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Abstract

For deep linear networks (DLN), various hyperparameters alter the dynamics of
training dramatically. We investigate how the rank of the linear map found by
gradient descent is affected by (1) the initialization norm and (2) the addition of
Lo regularization on the parameters. For (1), we study two regimes: (la) the
linear/lazy regime, for large norm initialization; (1b) a "saddle-to-saddle" regime
for small initialization norm. In the (1a) setting, the dynamics of a DLN of any
depth is similar to that of a standard linear model, without any low-rank bias. In the
(1b) setting, we conjecture that throughout training, gradient descent approaches a
sequence of saddles, each corresponding to linear maps of increasing rank, until
reaching a minimal rank global minimum. We support this conjecture with a
partial proof and some numerical experiments. For (2), we show that adding a
L5 regularization on the parameters corresponds to the addition to the cost of a
L,-Schatten (quasi)norm on the linear map with p = % (for a depth-L network),
leading to a stronger low-rank bias as L grows. The effect of Lo regularization
on the loss surface depends on the depth: for shallow networks, all critical points
are either strict saddles or global minima, whereas for deep networks, some local
minima appear. We numerically observe that these local minima can generalize
better than global ones in some settings.

1 Introduction

In spite of their widespread usage, the theoretical understanding of Deep Neural Networks (DNN)
remain limited. In contrast to more common statistical methods which are built (and proven) to
recover specific structure of the data, the development of DNNs techniques has been mostly driven
by empirical results. This has lead to a great variety of models which perform consistently well, but
without a theory explaining them. In this paper, we provide a theoretical analysis of linear DNNs
(DLNs), whose simplicity makes them particularly attractive as a first step towards the development
of such a theory.

DLNs have a non-convex loss landscape and the behavior of training dynamics can be subtle. For
shallow networks the convergence of gradient descent is guaranteed by the fact that the saddles are
strict and that all minima are global [5} 26, 29, 28]]. In contrast, the deep case features non-strict
saddles [26], nevertheless convergence can be guaranteed with the right initialization [2].
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A recent line of work focusses on the implicit bias of DLNs, and consistently revealing some form
of implicit sparsity. Diagonal networks are known to learn minimal L; solutions [35}41]. With a
specific initialization and MSE loss, DLNs learn the singular components of the signal one by one
[138L 1,139, 114/ 13]. Recently, it has been shown that with losses such as the cross-entropy and the
exponential loss, the parameters diverge towards infinity, but end up following the direction of the
max margin classifier w.r.t. the L,-Schatten (quasi)norm [[16} 17} 40, 23| 24} 9] [32, 35, 42].

In parallel, recent works have shown the existence of two regimes in large-width DNNs: a linear/
lazy regime where learning is described by the so-called Neural Tangent Kernel (NTK) guaranteeing
linear convergence [21} 12, [7, 14, |27, [18]], and an active regime where the dynamics is nonlinear
[8}137,134, 133 19]. For DLNS, both regimes can be observed as well, with evidence that while linear
regime exhibits no sparsity, the active regime favors solutions with some kind of sparsity [41}35].

Short before the publication of this paper, we came aware of recent work [30] which describes a
similar Saddle-to-Saddle regime, while our results are almost equivalent for shallow networks we
discuss the differences for deeper networks in Section

1.1 Contributions

We study deep linear networks (DLNs) z +— Agz of depth L, with Ay = Wy ---W; where
W1, ..., Wy are matrices and investigate the gradient flow minimizing a loss C'(W7, - - - W), for a
general cost C'. We particularly focus on (1) the effect of the initialization scale and (2) the effect of
an Lo regularization term on the parameters added to the cost C.

(1) Initialization Scale: Depending on the variance of the parameters at initialization, we observe
two regimes:

(a) Linear Regime: when the network is sufficiently wide and the variance of the parameters at
initialization is sufficiently large, one falls into the so-called linear or lazy regime, which is
governed by the Neural Tangent Kernel (NTK). In this regime, the gradient flow trajectory
stays far away from saddle points and does not induce any low-rank bias.

(b) Saddle-to-Saddle Regime: as the norm of the parameters at initialization goes to zero, we
show that the gradient flow trajectory goes from the saddle 0 = 9° to a rank-one saddle 9.
Motivated by this, we propose a conjecture (backed by numerical experiments) describing
the full gradient flow, suggesting that it goes from saddle to saddle, visiting a sequence
90, ..., 9% of critical points (the first K ones being saddles, the last one being either a
global minimum or a point at infinity), corresponding to matrices of increasing ranks.

(2) L2-regularization: We first show a correspondence between the minimizers of the two cost
functions C(VN) and C(5") | where CVN) is Ly-regularized cost C(Ay) + A||0]|? and C(5°M) is
the L,,-Schatten-regularized cost C(A) + LA[|A||} with p = 2. This favors lower and lower rank
solutions as the depth L grows. We prove that for shallow networks (L = 2), all critical points are
either strict saddles or global minima, guaranteeing convergence to a solution. For deep networks
(L > 2), non-optimal local minima of C”WN) appear, corresponding to local minima of C(5¢")
(which is non-convex, as p = % < 1); we show that in fact some of these local minima are good
approximations to the minimal-rank solution for small enough .

2 Preliminaries

A deep linear network (DLN) of depth L and widths ny, ..., ny is the composition of L matrices
Ag =W - W,
where W, € R™*™~1 and § = (Wp,...,W;) € RP is the vector of parameters made up of the

concatenation of all the matrices and P = Zle ny_1ng. We call ng the input dimension and ny,
the output dimension. For ¢ > k, we write Wy.;, = W, - - - Wj.. All parameters are initialized as i.i.d.
N(0,5?%) Gaussian for some & > 0.

We will focus on the so-called rectangular networks, when the number of neurons of all hidden layers
is the same, i.e. n; = - -+ = ny_1 = w. In this setting, we call w the width of the network. We write



Figure 1: Matrix Completion in linear/lazy vs. saddle-to-saddle regimes. 3 DLNs (L = 4, w = 100)
trained on a MC loss fitting a 10 x 10 matrix of rank 3 with initialization a6 for a fixed random
0y and three values of «. Left: Train (solid) and test (dashed) MC cost for the three networks,
for large o the network is in the linear/lazy regime and does not learn the low-rank structure. For
smaller « plateaus appear and the network generalizes. Middle: Visualization of the gradient paths
in parameter space. The black line represents the manifold of solutions to which all example paths
converge. As a — 0 the training trajectory converges to a sequence of 3 paths (in blue, purple and
red) starting from the origin (+) and passing through 2 saddles (-) before converging. Right: The
train (solid) and test (dashed) loss of the three paths plotted sequentially, in the saddle-to-saddle limit;
- represent an infinite amount of steps separating these paths.

P& = now 4 (L — 2)w? 4 wny, for the number of parameters in a (L, w)-DLN. The proofs
given here can be extended to the non-rectangular case, but it leads to more complex notation.

We study the dynamics of gradient descent on the loss Cﬁ N(0) =C(Ag)+A 10]|* where ||-| denotes
the Lo-norm, for a general differentiable cost C' on ny, X ng matrices and for a ridge A > 0 (the
cases A = 0 and A > 0 will be studied separately). Given a starting point f, € RF, we denote
t — 7(t,0p) the gradient flow path on the cost C{'V(0) starting from 6o, i.e. v(0,6p) = 6y and
oy(t,00) = —VCYN(v(t,00)). We will use the superscript NN for a cost CVV : R — R
on the network’s parameters to stress the distinction with a cost on matrices, usually denoted by
C:Rmexmo 5 R,

2.1 Costs

We will mostly consider general convex losses, though in Section 3.1 we instead require the loss to
satisfy the 8-Polyak-Lojasiewicz (3-PL) Inequality [25]]:

Definition 1. A differentiable cost C' on some space F with global minimum C,,;,, € R satisfies the
j3-Polyak-Lojasiewicz (3-PL) inequality if 3 IVC(2)||> > B(C(x) — Cpuin) forall z € E.

One should think of the -PL inequality as a generalization of 3-strong convexity since

1. Any (-strongly convex loss satisfies the 5-PL inequality.

2. The B-PL inequality guarantees a O(e~5?) rate of convergence of gradient descent initialized

at point x to a closeby global minimum x*: ||zg — 2*| < \/% (C(zg) — Crnin)-

Note however that the S-PL inequality does not imply convexity, but only invexity, i.e. that all critical
points of the loss are global minima. For our numerical experiments, we will focus on two convex
costs which both satisfy the PL inequality:

1. The Mean-Squared Error (MSE) loss C(A4) = + | AX — Y||% for some inputs X € R™0*N
and labels Y € R™"0*¥ 'where || - || r denotes the Frobenius norm. The MSE loss satisfies

2
the B-PL inequality with 8 = 2% where sq is the smallest singular value of X, it is also

B-strongly convex when Rank(X) = no.

2. The Matrix Completion (MC) loss C(A) = + Ef\il(Akhmi — Aj ,,.)? for some true
matrix A* of which we observe only N entries (k1,m1),..., (kx, my). The MC loss is
not strongly convex but satisfies the 5-PL inequality for 5 = % (see Appendix).



2.2 L,-Schatten quasinorm and regularization

In some setting, such as in Matrix Completion, one typically assumes that the linear map that we
are trying to fit is low-rank and we want to recover the lowest rank map amongst the solutions
Sc = {A : C(A) = Cpin}- Finding this minimal rank solution can be very difficult (it is
in general NP hard [[15]), so a common simplification is to instead minimize the nuclear norm
lA]l, = Zﬁ?(""’m) i, where the o; are the singular values of A [11,[10]. Thanks to the convexity
of the nuclear norm, one can optimize it efficiently, though it requires some special methods because
of its non-differentiability. However in some cases, such as in Matrix Completion, the minimal
nuclear norm solution does not always coincide with the minimal rank solution [3| 36].

More generally, we can consider the L,-Schatten (quasi)norm [|A||, = (32,_, o7 )% (the nuclear
norm || 4|, is a special case when p = 1). When p < 1 it is only a quasinorm (since it is not convex).
In the limit p — 0, the L,, Schatten norm converges to the rank function: lim,,,o [|A[|; = Rank(A),
suggesting that the low-rank bias is stronger for smaller p. The non-convexity of the L,-Schatten
quasinorm when p < 1 leads to the apparition of local minima making its optimization difficult.

For a cost C' on matrices, we write Cf;h) for L, regularized cost C’I()i\cm (A) = C(A) + X[ A]]7.

2.3 Symmetries and Invariance

A key tool in this paper is the use of two important symmetries of the parametrization map 6 — Ay
in DLNs: rotations of hidden layers and inclusions in larger DLNG.

Rotations: A L — 1 tuple R = (O4,...,0r_1) of orthogonal w x w matrices is called a w-
width network rotation, or in short a rotation. A rotation R acts on a parameter vector
0= Wg,...,Wy)as R§ = (W,O% |, 0,_1W_10F , ... ,01W7). The space of
rotations is an important symmetry of DLN: indeed, for any parameter ¢, and any cost C,
the two following important properties hold:

Apg = Ag, VyC(Arg) = RVyC(Ay),

where we considered VC(Ay) € RPEw as another vector of parameters. These properties
imply that if 6(t) = (¢, 0) is a gradient flow path, then so is RO(t) = (¢, Rbp).

Inclusion: The inclusion 7(*~%") of a network of width w into a network of width w’ > w (by
adding zero weights on the new neurons) is defined as

re=ne = (w0 (M 0 (R0 (T8)-

For any parameters § and any cost C, we have A;w—w)y = A and VC’(AI(H,_,U,/)Q) =

1= )Y (Ayp): the image of the inclusion I(*~*") (as well as any rotation RTm[(*—*")
thereof) is invariant under gradient flow.

3 Initialization Scale

3.1 Linear/Lazy Regime

Recall that all parameters in 6 are initialized as i.i.d. N(0,52) Gaussian for some & > 0. The
. . . ~ o~ L— .
variance of the entries of Ay is then 62Lw™~1 and thus if 52 = ctw T , the variance of each entry

of Ay is equal to o2 for all widths w. We call this initialization the o2-Large Norm Initialization.

