yll»-

Proof. Using Lemma 7 observe

1Ty (25 P)ll, = (AT A= + P71 T ATy,
< [I(AZ Az + P77, [[Diag(2) || All 1yl

< (AZA: + P77 2| Diag(2) 2 Allp 15

< zllso 1 Pll2ll Allp Y llp- =

C. Lipschitz Property of Network Outputs

In this section, we define {5 and ka as the G-CG-Net
scale variable estimates on iteration k¥ when G-CG-Net is
parameterized by ® or ©, from (3), respectively. That is, (j, is
recursively defined by {;, = Z,EJ)(Ck,l,Ty(Ck,l; P.); @](CJ))

First, we show a Lipschitz property of the final scale
variable estimate in the following proposition.

Proposition 13. If Assumption 3 holds then

N iy N
¢k — Crella < &7 (y >\|P — Pull2

PSS

gl (y)lley)
k=1j=1d=1

- 91(3,31”(@

k=1 t=k+1
K
K,J jo ] J J
eanw) =7 T1 G +7ide )
{=k+1
where T 1),?’{,;]2), and 7’"\(ka1 are given in Proposition 6 and

c1(y) and c3(y) are given in Proposition 11.

Proof. Combining Proposition 6 and 11 it holds for any &

¢k — Culla
= HZ,&J)(Q@A,E(CkA;Pu);955]))
—2 (G Ty (Gers P); ©1) H

(%\I(CJI)'F?I(cJQ)Cl( NICk-1 — G 1||2+?”<,€202( NPy — Pull2

)

D
D)9 _ gl
+ > A6~ 67w

j=1ld=1

15)

Now, we use induction on K. The base case K =1 holds by
(15) as Co = Co = Zo and [[,_ K+1(’<€Jl) JF?EJQ)C (y) =1
Assume the induction hypothesis holds for fixed K — 1 where
K > 2. By (15) and the induction hypothesis observe

16k — Cxllz < P + 7 her () ICk-1 — Cr—1ll
~(J)

+TK262( M Pu — PuH2

¥ L
+ Z Z?(;? d)3|‘0g,)d - 9%,)d||<d>

j=1d=1
J K—1,J J =~
< [0 + e @)E ) () + e w)] 1P, - Pl
K-1 J D
J ~J) ~K-1,J j Y
(7“{1()1"‘ KQCl(y) ZZ k.j,d,2 '(y) HH(J,Zz_ k,d

k=1 j=1d=1

JsJ)

Pl 0%, — 62 . (16)

MK
Mc

+
1

Y
Il

1

J



First note,

FD, 4+ 7)

K-1,J
el her () 7

>

7 + 7 e (y)

K
J J J
+ ity [[ @D +7aw)

Similarly, note

J J K-1,J K,J
A+ e @)e 5 ) =)

k,],d 2

and

/\(J J) /\(J J)

K
J J
Trd3 = TK,d3 H (?“i’l)+/r§72)cl(y))

(=K+1
J
=), ().

Combining these two notes with (16) produces the desired
result. O

Finally, we show that G-CG-Net estimates, ¢(y; ®), are
Lipschitz w.r.t. the G-CG-Net parameters.

Theorem 14. Let Assumption 3 hold. Then for any parame-
terizations © and © of G-CG-Net, the G-CG-Net estimates
satisfy the following Lipschitz property:

[e(y; ©) — &(y; ©)|l2
_ K J D
K(Y)| Pu — Pulls + ZZZ D)0 — 67y
k=1j=1d=1

for
K(Y) = 2o (c1(y) + [ Pullal|Alloo 9]l 8 (1) + 2000 ()

K.,J
kDY) = 2o (c1(y) + [ Pullzl Allc [yl 2S5 ()

where E(lK’J) (y), E;f;i)z (y) are given in Proposition 13 and

c1(y), ca(y) are given in Proposition 11.

