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Optical imaging systems are inherently limited in their resolution due to the point spread func-
tion (PSF), which applies a static, yet spatially-varying, convolution to the image. This degradation
can be addressed via Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs), particularly through deblurring tech-
niques. However, current solutions face certain limitations in efficiently computing spatially-varying
convolutions. In this paper we propose CoordGate, a novel lightweight module that uses a multi-
plicative gate and a coordinate encoding network to enable efficient computation of spatially-varying
convolutions in CNNs. CoordGate allows for selective amplification or attenuation of filters based
on their spatial position, effectively acting like a locally connected neural network. The effectiveness
of the CoordGate solution is demonstrated within the context of U-Nets and applied to the chal-
lenging problem of image deblurring. The experimental results show that CoordGate outperforms
conventional approaches, offering a more robust and spatially aware solution for CNNs in various
computer vision applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Convolution is a fundamental operation that lies at the
core of methods from numerous disciplines, from physical
processes like heat transfer, to convolutional neural net-
works in machine learning. In an optics context, this op-
eration involves sliding a point spread function (PSF) - a
system’s response to a point source - over an input signal
in order to obtain the convolved signal. While classical
convolution requires a PSF that is spatially-invariant (i.e.
no change as it is passed over the input), this is a prop-
erty that is rarely found in reality, due to, for example,
optical aberrations. When one considers a convolution
with a spatially-variant PSF, the expressability of the
operation becomes even greater. However, with greater
functionality, comes greater computational complexity.
Discretised spatially-varying convolution is described by
the general formula,

n(i) =
∑

j∈Ω(i)

h(i, j)m(j), (1)

where m and n are the input and convolved signals, h
is the point spread function, i is a position, and Ω(i) de-
scribes a relevant region around i (which may include the
full domain of n). Classic, spatially-invariant, convolu-
tion enforces that h(i, j) = h(i− j).
When imaging an object, a PSF is known to be depen-

dant on the in-plane spatial coordinates, (x, y), as well
as the angles of incidence, θ (or equivalently depth, z).
Using a typical single two-dimensional (2D) sensor does
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not allow access to the latter variable, which leads to de-
convolution becoming underdetermined. Here, a static
spatially-varying convolution is defined as one where the
PSF is consistent for every data sample and depends only
on the in-plane coordinates, so that the other degree of
freedom is removed. Such a condition is satisfied in many
scenarios in optics; for example, when imaging at a fixed
depth (z(x, y) = C(x, y)), such as in microscopy or in re-
lay imaging, or at very far distances (θ → 0), such as in
astronomy. The aforementioned definition also typically
removes examples that include motion blur, which would
not be static between data samples. Finally, one notes
that the (pseudo-)inversion of a static convolution gives
rise to a static spatially-varying deconvolution, which
in a noise-free case is totally determined. This paper
focuses on the problem of performing static spatially-
varying convolution and deconvolution.

Recent efforts in these problems have turned to deep
learning methods, such as convolutional neural networks
(CNNs). CNN’s are composed of convolutional lay-
ers, which have the typically desirable characteristic of
weight-sharing - significantly reducing the number of
trainable parameters in the network and allowing for ef-
ficient position-independent extraction of local features
from images. By sequentially stacking convolutional lay-
ers, CNNs extract highly abstract features, whilst also
widening their receptive field. However, the property of
weight-sharing also imposes a constraint on the model’s
ability to learn spatially-aware representations. While
CNNs can actually detect spatially varying features,1

the method of how they do this is inefficient, as will be
described in subsequent sections of this paper. Several
methods have been suggested to improve CNN’s spatial
capabilities, one of which is the CoordConv layer,2 which
appends coordinates to the input features, enabling the
network to learn spatial-aware representations.

In this paper, we revisit the problem of CNNs’ ineffi-
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ciency in spatial awareness and propose a novel solution,
CoordGate. While CoordConv appends the coordinates
to the data before convolution, in CoordGate they are
passed through an encoder network, before being applied
to the convolved data via a multiplication gate, similar
to that found in a channel-attention mechanism. This
technique enables selective amplification or attenuation
of filters based on their spatial position, and it provides
a large efficiency increase over existing CNNs. The pa-
per is structured as follows: In Section II, a discussion
is provided on the state of the art regarding spatially
varying convolutions in CNN architectures and relevant
related work is highlighted. This section serves as a basis
for the subsequent introduction of the proposed solution
in Section III and experimental results are provided in
Section IV. Section V summarizes the new findings and
concludes the paper.

