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ENERGY PROPAGATION IN SCATTERING CONVOLUTION NETWORKS CAN BE
ARBITRARILY SLOW

HARTMUT FUHR, MAX GETTER

ABSTRACT. We analyze energy decay for deep convolutional neural networks employed as feature extractors, such
as Mallat’s wavelet scattering transform. For time-frequency scattering transforms based on Gabor filters, it has
been established that energy decay is exponential, for arbitrary square-integrable input signals. Our main results
allow to prove that this is wrong for wavelet scattering in arbitrary dimensions. In this setting, the energy decay
of the scattering transform acting on a generic square-integrable signal turns out to be arbitrarily slow. The fact
that this behavior holds for dense subsets of L? (Rd) emphasizes that fast energy decay is generally not a stable
property of signals.

We complement these findings with positive results allowing to conclude fast (up to exponential) energy decay
for generalized Sobolev spaces that are tailored to the frequency localization of the underlying filter bank.

Both negative and positive results highlight that energy decay in scattering networks critically depends on the
interplay of the respective frequency localizations of the signal on the one hand, and of the employed filters on
the other.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and related work. Up to this day, the tremendous success of convolutional neural networks
(CNNs) in computer vision tasks [22] like image classification is only partially understood. This outstanding
performance of CNNs is generally believed to be due to their ability to capture information at multiple scales
through the use of convolutions and subsequently aggregating the information observed at these scales by means
of further operations such as pooling. Consequently, CNNs are seemingly able to extract semantic content from
images while discarding irrelevant information. However, the available rigorous analytical explanations for their
success are still incomplete.

In his pioneering work [I1], Stéphane Mallat introduced the scattering transform, a nonlinear operator
that cascades convolutions followed by the modulus non-linearity. The scattering transform can be viewed
as an infinitely deep and infinitely wide CNN with the modulus as non-linearity, predetermined filters, and
no pooling [19]. Due to the use of hand-crafted filters based on a wavelet construction, there is no need to
train the network. The windowed scattering transform was extended in [19] to allow for the use of other
(optionally learned) filters that are not wavelet-generated, with potentially different filters for different layers,
other non-linearities than the modulus, and pooling operations between layers. The present work studies the
scattering transform in a more classical fashion, with, for simplicity of exposition, identical (not necessarily
wavelet-generated) filters across network layers, the modulus as non-linearity, and no pooling.

Despite the absence of a training phase and pooling, Mallat-type scattering networks are still performing
comparably well to other state-of-the-art models, even after more than a decade of progress in machine learning
since their invention (e.g., [15, 23]). They are used in various applications such as vision and audio tasks,
quantum chemistry, medicine, astronomy, and manifold learning [T}, 2 [ 6] [8 14, 16, 17]. In many of these,
the scattering transform (or a variant thereof) is employed in the preprocessing phase of the input data in that
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it acts as a feature extractor, which is supposed to improve the overall performance of the machine learning
model.

Such scattering networks satisfy many of the nice properties that are generally believed to be essential in
a feature extractor [I1, 12, 19, 13]. One of these properties, which is of particular importance both from a
practical as well as a theoretical point of view, is the question of fast energy propagation across the network
layers: Under mild assumptions on the filters, the energy of any input signal decomposes, for every N € N,
into the aggregated energy that is contained in the first N layers of the scattering network and some energy
remainder (see Proposition for details). Thus, the scattering transform preserves the energy of an input
signal if and only if the corresponding energy remainder converges to zero as N — oo. In this sense, all of the
original information about the input signal is then still contained in the features generated by the scattering
network. In practice, however, only finitely many features of the infinite scattering network can be computed.
Therefore, a lower bound for the loss of information when restricting the network to finitely many features
of the first N layers is given by the corresponding energy remainder. Hence, fast decay of this quantity is
desirable.

Energy conservation in the above sense was first established in [I1, Theorem 2.6] for wavelet-generated filter
banks under a rather restrictive and technical admissibility assumption. Under less restrictive assumptions on
the wavelets, but only in dimension d = 1, the decay of the energy remainder was shown [I8, Theorem 3.1] to be
at least of exponential order O(a?) for Sobolev functions with some unspecified, signal-independent o € (0, 1).
In recent years, quantitative results in a similar fashion were also derived for other types of filter banks. Energy
decay was proven (in arbitrary dimension) to be at least of exponential order O(a®) for all finite-energy input
signals, with some unspecified, signal-independent a € (0, 1), if the filters of the underlying scattering network
form a so-called uniform covering frame [3, Proposition 3.1]. In particular, this class of filter banks includes
certain Weyl-Heisenberg (Gabor) frames [3, Proposition 2.3]. However, the uniform covering property requires
the Fourier supports of the filters to be uniformly bounded, so that a broad range of commonly used filter
banks in signal processing (e.g., wavelet-generated filter banks) is not adressed by this result.

With refined estimates, but based on an idea similar to that of [I8, Theorem 3.1], energy decay was proven
to be at least of exponential order O(a”) for Sobolev functions if the filter bank is generated by a bandlimited
wavelet in dimension d = 1, with a concretely specified decay factor o that depends on the bandwidth of the
generator [20, Theorem 2|, [21, Theorem 3.1]. If the filters do not necessarily have an underlying structure as
in the case of wavelet-generated filters, but instead satisfy certain mild analyticity assumptions in arbitrary
dimension d € N, energy decay was shown to be at least of polynomial order O(N~"™4) for Sobolev functions,
where mg € (0,1] and mg — 0 as d — oo [20, Theorem 1].

So far, an important question has remained unanswered:

Does exponential energy decay hold for the wavelet scattering transform, globally on L*(R%)?

1.2. Contributions. Our first main result, Theorem [2.2] provides a negative answer to the question of global
exponential energy decay for the wavelet scattering transform. In fact, we show that energy decay can even
become arbitrarily slow over L?(R?%) when emplyoing filter banks that have an underlying structure similar to
wavelet-generated filter banks (including the latter). It turns out that, for given decay rate, the set of signals
that do not obey this rate in terms of scattering energy decay is dense in L?(R?). Informally, energy decay can
thus be considered instable over L?(R?) for these types of scattering networks.

We complement these negative findings with our second main result, Theorem [3.9] which is of positive
nature. By exploiting the interplay between Fourier decay of the input signal and frequency concentration of
the underlying filters of the scattering network, we provide explicit upper bounds on the convergence rates
of the energy remainder for large filter-dependent subclasses of L?(R?), thereby generalizing, unifying, and
partially improving the findings of the previous works [3, [I8], 20} 21].

In view of selecting wavelet-generated filters for the scattering network (as is the case in many applications),
these results have two main implications:
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e Fast energy propagation in wavelet scattering networks can only be guaranteed if a priori knowledge
about the global Fourier decay of the input data is available, with sufficient conditions specified by
Corollary

e The set of those signals in L?(R%), for which the mixed (¢!, L?(R%)) scattering norm considered in [IT],
Section 2.5] is infinite, is dense in L?(R%). Results in the spirit of [T, Theorem 2.12], which guarantee
stability of the windowed scattering transform to the action of small diffeomorphisms for signals with
finite mixed (¢!, L?(R%)) scattering norm, therefore do not apply to such (in this sense) ill-behaved input
signals. On the other hand, finiteness of this mixed scattering norm can be guaranteed by means of our
positive results, e.g., for all f € Hﬁ)g(Rd), s > 1, which generalizes [I3, Proposition 2.4] to arbitrary
dimension d € N if the generating wavelet is bandlimited.

1.3. Structure of the paper. We begin our exposition in Section by reviewing the windowed scattering
transform and clarifying our base assumptions on the underlying filters of the scattering network.

Our results in Section [2| concern filter banks with an inherent structure similar to those generated by
wavelets. The starting point of our analysis is Lemma [2.1] which states an approximate version of super-
additivity of the energy remainder for signals that are nearly separated in freqeuncy domain. We build on
this result by constructing an adversarial signal by means of an infinite series of appropriately chosen, nearly
pairwise separated (in frequency domain) signals.

In Section [3] we derive upper bounds on the decay rate of the energy remainder, which are based on the
interplay between Fourier decay of the input signal and the frequency concentration of the filters. Our results
apply to a broad range of filter banks and their corresponding signal classes. The filters must satisfy a mild
analyticity assumption, which can be seen as a refinement of the setting considered in |20, Assumption 1].

Finally, we illustrate our results in Section [4 by outlining the consequences for a certain class of filters
with uniformly bounded bandwidth, and for wavelet-generated filters. In doing so, we recover some existing
results from the literature, and we improve and generalize others. These results are of considerable independent
interest, which is further enhanced by the contrast to the negative findings from Section 2]

1.4. Notation. Fix a dimension d € N. The sets N¢ C Ng C 74 C R? C C4 have their usual meanings. For
S C R?% and z € R?, we define Sspi={se€S|sp>ux forall ke {l,...,d}}. We denote the Euclidean inner
product of two vectors z,w € C? by (z,w) := Zizl 2, W, with associated norm || - |5, and the respective open
ball in R? with radius r > 0 and center € R? by B,(z) C R%. Further, we write S, gr(z) := Br(z) \ B.()
for the closed spherical shell with center z, inner radius r > 0, and outer radius R > 0. For z = 0, we set
Sr.r = S;,r(0). By 1), we refer to the indicator function of a set M C R, If M is Lebesgue-measurable, its
measure is denoted by vol(M) € [0,00]. The sphere in R? is the set S¥! := {z € R? | ||z, = 1}.

As usual, GL4(R) is the set of d x d invertible matrices with entries from R, and O4(R) is the subgroup of
orthogonal matrices. It is well known that any complex matrix A has a singular value decomposition, where
we denote the value of a smallest (respectively largest) singular value of A by omin(A) (respectively omax(A)).
We denote the identity matrix in dimension d by I.

For sequences E, W : N — R, we write Wy € O(Ey) if there exist C' > 0 and Ny € N such that Wy < C-Exn
holds for all N € Nsy,. We denote the support of a function f : R? — C by supp(f) := {z € R? | f(z) # 0},
where the closure is taken with respect to standard Euclidean topology on RY. For A € GL4(R), we also define
DY f == |det(A)|f(A-), and D f := | det(A)|/*>f(A-). Moreover, we set f* := f(—-).

For f € L'(R%), we define the Fourier transform of f by

Fi6) =70 = [ rla) e e,
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The Fourier transform extends uniquely to a unitary automorphism of L?(R?) by this choice of normalization.
Its inverse is the unique operator extension of the inverse Fourier transform given by

FlUO === ] fl) et de.
R4
If w: (0,00) = (0,00) is a nondecreasing function, we define
FIZRY = {f € PR | w(] - ) f € ARY}.

For s > 0, setting w,(t) := (14 2)2, the fractional Sobolev space of class regularity s is H*(R%) := FLE (R%).
We define the s-fractional Log-Sobolev space by Hﬁ)g(Rd) = FLZ, o (R%), where w; 1og(t) := In®(e +t). Fur-

thermore, let S(RY) denote the Schwartz space on RY. For a Hilbert space H and a countable set A, we

define
S A, < oo},
AEA

which itself is a Hilbert space, equipped with the inner product given by ( f, g) := > ,cx (fa, g1 ) for f, g € 2(H)
(with unconditional convergence of the series).