Proof. As pe,,.. is 1-Lipschitz observe

16(y; ©) — &(y; ©)]|2 B
= [|pemar (Ci © Ty(Cici Pu)) = Pemar (€ © Ty (Cics Pu))l|2
< HCK o Ty(Cx; Pu) — Cx o Ty(Cr; Pu)

+Cx o Ty(Ck; Pu) — Ck o E(gK;ﬁu) ,

< [Ty (Cxs Pu)llooll€xc = Cxcll2
+ 200 | Ty (Crcs Pu) = Ty(Cics Pu)[2-
Using Proposition 11, 12, and 13 produces the final result. [J

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

For a class of compound Gaussian prior based DNNs that
solve linear inverse problems, a generalization error bound
was derived. Subsequently, this generalization error bound was
applied to two realizations, namely, CG-Net and DR-CG-Net,
showing bounds for these cases. The developed generalization
error bound was produced by bounding the Rademacher com-
plexity of the network hypothesis class by Dudley’s inequality,
which is further bounded using a Lipschitz property to estimate
covering numbers of the network hypothesis class. A key
contribution was in showing the parameters of compound
Gaussian DNNSs satisfy a Lipschitz condition under reasonable
assumptions thereby allowing us to produce generalization
bounds for CG-based DNNs.

While the derived generalization error shows with sufficient
training data, roughly scaling quadratically in signal dimension
and cubically in network size, small generalization guarantees
can be met, it still remains to be shown that such a property
is true for small training datasets. This is desirable as CG-Net
and DR-CG-Net significantly outperform comparative meth-
ods in image estimation problems when trained only on a small
dataset. Likely, aspects of the iterative algorithm, in particular
the Tikhonov solution, would need to be further leveraged
to provide insight into a small training generalization error
bound. Furthermore, PAC-Bayes generalization bounds [28]
for CG-based DNNs, extending the derived bounds in this
paper, is another open question that can provide greater
insights into the generalization for low training scenarios.

VI. APPENDIX: PRELIMINARIES

A. Rademacher Complexity

Recall a Rademacher variable is a discrete random variable
~ taking values 1 with equal probability.

Definition 15. Let G be a set of functions g : X — R and

S ={x; } 1 € X. The empirical Rademacher complexity is
1 &
Rs(G) = Ey l?&}g A iz_;%g(wz)]
fory =[v,...,yn.] a vector of i.i.d. Rademacher variables.

For a DNN with hypothesis space H and using loss function
L, we are interested in the Rademacher complexity of the real-
valued set of functions G = LoH ={Loh:heH}.

Theorem 16 ([29], Theorem 26.5). Let H be a set of functions,
S = {(,;,)}Y2, a training set drawn i.i.d. from D, and L
a real-valued loss function satisfying |L(h(y), ¢)| < ¢ for all
h € H and (y,c) ~ D. Then, for € € (0,1) with probability
at least 1 — € we have for all h € H
L(h) < Ls(h) +2Rs(LoH) + 4cy/21n(4/) /Ny
Next, we provide a contraction lemma allowing us to ignore
the loss function and only consider the hypothesis class.



Lemma 17 ([30], Corollary 4). Let H be a set of functions
h:X —=Rand S = {x;} Y] C X. Then for any T-Lipschitz
functions g; : RY — R, where i € N[Ny],

Ns N, d
E~ |sup vigi o h(zx;) | < \/iTEF sup Yikhi (x;
| 2 e ) o 2 2t ()
where v = [7i]ienn,) and T' = [’yik]feeé\][%]  are collections of

i.i.d. Rademacher variables.

B. Dudley’s Inequality

To define Dudley’s inequality, which is employed to obtain
a bound on Rs(L o H) in Theorem 16, we require some
terminology from [31, 32]. First, for a metric space (M, d),
let Cpr(e) € M denote an e-covering of M. That is, for
every x € M there exists a ¢ € Cpr(€) such that d(z,c) <e.
Second, let N'(M,d,e) € R denote the e-covering number
of M. That is, N (M,d,€) is the minimum cardinality of all
C(€) or, equivalently, the minimum number of e radius balls
as measured by d, to contain M. Third, a real-valued stochastic
process (X ):er is called a subgaussian process if E(X;) =0
and forallseT,teT and 0 >0

E [exp(6(Xs — X,))] < exp (92J(Xs,xt)2 /2)

where d(X,,X;) = (E|X, — X¢|*)%/2 is a pseudo-metric.
Fourth, the radius of T is A(T') = sup,cp E|X¢|2.