This limit is the same as the linear/lazy limit of non-linear DNNs, whose dynamics is described by
the Neural Tangent Kernel (NTK) [21]]. In linear networks, the NTK is simply a nyng X npng matrix
(i.e. a linear map from ny x ng matrices to ny, X ng matrices) defined as ©(0) = J Ay (JAg)T
for the Jacobian JAy. According to [21], for sufficiently large widths, the NTK concentrates at
initialization around its expectation 1/, ,, withn = Lo**T w " and should stay almost constant
during training. Note that, up to a scaling which can be balanced out by changing the learning rate,
the limiting NTK does not depend on the depth of the DLN. In particular, as w — oo, the limiting
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Figure 2: Training in linear/lazy vs. saddle-to-saddle regimes in shallow and deep networks when
learning a low rank matrix corrupted with noise. Black lines (lazy regime): the parameters are
initialized with the standard deviation & = w~"""/2%. The rank of the network matrix increases
incrementally as the gradient trajectory follows the paths between the saddles. Shallow case (left
panels): L = 2 and w = 50; in the saddle-to-saddle regime (shown in red), the initialization scale is
& = w~2. Bigger initialization scales make the plateus in the loss curve shorter if the same learning
rate is used. Deep case (right panels): L = 4 and w = 100; in the saddle-to-saddle regime (shown
in blue), the initialization scale is & = w™'. We observe that the transitions from saddles to saddles
are sharper (this is even more explicit in the norm of the gradient, see the extended figure in the
Appendix). The input data is standard Gaussian, the outputs are generated by a rank 3 teacher of size
10 x 10 corrupted with noise, and the loss is MSE.

dynamics of DLNS in the linear regime is given by t — A(nt) for t — A(t) is the gradient flow path
on the matricial cost C.

In the following, we adapt and simplify the arguments of [27,31], to guarantee linear convergence to
a closeby global minimum for large but finite width:

Proposition 2. Let C be a cost on matrices that satisfies the 3-PL inequality for some § > 0
and let Cpin, € R be its minimum value. Consider a gradient flow path 0(t) = ~(t,6y) on
CNN . 0+ C(Ay) for a network of depth L, width w, and with o-Large Norm Initialization. For
all 6 > 0 and any large enough w, it holds with probability at least 1 — § that 6(t) converges to a
L—1
L

global minimum 6* and for ' = chr2 w%, we have:

CVNO(t)) = Crnin < (CNN (80) — Cin) ™.
The global minimum 9 satisfies |9 — 0*1| < r = /3 (C(Agy) = Cruin)

Furthermore, if C is convex, we have the uniform bound
1400 = Att)| = 0 (w™?),

where n = Lo** T w™T" and A(t) = vc(t, Ag,) is the gradient flow path on the cost A — C(A)
starting from Ag,.

Sketch of proof. Using the fact that the cost C satisfies the 3-PL inequality, we show that C’,(:NN)
satisfies the (pointwise) [A,in (©(6))5]-PL inequality at any 6. At initialization, with high probability,
Amin(0(60)) > %": in a ball B(fy, R) with R  /wr, the variation of the NTK is small and thus
Amin(©(0)) > 4 inside this ball. This proves the [3" = I /]-PL inequality in B(6y, R) which
guarantees convergence to a global mininum at a distance at most r under the condition that R > r.
This condition is fulfilled when w is large enough since R o /wr. Furthermore, we show that that
for all times ¢, || O (0(t)) — nl,yn, | = O(nw™2) which implies the O(w™2 ) convergence to the
limiting depth-1 dynamics as w — oo. O

In contrast to the saddle-to-saddle regime, with large norm initialization, gradient descent remains in
a ball around initialization where the loss satisfies the PL inequality. This implies that, around the
initialization, all critical points are global minima and it guarantees that convergence is fast. The
benign non-convexity of the loss around the gradient path in this regime was also observed in [22].

The drawback of this large norm initialization dynamics is that they are O (w™ B ) close to the dynamics
of gradient descent on matrices A(t) (up to a rescaling of the learning rate). Thus, the depth of the
network has almost no effect on the matrix that is learned and the compositional structure of the
network is not leveraged in order to obtain a low-rank bias. Hence, there is no reason to use a DLN in
this regime: doing so only increases the memory usage and computational cost.



3.2 Saddle-to-Saddle regime

A very interesting phenomenon happens when one initializes the network with a very small norm:
the train error goes through a number of plateaus where the cost is almost constant before suddenly
dropping to a lower plateau and so on and so forth until reaching a minimum (Figures T]and [2).

In order to study the small norm initialization asymptotic, we consider the limit as v — 0 of the
gradient path 6,,(t) = (¢, apo) initialized at a point «py for some random approach direction pg on
the sphere S#2:w~1, In this setting, we observe and conjecture that during training, gradient descent
approaches a sequence of saddles one after the other, each of which slows down learning: this leads
to the plateaus mentioned above. The rank of the matrix Ay increases by one from saddle to saddle
starting from the saddle at the origin with rank 0. This behavior is in sharp contrast to the linear
regime where the training path remains far away from any saddle and where the training loss decays
exponentially fast.

Conjecture 3. With probability 1 over the sampling of the direction py € STrw=1 there exists
K + 1 critical points 9°, . .., 95 € RFPrw(with 9° = 0) and K paths ', ...,0% : R — RFrw
connecting the critical points (i.e. lim;_, o, 0F(t) = 9%~ and lim;_, , o 0% (t) = O*) such that the
path 0,,(t) initialized at cpg converges as o — 0 to the concatenation of the paths 01(t), ..., 0% (t)
in the following sense: for all k < K, there exists times t* (which depends on 0) such that

lim 0, (t% +t) = 6%(1).
a—0

Furthermore, for all k < K, there is a deterministic path 0" (t) and a local minimum 9" of a
width-k network such that for some rotation R (which depends on po), 0% (t) = RI*=®) (9% (1)) and
9*F = RIKF=)(9%) for all k and t.

Note that for losses such as the cross-entropy, the gradient descent may diverge towards infinity, as
studied in [40, [I6]. We focus on the case where 9% is a finite global minimum. By the invariance
under gradient flow of the image of the inclusion Im[I(*~®)], the inclusion of a width-k local
minimum Qk into a larger network is a saddle 9k (if Ay is not a global minimum of C'). These
type of saddles are closely related to the symmetry-induced saddles studied in [43] for non-linear
networks.

As o — 0 the time spent close to each saddle increases towards infinity, i.e. lim,_,q tZ‘H — tf,t = o0.
In the next subsection, we describe the rates at which the t*s grow with a.

In the following, we first discuss the setting of diagonal networks where Conjecture [3]follows from
some previous work. Then we prove the existence of the first path §! in the conjecture. Finally, we
discuss the implications of this conjecture on the low rank bias of DLNs in this setting.

3.2.1 Diagonal Networks

ConjectureE]is related to the dynamics of DLN observed in [38, (1} 139} [14} 3] during training with the
MSE loss when, in the simplest case, the input data X and output labels Y are diagonaﬂ and when
the network is initialized with diagonal weights ﬂ In this setting, the dynamics of training along each
output coordinate ¢ is independent. Besides, the larger the value X;;Y};, the faster the network learns
along it, so that it learns each coordinate sequentially when the variance at initialization vanishes.

In fact, we note that this behavior can also be interpreted as a saddle-to-saddle dynamics where the
k-th saddle ¥* fits only the first k coordinates with the largest values X;;Yj;, i.e. Age X = P.Y
where Py is the projection on these k coordinates. In the shallow case, following the argument of

[14], note that t’; =cp — )1(057% for some undetermined constants ¢, whereas for the deep case we
- a— (=2

show in Appendix C that t* = ¢, + T X Var

The papers dealing with the small norm initialization in this simple context mostly emphasize the
independence of the dynamics along the coordinates [38, [1} 39} |14} 3]], but do not take notice of the

'Or for non-square matrices, when the off-diagonal entries are equal to zero, i.e. Xi; =0wheni # j.
*More complex cases, which contain linear autoencoder and deep linear multi-class predictions, can be
obtained as rotations and small perturbations of this simplest case.



saddle-to-saddle aspect. While the independence is very specific to the particular case described
above (for example it breaks down when the loss is not the MSE or when the input data and the labels
cannot be diagonalized with the same basis), the saddle-to-saddle behavior is much more general.
Going further, the saddle-to-saddle regime could even be extended to non-linear networks.

3.2.2 The First Path

In this paper, we prove the existence of the first path ! in Conjecture this path connects the saddle
at the origin 9° = 0 to a rank 1 saddle 9.

Theorem 4. Assume that the largest singular value sy of the gradient of C at the origin VC(0) €
R™2 %10 has multiplicity 1. With probability 1 over the sampling of the direction py € STt-»~1, there
isapath 01 (t) € RPrw withlim,, o, 0 (t) = 9° and some t}, such that lim,,_,o 0, (tL +t) = 01(¢).
The path 6 converges to a critical point 9* as t — +oo0.

Furthermore, there is a unique and deterministic path 0 : R — RL in the space of DLN of width 1
and a random rotation R such that 9* = RI(=) (91).

Sketch of proof. We consider an escape time t., such that C(6,(t,)) = C(0) — € for some small
enough € > 0. The limiting path 6'(#) = lim,_0 04 (ts + t) is what we call an escape path of
99, i.e. a path such that lim; , ., 6(t) = 0. We then show that this path escapes the saddle at an

optimal speed of cst x e** for shallow networks and of v/L [cst + (L — 2)51(7t)]_ﬁ for deep
networks. At last, we prove that all optimal escape paths are of the form 6 (t) = RI0 =) (9*(t))
for a deterministic 6" (t) : R — R’ and that all other paths escape at a strictly lower speed. O

Remark: Shortly before the publication of this article, we came aware of the paper [30] which is
very similar to our description of the Saddle-to-Saddle regime (though it does not discuss the contrast
with the linear/lazy regime or the effect of Ly regularization).

For shallow networks both results are almost equivalent, though the techniques are different, in
particular when dealing with the fact that the escape directions (and escape paths)are only unique up
to rotations: while [30] uses a clever trick to study the dynamics of the output matrix Ag;) directly,
in which case the dynamics are unique, we instead focus on the dynamics of the parameters 6(¢) and
give an identification of all optimal escape paths, allowing us to show that the path followed is unique
up to symmetries of the network. Note that [30] also only proves the first step of the Saddle-to-Saddle
regime, for the subsequent steps it is assumed that the next saddle is not approached along a bad’
direction (as we discuss in Section [3.2.3).

For deep networks, our results are more general when it comes to the initialization. To avoid the
uniqueness problem, their analysis relies heavily on the assumption that the weights of the network
are balanced, allowing a description of the dynamics of Ay directly (without needing to keep track
of the parameters). Because we do not rely on this trick, our analysis does not require a balanced
initialization.

3.2.3 Subsequent Paths

Similar arguments could be applied to paths 62, (t) = v(t,9' + a;,0) initialized close to the rank 1
saddle ¥1. Yet, in order to prove the existence of the next paths in Conjecture one has to deal with
two issues.

First, even though Theorem [4] guarantees that gradient descent will come arbitrarily close to the next
saddle ¥, it may not approach it along a generic direction: it could approach along a “bad” direction.
Note that these bad directions have measure zero, hence they are almost surely avoided when the
approaching direction is random as it is the case in Theorem 4]

Second, for deep networks (L > 2), the saddle 9! has a different local structure to 9¥°. Indeed, at
the origin, the L — 1 first derivatives vanish, leading to an (approximately) L-homogeneous saddle
at the origin. On the contrary, at the rank 1 saddle 9' = RI(1=w) (Ql), if 9* is a local minimum of
the width 1 network, the Hessian is positive along the inclusion Im [RI (1_””)]. This implies that
the dynamics can only escape the saddle through the Hessian null-space, along which the first L — 1



derivatives vanish. Though the loss restricted to this null-space around ¥; has a similar structure than
the loss around the origin, the fact that the Hessian at vJ; is not null complexifies the analysis.

Assuming that under the right conditions, we can avoid the above problems, then gradient descent
would escape 1! along an optimal escape path (unique up to rotation) and so on and so forth. Although
we do not have an explicit formula for these optimal escape paths for a general cost C, we know
along which direction they escape (in the shallow case along the eigenvectors of the most negative
eigenvalue of the Hessian, in the deep case the eigenvectors of the L-th derivative tensor). At the
origin, the escape directions are of the form RI'=%)(p) for p = (v{,1,...,1,u;) where u;, v; are
the singular vectors of the largest singular value of VC'(0). The escape directions at a saddle of the
form ¥F = RI*=w) (9¥) with k < w, are equal to p = RI*+12%) () for p = (V4,..., V) such
that the weight matrices are zero except for the entry (V;)g41,,+1 = 1 foreach 1 < £ < L, the line
(V1)k+1,. = v and the column (V7). 1 = uq, for uy, vy the largest singular vectors of VC(Agk ).

