DL-CapsNet: A Deep and Light Capsule Network

Pouya Shiri®, Amirali Baniasadi®

“Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, University of Victoria, 3800 Finnerty Rd, Victoria, BC, V8P 5J2 Canada

Abstract

Capsule Network (CapsNet) is among the promising classifiers and a possible successor of the classifiers built based on Convo-
lutional Neural Network (CNN). CapsNet is more accurate than CNNs in detecting images with overlapping categories and those

L0 with applied affine transformations.
AN

In this work, we propose a deep variant of CapsNet consisting of several capsule layers. In addition, we design the Capsule
) Summarization layer to reduce the complexity by reducing the number of parameters.
g
(Q\ DL-CapsNet, while being highly accurate, employs a small number of parameters and delivers faster training and inference.
P g highly ploy p g
= DL-CapsNet can process complex datasets with a high number of categories.
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™M
QN 1. Introduction

Sabour et al. introduced Capsule Network (CapsNet) [1] as
the new generation of classifiers with several advantages over
traditional Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs). CapsNet
is more robust to applying affine transformations and detects
. images with overlapping categories easier than CNNs. Cap-

sNet offers competitive accuracy showing promising results on

small-scale datasets such as MNIST [2] and Fashion-MNIST

> [3]. On more complex datasets such as CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-

(O 100 [4], however, the results are not as competitive. There have

( been several works aiming at facilitating supporting datasets
O witha high number of categories.

The basic computational unit of CapsNet is referred to as

O\l a capsule (a vector of neurons). CapsNet consists of a sim-

ple feature extractor including two convolutional layers. The

extracted features are then reshaped to vectors. These vectors

. are multiplied by multiple matrices to produce the first level

= of capsules referred to as Primary Capsules (PCs). The next
N layer of capsules (output capsules) are generated out of PCs
E using an iterative algorithm called Dynamic Routing (DR). In

DR, all input capsules contribute to all output capsules but with
different weights. The output capsules are used for the clas-
sification. CapsNet employs a simple decoder consisting of
Fully-Connected (FC) layers to regularize training by adding
the reconstruction term to the loss function.

We propose a deep network to add support for more com-
plex datasets. Making networks deeper (stacking up layers) re-
sults in high generalization, and hence is common. However,
deeper networks have higher number of parameters (trainable
weights). This is critical as it affects the computation cost and
the resources required. Therefore, we take further measures
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to reduce complexity by developing a mechanism to reduce the
number of capsules. This is achieved by replacing multiple cap-
sules with only a few using a summarization mechanism.

We introduce the Capsule Summarization (CapsSum) layer
and summarize the generated capsules into only a few. The
reduction in the number of capsules reduces the number of pa-
rameters and speeds up the network.

Deeper networks deeper usually have higher representation
ability. Therefore, we started by making the network deeper.
Stacking several fully-connected capsule layers with DR infer-
ring the capsules from one layer to the next is computationally
expensive. Moreover, using the DR algorithm multiple times,
leads to poor learning in the intermediate layers [5]. However,
there are different DR alternatives, and as we show, employing
a three-dimensional 3DR algorithm [6]) is a reasonable alterna-
tive.

We introduce Multi-Level Capsule Extractor (MLCE), that
uses the 3DR algorithm twice and includes two CapsSum lay-
ers. MLCE takes capsules as input, and outputs a combination
of high-level and low-level capsules. MLCE consists of convo-
lutional layers, CapsSum, and 3DR. It generates fewer capsules
in two levels that provide a robust part-to-whole representation
and reduces the total number of parameters in the network.

Networks based on CapsNet usually include a decoder to
reconstruct the input images and avoid over-fitting. In order
to maintain accuracy, we carefully employ an efficient decoder
(class-independent decoder).

