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Learnable Non-linear Wavelet Transformation via Normalizing Flow
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Abstract

Wavelet transformation stands as a corner-
stone in modern data analysis and signal
processing. Its mathematical essence is an
invertible transformation that discerns slow
patterns from fast ones in the frequency do-
main. Such an invertible transformation can
be learned by a designed normalizing flow
model. With a generalized lifting scheme as
coupling layers, a factor-out layer resembling
the downsampling, and parameter sharing at
different levels of the model, one can train
the normalizing flow to filter high-frequency
elements at different levels, thus extending
traditional linear wavelet transformations to
learnable non-linear deep learning models. In
this paper, a way of building such flow is
proposed, along with a numerical analysis of
the learned transformation. Then, we demon-
strate the model’s ability in image lossless
compression, show it can achieve SOTA com-
pression scores while achieving a small model
size, substantial generalization ability, and
the ability to handle high-dimensional data.

1. Introduction

The applications of wavelet transformation are perva-
sive, ranging from image processing (Marr & Hildreth,
1980; Canny, 1986; Mallat & Hwang, 1992; Dugad et al.,
1998; He et al., 1994), to data manipulations (Donoho,
1992; Donoho & Johnstone, 1994; Charrier, 1999; Rab-
bani, 2002), and to numerical analysis (Sweldens, 1994;
Cruz et al., 2001). As deep learning advances to domain-
specific areas, wavelet transformation also has been
used in machine learning tasks. For example, super-
resolution task (Huang et al., 2017; Zhong et al., 2018;
Yu et al., 2020), image generation task (Ardizzone et al.,
2019), image segmentation task (Figueiredo, 2005), and
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so on. Powerful as they are, wavelet transformations
have several unfavorable traits: they are linear trans-
formations, which limits their expressive ability; and
they are derived using mathematical constraints, which
prevents them to be tailored to specific tasks on specific
datasets.

Normalizing flows are a family of non-linear invertible
generative models (Dinh et al., 2015; 2016; Kingma &
Dhariwal, 2018; Chen et al., 2018; Li & Wang, 2018; Li
et al., 2020). Their applications also cover many topics,
including image generation (Dinh et al., 2016; Kingma
& Dhariwal, 2018), independent component analysis
(ICA) (Dinh et al., 2015; Sorrenson et al., 2020), vari-
ational inference (Kingma et al., 2016b; Rezende &
Mohamed, 2015), Monte Carlo sampling (Song et al.,
2017), scientific applications (Li & Wang, 2018; Noé
et al., 2019; Li et al., 2020; Hu et al., 2020), and so on.
Normalizing flow is a promising candidate for learnable
wavelet transformation. They share many common fea-
tures with wavelet transformation. The two are both
invertible transformations, and normalizing flows have
a proven ability to discern frequency patterns (Dinh
et al., 2015; Li & Wang, 2018; Li et al., 2020; Sorrenson
et al., 2020). Additionally, some types of normalizing
flow have a factor-out mechanism (Li & Wang, 2018;
Dinh et al., 2016), which resembles downsampling in
wavelet transformation.

Building on the inherent connections between wavelet
transformation and normalizing flow (Fig. 1), we pro-
pose a learnable wavelet transformation model. In this
model, we use a generalized lifting scheme as coupling
layers to perform filtering, and then factor-out high-
frequency patterns from slow ones as downsampling.
Following the traditional wavelet, we share parameters
of coupling layers at different levels/iterations to repeat
the same transformation/filtering. One can train this
kind of model as a usual flow model, i.e., by minimizing
negative log-likelihood.

As a normalizing flow, the proposed model’s wavelet-
like behavior gives substantial flexibility: the share of
parameters relaxes dimensional constraint, allowing the
model to be used on different data dimensions from
trained on. And the share of parameters also means
a smaller parameter size and better computation effi-
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Figure 1. Connections between (a) traditional wavelet transformation process and (b) learnable wavelet transformation
architecture. (c) shows results from two iterations of Haar wavelet transformation. Hj, is high-frequency parts of n-th
iteration. For 2D data, H), = {H7, H’, H;}. And L, is the low-frequency part of n-th iteration.

ciency. The usage for this learnable wavelet is diverse.
It’s a natural fit for tasks traditionally using wavelets,
like lossless compression, super-resolution, PDE/ODE
solver, and so on. Compare to traditional wavelets,
it’s trained to fit its task purposes and datasets. And
it’s a non-linear transformation, which grants it more
expressive power in complex tasks.

Later in the paper, we demonstrate this model in
the image lossless compression task by following the
JPEG-2000 algorithm (Rabbani, 2002). We show that
this kind of novel compression model outperforms tra-
ditional compression algorithms and state-of-the-art
(SOTA) deep-learning-based compression models, while
smaller than the previous SOTA compression model.
Additionally, it has substantial generalization ability,
one can use it on images with different resolutions than
trained on, without much performance loss.

This paper is organized as follows. Sec. 2 gives an
introduction of the background. Sec. 3 shows the ex-
act scheme of constructing the generalized-lifting-style
coupling layers and factor-out for this model, and also
shows how to set up prior distributions. Sec.4 gives
details about the architecture used. Sec. 5 gives a

numerical analysis of the learned filters. Sec. 6 demon-
strates the model’s performance in lossless compression.
Sec. 7 gives a brief review of related works. Sec. 8 con-
cludes the paper.

2. Background

This section introduces two fundamental concepts, the
normalizing flow and the discrete wavelet transforma-
tion.

2.1. Normalizing flow

Normalizing flows are a family of parameterized bijec-
tive mappings. Except for invertibility, another core
feature of these bijective mappings is their traceable
probability change. And the maximization of this trace-
able probability is also the optimization goal. For a
bijective mapping f : X — Z, its probability change
can be described as

P)(({L') = Pz(z)
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where Py (z) and Pz(z) are the probability of the orig-
inal sample x and transformed variables z, respectively.
So, for a transformation to be a flow, 1). it has to be
invertible, and 2). its Jacobian determinant should be
designed easily computable. Through this probability
relation, one can thus maximize the sample probability
via maximizing the probability of the transformed vari-
ables in a prior distribution Pz. This prior distribution
is usually a simple pre-defined distribution for the ease
of optimization.