Knowing an escape direction p at a saddle 1%, the corresponding escape path #*+! can be approxi-
mated by the path of gradient descent initialized at 9% 4 ¢p for a small enough e. Conjecture [3|can
then be reformulated as follow: in the vanishing norm initialization limit, the dynamics of gradient
flow corresponds, up to inclusion and rotation, to the limit of the following algorithm as ¢ — 0,
T —ocoandn — 0:

Algorithm A, 7,

Initialize a width 1 network with weights W, = evlT, Wy = eand Wy, = eu; for uq, v the singular

vectors of the largest singular value of VC/(0).

Let ) = (WL, e Wl) be the parameters after 1" steps of GD with learning rate .

While C(A;) > Cpin, + €: W W0
Initialize a width w1 network initialized with W, = ( evl% ) and W,(0) = ( OZ : > and

Wr(0) = ( Wi eu ) for uy, vy the singular vectors of the largest singular value of VC/(A4;).

Let 6 = (WL, e Wl) be the parameters after T steps of GD with learning rate 7.

Algorithm A, 1, can be viewed as performing a greedy search for a lowest-rank solution: it first
tries to fit a width 1 network, then a width 2 network and so on until reaching a solution.

We used Algorithm A, 7, to approximate the paths 6* and points 9" in Figure (1} since for large
enough 7', the parameters 6 after 7" steps of GD approximates 9" (and the gradient descent path up
to time 7" approximates o).

3.2.4 Low Rank Bias

In the saddle-to-saddle regime, we can identify two different uses of the low-rank bias in the
dynamics. With early-stopping, the network learns a low-rank linear map which does not fit the data:
this could be useful in a regression setting with a low-rank signal and full-rank noise, as observed in
Figure 2] In the absence of noise, early stopping is not needed: the network converges to a global
minimum but the saddle-to-saddle trajectory could bias the network towards low-rank linear maps
amongst the solutions S¢. Indeed, under the assumption that for all k, Ay minimizes the cost C
restricted to rank & matrices, the final global minimizer Ayx must be a minimal rank solution, i.e.
Ayrx = argminyecg, Rank(A). This bias toward low-rank matrices is useful in matrix completion
as observed in Figure

4 [, Regularization

In this Section, we provide connections between Lo regularization on the parameters 6 of a depth-L
DLN and L,-Schatten quasi norm regularization on the output matrix Ay with p = % These

connections allow us to describe the low-rank bias of Lo regularization in DLNs. The following

Proposition relates the global minimum of the two cost functions Ci\{ Y (6) and Cz(ch};)L:

Proposition 5. For a network of depth L with large enough widths (i.e. ny > min{ng, nr}) and any
cost C, we have for p = %

min C(Ag) + A 16]1° = min C(A) + AL A
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Figure 3: The effect of initialization scale on the low rank bias of the gradient descent for Lo
regularized loss. Bach dot represents a (3,20)-DLN at convergence where the parameters are
initialized with the standard deviation ¢ (shown in x-axis). As the initialization scale decreases, the
network converges to a lower rank local minimum. The MSE loss is regularized with A = 0.05.
Right: Origin is represented as a plus, the orange dot is a rank-1 local minimum and the red dot is a
rank-2 local minimum. The loss surface on the plane between these three points is plotted in the log
scale.

Since the L,-Schatten quasinorm penalizes high rank matrices, with the right choice of A, one
could for example recover the low rank signal from the noise in a regression setting. Also, when
A — 0, the minimizer A} = argminy C(A) + AL|[|A||} converges to the minimal L,-Schatten

quasinorm solution, i.e. limy 0 A} = A* = argming c(4)—=0 HA||§, which could be useful in
Matrix Completion to find a low rank matrix fitting the entries.

The regularized loss surface takes a very different form depending on the depth L.

Shallow Networks. In the shallow case (L. = 2) convergence to a global minimum is guaranteed
since:

Proposition 6. Let C be a convex and differentiable cost and let \ > 0. The critical points of the
loss C2(IXN) 20— C(Ag) + X ||0||? are either strict saddles or global minima. Furthermore if 0% is

a global minimum, then Ag- is a global minimum ofcf;ih) A C(A) + 20 || Al

For such losses, gradient descent converges to a global minimum with probability 1 [29]28]. Note
(Sch)

however that the global minimizers of C}",,"” may capture a minimal rank solution [3].

Deep Networks. In the deep case, i.e. when L > 2orp = 2 < 1, the map 4 ||A||Zi is not

convex anymore. The loss C;i\c g )(A) = C(A) + AL ||A||} can feature many local minima. We find

a correspondance between the local minima of C’I()S;\Cf ) and those of C’g\f\N):

Proposition 7. Let C' be a convex and differentiable cost on matrices, let L > 2, A > 0 and p = %
If 0* is a local minimum OfC'lg\i\N), then Ag~ is a local minimum ofCZ()S/\cf). Conversely, given a local

minimum A* of C[()i\c 2 ) with SVD decomposition A* = USV'T and rank k, for any rotation R of the
width-w network parameters

0 = RI®) (Ust, st $TvT),
describes a local minimum of C](:NAN) with Ag« = A*.

As shown in Figure[3] depending on the initialization scale, we can converge to a variety of local
minimas, each with different train and test losses. The following proposition shows that at least some
of these local minima are good approximations of a minimal rank solution:

Proposition 8. For all p < 1, there is a sequence BY, B3, ... where B} is a local minimum of
C(Sch)

YA such that limy,_, . Bj is a minimal rank solution.

However, given the NP hardness of recovering a minimal rank solution [13], it should be in general
difficult to find these “good” local minimas.



4.1 Conclusion

This paper investigates the effects of initialization scale and Lo regularization on dynamics of DLNs
and in particular the associated low-rank bias.

For large-width DLNs with large initialization variance, convergence is fast (linear) thanks to benign
non-convexity of the loss (the PL inequality holds along the gradient flow path), but the learned linear
map exhibits no low-rank bias and depth does not provide any advantage. For DLNs with (vanishingly)
small initialization, we encounter the saddle-to-saddle regime. We propose a conjectural description
(with theoretical and numerical support) of the gradient flow: it automatically implements a low-rank
bias, by performing a greedy search among saddles, incrementally increasing the corresponding ranks.
Assuming that the gradient flow does not stop at a saddle, it will yield a low-rank solution.

We then show that from the point of view of the minimizers, adding an L, regularization term on the
parameters to the cost function yields the same linear maps as the addition of an L 2 -Schatten term to
the cost on the DLN linear map. For shallow networks, the regularized loss surface has only strict
saddles and global minima, guaranteeing convergence; for deep networks, multiple local minima
appear, some of which approximate minimal rank solutions.

We thus see two interesting departures from the linear regime, which features an almost convex loss
along the gradient path and shows no low-rank bias. One resulting from the small initialization norm
(the saddle-to-saddle regime), and the other one from the addition of an L, regularization. Both
regimes exhibit low-rank biases, which are related to the non-convexity of the loss surface - the
sequence of saddles visited in the first case or the multiple local minima of the second. This suggests
that in a number of cases, non-convexity should be embraced as a useful feature, rather than as a
nuisance to the optimization and the resulting model quality.
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We organize the Appendix as follows:

* In Section|A] we present the details for the numerical results presented in the main text
together with some discussions.

* In Section[B] we present the proofs for the Linear/Lazy regime.
* In Section|C] we present the proofs for the Saddle-to-Saddle regime.

* In Section[D] we present the proofs the results related to the addition of a L, regularization
term.

Erratum: Since the submission of the main text, we have seen two errors that will be corrected in
the final version:

* In Section 3.2.1 of the main text, we describe the rate at which the escape time t¢, grow. For
the deep case, the exponent is correct but the constant is wrong. The corrected rates can be
found in Section

* Proposition 8 of the main text requires a small correction. The correct statement is found in
Section[D.2] Proposition 46

A Further Experimental Details

0 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000 0 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000 ° 20000 “000:’ " 60000 €0000 100000
iterations
iterations

iterations

00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14

00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14
iterations 1e6

iterations 1le6 iterations 1e6

Figure 4: an extension of Figure 2 in the main. The top row shows the shallow case with L = 2,
and the bottow row shows the deep case with L = 4. Colored lines (saddle-to-saddle regime): we
observe that the gradient norm of the parameters is highly non-monotonic; a decrease down to 0
indicates approaching to a saddle, and a following increase indicates escaping it. We note that the
peaks of the gradient norm are sharper in the deep case, suggesting a different rate of escape. Black
lines (the NTK regime): the gradient norm decreases down to 0 monotonically. In the deep case the
GD training is implemented for 1500000 iterations whereas in the shallow case it is only 100000
iterations.

Experimental details of Figure 2 and 3 in the main: We created a rank 3 teacher weight matrix
Wpr =Wy WOT of size 10 x 10 where W is a 10 x 3 matrix with all entries independent Gaussian with
zero mean and where all entries in i-th column has variance ¢ for all ¢ € {1, 2, 3}. We corrupted the
teacher weight matrix by an addition of a 10 x 10 matrix where each entry is i.i.d. centered Gaussian
with standard deviation 0.2. Input points are isotropic Gaussians. The training outputs are generated
by the noisy teacher, and the test outputs are generated by the noiseless teacher. We generated 100
training and 1000 test data points. Different runs of the same experiment yielded effectively the same
figure. The learning rate is 0.001 both for the shallow and the deep case. Tolerance for the rank is set
to 10~ (eigenvalues smaller than 10~ are set to 0 for the rank calculation). For Figure 3, the setup
is the same except that W = WoW{ is created by using a new distribution for Wy where all entries
are centered independent Gaussian with standard deviation 1.5.
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matrix Ay at convergence.

B Proofs for the Linear/Lazy regime

Our strategy (closely related to [27, 31]) to prove the convergence of DLNs in the linear/lazy regime
is to show that with high probability, the loss C satisfies the PL inequality in a sufficiently large ball
around initialization, in order to apply Proposition[TT] We will first bound from below the smallest
eigenvalue \,,;,, of the NTK ©(X)(6) for all § in a ball. We will then use that if A — C/(A) satisfies
the 5-PL inequality, then § — C(Ay) satisfies the PL inequality with a different constant:

5 (VO(4)" 01 (6)VC(49)

1
3 1746V C (Ag)|I”

v

2 (01 (9)) [V aC(A0)]*
> Amin(01(0))B(C(Ag) — Cnin) -

B.1 Polyak-Lojasiewicz (PL) Inequality
The Polyak-Lojasiewicz (PL) inequality generalizes the notion of strong convexity while keeping

convergence guarantees :

Definition 9. A cost C' with global minimum C,,;,, satisfies the Polyak-Lojasiewicz (PL) inequality
if for all z

S IVC@)|* > 5(C@) ~ Crin).

Any [-strongly convex loss satisfes the 5-PL inequality:
Proposition 10. [fa cost C' is S-strongly convex, then C satisfies the 3-PL inequality.

Proof. Strong convexity implies that for all  and all y,

O) > O) +(y — 2)VO@) + 5 o~y

Minimizing on both sides w.r.t. y preserves the inequality. The right-hand side being minimized for
y=x— %VC(Q:), we obtain

1
Crnin 2 C(@) = 35 IVC(2)]?.

Only the 8-PL inequality is needed to prove linear convergence of gradient flow:
Proposition 11. For a loss C and any point xg such that the 3-PL inequality is satisfied in the ball

B(zg,r) of radius r = \/% (C(z0) — Ciin), the gradient descent path (yc(t, xo))i>0 converges
to a global minimum x* in B(xo,r). Furthermore, for all t > 0, it holds that
C(v(t,20)) = Cimin < (C(20) — Crain) e 2
lye (t o) — a*|| < re=?.
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Proof. Let T = inf{t > 0 : vo(t,20) ¢ B(xo,7)} € RU {00} be the first time when gradient
descent escapes the ball; we will show at the end of the proof that 7' = oc.

For any time ¢t < T', we have

9,0 (vo(wo,1) = = [VC (e (o, ) |* < =28 (C(rc(x0, 1)) = Crmin)
which by Gronwall’s Inequality implies that

C(V(t l‘o)) - Cmin < (C(JJO) - Cmin) 6_2/%.

We will bound the distance ||zg — yo(t, 2o)|| by the length of the gradient path -y connecting the
two points. Since the cost is continuously decreasing over y¢, we parameterize the path as function
of the costs of the two points ¢ € [C'(v¢c(t,20)), C(x0)], i.e. we (uniquely) define y(c) such that
C(v(c¢)) = c. We have to compute the derivative 0.v(c), we know that

9ey(¢) x VC(7(¢))
VC(y(e)T0ev(c) =1

= %. The length of v can now be bounded by

/C(xo) ”a ( )H C(zo) 1
y(c)|| de = / ——————dc
Clrc(tan)) Clre(tao)) IVC((0))]]

which implies that 0.7(c)

C(xo) 1
B
C(vc(t,zo)) 2B(C - Onzin)

= /3 (€)= Coin) = |2 (€0 t70)) ~ Con)

C(yc(t,zo))

- \/; (C(ye(t,m0)) = Crin)-

If T is finite, then at time 7, the gradient path must lie on the border of the ball, i.e. ||zg — y(t,z0)|| =
r, which implies that either C(y(T, 29)) = Ciuin or T = oo. Either way, gradient descent converges
to a global minimum z* = lim_, o, Y(¢, o) inside the ball B(zq, 7).