II. STATE OF THE ART AND RELATED WORK

Boundary Effects. Standard CNNs inadvertently
leverage spatial variance due to padding effects.1,3 It is
common to pad the input to a convolutional layer with
zeros before passing the kernel over it (‘same’ padding),
as this maintains the spatial size of the image. Post
convolution, a systematic defect appears around the
feature map’s boundary, which seeps inwards with each
subsequent convolutional layer. This effect is observable
in Fig. 1(a), where a (12×12) uniform input is convolved
with a (3× 3) uniform kernel using ‘same’ padding. The
resultant feature map displays the position-encoding
effect propagating inward. A different kernel would
disrupt symmetry in these maps. A network cannot
detect spatial variance in a region until the defect reaches
it; this is visible in the central region of Fig. 1((a) that
retains a uniform value. In a standard computer vision
task with an input size of ∼ 500 × 500, a significant
number of 3 × 3 convolutions are needed to reach the
center. Using encoder-decoder architectures like U-Net4

can alleviate this issue. Convoluting at the downsampled
layer in U-Net helps encode positional information in
fewer steps, but at a downsampled resolution, as shown
in Fig. 1(b-c). Thus, for U-Net to exploit positional
information, it is necessary for the network to be deep
and it may require a large number of channels to
describe more complicated positional relationships. This
unintended positional encoding of padding contributes
to deep CNN’s performance in spatial tasks, but it
encourages exploration of more deliberate encoding
methods for potentially higher accuracy and efficiency.

Adaptive Convolution. It is possible to adapt a clas-
sic convolution in order to give it some spatial variance.
One of the simplest methods in this class is the Coord-
Conv layer, which concatenates normalized spatial co-
ordinates to the input features before they are passed
through a convolution, aiming to allow the network to

learn spatially-aware representations more explicitly,2

and it has been adopted for various applications.5–10 In
the case of static spatially-varying convolution, one de-
sires that the coordinate information affects the feature
map in the same way for every data sample. Throughout
the training set, the values of data will vary, while the
value of the coordinates will be static. CoordConv layers
include the coordinate within a weighted sum with the
data values which makes it impossible to find weights for
a convolutional kernel that will allow the coordinates to
effect each sample in the same way. This is a fundamental
limitation of CoordConv.
Another method trying to address this issue is the

pixel-adaptive convolution (PAC).11 In this method, the
actual convolution function is multiplied by a pairwise
function of pixel features (such as the coordinates). How-
ever, in PAC, the pairwise function has a fixed para-
metric form, such as a Gaussian, which limits this tech-
niques generalisability, as a certain choice of function may
not suit all problems. A spatially-varying optical PSF is
nearly always smoothly changing, and can be represented
as a superposition of a small number of kernels. For this
reason, there is no need to introduce an expensive pair-
wise operation, if a more desirable light-weight method
is able to simply interpolate between the kernels. The
proposed method is based on this simplification, and en-
ables easier training and faster inference. Furthermore,
being a modification of the convolution itself, PAC can-
not take advantage of hardware acceleration for standard
convolutions.
For the sake of completeness one should also mention

the arguably most general case of an adaptive convolu-
tion, the locally-connected network (LCN).12 Here, each
position uses its own kernel to connect to a region in
the feature map. Unfortunately, this flexibility comes
at a price and LCNs require a much larger number of
parameters than CNNs, which requires more memory,
makes them prone to overfitting and harder to train.
Furthermore, similarly to pixel-adaptive convolution,
these networks cannot use the GPU-level optimization
of pure convolutions and thus, are significantly slower to
execute than deep CNNs.

