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Abstract

This article considers fully connected neural networks with Gaussian random weights
and biases and L hidden layers, each of width proportional to a large parameter n. For
polynomially bounded non-linearities we give sharp estimates in powers of 1/n for the
joint correlation functions of the network output and its derivatives. Moreover, we obtain
exact layerwise recursions for these correlation functions and solve a number of special
cases for classes of non-linearities including ReLU and tanh. We find in both cases that the
depth-to-width ratio L/n plays the role of an effective network depth, controlling both the
scale of fluctuations at individual neurons and the size of inter-neuron correlations. We
use this to study a somewhat simplified version of the so-called exploding and vanishing
gradient problem, proving that this particular variant occurs if and only if L/n is large.
Several of the key ideas in this article were first developed at a physics level of rigor in a
recent monograph [71] with Roberts and Yaida.

1 Introduction

We live in an era of big data and cheap computation. This has lead to remarkable progress
in domains ranging from self-driving cars [48] to automatic drug discovery [45] and machine
translation [I4]. Underpinning many of these exciting practical developments is a class of
computational models called neural networks. While they were originally developed in the
1940’s and 1950’s [38 [72], the complexity of state-of-the-art neural nets is unprecedented.
And yet, despite their empirical utility, a theoretical understanding of how they work and
how to make them better is nascent. In fact, it is sometimes said that neural networks are
simply too complicated to allow for a rigorous understanding of their key features.

This article adds to the growing body of literature to the contrary. Namely, in the simplest
important setting of fully connected networks, we develop a flexible set of probabilistic tools
for studying correlation functions of random fully connected neural networks at finite width.

A random fully connected neural network, defined precisely in §2.1] is a random function
whose law is determined by a fixed and typically non-linear function o : R — R as well as two
structural parameters: a depth L € N and a width n € N. These probabilistic models can
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be thought of as non-linear generalizations of products of L independent random matrices of
size n X n (see §2.2.0)).

Understanding random neural networks in the presence of a non-linearity ¢ necessitates
ideas beyond the standard techniques in random matrix theory, and it is the development
of such tools that we undertake in the present article. The recent monograph [71], written
at a physics level of rigor, contains versions of a number of the ideas that we develop here.
This book, which builds on the breakthrough article of Yaida [80], was written by Daniel
A. Roberts and Sho Yaida and is based on their joint work with the author. We therefore
emphasize that both Roberts and Yaida deserve significant intellectual credit. Before formally
introducing random neural networks and stating our results, we pause to summarize the main
points of this article:

e We provide an incomplete but self-contained introduction to neural networks aimed at
probabilists and mathematical physicists. A substantial portion of the Introduction is
therefore devoted to defining neural networks and explaining how they are used as well
as pointing out the relevance of studying random neural networks and stating precisely
a limited set of important questions about their behavior.

e Our first technical contribution, presented in §3.11 (see Theorems Bl and as well
as Corollary 3.3 and Theorem [£.4]), is the development of a formalism for studying the
correlation functions of a random neural network recursively in the network depth L
and perturbatively to all orders in the reciprocal 1/n of the network width. This can
roughly be thought of as a non-linear analog of describing finite n corrections to linear
statistics in products of L random matrices of size n X n in the near-free probability

regime n > 1 (see §2.2.7)).

e We propose in §4that random neural networks fall into universality classes. This notion
of universality, unlike that in random matrix theory, is determined by the properties
of the network non-linearity o and is present already even when all weights and biases
(which are the analogs of the matrix entries) are independent centered Gaussians. Such
a notion of universality is not really new, having been first investigated in [68] [70]
and then extensively explored in the monograph [7I]. We recapitulate the main idea
and provide a more mathematical analysis in §.2. It is not clear at present how to
describe the space of all such universality classes, and we leave this as an interesting
open problem for future work. We focus instead on giving a detailed analysis of the
universality classes that include ReLU (§4.2.1) and tanh (§4.2.2)), which are popular

non-linearities.

e We describe in §3I] a number of exact recursions with respect to L for the statistics of
the output of a random depth L neural network and its derivatives (e.g. Corollary 3.3
and Theorem [4]). Solving some special cases of these recursions reveals an important
phenomenon. Namely, time and again, it is the depth-to-width ratio L/n, which we
term the effective network depth, rather than the apparent depth L, that is a more
informative measure of neural network depth and complexity. Mathematically, this
suggests a non-trivial double scaling limit for random neural networks in which

n,L — 0o and L/n— & € [0,00).

Even in the very special case of product of L iid random n x n matrices such a scaling
limit has only started to be investigated relatively recently (see e.g. references in [4] [5]



as well as [28] B33, B4, [54]). In contrast to the & = 0 regime typically considered in
previous work on neural networks (c.f. e.g. [20, 21], 44, [53]), we show that when & > 0
our double scaling limit is capable of exhibiting non-Gaussian and non-linear effects.
Specifically, at leading order in powers of 1/n:

— We prove in Corollary [4.1] that for any non-linearity ¢ from the K, = 0 univer-
sality class (see §£.2.2) and for k = 2,3,4, the 2k cumulants of the output of a
random neural network with non-linearity o grow like (L/n)*/2~1. This implies,
for instance, that both the correlations between neurons and the fluctuations of
a single neuron grow like the effective depth L/n at large L,n (see Remark
and just after Theorem [£.4]). Since the components of the output of a depth 0
neural network are simply iid Gaussians, we see that the effective depth L/n can
be thought of as a measure of how close a random fully connected network is to a
Gaussian process. Related questions were considered in [8] 23, [46].

As we briefly review in §C] prior work of the author [33] [35] showed that this is
also true when o is the ReLLU or a related non-linearity. We therefore formulate
in Conjecture [4.3] that the above growth estimates for the cumulants of a random
network holds for all k£ and any o and that, moreover, the full distribution of ran-

dom neural networks exhibits a non-trivial double scaling limit L,n — oo while
L/n— ¢ €0,00).

— We show in Theorems [4.4] and that, for random neural networks initialized
as in practice (see §4.11), the variance of the gradient of the network output with
respect to either its input or a trainable parameter in its first layer grows like L/n
at large L. As explained in §4.4] this gives the first mathematical characterization
for fairly general fully connected networks of the so-called exploding and vanishing
gradient problem (EVGP). Previously, this problem was solved rigorously in the
important special case of random ReLU networks [29, [33] and solved at a physics
level of rigor by a somewhat different but related set of ideas in the monograph
[71] of Roberts, Yaida, and the author.

The remainder of the introduction is structured as follows. We begin by giving in §2.1] the
precise definition of random fully connected neural networks. We then provide in §2.2] some
motivation and context for their study. In particular, we detail in §2.2.1] several connections
to random matrix theory. We proceed to formulate and provide motivation for the problem
of computing the correlation functions for random networks at finite but large width in §2.21
We conclude §2.2] by pointing out that, while infinite width networks in the NTK regime
represent a surprising and beautiful simplification of finite size networks, they are too rigid
to allow for feature learning, which is one of the key properties of successful networks used in
practice (note that this is in contrast to other non-NTK initializations that can lead to feature
learning even at infinite width [16], 61}, [73] [75] 76 [83].) This drawback of the NTK regime,
together with the fact that real neural networks are often wide but certainly not infinitely
wide, motivates the study in the present article of networks at finite width.

With these motivations and definitions out of the way, we state several structural results
about correlation functions of random neural networks at finite width in §3l After pausing to



describe in §4.2] the process of tuning random neural networks to criticality and discussing the
resulting notion of universality classes of random neural networks, we then give in §4.3] and
§4.41 a range of results pertaining to the behavior of derivatives, both with respect to inputs
and model parameters, of the output of a random fully connected neural network tuned to
criticality. A concrete application of our general results is a partial resolution of the exploding
and vanishing gradient problem in Theorem

2 Background and Motivation

2.1 What is a (Random) Fully Connected Neural Network?

Neural networks are parameterized families of functions. The simplest kind of networks are
called fully connected. Each such network is specified by its architecture, which consists of
an input dimension ng € Z,, a network depth L € Z,, hidden layer widths ni,...,np € Z,
an output dimension nyy; € Z4, and a non-linearity ¢ : R — R. The functions computed
by a fully connected network with a given architecture are all maps from R™ to R"™L+! that
associate to each network input z, € R™ an output 25" € R"+! through a sequence of
intermediate representations z4’ € R"™ as follows:

w+n.—'{wﬂﬂ)+‘vw+na@g5, t>1

( = WD) ¢ R e+1%0 plttl) ¢ Rretr, (2.1)

K b £ g, (=0

In this recursion, the univariate function o applied to a vector z & R™ is short-hand
for applying it separately to each component. The entries of the matrices W and the
components of the vectors b(¥) are called the weights and biases in layer ¢, respectively. One
typically refers to

20 = (zgi, . .,z,(ﬁ);a> € R™

as the vector of pre-activations at layer £ corresponding to the input x,. The most popular
choices of ¢ in practice include ReLU(t) := max {0, ¢} as well the hyperbolic tangent and their
variations. We will analyze these cases in detail later (see §4.2)), but for our general results
make only the following mild assumption

Assumption 2.1. There exists r > 1 so that the r-th derivative of o exists almost everywhere
and grows at most polynomially:

T

d
Jk > 1 s.t. sup,ep [(1+ |$|)_k

T o(x)| < 0.