Using the same parameterized path, we can bound the distance between (¢, 2¢) and the global

minimum x*:

Iy(t,z0) — 2] = /

Cmin

C(ve(t,zo)) 2
10ev() | de < ¢ 2 (Cle0) — Coin) < e,

as claimed. O

Note that the converse of the statement "there is a global minimum at most \/ % (C(xg) — Cppin) far
from x(" implies that:

Corollary 12. For all x, denoting by d the smaller distance between xo and a global minimum, we
have

B

IVC(zo)|| = Bd.

B.2 Initialization

L—1

Lemma 13. The expected loss Eg [C(A)] for i.i.d. N (0,52) parameters (with % = ctw L)
)

converges as w — oo to the expectation E o [C(A)] over a random matrix A with i.i.d. N (0, 0>
entries.

15



Proof. Conditioned on the matrices W1,..., Wr_1, Ag has i.i.d. Gaussian lines AV (0,525 (L~1)
with ng X ng covariance matrix L= = WLT_MWL_M. We have

FE [2V] = 62 Ewt Ly, = 0,

J-o(2)

This implies that &2%(*~1) - ¢2[, as w — oo and hence Ey[C(4g)] =
o3 [CAN| = By y(oor,, o1,y [CA]- O

E U’&QE(LU — o2,

Esc-1 EA~N(O,&21

ny,

The above lemma allows us to bound the cost C'(Ap) with high probability at initialization. In
particular, there is an upper bound E [C(Ap)] < Cp uniform in the width w. Let Cp,;,, be the global
minimum of the loss C. By Markov’s Inequality, we have for all a > C}y,;,, that

Co

We now need to give high probability bounds on the largest and smallest eigenvalues of the NTK at
initialization:
Lemma 14. Foriid N (O, 52) parameters 0 (with 52 = J%wf%), we have

L1 L1

E [@@)(9)] = Lo? T w T Ly,

E [H@“’<9> —~E[0®)(0)] Hi} < o T

for some finite constant c. Furthermore, for k = —gc it holds with probability at least 1 — * that

1 L—-1 L—-1
VLo* T w'T

Amin (@<L>(9)) > (1—
Ain (09(6)) < 1 +3)La2%w%.

Proof. We postpone the proof of the first two claims to the forthcoming section[B.3] For the bounds
of )\min(G(L ) (9)), by Markov’s Inequality, we have that

L L—l L—l
o) (g [ o) (g ] H Zp? 7
o)~ <5
with probability at least
1604 T w T ¢ _ 16 1 K
C2otEt s 2w’ w'
We conclude using the first two claims. O

Lemma 15. Let the parameters 0y be sampled i.i.d. N (0, 52) with % = ctw="T". For any two

w

0,0 € B(0y, 0T war ), we have with probability at least 1 — 2Le™ T :

—1

L [T 4], < o™ T wET .

2. HJAQ-JA@H <CQO’ 7 w 5 0—4|.

-3 2L-3
<CJJ 2 w 2L

3. H@<L>(é) —ab)(g)

op

where ¢; = L4¥1 ey = L(L — 1)4F72 ¢3 = 5L

3261 C2 :

w2
Furthermore, with probability at least 1 — 2e™ "> — = we have A\ (@(L)(G)) > %O’ T w &
for all parameters 6 in the ball B(6y, R) of radius R = ¢ w2 .
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Proof. The parameters § = (Wp, ..., W7) in the ball B(f, a%w%) f the form W, = Wy ¢ +
1
Tw

W, where W ¢ has i.i.d. A (0,52) entries and HWZH <ol <o zlL . Using the forthcoming

Theorem. we have that with probability at least 1 — 2e™ o , it holds that

L—1

Woell,, <& (Ve + i1 + Vw) = 30twi 2 =30
This implies that [[W||,, < (3 + ¢)o w3t < 40T w2 . This is satisfied for all W, with probability

w?

atleast 1 —2Le™ "z .
(1) For the first bound, we have for any ¥ = (V,..., Vi)

||JA9[7‘9]||F S Z ||WL||op T ||WZ+1||op HWHF ||Wf*1||op T ||W1||op
(=1

L
w?z2L .

)=

L—1 L—1
< LA le T w T |9
. . . L—1 L—1
which implies that ||JA9HOp = maxy % < cio0 T wek forep = L4k,

(2) For the second bound we first bound the Hessian

[ Ao0. 91| < D IWLlloy - 1Weslloy Vel 1Werll g+ Wil
t#k

V|| Wil - IWalL

< L(L — D42 2 0™ |0 Hﬁ”

This implies that

1
|7 A[0] — JAG 101 < /0 HHAae+(1—a>é[9 - 9,19]Hfd0< < L(L-1)4" 20 T w'sE

=4 1P|

allowing us to bound the operator norm ||JA9 — JA(;HOp < cza¥w% ‘9 — 9~H for co = L(L —
1)4--2,

(3) The third bound on the NTK ©(X)(8) = J Ay (J Ag)”" follows from the two previous bounds:

[CRIOECRIO

< HJA% (JAg, — JA)T| + H(JA% — JAg) (JA)"
op op op
S ||JA90||op ||JA90 - JA9||()p + ||JA9Hop ||JA90 - JAGHop

<10 T WL o T W 160 — 0|

=100 T w T 160 — 0] .

(4) Take ¢ < 1 then for any 6 € B(6y, R) with R = ¢ a%wﬁ,we have
3 = y 05 3

320 ()

Ain (010)) 2 A (017(00)) — [0 (00) — 0P )|
>(1- i)LaQ%w% — QClcgaﬁw%R
> Loatpt 1t
-2

O

Finally we prove the convergence for large enough width and bound the rate of change of the NTK:

Proposition 16 (Proposition 2 of Main Text). Let C' be a cost on matrices that satisfies the 3-PL
inequality for some 3 > 0 and let C,,;,, € R be its minimum value. Consider a gradient flow path
0(t) = y(t,00) on CVN = 0 s C(Ay) for a network of depth L, width w, and with o-Large Norm
Initialization. For all § > 0 and w large enough, it holds with probability at least 1 — § that 0(t)

.. L—-1 L—-1
converges, as t — o0, to a global minimum 0* and for B = §L0'2 I w L , we have:
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CNN (e(t)) - C77Li71 < (CNN (90) - C’rnin) eiﬁ,t, Vt 2 0

The global minimum 0* satisfies |0y — 0*|| < r := \/% (C(Ap,) — Crin)-
Furthermore, if C is convex, we have the uniform in time bound

| Aoty — A(nt)|| = O (w‘%) :

where 1 = Lo?* T w* T and A(t) = vc(t, Ag,) is the gradient flow path on the cost A — C(A)
starting from Ag,.

Proof. Lemmaimplies that in a ball B(6, R) of radius R = coTw?r around initialization the
loss 6 — C'(Ayp) satisfies the 8'-PL inequality for 3’ = QUQ%w%. In order to apply Proposition

to prove the convergence, the radius R must be greater than r = \/ % (C(Ap,) — Crin). Lemma
ensures that for all & > 0, there is a constant C; that does not depend on w such that with
probability 1 — §, we have C(Ag,) — Cpnin < Ci. Then for w > 4, we have

c3Bo?

4 1 1
r< =1t Ci Lcotw? =R.
/82L1 L—1
o° T w L

Our goal is now to bound the difference between the dynamics of gradient descent on the cost C' and
A(t) = vc(t, Ag,) and the evolution of Ag().

L

First, observe that for all ¢ > 0, the NTK ©(") (4(t)) is approximately equal to LO’Q%UJ%I”O” Lt

2L—1 L—1

H@<L>(e(t))—La T w T g,

op
L—1 L-1

< H@(L>(9(t))—@(L>(9O) +H@(L>(9O)—La2 el
op

op

In the proof of Proposition [T1] we established that 6(¢) € B(fy,r), where r is given by ??. By
Lemmal'lz]we can thus bound the first term, uniformly in ¢ > 0, by

2L—3 2L 2L—3 2L-3 C3C L—2 L—2 L—1

30 T w T ||0(t) — O S cso Tow T r = S T w T = O(w T " 2).

VB

For the second term (which does not depend on time), we use Lemma|[T4]then Markov’s Inequality to
show that for any p > 0, with probability at least 1 — p it holds that

H@(L)(go) _ L&%w%[nom

i el

< /= [llo®60) ~ & [0t ]
).

This ensures that with probability 1 - p, it holds that

supy= [0 (0(1) — Lo T w' T g, || = O F3).
op

N|=

= O(w%7

We now turn to the second part of the proposition. The similarity between the paths Ag(;) and A(nt)

forn = Lo?*T5 w™T" follows from the fact that

Ot Ay = =09 VC(Agr))
9 A(nt) = —nVC(A(nt)).

18



Assuming that C' is convex, we compute

(Agry — A(Ut))T (©B(0(t))VC (Agr)) —nVC(A(nt)))
[ Agry — Alt) |
(Aory — A1) (©P(0(t)) = nlgn, ) VC(Ag(r)
|46 — Al
0 (Apy — A@t) " (VC(Agy) = VC(Ant))
[ Agey — Alnt)
<[|©®O0) = nhu. || [VC A0 -0

O || Aoy — Alnt)|| = —

where we used the convexity of C' to show that the second term is negative, since for all A, B, it
ensures that (A — B)" (VC(A) — VC(B)) > 0. Since

t t
1
/OHVO(Ag(t))Hdtg/O \/m\/VC(AH(t))T@(L)VC(Ag(t))dt

\/i t
< | noowia

Var
Vi

O(w™ 7).

IN

g

we obtain a uniform bound

[ Aoy — A [|O(w™ T 3= 5) = O(w™%).

B.3 Covariances at initialization

In this section we compute and bound the expectations and variance of the NTK.

First, for any ng-dim vectors aq, ..., as,. and ny-dim vectors by, ...,bs,., we compute the mo-
ments E [a] A by - - ad, Ag, bsr] for Gaussian parameter vectors 1, ..., 0, with covariance
E [0k,i0m, ;] = 0ij Kim, where K is a positive 2r X 2r matrix.

To express this expectation, we need a few definitions:
Let P(2r) be the set of pairings p = {(i1,j1),- -, (ir, 4r)fon [27] :=1,...,2r.
For any 2r x 2r positive definite matrix K and p € P(2r), we define K, := []; ;e , Kij-

For any p, p’ € P(2r), the union p U p’ is defined as the smallest partition of [2r] such that every
block of p and p’ is contained in a block of p U p’. We write |p U p’| for the number of cycles in

pUp.

We can now express the covariance of the output matrices Ay, , . .., Ay, for correlated parameters
01, ...,0s using a technique similar to [19}[20]. In the rest of the section, a1, ..., as, denote any
ng-dim vectors and by, . . ., by, any ny-dim vectors.

Proposition 17. We have

E [a{ Ag, b1 - - al, Ag,, bay ]

L—-1
(&) pe+1) T T
= E Kp(l)"‘Kp(L) Hw‘p P | H ai aj H bz b]’.

P, pBeP(2r) £=1 (i,5)ep™ (i,5)epE—D
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Proof. We write
E [af Ag,b1 - ad.Ag, bar] =E [ai Wi+ Wiy -+ ad War 1 - - Way 10, ]

no nr

= § : T E : E|: (alail,LWLLﬂ-l,Lil,L—l U Wl’l,il,lil,()bl’il,o)
11,05---522r,0=1 11,050 t2r, L=1
X e X (azr,m,LW2r,L,z‘2r,Li2r,L718"'W2r,1,z‘27~,1izr,ob%z‘m,o)]
no nr L
= E : T E Ay " a2hi2r,Lb1,i1,o e b27‘77;27‘,0 H E [W1757i1,£i1,e—1 U WQT-,Z,im,eim,e—l] :
11,05+++,02r,0=1 91,Lyeeyt2r, L=1 /=1
By Wick’s formula

E [W1747i1,2i1,271 T W27‘)‘€77:27‘,2i27‘,271:| = Z H Kk?méik,lim,l6ik,£—lim,£—l7
pEP(2r) (kym)€p
which yields the claim. O

The cases r = 1 and r» = 2 will be of particular interest:
Corollary 18. We have
E [a] Ag,bia] Ag,bo] = Ki{yw™ 'af asb] by

L-1
T T T T _ 2 : 146 (o), (e—1)
E [al A01 blaz A92b2a3 A93b3a4 A04b4] = Kpp(l) e KPP(L—l) H w pr
pW . pE-1)e{1,2,3} =1
T T
X H a; aj H bz bj
(L.3)€p, 1) (6:3)€pL(L-1)

Proof. In the case r = 1, there is only one pairing of {1, 2}.