C(H) =LA H) = {f = (f)ren € HA

1.5. A brief review of the windowed scattering transform. A scattering network computes cascades of
convolutions followed by the application of the modulus as non-linearity, with no pooling between the layers.
Given any ¢ € L'(R%) N L?(R?), we denote by

U] : L*(RY) — L*(RY), > |f 1]

the single step scattering propagator associated to filtering with the function 1 (which in this context is thus
commonly called a filter). Moreover, we refer to an ordered sequence p = (1, ...,%x) € (L*(R?) N L2(RF))N
as a path of length N € N. Iterating the single step scattering propagators along this path yields the scattering
propagator
Ulp) : L2(RY) — L2RY), f=UbN]...Upilf =|...|f*1]... x|

For notational convenience, we define the scattering propagator along the empty path e (the unique path of
length zero) to be the identity operator Ule] := id 2 (ga).

A designated function y € L'(R%) N L?(R?) induces a windowed scattering propagator along a path p of
length N € N and window x (referred to as output-generating filter), given by

Sl x] s L*(RY) = L2RY),  f= (Uplf) xx = |- |f # 1] .. x dn | * X
By Young’s convolution inequality, the operators Ulp] and S[p; x] are well-defined.
Our main objective is to study the properties of the operators (see Figure [1))

UP]: L*(RY) = (P L*(RY), > (Ulplf),ep
and
S[Pix] : L*(RY) — (P L2RY),  f = (SIpsx)f)pep

for certain path sets P. In particular, this requires the operators to be well-defined in the sense that, for any
f € L*(RY), the series > pep IUIPLf |3 converges unconditionally. In this respect, let us now state our main
requirement on the filters, which are the basic building blocks of the windowed scattering transform.

Throughout this paper, we assume that § := {x} U ¥ c L'(R%) N L?(RY) is a countably infinite collection
of functions so that the corresponding filter transform

(1) L*(RY) = P(F L*(RY), £ (f*x) U(f*9) ey
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[f 1] * |, || f % 1] * b2 % x [[f * b1] * g, |[f + 1] * g * x [f * 1] * al, || % 1] * aba * x
FEXCINVES IR DY |f* 1|, [f * 1]+ x
I fxx

F1G. 1. Hlustration of the operators U[P], S[P; x| for the path set P = {e, v, ¥, (¢¥1,12), (¥1,95), (1, ¥2)}
and output-generating filter y.

is an isometry. This is precisely the case if § forms a semi-discrete Parseval frame [10, Section 5.1.5], i.e., if for
all f € L2(RY),

2) 1 x5+ D I f el = 11413 -

Ypew

We will frequently use the fact (which follows directly from Parseval’s theorem and the convolution theorem)
that § forms a semi-discrete Parseval frame if and only if § satisfies the Littlewood-Paley condition

(3) ROP+ Y PEOP =1 ae R

Pev

If any of the latter equivalent conditions holds, then every f € L?*(R?%) admits a decomposition

(4) F=Fexsx"+ ) frpxyr

Yew

Remark 1.1. To simplify the notation, we do not assign the filters ¥ an explicit (countably infinite) index set,
unless we work in a more concrete setting. This precludes the use of multiple occurrences of the same filter,
which is often allowed in the definition of the scattering transform. In principle, this can be accommodated,
primarily at notational cost, by extending the subsequent discussion to multisets. To us the benefit of such an
extension seems quite limited, which is why we have refrained from making the necessary adjustments.

We will mainly consider the operators U[P] and S[P; x| on nonempty subsets P of the set of all finite length
scattering paths Py := JX_, UV where we set W0 := {e}. The windowed scattering transform associated with
the filters § is the operator

() S[3] = S[Puix] : LA(RY) — £2(Py; LARY)),  f > (Slpx]f)pep, -

In the interest of generality, we do not make further assumptions on the Parseval frame § for now. Even in this
very general setting, the windowed scattering transform S[§] (see Figure |2)) is always a well-defined operator
into the Hilbert space ¢2(Py; L2(R%)). This will be adressed in more detail by Proposition

Typically, the filters are concentrated in different areas in frequency domain, with x taking on the special
role of a low-pass filter and the remaining filters ¥ being of high-pass nature. For the sake of concreteness and
later use, let us give one particular example of an admissible collection § in dimension d = 1, where in this
case § is generated from a bandlimited wavelet.

Example 1.2. Let ¢, ¢ € L'(R) N L*(R) satisfy supp(@) C [%, 2] and

BEOP+Y (B - QP +16(-27 - 9) =1, ae Eek.
j=1
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17 %] * o] 5 205] 1S 04 % 4] =)
||f*w1|wz N \i/ 1f » 4] )
|f*¢1|*¢2*><\ / \ /lf*¢1|*¢2|*x
X N 744
\f*wll*x f \f*wil*x

fx*x

F1G. 2. Indication of the architecture of a scattering network as described above, with filters ;, w; evw
corresponding to the j-th network layer, j € {1,2,3}. The function x is the output-generating filter,
which is (in our setup) the same across all layers.

Such a pair of functions arises, e.g., from the construction of an orthogonal wavelet basis, with father wavelet
(scaling function) ¢ and mother wavelet 1. Then, § := {x} U{y; | j € Z\ {0}} is a semi-discrete Parseval
frame, where x := ¢ and
b = D%jzp = 2j¢(27 ) forjeN
T D= ) =22V forjeZa
The filter transform is in this case the associated wavelet transform.

The following proposition, which was first stated in (the proof of) [II, Theorem 2.6] and later generalized
in [19, Proposition 1] and [20, Proposition 1], forms the basis for all further analysis in this paper.

Proposition 1.3. Every f € L*(R?) satisfies the energy decomposition, for all N € Ny,

(6) Z HS aX f”f2 v [2(R4)) + HU \IJN ngQ UN;L2(RD)) — ||f||2

Consequently,
IS/ le2(py;z2 ey < MF 12>
which ensures the well-definedness of the operator S[F] : L?(R%) — £2(Py; L2(RY)).
Moreover,

(7) lim [[UTwN)f|]7,

N—oo

(wN;L2(Re)) = 0

holds if and only if
(8) SIS 12 (g2 gy = I f1l3 -

The energy decomposition identity @ quantifies the loss of information about the original input signal f
if the scattering network is restricted to its first IV layers. Motivated by this important relationship, let us
therefore define the quantity, for any given () # ® C § and N € Ny,

Wi [®I(f) = HU[(I)N]ng2 N [2(Rd)) 2 1Up] ||2
pedN
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Our main objective in this paper is to study the asymptotic behavior of the quantity Wy [¥](f) as N — oo,
which, as we will show, distinctively depends on the interplay between the choice of filters ¥ and the input
signal f. If there is no ambiguity about the underlying filters ¥, we will sometimes only write Wy (f) to refer
to W [¥](f).

As already pointed out in Section there are several sufficient criteria for § available that guarantee the
asymptotic energy decay (7). More precisely, [I8, Theorem 3.1] and [20, Theorem 1, Theorem 2] state an upper
bound on Wy [¥](f), for all f € L?2(R%) and N € N>g, which is of the type

(9) W [e](f) < / FO) - Kn(e) de

Rd
for a family of integral kernels (Kn)nen., (independent of f) that satisfy the following properties:

e For all N € N>y, Ky is continuous.
e For allNENzg, 0< Ky <Ky<1
o limy_.o Kn (&) = 0 holds pointwise for all £ € R?.

By Dini’s theorem [4, Theorem 7.3], this upper integral bound entails, for all f € L?(R?), the convergence
(7) (cf. [20, Proposition 2]). In particular, the scattering transform S[§] is norm-preserving in these settings
by Proposition Specifically the assumptions of |20, Theorem 1] allow for some flexibility in the choice
of the filters while guaranteeing norm-preservation. Clearly, this implies that the single signal that produces
zero-features in every layer by means of the scattering transform is the trivial null-signal f = 0.

In order to produce many informative (in the sense of nontrivial) features by means of the scattering
transform, one typically chooses an output-generating filter y that is of low-pass type. By the Littlewood-
Paley condition , the remaining filters ¥ are automatically of high-pass nature. Let us briefly illustrate how
informativeness of S[F] can be achieved by imposing a low-pass condition on y: Let 0 # g, x € L'(R?) N L*(R%)
and suppose that x(0) # 0. By continuity of X and F(|g|), and since F(|g|)(0) = ||g||; > 0, there exist €, > 0
such that || - |F(|g|)] > € on Bs(0). Thus, we have

gl * xII3 = IF(Ig) - XII5 > /B o IF(lgh (@) - [x(€)]? d€ > & - vol(B5(0)) > 0.
4
Hence, any feature of this type is nontrivial. The assumption that X(0) # 0 is of vital importance for the
argument, as is shown in [20, Appendix A] by the example of a scattering network (feature extractor) with
nontrivial kernel.
For the remainder of this section, we will collect some basic auxiliary statements about the windowed
scattering transform that will prove useful later. We include their proofs for self-containment.

Lemma 1.4. Let N € N. Then U[§N] : L2(R?) — ¢2(F; L*(R%)) is well-defined and norm-preserving, i.e., for
all f € L*(RY),
WNBI(H) = > Ul = I£115-
pesN
Proof. This is easily shown by induction: The base case N = 1 is exactly one of the characterizations of a

semi-discrete Parseval frame, hence true for §. The induction step is established as follows. Suppose that the
statement is true for some N € N. Then, for all f € L?(R?), we have

Wy [8() = D WNRBIAF o) =D IF = wllls =D I =2l = I1£15-
YEF Ypes Ypes
O
Despite its simplicity and brevity, the argument illustrates how the underlying inductive structure of the

scattering network can be exploited in proofs. The following Proposition (cf. [II, Proposition 2.5]) states
the non-expansiveness of the operators U and S, which is also due to their inductive definition. Considering
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the desirable properties of the scattering transform as a feature extractor, this property can be considered as
stability against additive noise.

Proposition 1.5. Let ) # P C UV for some N € Ng. Then, for all f,g € L*(R%),
1S[Psx]f — S[P;X]9He2(P;L2(Rd)) < |U[P]f - U[P]gHﬁ(P;L?(Rd)) <|f=glly-
Moreover, if S[§) = S[Pw; x| is norm-preserving, then it is also nonexpansive.
Proof. By the Littlewood-Paley condition (3], we have [|X]||,, < 1. Thus, for all p € P, and all f, g € L*(R%),

1S51p; X1 = Slps xlglly = [Uplf = Ulplg) * xllo < [IU[p]f = Ulplglly »

which proves the first inequality.

Observe that it suffices to prove the second inequality for the case P = ¥/, which we do by induction on
N € Ny. The base case N = 0 is trivial. For the purpose of the induction step, suppose that the hypothesis is
true for some N € Ng. By the reverse triangle inequality, we have, for all f, g € L?>(R?),

"U[\IIN+l]f_U[\I}N+1]g"?2(\1,N+1;L2(Rd))
= > W) * vl - [(Ulplg) =I5

pewN el

S SRl = Ulplg) * w1l

peWN pev

= > > WIS = Ulple) = vl

pe¥ N Yevw

= > (WIS = Ulplglly — IS[p: X/ = Sps xgll3)

pewN
= HU[\IIN]f - U[\IIN]gHi(\I;N;LZ(Rd)) - HS[\IINv X]f - S[\I]Na X]gHZ(\IJN;[?(Rd)) )

where the second last step is due to § being a frame. Applying the induction hypothesis to the right-hand side
of the latter inequality concludes this part of the proof.