In summary, we propose DL-CapsNet as a deep, light and
highly accurate variant of CapsNet by using the MLCE module
on top of a deep convolutional sub-network, and employing an
efficient decoder. Our contributions are:

e We develop a deep network achieving high test accuracy.
DL-CapsNet includes several capsule layers, and uses
3DR twice to make a high-level representation of the in-
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put images. We achieve 91.23% accuracy for CIFAR-10
using a 7-ensemble model.

e We reduce complexity by introducing the CapsSum layer.
CapsSum reduces the number of generated capsules by
using a deep structure consisting of several capsule lay-
ers. DL-CapsNet contains 6.8M parameters.

e We evaluated the network for CIFAR-10, SVHN, and
Fashion-MNIST and achieved state-of-the-art results. In
addition, we support more complex datasets. Using a 7-
ensemble model for CIFAR-100, we achieve 68.36% ac-
curacy.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The related
works are presented in Section 2. Section 3 reports the back-
ground. DL-CapsNet is presented in Section 4. Experiments
and results are presented in Section 5. The paper is concluded
in Section 6.

2. Related Works

Several studies have improved the CapsNet networks. Yang
etal. [7] proposed RS-CapsNet. RS-CapsNet integrates Res2Net
blocks to extract features in multiple scales. It also uses the
Squeeze-and-Excitation (SE) block to emphasize more useful
features. In order to enhance the representation ability and re-
duce the number of capsules, RS-CapsNet uses a linear combi-
nation of capsules.

Huang et al. proposed DA-CapsNet [8], which uses the at-
tention mechanism after the convolution layers and also after
the primary capsules layer. DA-CapsNet is highly accurate for
SVHN, CIFAR10, FashionMNIST, smalINORB, and COIL-20
datasets. DA-CapsNet outperforms CapsNet in image recon-
struction.

Shiri et al. [9] proposed Quick-CapsNet (QCN) modifying
the low-level feature extraction, resulting in only a few cap-
sules. The reduction of PCs results in a significant speedup at
the cost of marginal loss of accuracy. QCN uses an optimized
decoder to improve the network generalization.

Shiri et al. [10] proposed CFC-CapsNet. CFC-CapsNet
used a new layer for creating PCs out of the extracted features.
This layer results in fewer number of capsules while improv-
ing accuracy. The reduction of number of capsules, reduces the
overall number of parameters as well as speeding up the net-
work.

Deliege et al. [11] proposed HitNet which replaces a layer
with a Hit-or-Miss layer. Capsules in this layer are trained
to hit or miss a central capsule. To this end, a specific loss
function is used. This network contains a reconstruction sub-
network synthesizing samples of images. The reconstruction
sub-network can be used as an augmentation method to avoid
overfitting. HitNet uses ghost capsules to detect mislabeled data
in the training set.

He et al. [12] proposed Complex-Values Dense CapsNet

(Cv-CapsNet) and Complex-Valued Diverse CapsNet (Cv-CapsNet

Both networks include a complex-valued sub-network for ex-
tracting features in different scales. Afterwards, complex-valued

++
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PCs are created out of the extracted features. Cv-CapsNet++
implements a hierarchy of three-level Cv-CapsNet model and
hence produces multi-dimensional complex valued PCs.

Chen et al. [13] propose a deep capsule network combined
with a U-Net preprocessing module (DCN-UN) which attempts
to improve CapsNet for complex datasets such as CIFAR-10
and CIFAR-100. A convolutional capsule layer is developed
based on local connections and weight-sharing strategies which
allows reducing the number of parameters. DCN-UN employs a
greedy strategy to develop the Mask Dynamic Routing (MDR)
to improve the performance.

Ayidzoe et al. [14] introduce a less complex variant of Cap-
sNet with an improved feature extractor. They employ a Gabor
filter and customized blocks for preprocessing data leading to
the extraction of the semantic information. This results in en-
hanced activation diagrams and learns the hierarchical informa-
tion meaningfully.

Tao et al. [15] present an efficient and flexible network
based on capsules referred to as Adaptive Capsule CapsNet
(AC-CapsNet). This network replaces the primary capsules
with an adaptive capsule layer. The adaptive values contain
both the spatial information of each capsule vector and the local
relationship among the neurons contained in the capsules.