Attention. Finally, a brief description is provided for
the attention mechanism, which bares some similarity to
the proposed method and has received significant recent
interest in computer vision.13–15 Attention acts on an in-
put vector v to give an output vector z, and its general
form is given by,

z = f(g(v),v), (2)

where g is a function to generate the attention, and f
applies the attention to v. Common forms of f include
element-wise multiplication, weighted sum, or concate-
nation, while g can be a simple linear transformation, a
neural network, or even a more complex function. A pop-
ular evolution of the method, self-attention, refers to the
case where the generator function depends on pairwise



3

FIG. 1: The position encoding effects from ‘same’ padding. (a): Convolving a uniform input with a 3× 3 uniform
kernel 5 times. (b&c): The same effect for 2 U-Net architectures, containing 2 and 4 steps of down-and-up sampling
respectively. Before each dimension-changing operation, three 3× 3 convolutions were applied, except for the middle
layer in (b), where 12 additional convolutions were applied so each model had the same total number of convolutions.

function of elements of v. When used as spatial atten-
tion, this addresses a limitation of the receptive fields of
convolutions, and has thus received use in computer vi-
sion in order to capture non-local features.16 One method
utilised self attention for image recognition,6 and also ap-
plied a CoordConv inspired technique of concatenating
the coordinates to the feature map.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

As has been discussed above, current methods either
rely on (indirect) modification of the convolution kernel,
on concatenating a coordinate map that acts as addi-
tional weight, or on the use of an attention mechanism.
The proposed method takes inspiration from these ap-
proaches, but condenses them into a lightweight mod-
ule, which is ideally suited for applications such as static
spatially-varying convolution in optical imaging.

FIG. 2: CoordGate. The data, X, and coordinates, C,
are fed through a CNN and a MLP respectively, before
the Hadamard product is used between the resultant

tensors.

In the convolutional CoordGate module (see Fig. 2),
the input, x ∈ Rnx×ny×nc , is first fed through a standard
convolutional block, h, with the final layer containing nl

c

output channels. As discussed previously, these channels
correspond to globally applied convolutions. To synthe-
size a locally-varying convolution from these, the output
channels are then multiplied with a gating mask of the
same size, somewhat similar to an attention map. How-
ever, in contrast to attention that is based on the input
signal, here we create the gating mask by taking a static
coordinate map, C ∈ Rnx×ny×2, as in CoordConv, and
feeding it through a pixel-wise fully-connected encoding
network, g, with the last layer containing nl

c neurons.
If one is using residual learning, a final 1 × 1 convo-
lutional layer can be used to yield an output with the
original number of channels. Denoting an index of the
two-dimensional arrays with the vector i, and the chan-
nel slice of the resultant vector, y, with a, CoordGate is
described by,

yi,a = (h(x)i · g (Ci))a . (3)

The intuition behind the method is as follows. The con-
volutional network h(x) can learn a wide range of resul-
tant kernels, and stores nl

c different ones in the channels
of its feature map. If the network includes downsampling
and upsampling, such as the U-Net, these kernels can be
very large and encorperate non-local features. In order to
selectively attenuate filters, adopting a different resultant
convolution for each pixel, the feature map is multiplied
by the channel-wise attention generated from the coordi-
nates. In other words, the feature channels form a basis
whose amplitudes at each position are encoded in the
gating map. Importantly, the encoding network g(Ci) is
only dependent on the coordinates and once trained, one
directly saves the parameters of the gating map. As a
result, during inference the only computational overhead
compared to a standard convolution is an element-wise
multiplication.
The previously discussed zero-padding boundary ef-

fects can also be seen as a position-encoded multiplica-



4

tion operation. A 3×3 kernel being passed over an image
will include 3 pixels of 0 when at the boundary (assuming
it is not in a corner); accordingly, the corresponding pixel
in the feature map will have an average relative magni-
tude of 2

3 compared to a pixel in the center. This effect
propagates inwards with successive convolutions and the
proposed method involves a more deliberate and efficient
use of this desirable property of multiplication.

Also note that one could, in principle, remove the po-
sition decoder network and make the gating map directly
trainable. However, this would not only result in a much
larger amount of parameters for the network that will
complicate training, but more importantly it would ig-
nore the fact that many systems exhibiting a spatially-
varying convolution vary smoothly over the input space
and hence, can be parameterized. One might further
note that, interestingly, if one were to train the map di-
rectly, and the kernels within the convolutional layer form
a complete base, this method becomes equally expressive
as a locally-connected neural network with shared bias
term.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

Here the proposed method is implemented to find solu-
tions to a number of problems. Firstly the trivial example
of performing 1D spatially-varying convolution is consid-
ered, in order to clearly demonstrate the technique’s ef-
fectiveness compared to common alternatives. Secondly,
the method is applied to the practical problem of image
deblurring (2D spatially-varying deconvolution).