Finally, if S[§] is norm-preserving, the non-expansiveness of S[§] follows directly from the above estimates
(which were derived independent of the induction hypothesis) using a telescoping series argument. In fact, by
Proposition we have limy_,oo Wy [¥](h) = 0 for all h € L2(R?), which entails that, for all f,g € L?(R%),

IN

. 2
]\}gnoo HU[\I]N]f - U[\I]N]QHZQ(\I/N;LQ(Rd)) — 0
Consequently,
|‘S[S]f_s[g]m‘32(73\I,;L2(Rd))

N=0

< Z (HU[\IJN]f - U[\I]N]QHZ(\I,N;L%R(:{)) - HU[\I’N—H]]C - U[\I/N—H]g‘}?2(\I,N+1;L2(Rd)))
N=0

=1/ = gllz-

O

We exploit the non-expansiveness of U to derive some useful estimates concerning the energy remainder.
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Lemma 1.6. Let ) # ® C W, and let N € N. Then, we have, for all f,g € L*(R%),
a) [WN[®](f) = Wn([®](9)| < V2-IIf = glly - VWNIPI(f) + Wn[®](g),
b) Wl®@](f) > % - Wn[®l(g) — I/ - gll3-

Proof. Let f,g € L*(RY). Applying the reverse triangle inequality yields, for any p € &%,

IUBIF1l — 1UTRlgllz | = TITR)f s = 1UTlglls |- (UL + 1T lgl)
< |Ulplf = Ulplglly - (ULl + 1UTPg]l2)-

Together with the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the non-expansiveness of U[®"], we obtain

2

(Wx[](f) = Wx[®l(9)F = | Y U5 ~ 1Ulgl;

pedN

< ( > Ul = Ulblglls - (IUpLF Il + U[p]gz))

pedN

< (Z IUTplf - U[p]g§> ' (Z (Uplflly + U[p]gz)z)

pedN pedN

<If =gl Y (200118 + 21U Tplgl3)

pedN
=2[If — gl - (Wn[®](f) + Wn[®](g))-

Taking square roots on both sides of the latter inequality proves a).
We again use the non-expansiveness of U[®] and find that

W(®](g) = [U1e)(g) = U@N](f) + U@V p2 gy

2
< (IV12%10) = V1) gy + 1TV ND s oy
2
< (lg = Flls + [Tl 2 v g2 gy )
<2||f = gl3 + 2| U™l g gy
=2|f - gll5 +2Wn[®](f)-
By rearranging, we conclude the proof of b). U

It is now easy to derive the continuity of Wy |[®], which we will use to prove the density result, Proposition
23] in Section 2.

Corollary 1.7. Let ) # ® C U, and let N € N. Then, Wx[®] : L?(R%) — R is continuous.

Proof. Continuity at f = 0 is obvious, since we have, for all g € L*(R%), Wx[®](g) < |lg]|5. Now, fix € > 0 and

f € L*(R%) \ {0}. Define
=94(f,e) := min
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Applying Lemma ) to g € L2(R?) with || f — g||, < & gives
IWNIRI(f) = Wn[@l(9) < 211f = gll5 - (Wn[@](f) + Wn[®](9))
<262 - (|I£1I3 + llgll3)
<26%- (If 13+ (I1fll +6))
<1087 | f]3 < .

O

We conclude this section with a lemma describing the interplay of the scattering propagator with dilations,
which is similar to covariance (cf. [I1, Equation (20)]). Despite its elementary proof, this property forms the
basis for our main result in Section 2l

Lemma 1.8. Let N € N, let p € (L*(R?) N L2(R))N, and let A € GLg(R). Then, for all f € L?>(RY),
Ulp)Daf = D4U[D}-1p)f,
where D}L‘,lp = (D114,1p1, cel D}kle). Moreover, if ) # ® C F, then we have, for all f € L*(R%),
WN[®](D4f) = Wn[Dy-1®](f).
Proof. Let f € L2(R%), and let g € L'(R%) N L2(R?). A direct computation shows that
(D4f) * g =Di(f * (D}y-19)).
The modulus operator
M : L2(RY) — L2(RY), hw— |h]

commutes with DY, which proves Ulg] D} f = DLU[D’,_,g]f. Iterating this relation along the path p concludes
the first identity.

Concerning the second, we note that D} = | det(A)|% - D%, which gives U[p]D% = D3U[D!_,p]. Since D3
is unitary on L?(R%), summing over all paths in ® entails the second identity. O

2. SLOW SCATTERING PROPAGATION

In this section, we show that energy propagation can be arbitrarily slow in scattering networks that employ
filters § = {x} U ¥ with an underlying structure similar to those generated by wavelets.

As some of the details of this section are quite technical, we begin by illustrating the conceptual idea behind
them. In light of this, let us consider the situation from Example again, i.e., suppose that the high-pass

A~

filters W = {1; | j € Z\ {0}} are generated by dilations of ¢ € L*(R) N L2(R), supp(¢) C [4

2
. D%jw = 20y)p(27 ") forjeN
TP = 22 forj € Zo

2], according to

We want to show that for any nonincreasing null-sequence F € Rlio, there exists a function fz € L?(R) that
satisfies the following conditions:

a) We have | fz|l5 = E1.
b) For all N € N, we have that Wx[¥](f) >
Proof sketch. Define

1

(ar)ken = <\/ Ey — Ek+1> ;

keN
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and note that a telescoping argument gives
N

lim Y af = lim Ey — Eyi1 = Ej.

= Jim £1 B =

N—oo

Fix any fo € L?(R) that satisfies || fo||, = 1 and supp( fo) [1,2]. We will later (see Corollarymand Corollary
show that, for all N € N,

lim Wy (fm) =1,
m—o0
where f,,, := 2m/2 fo(2™-), m € N. This is a consequence of Lemma

Therefore, we can find a strictly increasing sequence (my)reny € N such that, for all k € N, mypq1 > 2+ my,
and Wi (fm,) > 3. We claim that

fEe = Zakfmk € L*(R)

k=1
does the job. To this end, first note that, for all m € N, Supp(ﬁ;) C [2™,2mH1]. In particular, the (fn)men
are orthonormal, hence || fz||3 = S22, lak|? = E1. Moreover, since

Supp(@?j) C [sgn(j) - 27171 sgn(j) - 291+,
we have
kg * Yy, if 7 = my, for some k € N
JE* V) = S g fmy, * Umyp+1 if j =my + 1 for some k e N, jeZ\{0}.
0 else

Altogether, we obtain, for all N € N,
Wi(fe)= > Wx-i(lfe*v;l)

JE€Z\{0}

> Wi lar Sy * Y |) + Wa—ir(|ag fony * Ymgs1]))

B
Il
—

lan|® - WN-1(fm * Y |) + W1 (| frny * Ymgr1]))

o

k=1
o] 1 00 1
2 2 9
= arl - W (fm) = lax| Wi(fmi) > 5 - > lal =3 Bn.
k=1 k=N k=N

O
To summarize, the central idea of the proof is as follows: Given § > 0, construct a sequence of signals
(fmi )ken € L2(R) such that (i) the energy remainder Wy behaves (super- )addltlvely due to separation in the
frequency domain and (ii) the energy decays slowly for f,,, across the first k layers of the scattering network,
according to Wi(f,) > 6. Weighting the signals with an (?-sequence ensures square-integrability of fgz. The
energy that is contained in the scattering layers of fr of depth greater than N — 1 (i.e., Wn(fg)) is controlled
by the weighted energy remainders of the signals (fy,, )x>n. This results in a slow propagation of energy across
all network layers. The speed of convergence is bounded from below by the speed of convergence of the £2-series
of the chosen weights.
In order to generalize this idea to larger classes of filter banks and higher dimensions, we need to establish
a much more general version of super-additivity for the family of nonlinear operators (Wy : L?(R%) — R) yen.
In the proof sketch above, we have implicitly used their additivity on separated signals (cf. [13|, Lemma 2.3]).
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However, if the generator v fails to be bandlimited, we cannot generally expect exact additivity on separated
signals. Moreover, we would like to allow for more flexibility in the choice of our filter bank. The following
lemma establishes an approzimate version of super-additivity for the operators (Wy)nen if the signals are
nearly separated in Fourier domain. We use the high-pass filters ¥ to measure the degree of separation.

Lemma 2.1. Let F = (fi)ren, C L*(RY), let (n)ren, € RIE%, and let a = (ax)ken, € (*(No;C). Assume that
there exist finite sets W(F, k) C W, k € Ny, such that the following hold:
(i) The series Y pig laxaj ( fr, fj) | converges.
(it) The series >~ ex converges, where e := (k+ 1) -mp + D724 14 15
(iii) The sets U(F., k), k € Ny, are pairwise disjoint.
(iv) We have, for every k € Ny,
S el < me
PEW\W(F k)
(v) We have, for every k € Ng and 0 < j < k,

SN vls < e

YeW(F k)
Then, the series
f="arfe
k=0
converges in L*(R?) with ||f||§ <> hj=olara; ( fx, ;) |, and we have, for every N € N, n € Ny,
o0 2
ak
(10) Wa ()= (’2’ W (fr) = 2 llall e '5k> :

k=n
Moreover, suppose that in addition to our standing assumptions (i)-(v) there exists & > 0 such that

(vi) for all k € N,

Wi(fi) = 40.
(vit) for all k € N,
c - ]ak]2
k> o .
2 a7
Then we even have, for all N € N,
(11) Wy (f) =6 laxl*.
k=N

Proof. The series defining f converges if

m
Z akfk m) 0.
k=n 2
Expanding the latter norm squared yields
m 2 m oo
(12) Sante| =D @y (fufi) <Y larag - (fu fi) |-
k=n 2 k,j=n k,j=n
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Being the remainder of a convergent series by assumption (i), the right-hand side of converges to 0, so
that f is in fact a well-defined element of L2(R?). Setting n = 0 in , we also obtain the claimed bound for
the (squared) norm of f as m — oc.

Let us now turn to the proof of . Here, we first note that the recursive nature of Wy and Lemma
b) imply

= > Wxallf )

Pev
>SS Waa(f o)

k—nz/;E\I/(Fk)
S3S (5 Wv-alansi) 0l) = 1 01 = o) o113
k=n el (Fk)
NP (’“’” WN_1<|fk*w>—H(f—akfkwué)
k=n e W (F,k)

0 2

(13) =y ““2“‘ D> Wioi(fe ) — Resty
k=n YEW(F,k)

As a consequence of our assumptions (iii)-(v), the remainder is bounded by

2

o0
Resty = Z Z ajfi | *v
YEV(FkK) || \J=0.j7k 9

o0

> > lagl-llf =l

YeW(Fk) \j=0,j#k

IN

2 2
k—1 ')
<2 Y Slagl vl |+ D0 lagl-lIf =2l
YEV(F,k) j=0 j=k+1
k—1 o0
<2alie - > [ SoImvlls+ >0 Nl
peW(F,k) \Jj=0 Jj=k+1

o
2
<2llalfaey - | kom+ D m
okt

Moreover, for every k > n,
S Wraallfexvh) = Waaa(fsxvh) = Y. Waoallfe =)
YEU(F k) = YEV\W(F k)

=Wn(fe)— >, Waoa(lfex¢l)

SEV\T(F k)
> Wn(fr) —
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Substituting this and the bound for Resty into yields

o0

Wn(f) =) > Wxoa(lfs * ¢]) — Resty,

2
k=n YET(F k)

|ag|?