One concrete example of such mapping is the Non-linear
Independent Component Estimate (NICE) (Dinh et al.,
2015). A NICE consists of multiple coupling layers.
One coupling layer of NICE formulates as follows,

[Z4,25] = [xa +t(xB), XB] (2)

where input x = [x4,x3p], i.e., we divide input x into
two parts. And so does the output z. t is a parame-
terized function that maps xp to the space of x4. To
change all variables, one changes the roles of z4 and
zp at the next coupling. From Eq. (2), one can see the
coupling is invertible: [x4,xp| = [z4 — t(z5),25], and
the Jacobian determinant is exactly 1. This also means
the NICE is invertible and has a Jacobian determinant
of 1. The maximization of the probability of z in prior
distribution also equally maximizes the probability of
x, as they equal each other.

In some types of normalizing flows (Dinh et al., 2016;
Li & Wang, 2018), a mechanism called the factor-out
layer is used. Factor-out layers are usually put after
a certain number of coupling layers. When factor-out,
part of the variables are kept from later coupling layers.
This lowers data dimensions for later transformations,
reducing computation complexity.

2.2. Discrete wavelet transformation

Discrete wavelet transformations are invertible linear
transformations. These transformations are usually
formed by two kinds of filters, a low-pass (LP) filter
S and a high-pass (HP) filter G. We write them as
different rows in a single transformation matrix W in
R4 Then the transformation can be formulated as

follows,
Sx L
z=Wx = {Gx} = [H] (3)

where z and x are one-dimensional vectors in R
L, H € R¥2, and they are low-frequency and high-
frequency coefficients, respectively. This linear trans-
formation is followed by a downsampling operation,
dividing the output into L and H. The whole linear
transformation with downsampling is called one iter-
ation of the wavelet transformation. And we repeat

these operations on the low-frequency coefficients L at
the next iteration. As shown in Fig. 1(a).

For two-dimensional data, one applies the transforma-
tion matrix twice, once for the rows and once for the
columns, as in Eq. (4). And the next iteration is per-
formed on the upper-left quarter of the matrix (the
lowe-frequency part).

z=WxW7' (4)

3. Learnable wavelet transformation

In this section, we propose the learnable wavelet trans-
formation model (LWT). LWT has an architecture as
shown in Fig. 1(b). We first present connections be-
tween flows and wavelets, from which we define 1D/2D
coupling layers and factor-out layers. Then, we define
the typical prior distributions of high/low-frequency
coeflicients for training.

3.1. Connections between wavelet
transformations and normalizing flows

One can relate wavelet transformations with the nor-
malizing flows in the following aspects:

Generalized lifting scheme: The invertibility of
wavelets is guaranteed by the orthogonal or bi-
orthogonal condition on the transformation matrix W
of Eq. (3) (Van Fleet, 2011). One can also derive the
invertibility through a fast implementation of wavelets:
the lifting scheme (Sweldens, 1998). The lifting re-
sembles coupling layers of flows. For example, the
lifting scheme expresses the Haar wavelet transforma-
tion (Haar, 1910) in the following form

[Y(ﬁ ye] = [XO — Xe, Xe]

21 72] = [0 Y. + 1¥0/2]] ©)

The z, and z. are high-frequency and low-frequency
coeflicients, respectively. y are intermediate variables.
And the x, and x. are odd-index and even-index vari-
ables in the input x, respectively:

Xo = [T1,23,T5,T7, -], Xe = [To, T2, %4, %6, -] (6)

The similarity of Eq. (2) and Eq. (5) allows one to write
this transformation as two coupling layers. We put a
detailed deduction in Appx. A.1. And one also sees
that any transformations represented by lifting can be
represented by NICE coupling with even-odd variable
partition.

Downsample and factor-out: Factor-out layers in
flow models drop part of variables, leaving the other
part of variables entering later transformations. In
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Figure 2. Coupling layer and factor-out in (a) one-dimensional case and (b) two-dimensional case. To show the partition
scheme, colors and symbols are used to distinguish different locations. The data in each circle may have a channel
dimension. When factor-out, both cases only keep the low-frequency part L,,. These constitute one iteration of LWT in

Fig. 1(b).

this sense, downsampling can be viewed as one type of
factor-out: after downsampling, variables are split into
high-frequency and low-frequency parts, and the next
wavelet iteration operates on the low-frequency part,
as in Fig. 1(a).

Filtering in probability view: After filtering, high-
frequency coefficients contain mostly local information,
such as noises and edges, while low-frequency coeffi-
cients have non-local information (Van Fleet, 2011).
As flow models are probability models, we interpret
filtering in a probability view. These high-frequency co-
efficients are local and thus independently distributed.
And low-frequency coefficients are correlated, changing
correlatively at certain length levels. It is these long-
range correlations that contain non-local information.
Prior distributions can thus be set for the proposed
model for it to have filtering effect. To be exact, we set
the prior for the factored-out/downsampled variables
to be uncorrelated and independent for them to be
high-frequency. And the other remaining variables are
automatically correlated and low-frequency: One sees
this in the inverse direction of the flow(right to left
in Fig. 1(b)), start with uncorrelated variables, the
inverse transformation creates correlations at different
length levels. Then, the coupling layer inside flow can
be viewed as an LP/HP filter pair. Additionally, the
traceable probabilities in flow model (Eq. (1)) allow
the simultaneous maximization of coupling’s filtering
effect and the original sample probability.

3.2. One-dimensional coupling and factor-out

Building on these connections, we define a coupling
layer and factor-out for LWT in one-dimensional case.