The primary objects of study in this article are random fully connected neural networks,
obtained by choosing network weights and biases to be independent centered Gaussians:

Wi(f) ~ N(0,Cw /ne-1), bgé) ~N(0,Cy)  independent. (2.2)
Here C, > 0,Cy > 0 are fixed constants. The 1/n,_; scaling in the weight variance ensures
that the moments of the outputs 25" remain uniformly bounded as nq,...,np, — oo (see

e.g. Theorem 2.2/ and (3.0])). While we carry out a substantial portion of our analysis for any
choice of Cy, Cyy, as we will see in §4.1] there often exist distinguished o-dependent settings of
Cyp, Cy for which random neural networks at infinite width nq,...,ny — oo are well-behaved
at large depth L.



2.2 Main Problem Addressed in this Article

The main problem we take up in the present article is to characterize the finite dimensional
distributions of a random neural network z,, — 25" (and its derivatives with respect to z)

in the regime where the input dimension ng is arbitrary with the inputs z,, satisfying

1

n—0||$a||§<oo,

the output dimension nyy; is fixed, and the hidden layer widths n, are large but finite:

de,C' > 0 s.t. en <ni,...,np < Cn, n> 1. (2.3)

Our approach will be to describe the random field z, — 25" perturbatively in 1/n and

recursively in L. Before proceeding to the technical statements of our results, we pause to
address in §2.2.1] and §2.2.2 the following motivational questions:

e Why study random neural networks?
e Why treat 1/n as a perturbative parameter?
e Why study networks at finite width?

e What role does o play?

2.2.1 Motivations from Random Matrix Theory

One answer to the first question is that neural networks in practice are incredibly complex
objects, with some large networks having as many as 101! — 10'? parameters [14] [69]. Just
as the eigenvalues of large random Hermitian matrices turn out to be a good model for the
energy levels in heavy atoms [78], it is at least plausible that large-scale properties of trained
networks used in practice will not be wholly dissimilar from those of random networks. While
we make no attempt in this article to study non-fully connected neural networks used in
practice, we believe that the techniques developed there, which build on the work on Yaida
[80] and the monograph [71] of Roberts, Yaida, and the author, are sufficiently robust that
they can be applied to some more complicated architectures (e.g. convolutional and residual
networks). In fact, a partial extension to residual architectures is already treated in Appendix
B of [71].

Our second answer to why one should study random neural networks is to observe that
they generalize random matrix products in several ways. Most transparently, the output
Z&LH) = WD oWy,
of a so-called random deep linear network, in which o(t) = t, Cy, = 0, is precisely the product
of L + 1 independent Gaussian matrices. Thus, the correlation functions of random neural
networks are non-linear generalizations of linear statistics in these well-studied probabilistic
models [11], 19, 27].

It was discovered in [4, [5, 54, B3] that for such random matrix products a key role is
played by the effective depth L/n. Namely, to ‘interpolate’ between the free probability
regime n — 00, L < oo and the multiplicative ergodic theorem regime L — co,n < co one
must consider a one parameter family of random matrix models obtained by a double scaling



limit n, L — oo and L/n — & € [0,00]. Our results in this article suggest that this is true
also for random fully connected neural networks.

Random neural networks are also related to random matrix products in another way.
As first pointed out in [29] B3] (see also Appendix §C)) in the special case when ¢ =ReLU,
the spectrum (e.g. singular values/vectors) of the input-output Jacobian in a random ReL.U
network is equal in distribution to that of a product of independent random matrices:

Spectrum <8xaz&L+l)> 4 Spectrum <W(L+1)B(L)W(L) e ﬁ(l)W(l)) , (2.4)
where W are the Gaussian weight matrices and the diagonal matrices

DO — Diag <§Z-(Z), 1=1,... ,ng>, 52-(() ~ Bernoulli(1/2) uid

are independent both of one another and of the W()’s. Random matrix products of the form
(24]) have previously been studied in the free probability regime [25] as well as in the double
scaling limit n, L — oo and L/n — & € [0, 00] in [29] B33].

Let us finally mention several two strands of prior work that relate neural networks to
random matrix theory. The first is the articles [I], 10}, 24] 67], which compute the limiting
spectra of certain matrix models coming from neural networks. The second are the articles
[2, Bl [7, 57, 58], [59L [60] concerning the generalization properties of linear regression in high
dimensions.

2.2.2 Neural Network-centric Motivations

The third answer we propose to the motivational questions above has to do with how neural
networks are employed in practice for supervised learning. In this context, the primary use of
a neural network with a fixed architecture is to find a setting of its parameters W b giving
rise to a mapping o — 25 " as in ([2.I)) that matches a dataset {(z;, f(z;))} of values for some
otherwise unknown function f : R"™ — R"Z+1, The optimization procedure for finding these
weights and biases is almost always some variant of gradient descent starting with W), p(®)
drawn at random from the distribution (2.2]). Thus, studying the properties of random neural
networks gives direct insights into the starting conditions for neural network optimization.
For instance, understanding the behavior of neural networks at the start of training gives a
principled way to set optimization hyperparameters (e.g. the variances Cy, Cyy and the step
size used for gradient descent). We refer the interested reader our discussion of criticality in
§ as well as to §3.2 in [71] the articles articles [37), 55, [70), 86] for more on this point.

Next, to address why 1/n can reasonably be treated perturbatively, we recall that net-
works used in practice often have a very large number of parameters. This is reflected in
the fact that both the layer widths n, and the network depth L are often big. Thus, it is
sensible to first understand various limits of neural networks in which the number of parame-
ters tends to infinity. The most well-studied regime of this type (though not the only option
cf eg [61) [73] [75], [76, [83]) is the infinite width limit, also known as the NTK regime. By
definition, this regime is accessed by fixing the depth L, the input and output dimensions
no,nr+1, and the non-linearity o, the initialization scheme (2Z2]) and considering the limit
when nq,...,n; — co. From the random matrix theory point of view this is the free proba-
bility regime. In view of the relation (23] the NTK regime is obtained by taking n — oo at
fixed L and has two salient features:



e At the start of training, neural networks converge to a Gaussian process (see Theorem
22 below) [49, 56, [64], 65], 81, 82, [84].

e For the purposes of optimization of a squared loss, the network can be replaced by its
linearization at the start of training (see [15], 201 44} [501 53]).

Taken together, these two points show that at least at infinite width and finite depth, it
is the structure of the network at initialization that determines not only the start of training
but really the entire training trajectory. However, the infinite width limit is too rigid to
capture the ability of real work networks to learn data-dependent features (see e.g. [32, 4T,
71, [83]). Only finite width networks can capture these effects! Since the starting point for our
analysis of random neural networks at finite width is their infinite width behavior, we take
this opportunity to record the following result about random neural networks in the NTK
regime.

Theorem 2.2 (Random Networks at fixed L and Infinite Width are Gaussian Processes).
Fiz a non-negative integer r > 0, and suppose o : R — R is r-times differentiable and that its
r-th derivative is polynomially bounded:

dk > 1 s.t. sup
TSI

(1 + o)~

o(x)

< Q.

dx”
Then the finite-dimensional distributions of the stochastic process xq, +— Z&LH) and its deriva-
tives of order up to r converge to those of a centered Gaussian process with nyy1 #d compo-
nents. The limiting variance of each component

FLHD

aB N1yl L,—500 o B

lim Cov <Z~(.L+1) Z(L+1)> > T, TR € Rm))

satisfies the recursion
KD _ Co + Cw (0(2a)0(28)) g0 » =1 (2.5)
o Cy + o 3700 @j0tjis, t=0

In the statement of Theorem and henceforth we reserve the symbol (f(zq,23)), to
denote the expectation of f(zq,23) with respect to the Gaussian distribution

~ Raa Rap
(e 20) N<0’< Kaf  pp >>
where ko3 = K(xq, ) is a given covariance function. The conclusion in Theorem is not
new, having been obtained many times and under a variety of different assumptions (including
for more general architectures) [31], 49, (56, [68] [82]. We refer the interested reader to [31] for
a discussion of prior work and note only that convergence of the derivatives of the field z&4 ™
to its Gaussian limit does not seem to have been previously considered. We give a short
proof that includes convergence of derivatives along the lines of the arguments in [31, 49] in
Appendix §Al

Let us remark that the relation between K+ to K supplied by the recursion (23) is
in general non-linear due to the presence of ¢ and depends crucially on the weight and bias



variances Cy, Cp. Given o, finding a choice of Cp, Cy so that this recursion is well-behaved
(e.g. mnot exponentially growing or decaying) at large ¢ is an important practical matter
[42, [49] 66]. We explain this in §4.1] where we also point out that the different possible large
£ limits suggest the existence of universality classes of random neural networks.