This work takes a similar approach as the works explained
above. However, we take into account the network accuracy
and size (number of parameters) simultaneously. As we later
show, we achieve the highest accuracy among the state-of-the-
art networks based on capsule.

3. Background

In this Section, we review background. We explain nor-
mal and 3D CapsCells, the normal and the 3D routing algo-
rithms, and the class-independent decoder. These units along
with the CapsSum and MLCE (explained in Section 4) build
DL-CapsNet.

3.1. Capsule Cell

Capsule Cells (CapsCells) were introduced by Rajasegaran
et al. [16] as units including a combination of several Con-
volutional Capsule (ConvCaps) layers and a skip connection.
The ConvCaps layer is a convolutional layer with its outputs
reshaped to capsules. Figure 1 shows a CapsCell, which in-
cludes three ConvCaps layers. The output of the first layer is
skip connected to the output of the last layer. This is done to
avoid the problem of vanishing gradients. In addition, the skip-
connection helps route the low-level capsules to high-level cap-
sules. The skip-connection either includes a ConvCaps layer, or
implements the 3D dynamic routing (3DR) algorithm. The for-
mer is called a normal CapsCell and the latter is called a 3DR
CapsCell.

Each ConvCaps layer has 3 parameters: K or the kernel
size, D or the number of values for each output vector (the di-
minsionality), and N, or the number of vectors per spatial lo-

ation of the output feature map.
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Figure 1: The architecture of a CapsCell with K = 3, D = 4 and N, = 32.
This unit contains several ConvCaps layers and a skip-connection. For the 3DR
CapsCells, the skip connection performs the 3D dynamic routing operation.

3.2. Routing Capsules

In this Section we explain two routing capsule methods in
subsequent layers: Dynamic Routing (DR) and three-dimensional
Dynamic Routing (3DR).

3.2.1. Dynamic Routing

In this method, all input capsules contribute to forming any
of the output capsules. DR finds a coefficient for each input cap-
sule and works as a routing method to relate the input capsules
to the output capsules. The coeflicients are not trained. Instead,
DR creates the output capsules iteratively during training based
on the agreement between the input capsules.

Capsules in the lower-level (input capsules) need to decide
how to send their vector to the output capsules (higher-level
capsules). This decision is made by changing a scalar imply-
ing the weight of the capsule. This scalar is multiplied by the
vector and fed as input to the output capsules. The output cap-
sules are a weighted sum of the input capsules, with the weights
determined by DR.

3.2.2. 3D Dynamic Routing

DR routes capsules in a global manner, since all input cap-
sules contribute to all output capsules. The 3DR algorithm, per-
forms the routing locally. Capsules coming from nearby regions
of the previous feature map are routed together to output cap-
sules. Figure 2 depicts how 3DR groups the input capsules and
routes them to the output capsules. A capsule in layer [, pre-
dicts a ¢!*! number of capsules. Therefore, for each capsule in
layer [+ 1, there are ¢! predictions. s and S denote the input and
output capsules respectively, and V are the intermediate votes
in the routing algorithm. Like DR, the weights are iteratively
inferred, and not trained.

3.3. Class-Independent Decoder

CapsNet comes with a basic decoder based on Fully-Connected

(FC) layers. The output capsules are fed to this decoder to re-
construct the input images. To regularize the training process
and avoid overfitting, the reconstructed images are compared to
input images. The result is considered inside the loss function
(reconstruction loss). We use the class-independent decoder in-
troduced by Rajasegaran et al. [6].

This decoder comes with two important benefits. First, it is
based on deconvolution. Deconvolutional layers capture spatial

relationships better than FC layers and include fewer number
of parameters. Second, the decoder drops the incorrect cap-
sules and removes them from the reconstruction process which
leads to a more robust reconstruction. Sabour et al. [1] masked
the incorrect capsules with zeros. The class-independent de-
coder, discards the incorrect capsules completely. As for all
different categories (classes) there is a fixed vector of data kept
and used for reconstruction, this decoder is class-independent
as all classes are treated similarly. Experiments show that class-
independence makes the decoder more robust [16].