For a one-dimensional vector data, we divide it into
two parts following the convention of lifting scheme:
the even-index variables are labeled L,, and the odd-
index variables are labeled HY, as in Fig. 2(a). Then
transformation of these two parts can be parameterized
by a coupling layer similar to NICE’s coupling (the
Eq. (2)):

(L, Hy 41 = [Ln + . (HG, ), Hy (7)

Here, [-]x means the inner variables are results of k-th
coupling layer, and subscript n means these variables
are from n-th iteration. One iteration contains multiple
coupling layers. t(-) is a neural-network-parameterized
function. After Eq. (7), as in NICE, one can change
H; using L,, at the next coupling layer to change all
variables (Fig. 2(a)).

After all K coupling layers, the resulted H? is viewed
as the high-frequency part of this n-th iteration, and
is factored-out. The L, is viewed as the low-frequency
part, and enters the next iteration. This is the factor-
out scheme for 1D LWT, as in Fig. 2(a).

This partition, transformation by coupling layers, and
factor-out process constitute one iteration of the one-
dimensional LWT. We perform multiple iterations while
sharing the same coupling parameters to repeat the
same LP/HP filter pair (Fig. 1(b)).

This scheme can be initialized to perform certain tra-
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ditional wavelets at the start, e.g., Appx. A.2 demon-
strates a way of initializing the coupling layers to be
the LeGall wavelet (Le Gall & Tabatabai, 1988).

3.3. Two-dimensional coupling and factor-out

With the one-dimensional coupling layer defined above,
one way to define two-dimensional coupling is following
the conventional 2D wavelet, as in Eq. (4). We per-
form the one-dimensional coupling twice, once for the
batch of rows, and then perform on the columns. And
the low-frequency part is the upper-left quarter of the
output matrix. For the pseudocode of this scheme, see
Algo. C.2.

Here, we propose another more flexible way of defining
2D coupling. We first separate the input matrix into
four parts. As diagramed in Fig. 2(b), in every 2x2 non-
overlapping sub-matrix from the input d x d matrix, we
label the upper left, upper right, lower left, and lower
right variables as L,,, HY Hb7 and HY,, respectively.
The resulting L, matrix is a g X g matrix, and so
does H;,, HZ, H; . Then the following coupling layer
is performed to update matrix L,,,

{Ln Hﬂ _ [Ln +tk([H;§,H” HY)) H}
le)l H, k+1 Hn H k

(8)
Here, []x means the inner variables are results of k-th
coupling layer, and subscript n means these variables
are from n-th iteration. One iteration contains multiple
coupling layers. t5(-) is a parameterized function that
maps [H%, H’, H¢] into the space of L,,. Three more
coupling layers like Eq. (8) are performed to update
H?, H’, and HS in turn, as in Fig. 2(b).

For factor-out, we keep the low-frequency part L, for
the next iteration. The rest matrices HY, HEL, and
H{ are considered the high-frequency parts of n-th
iteration, and are factored-out. One iteration of 2D
LWT contains the partition, the K coupling layers, and
the factor-out layer. We repeat the iteration multiple
times with the same parameters for coupling, thus
repeating the same filter. A pseudocode of the above
process is in Algo. C.1.

3.4. Prior distribution and optimization

Using the 3rd connection mentioned in Sec. 3.1, we
build typical distributions for high/low-frequency coef-
ficients as priors to optimize the LWT flow.

Asin Sec. 3.1, the factored-out variables of all iterations
should be from uncorrelated independent distributions
for them to be high-frequency coefficients. For the
variables remaining after the last iteration, as no further

transformations are there to add correlations to them,
they should be from a correlated distribution for them
to be low-frequency coefficients. Here, we use a mixture
of distributions (Kingma et al., 2016a; Salimans et al.,
2017) for these last variables.

The overall prior distribution is as follows,

HP H |11, 0;) Zm (Ln|M;, %) (9)

],TL

where H{l are high-frequency parts from n-th iteration.
For 2D LWT, H? = {H?, Hb ,H{ }; and for 1D LWT,
there is only one high- frequency part H). The p;,
o; are learnable scalar parameters of the independent
distributions. For the mixture distribution, the M
and X; are learnable high-dimensional parameters of
the i-th distribution, and m; is the weight of the i-th
distribution.

For performance, one can make the parameters of high-

frequency distributions depend on the low-frequency

part of the same iteration. This changes Eq. (9) into
H P(H

|l’l'_] n),o;(L Zﬂ-z (Ly|M;, %) (10)

where p;(-) and (-) are learnable functions that eval-
uate parameters for the high-frequency distributions.
And L, is the n-th iteration’s low-frequency part. Note
that, this doesn’t violate the uncorrelation condition of
high-frequency variables, i.e., the mutual information
can still be zero (Appx. A.3).

For optimization, one minimizes the negative log-
likelihood (NLL) of the transformed variables (HZ
and Ly) on the prior distribution. This gives these
transformed variables high/low-frequency features and
makes the coupling layer an LP/HP filter pair. Also, as
LWT has Jacobian determinant of 1, one can see from
Eq. (1) that this loss function simultaneously maxi-
mizes the sample probability. Thus, by only optimizing
NLL, we unify these two optimization goals. One can
also use the NLL term as a regulation in the overall
task loss function for using LWT in certain tasks.

4. Architecture details

For the following experiments, we define an LWT for
2D data. The overall architecture is like Fig. 1(b),
and we perform the iterations until the low-frequency
variables Ly is a 2 X 2 matrix, i.e., the N = log,(d) — 2,
where d is the side length of the 2D data and d > 4.
The coupling layer and factor-out scheme we use is
the one in Fig. 2(b), and we use K layers of coupling.
For priors, we set the parameters of the high-frequency
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Figure 3. (a). Results from two iterations of the learned LWT on the Lena image (512 x 512). Plot (b) and (c) are
frequency responses of learned LP filters and HP filters, respectively.

distributions to depend on the low-frequency variables
(Eq. (10)).