00 2 oo
a
> ‘;"(WN(fk)_nk:)_Qna”??(C)' kot Y
= | j=kt1
> = |ak|2 W 2 2 I{ 1 3
> 5 N(fk) = 2llallzcy - | (B+1) - me+ Z M

k=n Jj=k+1

— o [ lax|” 2
= 5 W (fi) = 2llalliec) ex ) -
k=n

Finally, let us derive from under the additional assumptions (vi) and (vii). Choosing n = N in
(10) and exploiting the upper bound for e, k € N, we find that

o ((laxl” 2 - o ((lax” 5 ja?
(14) Wn(F) = 3 (5 W) = 2llallzaey en ) = D (= Wnlfi) =0 ol ) -

k=N k=N
Since W (f) is nonincreasing in N for fixed f € L?(R%), we have, for all k > N,
Wi (fi) = Wi(fi) > 40.
Substituting this into concludes the proof. O

We are now ready to state and prove a first theorem about arbitrarily slow energy propagation in scattering
networks. This is a generalization of the idea outlined at the beginning of this section.

Theorem 2.2. Let F' = (fn)men, C L?(RY). Suppose that for all tolerances (ny)ren, € Rg% there exist finite
sets W(F, k) C U, k € Ny, and a subsequence (fm, )ken, of F with mg = 0 and such that the following hold:
(i) The expression Cp := sup,,en, | fmll5 is finite, i.e., F is a bounded sequence.
(ii) We have, for all j,k € Ny with j < k,
‘ <fmkvfmj > | < n.
(iii) The sets U(F., k), k € Ny, are pairwise disjoint.
(iv) We have, for every k € Ny,
Do fme #2003 < e
YEW\U(F k)
(v) We have, for every k € Ny and 0 < j < k,
> Nfmyx 0l < me
$EU(F k)
(vi) There exists § > 0 such that, for all k € N, Wi(fm, ) > 46.
If E = (EN)NeN € RI§0 is a nonincreasing null-sequence, then there ewists fr € L?(RY) that satisfies
a) ||fll3 < 20k - (1 + Ey),
b) Ife — fol3 < 2Cp - E1, and
c) for all N e N, Wn(fg) > 6 - En.
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Proof. Define
— (VE—E ) ,
(ak)ken ( k= Er)
and set ag := 1. A telescoping argument gives, for every N € N,

o0 [e.e]

Sl = 3 (Ey — Eyin) = En.

k=N k=N

In particular, a = (ay)ren, € £?(No; C) with HaH?g(NO;C) =1+ F.
We want to apply Lemma to a subsequence (fpm, )ken, of F, which implies that fr can be chosen of the
type

[ = Z akfmk'
k=0

Here, (fm, )ken, will be the subsequence of F' from the prerequisites of this theorem that depends on tolerance
levels (n)ken,, which we will now specify.
Recall from Lemma that fg converges in L2(R?) with an upper bound for its squared norm given by

HfE”g < ZZ?]':O ‘akaj ’ <fmk7fmj > ’ Likewise,

Zakfmk

k=1

< Z ‘akaj fmk?fmj > ’

2 kj=1

I fr — foll3 =

We will bound the latter series using the approximate orthogonality relation (ii). Repeatedly applying the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields, for all n € Ny,

Z ‘G/kaj : <fmk7fmj >‘

k,j=n
00 k—1 oo
:Z‘ak" Z’aj"‘<fmwfmj>’+‘ak‘"(fmmfmk)‘"i_ Z |a]"<fmkvfmj>’
k= j=n < <Cp Jj=k+1 <n;
1
9] oo 2 oo oo 2
<Cpe Yl | >0 o) | Do lawl | (k=) mi+ Y 0]
k=n j=n,j#£k k=n Jj=k+1
) ) oo oo 2
<Cro Y lanl+ [ Do lagl? ) - | D0 |k =n) i+ D
k=n j=n k=n Jj=k+1

Thus, if we choose the tolerances (ng)ren, € Rg% small enough such that

o o
k-ni+ Y nj| <C,
k=0 j=k+1

then we obtain

2Cp-(1+Ey) ifn=0
2| _ F 1
Z |akaj <fmk>fm] ‘<2CF Z|a]| _{QCF-El ifn=1"

k,j=n
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This proves the norm bounds in a) and b).
As in Lemma define e, := (k+ 1) - np + Z;’ikﬂ n; for all k € Ny. Since the tolerances (7)ken, € RIE%
are free to choose, we can additionally assume that the series >~ €, converges and that it holds, for all £ € N,
3 - x|
= 2 alze
By applying Lemma [2.1] we conclude that, for all N € N,

Wi(fe)>6- > lax|* =0 Ey.
k=N

0

Under certain assumptions on the high-pass filters ¥, the latter theorem guarantees that for any nonin-
creasing null-sequence E = (En)nen € ]RIEO there exists at least one input signal fr € L*(R%) whose network
energy propagates slower across the network layers than E. Specifically, this implies that the set

{fer?®) | wy(f) ¢ 0EN)}
is nonempty. Our next result provides a sufficient criterion under which this set is even dense in L? (Rd).

Proposition 2.3. Let E = (En)neN € Rlio be a nonincreasing null-sequence. Assume that for all g € L*(RY)
there are Cy,04 > 0 such that the following holds: For every nonincreasing null-sequence E' = (E'y)nen € R§0
with im inf § o EN/EYy = 0 there exists f, pr € L*(R?) such that
, 2

(i) Hfg,E’ _9H2 <Cy- B, and

(ZZ) WN(.fg,E’) > (59 : E;V for all N € N.
Then,

Yii={f € LXRY) | Wx(f) € O(En)}

is a countable union of nowhere dense sets in L>(R?). In particular, L*>(R%) \ Yg is dense in L*(R?).

Proof. Define, for all p € N,
M, = {feL2(Rd) ‘ YN e N: Wy(f) §p-EN},
and observe that Yz can be written as countable union of these sets,

Ye =] M,
peN

Our goal is to show that M, is nowhere dense in L?(R?) for every p € N. To this end, let us first recall from
Corollary n that the nonlinear operator Wy : L2(R?) — R is continuous. Thus,

M, = () {r e L2®Y | Wa(p) <p- En}
NeN

is closed and it only remains to show that the interior of M, is empty: Fix g € M,,, € > 0, and define

&2

£ if N =1
By = { % , for N €N.

B\ ifN>2
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Clearly, E' = (Ey)nen € R§0 is a nonincreasing null-sequence that satisfies liminfy_, £~/Ey = 0. Hence,
there is f, pr € L?(R?) that satisfies (i) and (ii) from the assumptions of this lemma. Thus, there is Ny € N
such that

WNo(fg,E’) 2 5g : E;VO > D EN07
which means

fg,E’ € B:(9) \ My,

where B.(g) denotes the open ball with radius € and center g in L?(R%) with respect to || - ||,. Since this entails
that the interior of M, is empty, we have shown in total that Yg is a countable union of nowhere dense sets in
L?(R%). Therefore, its complement L?(R%) \ Yz is dense in L?(R?) by the Baire category theorem. O

For the remainder of this section, we will be examining the assumptions of Theorem and Proposition
While the number of conditions on the family F' and the high-pass filters ¥ that must be met simultaneously
for our results to apply is considerable, we will demonstrate that these conditions can in fact be easily satisfied.
To provide a concrete reference model, let us next establish that F can be obtained by L?-normalized dilations
of a single function.

Lemma 2.4. Let f € L?2(RY). If (A;)men € GLg(R)N satisfies 1im,y, 00 Omin(Am) = 00, then
Jim |(.0,)] =0

Proof. The statement is obvious if f = 0. For the other case, fix f € L?(R%) \ {0} and ¢ > 0. By Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem there is R > 0 so that fg:= f - 1p, () satisfies

e
Hf - fR”2 < m

For m € N, splitting the inner product gives

(15) (£, DA, ) < (DA, fr)| + [ f, D4, (F = fr))]
We obtain an upper bound for the second term by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
(16) (D3, = F)| 1l D3, (F = Fr)lly = 1l IF = fallo < 5.

We now turn our attention to the first term in . As can be seen from a singular value decomposition of
A, we have, for all z € R,

[Amzlly > omin(Am) - |25 -
Since by assumption limy, oo Umin(Am) = 00, we find that, for all z € R \ {0}’
Iga0)(Amz) <1p  ,  (gz) Z==0.

min (Am)

Hence, by Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem there is mg € N so that, for all m > my,

Hf']lB r (0

min (Am)

£
g
o 201l

Thus, for all m > my,

(105, 0| < [ 1F@] D3, f@)] Layo)(Ane) da

< / F@)- DA, F@)] s, @) da
Rd

min (Am)

D551, < 5
2

Omin(Am)

(17) SHf-ﬂB r (0)
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Plugging and into concludes the proof. O

The following lemma shows that F' satisfies assumptions (i)—(v) from Theorem [2.2|if it is generated by L?2-
normalized matrix-dilations of a fixed function for matrices that asymptotically become increasingly expansive.

Lemma 2.5. Let (Ay)men € GLg(R)Y be so that limy, oo Omin(Am) = oco. Let f € L*(R?), and define
fm = D%mf, m € N. Finally, choose fy € {0, f}.
Then, F = (fm)men, satisfies assumptions (i)-(v) from Theorem[2.2

Proof. The statement is trivial if f = 0. Hence, suppose f € L?(R%) \ {0} in the following. Furthermore,
assumptions (i)-(v) of Theorem are clearly easier to meet if we are in the case that fo = 0 (instead of
fo = f). Therefore, we will only spell out the proof for fy = f. For notational convenience, we set Ay := I, so
we can write fo = Diof.

By the normalization of the dilations, CF := sup,,¢n, ||me§ = Hng is finite, i.e., assumption (i) of Theorem

is satisfied. We now have to show that for all tolerances (n)ken, € RIE% there exist finite sets W(F, k) C ¥,
k € Np, and a subsequence (fm, )ken, of F with mg = 0 and such that assumptions (ii)-(v) of Theorem
hold. We proceed by choosing the sets W(F, k) C ¥, k € Ny, and (my)reny € NY inductively.

Starting with £ = 0 and mg = 0, we only need to show that condition (iv) can be satisfied. Since

D me x9l3 < N1l < oo,

Ppew

there is a finite subset W(F,0) C ¥ such that

> lfme *¥lI5 < no-

YEW\U(F,0)

For the induction step, let £ € N and assume that W(F,0),...,¥(F,k — 1) and my,...,mg_1 are such that
(ii)-(v) hold. Our goal is now to obtain ¥(F, k) and my with the desired properties.
It is easy to meet condition (ii): For all m € Ny and 0 < j < k, we have

|<fm»fmj>| = ’<D124;%D124mf7f>} = ‘<D124m14;1§f’f>‘

Moreover,

) _ Omin (Am) - Omin (Am)

Omin AmAy_n1> > Omin (Am) * Omin (A;nl .
( J — ( ) J Omax (Amj) - maXO§l<k Omax (Aml)

Since the latter bound is uniformly in j for 0 < j < k, and lim,,—y00 Omin (Am) = 00 by assumption, Lemma
implies that there exists m) € Ny such that | <fmk,fmj > | < mx holds for all j € {0,...,k— 1} whenever we
choose my, larger than mj_.