Finally, as we alluded to above, the tremendous simplification of random neural networks
in the NTK regime comes at a steep cost in terms of the descriptive power of the resulting
model in the sense that such models cannot learn data-dependent features. We again refer to
reader to articles such as [16, 61} [73} [75} (76 [83] in which a different initialization scheme leads
to infinite width limits capable of feature learning. Since we do not treat feature learning
in this article, we will not elaborate further on this point, referring the interested reader to
[15, [32] [41], [7T], [79], 83] instead.

Finally, before formulating the new results in this article, we point the interested to a
final tranche of physics-style references such as [6] (18] 22, 47, 511, [62] [63] [74], which analyze a
variety of questions related to either very wide or infinitely wide networks.

3 Results

In this section we give precise formulations of our results on random neural networks. We
start in §3.1] by stating a structural result, Theorem Bl on the size of the joint cumulants
of a random neural networks and its derivatives in powers of 1/n. We then extend this order
of magnitude estimate to obtain in Theorem a general prescription for obtaining series
expansions in powers of 1/n for expectation values of functions of a random depth £+ 1 neural
network in terms of those of a random depth ¢ network. An application of Theorem yields
explicit recursions for the 4" 6! 8" joint cumulants for components zl(% of the vector of
pre-activations at layer £ corresponding to a fixed network input z,. These recursions are
recorded in Corollary 3.3l See §0l for an overview of the proof of Theorems B.1] and as well
as Corollary 3.3

After stating these results, we describe in § the important notion of criticality in ran-
dom neural networks, which corresponds to choosing values of the weight and bias variance
parameters Cp, Cy in (2.2]) depending on ¢ in such a way that the infinite width covariance
fo% (and in fact the higher cumulants at finite width as well) is well-behaved at large ¢.
The variety of resulting large ¢ behaviors determines universality classes of random neural
networks, as we explain in §4.2

We then turn in §4.2.1] and §4.2.2] to solving to the 2k-th cumulant recursions for k£ =
1,2, 3,4 from Corollary B3 in random networks tuned to criticality with non-linearities either
from the universality class of ReLLU or of tanh. We will see that, at large network depth L and
leading order in 1/n, these cumulants depend only on the effective network depth L/n. We
formalize our belief that this is a universal phenomenon in Conjecture [£.3l We then solve in
§4.4] a simplified version of the so-called exploding and vanishing gradient problem (EVGP),
which concerns the empirical variance of parameter gradients in a random neural network.
More precisely, for non-linearities in the K, = 0 universality class in prove (see Theorem
[40) that to leading order in 1/n the empirical variance over weights in the first layer of
network gradients grows linearity in the effective network depth L/n. These results depend
on Theorem 4], which gives for non-linearities in the K, = 0 universality class asymptotics
at large ¢ for joint fourth cumulants between the values of partial derivatives of the output
of a random neural network.




3.1 Cumulants of Random Neural Networks at Finite Width

What then is the structure of a random fully neural network at finite width? Since in the
infinite n limit, the field 25" is Gaussian (see Theorem 22)), it is natural to measure per-
turbations around this regime by considering the behavior of the cumulants of z4 ™ and
its derivatives. Let us therefore agree that, given random variables Xy, ..., X} with finite
moments defined on the same probability space, we will denote their mixed cumulant by

ak

X1, Xp) =i —
K’( 1, ) k) ¢ 8t18tk o

log E [exp [—i(t1 X1 + -+ - + 16 Xy)]] - (3.1)
Thus, for example, k(X7) = E[X;] and k(X7, X2) = Cov(X7, X3). We refer the reader to §6.11

for background on cumulants. Our first result, Theorem Bl gives estimates on the order in
1/n of the cumulants of 25" and its derivatives. To state it, we fix a finite collection

{Zq, € A} CR™,

of | A] distinct network inputs. Moreover, we fix a collection of p directional derivatives:

D=(dy,...,dy), dj:=V, = va » (3.2)
and for any multi-index J = (j1,...,jp) € NP set

J._ g Jp
o =di e diy

T=Tq
for the corresponding differential operator of order |J| := ji + -+ + jp.

Theorem 3.1 (order of magnitude for cumulants of random neural networks). Fix r,L > 1
and suppose that o : R — R satisfies Assumption (2.1]) with this value of r. Suppose further
that one of the following two conditions holds:

e o is smooth

e the limiting covariance matrix

Ji,(0) Ja2 ,(£)
<nl1_>H;OC0V <D 1210, Do 2Z1Q2>>U1\,\J2\§T (3.3)
Qa1,q2€
of derivatives of order at most r in the directional derivatives dy,...,d, of the scalar
field zg()l is strictly positive definite in the infinite width limit for all £ < L.

Then, for each k,0 > 1, as n — oo

<DJ1 © DJk ) ) — O’ k odd (3 4)
o1 Finian  Ziia O(n_§+1)7 k even’ .
where the implicit constant in the error term depends on k, the inputs To,, ..., %a,, the multi-
indices Ji,...,Ji, the weight and bias variances Cy, Cyy, the non-linearity o, and the layer

index /.



We prove Theorem Bl in §71 At a physics level of rigor, Theorem B.1] with & = 4 and
no derivatives was already derived in the breakthrough work of Yaida [80]. In fact, Yaida’s
original article went much further: it obtained a recursive formula with respect to ¢ for the

fourth cumulant r(z." 2 ) at layer £ in terms of the second and fourth cumulants at

1150017 77T ) Mg 0

layer £ — 1. This is analogous to the recursion (Z3)) for the infinite width covariance K3, .
This theme was then picked up and significantly expanded upon in the physics monograph
[71], which computes, among other things, at order 1/n the leading corrections to the field
2 and its derivatives with respect to both z, and model parameters. We will reproduce
some of these recursions and obtain new ones of a similar flavor below.

Compared to this prior work the main novelty of Theorem B is two-fold. First, it gives
sharp estimates in powers of 1/n for cumulants of all orders (the sharpness can already be
seen when ¢ = 2). Second, it treats in a uniform way the cumulants for not only the values
but also all derivatives of z(l).

In order to put Theorem Bl into context, we take this opportunity to make an important
remark. Namely, it is no accident that the order of magnitude O(n~**1) for the 2k-th
cumulant in Theorem [B.1] is the same as that of the k-th cumulant of an average of n iid
random variables. To see why, let us denote by F© the sigma algebra generated by the
weights and biases in layers up to and including ¢. Since we’ve assumed weights and biases
to be Gaussian and independent for different neurons, we find that conditional on F© the
vectors

5D = (5, a e A)

3"

are independent centered Gaussians with the covariance

S = o (47487 1 70) =1 S5 ()0 (42). 09

Put another way, we have the following equality in distribution:

<z§f;1>>j: 4 <<z(€>) 2 ZZ> ZH : (3.6)

1

where Z; are i.i.d. Standard Gaussians and are independent of the random covariance matrix

»® .— (z:ff(i) .
a,a’eA

Inspecting ([B.5) shows this conditional covariance has the structure of an average of ny identi-
cally distributed random matrices, each depending only on the pre-activations z Of a single
neuron at layer £. We will refer to such random variables as collective obsemables The key
point is that while the 22“34 are not independent for different ¢ at finite width, we will show that
they are sufficiently weakly correlated that the cumulants of Eg()l, have the same order in n as
if they were exactly independent (see Theorem [3] and Lemma [(5]). This reasoning applies
equally well to derivatives of z( ™ and explains the order of magnitude of the estimates in
Theorem B.11

Collective observables such as Ex()l, are a convenient book-keeping device for studying the
fully distribution of

; aza

DAY = (DJ ) e A, JeNP, |J] < 7’) .

10



Indeed, the conditional Gaussian structure (B.6]) means the cumulants of D<Tz(zjll) are easily

expressible in terms of those of DéDi,/ Eg()l,. For example, using Wick’s Theorem and the
multi-linearity of cumulants reveals that the fourth cumulant

(DJ1 (€+1) DJz (€+1) DJ3 (€+1) DJ4 (Z'f‘l))

aq Zl a1 ? Qa2 Zz ag ? a3 Zg asg ? Qg 14,a4

equals

s (J1d2)(J3J4),(0) s (J1d3)(J2ds),(0) s (J1da)(J2ds),(0)
6111261314'%(0{10{2)(0{3044) +5Zl’3512’4'%(a11a3)(a2a4) +611Z4612zgﬁ(a11a4)(a2a3) )

where we’ve abbreviated

(J1J7)5-(JkJ},), (Z)
(a1a)),....(agal)

(DJ1DJ12( ) DJkD kz( ) ) ) (37)

af Tagal,

()

The general pattern is that odd mixed cumulants in the 25’ and its derivatives vanish by

. (J1 Ty (T I, (0)
symmetry and 2k-th cumulants are finite sums of cumulants K P ML
alal)y---v(akak)

B3l and Proposition [0.2] below we will obtain a range of recursions for these cumulants and
thereby implicitly for the cumulants of the original field 2z’ as well.
To obtain such recursions note that, at first glance, the estimate ([3.4) only gives the

In Corollary

order of magnitude in powers of 1/n of the cumulants of K(Dgll Z(l )om . Di’z zz(i) ak) but does
not seem to provide information about their structural dependence on the remaining model
parameters Cy, Cyy, 0, ¢. However, such information can be obtained by combining (8.4 with
an additional argument. To state the result, let us agree to write

(0

[e5Ke %] ;001 Y1002 (65} ala2

:= Cov <z.(z) 20 ) , k1720 . — DJlDJ2 () (3.8)

Physicists might refer to k4 q, as a dressed two point function. Moreover, let us denote by
() .o the expectation with respect to a collection of centered jointly Gaussian random vectors

DYz = (D2, a € A, |J] < 7)
with the same covariance

aq 7,1 a1’ a2 7,2 a2 1112 061052

Cov (Diizil;au Digziz;ag) = Cov (DJ1 () D725 () ) — 5o 172,00

as the true vectors of derivatives D;T (234 in each component separately but zero covariance

for different 3.