Lemma 18 (Dudley’s Inequality, [31], Theorem 8.23 [32]).
For a subgaussian stochastic process (Xi)ier with pseudo-
metric d

A(T)/2 —
E (sup Xt) < 4\/5/ \/In (N(T, d, 6))d€
teT 0

C. Rademacher Process

Let V be a vector space and X = VT = {f: T -V} A
Rademacher process, (Y;):cr, is a stochastic process of the
formY; = ZZ=1 Yk (t) where z, € X and v = [v1,. .., Vs
are i.i.d. Rademacher variables. As E(y;) = 0, 72 = 1,
and ,y; are independent for £ # j, then for real-valued
Rademacher processes, i.e. V =R,

E,|Y:|? ZJE Yewn()?) + DY By (s ()zi(t)

k=1j=1
J#k
= z(t)’ (17)
k=1
Similarly,
d(Y,, V)2 =By |Y, = Vi[* =Y (ar(s) — zu(1)2 (18)

k=1

Finally, we remark that real-valued Rademacher processes are
subgaussian [32] and thus satisfy Lemma 18.

D. Covering Number Bounds

First, a covering number bound on a subset of the unit ball.

Lemma 19 ([31], Proposition C.3 [32]). For any norm ||-|| on
R™ and subset U C {x € R™ : ||z|| < 1} it holds

N, [l e) < (1 +2/)"

Second, a covering number bound on a space of parametric
functions satisfying a Lipschitz criterion.

Lemma 20. Let (©,|||ly) be a non-empty, bounded, and
normed vector space. Define F = {fp : X — V|0 € O}
and let ||-|| = be any norm on F. Assume that for any 6,6 € ©

I fo(@) = f5(@)l|l 7 < T(@)]0 — 6|
and let T' = sup,c » I'(x). Then
N(F, Il €) < N(O,][]l9, €/T).

Proof. Let Cg be any €¢/T'-covering of © and Cr = {fp : 0 €
Co}. Note |Cr| < |Col as, at most, every § € Co uniquely
defines a function fy € Cx. Further, for any fy € F there
exists a ¢ € Cg such that ||§ — ¢|| < ¢/T'. Thus f. € Cr
satisfies

[ fo(x) —

Hence, every e/T'-covering of © generates an e-covering of
F. Take Cg to be the minimal cardinality e¢/T-covering of O,
then N'(F, ||| 7,€) < |CF| = |Co| = N(O,|-[ls,e/T). O

fe(@)| 7 <T(@)]|0 —clly <TN0 —clly <e

Finally, we generalize Lemma 20 to a class of functions
parameterized by a sequence of parameters.

Corollary 21. Let (O;, ||-||s,), for i € N[n], be a sequence of
non-empty, bounded, and normed vector spaces. Define F =

{fo,.....0.

Assume that

I for....0.(®) = f5,  5.( Oillv,

)|l F < ZF )I6: —

and let T'; = supycy L'i(x). Then

n

< T

N(F, |7, €) O ||

9:5€/(nL3)).

Proof. Let (S, dy), for k € N[n], be metric spaces and define
the product metric space (S, d) where S :== Sy x -+ x S,, and
d(s,c) = > p_ 1akdk(sk,ck) for s,c € S and fixed a;, €
(0,00). Let Cy, be any €/ (an)-covering of Sy, and define C :=
C1 X -+ x Cp. Then for any s € S there exists a ¢ € C such
that d(s,c) = > p_; ardi(sk,cx) < > p_q axe/(nag) = e,
which implies that C is an e-covering of S. Take every C}, to
be the minimal cardinality €/(axn)-covering of Sy, then

H\Ck HN(Sk,dk, >.<19>

k=1
Next, let (O, ||-||lo) be the normed vector space where © =
01 X -+ x 0, and for @ = (01,...,0,) € © we define

N(S,d,e) <|C| =



[0lle = >=i—; Ti]|0:lls,. Then for any 6,0 € © where 0 =
(61,...,0,) and @ = (64,...,0,) we have

1 fo......0. () — fgl 0, (@)l
< ZI‘ )||6; . < Zrinei
i=1

Comblmng this Lipschitz property with Lemma 20 and then
applying (19) produces the covering number bound. [

.....