4. DL-CapsNet

Figure 4 shows the architecture of DL-CapsNet. The net-
work consists of a convolutional layer, two normal CapsCells,
MLCE, the DR section and the class-independent decoder.

DL-CapsNet uses a convolutional layer to extract very low-
level features. Features are reshaped to capsules. Afterwards,
there are two normal CapsCells to create richer capsules. The
output of the second CapsCell is fed to the MLCE module.
MLCE is presented in the next Section. The capsules generated
by MLCE are used to infer the output capsules of the network
using DR. Similar to CapsNet, classification is done based on
the output capsules. There are K capsules where K is the num-
ber of classes in the classification task, and the capsule with the
highest length (L2 Norm) corresponds to the predicted class.
These capsules are also fed to the decoder network.

4.1. Capsule Summarization (CapsSum) layer

Generated Capsules

4

Fully-Connected

Primary Capsules

, ww.(
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Figure 3: The capsule summarization layer. A total of w X w X 5 generated
capsules are summarized into w X w X Dy, primary capsules using w X w Fully-
Connected (FC) layers. The first FC layer is shown.

We propose the CapsSum layer to reduce the number of
generated capsules. CapsSum is inspired by the Convolutional
Fully-Connected CapsNet(CFC) [10]. As stated earlier, Cap-
sNet includes a simple feature extractor including two convo-
lutional layers. Originally, the extracted data is directly re-
shaped to capsules. Alternatively, the CFC layer was proposed
for translating the low-level extracted features to fewer cap-
sules, resulting in parameter reduction and network speed-up.
We customize and integrate the CFC layer in DL-CapsNet. We
summarize the generated capsules by the DeepCaps network to
produce a new set of PCs. To this end, we introduce a capsule



| ==
- i_ﬁ/ — PP
e —gz_fzu

LY
VvV, \72/-“

All possible ¢!
predictions from 2nd
capsule tensor

Figure 2: 3D-Routing method. Each capsule in layer I, predicts ¢'*! capsules. As a result, there are ¢/ predictions for a capsule in layer [ + 1. [6]

summarization layer. Figure 3 shows how this layer works. The
nearby generated capsules are all flattened, and fed to a fully-
connected layer to produce a single capsule. This procedure
is repeated for all spatial locations in the generated capsules.
There are a total of the S X w X w generated capsules each with
D;, elements. For each spatial location (i, j) where i, j € [1, w],
atotal of § capsules with D;, dimensionality are collected, flat-
tened and fed to a single fully-connected layer to produce a
single capsule with a different dimensionality D,,,. It is note-
worthy that the figure shows the procedure for the first spatial
location (1,1). There are w X w fully-connected layers to sum-
marize the entire generated capsules to the PCs. The proposed
layer, reduces the number of capsules S times. Intuitively, each
output capsule corresponds to a set of nearby capsules. We re-
duce all those correlated nearby capsules to a single capsule
using a fully-connected layer. The reduction process includes
trainable parameters (contained in the fully-connected layer).
However, the reduction in the number of capsules outnumbers
the increase in the parameters.

4.2. Multi-Level Capsule Extractor (MLCE) module

MLCE has two goals. First, to create a rich and robust rep-
resentation of the input images using the extracted capsules, and
second, reduce network size (in terms of the number of param-
eters).

To meet the first goal, we stack two 3DR CapsCells. 3DR is
not as computationally expensive as DR due to performing the
routing in a localized manner. As a result, it is possible to stack
two 3DR CapsCells to make a deep representation of data.

To meet the second goal, we use CapsSum. The primary
capsules are multiplied by weight matrices each of which corre-
sponds to one of the categories in the classification task. There-
fore, reducing the number of PCs results in fewer weight matri-
ces and as a result fewer overall number of parameters. In ad-
dition, the more primary capsules are in the network, the more
computationally expensive DR would become. The more pri-
mary capsules, the more time it takes for the DR algorithm to
infer the output capsules from input capsules We use two in-

stances of the CapsSum layer inside MLCE to reduce the num-
ber of generated capsules number of PCs.