Sub-networks: For t;(-) in Eq. (8), we use convo-
lutional neural networks (CNN) with input channels
three times the output channels. We concatenate the
three matrices {H®, H? , H®} along the channel dimen-
sion, input it into the CNN, and transform it into an
output with the same size of L,,. For p,(-), we use one
CNN instead of three p;(-), i.e., we use a CNN with
output channels three times the input channels, and
separate along the output’s channel dimension. We

also set up o;(-) the same way.

Discrete variables: As the following experiments are
on image data, we define the LWT on discrete variables,
and the input variables € [0, 255]. For these discrete
data to work with ¢x(), p(:) and o(-) sub-networks,
the inputs are subtracted with 128 and divided by 255
to convert them into [—1/2,1/2). Then, for outputs
of these networks, we invert them back to [0,255],
and rounded to the nearest integer. This rounding is
approximately differentiable (Hoogeboom et al., 2019).

Discrete priors: The distributions of high-frequency
variables of all iterations are parameterized discrete
logistic distributions. The distribution of the last it-
eration’s low-frequency part is a mixture of discrete
logistic distributions with learnable parameters and
weights (Salimans et al., 2017).

5. Numerical analysis

In this section, a numerical analysis of the learned
transformation is given. The LWT is trained on Ima-
geNet64 (Chrabaszcez et al., 2017) via minimizing the
NLL. For detailed hyper-parameters, see Appx. B.1.

Two-iteration plot: In Fig. 3(a), we perform two it-
erations of the learned LWT on the Lena image. Then,
following Fig. 1(c), we concatenate high-frequency parts

from the O-th iteration {HJ, Hg, H§}, high-frequency
parts from the 1-th iteration {H¢, H?, HS}, and the
low-frequency part from the 1-th iteration L; into a
2D image. One can see that the low-frequency part
contains non-local information and can be viewed as a
blurred signal, while high-frequency parts only contain
local details, such as edges and noises. While the opti-
mization goal expels the long-range correlations from
high-frequency parts, we want to emphasize that the
existence of local details is guaranteed by the invert-
ibility of flows (Appx. B.3). Note that, the LWT is
learned on ImageNet64 and successfully generalized to
Lena image, the two even don’t share the same dimen-
sions. For visualization, normalization is performed,
see Appx. B.2.

Frequency response: For a traditional linear filter,
a way of viewing its behavior is to plot its frequency re-
sponse (Oppenheim, 1999). For the learned non-linear
transformation, we view the gradient matrix of one
iteration as the transformation matrix. According to
Eq. (3), one can get each element forming the matrix W
from the gradients. Then we divide this transformation
matrix into LP/HP filter rows according to variable
partition in Fig. 2(b). As we use a random sample
from ImageNet64, the image has 64 rows, so there are
32 LP filters and 32 HP filters. In Fig. 3(b) and (c¢), we
plot the frequency responses of these learned LP and
HP filters, respectively. Details of performing this plot
are in Appx. B.4. One can see from the frequency re-
sponses, the learned LWT demonstrates classic LP/HP
filter behaviors.

6. Lossless compression

In this section, one application of the LWT is demon-
strated: the lossless compression of images. We fol-
low the mature designs of JPEG-2000 (Rabbani, 2002)
which is a wavelet-based algorithm. One benefit of
compatibility with JPEG-2000 is that our proposed
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Table 1. Lossless compression scores (BPD) on CIFAR-10, ImageNet32/64, and ImageNet. The scores in parenthesis are

theoretical.

Algorithm/Model CIFAR-10 ImageNet32 ImageNet64 ImageNet
PNG (Boutell & Lane, 1997) 5.87 6.39 5.71 4.43
JPEG-2000 (Rabbani, 2002) 5.20 6.48 5.10 4.42
LBB (Ho et al., 2019) 3.12 (3.12)  3.88 (3.87) 3.70 (3.70) -
IDF (Hoogeboom et al., 2019) 3.34 (3.32)  4.18 (4.15) 3.90 (3.90) -
IDF++ (Berg et al., 2020) 3.26 (3.24) 4.12 (4.10) 3.81 (3.81) -
LWT (this work) 3.11 (3.10)  3.50 (3.49) 3.21 (3.20)  2.99 (2.95)

method is easily adaptable for industrial applications.
More details about hyper-parameters and model setups
can be found in Appx. B.1.

6.1. Lossless compression scores

Lossless compression is also a natural application for
normalizing flows (Hoogeboom et al., 2019; Berg et al.,
2020): the optimization goal of minimizing NLL hap-
pens to be minimizing the Shannon’s bound of lossless
compression size (Shannon entropy) (Shannon, 1948):

ExLen (Code(x)) > H(Px) = —ExlogPx(x) (11)

So we train an LWT flow by minimizing the NLL, which
also optimizes LWT for the compression task.

To use learned LWT in lossless compression. One trans-
forms the images using this LWT, as in Fig. 1(b), and
compresses all the resulting variables by entropy encod-
ing algorithms (Huffman, 1952; Duda, 2009) according
to each variable’s probability. These probabilities can
be estimated using the prior distribution. Here we use
ANS (Duda, 2009) as the entropy encoding algorithm.
For details about ANS, see Appx. B.5.

In Table 1, we provide compression score com-
parison of different algorithms and models
on CIFAR-10 (Krizhevsky et al., 2009), Ima-

geNet32/64 (Chrabaszcz et al., 2017) and Ima-
geNet (Russakovsky et al.,, 2015) datasets. The
compression scores are the bits per dimension (BPD),
and are evaluated on the test sets. For uncompressed
image data, the BPD should be 8. One can see the
LWT achieves SOTA scores. Moreover, as LWT shares
parameters, it’s smaller than the previous SOTA model
(the LBB), its parameter saving file is 10x smaller on
ImageNet64 training and 20x smaller on CIFAR-10.
The share of parameters also relaxes the constraint of
samples be of the same size. One can perform more
iterations for bigger sizes. In this way, one can train or
evaluate LWT on datasets with varying sample sizes,
e.g., the original ImageNet.