A. Learning 1D spatially-varying convolutions

Eq. (1) can be rewritten as the following matrix mul-
tiplication,

n⃗ = Hm⃗, (4)

where for the 1D case, m⃗ and n⃗ are the original and con-
volved data, and H is the convolution matrix. Note that
in the case of a spatially invariant convolution, H has
the form of a Toeplitz matrix, and can be approximated
perfectly by a single-channel convolutional layer with a
suitable kernel size.

Here, 10000 normalized uniform random samples of
size (30) are generated for m⃗, before being multiplied
with a custom convolution matrix H to give n⃗. The task
of the network is to predict n⃗ given m⃗, thus approximat-
ing H. The proposed method is benchmarked against
a number of convolutional architectures, demonstrating
their limitations. Each network is trained to convergence
using the Adam optimizer17 (with default parameters) to
minimize the mean squared error (MSE).

A convolutional neural network is denoted by
CNN(L, k, c), containing L convolutional layers with a

kernel size of k with c channels, except from the last
layer which has 1 channel. A convolutional model util-
ising CoordConv layers is denoted by cCNN(L, k, c) and
the CoordGate architecture is denoted by CG(L, k, c, p),
where L, k, c describe the parameters of the convolutional
network, and p describes the number of fully connected
layers to encode the coordinates, each with c nodes. The
custom convolution matrix consists of a Gaussian for each
pixel, with varying offset, δ(x′), and standard deviation,
σ(x′), as described by the following equation and shown
in shown in Fig. 3,

H(x, x′) = e
−(x−δ(x′))2

2σ(x′)2 ,

(δ(x′), σ(x′)) =

{
(1− x

15 , 0.5), if x < 15

(0, 0.5(2− x
15 ) + 2(1− x

15 )), otherwise
.

(5)

Discussion. The graph in Fig. 3 displays the peak sig-
nal to noise ratio (PSNR), defined as 10 × log10(

1
MSE ),

against the inference time for each model. Beginning
with the CNNs, the simple case of a single convolu-
tional layer is intuitive, with the network learning the
mean kernel. One then sees an increase in performance
with successive layers added. This is explained by the
padding effects described earlier, and is seen between
the CNN(3,7,4) and CNN(4,7,4) plots, where the bound-
ary is moving down the image, allowing the network to
learn spatially variant information in that region, whilst
it learns the mean for the rest. This propagation of spa-
tial information is also seen for CNN(8,7,4). The compar-
ison of CNN(4,7,4) and CNN(4,7,20) demonstrates that
adding more channels does not help the model to learn
spatially varying features. The CoordConv model pos-
sesses no benefit over a standard convolutional model in
this task - in fact, studying the convolutional kernel, the
model tries to discard the effect of coordinate layer. On
the contrary, the model utilising CoordGate learns the
convolution matrix using one single convolutional layer,
with signicantly less inference time and a fraction of the
number of parameters required by a convolutional model.
The convolution matrix can be thought of as a superposi-
tion between 3 gaussian kernels: (δ = 1, σ = 0.5),(δ = 0,
σ = 0.5) and (δ = 0, σ = 2), so it is intuitive that the
CoordGate model required 3 channels in order to inter-
polate between them. Also tested was the case when
instead of coordinates, the static variable was initialised
as random numbers (U(−1, 1)), which was found to not
converge, highlighting the use of the coordinates.

Futhermore, the CoordGate method scales much bet-
ter with increasing sample size, or with reduced kernel
size, as it does not require subsequent convolutions to
encode the position.
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FIG. 3: Showing the approximations of the convolution matrix by different models. Also shown is a plot of PSNR
against inference time for each model, with the spot size being proportional to the number of parameters in the

model.