MLCE is depicted in Figure 5. MLCE infers two sets (lev-
els) of capsules from the input capsules, and concatenates them
to generate a combination of low-level and high-level capsules.
This module stacks two 3DR CapsCells. First, the input cap-
sules are fed to a 3DR CapsCell. The first set of output capsules
(low-level capsules) are formed by using a CapsSum layer on
top of this 3DR CapsCell. Afterwards, there is another 3DR
CapsCell, and another CapsSum layer is used to summarize the
high-level capsules into a few capsules (high-level capsules).

The 3DR CapsCells create a robust part-to-whole represen-
tation of data by localizing the routing process. Stacking two of
these layers, results in creating a deep representation of data. In
addition, combining the output of the first and second CapsCells
ensures that the created capsules include both low-level and
high-level information which results in an increased general-
ization ability of the network. On the other hand, the CapsSum
layer improves the representation, reduces the number of pa-
rameters, and enhances network speed. We use a CapsSum
layer after each 3DR CapsCell. The combination of 3DR rout-
ing and the CapsSum layer in two levels, enables the network
to form a multi-level representation of the input image.

4.3. Loss function

Our loss function is similar to the one introduced by Sabour
et al. [1] (margin loss). This loss function considers penalties
for incorrect predictions and disregards predictions with a very
high or very low probability:

Ly = Ty max(0,m* — [[Vil)? + A(1 = Ty) max(0, [|Vil| — m™)>

In this equation, L; is the loss term for capsule &, T} is O for
incorrect class and 1 otherwise, m* and m™ are used to disregard
high or low probabilities, and lambda is used for controlling the
gradient at the start of the training.
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Figure 5: The architecture of MLCE module. The module consists of two 3DR
CapsCells and two CapsSum layers.

5. Experiments and Results

In this Section, we explain the experiments and the corre-
sponding results.

5.1. Datasets

We test DL-CapsNet for datasets commonly used for testing
CapsNet and its variants: Fashion-MNIST (FMNIST), SVHN,
CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100. Testing CIFAR-100 is possible due
to the small number of capsules generated by the MLCE mod-
ule. For SVHN, CIFAR-100 and CIFAR-10 datasets, the input
images are resized from 32 x 32 X 3 to 64 X 64 X 3 and for
F-MNIST the original images are used throughout the experi-
ment. We do the resizing because the images in these datasets
include richer features compared to the F-MNIST dataset.

5.2. Experiment Settings

We modify and use several units introduced in DeepCaps
[6]. We implement DL-CapsNet using the Keras implementa-
tion of DeepCaps . We use a NVIDIA 2080Ti GPU for running
the experiments. Following the DeepCaps implementation, we
perform hard training in all the experiments. After training a
network for the first 100 epochs, we tighten the bounds of the
loss function by changing the values for m* and m~ and train the
network for another 100 epochs. The experiments are repeated
5 times. We report the average values due to the little variation
in the results. We used Adam optimizer with starting learning
rate of 0.001. We also use an exponential decay (y = 0.96) and
batch size of 128.

Uhttps://github.com/brjathu/deepcaps



5.3. Network Accuracy

Table 1 compares the network classification accuracy of DL-
CapsNet to some state-of-the-art CNN networks (shown in the
top part of the Table), and some recent and efficient variants of
CapsNet (shown in the middle of the Table). DL-CapsNet and
other recent CapsNet variants fall behind powerful CNN net-
works such as BiT-M [17]. As the Table shows, DL-CapsNet
achieves competitive accuracy for all datasets compared to the
state-of-the-art. To further improve the classification accuracy,
we use a 7-ensemble model of DL-CapsNet. In this method,
seven instances of DL-CapsNet are trained and the softmax out-
puts are averaged to determine the final output of the network.
Using this method, DL-CapsNet reaches 91.29% and 68.36%
accuracy for CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 datasets.