Theorem 3.2 (perturbative expansions of expectations of observables at finite width). Fiz
r > 0 and suppose that f is both a continuous function and a tempered distribution. Then for
any g« > 0 we have

E [f (Dgrzfjl), o ,DS"z,ﬁfj}))]

2qx
( 1 T T
= Ziel < [( Z AJJ ,(0) ZODJZM b, Ja> }f (Dfl zl,...,Dfl zm) >;~;<L’+1J

||| <r
a,a’eA

+0(n~*1), (3.9)
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where the sum is over multi-indices J, J' € NP of order at most r, we've set

0)
ax

AT~ pIDTs

[e70%

,—E [Dng,’z Z),] : (3.10)
and the derivatives 8Dgzju are interpreted in the weak sense if f is not differentiable.

We prove Theorem in §9 and give the main idea of the proof in §&l By substituting

various polynomials in z4 ™ and its derivatives for f into the perturbative expansion (3.9,

(J1 T} (T I (04 1)
(alall)v---v(aka;g)

terms of objects of the same type at layer /. We will not attempt to do this in complete
generality because we do not know how to analyze recursions for arbitrary k in a unified way.

Instead, we will detail these recursions for small values of k in the two settings:

we can in principle deduce recursions for the cumulants & at layer £+ 1 in

e We fix a single input x, € R™ and obtain a recursion for the cumulants:

(© ._ _(00)--(00),(6) _ 1 (e+1) (e+1)
/{Qk;a = K’(aa)---(aa) = m/ﬁl<zi;a 7""Zi;a > (311)

2k times
when k = 2,3,4 (the pairs (aa) and (00) both appear k times). See Corollary B.3]

e We again fix a single input z, € R™ and consider any two partial derivatives

no
dj = ZCZ'J@% s j = 1,2.
=1

T=Tq

We obtain recursions for

() ._ , 0 . ¢

H(ili’l)(izi’z);a =R <d11d1/1 A((:vo)u dudz;A(gg{) . (312)
These cumulants are the building blocks for understanding the fourth mixed cumulants
of zzgfotl),dlzgotl) , d2z§f;1>. For example,

(4+1) d

y <d1Z,~(f:1),d12i;a : (+1) 4 Z(z+1)) _ @

@)
2850 2 02%0 =K e2se T 2R02)02)0

This will be done in the course of proving Theorem We refer the interested reader
to Proposition [I0.2] for the precise recursions and to Proposition [I1.2] their solutions for
non-linearities from the K, = 0 universality class (including tanh).

In order to facilitate a compact form for the recursions described in first bullet point, let us

write Tz(i)a - i <8; {<g2(z) - <a2(z)>K§2>j}>

with the derivatives interpreted in the weak sense if ¢ is not sufficiently smooth and where
we remind the reader of our standing notation

, 3.13
@ (3.13)

22 dz
2

\/27‘1’7

() = / K )e
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Corollary 3.3. Fiz r > 1 and suppose that o : R — R satisfies Assumption 2.1) with this
value of r. Consider a depth L random neural network with input dimension ng, hidden layer
widths ny,...,np, output dimension nr11 and non-linearity o. Fiz x, € R™ and define

¢ L Cw
X‘(“L = §T2(71)§0¢ 2 <a2 ( ) >Ké2’

where the second derivative is interpreted in the weak sense if o is not twice differentiable.
For each ¢ =1,...,L, in the notation of [B.11)), the fourth cumulant satisfies
ey _ Tog ‘
ria ! = =022 4 (! ) O+ 02, (3.14)

Ny [[sex

Further, the 6-th cumulant satisfies

() (0)
 Thse  3Ti%a 37

== . /{
o nj 2n, llethe g Xlla4a o) Ao

Finally, the 8-th cumulant satisfies:

G L e © \?
8a - ng, <T0,4;a 3 (T0,2;a) >

1 [ ¢ ¢ n\2 3 o \2 3. ¢ ¢
o 2l — 121, () + 3 (280) - Bi0rif] wi

¢ L
[ D ) S s N U0, R N () B O\ (.0)

ne _2T2,2;aT4,1;aXH;a 2T42 (XH;a) + <XH;a) <H4;a)

1 [, ¢ 0) 21 (0
+ (o ai ol + 12083 ()]

3 (0 © O\ _ L/ o\ 0 ©
+3_2(T4,1;a> (X||;a> (’%4;o¢> _§<XHa) T4,1;a 4:a6;0

YA _

+ (x‘(‘;zl) mézx—i-O(n ). (3.16)

The initial condition for the recursions (B14])-BI6)) is that /1(1) =0 for all k > 2.
Let us briefly compare Corollary 3.3 to results in prior work:

e In the special case when o is 1—homogeneous (i.e. is linear, ReLU, leaky ReLU, etc, see
([#5)), the full distribution of a neuron pre-activation z( ) can be worked out in closed
form. Namely, as we explain in §4.2.7] and Appendix ICI, is has the same distribution as
a Gaussian with an independent random variance given by a product of independent
weighted chi-squared random variables. This was first pointed out in [29 [33] and
described in the language of special functions (namely Meijer G functions) in [85]. For
such non-linearities obtaining the recursions (3.14)-(B16) is not new.

e The breakthrough work of Yaida [80] was the first to obtain, at a physics level of rigor,
the recursion (B3.14]) and probe its solutions at large £.

13



e The ideas of Yaida in [80] then seeded the development in the monograph [71] of Roberts,
Yaida, and the author a much richer analysis, producing at a physics level of rigor many
recursions similar in flavor to (3.14])-([8.16]) that describe the the behavior of objects such
as network derivatives at the start of training, the NTK at the start of training, and
even the change in the NTK and the resulting output of a trained network. Many of
these results go far beyond what we are currently capable of doing mathematically.

e The analysis in [71] never required studying cumulants 5(22_ ., for k>3, and while the

techniques developed there can certainly be used to obtain the recursions ([B.I5]) and
(BI6) we take a rather different approach in this article that produces such recursions
more directly.

The functional x )a plays a fundamental role in the recursive description of random neural
networks supplied by Corollary B.3], whose proof is in §9l In the following section we explain
a principled procedure, called tuning to criticality, that reveals its origin (as well as that of a
similar object we denote X(f ,,) and explains how to choose (3, Cy so that these functionals
are approximately equal to 1 at large £. As we will see, such a choice will ensure that
the recursions in Corollary 3.3] and their infinite width counterpart (2.5]) have well-behaved
solutions at large ¢. We will then return in §4.2.1] and §4.2.2] to solving the recursions from
Corollary B3 in random networks tuned to criticality (see (7)) and Corollary E.T]).

(e
II;

4 Criticality and Universality in Random Neural Networks

In the previous section we presented two kinds of results about the structure of random
neural networks at large but finite width. The first, Theorem [B.I] concerned the order of
magnitude for cumulants of the output of such a random network and its derivatives. The
second, Theorem and Corollary B3] spelled out recursions with respect to the layer index
¢ that describe, to leading order in 1/n, network cumulants at layer £+ 1 in terms of those at
layer £. Our purpose in forthcoming sections is to analyze these recursions at large ¢ and to
apply this analysis to obtain results about the structure of gradients in deep fully connected
networks. Before doing this, we must take a step back and ask: for which o, Cy, Cyy are the
recursions (Z5) describing the infinite width covariance K ) well-behaved at large £?

In section §4.1], we recall a more or less canonical answer to this question whose roots are
in the early articles [68, [70] and that was recently spelled out in the generality presented here
in [71]. This procedure, called tuning to criticality, prescribes combinations of o, Cy, Cyy for
which K® is indeed well-behaved at large ¢. As we shall see below, the term criticality is
meant to be evocative of it’s use in the analysis of 2d systems in statistical mechanics in that
tuning to criticality consists of choosing ', Cy so that the infinite width covariance function
K® is as close to constant as a function ¢ as possible.