B. Image deblurring

Image deblurring is an example of a spatially-variant
deconvolution. Of the different possible types of blur,
many are dynamic - that is, they may vary from im-
age to image - including things like motion blur. Here
we consider a static blur, solely originating from imper-
fections in the imaging system. This is a problem that
has received interest in fields such as microscopy18,19 and
astronomy,20,21 and an effective image deblurrer could
also be used to sharpen images from an imperfect relay
imaging system.22

The U-Net is well suited to spatially-varying decon-
volution due to its ability to synthesise resultant ker-
nels with wide receptive fields, which helps with two
problems; firstly, deconvolution typically requires a much
wider receptive field than convolution, due to a more
non-local resultant kernel (which theoretically spans the
whole image due to mixing, but can be approximated
with a smaller kernel). Secondly, as has already been
discussed, in order to capture spatially varying features
throughout the image, the zero-padding defect must be
propagated to the center. This second condition requires
the U-Net to be very deep, as is seen in Fig. 1, which adds
a large number of parameters (as typically the number
of channels increases with depth). Here, we hypothe-
sise that adding CoordGate to the model will allow for a
more efficient extraction of spatially-varying behaviour,
and thus allow a much shallower U-Net to be able to
achieve equal performance, with a fraction of the param-
eters.

Multiple U-Nets are used, and an architecture with
depth d is denoted as U-Net(d). The form of these mod-
els is seen in Fig. 4(a). In every step there are two 3× 3
convolutions with the rectified linear unit activation func-

tion (ReLU) applied.23 To test CoordGate’s effectiveness
in this scenario, it is added to both the most shallow and
deep U-Nets at each down-or-up sampling point. Fur-
thermore, we also compare CoordGate to CoordConv-
UNet,8 and a state-of-the-art method in this setting of
image deblurring from a static point spread function,
named MultiWienerNet.18 This technique first requires
the measurement of the PSF at a number of locations
across the sensor (which represents an inconvenience not
required for CoordGate). Then Wiener deconvolution is
performed each of these PSFs, resulting in a number of
feature maps that are relatively unblurred in the posi-
tions of where each PSF was measured. Finally, a U-Net
is used to combine and refine these maps to give the
prediction. One notes that the MultiWienerNet was de-
veloped in the setting where the PSF varies very quickly
(to be used with compressed sensing24), whereas here we
consider a PSF of a typical lens. Both CoordConv-UNet
and MultiWienerNet were implemented with the deepest
U-Net architecture, U-Net(6).

Here we utilise the database of microscopy images of
live cells collected from multiple sources.25,26 A synthetic
PSF was applied to each of the 20000 samples, with
defocus increasing towards the edge of the image to try
and simulate a realistic lens, which is seen in Fig. 5. The
job of a model, is to recover the original unblurred image
from its blurred counterpart. Each model was trained
with the Adam optimizer for 600 epochs. The initial
learning rate was 0.001, and was halved if the validation
loss didn’t decrease over 20 epochs. An example of a
reconstruction is shown in Fig. 5.

Discussion. Fig. 4((b) shows the validation PSNR of
each trained model against the number of parameters.
Comparing the different U-Net architectures, one sees
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FIG. 4: (a): The backbone U-Net architecture. A model with depth, d, has nc[d] channels in its deepest layer. The
yellow CoordGate arrows are added for the CG U-Net(d) models. (b): A plot of PSNR against the logarithm of the
number of parameters, demonstrating the advantage of adding CoordGate to the U-Net architecture. Also included

are the CoordConv-UNet and MultiWienerNet models.

FIG. 5: An example showing the blurring and subsequent de-blurring process using our CoordGate technique.

that the PSNR increases with depth, as expected due
to the increased capacity to represent spatially-varying
features that has been described previously. The form of
the PSF includes a region of focus in the center, which
explains why U-Net(6) performs only marginally better
than U-Net(5), as the latter model can still represent this
section well with the average kernel.