In the case r = 2, there are three pairings of {1,2,3,4}: p1 = {{1,2},{3,4}}, p2 = {{1,3},{2,4}}
and p3 = {{1,4},{2,3}}. It suffices to note that |px U p,| = 1 4 Ok and to apply the previous
proposition. O

The two first claims of Lemma|[T4] given by the following corollary.
Corollary 19. We have
E [G)(L)(albf,agbg)} =g2l2p, .. ~nL_1a{a2bfb2.
The above can be rewritten in term of matrices: for two ng X ny, matrices A and B, we have
E[0")(4,B)| = 0?20 - np 1 Tr [ABT]
The covariance can be bounded as follows:

Cov @(L)(albf,angT),Q(L)(agbg,a4b4T)]

L—1
_ 1446 _
_ U4L 4 2 : H w +0,(0),(e—1) H ClZTClj H blTbj

p(1)7 . 7p(l’fl) c {]_7 27 3} £=1 (is.j)EPP(l) (i’j)EPP(L—l)
30,k p® £1,p*) =1

< cottm4q?l3 [a?agagazl + a?agagazl + a{a4a2Ta3] [b{b2b§b4 + birbngTb4 + bF{b4b2Tb3]
and the equivalent matrix formulation is
Cov [0 (4, B), 0D (C, D)}
< cot 3 (T [ABTCDT] + Tr [ABTDC™] + Tr [ACTDB”] + Tr [ADTCB™))
+ ottt ([Te [ABT] T [CDT] + Tx [ACT] T [BD] + Tr [ADT] Tr [BCT]

+Tr [ADTBCT] 4 Tx [ACTBDT] ).
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Finally, we have

2 2
(L) _ (L) — (L) _ (L)
E [H@ E[@ }M _E[EA,B {(@ (A, B) E[@ (A,B)D H
< o™ PRy p [Tr [ABTAB"] + Tr [AB"BAT| + Tr [AA"BB”] + Tr [AB" AB™]]
+ ot AR, g [2Te [ABT) + T [AAT) Tr [BBT] + Tr [ABT BAT] + Tx [AAT BBT] |

4L74w2L73 [ 4L74w2L74 [

2 2 2 2 2 2
=co 2nony + nony + nonL} + co 2nong, + ngny, + nong + nOnL]

B.4 Spectrum bounds

Theorem 20. Let A be a m X n matrix with i.i.d. N(O, 02) entries. For all t > 0, with probability
t2
at least 1 — 2e™ =, it holds that

U(f\/ﬁf\/ﬁft) S )‘mln(A) S)\maa? (A) SO—(\/E+\/E+t)

Corollary 21. For random parameters = (W, ..., W1) with independent W, ~ N(0,02), for
2
all t > 0, it holds with probability at least 1 —2Le™ 2 that

146ll,, < (1 +t)o® (Vg + V) (4w) = (Vo + /) .

2\ 2 2
Proof. By Theorem , with probability greater than (1 — 26_7) >1—2Le~ = we have for all £

Well,, < o (V-1 + g +t),
where ng = wfor ¢ € {1,--- L — 1}. Hence

L

146l < IWLlgp - Il < o [T (VA + vie+8) < (8o [T (Ve + vine) -

=1 (=1

~

O

C Proofs for the Saddle-to-Saddle regime

In this section, we prove Theorem 4 of the main. Given a saddle ¥* = RI*~")(¢)) for ¢ a local
minimum in a width &k network, we want to describe the dynamics of gradient descent 6, (t) =
~(t,9* + b)), initialized close to ¥*. We shall consider ¥* = 0 for convenience, though the same
arguments could be applied for 9* = 0 We first show that as a — 0, ,,(t) converges to an escape
path which escapes along specific direction and speed. We then show that the escape paths which
escape at this speed are unique in some aspects.

C.1 Homogeneous Costs

We say that a cost H is k-homogeneous for an integer k& > 2 if H(af) = o* H(#) for all § and all
scalar o > 0. In our setting we are only interested in the case where [{ is a homogeneous polynomial,
more precisely we will study the £ = L homogeneous polynomial H () = Tr [G Ay] for a network
of depth L and some ny, X ng matrix G.

A useful property of gradient descent on a homogeneous cost is that

Lemma 22. Gradient descent on a k-homogeneous cost H satisfies
v (£, Azo) = My (A2, 20)
forall zg and all t > 0.

Proof. We simply need show that for all ¢ > 0, we have 17 (A27¥t, Azo) = v (£, 70), i.e. that the
path t — %fyH()\Z’kt, Axg) is the solution of gradient descent starting at xo. As needed, we have
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that

1 _ A
X“YH()\Z "0, Azo) = 3 %o = Zo

1 1
atxfyH(/\Q_kt, Azg) = —ANFVH (v (A%t Mag)) = —VH ()\WH(/\Q"%, )\J;O))
since \VH (\z) = \*VH (). O

The Escape Directions of the cost H are vectors p € S?~! such that VH(p) = sp for some
s € R which we call the escape speed. Gradient descent on [ starting along one of these direction
will remain along this direction (these paths are equal to 6(t) = pe * when k = 2 and 0(¢) =

p((k— 2)5(—t))7ﬁ when k > 2). When H(6) = 67 Af for some matrix A, the escape directions
are simply the eigenvectors of the Hessian of 2A.

An Optimal Escape Direction is an escape direction with the most negative speed s*. It is also the
minimizer of H restricted to the hypersphere S¢~!

=a H
p" = arg énggnl (p)-

The minimum is equal to H(p*) = % for a k-homogeneous H.

Under some conditions on the Hessian along the escape directions, one can guarantee that gradient
descent will escape along an optimal escape path:

Proposition 23. Assume that the optimal escape speed ) is negative and that for all escape directions
p which are not optimal, there is a vector v L p such that vI HH (p)v < AvTv. Let §) be the set of

points 0y such that the direction of gradient descent converges towards an optimal escape direction
,00)

ast — oo, Le limy_, o m = p. We have that S*=' \ Q) has Lebesgue measure zero.

Proof. Our proof is in two steps. We show that the set € contains the set ' of points 6y # 0 such that
gradient descent on the & = 1 homogeneous cost H () = H (H 0”> converges to a global minimum,
and then show that ' is dense in S?~1.

Note that both sets € and €’ satisfy 2 = af2 and ' = af)’ for any a > 0, we therefore only need
to show that Q' NS~ € QN S¥~!. Let us then assume that §, € ' N S?! (which implies that
0'(t) = v5(t,00) converges to an optimal escape direction p as t — oc) and show that the dynamics

0(t) = WH(t 6v) on the original cost aligns with the same escape direction. Let us first observe

)
that for 7 fo 16(s)||*~* ds the two functions ¢’ (7(t)) and % are equal. Indeed we have

(t) =
6'(T(0)) = 6y |Z§8§ 7 and their derivative take the form

(t) VHO() 00 TVH(O(t))

Mol = el o))

-~ oo (I |(|a)<i§||) )vma(t»
(400 o (I 9|(|’;)( §|) ) vH (HZ&)
00 (r(1)) = =V H(@ (r(1)) [0()]* "
T (I - W) va (IIZ:E:E%I)

Ast — T (where T' € R U {oo} is the time when 6(¢) diverges to infinity), 7(¢) — oo and hence
limy_, - % = limy_7 0'(7(t)) = p.

and
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Since the cost H (6) has only global minima and strict saddles, the points that converge to a saddle
have measure 0. First note that all spheres a.S?~! are invariant under gradient flow of the cost H (#)
and the critical points are the escape directions p (and their scaling ap for « > 1). The global
minima correspond to the fastest escape directions and the saddles corresponds to non-fastest escape
directions p, which are strict, since taking v such that vIHH (p)v < MvT v, we have

vIHH (p)v = vTHH (p)v — VC(p)T pvTv < 0.

C.1.1 Deep Linear Networks

For a depth L DLN and the homogeneous cost H(0) = Tr [GTAg] with SVD decomposition
G = USVT, the escape directions p are of the form

T T T
—=(Fuwy,_y, wp—wyp_y, ..., w10; )

VL

with speed s = +—F45. The optimal speed is — —f, where s; is the largest singular value of G.

L2 L2

Furthermore this loss satisfies the property required to ensure convergence along the fastest escape
path:

Lemma 24. For a network of depth L with w > 1, for any escape direction of the form

p = %(:I:uiwf_l,wL,wf_Q,...,wlv;[) with speed +—F-—% > ——35 the vector v =
L2 L2
(—uwwt _1,0,...,0,wivl) satisfies
5
vIHH (p)v < :I:LT;vTv.
2
Proof. We have vTHH (p)v = — 215 and +—izvTv = £ 2% as needed. O

L2 L; L 2

This guarantees that gradient flow will not escape along a non-optimal direction, but it does not
rule out the possibility that it converges to a saddle of the loss H(6) = Tr [GTAg] . Each non-zero
saddle 6* = (W7y,...,Wp) is technically proportional to an escape direction p with escape speed 0,
since VH (6*) = 0. For shallow networks these saddles are strict [26] and so they are almost surely
avoided, guaranteeing convergence in direction. For depth L = 3 we can apply Proposition [23|since
we have:

Lemma 25. Consider the cost H(0) = Tr [G Ag| for a rank min{ng, ny,} matrix G and a network

of depth L = 3 with w > 1. For any 0-speed escape direction p there is a vector v such that
vIHH (p)v < 0.

Proof. Since p # 0 there must a non-zero W1,Ws or W3. We separate the case Wa # 0 from W or
W3 is non-zero.

Case Wy # 0: let ug, vp be the largest singular vectors of G and 1, ¥; the largest singular vectors of
Wo, then v = (—iy07, 0, u197) satisfies

oI HH (p)v = —Tr [Guy o] Waiiqv] | = —s18; < 0.
Case W7 # 0 (the case W3 # 0 is similar): Let uy, v be the largest singular vectors of W1 G and b
be any unitary w-dim vector, then the parameters v = (0, bv! u;bT) satisfy
v HH (p)v = —Tr [Guib"bo] W1] = —s; < 0.
O

For L > 3 we were not able to prove that the saddles can be avoided with prob. 1, we therefore put it
as an assumption:

Assumption 26. For L > 3, we assume that the set of initializations which converge to a saddle of
the cost H(0) = Tr [G Ag| has measure 0.
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It can easily be proven that these saddles can be avoided with prob. at least % for a Gaussian

initialization for example, since P (H () < 0) = 2 at initialization (this follows from the fact that
H(Wq,...,W))=—-H(-Wh,...,Wp))).

Another motivation for this assumption is the fact that if the network is initialized with balanced
weights [2, 3], i.e. if WZTWg = Wg_lWZil for 1 < £ < L. Since the balancedness is conserved
during training, if gradient flow converges to a saddle, this saddle must be balanced. However the
only balanced saddle of H is the origin, which can only be approached along an escape direction p
with positive speed s > 0, which are avoided with prob. 1 by Proposition 23]

C.2 Approximately Homogeneous Costs

In the last section we gave a description of the escape paths of homogeneous costs H. To prove
the required results, we need to extend these results to more general cost functions, which in our
setting are only locally homogeneous around a saddle ¥*, i.e. the cost is of the form C(f) =
H(0 —9*) + e(0 — 9*) for a k-homogeneous cost H and a correction e whose m — 1 first derivatives
vanish at 0, for m > k. We call such costs (k, m)-approximately homogeneous. Note that in the
setting of interest, i.e. for the cost C'(A4y) and the saddle at the origin only the kL-th derivatives
are non-zero for k = 0,1,2, ..., we will hence be typically interested in costs which are (L, 2L)-
approximately homogeneous.

Since we are only interested in the local behaviour around the saddle ¥*, we may do a localization of
the cost. For any smooth cut-off function h which satisfies h(z) = 1if0 <z < 1,0 < h(z) < 1if
1 <z < 2and h(z) = 0 when z > 2, we define the localization C,. of the cost C' with radius r as

r

Co(8) = H(0 —9) + (6 — 9")h (”9_19> .

As before, for simplicity, we assume that 9* = 0. The correction e,.(z) = e(z)h (L ||z||) satisfies:

Lemma 27. Let h,e : Ry — R be as above. We have
||8fcC [eT]HOO =0 (Tmfk) , asrT— 0.