The harder part is to satisfy the remaining conditions (iii)-(v) simultaneously. We begin with a simple
observation about the impact of matrix-dilations on the frequency content of f. For R > r > 0, let

Porf = F N (F(f) 1s,x)

be the projection of f on the subspace of L?(R%) whose Fourier transform is supported in Sy.r. We introduce
e € (0,1/2), which will be chosen later in the proof (small enough). By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence

~

theorem, f is concentrated in a spherical shell S,..) g() up to e-error for some R(e) > r(e) > 0, meaning that

By m flla = (1 —2) - If13.
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Now, if A € GLg(R), then D? f is concentrated in Sormin(A)r(e),0max(A)-R(e) UP toO e-error, since
2

P pf|? = |D2f -1
P04 7(0) mac(4) R DAL Nl = || DAS - 1, (a1orte) mmanrnee) |

N /Rd [ det(A)| ™ - [FATOP - Ls, ooy omear e (6) A6

~

2 T
= /Rd ’f(z)| . ]lScrmin(A)'T(E%Gmax(A)R(s)(A Z) dz

ny 2
> [ TR s () 4

2 2
= [|FPro),rer flly = (L =) - [I£l3-
Specifically, setting
T<k = Ogljigk Umin<Amj) ‘r(e) and Rep:= Orgkak UmaX(Amj) - R(e),
the above frequency concentration estimate entails

2
2§s-\|f\|§ for 0 < j < k.

H (idL2 (R4) _PT<k:R<k )fm]

By the Littlewood-Paley condition and the continuity of the Fourier transform of the filters, there is a finite
subset ¥ C ¥ containing Uf;é U(F,j), and such that

(18) REOP+ D WP >1-¢ forallé €S, a,.
Yew

By the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, there exists T' > Ry such that
(19) REOP + D [9(E)FF <e  whenever [¢] > T.
YeT

Since limy, 00 Omin (Am) = 0o by assumption, there is m} € N with owin(Ay,) -7(e) > T for all m > m}. Define
my, := max{mj, my}, ry = Omin(Am,) - 7(€), and Ry := omax(Am,) - R(€). Thus,

2
(idLZ(Rd) _PTlmRk)fmk 9 <e- Hng :

Moreover, because of , the Littlewood-Paley condition , and the continuity of the Fourier transform of
the filters, there exists a finite subset W(F,k,e) C ¥\ ¥ so that

Z W(E))P>1—e forall€e Sy Ris

YeW(Fik,e)

which itself entails

(20) Y WP <e forall§ €S, g,

YEU\U(F k,e)

At the same time, and the fact that U(F, k,e) C ¥\ U, imply
(21) Yo WOP <e forall¢e S, , g,
BEU(Fkye)

We claim that ¥(F, k) := U(F, k,e) with € := 2”735”2 does the job.
2
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In fact, first note that conditions (i)-(iii) are immediately satisfied by the above construction. Concerning

condition (iv), we have

S meevli= Y I V2 Y[ P )+

PEW\W(F k) YEV\V(F k) PEW\U(F k)

< @ X OR L, (©d€ + | i dia ~Prom )]

YEW\U(Fk) ?
<eo [ IFm©Fag +e 1713

2 2
=& fmpllz + - 1712 = -

Finally, we obtain condition (v) by proceeding analogously to the previous step. Indeed, for 0 < j < k, we have

Z ”fmj*¢“§_ Z H(PT<kyR<kfmj)*wH§+ Z H((idL2(Rd)_PT<k»R<k)fmy‘)*sz

YEV(F k) YEV(F k) YEV(F k)

< [ Fm©F 3 BOP s,y 0 (A€ + | o ~Pror) o

YeW(F k)
ge-/ P (O A€ +2- /]2
Rd

= || fu, ]2+ IF112 = mie

2

2

We summarize our previous results in the case where F is generated by L?-normalized matrix-dilations.

Corollary 2.6. Let (Ap)men € GLg(R)Y be so that 1im,, 0o Omin(Am) = 00. Suppose that
§:= inf inf limsup Wy(D? > 0.
fer?(rR%), keN m~>oop k( Am f)
I £lly=1

Then, for every g € L*(R?) there exists a universal constant Cy > 0 with the following property:
For any nonincreasing null-sequence E = (EN)NeN € R§0 there is fg.r € L*(R%) such that

a) |forl2 < Cy-(1+ Ey),
b) || fo.r — gla < Cy- Er, and
¢) Wa(for) > 12 . 5. By for all N € N.

Furthermore,

vp = {f € L&Y | Wa(/f) € O(Ex) }

is a countable union of nowhere dense sets in L?(RY). In particular, L*(R%) \ Yg is dense in L?(R%).

Proof. Let us first assume that g # 0. Define g, := Dim g for m € Ny, where Ag := I;. From the assumption
that 6 > 0, we conclude that there exists a strictly increasing sequence (my)ren, € No with mg = 0, and such

that Wy (gm’“) > 1 -8, or equivalently Wi (gm, ) > ”gH? -0 for all £ € N. The existence of f, g that satisfies

llgl =
the properties a)— ) then follows from Theorem |2 - and Lemma .

For g = 0, fix any h € L2(R%) with ||h||, = 1. Set ho := 0 € L}(R?) and h,,, := Dimh for m € N. Again from
the assumption that § > 0, we conclude that there is a strictly increasing sequence (myg)ren, € No with mg =0,

O
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and such that, for all k € N, Wy, (hy,) > 5-6. Applying Theorem [2.2 . 2land Lemma.to the sequence (hmy, ) ken

then yields fy g := fnr € L*(RY) that satlsﬁes Il fo, E||2 <2F; and, forall N e N, Wn(fgE) > 5-0- En.
Overall, this also shows that we can apply Proposition [2.3] which completes the proof. O

We are now ready to present the main theorem of this section. It states that the prerequisites of Corollary
are satisfied if the high-pass filters ¥ admit an inclusive structure when L!-dilated by the matrix sequence
(A D men. Specifically, this includes filter banks, where the high-pass filters ¥ arise from the L!'-normalized
dilations by the matrix sequence (A, )men applied to a finite number of generators, as is the case for wavelet-
generated filter banks. In these cases, both the result of arbitrarily slow energy propagation and its consequence
concerning the density of signals that fail to meet a given decay rate apply.

Theorem 2.7. Let (Ap)men € GLg(R)N be such that the following are true:
(i) We have limy, 00 Omin(Am) = 00.
(ii) The inclusion V,, C V.11 holds for all m € N, where ¥, := D}L‘,l\I’.

Then, ¥ = W, is a semi-discrete Parseval frame. Moreover, for all f € L>(RY), k € N,

lim Wi [9] (D3 f) = IIfll5-

m— 00

meN

In particular, Corollary 2.6 applies with 6 = 1.

Proof. By the Littlewood-Paley condition (3]), we have, for every m € N,
AROP+ Y WP = RAROP+ D (AL =1 ae R
PeV,, Ppew
In particular, for all f € L*(R%), m € N,
S =wls <3,
YeY,
which implies

Yo el < NIfN5-

PEW 0

On the other hand, as a consequence of lim,;, o0 Omin(AL)
dominated convergence theorem, we find that

S feldz 15wl = 171 - £« Dhax] Z 2.

QJ}E\I’OO 1,[)6\I/m

= 00, the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, and Lebesgue’s

Thus, ¥, is a semi-discrete Parseval frame.
Fix f € L2(R%). Recall from Lemma |1.8| that we have, for all k € N, m € N,

Wil[O)(D3,, f) = Wi Dy O)(f) = Wi[Tm](f).
Let € > 0. Since Wi[Woo](f) = || f]13 by Lemma there is a finite subset W = ¥(e) C W, such that
WilP)(f) = |1 /1I5 — <.
Since W is finite, there exists M = M(e) € N with ¥ C Wy, Thus, for all m > M,
I£13 = WilWm](f) = WelTar(f) > Wil®](f) > [ £]5 —e.

which concludes the second part of the theorem. O
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In our main application of the latter theorem (concerning scattering with wavelets, see Section , the
matrices (A, )men are generated by a single expansive matrix, which immediately implies that condition (i)
from Theorem is fulfilled. Given its importance and simplicity, we conclude this section by explicitly
(re-)stating our main negative findings for this particular instance of our assumptions, which is much easier to
verify than the assumptions of Theorem [2.2]

Corollary 2.8. Let A € GL4(R) be such that opin(A) > 1. If U, C W,,41q holds for all m € N, where

U, :=D. U, then ¥, = Unmen Yim is a semi-discrete Parseval frame. Moreover, for all f € L*(RY), k € N,

lim Wi, [¥] (D4nf) = |If]5.

m—0o0

In particular, Corollary[2-6 applies with 6 = 1.

3. CONVERGENCE RATES FOR SCATTERING PROPAGATION

In this section, we show that under mild analyticity assumptions on the scattering filters ¥, fast energy
propagation can still be achieved for large signal classes in L?(R?). These signal classes depend on the required
speed of energy propagation, i.e., as one would expect, the faster the energy propagation, the smaller the signal
class we can guarantee this speed for. This is reflected by an interplay between the frequency localization of
the filters in terms of size and shape of their Fourier supports, and the decay behavior of the Fourier transform
of the input signal relative to the filters.

Notably, our results in this section are very general,

e since they hold in any dimension d € N;
e because our assumptions can be easily satisfied;
e as the setup provides several parameters that can be used for fine-tuning.

In particular, we will see in Section that these results apply to filter banks generated by bandlimited
wavelets, thereby complementing the negative results from the previous section about arbitrarily slow energy
propagation in such scattering networks.

Our analysis begins with a similar approach to that of [I8, Theorem 3.1] and [20, Theorem 1, Theorem 2],
establishing an upper bound on Wx/[¥](f), for all f € L?(RY) and N € Nxy, which is of the type

(22 Walel(n < [ IFOF - Kx() de
for a family (Kxn)nen., of integral kernels (independent of f) that satisfy additional properties. In fact, we
will partially combine the techniques from [I8, 20] in the proof of Theorem which allows for more flexibility
in our assumptions on the filters. On this basis, we will then exploit the inductive structure of the scattering
network to involve the filters W in right-hand side of .

To clarify our assumptions for this section, we need to introduce some additional notation. Let v* € S%~1
be the vector with entries v} := 1/va for each k € {1,...,d}. For p € [0,1), we denote by

Hf = {x € R‘éo ‘ (z,v")>(1—p)- HxHQ}

the closed cone in the first canonical orthant with its tip at the origin and opening angle relative to v*
parameterized by p. Note that H? is precisely the first canonical orthant Rio ifp>1-— ﬁ. In particular,
in dimension d = 1, we have, for all p € [0,1), H? = [0,00). The following assumptions are motivated by [20],
Assumption 1].

Assumption 3.1. Let k € N>g. Let (1) jen € R§0 be a strictly increasing sequence of scales and suppose that
v = 7y(K) := infjen Tjj > 0. In addition to the Littlewood-Paley condition , we assume that there exists a

r
itr
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partition ¥ = J.cy ¥; such that for every ¢ € V;, j € N, there is an orthogonal matriz Ay € Og(R) such that

jEN

supp(¢) € Hy NS,

JoTj+k?

where Hf‘w = {Ayx | z € H"}.

D

Fed
o

1
Tit2 ¢

N

F1a. 3. Hlustration of the allowed regions for the frequency supports of two different filters from (possibly)
two different families of high-pass filters. The parameter k (left x = 2, right k = 3) reflects the number
of scales the filter may interfere with, and p parameterizes the opening angle of the colored segment.