6.2. Generalization test

For this part, we test the model’s generalization abil-
ity. Due to the parameter-sharing scheme, the learned
transformation poses no constraint on the input size.
So, one can naturally evaluate the ImageNet64-trained
model on the ImageNet32 dataset, and so on. More-
over, parameter sharing also allows one to evaluate on
the original ImageNet which has images of different
sizes. As shown in Table 2, the LWT has substantial
generalization ability. One can see that the LWT flows
evaluate approximately the same score independent of
what resolutions they are initially trained on. This
implies one can train LWT on low-resolution datasets,
and use it on high-resolution images.

6.3. Progressive loading

Another useful feature of JPEG-2000 is the progressive
loading. This is one of the improvements of JPEG-
2000 over its predecessor (Charrier, 1999; Rabbani,
2002). When transporting images, we first transport
the low-frequency parts, the algorithm can fill out the
high-frequency parts to give previews.

To do progressive loading using the learned LWT,
a low-frequency part of a certain n-th iteration is
given, i.e., L,. As we set high-frequency parts
{H®,H" HC} to be dependent on L,,, one can sample

n

~a ~b ~
[Hi, H,, HZ] by drawing from discrete logistic distribu-

Table 2. Achieved BPD scores on different datasets from
trained on.

Train on
Evaluate on ImageNet32 ImageNet64
ImageNet32 3.50 3.50
ImageNet64 3.24 3.21
ImageNet 3.03 2.99
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Figure 4. Progressive loading from 1/64, 1/16, and 1/4 the
original size back to the original size. The parts marked
with orange are original (the low-frequency variables given).
The images are from ImageNet64, and the used LWT is
trained on it.

I

tion P(H{Lmj(Ln), o;(Ly)). Then, an inverse LWT is
performed, to convert these variables to an approximate
low-frequency part L,,_1 of (n— 1)-th iteration. This is
repeated until the desired size is reached. A demonstra-
tion of progressive loading from 1/64, 1/16, and 1/4 the
original size back to the original size is in Fig. 4. Addi-
tionally, one can perform upsampling/super-resolution
in a similar way, more details in Appx. B.6.

7. Related work

Normalizing flow model: This model can be viewed
as a novel type of normalizing flow model. Compar-
ing with the commonly used reaNVP model (Dinh
et al., 2016), this model updates variables using a dif-
ferent coupling, the generalized lifting coupling, as in
Fig. 2. This model also has a factor-out layer, but
follows the wavelet transformation’s downsampling.
More importantly, LWT shares parameters along dif-
ferent iterations/levels, repeating the same transfor-
mation/filtering. This share of parameter makes LWT
much smaller than usual flow models, and lift the con-
straint of inputs having the same dimension.

Learnable filter kernel: There have been attempts
to propose learnable filter kernels for wavelets (Khan &
Yener, 2018; Balestriero et al., 2018; Ravanelli & Ben-
gio, 2018; Cosentino & Aazhang, 2020; Gilles, 2013).

The difference is that we propose inherent connections
between flows and wavelets, which allow us to natu-
rally generalize the entire wavelet framework to deep
learning models (Fig. 1) not just using neural net-
works as filters. These findings give wavelet filtering a
probability /information background, allowing one to
optimize filters using probability distributions that fits
deep learning approaches naturally. Also, our model
allows end-to-end training with the task goal built into
the loss function, which usually gives better optimiza-
tion results (e.g., SOTA compression results shown in
Sec. 6.1).

Deep-learning lossless compression: We demon-
strate the application of image lossless compression.
There have been works that connect flow models with
lossless compression (Hoogeboom et al., 2019; Berg
et al., 2020). The difference between them and Sec. 6
is the use of LWT, which allows us to introduce mature
designs from JPEG-2000. Also, the wavelet nature
of LWT makes the presented method naturally gen-
eralizes to different input sizes, which is crucial for a
deep-learning compression method to be widely appli-
cable.

8. Summary

In this work, a novel kind of normalizing flow is pro-
posed. This model extends linear wavelet transforma-
tion and constitutes a scheme of learnable non-linear
wavelet transformation. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first work that proposes this inherent con-
nection between flows and wavelet transformations.

As demonstrated in the paper, the proposed model can
learn a wavelet transformation. Compare to traditional
linear wavelets, this model is non-linear and optimized
for certain tasks and data, thus has better expressive
power. As a novel normalizing flow, its wavelet-like
behavior grants it efficiency and flexibility: the share
of parameters makes the model small in size and effi-
cient in computation; parameter sharing also lifts the
dimensional constraint and makes the model generalize
well.

We also demonstrate the model’s power in image com-
pression, it achieves SOTA scores and substantial gen-
eralization ability. Additionally, as a wavelet, it’s com-
patible with JPEG-2000, which means one can use
mature designs from JPEG-2000 and easily adapt it
for industrial applications. Other potential usage of
this model include super-resolution, ICA tasks, and
multiple domain-specific cases that traditionally use
wavelets.
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A. Theoretical details

A.1. Generalized lifting scheme

The 8 x 8 transformation matrix W for the Haar wavelet (Haar, 1910) can be formulated as follows,

[1/2 1/2 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1/2 1/2 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1/2 1/2 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 1/2
Whar=1_1 1 9 0 0 0 0 o0 (A1)
0 0o -1 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0o -1 1 0 0
| 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 1]
The corresponding transformation as follows, as in Eq. (3)
(12 172 0 0 0 0 0 07 [x] [x0/2+21/2]
0 0o 1/2 1/2 0 0 0 0 1 x2/2+ x3/2
0 0 0 0 1/2 1/2 0 0 To x4/2+ 5/2
0 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 1/2 T3| _ x6/2 + x7/2 _ (A.2)
-1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 T4 —x0 + 21 )
0 o -1 1 0 0 0 0 x5 —xo + T3
0 0 0 0o -1 1 0 0 Tg —x4 + x5
| 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 1] |zr] | —76+ 17 |

The low-pass filter of the Haar wavelet is defined as (1/2,1/2), and the high-pass filter is (—1,1). For the resulting
vector of Eq. (A.2), the upper half is the low-pass result, and the lower half is the high-pass result.