The addition of CoordGate causes a large increase
in performance and efficiency. In fact, upon the im-
plementation of CoordGate, the most shallow model
(CG U-Net(3)) is able to outperform the deepest nor-
mal model (U-Net(6)), despite the fact that it contains
60× less parameters. The deeper model has much more
capacity to synthesise bigger kernels, which gives it a
natural advantage, and thus the fact that it is outper-
formed, shows that CoordGate is superior in learning the
spatially-varying features. This claim is supported by
studying the average loss over all examples, which shows
a significantly lower loss close to the center of the im-
age for CoordGate. Finally, one notes that CG U-Net(6)
performs better than CG U-Net(3), which is explainable
by the fact that it can synthesise wider kernels, there-
fore better approximating the true global deconvolution

kernels.
It was found that the CoordConv-UNet model per-

formed nearly identically to the base U-Net(6) model,
suggesting that the concatenation operation doesn’t pro-
vide the coordinate information to the network in an op-
timum way. The incorporation of Wiener deconvolution
in MultiWienerNet resulted in a significant performance
increase over the base U-Net. However, it must be re-
membered that this model is given more information, in
the form of some prior measurements of the PSF. Even
so, it is outperformed by the shallower CoordGate model,
despite containing significantly more parameters. Exper-
iments with varying the size of the fully connected layer
are included in the supplemental material, along with
additional metrics.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper has introduced a new method, CoordGate,
to allow for more efficient and accurate spatially-varying
convolution and deconvolution. The technique works by
multiplying the output of a CNN by a gating map, that
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is generated by an pixel-wise coordinate-encoding net-
work, thereby selectively attenuating the resultant con-
volutional kernels for each pixel. CoordGate can be seen
as lightweight in two ways. Firstly, the implementation
itself adds minimal parameters to the existing model.
Secondly, the addition of CoordGate allows a much sim-
pler backbone network to achieve a superior performance
than that of a more relatively complex model, as has been
proven in the experiments.

CoordGate’s utility was first verified on the simple
case of 1D convolution, before being applied to a more
challenging problem of removing a spatially-varying blur
caused by a lens. In the latter, adding CoordGate
modules to a shallow U-Net architecture enabled it to
achieve a higher accuracy than a much deeper U-Net ar-
chitecture, despite having almost two order of magni-
tude less parameters. For this problem, CoordGate also
outperformed two recent methods MultiWienerNet and

CoordConv-UNet in terms of outright accuracy and effi-
ciency. Further work should involve the implementation
of the CoordGate module to different models and prob-
lems; in particular the authors plan to use CoordGate to
mitigate imperfections in the relay system of a snapshot
compressive imaging apparatus.22
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VI. APPENDIX

This section provides some additional results and met-
rics.

Training Curves

Training curves for the results displayed in Fig. 4b.
Each model was trained with the Adam optimizer with
default initial parameters, and the learning rate was set
to half if the validation loss did not decrease for 10
epochs.

FIG. 6: Curves showing the PSNR evaluated on the
validation dataset during training, for each model.

SSIM Results

The structural similarity index measure (SSIM) for
each trained model, evaluated on the test set. We see
that these results follow the trend of the PSNR.

FIG. 7: The SSIM of each trained models predictions,
evaluated on the test dataset.

EQUIVALENCY TO LOCALLY CONNECTED
LAYER

In the situation that the kernels within the convolu-
tional layer form a complete basis, the CoordGate mod-
ule is equally expressive as a locally-connected layer. To
see this, let’s take a simple example case of a 3× 3 con-
volution, where a complete basis is for instance formed
by 9 “pixel-basis” filters of the form:1 0 0

0 0 0
0 0 0

 ,

0 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

 , · · · ,

0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1

 (6)

CoordGate encodes position into a gating map, to am-
plify or dampen the individual filters at each position
of the convolutional feature map. For instance, at two
adjacent spatial positions, the gating map tensor could
have the values [1,2,1,1,1,1,1,1,1] and [0,2,1,1,1,1,1,1,1].
After the Hadamard product is taken between the gat-
ing map and the feature map, summing over the channel
dimension will result in combined filters:

1 2 1
1 1 1
1 1 1

 ,

0 2 1
1 1 1
1 1 1

 . (7)

So we have broken the weight sharing inherent to con-
volutional layers and instead have individual filters for
the receptive field of each neuron. This is exactly what a
locally-connected neural network does. If we were to add
an additional gating map this operation would be iden-
tical to a locally-connected layer; without it all neurons
have a shared bias term.
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