The present setting may be regarded as a refinement of [20), Assumption 1], in that it incorporates additional
information pertaining to the frequency localization of the filters, which ultimately affects the decay behavior
of the energy remainder. We think of this as follows: By the Littlewood-Paley condition , the filters ¥
induce a decomposition of the frequency space R% according to

R'= B, (0)ulJ | (HE, NSrjri)-
JENYET;

The filters ¥ are of high-pass nature in the sense that they leave a frequency gap around zero,

(23) Y€ =0 forall € € By, (0).

Ppew

By the Littlewood-Paley condition , this gap is filled by X. Moreover, any high-pass filter is frequency-
localized in a region that is the intersection of a spherical shell, and a (rotated) cone with tip at the origin
and angular spread parameterized by p. The maximum number of scale-interferences is specified by x. The
parameter 7 reflects the (inverse of the) maximal relative spread between the inner and outer radius of any
such shell. Clearly, we have v € (0,1), since the scales are strictly increasing. The closer « is to 1 and the
closer p is to 0, the more localized the high-pass filters are in frequency space.

These additional parameters will be reflected in the decay rates that we can guarantee for the energy
remainder of certain signals, offering new insight into the interplay between the localization of the filters (in
terms of size and shape of their Fourier supports) and the frequency decay behavior of the signals. We note
however that our assumptions implicitly require the filters to be bandlimited, which is slightly more restrictive
than the setting considered in [20, Assumption 1].
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We begin our analyis with two auxiliary results about the geometry of the allowed domain for the Fourier
supports of the filters. The first one provides an upper bound on the maximum distance from v* to any other
point in the set H? NS4

Lemma 3.2. Ift > 0, then max, ¢ gpngi—1 ||z — tv*]|3 <2 —2t- (1 —p) + 1.
Proof. A direct computation shows that, for all x € H? NS4,
lz =t |15 = llzll3 — 2t - () + 82 *[5 <82 =2t - (1= p) - [lally + 1 =2 = 2¢- (1= p) + 1.

The next lemma will be crucial for the induction step in the proof of Theorem
Lemma 3.3. There is a family (vy)pew C R? so that, for all € U, and all € € supp({b\),

1€ = vplly < a- €l

where a = a7y, p) = \/1 — (1_%)2 (1-=p)2€(0,1).

Proof. Since the function (0,1) - R, v — ( )2 is strictly increasing, we have

4y 2 4y : Ay
o< ——— - — < ———<lim—— =
(1+9)? SR (T+7)2 "t (14 7)?
Thus, o € (0,1). Now let, for every ¢ € ¥;, j € N,
27‘j d
= (1 —=p)- Aypr* € R
g (1—p)- Apv® €

By Assumption any £ € supp(¢) can be written as Ayw = § for some w € H” N S,
orthogonal matrix, it preserves the euclidean distances H§H2 = ||lwl|, and

_ QTJ(l_p) .
I+~
It therefore suffices to show that the latter term is bounded by « - ||w||,. By Lemma

riens Since Ay is an

T Hw

2

o Zp=a)
(147)

w 2r; - (1 —p)

2 *
< max —
[wll selrjrienl || wlly s (1+7) 5
2 (1 —
< max max T — M v*
s5€[rj,rjn] x€ HPNSA1 s-(14+7)
N’ 2
=:t(s)
< max /t(s)2—2t(s)- (1—p) +1
SE[rj:7j+x]
<  max \/t 2 _2t(s)- (1—p)+1
s€lrjy~1r
(24) = max ViZ—2t-(1—p)+1.
tE[Z’Y‘l(i;P) 72(11;’;0)]

Since the polynomial
P:R—R, t—t?—2t-(1-p)+1
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is convex, the maximum in (24)) is attained at one of the boundary points of the interval. A direct computation
yields

4y
max 22— . (1—p)+1=,/1——"1 . (1—p)2.
re[ﬁ(l—p) 2(1—p)] v (1=p) \/ (1+7)2 (1=p)
I+~ 7 14y

O

The following lemma is due to Mallat (cf. [II, Lemma 2.7]) and will turn out to be essential for proving
the main result of this section. For the sake of completeness, we reproduce its (elementary) proof.

Lemma 3.4. Let f € L*(R?), g € LY(R?Y), and v € R%. If g > 0, then

LFm©r- (1-a©F) a¢ < [ o] - (1- e - »F) ae.

Proof. Clearly, since g > 0, we have
2 2 2
111 gllz = Mf1+ [Muglllz = [ * Mugll3 -

By the convolution theorem and Parseval’s theorem, we obtain

[FUD©F - (1= BOF) a& =113 - 111+ ol
Rd

I -1 Mall = [ [F@f - (1-la - mP) ae.
O

We are now ready to establish an upper bound on the energy remainder that is of the type . Previous
work in this direction [I8] 20} 21] showed that, in dimension d = 1, for certain wavelet-generated filter banks
U yay, there exist constants C' = C'(PUyyy) > 0 and a = a(Pyay) € (0, 1) such that, for all (real-valued, cf. [I§])
signals f € L%(R), and for all N € N>,

W [V yay] /!f < ’(c.aNl,g)r) ae.

Here, ¥ denotes a concretely specified positive definite and even function that ensures asymptotic decay of the
right-hand side (a Gaussian in [18], and a truncated power function in [20]). Our result is an extension of
this previous work, since it applies to the fairly large class of filter banks satisfying Assumption including
filter banks that are not necessarily structured as in the case of wavelet-generated filter banks. At the same
time, our result holds in arbitrary dimension d € N. Moreover, for filters that satisfy our Assumption
which is slightly more restrictive than [20, Assumption 1], we improve the bound given in [20, Theorem 1] from
polynomial decay of order my (where my € (0, 1] and mg — 0 as d — o0) in the argument of J to exponential
decay.

Theorem 3.5. Let ¥ € L'(R?), ¥ > 0, and suppose that there exists a nonincreasing function n : [0,00) — [0, 1]
so that n(0) = 1 and [9| = n(|| - |5). Then, there exists a universal constant Cyy > 0 such that, for all
f € L?RY), and all N € N>,

@) W) < / For- (1= [0 @9 [) ac.

where o = a7y, p \/1 1+’Y (1 —p)2.
Moreover, zf there is C > 0 so that ]19( )| < IX], then (25) holds for all N € N with Cy 9 = C.
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Proof. We perform induction on N.

First, let us assume that there is C' > 0 so that ]19( )| < |x]. In this scenario, it is easy to prove the base
case, Wthh works analogously to the proof of the base case in [20, Theorem 1]. In fact by the Littlewood-Paley
condition (3], for all f € L2(R%),

anwng—/ NGOG

pew YeEW
= [FOF-a-RE@P a¢ < [ 1FQF 1= P 9P a.

The proof of the base case is harder if there is no C' > 0 such that \19( )| < |x| holds true. Here we proceed
in three steps, motivated by [I8, Section 6.3]. In the first two steps we construct certain auxiliary functions,
whose properties will be exploited to eventually prove the base case in the last step.

Step 1: Let 71 > 0 be as in Assumption [3.1] corresponding to the radius of the frequency gap of the high-
pass filters U. Choose an even function h € C*(R?) that is supported in B, (0) and that satisfies h(¢) > 0

N

2
for all € € B%l( ). Set g := F(hh). Then, g € S(RY), g = [h|? > 0, supp(§) B, (0), and §(¢) > 0 for all
e B%(O). In particular,

my = min _[g(¢)]* > 0.
&63%1(0)

Finally, we may assume that ||g|lc <1 by imposing ||h||, < 1 if necessary.
Step 2: Let ¢:[0,00) — (0,00) be nonincreasing and such that

/ &(lvlly) dv =1.
Rd

Defining the functions ¢ : R? — [0,00), v+ &(||v||,) and F := [g]? ¢, we find that, for all £ € RY,

P& = [ 0IR-cle=v)dv =m, [ dle=v)av > my-vol (By ) -2 (Il +5)-

Bry (0)
2
Thus, if we choose ¢ = ¢&(]| - [|,) so that
2
lim n7(s)

PR

then there is M > 0 such that, for all £ € R%\ Bys(0), it holds F(¢) > [9(£)|%. Furthermore, F is strictly

positive and continuous. Hence,

mp:= min_ F(£) > 0.
£€Bp(0)

Since lims_,o0 7(s) = 0, there exists Cy g > o~ ! such that, for all £ € R?\ B,, (0),

mp > [0(Cy - a- &),
Finally, we deduce ||F||., <1 from [|g]lcc <1 and ||c||; = 1. Altogether, for all £ € R?\ B, (0),
(26) 0<1-F() <1-10(Cyo-a-OP.

Step 3: Recall from that > ,cq 1|2 vanishes on B,, (0). Since § is supported in B, (0) and since
|9llcc < 1, we have

STREOP<1-[GOP  ae ¢ R

Yew
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Hence, for all f € L*(R%),

= > Dl w1l = D0 D0 =]

Pev P ev Ppev P el

<3 [0 s ub©F - (1~ BOP) ac.

Yew

Using and Lemma we conclude that, for all v € RY,

Z/ FOR 18P (1 - (€ —v)?) de

Pev
s/ FOR (1 -5 - v)?) de.
R9\ By, (0)

Finally, we average this inequality with the function ¢ and insert the upper bound from to obtain

c(v) - FIOPR- (1= 3¢ =v)]? v
W) < e [, IR (- e ) ac a

=/ |f<s>|2-/ o) — ew) |3 — V)P dv de
R\ B, (0) Rd
- / FOP- (- F©) de

R\ B, (0)

/!f 1= 19(Cg - ) dE.

This concludes the proof of the base case.

The induction step goes along the lines of |20, Theorem 1]: Suppose that holds for some N € N
for all f € L?(R%). Our goal is then to establish the analogous upper bound for Wy 1(f). For ¢ € ¥, let
vy € R? be as in Lemma Note that the inverse Fourier transform of 9 (Cxﬂg ~alN-1 ) is nonnegative by
the non-negativity of . Thus, applying the induction hypothesis to |f * 1|, as well as employing Lemma
we find that

Wl s < [ F oD ©F - (1- [0 (0¥ ) ag
< [JFOP 13©F - (1- [ (Co-a¥ 6~ m)[) ac.

Summing over 1) € ¥ on both sides of the above inequality yields

(27) Wi () = S Wr(lf o) < /|f )2 hy_1(6) de,

pew

where
- MOr (1 - ’5(0“9 KA Vw))r) :
PYevw

Now, Lemma [3.3] comes into play to establish a pointwise upper bound for hy_; that suffices to conclude
the proof. Since Zwe‘ll [¥(€)]? < 1 holds for all ¢ € RY, it is enough to show that we have, for all ¢ € ¥, and
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~

all £ € supp(¢),
—~ 2 ~ 2
1= [0 (G- ™ (€= m)| <10 (Crn-a™ )]
In fact, 1 — \1/9\]2 =1-—7%( " |l), where 1 — n? is nondecreasing, and Lemma implies that
[Cy - o™ (€ = vy)lly < [|Co - 0™ €],
Consequently, we have, for all ¢ € R?,
—~ N 2
hn-1(§) <1— ‘19 (Cyp-a 5)‘
Inserting this into (27]) concludes the induction step and thus the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 3.6. Smaller values of a lead to faster convergence to 0 of the integral on the right side of as
N — oo. Hence, let us briefly comment on the impact of the parameters on the value of a. To this end, we
note that the function

s (0,1) % [0,1) = (0,1), (y,p)H\/1_ui—’{y)Q-(1_p)2

is strictly decreasing in v, while it is strictly increasing in p. Moreover, we have the asymptotic behavior

(%p%lin(l,o) onp) =0
We interpret this as follows: a is small if the size of the Fourier supports of the filters is approzimately constant
across all scales and if the filters are well localized in terms of their maximum angular frequency spread. This
result appears to be consistent with the earlier findings stated in [20, Theorem 1], which indicate a faster decay in
lower dimensions: A reduction of the underlying dimension implicitly forces a higher concentration of angular
frequency, with a maximum concentration achieved in dimension d = 1.