— bills, = (16 — Ole-

VIL

Proving Theorem 1 consists of the following steps: Step (1),
we establish a Rademacher process generated by H((:lG Step
(2), using Lemma 17, we express the Rademacher complexity
of Lo HSG) as the expected supremum of Step (1). Step
(3), invoking Dudley’s inequality we bound Step (2) by an
integral of some covering numbers. Step (4), we use Theorem
14 and Corollary 21 to bound the covering numbers from
Dudley’s inequality by covering numbers of the G-CG-Net
parameter spaces. Step (5), we use Lemma 19 to bound the
covering numbers of the G-CG-Net parameter spaces. Step
(6), with the Step (5) bounds, we bound Dudley’s inequality
by evaluable integrals where evaluation, simplification, and
using Theorem 16 produces the desired GEB for G-CG-Net.

Proof of Theorem 1. Step (1). Let Y = [y,,...
R™*Ns and

APPENDIX: PROOF OF THEOREM 1

ayNs] €

1 — ~ 1
ME = Mz = [6@), ... €U, )] : € € Hed)
—qe(7i{r 9(”}z§§§[[}]<]1 . P € P, )} € Qg
"k f genip]) U Ped
where ¢ (V;0) = [€(y,;0),...,¢(yy,;O)] € R™*N:,
Now, define the Rademacher process (X ) Maep(D) @S
CG
Ns n Ns n
Xnre =Y > vin[Mz Z Yier(¥;)  (20)
i=1 k=1 i=1 k=1
for Rademacher variables I = [%k}fgg}[ﬁlg

Step (2). Using Lemma 17 with H = Hclc) and each g; = L,
for L a 7-Lipschitz loss function of G-CG-Net, e.g. SSIM loss
or mean-absolute error, satisfying Assumption 2, we have

Rs(Lo ”H&%) < V27rEr | sup ﬁ ZZ%kck (";)
eeHly) 1V im1 k=1
2
_ XQTEF( sup XME) Q1)

s ceHly

Step (3). By equation (18) note that
d(X]MA ) Z Z cz]kz)Q
i=1 k=1
= HMEI - ME2||%’

for ||-||» the Frobenius norm. Observe for any Mg € M(ClG)

N
> le@;e)
i=1

1Mellr = [le(Y; ©)llF =

)3 <V Nscmax

where we used that any output from G-CG-Net is bounded, in
Euclidean norm, by c,.x. Hence, by equation (17)

A(-A/l(cl(}) SUPAQ{(UHM lF < v/ NsCmax-

Therefore, using Dudley’s Inequality in Lemma 18 and (21)
/N5 emax

8 2
T[T o) e
(22)

Rs(LoHe) <

Step (4). By Theorem 14 for any i € N[V]

&(y;;0)|
_ K J D o

<KlIP = Pullo+ 33 w216 — 00wy

k=1j=1d=1

le(y:;:©) — 2

As k and /i,(j Zl given respectively in (8) and (9), are indepen-

dent of y; then

[e(Y;©) - &(Y; 0)||r < VNi|[e(:; ©) — €(@,; ©)|

for any ¢ € N[N;]. Thus
[6(Y;©) - &(Y;0)||lr < v/Nek|| Pu — Pulla+
K J D o
VNG S ROk = Ol
k=1j=1d=1

Hence, from Corollary 21

w (N (M. e )
<In (N (P, (RIER \/]TSK(IEJD + 1)))

K J D

+ In N(nd,||-|<d>, € ))

(23)

Step (5). As P contains symmetric n X n matrices, then for
P = Ppy only n(n + 1)/2 entries are required to uniquely
define a matrix and dim(Pqy) = n(n + 1)/2. Similarly,
dim(Pyi) = 2n — 1, dim(Pgiag) = n, and dim(Peonst) = 1.
Furthermore, as P/pmax = {P/Pmax : P € P} is contained
in the unit ||-||2 ball, then, using Lemma 19, observe