Another way of performing Haar wavelet is through lifting (Sweldens, 1998). We first separate input vector x

into two parts: the odd-index part x, and the even-index part x.. i.e.,

Xo=[$1,$3,$579€77"'] (A3)

Xe = [1'0,1'2, T4, Te, - ]
Then the lifting for Haar can be written as

Zo = Xo — Xe

Ze = Xe + |20/2] (A-4)

And one can write this lifting of Haar wavelet into two layers of NICE coupling. The first layer of coupling as
follows, and we save the results into two intermediate vectors:

yo:XO_Xe

ye:X€

(A.5)

And then, the final result can be derived from another layer of coupling

Zo =Y,
Ze =Y.+ I_y()/2-|

The high-pass result is the z, and the low-pass result is the z..

Eq. (A.5) and Eq. (A.6) can be formulated as two typical NICE (Dinh et al., 2015) coupling layers, as long we
can express the change terms (i.e., the —x, and |y,/2] terms) using the ¢ transformation of Eq. (2). In this way,
we can view the NICE coupling layer with even-odd separation as a generalized lifting scheme.
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As an additional example, the LeGall wavelet (Le Gall & Tabatabai, 1988) has the following transformation

matrix: ~ _
3/4  1/2 —-1/4 0 0 0 0 0
-1/8 1/4 3/4 1/4 -1/8 0 0 0
0 0 -1/8 1/4 3/4 1/4 -1/8 0
10 0 0 0 -1/8 1/4 5/8 1/4
Wiegall = -1/2 1 —=1/2 0 0 0 0 0 (A7)
0 —1/2 1 -1/2 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 -1/2 1 -1/2 0 0
| 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 1
And the corresponding transformation, as in Eq. (3)
[3/4  1/2 —-1/4 0 0 0 0 0] [ao]
-1/8 1/4 3/4 1/4 -1/8 0 0 0 x1
0 0 -1/8 1/4 3/4 1/4 -1/8 0 Z2
0 0 0 0 -1/8 1/4 5/8 1/4 x3
—1/2 1 -1/2 0 0 0 0 0 T4
0 -1/2 1 -1/2 0 0 0 0 x5
0 0 0 -1/2 1 -1/2 0 0 T
. 0 0 0 0 0 0 -1 1| o]
[—20/8 + 1/4 + 330 /4 + 21 /4 — 12/8]
—1‘0/8+.’L’1/4+3I2/4+$3/4—.%‘4/8
—I2/8+$3/4+3$4/4+$5/4—1‘6/8
_ | —wa/8 4 w5/4 + 3w /4 + w7 /4 — w6 /8 —2 (AS)

—.’E0/2+£L'1 —1[,’2/2
—.’E2/2+1‘3 —$4/2
—l‘4/2+$5 —x6/2
—$6/2+l‘7 —.136/2

The low-pass filter is defined as (—1/8,1/4,3/4,1/4,—1/8), and the high-pass filter is (—1/2,1,—1/2).

And it can also be formulated using the generalized lifting scheme, or NICE coupling layers. We first separate the
odd-index variables from the even-index one, i.e.,

Xo = [$1,$3,$5,.’E77"']

(A.9)
Xe = [1170,1172, T4, Te, - ]
Then, perform
0,i = Loy — |(Ze,i + Teyi 2 Zo,i = Yo,i
oi = i — (e +ess)/2] 1 Fai = o )
Yei = Te,i Zeii = Yei + [ (Yoi + Yoi—1)/4]

as two layers of NICE coupling. Subscript ¢ here stands for indexes of variables in the vectors. The resulting z, is
the high-pass result, and the z. is the low-pass result.

A.2. Initialize 1D LWT to be LeGall

Eq. (A.10), Eq. (A.5), and Eq. (A.6) can be used to initialize LWTs. One has to convert the change terms (i.e.,
the —|(wei + Ze,it1)/2], | Wo.i + Yo,i-1)/4], —Xe, and |y,/2] terms) into convolutional neural networks (CNNs),
and use these CNNs to initialize the ¢ transformations of Eq. (7).

One obstacle of converting the change terms is that the activation function ReLu of CNN eliminates negative
values. To circumvent this, one can use hidden-layer CNNs with more than 6 channels, and distribute opposite
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values of the input on the other 3 channels. Then at the last layer, one removes the last ReLu activation, and
converts these channels back into a 3-channel output.

For example, to initialize a LeGall wavelet LWT, we write the coupling, Eq. (7), as follows.