Fic. 4. Plot of « as a function of the parameters v and p. Smaller values of o guarantee faster decay.

Next, we show how Theorem entails fast (up to exponential) energy decay for signals belonging to
generalized Sobolev spaces that are tailored to the frequency localization of the high-pass filters ¥. We introduce
certain weights to define these spaces.
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Definition 3.7. Let k > 0. We say that a function w : (0,00) — (0,00) is a weakly t*-dominated weight if
w s nondecreasing and if there exists T > 0 so that the auziliary function

hiw : (0,00) = (0,00), t s t* - w™2(t)

is bounded on (0,T), nondecreasing on [T,00), and satisfies lims o0 hy , (t) = 00.
If, in addition to the above, hy,, is nondecreasing on the entire interval (0,00), then we say that w is a
strongly t*-dominated weight.

Remark 3.8. If w is differentiable, we can easily establish a sufficient criterion for the (simultaneous) mono-
tonicity of w and hy,, relying on the non-negativity of their derivatives. In fact, for allt > 0,

ho®) =kt w2 (@) —2tF W) W) =w () P (R =2t w T (t) W (1))
Thus, hy, ,(t) > 0 is equivalent to k - w(t) > 2t - w'(t). Altogether, if there is T > 0 so that for all t > T,
kew(t) > 20-u/(t) > 0,
then both w and hy, are nondecreasing on (T, 00).
We define, for all ¢ € ¥,

dy = inf =
v o, sl = iy, o =€

For a weakly t*-dominated weight, we consider the generalized Sobolev space

Do(U; L*(RY)) := § f € LARY) | Y w?(dy) - |If x¢ll3 < o0
pev

Theorem 3.9. Let ¥ € Ll(Rd) be as in Theorem and assume that there are k = kg > 0, C = Cy > 0 such
that, for all € € R,

(28) L= [P < C-Jells-
If w: (0,00) = (0,00) is a weakly t*-dominated weight, then we have, for all f € D, (¥; L?(RY)),
Wn(f) e O (w*Q (OFN)) )

where o = a7y, p) \/1 1+7 —p)?€(0,1).

Moreover, if there is C > 0 so that |19( I < IX|, and if w is a strongly t*-dominated weight, then the
following explicit upper bound holds: For all N € N>,

Wir(f) < max {1,0-C-a b (37w (dy) - [If 5wl ] w2 a ).

pev

Remark 3.10. By the non-negativity of 9, the condition (28) can only be satisfied if k = ky < 2. Let us briefly
sketch the reason for this. By definition of the L'-Fourier transform, we have, for all £ € RY,

1= [3(¢)P = Re (19(0)* — |9(¢)P)
= Re </de d(x) - I(y) - (1 - 6*2“""“’““) dX (z,y) )

= o V@) 0] - (1= cos@m- (& w —y))) dA (z,9) -



30 HARTMUT FUHR, MAX GETTER

For all z € [-1,1],
1 —cos(z) > Z—Z
—_— 3 .

Hence, if ¢ = s - ey, where s > 0, and e; denotes the first standard unit vector in R%, we obtain
1[99

> I(z) - I(y) - (z1 — 1) dA (z,y)
€115 /{u,y)eRQd :|2ms-(z1—y1)|<1}

e 0@ 9) - @ =) dA () >0
We conclude that kg < 2.

Now, observe that larger values for k in allow more flexibility in the choice of w, as the assumptions
regarding hy ., are easier to fulfill. However, as justified above, the largest possible value for any ¥ € LY(R%) is
ky = 2. Finally, note that, while we can show an analogous result to Theorem for ¥ € L*(R?), we would
not gain a qualitative improvement to Theorem [3.9, since the same threshold order of convergence kg = 2 in

would still hold.
Proof. Fix f € D, (¥; L*(R?%)). Let, for every ¢ € ¥,

§y € argmin  max _ Hf —5'”2.
¢'eRe Eesupp(y)

We start in a similar fashion to the induction step of the proof of Theorem By the same theorem, by the
path structure of the scattering network, and by Lemma we find that, for all sufficiently large N € N,

=2 Wnallf <)
pew
* . ) LoV 2
<¢2qjv/ 705+ oD@ (1[0 (o g)\)ag
)2 A B oN 2 .
(29) <w§%/ FOP - 1OR - (1-]7(Cun a6 -6 [) ag

Our strategy is to split the integral into small scales and large scales compared with o=, and to establish
upper bounds on those terms separately. Note that our conditions on hy, guarantee that, for all sufficiently
large N € N|

(30) sup hk,w (t) = hk,w(a_N) =a M. w—2(a—N)‘
te(0,a~N]

For the small scales, we use and to derive

[ RO R (1- [ (Cad (e &m)\z) a
B~ (&)
iy 2 o 2 Oé
S/BQN(W'“@' DEOP - C - |[Crp- a1 (€ — &)||F ae

=0 Chy a0 [ FOPBOP WP ull) b€~ Eull)d
B_ N (&)

<C-Chyatowa ) [ o OP 1@ @) de.
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The monotonicity of w suffices to control the large scales,

/ FEP- 1) (1 [0 (G- 0 (€ - ) 12) d¢
RNB,_ N (&)
< / FOR - 1O w2 (I — €ully) - w2(I€ — ll,) dE
RANB_ _n(£y)

<wa ). [ FOP 1RO - w(dy) de.
RAB_ N (&)
Inserting those estimates into yields, for all sufficiently large NV € N,

Wy(f) <max {1,C-CL, a7} w 2@ V) 3 / FEP - ) - w(dy) dé
pew /R

= max {1,C-Cky a7t b | T whdy) - If # )3 | w0 ).
Ypew

Now, if there is C' > 0 so that |{9\(ny19 )| < |x| and if hy, is nondecreasing on the entire interval (0, c0), then
and (30, and thus also the latter bound for Wy (f), are in fact valid for all N € N>o. This concludes the
proof of the theorem. O

The following lemma shows that fast decay (with respect to the weight w) of the Fourier transform suffices,
independent of ¥, for a signal to belong to the generalized Sobolev space D, (¥; L%(R%)).

Lemma 3.11. Let k > 0. Ifw: (0,00) — (0,00) is a weakly t*-dominated weight, then
FLY(R?) € Duy(¥; LA(RY)).

~

Proof. Recall from Assumption that ¥ can be decomposed into ¥ = UjeN W; such that supp(v) C Sr; ).

whenever ¢ € ¥;. In particular, dy < 71, < 1 -r;. By assumption on w, there exists J € N such that hy,
is nondecreasing on (77, 00). Hence, for all j € N5z,

(31) w(dy) <w?(y ' ory) <R wP ().

Let f € FL2(R?). We aim to show that the sum > pev w?(dy) - || f |3 converges. To do so, we split the sum
into small scales and large scales compared with .J,

J e’}
> Z/ FEOP [ wi(dy)de + > 2/8_ IFE)1? - [D(6) - w?(dy) €,

J=LheW; " itk J=JHLYEW; " T 4w

so that it suffices to bound these expressions individually. We can easily control the small scales by the
monotonicity of w,

J
S [ 1Fr1OF W) ae
J=1gew; Y Sriripn

J

<) Y3 [ IFOF - 19OF a8

7j=1 wE\I!j TiTi+k

) 5o > [ RO P W (lel) dg
- w2(7“1) - JS ’ .
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For the large scales, in addition to the monotonicity of w, we also use to find that

D3 / 2O - wi(dy) d

J=JH1YeW; V0T itk
> Wt [ IFOF- R

j=J+1ver; Srjrite
<3 Y ) / FOR - 10() de
J=J+1pET; Srjiridr
SOY 4 / FOPR - 1B©OP - w2(lel,) de
J=J+1pEW; Srjritn
Altogether, letting C = max{wi(rd Jlr)“) Y k}, we obtain
S W) i< 03 Y / 2O A(g]) de
PYeW J=19e¥; RN R
<C.n / FOP-1B©P - w2(l¢ly) d
PYew
<Cok- / FOR - w?(l]ly) d€ < oo.

O

There are choices of the weight w and the filter bank ¥, for which the inclusion FL2(R?) C D, (¥; L?(R?))
is strict, i.e., the spaces FL2(R?) and D, (¥; L?(R?)) do not coincide, see Remark

As a consequence of Theorem [3.9 and Lemma [3.11] we obtain asymptotic convergence rates for signals of
(logarithmic) Sobolev regularity.

Corollary 3.12. Suppose that Assumption [3.1) holds for ¥ with parameters v and p. As before, let

4y
=4/1———-(1-p)2 €(0,1).
a \/ Tisp - e )
Then, the following hold:

a) If f € H*(RY) for some s > 0, then

Wy (f) € O(a2min{s 11Ny,
b) If f € 10g(IR”Z) for some s > 0, then
W(f) € O(N™%).
Proof. Let
9:RS R, 2z e~ llel3

Then, 1 satisfies the prerequisites of Theorem From the series expansion of the one-dimensional Gaussian
at 0 we can see that, for all ¢ € R,

L= [0(&)* < 2 [i]]3.-
Now, part a) follows immediately from Theorem and Lemma if we take

w:(0,00) = (0,00), ¢+ (1+1¢2)3.
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In fact, using the criterion from Remark it is straightforward to see that w is a strongly ¢>-dominated
weight if s € (0, 1], since for all ¢ > 0,

t? s
2w(t) > 2s- el (1+t%)2 =2t-W'(t) > 0.
We draw the conclusion by noting that FL2(R%) = H*(R?) and that, for all N € N,
wa(OéfN) < a23-N.

For s > 1, the statement simply follows from the inclusion H*(R?) C H'(R?).
In order to establish part b), let us consider

w: (0,00) = (0,00), t1In’(e+1t).

We verify the condition from Remark again. In general, w is not a strongly t?>-dominated weight (if s is too
large). However, w is a weakly t>-dominated weight. Indeed, for all t > e* — e, we have In(e +t) > s, which
entails

t
2w(t) = 2In(e +t) - In*"L(e +1t) > 2s- s Inf e +t) =2t-u/(t) > 0.