N(Pa H”Qa 6) = N (P/pmaxy ||||27 e/pmax)
< (1 + 2pmax/€) ™7
Similarly, as €24/wq is contained in the unit ||-|| 4 ball, observe
N (Qa, [l (ays €) < (1 + 2wa/e)™

Combining these two observations with (23) gives

In (A (ME 1))

< dim(P) In (1 2/ Non(KTD + 1))

€
K J D (J)
2wy sk (KJD +1
+Zzzadm<l+ il 1 )>_
k=1j=1d=1

€

(24)



Step (6). For any v, 8 > 0, note that from [15]

JPV A ¥ v/e)de < By/In(e(l + v/B)).

Combining (24), (25), and using subadditivity of square roots

[ (M8 1)

g \/m/oﬂ \/m (1 . meax\/mi(KJD + 1))d6

\jh}( 2w/ Nai 6(KJDH))dE

(25)

Py v [

k=1j=1d=1
< \/mﬂ\/ln (6 (1+2pmax\/]v5:‘;(KJD+1)))

+§:§:§:\/@ﬁ¢ln<e<1 2ay/Norig /3(K1D+1)>>-

k=1j=1d=1
(26)
Combining (26) and (22), for 8 = \/NgCmax/2, with The-

orem 16 produces the desired generalization error bound. [J

VIIL

First, we require a Lipschitz condition on the gradient of
the data fidelity term in (2) that depends on Proposition 12.

APPENDIX: PROOF OF THEOREM 2

Lemma 22. For every z; € R"™ satisfying ||zi||co < 200 and
w; = Ty(24:; P;) where P; € P, it holds that

1A%, (Au, 21 — y) — AL, (Au, 22 — y)l2
< (2ocPmaxl[yll2[lAll2]| Allc)* 21 — 222
Hlyll2llAll2 (1 + 22 pmaxl|All2 ([ All2 + [Alloo)) lur — wa]2.
Proof. Observe
14, (Au, 21 — y) — Ay, (Auy 22 — y)ll2
< (1A, Auy 21 = Ay, Auy 2oll2 + (AL, = Aq)yll

<AL Auy 21 — AL Auyzol2 + (| All2lyll2]Juwr — usllo-
(27)

By Proposition 12 and the triangle inequality note that

A%, Au, 21 — Ay, Au, 20|
= ||A£1Au1z1 — AzlAle + AEIszl — AZQAWzl
+A£2Au2z1 - A£2Au222||2
< 25 Pmaxl|Al3 yll2(1All2 + [[Alloo) 1 — a2
+ (20oPmaxl|All2[| Allc 1yll2)]121 — 22]l2. (28)
Combining (27) and (28) produces the desired result. O]

As an overview, proving Theorem 2 consists of the follow-
ing steps: First, we show Assumption 2 holds for the SSIM
loss function used in CG-Net. Second, we invoke Lemma 22
to show that the Lipschitz condition of Assumption 3 holds
for each CG-Net scale-variable-descent update in (4). Finally,
we apply Theorem 1 to produce Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. As SSIM returns a value in [—1, 1] then
the SSIM loss function is bounded by 2. From [19], SSIM is

a differentiable function and thus continuous. As the CG-Net
outputs are bounded, in the ||-||2 ball of radius ¢pax, then the
gradient of the SSIM loss function is bounded. Hence, by the
mean value theorem [33], there exists a Lipschitz constant for
the SSIM loss function, on the ||-||2 ball of radius ¢y,ax, which
we denote by 7. Therefore, Assumption 2 holds.

Next, for i € {1,2}, let z; € R"™ satisfy ||z;|lcc < 200
and u; = Tﬂp (2z4; P;) for some P; € Peony and p € N[N;].
As P, is 1-Lipschitz, then the CG-Net scale-variable-update
method, g(] ) in (4) satisfies

éﬂ),ﬂéj)) 91@(

B pe(VaF (s, 213 1))

I (21, z0.uzi BY i)

= ‘ Pap(z1 —

<z

~Pas(z2 = BY pe(VF(uz, 22 i)
_Blgj)Pg(V F(ulazlap‘](gj)))