L, H) k41 = [Ln, H, — layer1i(Ly)]x

n

A1l
(L, HE o = [Ly + Layer2(HY), HY 4 (41D

layerl and layer2 are the ¢ transformations of Eq. (7), and can be initialized to be change terms in Eq (A.10).
They are 1D convolutional networks with channel change 3 — 10 — 10 — 3. And layer1 has a structure of

(1) 1D replication padding two values on the right hand side.
(2) Convld(input_channel=3, output_channel=10, kernel size=3, stride=1)
(3) ReLU

(4) Convld(input_channel=10, output_channel=10, kernel_size=3, stride=1, padding=1,
padding_mode=replicate)

(5) ReLU

(6) Convld(input_channel=10, output_channel=3, kernel_size=3, stride=1, padding=1,
padding_mode=replicate)

The first (6, 3,3) part of the weight for the first Convld is

0.5 05 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o 0o o|, o5 05 0/, |0 o o,
0 0 0 0 0 0 0.5 05 0
—-05 =05 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
o 0o o, |-05 —05 0, |0 0o o]l (A12
0 0 0 0 0 0 -05 —-05 0
The first (6, 6,3) part of the weight for the second Convld is
01 0 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 O
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 O
0 0 0 0 0 O 01 0 0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 O (A.13)
0 0 0|’ 0 0 0|~ 0 0 0|~ 0 1 0| 0 0 0]~ 0 0 O '
0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 O 0 1 0 0 0 O
0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 O 01 0
The first (3,6,3) part of the weight for the third Convld is
0 1 0 0 0 O 0 0 0
0O 0 O 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 O 0 0 O 0O 1 0
0 -1 0f°”° 0 0 0f°’ 0 0 0 (A.14)
0 0 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 O 0 -1 0

And the rest of the weights and all bias are set to zeros.
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layer?2 is defined similarly, with the only difference being changing the first 1D replication padding to the
left-hand side. And the weights and bias are initialized the same as layer1, excepting the first (6, 3,3) part of
the weight for the first Convld is initialized as

0 0.25 0.25 0 O 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 , {0 025 025(, |0 O 0 ,

0 0 0 0 O 0 0 025 0.25
0 —-0.25 -0.25 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 , (0 =025 -0.25| , |O 0 0 (A.15)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 —-0.25 -0.25

A.3. Uncorrelation condition

The mutual information between random Gaussian variables only concerns the off-diagonal elements of the
correlation matrix. e.g., for two correlated Gaussian variables X; and X5 with a correlation matrix like

s_| ot pno (A.16)
pO102 a% ’

The mutual information between the two variables is (GEL'FAND, 1959)
1
I(X1; Xo) = 3 log(1 — p®) (A.17)

When the off-diagonal elements are zero, i.e., p = 0, one can see that the mutual information is zero.

So, to protect the uncorrelation condition, one can set the off-diagonal elements of the correlation matrix to be
zero when setting up the prior distributions.

B. Experimental details
B.1. Training details and hyper-parameters

The LWT model in use has a repeat number of coupling layers, i.e., the K in Fig. 2. And the total number of
discrete logistic distributions in the mixture is 5, meaning in Eq. (10) the ¢ € [0, 4].

The CNNs for ¢4(+), p(-) and o (-) networks have a structure like (Kingma & Dhariwal, 2018): the first and last
CNN layers have kernels that are 3 x 3, and the rest CNNs’ kernels are 1 x 1. We use paddings to make sure
the width and length of the input and output are the same. The number of hidden layers, i.e., the number
of 1 x 1-kernel CNNs, is a hyper-parameter: the n_hidden. The input channel number for t;(-) is 9, for we
concatenate three high-frequency parts each with 3 channels along the channel dimension. The output channel
for t;(-) is 3 to fit low-frequency part. As for the number of channels in the hidden layers, it’s a hyper-parameter,
hidden_channel. For p(-) and o(-), the input channel number is 3, and the output channel number is 9 to
provide parameters for all three high-frequency parts. The hidden layers of p(-) and () also share the n_hidden
and hidden_channel hyper-parameters.

The optimizer we use is the Adamax (Kingma & Ba, 2014). And the learning rate is computed as in (Hoogeboom
et al., 2019), d.e., Ir = lrpase - decay®Pot,

In Tab. B.1, we give detailed hyper-parameters for each case. All models used in Sec. 5 and Sec. 6 can be found
here.

In Sec. 6, we follow JPEG-2000, and use uint8 YCbCr datasets. To prepare these uint8 datasets, each sample
is multiplied by 255 and rounded to the nearest uint8 integer. And we convert RGB color scheme to YCbCr
following JPEG-2000 convention (Hamilton, 2004), which formulates as

Y 0.299 0.587 0.114 R 0
Cb| = |—-0.1687 —0.3313 0.5 |G|+ 128 (B.1)
Cr 0.5 —0.4187 —0.0813 B 128
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Table B.1. Hyper-parameters for different datasets

Datasets batchsze repeat n_hidden hidden_channel Ir decay
CIFAR-10 128 1 1 450 0.001  0.999
ImageNet32 64 3 3 450 0.001  0.99
ImageNet64 64 3 3 450 0.001  0.99
ImageNet 256 (varys *) 1 1 250 0.001  0.99

* The biggest batch size for the original ImageNet is 256, it varies with sample dimensions to fit into GPU memory.

The dataset CIFAR-10 contains 50000 images and the test set contains 10000 images. ImageNet32/64 and
ImageNet contain approximately 1250000 train images and 50000 test images. The images from the ImageNet
dataset have different dimensions, ranging from 8 to 4096. For convenience, we reshape the images to the nearest
dimensions that are a power of 2, and we make the images’ aspect ratio 1. The resize function we use is resize ()
from PIL (Clark, 2015) with PIL.Image.B0OX method, following (Chrabaszcz et al., 2017).

The hardware we use is NVIDIA V100 GPUs, and for the ImageNet dataset, we use one NVIDIA A100. The
implementation of this model uses the Pytorch framework (Paszke et al., 2019).

B.2. Normalization for two iteration plot

For the two iteration plots, we perform normalization to make visualization more clear. One first subtracts
distribution means (the zero points) from each high-frequency part, and then normalizes all parts to be [0, 1]
float within each channel to plot.

B.3. Edges in two iteration plot

One can theoretical proof that edges are presented in the high-frequency part of the two iteration plot (Fig. 3(a)).
Flows are continuous bijective mappings. “Continuous” means close values are mapped closely (the proposed
LWT is on discrete variables, but we use rounding to turn continuous variables into discrete ones, which wouldn’t
harm this). “Bijective” means different values are mapped differently. If there is an edge (a sudden change) in
the input, it must be in the output.