At a high level, there are two reasons to ask that K be slowly varying as a function of .
First, it arguably only makes sense to study perturbative corrections in 1/n recursively in ¢
if the limiting n — oo covariance structure does not change too rapidly between consecutive
layers. Second, and perhaps more importantly, as explained and thoroughly validated in
[66L [70], deep fully connected networks (without residual connections [36], batch normalization
[43], etc) are numerically stable enough for gradient-based optimization to succeed only if they
are tuned to criticality.

14



We discuss in §4.21 how considerations underlying criticality naturally give rise to a notion
of universality classes for random neural networks. Even the correct definition of universality
is still not fully understood. Unlike in random matrix theory, universality for random neural
networks depends not on the statistics of the individual weights and biases (though this is
also an interesting direction to consider e.g. [31]) but rather on the effect of the non-linearity
o on the behavior of the infinite width covariance K at large values of the depth .

Before giving the details, we take this opportunity to emphasize, as we have elsewhere,
that the definitions of criticality and universality, the approach to solving the recursions for
/4(22. ., from Corollary 3.3, and the resulting lessons learned about the role of the effective
network depth L/n closely follow the ideas developed in the monograph [71]. Though we
pursue them in a somewhat different way, the author would nonetheless like to acknowledge
that his co-authors Dan Roberts and Sho Yaida in the book deserve significant credit.

4.1 Tuning to Criticality

As originally explained in [68] [70] and recently spelled out in a definitive way in [71], tuning a
neural network to criticality means seeking choices of (Cy, Cyy) that lead to critical fixed points
of the form (K, K., K,) for the recursion (23]), viewed as a dynamical system describing
(K&%, K é%, Ké{%) with time parameter £. Specifically, criticality requires

3K, >0 st Ko=Cp+ Cw (0%(2)) (*)
0
o> 1 aLala 1 (I
OK Y | K=k,
oK)
Ve> 1 o =1, (L)
OK () k=K B=K )=k
where 0
1 T,
KD =cC+ kY, K== .1 o R™.
o b+ Cw K, o no;x]’ T8 To,Tg €

The intuitive meaning of these conditions is as follows. Due to Theorem 2.2] the first guar-
antees the existence of a fixed point K, for of the recursion

K(gfjl) =Cy+ Cw <02(Z)>K&Q (4.1)
of the infinite width variance. In particular, (&) implies
KW =y + Cw llzall? = K. — KO = lim_Var [zz“o)é} — K, Vi>1.
ng n—00 )

Thus, if a network is tuned to criticality, there is a critical radius
Kc2rit = noCﬁ/l(K* — ()

such that for inputs z, on the sphere of radius K the variance of zl(% is independent of ¢
in the infinite width limit. In non-critical networks, we expect this variance to either grow or
decay exponentially in ¢, leading to numerical instabilities. The second condition (]:D]) considers
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the infinite width limit of the variance of z( ) for an input x, for which K is close to K,.
Specifically, condition (]]ID requires for all £ > 1 that

K@) =Var:)] = K.+ 0K = K{ = lim Var [ “)} = K, + 0K + o(0K).

This guarantees that the fixed point K, of the recursion (A1) is critical and hence that
for inputs near the sphere of radius K the variance of the resulting pre-activations z(l)
is approximately constant in ¢ at large n. The final condition (L) considers instead the
covariance between two inputs on the sphere of radius K. Namely, given two nearby
network inputs z,,zg € R" with

K =Kl =kK., KJ=0 +—Zx]axjﬁ_K _ K,
7j=1

K!) = lim Cov (zgf;, z“g) — K. — 6K + o(0K), VL.
This ensures that the covariance between pre-activations z( and z! B corresponding to two
nearby inputs on the K.-sphere are approximately mdependent of ¢ at large n. A simple
computation directly from the recursion (Z.5]) shows that

aKc(fa—i_l) C'W 2
X||(K) 8K(Z) K&Q:K 2 <8 ( ( ))>K (4’2)
aK(z+1)
K) = = Cw ((9:0(2))*) . - 4.3
) =2 oy~ O (07D -
Hence, all together, tuning to criticality requires
K.>0st K,=C,+Cw <02(z)>K* and X||(Ky) = x1(Ky) = 1. (4.4)

4.2 Universality Classes of Random Neural Networks: Two Examples In
Search of a General Definition

We now turn to discussing the notion of universality classes for random neural networks. To
start, recall from Theorem that the behavior at large depth ¢ of random fully connected
neural networks at infinite width is completely specified by the asymptotics of the limiting
covariance function K(©. Observe, moreover, that the coefficients in the recursions for k =
2,3, 4 of the cumulants /{(”1) from Corollary B3] which by Theorem B.Ildetermine the behavior
of random neural networks at finite width to the first four orders 1n 1/n, are completely
determined by o, the infinite width covariance K ), and cumulants /{2 a0 J < k. It is therefore
in terms of the large ¢ behavior of K that we should hope to define universality classes of
random neural networks at large depth. At present it is not clear what the correct general
definition of such a universality class should be. We content ourselves instead with studying
two important classes of examples.
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4.2.1 The Universality Class of ReLU

The most popular non-linearities used in practice are positively homogeneous of degree 1, i.e.
have the form

o(t) = (a-Lyeoy +arlyso)t,  a,ap €R, a_#ay, > +al #0. (4.5)

Such non-linearities include the ReLU (a— = 0,a4+ = 1) and the leaky ReLU (a_ € (0,1),a4 =
1). A direct computation, left to the reader, shows that criticality is achieved if and only if

2
Ky > 0is arbitrary and C, =0, Cwy = 54—
aZ + a2
Thus, the first property of the ReLU universality class is that setting (Cp, Cyw) = (0,2/(aZ +
a?)) allows all non-negative K, to satisfy (x). In fact, at criticality, a simple symmetrization
argument shows that the variance of neuron pre-activations is preserved exactly even at finite
width

Var {zl(éo)l] = Var [22(2] _Cw || zal|? vVl ng,...,ng>1, zq € R™ (4.6)
) 9’ /”LO
and, relatedly, that we have

X=X ED) =1=x,(KQ) =X, W21 2, eR™.
The remarkable property (&6l is much stronger than the criticality condition (%), which
requires only that this condition holds for some value of ng'||z4|/> and only in the limit
when n — oo. It implies that the cumulant recursions from Corollary B.3] for 1—homogeneous
non-linearities have constant coefficients and are therefore particularly simple to solve. For
instance, we find at leading order in 1/n

C? 2
rat = 2 (o)) e = (020D 50| + (x{h) #i

2 2 4yt ‘o
= (g llzal?) (6755 1) > —.
(a% + a?)ng (aZ +a2) %

=1

which shows that while /{Ef’)a is suppressed by one power of 1/n relative to the infinite width

variance Kéf(l, it also grows one order faster in ¢. This illustrates an important and general
theme: depth amplifies finite width effects. It is the effective depth ¢/n of neurons at layer ¢
that measures the distance to the infinite width Gaussian regime.

Moreover, in the special setting of 1-homogeneous non-linearities there is a simple method
for obtaining the full distribution of the pre-activation vector z§ at a single input at any
finite values of ng,...,ng. This was first pointed out in [29, [33] [85] and is briefly reviewed in
Appendix [Cl A key takeaway is that if we take the hidden layer widths ny = --- = ny, = n,
then we have following convergence in distribution to product of independent normal and
log-normal random variables:

/
. 2||Ta 2
lim zi(fx) g % Zyexp [—p(&aq,a-) +0o(& ay,a")Zy], (4.7)
n,L—oc0 ; (g 4+ a%)ng
L/n—E£€[0,00)
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where

(€ ) = o2(¢ )= S (6 L N(0,1) iid
wl ar,a_) =0 a4, a_ =1 (ai+a3—)2 ) 1,42 1) 1d.

The convergence (4.7 reveals that for a fixed input the distribution of the output of a random
with 1—homogeneous non-linearities at large depth and width depends in a simple way on the
limiting effective network depth &. This bolsters the claim that they are all part of the same
universality class. It also means that increasing the network depth L drives it away from the
infinite width Gaussian behavior observed at £ = 0 and that the outputs of deep and wide
networks are not well-approximated by a Gaussian at all, unless ¢ is infinitesimal, in which
case the log-normal term exp [—u(&, aq,a—) + o(&, a4, a_)Zs)] is negligible.

Prior work [32 [33, 35] of the author shows that when o = ReLU (or any other 1-
homogeneous non-linearity), the distribution at large n, L of not only the network output
zlg;LaH) but also is derivatives with respect to inputs x, and model parameters (e.g. weights
and biases) depends only on the effective depth L/n. We will return to this theme in our
discussion of exploding and vanishing gradients (Theorem [£5]). Finally, we note that it has
also been observed that log-normal random variables describe the structure of gradients in
residual networks, even during/after training [52].