For datasets with a high number of classes such as CIFAR-
100, the number of parameters can be very high. Therefore, the
DR algorithm can take a long time to infer the output capsules.
The 7-ensemble model of DL-CapsNet obtains 68.36% accu-
racy for the CIFAR-100 dataset. For the rest of the datasets i.e.
CIFAR-10, SVHN and Fashion-MNIST, DL-CapsNet is among
the powerful CapsNet-based networks in terms of the accuracy
(DeepCaps [16] and RS-CapsNet [7].

Table 1: Classification accuracy of some state-of-the art CNNs (shown on top)
and the state-of-the-art CapsNet variants (shown in the middle) compared to
DL-CapsNet (shown on the bottom). We obtain competitive accuracy on all
datasets.

Model CIFAR-100 CIFAR-10 SVHN FMNIST
DenseNet [18] 82.4%/15.3M | 96.40%/15.3M | 98.41%/15.3M | 95.40%/15.3M
RS-CNN [7] 61.14%/2.8M | 90.15%/2.TM | 95.56%/2.TM | 93.34%/2.7TM
BiT-M [17] 92.17%/928M | 98.91%/928M - -
DA-CapsNet [8] 85.47%]- 94.82%]- 93.98%]-
CapsNet (7-ens) [1] 89.40%/11.7M | 95.70%/11.TM -
Cv-CapsNet++ [12] 86.70%/2.7M - 94.40%/2.5M
CFC-CapsNet [10] 73.15%/5.9M | 93.29%/5.9M | 92.86%/5.TM
HitNet [11] - 73.30%/8.9M | 94.50%/8.9M | 92.30%/8.9M
RS-CapsNet [7] 64.14%/16.8M |  91.32%/5M 97.08%/5M 94.08%/5M
DCN-UN MDR [13] 60.56%/4.8M | 90.42%/1.4M 93.33%/-
Gabor CapsNet [14] 68.17%/22.6M | 85.24%/10.4M - 94.78%]-
AC-CapsNet [15] 66.09%/4.12M | 92.02%/1.26M | 96.86%/1.26M -
DeepCaps (7-ens) [16] 92.74%/13.4M | 97.56%/13.4M | 94.73%8.5M
DL-CapsNet 63.73%/11.2M | 89.06%/6.8M | 95.82%/6.8M | 94.21%/6.4M
DL-CapsNet (7-ens) 68.36%/11.2M | 91.29%/6.8M | 97.09%/6.8M | 94.72%/6.4M

5.4. Number of Parameters

Table 1 shows the number of parameters besides the net-
work inference accuracy for each dataset. Some recent and
powerful CapsNet and CNN variants employ novel solutions
for reducing the number of weights and include a significantly
fewer number of parameters. These networks however, obtain a
lower accuracy compared to DL-CapsNet. For example, DCN-
UN MDR and AC-CapsNet include 4.8M and 4.12M param-
eters for the CIFAR-100 dataset (compared to 11.2M in DL-
CapsNet), however our proposed network achieves a slightly
higher accuracy. In addition, in contrast to other works, we also
report the network speed by showing how our network performs
in terms of the network inference time.

5.5. Network Training and Inference Time

There are only few works in the CapsNet domain reporting
the inference time. In addition, providing a fair comparison
requires using the same base implementation for CapsNet, and
the same GPU. Only the DeepCaps [6] network satisfied these
two condition. Using a Geforce 2080Ti GPU, the inference in
DL-CapsNet takes 2.18ms for a single 64 x 64 X 3 image of
the CIFAR-10 dataset. This is 1.97x faster than DeepCaps, as it
takes 4.30ms for DeepCaps to do the same job.

6. Conclusion

We present DL-CapsNet as an efficient and effective Cap-
sNet variant. Despite the deep structure of the network, DL-
CapsNet is still a light, yet highly accurate network. Using a
7-ensemble model, DL-CapsNet achieves a competitive accu-
racy of 91.29% for the CIFAR-10 dataset using 6.79M param-
eters. With 68.36% test accuracy for CIFAR-100, DL-CapsNet
performs well on complex datasets with a high number of cate-
gories.
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