— 2+ B j)ps(v F(U27Z27Mk Nll2
<|lz1 — 222 + HBk pe VzF(UQaZQ;,U/](c )))

2

—B;(f)pg(VzF(ul,zl;u;(f)))Hz (29)

where in the final line we used the triangle inequality. First,
as pg¢ is 1-Lipschitz and bounded by &, note that

IBY pe (V= F(us, 203 1)) — By pg<v Fluy, 2 m))]
= | BY pe(V P (an, 203 5)) = BY pel(V 2 F (s, 21 14)
B 0e(VeF (ur, 2 i) = B pe(VF (w20 ) |

< Pmanloe(VF (o2, 2250 )) = pe(VF o 21545
+ ”pf(v F(ul,zl,’uk ))H HB(7) (J)”
< Ponax |V P (ua, 203 i) = V2 F (ur, 25157 |2

+€|BY — BY 2. (30)
Second, note that
IV F(uz, 225 i) — Vo F(ug, 205 1) |2
< |AL (Auyz1 —9,) — AL (Auyzo — 3,2
e Y (1) @ A (=) — 5P (Y (22) © h (z2)l2
= AL (Au,z1 — 9,) — AL (Auyzo —7,)l|2+
|69 ) © M=) = B () © b )

i (07 (1) © W () = i Y (22) © B (20)

< ||A (A'u1z1 - gp) - AZQ (Au2z2 - yp)H?
+hmax|w> AP + iz — 222 31)

Combining Lemma 22 with (31), (30), (29) and the fact

that [|g, |l2 < ¥max, then Assumption 3 holds specifically with

LG=1) (=1)

k1 =T1Tgs = ry and

B |11 ) d=1

(01(@];7rkd3)7” H(d)) :
Ngg])apmathaxa | . |) d=2.



A T T

Hence, by Proposition 6, 7,7y = [[;_; 7y 7 =771,
J J-1 7
A =S T Zu_ 1 -7
2 = Tk,2 Hrk =12 r —Tzl_r7
j=1 =5 !
o , 1) J 1 1) J-
and similarly ﬁk]d?) = ,(fd 3 k 1 = r,(fd 3)r1 7 is as

given in (10). Therefore, applylng Theorem | produces the
GEB of CG-Net in Theorem 2. O

IX. APPENDIX: PROOF OF THEOREM 4

We first require a bounded and LlpSChltZ roperty for fully-
connected networks. Let gt = :c for W, @ e
Ré+1xd: denote a fully- connected layer For componentwise
activation function o, define a fully-connected network G (1)
as

QU’T)(a;) = g(” ogo g(” 0---000 g(”( ).

Lemma 23. Let 0 be a componentwise activation function
sansfymg lo(@)|s < |||z and GET) be given as in (32). If
W |a < oy for all t € N[T), then

T
Nz < JT wlll2.
t=1

Proof. We use induction on 7'. The base case 7' = 1 holds
trivially. Assume the induction hypothesis holds for fixed T’
where 7' > 1. Observe

lo(@0 " @))l2 = llo(Wi 10 (G5 (@)))]l2

T+1

(32)

lo(¢" D (@

< wri1llo(GHT (x

Now, we show that fully-connected networks are Lipschitz.

Lemma 24. In addition to the assumptions of Lemma 23,
assume o is T-Lipschitz. Then

T
1GED) (1) — G2 (a5 < 7771 Hwt||931 — 2|2

t=1
T
— 1 2
+> (TT tHZ’:;1wt/||m12) 1w =W,
t=1 t#t

Proof. Observe for any ¢
1 2
¢ 2)112
16" (= > (@)

= ”Wt - Wt(Q)wQH?
= ”Wt(l) _ Wt(2)$1 + Wt(2)m1 _ Wt(2)$2||2
< @iller — @allo + [lzallz WS = W2
Therefore
160 (1) — G0 (@) 2
< 1w |GH D (@) — G (@) 2

+lo(GE D (@) 2 W — WPl

Using Lemma 23 and induction on 7' similar to that of
Proposition 6 produces the desired result. O

iz < T willzllz. O
t=1

As an overview, proving Theorem 4 consists of the follow-
ing steps: First, we show Assumption 2 holds for the mean-
absolute error loss function used in DR-CG-Net. Second,
we use invoke Lemma 22 and Lemma 24 to show that the
Lipschitz condition of Assumption 3 holds for each DR-CG-
Net scale-variable-descent update in (5). Finally, we apply
Theorem 1 to produce Theorem 4.