Proof. We have
k 1 k1 ko 1
k1+ko=k

Since 9%2h (L |z|)) = 0 whenever [|z| > 2R > 2r and [[0%2h (L |z])|| . = O (r~*2), while
|0k e(@)|| = O(fl|™**) we have

ot [etam (Gat)]| < ¥

1
ot e(wjoien (1ol )|
ki1+tko=k r
as claimed. O

o0

= 0@tk = 0 H),

C.3 Escape Cones

We will approximate locally homogeneous costs by homogeneous ones using the following approxi-
mation:

Lemma 28. For a cost C(z) = H(z) + e(x) where H(Az) = \FH (z) and ||Ve(z)|| < c|z|* for
some ¢ > 0, it holds that for all t > 0, there is a finite constant ¢, (t) such that

||7(;(0127kt,oz1:0) — v (a7 ", amg)| = H'yc(oﬂ*kt, amo) — avp(t, zo)|| < ci(t)a.

24



Proof. For any € > 0 such that ||vc (¢, 20)|| < € and ||yg (¢, 20)|| < €, we can bound how fast the
distance between the two paths increases

(ve(t, o) — vu(t, )"
ve (t zo) = va (t, zo) |l

O |vo(t o) = yu (t, o)l = — (VH (ve(t, wo)) + Ve (vo(t, 20)) — VH (va (¢, x0)))

< (Sup HH($)|OP> et zo0) =yt xo)|| + Ve (ve (t, o))l

llzll<e

S Clek72 ||'Yc(t71'0) - ’YH(t,Zlfo)H + Cek

where ¢1 = supj, <1 [[HH ()], Applying Gronwall’s inequality to A(t) =
o (t; o) — yar (t, xo)|| + &€ (such that 9, A(t) < c1e¥ 72 A(t)) we obtain

e (t.20) =y (tzo)| + € = A(r) < A(0)e ™t = Z e
Cc1 C1
hence [|yc(t, x0) — v (t zo)|| < £626C15k72t for all times ¢ such that for all s < ¢, we have
7o (s, xo)|| < eand [y (s, zo)l| < e 0

We define the e-Escape Cone as the set C. = {9 : ﬁfg < ST*E} for the optimal escape speed s*.

In the neighbourhood of the origin the escape cone has the following properties

Proposition 29. For all e small enough there is a r > 0 such that
1. for any point 0 on the boundary of the cone C. with ||0|| < r, gradient flow at 0 points
inside the cone, i.e. denoting by n the normal at 0 pointing outside of the cone, we have
-vo(@)n <o.

2. for any point 0 inside the cone with ||0]| < r, we have ||0]|* ™" (s* — €) < VC’(O)THZ%H <
1017 (s* + 2e).

3. Let Oy € C. and ||60p]| < 7, let T be the time when ||yc(t,60)|| = r. When k = 2 we have
foralltime 0 <t <T

160]| €= "2 < Jly(2,60)|| < [|6o]| e~

and when k # 2 we have for all time 0 <t < T

1 1

1001772 + (e = 25" +208] 77 < (e, 00) ] < 106l + (= 2)(5" = )]

Proof. Choose

ian(p):S*Jre

r =r(e) = min

VH () BYH ()} [
N i

CSUP K (p)=s*+e {\/ VH (p)" P,VH (p

(1) Let 6 be on the boundary of the cone, i.e. ﬂ{e(lf,f =H ( Hi\l) = s* + ¢, the normal pointing inside

the cone is equal (up to a positive scaling) to

0 0 1 007 0 Py
=wott (57 ) == (551 ) a7 72~ 2 | = =¥ (g7
N 191 el [ el VAL
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s . . .
where Py = {I d— HGQGT} is the orthogonal projection to the tangent space of S~ at ﬁ. We then
have that

T T
(veH(‘”) (V@) =~V (g0 ) or (-VHE) - V(o)

1ol"
_ 9 \" 9 0\ P
= |6)" ' vH () Py;VH <>+VH <) —Ve(h)
9] ian) FVE 1) Tl

> o), wt {VH () BV (p)}

_ ﬁ\/VH (0)" P,VH (p) | Ve(0)]|

> o), wi {VH () BV (o)}

—elel s {VVHE) R ()]
H(p)=s*+¢
infr(py—sx 4 { VH(p)" P,VH(p)}

which is positive since [|0]| < r(e€) < .
p H || ( ) csupH(p):S*_H{ VH(p)TPpVH(p)}

(2) Let 6 € C, then

vC(9)'o = 8AH()\9)‘/\:1 +(Ve(0)" 0

< kH(0) + c |j0]*+

0
— ko H <wn> T e]o)+?

< k01" (s +e+clol?)
< k[l6]]" (s* + 2¢)
where we used that [|0]|” < 72 < ¢. In the other direction we obtain

vC(9)'o = 8AH()\0)‘ +(Ve®)" 6

A=1
> kH(6) - c]0]"*
k 0 k
= k1ol () el
> k0" (s +cl0l®)
> k6] (s* =€)
(3) Applying Gronwall’s inequality (generalized to polynomial bounds), we have
k
o 0]* = —2vC(0)70 < e (11017 -
O

Putting it all together, this allows to guarantee that with prob. 1 over the initialization gradient flow
escapes along a path §! which escapes the saddle at a specific speed:

Proposition 30. Let 0,,(t) = vo(t, aby) for all t > 0. With prob. 1 over initialization (and under
Assumption 26| when L > 3) there is a time horizon t., that tends to oo as o — 0 and a path
(01 (t))1er such that for all t € R, limy_0 04 (th + t) = 01(t). Furthermore, for all € > 0 there
exists T' such that:

26



(1) Shallow networks: e~ (8" +26)(T+1) < H91(t)|| < e (8" =a(T+1),

(2) Deep networks: (L — 2)(s* +2€)(T + )] 7= < ||0*(1)|| < [(L — 2)(s* — &)(T + )] 7.

Proof. We consider the gradient flow path 0, (t) = vz (¢, aby) on the k-homogeneous cost H. With
W — % as t — 00, so that for all
€ > 0, there is a to such that f,—; (to) is in the inside of the escape cone C., and more generally by
Lemma 22| we have 0, (o~ (F=2tq) = ab; (tg) € C.. Lemmal|28|then shows that there exists oy > 0
such that for all o < v, it holds that 6, (o= (“=2)tg) € C,.

prob. 1 (and under Assumptionwhen L > 3), we have

By Proposition [29] once the gradient flow path is inside C,, it cannot leave the escape cone until
the norm |0, ()| is larger than some radius r. We define the time horizon t! as the time such that
|0a(tL)|| = % and define the escape path 6' as the limit 6*(¢) = lima—0 6o (£}, + t). One can see
that t, +t > a~(E=2)t, for any ¢ < 0, thus it holds that §*(¢) € C. since for a small enough «, we
have 0(tL, +t) € C.. Propositionthen implies the escape rates for deep and shallow networks.

O

C.4 Optimal Escape Paths

In this section, we give a description for the optimal escape paths at the origin.

C.4.1 Shallow Networks

For shallow networks, the loss around the saddle at the origin is approximately 2-homogeneous, i.e.
of the form C'(z) = H(z) + e(x) for a 2-homogeneous polynomial H and a e(z) with vanishing
first m — 1 derivatives, where m > 2. There is a direct correspondence between the escape paths of
the cost C' and its localization C,., we will therefore study the escape paths of C,..

We will need the following norm on paths. Let 3 > 0 and define the weight function w : t — e~ 25,
We define the norm:

IMQ:/mme@wﬁ

— 00

Before we continue let us state a few useful properties of the scalar product (-, -),

Lemma 31. For any differentiable x,y with ||z||,, , ||ly||,, < oo, we have

1. <I7y>w = 2B <‘T7y>w - <’I7y>w
2. (w, &), = Bl
3. Jlzlly, < 5l

Proof. We obtain 1. by the product rule for integration:

@i, = | " w(t) (@) (1)t

— 00

= [ a0 o) v - [ wwita

=20 (:my)w - <i7y>w :
Taking x = y we get 2. Finally, 3. follows from

, 1, . 1
zll,, = (. %), < < 2]l

B Yo B

w "
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Our goal is to describe the escape paths of the critical point at the origin. They correspond to the

fixpoints of the map

Q,(x)=t— (1—n)x— 77/_ VC,(x(t))dt

for 0 < 1 < 1. With the right choice of 3, r and 7 the map ®,, is a contraction

Lemma 32. Let C = H + e be a (2, m)-approximately homogeneous loss where H is a polynomial.
For any 8 > |s*|, and r,n > 0 small enough, the map ®,, is a contraction, that is for all paths x, y,

18,60 - 8y, < (1- 2 [1- =G o,

Proof. We will show that
[9,60) = @)1 = (1= o) +n [ (9, a) - C, ot
==’z -yl

w2u(t =) (o= [ V6, e0) - VO, (o) ar)

2

2

w

w

+ 7 N VO (x(t)) — VO (y(t))] di
< @ =n?llz -yl
Foq =) =
+772”H5;”°°|| 2
~ (1= 2 1= =T o) ) e -
for some « > 0. Choosing 7 small enough, we have ||<I>n(a:)—<1>n(y)||fu

(1=n1—=%=]) o -yl

The bound on the last term follows from point (3) of Lemma
|[ v - ve,wona e g -
—00

To bound the second term, we used the fact that for all ¢, VC,(z(t)) — VC,.(y(t))
HC,(2(t)) (x(t) — y(t)) for some z(t) somewhere on the segment [z(t), y(t)]. We then have

<x o[ VOl - V) dt> _ <x i [ HO0) o) - y(0) ‘“>w

< IHC, [

< % IVC, (z) — VC ()],

w

||w :

IN

<x —y, HH/ )dt> + <a: - y/ He,(2()) ((t) — y(t)) dt>w

>g</ (z(t) — dtHH/ )dt> —llz = wll, /Her

@) dt|| —llz—yll, HHer( @) () =yl

w
m—2

s* 2
2 Enx_ynw_ 5 Hx_wa
*

28

(x(t) —y(t)) dt

w



where we used the fact that for any z, point (1) of Lemma[31]tells us that

<z ’HH/ dt> 28 </_OO z(t)dt,”HH/_oo z(t)dt> - </_Oo z(t)dt,Hz>

which by the symmetry of HH implies that <z HH f dt> =
B[ ot HH [ dQ. 0

We have the following bijection between gradient flow paths on the costs C(x) = H(x) + e(x) and
H(x):

Proposition 33. For 5 > |s*|, let F¢ {mi] (resp. Frr [ } ) be the set of gradient flow paths on
the cost C(x) = H(x) + e(x) (resp. H(x)) such that ||z(t)|| = (e%t) ast — —oo. There is a

unique bijection ¥ : F¢ [%] — Fu [%] such that ||z(t) — W (z)(t)|| = O(ef?).

Proof. Ttis readily seen that there is a bijection ¥,. between F¢ [%} and F¢, [%} such that
z(t) = r(2)(@)]| = O(0).

To show the bijection between F¢, [—_]

} we iterate ®,, from a path x € Fp to

obtain a gradient flow path of C'.. By Lemma@we know that for small enough r,n > 0, ®, is a
contraction w.r.t. the norm ||-|| ,. We now need to ensure that ||z — @, ()|, is finite:

m+/ VC,.(

<n x+/ VH(x(t))dt

[ = @y ()

+77H/ Ve, (z

<0+ 5 IVer@ll,
m—1
<0 \nw Ik

which is finite since ||z(¢)||™ " = O(e=*"*) and 8 > |s*|.

28||z+[_ o VCr(z(t))dt]]

5% Frorm—2

Let R = = then for any y with ||z — y||,, < R, we have

[ = @y (W), < llz =Py (2)]l,, + @ (2) = Py ()]l

a:—/ fa L 72]{ —s* —|—f~£2rm_2})R

In other terms, @, is a contraction in the ball B(z, R). There is hence a unique fixpoint Z in B(z, R)
which we define to be the image W(x), note that we can obtain = from 7 by iterating the map ®;,

<n

which maps paths x to paths ¢ — (1 —n)x —n ffoo V H (z(t))dt starting from Z to obtain a unique
gradient flow path x of C,. at a finite ||-||,, distance (ensuring we recover ).
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Finally since z and & = WU,.(z) are gradient flow paths of costs H and C, respectively, with
|z — z[|,, < R, we have

2(t) — 3( ||H/ VH(z dsf/OOVOT(fc(s))ds
gH/ (VO (w(s)) — VO, (i(s)))ds H/ Ve (z

t
< IHC, \// 5) lw(s) — &(s)[? ds \// ds+/£3/ lz(s) ™ ds

< ||HC. —
S IHC e =l s+ 0
which ensures that ||z(t) — Z(t)|| = O(eP*) as t — —oc. This also ensures that ||Z(¢)| = (emﬁ Tt
sothat x € Fg¢, [mi_l] 0

C.4.2 Deep Networks

For deep networks, the saddle at the origin has its first L — 1 derivatives equal to zero, leading to a
polynomial escape rate instead of the exponential rate in shallow networks. We can show a similar
bijection between fast escaping paths, using a similar technique but with the norm

0
[Erae =/ (=) ||lz(t)|? dt.