If one requires visually clear edges for the LWT model, we would recommend the use of the probability plot
of the high-frequency part where outline points (edges) are assigned unlikely probabilities and trivial points
(backgrounds) degenerate to a brand of trivial probabilities. As an example, in Fig. B.1, we give the probability
plot of one of the high-frequency parts of Fig. 3(a).

B.4. Frequency response plot

As in Eq. (A.8), the gradient matrix contains the low-pass filter (—1/8,1/4,3/4,1/4,—1/8) at rows of the upper
half, and the high-pass filter (—1/2,1, —1/2) at rows of the lower half. Similarly, the gradient matrix of one
iteration of the learned transformation can be used to extract low-pass/high-pass filters. First, one takes the
gradient matrix of one output row w.r.t. the corresponding input row. According to the partition scheme
plotted in Fig. 2(b), the even-numbered rows in this gradient matrix are low-pass filters, and the odd-numbered
rows are high-pass filters. These row vectors h can then be used to compute the frequency responses H as
follows (Oppenheim, 1999).

N
H(e™) = 3 hln]e~ (B.2)
n=0
The N here is the number of values in each row vector. And w ranges from 0 to 7.

B.5. Entropy encoding and normalizing flow compression model

We give an intuitive explanation of entropy encoding: the encoding process can be viewed as assigning a code
string for each character. For a more frequently apparent character, we assign a shorter code. Then the expected
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Figure B.1. Negative log probability plot of the high-frequency part

length is

Z P(s)Len(Code(s)) (B.3)

Then, this expectation is lower bounded by Shannon entropy (Eq. (11)). One straightforward way of achieving
this kind of encoding is the Huffman encoding algorithm (Huffman, 1952), which uses a priority queue to sort the
probabilities (frequencies) of characters. However, this implementation doesn’t have a subtle discern of probability.
One better algorithm is the asymmetric numeral systems algorithm(ANS) (Duda, 2013; 2009). This algorithm
expects a performance close to the Shannon entropy, and similar speed as Huffman encoding. For a state z, the
character to encode s, and corresponding probability p(s) ~ I;/m, the code C is

C(s,z) =m|z/ls] + by + mod(z,ly) (B.4)
where b, = Zf;ll l;. Then, to decode from state x

D(z) = (s,ls|z/m] + mod(z,m) — by)

(B.5)
where s defined as bs > mod(x, m) < bst1

One key point of entropy encoding is to assess a character’s probability. This is where normalizing flows enter the
picture, as they mapping the distribution of data into tractable distributions in the latent space. Thus, they can
be used to assess the characters’ probabilities in the entropy encoding.

Flow establishes a bijective mapping between variables in data space and latent space, i.e., f(s) = z. And for
each z variable in z, one can access its probability using Pz(z). Then a code can be assigned using Eq. (B.4).
This is done for each z to finish the encoding. As for decoding, we use Eq. (B.5) to decode each z according to
Pz. And as flows are invertible, we perform f~!(z) = s to get the original data back (Hoogeboom et al., 2019).

B.6. Upsampling

Upsampling/super-resolution is a traditional usage for wavelets, so one can also use LWT. For LWT to perform
upsampling/super-resolution, the process is similar to progressive loading in Sec. 6.3. Only that one is given
the original image at the start, and viewed as a low-frequency part of a certain iteration. Then one can sample
the corresponding high-frequency parts and perform inverse LWT. This is repeated until the desired size. A
demonstration is in Fig. B.2.
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Figure B.2. Progressive loading from 1/64, 1/16, and 1/4 original size back to the original size. And super-resolution of
original images to 4x and 16X size. The layout is diagramed in the first plot. The images marked with red are the original
images. The original images are from ImageNet64, and the model is trained on it.
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One problem that may occur in the upsampling/super-resolution is the color shift. This is assumed to be a
training unstable problem. It disappears when models are trained on high-dimension datasets. These high-
dimension datasets take more iterations of transformation, and the model has more levels of coupling layers.
Thus a better fit for the ideal situation mentioned in Sec. 3.4 (low-frequency parts have long-range correlations).
While small-dimension datasets often result in learning color shift as a bias. The solution, other than using a
high-dimension dataset, can be using color matching algorithms, such as (Reinhard et al., 2001). For Fig. B.2,
color matching is not used.

C. Pseudocode of 2D LWT

In this section, we present the pseudocode of LWTs using the two 2D coupling schemes mentioned in Sec. 3.3.

Algorithm C.1: 2D learnable wavelet transformation (scheme 1, with coupling layers diagramed in Fig. 2(b))

input : variables x, list of neural networks ¢

Initialize FactorOut as empty list;

while size(x) #2 x 2 do

Separate x into L, H*, H® and H¢ as in Fig. 2(b);
Initialize counter k as 0;

while k < len(t) do

switch k£ mod 4 do

case 0 do

| L= L+ k] (H°, B, H);
case 1 do

| H®=H" 4 t[k]([L, H, H);
case 2 do

| H' = HY 4 ¢[k)([L, H, HO));
case 3 do

| H° = H" + ¢[k]([L, 0, H"));

|k ++

Set x equals L;
| Append FactorOut with [H?, H’, He|;

return x, FactorOut
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Algorithm C.2: 2D learnable wavelet transformation (scheme 2, follows traditional 2D wavelet convention)

input : variables x, list of neural networks ¢

Initialize FactorOut as empty list;
while size(x) #2 x 2 do

Initialize counter ¢ as 0;
while i < 2 do

Initialize counter k as 0;
while k < len(t) do

Separate x row-wise into L and H” as in Fig. 2(a);
if k is even then

L L =L + t[k](H);
else

L H® = H" + t[k](L);
|k ++

Set x equals [L, H[;
Transpose x;
| i+
Set x equals upper-left quarter of x;

Append FactorOut with upper-right, down-left, down-right quarters of x;

return x, FactorOut