To complete our discussion of the ReLU universality class, we make two final remarks.
First, a direct computation (reviewed briefly in Proposition [C] of Appendix [C]) shows that
at criticality for any non-zero inputs z,,, Z4, € R™ with the same norm we have

. o ©\ 2ar —a_)?
nh_}rrgo COI'I' (Zi;al,zi;a2) =1 M@ (1 + 0(1)) (48)

The power law exponent 2 that appears in this estimate is common to all 1—homogeneous
non-linearities and is another reason to believe they fall into the same universality class. In
contrast, this exponent equals one for non-linearities in the K, = 0 universality class presented
below. The estimate (L8]) suggests that in order to define a double scaling limit n, L — oo
and L/n — £ in which the entire field z, — 2 is non-degenerate (rather than just its
value at a single input) one must rescale distances in the input space to prevent the collapse
of correlations otherwise guaranteed in (48]). We leave this as an interesting direction for

future work.

4.2.2 The Universality Class of Hyperbolic Tangent

The second class of non-linearities we study is what [71] termed the K, = 0 universality class,
which we take to mean non-linearities o such that

e 0 is a smooth, odd function satisfying Assumption 211

e o satisfies ,
1 &
o103 <0, oj=—=—| oft). (4.9)

e K, =0 is the unique fixed point of equation (E&).
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e At criticality, for every non-zero network input z,, € R™ and each ¢ € (0,1) we have as

L — oo that 1
KD = — (1 + O(L—1+5)) , (4.10)
where the implicit constant depends on § and z, and we’ve set
a:= —GE
g1

This specific value of a, which is positive by (4.9), is the only possible candidate for
decay of the form (4.I0]) that is consistent with the recursion (2.3]).

Some remarks are in order. First, if K, = 0 is the unique fixed point for (), then a simple
computation shows that criticality is achieved if and only if

K, =0, Cp =0, Cw = oy 2. (4.11)

Next, our definition of the K, = 0 universality class does not make apparent whether it is
empty. As we will see in Proposition [B.I], however, the K, = 0 universality class is in fact
quite large and contains for example the hyperbolic tangent and more generally any non-
linearity that is tanh-like in the sense that is smooth with o1 # 0, has the opposite sign as
its second derivative

for almost every z, sgn (o(2)0”(2)) = —1,

is sub-linear
3C >0 s.t. Vz € R |o(2)] < |o12]|,

and is controlled by its first few non-zero Taylor series coefficients at 0:
3C > 0s.t. V2>0, 01240325 < o(z) <o1z+ o325 + Oz,

Further, by definition, for the K, = 0 universality class, the infinite width variance K2

()

of neuron pre-activations z;; is qualitatively different from that of 1—homogeneous non-

linearities. Indeed, K4 depends on L, decaying polynomially to 0. Moreover, at large L,
the value of K% is independent of the initial condition K to leading order in L. As a final
remark let us point out that searching for non-linearities o so that K, = 0 at criticality is

quite natural. Indeed, for any o that is twice differentiable, we have
X|(K) = x1(K) + Cw (o(2)0" (2)) &
Hence, if K > 0, then
XH(K) =1, x.(K)=1 = <a(z)a”(z)>K =0.

But if o is a sigmoidal function such as tanh, then o(z)c”(z) < 0 for all z # 0. Hence,
(0(2)0”(2)) x = 0 can only occur when K = 0.

As in the monograph [71], let us now probe the role of network depth by studying the
large L behavior of the cumulants /4(2? o kB = 2,3,4, in networks with non-linearities from
the K, = 0 universality class tuned to criticality. Note that in (410) the limiting behavior
of the variance K% depends (mildly) on the non-linearity o in terms of is first few Taylor
coefficients at 0. As we are about to see, however, the behavior of the higher cumulants
/4(2? or k= 2,3,4, when normalized by the appropriate power of K5, is independent of o at
leading order in n and L and depends only on universal constants and the effective network

depth L/n.
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Corollary 4.1. Suppose o is a non-linearity from the K, = 0 universality class, and consider
a depth L random neural network with input dimension ng, output dimension nr41, hidden
layer widths satisfying

Ny...,np =n>1,

and non-linearity o that has been tuned to criticality as in [@I1). Write £ = L/n and define
the normalized cumulants

N Fok;a
(R
We have for k = 2,3,4 that
Ry, = CopE L (14 O(L™Y) + 0(nF), (4.12)
where 2 28 8756
C4 = ga CG = 1—57 8 — m

are some positive universal constants. The implicit constants in error terms O(L™') depend
on o,Cy, Cw and constants in O(n™7), j = 2,3,4 may depend in addition on L.

Remark 4.2. Combining estimate (L12) for k = 2 with the definition ([AI0) of the K, =0
universality class and BII)) yields that in the setting of Corollary[3.3 we have to first order
in 1/n and to leading order in 1/L that

Var | (00) ] =20 v, com (V) (H27)) =36 e

where @[X] = Var[X]/E [X?]. Thus, both the fluctuations of a single neuron pre-activation
and the correlation between different neurons is controlled to first order in 1/n,1/L by the
effective network depth &.

We prove Corollary B3lin §IT.2 The formula (@I2)) derived in [80] for & = 2 at a physics
level of rigor. Moreover, Corollary B3] represents a partial analog of the convergence result
(#0), which lends credence to the following

Conjecture 4.3 (Existence of Double Scaling Limit for Random Neural Networks). Consider
a random depth L neural network with input dimension ng, hidden layer widths

Ny ...,np =n>1,

output dimension nr+1 and non-linearity o. Suppose further that this network is tuned to
criticality in the sense that (A4) is satisfied. Fizr a non-zero network input x, € R™ and
write £ = L/n. For each k > 1 there exists Co > 0 depending on the universality class of o

so that
(L)

/{219; _
=m0 (¢).
(#52)
Moreover, for each & € [0,00) there exists a probability distribution P¢ , on R, depending only
on & and o, such that in the double scaling limit

L
n, L — o0, — =&,
n

()

the random variable Zio COMUETYES N distribution to a random variable with law P¢ .
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4.3 Gradients in Random Neural Networks

We presented in §3] and §] a range of results about random fully connected neural networks.
The high-level takeaway was that such networks are succinctly described when n, L are large
by the effective network depth & = L/n. We saw that when £ = 0 the network outputs are a
Gaussian process (Theorem 2.2]). When ¢ > 0, however, a different picture emerges. Namely,
the higher order cumulants of the network output grow like powers of £ (see Corollary B.3] and
Conjecture E3). In this section we continue to consider a random neural network z,, +— z5 "
and study for any ¢ the partial derivatives
8 Z(Z) jZO,...,TLo,

Tjia ’i;()c’

where by definition when j = 0 we set
0uy 0 1= 10

M eag 3o

In §10.2] - §10.4l we obtain recursions with respect to £ for both the infinite width covariances
92 gD
K% = lim Cov < o B ), ij=12

and the fourth cumulants

o 2 azi(fj” azi(fj” azi(fj” azi(fj” .
H(H)(]J) = (1 o 557/])’% : ) : ; : ’ : ) 1,) = 07 172

axi;a axi;a axj;a axj;a

(azs:” o) pufir? azéf;”)
K .

) ) )
8%2';& 83;]-;@ 83;]-;@

&Tz';a
These recursions are valid for any non-linearity and any choice of Cy, Cyy. Then, in §I1.2] we
solve these recursions in the context of a random neural network with a non-linearity from
the K, = 0 universality class tuned to criticality. We record several of these solutions in the
following result.

Theorem 4.4 (Second and Fourth Joint Cumulants for Values and Derivatives of Random
Neural Networks). Fiz r > 1 and suppose that o : R — R satisfies Assumption [21] with this

value of 7. Fiz also an x4 # 0 € R™. Consider a random neural network z5 " with input
dimension ng, output dimension nyy1, hidden layer widths ny,...,ny =n, and non-linearity

o belonging to the K, = 0 universality class that has been tuned to criticality as in ([EIT).
We have for any 6 € (0,1)

e+1) _ 1 —244

Ky = i Os(¢ ) (4.13)

_2-y

(e+1) Cwe T1;0 -1

K = e (1+o0¢™h) (4.14)
(e+1) _ Cwe™” - (1,0)

Kany' = =07 (1+o(¢h)+o < oI (4.15)
(e+1) L1020
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where 7 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and the implicit constant in the Os(£=2%%) error
depends on 6. Moreover, denoting by & = L/n the effective network depth, we have

(+1)
Ka1y(oo 1 _ _
K Kooy
(+1)
Fanan
©
(K(ll
(+1)
Fane) 2

OR™=0
KKy 3

S0 o o
)

EQ+0U ) +0(n™?), (4.19)

where the implicit constants in the O((~1) error terms depend only on x4, 0 and the implicit
constants in the O(n=2) error terms may depend in addition on £.

Theorem [4.4] reveals several interesting phenomena. First, we find from (4.13]) and (4.14)
that at infinite width values and derivatives become uncorrelated at large L:
. . (L+1) (L+1)\ _
Lh_I)IOlO nh_)rrolo Corr <Z1;a s 021,021 0 > = 0.
Moreover, at finite width, the effective network depth £ controls the distribution of gradients

both in terms of their fluctuations at a single neuron and their correlations between neurons.
For instance, to leading order in n, L:

2

(L+1) 2 5
V] (o o)
, orr , =

€.