— 00
This norm satisfies

Lemma 34. For weights w(t) = (—t)? and any differentiable x,y with 2l —eye > 1yll—4ys < 00,
we have

L. <$7 —f?J)(,t)B = (5 + 1) <xvy>(7t)/3 - (—ta%,y>(7t)g.
2. ﬁ <£L’, —t.’b>(_t)5 - ||xH?_t)ﬁ

3. |2ll_yye < gz 1=t _pys-
Proof. We obtain (1) by the product rule for integration:

0
(i, ~tg),0 = / (=) (t)g(t)dt

— 00

0

0
=0x(0)y(0)+[ (ﬂ+1)(—t)ﬁx(t)y(t)dt—/ (=) i (t)y(t)dt

— 00

=(B+1) <5E,y>(_t)ﬂ - <_ti'7y>(_t)6 .

Taking x = y we get (2). Finally (3) follows from

2 . 2 .
#][(_ys = 311 (T, —td) _ys < 511 2l —eye 1=t (—4ye -
O

Roughly speaking, the functions with finite |-[| _;)s norm are those that decay faster than (—t)_%,

since the function y(t) = (—t)~* for some a > 0 has finite norm ||y\|?7t)ﬁ = f?oo(—t)ﬁ_zadt,
whenever av > %

We will also need the following Lemma:
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Lemma 35. Let H be a k-homogeneous polynomial, then

IVH (@) = VHW)| < k| Hlly 2 = ol Y ol ">

=0

for |H||, = max.ega—1 [H(2)].

Proof. This is a consequence of Banach’s Theorem [6} [13]] for the spectral norm of symmetric tensors.

Indeed any k-homogeneous polynomial H can be written as
Hz)=T-2°* =T - (2@ - ®x)

for some symmetric tensor 7" and for the tensor product ® and scalar product - on tensors. We hence
have

|VH(z) — VH(y)|| = max kT - [U ® <x®<k—1> _ y®(k—1)>}

vesd—1

k—2
= max kT - [v@(z—y) @Y 2% gy®k-279
vesaT! =0
o ®1 ®R(k—2—1)
k—2— r—y z Yy
<klz -yl Z )" 1yl ‘ ( ® = ® — ® g
=0 =yl zll” |yl
k—2
k—2—
<klle— ol S el Il l(max T. z®k)
1=0
k—2 ) )
_ k‘ _ 7 k—2—1 H )
[E: yll;l\wll Iy max, H(2)

Banach’s Theorem [6} [13]] was applied in the second bound from line 3 to line 4 in the above. [

Let C(z) = H(x) + e(x), and C(x) = H(x) + h(%)e(x). The escape paths of the flow C,
correspond to fixpoints of the map

2) =t —/_ VO, (2(s))ds

Proposition 36. For a (k, m)-approximately homogeneous cost C(x) = H(z) + e(x) with m >
2k — 2, then forany B s.t. 1 < < 27”,;7_3]2“"'4 and any ¢ > zkgj_ll) |H|| ., there is a bijection
U between the sets Fc|f, c| and Fy |8, c] of gradient flow paths of the cost C and H such that
lz(®)] < (—ct)_ﬁ. For each x € FolfB, ],V (x) € FolB, ] is the unique C,. path such that

lz(t) =¥ (2) (¥)|| = O ((— )~ = ) (and vice-versa).

Proof. Again we can easily obtain a bijection between the fast escaping paths F¢ and F¢,. of the
costs C' and C). respectively, we therefore only need to show the bijection between F¢, and Fpy.

Let x € Fpy, then ||z(t)] < (—ct)*ﬁ . There is a small enough r such that @ is a contraction over
the set of paths {y : ||z — yl|_;s < oo}
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() - B(y)]] ﬂ—H/ VC, ((s)) — VO, (y(s))ds

(=07

< 717 -0, @) = V)l oy
g 1=t (VH@) = VH@ s + 5 = (Terle) = Terly) |y

2k (|| H]| . + rr™F) S iy ki
< 20 —tllz =yl Y Tyl
=0

1 (=)?
2k (|| Hl| o + Kr™ ") H k=2
< & —t||z — k—1)(—ct) *=2
< 511 [ = yll (k= 1)(=ct) o
2k(k — 1)(|[H| o + £r™ ")
= 2 =yl —ys
(B+1)e
m—k
and Qk(k_l)(y;llf)“jm ) < 1 for a small enough r, since ¢ > 72k(k;2‘1|HH°°
We now need to show that ||z — ®(z)|| < oo, we know z(t) = — ffoo V H (x(s))ds, then

t
w@um4wow/ Ve, (x(s))ds
(—t)?

|~V @) s

- B +1

< 57 [t
ﬁ+ 1 —1)?
2cm ! 1ol

< — E—2

- 6 +1 (—t)®

o=

ﬁ+ 1 (=t)8

which is finite since — =71 > % (we assumed 8 < 2344,

This implies the existence and uniqueness of a gradient flow path Z of C; at a finite [[-|| _, s distance.
This path satisfies

[x(t) = 2(6)]| =

’/_too (VH(x(s)) = VC(3(5))) ds

< H / " (VO ((s)) — VO, (3(s))) ds

H/
\// )02 |V O (2(s)) — ENI ds\// B 2d5+k/_toox(s)||mlds

<= Cr(x) — VC’,(%))H( )8 (—t ) = [ (_3)—75:21 ds
ZMk—lmuww+nwhm T
- (B+1)c l|lz — yH(_t)ﬁ (—t)” BN + k¢ m2 (715)1 =

Since B < 23844 we have (—t)l_rl%21 =0 ((—t)_%> as ¢ — —oo, which implies that

o) = 2(0)] = 0 ((~)~ "),

There cannot be another path ' of C, such that ||z(t) — Z'(¢)|| = O ((—t)’%), as then

[# —@'[|_4)s < oo and Z is the unique path of C;. at a finite [|-|| _, s distance. O
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C.5 Proof of the Theorem

‘We have now all the tools to prove Theorem 4:

Theorem 37 (Theorem 4 of Main Text). Assume that the largest singular value s1 of the gradient
at the origin VC(0) € R™*"0 has multiplicity 1, furthermore if L > 3 assume that Assumption

holds. With probability 1 over the sampling of the direction py € STtw~1, there is a path
01(t) € RPrw with limy_, o, 01(t) = 9° and some t}, such that lim,_,o 0, (t%, +1t) = 01(t). The
path 01 converges to a critical point 9* as t — 4oo0.

Furthermore, there is a unique and deterministic path ' : R — RF2.1 in the space of DLN of width
1 and a random rotation R such that * = RI(=) (91).

Proof. From Proposition we know that with prob. 1 there is a time horizon ¢}, and an escape path
such that lim,_,0 0, (tL, +t) = 6'(t) which for any ¢ > 0 escapes the origin at a rate of at least

(8" ) for shallow networks and [(k — 2)(s* + e)t]ﬁ for deep networks.

Since the loss C™V¥ is (L, 2.L)-approximately homogeneous, we can apply Proposition [33|for shallow
networks and Propositionfor deep networks to obtain that #' must be in bijection with an escape
path of the homogeneous loss H of the same speed. For small enough € the only escape path of H of

at least this speed are of the form p*e®” (“+7) for shallow networks and p* ((k — 1)s*(—t — T))7ﬁ
for some constant 7" and an optimal escape direction p*. We therefore call §! an optimal escape path
since it belongs to the unique set of paths which escape at an optimal speed and are in bijection to the
optimal escape directions.

Assuming that the largest singular value of s; of VC/(0) has multiplicity 1, with singular vectors
u1,v1, the optimal escape directions are of the form

1
p* = RIVY (p*) = —=RI=) (—of [1,...,1,u1)

VL

for any rotation R. In the width 1 network, there is an optimal escape path 6" corresponding to the
escape direction p*, then by the unicity of the bijection of Proposition@ (shallow) and @] (deep),

the escape path RI('~%) (") is the unique optimal escape path escaping along RI('~%) (p*),asa
result, we know that ' = RI('=*) (") for some rotation R. O

C.6 Diagonal Initialization and Escape Rates

Let us consider the MSE cost C(A) = |AX — Y||§7 with diagonal input matrix X =
diag (1, ..., ) and diagonal output matrix Y = diag (y1, ..., Y ) (more generally one could
consider the case where the input and output covariances have the same eigenvectors, but it is the
same up to some orthogonal matrices). For diagonal weight matrices of the linear network, the loss is

equal to
w

C(Ay) = Z(WL,ii W — )2
i=1
If the network is initialized diagonally, it will remain diagonal throughout training and the dynamics
along each diagonal entries ¢ are independent. In other terms, it is equivalent to training w networks
of width 1 independently. For width 1 networks, Conjecture 3 follows from Theorem 4 (since there
can only be one escape path).

Let us consider the loss of the i-th coordinate
Cv) = (v -+ v1 X4 — Yi)?

for scalars vy, ..., v. At the origin, the escape directions are of the form p = (o1,...,0r,) with
oe € {+1,—1} with [Joy = —sign(X;;Yi;). The corresponding optimal escape paths are of the
form 0(t) = d(t)(o1, ..., o) for a unique d;(t) (up to a time change d’(t) = d(T + t), we choose
T such that d(0) = —=, so that [|§(0)|| = r) since the subspace Rp is invariant. If the networks
is initialized as ap, then 6, (t) = d(t — t.)(o1,...,0r) where the escape time t., must satisfy
d(—tl) = a.
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For shallow networks the optimal escape speed is s* = —X;;Y;;, we know from Proposition [33|that

d(t) = ce=*"t + O(eP?) for some B > |s*| which 1mp11es that t! ~ ¢ + Xlofja

For deep networks the optimal speed is s* = —XiY4 and we know from Proposition that d(t) =
L 2

(L —2)s*(—t)) T2 +0 ((—t)—%) which implies that £} ~ ¢ + g{i;j) d+ = 22 ;L;)

C.7 Technical Lemmas

We need a generalization of Gronwall’s inequality for polynomial bounds.
Lemma 38. Let x(t) satisfy

Orx(t) < cx(t)?,
for some ¢ > 0 and o« > 1 then

1

z(t) < [2(0)' 7 —c(a —1)t] 7.

Proof. Note that the function y(t) = [2(0)' = + ¢(1 — a)t] TFT satisfies (for all £ < g”(((;) )

1
l1—«

. |

dy(t) = c(1 — ) [2(0)'™ —c(a—1)t] T =cy(t)™

Our goal is to show that w.r.t. to the evolution of the pair (x(¢), y(t)), the region {(z,y) : < y} is
forward invariant (i.e. if x(t) < y(t) then 2(s) < y(s) for all s > t). This follows from the fact that
on the boundary (i.e. when x(t) = y(t)) we have

O (t) — Opy(t) < ca(t)” — cy(t)* =0
which implies that the flow points towards the inside of {(x,y) : z < y}. O

D L, regularization

A DLN defines a map between parameters and matrices: 6 := (Wp, ..., W1) — Ap : W ... W7.
The following lemma defines an important right-inverse of this map, which sends a matrix A to the
minimal norm parameters which encode A. In this section, we always assume that the DNL has large
enough widths (i.e. ny > min(ng, nr)).

Lemma 39. There is a continuous map V : A — 0 such that Ay () = A and |w(A)|? =L IAll7
with p = 2/L. Furthermore for any parameters 0 s.t. Ag = A, we have ||0||° > L 1Al

Proof. Let A be anyp X ng matrix, and let A = USVT be its singular value decomposition and
(815 -+ s Smin(ny,no)) be its singular values. The parameters W(A) are given by

U(A) = (S%VT,S%,...,S%,US%).