Proof of Theorem 4. As DR-CG-Net employs the mean ab-
solute loss function, L(xi,x2) = 717||a:1 — ||y, for any
1,2, T € R™ by Holder’s and the reverse triangle inequality

|L(z1,®) — L(zs, )]

Cmax
v
Hence, Assumption 2 holds for ¢ = ¢yax/+/n and 7 = 1/4/n.

Next, for ¢ € {1,2}, let z; € R™ satisfy ||z;]|oc < 200 and
u; = Ty (2 F;) for some P; € Py and p € N[N,]. Let
V(J ) and V,gj be convolutional subnetworks of DR-CG-Net
that are parameterized by {W,Sé)}geN[Lc] and {W,gje) }een(L.)s
res ectively. The DR-CG-Net scale-variable-update method,
gk , in (5) satisfies

Hg(j) Z1,Uq; {5;(:), W]E?}}ZGN[LC])

_gl(j)

1 1
< L(xi,x0) = — |21 — 2|1 < —=||&1 — 2|2 <
n \/’ﬁ

(22, us; {0, W;EJZ beenir.)) H2
Uk (zl,ul,cs(])) V]E)J) (Zl)

_U](Cj)(ZQ,UQ;(S J) ) — 9@) (ZQ)HQ

< o (z1,w1580) — 07 (22, u2; 07) 2
+ IV (21) = VP (22)|o- (33)
Define d; = AL (Ay,z; —,) for i = 1,2. Using (6) note

o (21, ua; 877) = 0
< |lz1 — zollz + 165 pe(dr) — 87 pe(da) o

As p¢ is 1-Lipschitz and bounded, in norm ||-||2, by £ then

||6(”pg<d1> — 0 pe(dy)|2

22,956 |2

(34)

= 116 pe(dr) — 6 pe(da) + 6 pe(da) — 37 pe(da)|2
<169 llpe(dr) — pe(da)||2 + | oe (d2) |2 165 — 617
< d|ldy — da|2 + €6 — 5. (35)

Now, combining Lemma 22 with (35), (34), and the fact that
¥, ll2 < Ymax produces

||U](€j)(zlau1 5(])) _ U}(CJ)(ZQ,U% 6(J))||2
= (1 + 5(200pmaxymaxHAH2||A||OO)2) ”Zl - '22”2

+raflur — gl + €167 — V). (36)

As Wzg,j; € g and W,ﬁf; € Qg for d € N[L.], then
Wéjc)l and W,Ej; are defined by fy—1fsk% parameters and
satlsfy ||W,§d||2 < wg and HW,%HQ < wg. Additionally,
0y U) ¢ Q41 is a positive real number satisfying \5(])\ < 4.



Hence, the dimension of the parameter spaces, cg, and bounds
on the parameter spaces, wq, are given by (12).

As the ReLU activation function is 1-Lipschitz and ||z |2 <
V/nzs then using Lemma 24

L.
IV (21) = VY (22)l2 < [[ wellza - 22l
NZoo Hz’

=1
(J)
+Z( yur ) [}
=

Combining (37) and (36) with (33) then Assumption 3 holds

. 1 —
with 7"1?,1 =ry, r,(fg = rq, and

Wla. (37

(4) L.
W v/nzes wy, |- d=1,...,L,
(0(1()]77"1(?]{] é)v H ||(d)> = < k,d \/7 Hf;é ‘ H H2>

@611 d=Lc+1.
Hence, by Proposition 6, r H 7“(] = {,
2 ) (0 —ri
1 ¢ i
Z vy Hrkr’“QZ’“l = 1_77
and similarly ?’éjd{% = T,(fd,g) H}Z _jl 7"1(5)1 Tl(gd :1’,)7'{ 7 s

given as in (13). Therefore, applying Theorem 1 produces the
GEB of DR-CG-Net in Theorem 4. O
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