[ )]

In the next section, we will apply such estimates to understand a simple version of the so-called
exploding and vanishing gradient problem.

- 8951;& 8%2;0 g

4.4 Exploding and Vanishing Gradient Problem for First Layer Weights

(L+1)

On its face, Theorem [4.4] concerns only derivatives of z with respect to the network input

e
To. However, it is the derivatives of zZ(_LaH) with respect to the model parameters (weights and
biases) that are arguably more important. To explain this more precisely, consider a fully
connected neural network z, — 24" with input dimension ng, output dimension n L+1, and

hidden layer widths nq,...,nr. For any m € N let us set
[m] :=={1,...,m}
and denote by

0 = (8, 1 € [ftparams]) = (W0,

CelL+1]i€nd j € ne))

the vector of its trainable parameters, where we’ve set

L+1
#params := #weights and biases = Z ng (14 ne_1).
/=1
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As we briefly discussed in §2.2] the typical use case for a network is to optimize its parameters
0 by some variant of gradient descent

Ou(t+1)=0,(t) —no.LO(1)), p € [#params] (4.20)
starting from a random initialization 6(0) drawn from the distribution (2.2)). The goal of this
procedure is to minimize a loss

L(6) = E(Z(L-i-l)(o))’ LI (Z((JL—i-l)’ oe -Atrain>7

train train

which often depends only on the network output and measures for each 6 how well the resulting
neural net function x,, +— szH)(H) matches given training data {(zq, f(x4)), o € Atrain} for

a function f: R"™ — R™.+1, For example, we might have

L= X [[f@a -],

2
OCE-Atrain

though many different losses are used in practice. The parameter 7 is called the learning rate,
or step size. An important and well-known [9 29, [39] numerical stability issue that comes up
in the course of using a first order method such as ([4.20) to optimize the parameters of a deep
neural network is called the exploding and vanishing gradient problem (EVGP). Informally,
the EVGP occurs when the update (4.20]) is numerically unstable:

\n3u5(9)!

~ (0 or oo.
10,]

EVGP — for many parameters 60,
The presence of the EVGP causes optimization to break down since if [0,£(0)| / |6, = 0 or oo,
then the relative change in the parameter 6,, is either too small to be useful or so large that
it amounts to a large random step in the space of parameters and therefore is unlikely to
decrease the loss.

It has long been known that sufficiently deep fully connected neural networks are prone
to suffer from the EVGP [9] 39, 40]. Indeed, many important practical innovations such as
residual connections [36] were invented in part to address such numerical issues, though by
now they are seen as useful for many other reasons. To see why deep enough neural nets tend
to have numerically unstable gradients note that since the loss only depends on the network

outputs on a finite training set zfALtH,) , we may use the chain rule to write
raimn

OuL0) = > o2tV

a€Atrain

(L+1)
o(L+1) ﬁ(ZAtrain ) ’

where for any function f we denote by J,f(z) its Jacobian with respect to x. Moreover,
suppose that 6, is a weight or bias in layer /5. Then, again by the chain rule, the Jacobian
of the network output with respect to u equals

Jog, 2D = gy 20 g 0 Z LD,
pTx [ 28 (0%

Both of these terms may have large fluctuations. Perhaps most importantly, the second term
can be rewritten as a product

L
L+1) _ l+1
szf‘))z& ) = H Jz&l)zf(l ),
L=l
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of L — ¢y + 1 layer-to-layer Jacobian matrices (which are random at the start of training),
with each term having the following explicit representation:

J (Z)z(£+1) DD D) DU . Diag (0_/ (Zl(ﬁojrl)) =1, 7W+1> ‘
Except in the simple case when o is the identity and we require W1 to be orthogonal,
the top singular value of each layer-to-layer Jacobian will tend to deviate from 1, causing the
norms of their products to either grow or decay exponentially with L. This poor conditioning
for large matrix products is a key culprit behind the EVGP.

Often, though not always, the gradients 0,L have the largest fluctuations at the start
of training. Thus, the EVGP is primarily a property of random neural networks, and the
techniques in this article can be used to shed light on when it occurs. At the start of training
the entries of the Jacobian J o) 25 are precisely the derivatives of a random neural network
with depth L — /g + 1 with respect to its input. One can therefore hope to use Theorems B.1]
and B2 to address the following more precise formulation of the EVGP:

EVGP <+— for a typical random draw of weights and biases the size of the

relative Jacobians of the network output

1o, 2501716,

Ou i

has a large variance over p (i.e. over network parameters).

This characterization of the EVGP says in essence that if we can choose only a single learning
rate 7 for a group of otherwise indistinguishable parameters, such as the weights in a single
layer, then it make sense to set

(L+1) -1
n= (average relative gradient |Jy, z | ach |) .

w0

The EVGP will then occur when the size of relative gradients have a large variance across
parameters in a typical random draw of weights and biases, so that for some parameters our
setting of 7 is too small whereas for others it is too large.

We will leave the study of the EVGP in this general form as pertaining to future work
and consider here a special case. Specifically, we compute in Theorem below the average
of the empirical variance of the squared gradients \Jguz](f; Y2 when 0, = Wi(jl) varies over
all weights in the first layer. By construction, the typical size of |6,| is the same for all
such p. The EVGP will thus occur for weights in the first layer if and only if the empirical

fluctuations over p of the raw Jacobians |J. (1)2(“ )\ is large. To state the precise result we

fix xo #0 € R™ and q € [np4+1]. We then wrlte

2
Grad Mean!) := 1 Z <8W(1>z(L+l)>

non
0L Zim,
1<5<n0

for the empirical mean of the squared gradients of z§ " U with respect to the weights W(l)
the first layer and analogously

4 2
Grad Var(!) .= b Z <3W(1)Z(L+l)> — (Grad Mean(1)>

non
0% Sicm,
1<5<no

for the empirical variance of the squared gradients.
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Theorem 4.5 (EVGP for First Layer Weights in Fully Connected Networks). Let x, —

L+1 L . . . . :
z((x D be o random neural network with input dimension ng, output dimension ny1, hidden

layer widths
Ny ...,np =n>1,

and non-linearity o. Suppose also that
e o satisfies Assumption. [2.1]

e 0 belongs to the K, = 0 universality class in the sense described in §7.1] as well as
=32
o Cy, Cw are tuned to criticality in the sense described as in (4.11).

Then, for any non-zero x, € R™ we have
b

E [Grad Var(l)}

8 _ _ _
5 = Coar (1 + §§+ OLHY+0mn™YH)+0rn 2)),
E [Grad Mean' )}

where £ = % is the effective network depth and

4 _
o stk ngtllaalli
o, T —
(@20 (5 [[zall3)?

is a strictly positive constant depending only on x,o0, the implicit constants in the error
terms O(n™1),O(L™') depend only on ., whereas the implicit constant in the error term
Or(n2) depends on 4,0, L.

Remark 4.6. Theorem [{.] shows that, at least to leading order in 1/n, the exploding and
vanishing gradient problem occurs for first layer weights in a critically tuned random fully
connected with non-linearity from the K, = 0 universality class if and only if the effective
network depth L/n is large.

We prove Theorem [A.5lin §T11 To put this result into the context, let us make several remarks.
First, the analog of Theorem for 1—homogeneous non-linearities was derived in prior work
[29, 33]. As we’ve alluded to before, the behavior of a random fully connected neural network
with such non-linearities can be studied by more specialized methods that reveal not only
the leading order dependence in 1/n but actually the full dependence on L/n plus errors
of size L/n? (see Appendix [C)). The conclusion, just as for non-linearities from the K, = 0
universality class, is that the EVGP occurs if and only if L/n is large.

Second, Theorem is the first time the EVGP has been characterized mathematically
in random fully connected networks for a broad class of non-linearities beyond those that are
1—homogeneous. However, as throughout, the author would like to acknowledge the prior
work [71] of Roberts, Yaida, and the author which also studies the EVGP and shows, at a
physics level of rigor, that the variance over random initialization of a single squared gradient
(Ouz4ia)? also scales like L/n at large L. This is conceptually different from showing that in
a typical initialization the empirical variance of (8uz[(1;LJ )2 over p in the first layer is large,
which is what Theorem establishes. Nonetheless, the conclusions are the essentially the
same and the basic techniques used to derive the results are similar.
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5 Overview of Proofs

In this section, we present the essential idea for how we analyze a random fully connected

L+1
neural network x,, > z((x +1)

properties:

at finite width. Our approach is based on the following structural

O

e The sequence of fields zp’ is a Markov Chain with respect to £.

e Conditional on the sigma algebra F) defined by z((f) is a Gaussian field with indepen-

dent components z( D See Lemma 71l

(5 1) ()

depends on zg’ only through random variables

g
y 1 Z ©
= — Z
ne j:1 f( z,oc)

which we refer to as collective observables. See (B.6]).

e The variance of each component z;,
of the form

e Collective observables are self-averaging to a similar extent as if the random variables
f (zl(e O)[) were independent in the sense that for any ¢ > 0, we have

s[(0f -2 o)) 00 (). o
See Theorem [7.3] and Lemma

Let us briefly explain, mostly dispensing with rigor, how these four ideas come together to

obtain a recursive description of the distribution of the field z(ZH) in terms of that of z((f).