It is obvious that Ay (4) = A and that W is a continuous map. Also, note that the L? norm of the
parameters in U(A) = (Wy,...,Wp) is equal to Zle Tr (W;W), and that fori = 1,..., L,

2

we have Tr (W,W]) = Y. sf = = || A|7" ), - Hence the map ¥ satifies the following equality:
2
@ (A" = L All,-

It remains to prove that for any parameters 6 s.t. Ay = A, [|0]|> > L [ A||} holds. Let us consider a

minimizer of [|0]|> = S5, Tr (W; W) over the set of parameters § = (W, ..., W) s.t. Ag = A.
Given such minimum (W7y,..., Wp),if (dW1,...,dWy) is such that

S Wi WedW,Weoy ... Wy =0 2)
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(i.e. at first order in €, (W1 + edW7) ... (Wg + edW) = A), then one should have

> T (W aw] = o. 3)
L

For any ¢ = 2,...,L, any square matrix M of size ny_1, the Equation (2) is satisfied for
dWp = 0,...,dWyp1 = 0,dWy = WM, dWy_y = —MWy_1,dWy_g = 0,...,dW; = 0.
Using Equation (3) and the cyclicity of the trace, we obtain

Tr (W) W,M] = Tr (W W/ M],

and thus forany ¢ = 2,..., L, W' W, = W,_; W[ ,. This implies that the singular value decompo-
sition of W, = UZSKVZT must satisfy,

VZS?VZT = UZflszgferTfl

for =2,...,L,V, = Uy and S} S; = S¢—15}_,. In particular, using the fact that Wp, ... W; =

A, this implies that the diagonal terms of Sy are, up to possibly null terms, equal to those of ST.In
particular, the norm of the parameters is

L T
161 = 3" T (W,W]) = LT ((si) si) — LA
=1

This proves that all minimizers have the same norm L HAHZ, hence for any parameters 6 s.t. Ag = A,
we have [|0]* > L || A|l%. O

Using this lemma, we can now prove the following:
Proposition 40 (Proposition 5 of Main Text). For a network of depth L with large enough widths
(i.e. ny > min{ng, nr}) and any cost C, we have for p = %

min C(4p) + A 16]> = min C(A4) + AL [ [

Proof. Consider the minimal value of C'(Ag) + A [|0||>. Using the fact that [|0]|> > [|¥(A4)|%, one
can restrict the minimization over the set of parameters {¥(A), A € My, xn, } Where My, xp, is
the set of nz, x ng matrices. Since Ay (4) = A, we get:

min C(4p) + A 6] = min C(A) + A W (A)[?.
We conclude using the fact that | ¥(A)||* = L ||A||§ with p = 2/L. O

D.1 Shallow Networks

The nuclear norm is given by ||A||, = Tr [S] where S is given by the SVD decomposition A =
USVT. 1tis the dual of the operator norm: || A||, = max)p <1 Tr [BTA].

The nuclear norm is not differentiable everywhere, but it is convex which allows us to study its
subgradients. Recall that, given a convex function F on matrices, a matrix G is a subgradient of F' at
A if and only if for any matrix A’ the following inequality holds:

F(A") > F(A)+Tr [GT(A' — 4)].

This notion generalizes that of gradient for convex functions: if F' is differentiable at A, V F' is the
unique subgradient of F' at A. The notion of subgradient is linear, in the sense that if 3} and F; are
two convex functions and if Gy, resp. Glo, is a subgradient of F7, resp. Fb, at A, then aG1 + G is a
subgradient of aF + S F5. Note that A is a minimum of F if and only if the 0 matrix is a subgradient
of F at A.
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Lemma 41. For a convex cost C on ny, X ng matrices, the subgradient of A — C(A) + M || 4], at
A are of the form G = VC(A) + AG where G satisfies

Tr[éTA}:HAH* and HG <1.

op

A point A is a global minimum of A — C(A) + A || A, iff
Tr [VO(A)"A] = =X |All,, and  |VC(A),, <A

op —

Proof. (1) By the duality property of the nuclear norm and the operator norm, we have that any G
< 1landTr [C;'TA} = ||A||, is a subgradient since for all A’

which satisfy HG

op

|A|. = sup Tr[BA]>Tr [GA’] =Tr [G(A/ - A)} A,
1B, <1

Now let us show that all subgradients G at A must satisfy these two properties. Let us first show that

H@ < 1. Take u, v of norm 1 such that v” G = Hé then for the matrix A’ = (|| A||, + 1)uvT
op op
we have
L=l A7, = [l
> Tr [GT (A — A)]
. G
- HG‘ Al +1—Tr | -——A
° |
op
> Al +1-nan).
Knowing Hé < 1, we have both
op

Tr [GA} < sup Tr[BA] = |A|"
1B, <1
and taking A’ =0

0> A" - Tr {éA} .

(2) A matrix A is a global minimum of the regularized cost if and only if the zero matrix 0 is a
subgradient at A. Equivalently, —+ VC(A) must be a subgradient of |-||, at A, thus we obtain that A
is a global minimum if and only if:

Tr [VC(A)TA] = =X||A],, and [[VC(A),, <A

op —

O

We can now show that all critical points of the loss surface of shallow linear networks (L = 2) with
Ly-regularization are either global minimas or strict saddles. Let us consider a shallow linear network
for which the size of the hidden layer n; is larger than min{ng, ns}.

Proposition 42 (Proposition 6 of Main Text). Let C be a convex and differentiable cost on matrices

and let A\ > 0. The critical points of the loss CQ(A),\N) 0 — C(Ag) + M6|)? are either strict
saddles or global minima. Furthermore if 0* is a global minimum, then Ay~ is a global minimum of

cgjh) : A C(A) + 21 ||A]],.

Proof. Let 0* be a critical point of the loss C:E’]X\N) : 0 — C(Ag) + A||0])°. In particular, it should
be a critical point of the L loss restricted to the manifold of parameters such that Ay = Ag-: these
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have been studied in the proof of Lemma@} where we shown, using the same notations, that for
any ¥ = 2,..., L, WZTWZ = Wg_1W£1. For shallow networks, the fact that W2TW2 =W WlT
implies that W7, W5 and Ay have the same rank & and that W7 and W5 have the same singular values,

equal to the squared root of the singular value of Ay. The critical points 6* of C;ZXN) therefore take
the form 6* = (U1 S VT USz U{') where U, V, S are given by the (compact) SVD decomposition
Ay = USVT (with S a k x k diagonal matrix) and U; satisfies U{ Uy = Ij.

The gradient of C;XN) with respect to W5 is computed by considering a small perturbation dWs:

C(Aw, wasaws)) + A [TY(WITWQ +Tr ((W2 +dWs)T (Wa + dWQ))}
is at first order equal to
C (Ag) + ATr [VC(Ag)TdWo W1 ] + 2XTr (W dWs5]
where 6 = (W7, W5). Hence the gradient with respect to W5 is equal to
O, CSNY(0) = VO (Ag) W + 22Ws.

Using the criticality property of 0* = (U152 VT, USzUT) for the loss Cé,]\)]\N), ow, [Céﬁ(m} 0) =

0, hence we get:
VC(Ag)V (ST) " UT + 22U 83 UT = 0.
Multiplying on the right by U;.5 zU7 and taking the trace, using the cyclicity of the trace, we obtain:
0="Tr [VC(AQ)TAQ] + 2A ||A9||* .

We have thus proven that for all critical points 6, the matrix Ay satisfies the first of the two criteria of
Lemma [41]to be a global minimum of A — C(A) + 2X[|Al|,. We now proceed to a case-by-case
analysis:

1. If the network is full rank, i.e. ¥ = min{ng, n2}, we consider the case k = nz so that V
is a na X mo orthogonal matrix, we therefore have VC(A4p) = 2\U VT which implies that
[VC(Ap)ll,, = 2A so that it is a global minimum. The case k = n; follows from the same

argument but starting from Oy, CQ(f\)[\N) (#) = 0 (instead of O, CSXN) (0) = 0).

2. If k < min{ng,n2} and |[VC(Ay)]|,, < 2A, then § is a global minimum and we are done.

llop
3. If k < min{ng,n2} and [[VC(4y)[,, > 2\, we have to show that 6 is a non-
degenerate critical point. Since [|[VC/(Ap)l|,, > 22, there are unit vectors u, v such that

uTVCO(Ag)v > 2, and since k < min{ng,ns} < n; there is a unit vector w € R™ s.t.

U{w = 0 which implies that w” W = 0 and Wow = 0. We can now identify a direction ¥

along which the Hessian is negative: choosing the parameters ¥ = (wv?, —uw®), we have

35 [C(A9) + A1) [0, 9]
=Tr [-2VC(A4g)vw wu”]
+ HC(Ap) [uw™ Wy — Wowov™  uww” Wy — Wawo™| + 2X 191>
= 2uTVCO(Ag)v +0+4X < 0.

To finish, we need to prove that if 6* is a global minimum, then Ay~ is a global minimum of Cgc/\h).

Since 6* is a global minimum of CJ'Y, it minimize the Ly norm among the parameters 6 such that
Ag = Ag~. By Lemma this implies that C)'3 (6*) = Cgc/\h) (Ag-) and thus, using the same
lemma, for any matrix A,
Sch Sch * Sch
O (A4) = O (Away) = O3 (U(A)) = G (07) = O3 (As1).

This proves that Ay~ is a global minimum of C’{SQ(i\h). O
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D.2 Deep Networks

In order to study local minima in the case of DLN, we use both Lemma [39and the following lemma:

Lemma 43. Let i) : R” — R™ and C : R™ — R be two continuous functions. For any x € R", if
Y(x) is a local minimum of C, then x is a local minimum of C o 1.

Proof. Letx € R™ such that ¢)(x) is alocal minimum of C': ) (x) is a global minimum of C restricted
to a small enough ball B(¢)(x), d1). By continuity of 1), there exists a small ball B(z, d2) such that
P(B(z,d2)) C B(y(x),d1), and thus, z is a global minimum of C' o ¢ restricted to B(z, d2). In
particular, x is a local minimum of C' o ).

Using Lemma |[39|and its proof, we have now the following correspondence between local minimas of
both losses CéJX\N) and Cz(aicf ),
Proposition 44 (Proposition 7 of Main Text). Let C' be a convex and differentiable cost on matrices,

let L>2,A>0andp = % If 0* is a local minimum ofC'(L]’V)\N), then Ay~ is a local minimum of

CZ()S/\CS . Conversely, given a local minimum A* of C’;S)\Cf) with SVD decomposition A* = USVT

and rank k , for any rotation R of the width-w network parameters
o* = RIF—w) (Us%,s%, S%VT) ,
describes a local minimum ofC'g’\&N) with Ag« = A*.

Proof. Note that the maps F : § — Ag and ¥ : A — U(A) are both continuous; as an application
of Lemma43] we obtain that if Ag- is a local minimum of C then 6* is a local minimum of C(A.),
and that if W(A) is a local minimum of C(A.), then A is a local minimum of C' o Ay (). Since
B — Ay(p,) is the identity map, we get the following correspondence between local minima: Ag- is
a local minimum of C if and only if #* is a local minimum of C'(A.).

Besides, if 6* is a local minimum of C'(A.), as already seen previously, it should be a critical point of
the Lo loss restricted to the manifold of parameters such that Ay = Ay-: these have been studied
in the proof of Lemma where we shown, using the same notations, that for any ¢ = 2,..., L,
WEIW, = W,_1W[ . This implies the expression of the minima given in the proposition. O

Now we will show that at least some of these local minimas are good approximations of minimal rank
solutions in arg min 4¢ g, Rank(A) where S¢ = arg ming C(B) is the space of global minimizers
of C. The key lemma is:

Lemma 45. Let 0 < p < 1, A > 0 and k < min{ng,ny}. If A is a local minimizer of the cost

C (SCh) restricted to the set of matrices of rank less or equal to k, it is a local minimizer of the

Sch)

non-restricted cost C’ on the space of all matrices.

Proof. This is a simple consequence of the fact that if p < 1, -4 @ o= &P = +oo: adding a singular
value, hence increasing the rank of a matrix, can not locally be compensated by the infinitesimal gain
in the (differentiable) cost C. [
Proposition 46 (Proposition 8 of Main Text). For all p < 1, there is a sequence BT, B3, ... where
By is a local minimum ofC'( Y )for Ak \y 0 such that limy,_, . Bj, is a minimal rank solution.

Proof. Let S = argmingeg, Rank(A) be the set of minimal rank solutions, and let k* their
common rank. For any integer i, let M, be the set of global minimizers of the cost C (5 c ) restricted
to the set of matrices of rank less or equal to £*. From the previous lemma, all matrlces A € M, are

also local minima of the (non-restricted) cost C Sljh Furthermore, for any A € M,, C’psljfl (4) <

min-c gz C(SCh) (A*) hence

p < > ) _ .
”A”p > (Cm'm C(A)) + AI}lglglé

ATl < i (147
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and thus, all elements of M; have L,-Schatten quasinorm less than mina-eg:, |A*||§. Since

M, is contained in a compact set, there exists a convergent sequence B} € M, whose limit
B* = lim;_,o Bj; is of rank k* and satisfies C'(B*) = Cpin. O
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