Finally, by definition, FL2(R?) = Hfog(Rd), and we have, for all N € N,
wa(afN) < 1n725(a7N) — 111725(0571) . N72s‘
This concludes the proof of part b) by Theorem (|

Remark 3.13. Using arguments very similar to those in the proof of Theorem[3.9 together with the compactly
supported positive definite radial basis function

~ dlyq
(32) R A

in the above proof, one can derive the following explicit upper bounds (as opposed to the asymptotic bounds in
the above corollary):

a) If f € H*(R?) for some s > 0, then we have, for all N € N,

a-T1

2(|4]+1 .
Wi (f) < max {1, (L2J)} . ”fH?{S(]Rd) . qin{2s,1}-N

b) If f € HE

Og(IRd) for some s > 0, then we have, for all N € N,

2(|4]+1 . .
WN(f) < max {1’ MH} n— m1n{25,1}(a71) . ||f||§{fog(Rd) N~ mm{2s,1}‘

a-T1

The differences in the asymptotic rates of decay (compared with the above corollary) are due to the fact that

e the largest possible values ky in differ if ¥ is a Gaussian (kg = 2) or if ¥ is defined as in (32)
(kg =1).
o the weight w : (0,00) — (0,00),t — In®(e 4+ t) is not strongly t-dominated if s is too large. However, it

is easy to see that w is strongly t-dominated if s € (0, %]
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4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. Scattering with UFC filters. In this section, we apply our results from Section [3] to a large class of
filter banks that is closely related to the class of uniform covering frames introduced in [3].

Definition 4. 1 We say that the filters U have uniform frequency concentration (UFC) if they fulfill
Assumption [3.1, and if

Dy :=supdy =sup inf = sup [[§—E&yll, < oo
e YW EvER? cegunn ()

It turns out that for such scattering networks, energy decay is exponential, globally on L?(R%). Thereby,
we complement the earlier result [3, Proposition 3.3], which states global exponential energy decay for scat-
tering networks based on uniform covering frames. We have several comments concerning the similarities and
differences between our following result and the result in [3]:

e In [3], the output-generating low-pass filter is assumed to be bandlimited. Our result also applies if
that is not the case.

e In [3], the frequency support of each filter ¢ € W is assumed to be connected. Our result does not require
connectedness of the frequency supports. However, as is pointed out in [3, Remark 2.2], the motivation
to require connectedness of the frequency supports is to preclude certain pathological behavior such
as supp(¢)) having two connected components, where one component is near the origin and the other
is far from the origin. In our setting, we implicitly preclude such pathological behavior by means of
Assumption [3.1] which imposes frequency localization of the filters.

o If Dy < oo, then the frequency support of each filter ¢» € ¥ is contained in a closed ball of radius
Dy. In particular, ¥ satisfies the uniform covering property introduced in [3], i.e., for any R > 0, there
exists IV € N such that for each ¢ € ¥, the set Supp(@Z) can be covered by N cubes of side length 2R.
In turn, if ¥ satisfies the uniform covering property, and if the frequency supports of the filters are
connected, then Dy < oo.

e The findings in [3, Proposition 3.3] guarantee exponential decay of the energy remainder: For all
f € L?RY), and all N € N,

W () <™ (1715 = 17 x13)

for an unspecified constant o € (0,1) depending only on the uniform covering frame. The main advant-
age of our result is that we can explicitly specify the values for all occurring quantities in the upper
bound on the energy remainder, including a precise value for a.

Corollary 4.2. Suppose that the filters ¥ have uniform frequency concentration with parameters -y, p, and r1
from Assumption|3. 1]
Then we have, for all f € L?>(RY), and for all N € N,

d
Wx(f) < max{l, “H“)} D (171~ 17 +x13) -0

-7

where, as before, a := \/1 1+7) (1= p)2. Asymptotically, we even have

Wn(f) € O (a?).

Proof. Both statements (the specific bound and the asymptotic behavior) are immediate consequences of The-
orem To derive the specific upper bound, we choose (in the notation of the theorem)

w : (0,00) = (0, 00), t— Vit and 5:Rd—>]R7 fH(l_HfHQ)JLF%JH-
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Clearly, w is a strongly t-dominated weight. Further, 9 satisfies the prerequisites of Theorem with
W(ryt) < IR, i-e., Oy = r1 ' Moreover, by Bernoulli’s inequality we have, for all ¢ € RY,

1) <2 (m ; 1) el

™ w(dy) - I 9l < wB(Dw) - 31 613 = Da (1713 17 % xI3)

PYew YED

Finally, note that

which concludes the first part of the corollary. The asymptotic rate also follows directly from Theorem [3.9] if
we take

w: (0,00) = (0,00), tr>t and ¥: R 5 R, z s e~ lellz,

Remark 4.3. In the context of the above corollary, it holds that
FL2(RY) € L*(RY) = D, (¥; L*(RY)).

This again shows the strength of Theorem and stresses the role of the filter bank specificity in energy
propagation in scattering networks.

4.2. Scattering with Wavelets. In this section, we apply our results from Section [2| and Section [3] to filter
banks that are wavelet-generated.

We begin by briefly reviewing scattering with directional wavelets as introduced in [11]. Let a > 1, and let
G < O4(R) be a finite subgroup of rotations in R? that comprises the reflection operator —I € G.

Definition 4.4. We say that a pair of functions (¢,¢) € (L'(R%) ﬁLz(Rd))2 is admaissible for (a,G)-
wavelet scattering if

(33) BEOP+Y D W - MTEP =1 ae E€R™
j=1 MeG

Note that entails that
SN e MTIP =1 ae R,

jeZ MeG
which also implicitly requires ¢ to have at least one vanishing moment, i.e., 1?(0) =0. Fix J € Z, and set
Aa,G,J):={d’ M |j€Zs_;,M € G} C GL4(R).
Let, for each A = a’ - M € A(a, G, J),
¥x = Dyrtp = a¥y(al - M),
Moreover, set
¢y =D, p=a"pa ).

Finally, define
Wav(i,a, G, J) == {¢r | A € Aa, G, J)}.
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By construction, the filters Wav (v, a, G, J) together with the corresponding low-pass filter x := ¢ form a
semi-discrete Parseval frame. In fact, we obtain the Littlewood-Paley condition from the admissibility
condition by an index shift,

sOF+ D AP =1e@’ O+ D> D e M)

AEA(a,G,J) j=1—J MeG
[e.e]
= ¢’ P+ a7 - Mo )P =1 ae R
j=1 MeG

Definition 4.5. We say that the filters ¥ are wavelet-generated if there exist a finite subgroup G < O4(R)
with —I1 € G, a > 1, J € Z, and a pair (1, ¢) € (Ll(Rd) ﬂL2(Rd))2 that is admissible for (a,G)-wavelet
scattering such that ¥ = Wav (¢, a, G, J).

Our main application of the negative findings from Section [2]is that energy propagation can be arbitrarily
slow in wavelet scattering networks.

Corollary 4.6. If the scattering filters ¥ are wavelet-generated, then for any nonincreasing null-sequence
E = (En)nen € RY there exists fy g € L>(R?) such that
2
a) [|fg,elly < Cq- (14 Er),
b) I fom = 9l3 < Cy- Er, and

c) Wn(fg.E) > % -Ex for all N € N.

Furthermore,
Ve i={/ € LXRY) | Wx(f) € O(En)}
is a countable union of nowhere dense sets in L?(RY). In particular, L*(R%) \ Yg is dense in L?(R).

Proof. The proof is a straightforward application of Corollary Suppose that ¥ = Wav (1), a, G, J). Setting
A:=a- 14 gives opin(A) = a > 1. Moreover, for all m € N, applying Dz_m to the filters ¥ results in an index
shift, which leads to the required inclusion relation

Uy i= DYV = {D}_tor | X € A(a,G, J)}
={D}r 4oty | A € A(a,G, J)}
={Yr | A€ A(a,G,J +m)}
C{Yn |l AeA(a,G,J+m+1)} =T,,4.
O

The fact that for any nonincreasing null-sequence E € Rlio the set L2(R?) \ Yz, which contains those
signals whose associated energy propagates not at the order of E through the scattering network, is dense in
L?(RY) indicates that wavelet scattering energy propagation is not a stable property of signals. This is further
emphasized by the contrast that fast energy propagation provably also holds for dense signal classes of L?(R%)
if the generating wavelet is bandlimited.

Corollary 4.7. Suppose that the scattering filters are wavelet-generated according to ¥V = Wav (¢, a,G, J).
Moreover, assume that there exist My € Oq(R), p € [0,1), and k € N>o such that

o~

supp(¢)) C H]’\)/[w NSy-1 gr-1.
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Let

+ a*)
If w:(0,00) = (0,00) is a weakly t>-dominated weight, then we have, for all f € D, (V; L?(R%)),
Wi (f) € O(w™*(a™)).

a::\/1—(1‘1‘w2.(1—p)2 € (0,1).

Specifically, we can guarantee the following convergence rates:
a) If f € H*(RY) for some s > 0, then

WN(f) e O(OéZ min{s,l}-N)‘

b) If f € H

d
og(R?) for some s >0, then

W (f) € O(N72%).

Proof. We only need to show that Assumption [3.1] is satisfied in this setting. To this end, we note that we
have, for all A\ =a’ - M € A(a, G, J),

Supp@;) C A-supp(®) C A- (H]’\’% N Sa—1,an—1) = HJ[\)/I'Mw N Spi-1 grti-t.
Thus, we may apply Theorem and Corollary where v = a™". U

Remark 4.8. Particularizing part a) of C’orollaryfor an overlap of kK =2 and p = 0 in dimension d = 1
improves the currently best known upper bound on the asymptotic convergence rate for f € H*(R) from

a2 -1 min{2s,1}-N
wa(h) €0 (%57)

CL2 1 2min{s,1}-N
WN(f)EO <a2+1> .

Remark 4.9. The semantic content of a generic signal occurring in classification tasks is typically stable to the
action of small diffeomorphisms that deform signals [11,[12]. The windowed scattering transform was introduced
as a model for feature extraction, building translation invariant representations of signals in L*>(R?) that take
this form of stability into account.

One approach [, 19, 9] to prove stability of the scattering transform to the action of small diffeomorphisms
relies on the non-expansiveness of S[F]. In this case, the stability ultimately results from the deformation
sensitivity of the class of signals being considered, and thus naturally only applies to strict subclasses of L?(R?).

A different approach [11l, 13] explicitly takes into account the network architecture of scattering networks.
Here, stability of the wavelet scattering transform to the action of small diffeomorphisms can be guaranteed for
signals that have a finite mized (€', L*(R?)) scattering norm, i.e., for signals f € L*(R?) that satisfy

given by [21, Theorem 3.1] to

(34) 1P iz utyy = I UV |,y = O (WNIEI(£)? < 0.
N=0 N=0

In general, it is not easy to decide whether a signal satisfies this condition. In light of Corollary [{.6, there
exist dense subsets of L*>(R%) for which the mized (¢', L*(R?)) scattering norm does not converge. On
the other hand, if the generating wavelet of the filter bank is bandlimited, then Corollary [{.7 implies that the
mized (¢, L*(RY)) scattering norm is finite at least for all signals belonging to Hfog(]Rd) for any s > 1. This
generalizes [I3, Proposition 2.4] to arbitrary dimension d € N.
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5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The successful application of wavelet based scattering transforms in pattern recognition or pattern classific-
ation tasks is attributed at least in part to the ability of the cascade of filter banks to correlate signal structures
across different scales. It can be argued that our constructions of counterexamples to fast energy decay defy
this intuition, by using signals consisting of components that are so dispersed in frequency that the scattering
transform essentially processes them in separate channels. Hence for this class of signals, across-scale correl-
ation of different frequency components is intentionally (approximately) disabled. That these signals exist in
L?*(R%) emphasizes the possibility that the intuitions underlying the interpretation of scattering transforms are
generally applicable only to more limited signal classes, i.e., they might reflect a type of implicit bias on the
modeling side. Understanding how this bias is related to the choice of filter bank has been one of the initial
impulses of this work.
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