To keep the notation to a minimum, we fix a network input x, and focus on describing

the joint distribution of Z(Z-H) 1 =1,...,m. Extensions to multiple inputs and derivatives

proceed along very snnllar hnes. Denoting by £ = (&1,...,&y,) dual variables, consider the

characteristic function
e o ]|
@)

Conditioning on z,’ and using (3.6]) allows us to write

PO = [exp -5 112 50|

where we remind the reader that

e

20 = Var[ (tH1) | f“] = Cy+ %’Za@fﬁ
j=

is a collective observable at the previous layer. Writing

WO =E[2Q],  al:=30-E[5Q)]

ax

we find
p(E) = [oxp |3 1617 A0 | exp -5 612 8]
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The second term is precisely the characteristic function of a centered m-dimensional Gaussian

()

with iid components of variance kgo. Moreover, at least heuristically, the first term can be

Written B oxp |- el a2 | - > [(a)] C el

The concentration estimates (5.I) ensure that this series converges. Moreover, since the
Fourier transform turns polynomials into derivatives we have

—||€]]* = Laplacian in the variables z( +1)

Hence, we obtain for any reasonable test function f that

st =1 ] =5t [(00) (S8, ) i1

q=0

()

where (2,7 = 1,...,m) is a vector of iid centered Gaussians with variance kqq. The
concentration estimates (5.I]) ensure that this expression is a power series in 1/n. In particular,

E [f(zi(f;l), i= 1,...,m)] = (f(ziar i =1, m)) 0 (5.2)

()2
+ = [(A ) ] <<Z Zm) (Zisar 1 = 1,...,m)> +0(n7?).

K&

(¢ +1)

This is the essence of Theorem [3.21 To derive usable recursions for cumulants of z;, , note

for instance that, in the notation of Corollary [3.3]
o }H (Z(e+1) (D) () Z(z+1)> _E [(Afﬁ)z] _

ot 3 o o Yo ) Tl
Writing
X; = oz B (")

JOl Jic

we thus have

ax

2 C?
KD —F [(M)) ] = n—V:E [(XT]+C (1 —ny ') E[X1Xo).
Applying the expansion (5.2)) to both these terms and a bit of algebra already yields

0 =B | (a0)

_ Gy (CORTRICONTY

ng
0 (1= n7) (g - B [oGI0P]) +

A short argument supplied in §9 shows that <02>n“) =E [ (z§ ()1) } + O(n~') and that we
0

may replace ko by its infinite width limit K&Q in all remaining expectations at the cost of
an O(n~1) error. This already yields the recursion (.14 of Corollary [3.3l

(0% 2> © ﬁii) +0(n™?).

»PIH
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6 Background

6.1 Properties of Cumulants

Recall that, given random variables Xi,..., X, on the same probability space, we denote
their mixed cumulant by

ak

% | logElexp[—i(t; X1 + -+t Xp)]] -
S0ty |, BT P it XA+ X

H(Xl,...,Xk) = ik

In the following result, we recall the key properties of these mixed cumulants that we will
need.

Proposition 6.1 (See Theorem 2.3.1 in [13]). Mized cumulants satisfy the following proper-

ties.
1. Suppose X = (Xq,...,Xk) is a random vector with finite moments of all orders. Then
(X1, X)) = > B (X [ F),m (X, | F)), (6.1)
m=(m1,..mp)
where the sum is over all partitions m of [k] and for each a =1,...,b

Xn, = (X, i €m,) .

This is known as the law of total cumulance. See [12].
2. Suppose X = (X1,...,Xk) is a random vector with finite moments of all orders. When

X can be partitioned into two independent subsets, the mized cumulant k(X) vanishes.
More precisely, suppose I C [k] and that 1,1 # (). Then

X = (XZ',Z'EI)J_X[c:(XZ’,Z'gf) - /{(Xl,...,Xk):O. (6.2)
3. Mized cumulants are multi-linear. More precisely if

are random variables with finite moments defined on the same probability space, then

Ty Ty T Tk
K E PP, NS PR E i k Xig ke | = E E a1 ikl (X1, Xig k)
=1 in=1 =1 =1

(6.3)
for any a; ; € R.

4. Suppose X = (X1,...,X;) ~N(0,%) is a centered Gaussian with covariance . Then
for any iy, ..., i € [j]

i k=2
k(X .., X5) = 1 . 6.4
(X, i) {0, otherwise (6.4)



5. Moments are polynomials in cumulants. Specifically, suppose X = (X1,...,Xk) is a
random vector with finite moments of all orders. Then,

b
EIX;Xe]= Y J][rXn), (6.5)
=(m1,...,mp) G=1

where the sum is over all partitions of [k] and for each a € [b] we’ve written

Xy, o= (X, 1 € m).

6. Cumulants are polynomials in moments. Specifically,

b
R(X,o X)) = > (D)o -DH[E
a=1

T=(T1,...,7p)

11 Xi] , (6.6)

1€ETq
where the sum is over all partitions of [k] and for each a € [b] we’ve written

Xry = (X4, 1 € mq) .

6.2 Lemmata

In this section, we collect two simple auxiliary results that we will need. The first is a Lemma
for Solving Certain Recursions.

Lemma 6.2. Fiz C1,Cs,v > 0 satisfying
Co>1, v#0Cy+1
as well as x € {<, >}. Suppose also that for each £ > 0 we have
agy1 * &+ (1—=Ca, G €[0,1] (6.7)
with ag € R given and that there exist C},C% > 0 so that
e E e R R e T
Then -

Gpp] % ———————
0+1 - 010,

where 7 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and the implied constants depend only C1,Cs, C1, C).

(L+0(7h) +e @1y (14+0¢7)) (6.8)

Proof. By unfolding the recursion (6.7]) we find

¢ ¢ ¢
a1 x Y & [ (0 =¢w)+a0 [T (1 =)
v=1 =i =0
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We have

d ‘
[10 = =ex [Z log (1 - Ca(¢") ™ + 0(6—2))]

=1 =1

= exp

4
JGREDY —02(5”)—1]

=1
= exp [O(¢71) — Calog(¢) — O]
— o C2vp=C2 (1 + O(g—l)) )

This gives the second term in (638]). For the first term, we write

¢ ¢ ¢ T
b JI 0= => ¢rewp| > log(1-¢)
=1 =iy ¢=1 Ler=pr41
¢ T
=) Grexp| > —Cy(t)'+ 0((5")—2)]
=1 Ler=p/1
¢
= Z CL() Y14+ 0W) exp [—Cg log (;) + O((ﬁ’)_l)}
=1

14
=AY o)+ o)
V=1
14+ Cy—

This completes the proof of (G.8]). O

Y (1+o¢h).

The second result we will need is the following simple Lemma about Gaussian Integrals.

Lemma 6.3. Fiz r > 1, a r X r matriz ¥ and measurable function g : R — R that is
polynomially bounded:

dk > 1 s.t. sup
xRk

(1+ lal) * g(a)| < oo.

If X is a standard Gaussian random vector in R", then the function
S E [g (21/2)()} (6.9)

is smooth on the open set of strictly positive definite k X k matrices. Further, if g is a smooth
function and each of its derivatives is polynomially bounded, then the map ([6.9) is extends to
a smooth function on the closed set of positive semi-definite matrices and, in particular,

0
E [g (21/2)()] ~E [(aiajg)(zl/QX)} . (6.10)
822-]-

Proof. On the open set of strictly positive definite matrices, the Gaussian density

1 1
Y — exp [—§$TE_1x ~3 log det(2w2)}
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is a smooth function of ¥ with derivatives that are polynomials in = and the entries of ¥, X1
The assumption that f is polynomially bounded shows that we may differentiate under the
integral sign and see that that

1 1
E [9(21/2X)] = / g(m) exp [—ngE_lzn ~3 log det(ZWE)] dx

is indeed a smooth function of . Suppose instead that ¢ is a smooth function and that it’s
derivatives are all polynomially bounded. Suppose first that ¢ is in fact a Schwartz function.
Then, writing g for its Fourier transform we have

E [g(2'/2X)| = / G(©)exp [—%éng] d.

Since g is also Schwartz, we may differentiate under the integral sign to obtain

0

9 2] — [ cen Lo _
o E [903230)] = i T&Syg(i)exp[ € zg] dg_E[a%a%

g(:l:)} . (6.11)

x=x1/2X
Finally, if g is not Schwartz but is smooth with all derivatives being polynomially bounded,
we consider the convolution

2
I

ge(w) := (g * ) (), Ye(y) = exp [— ng — %log(2ﬂe)] :

Then, g, is Schwartz for all € > 0. Moreover, note that ge(Zl/ 27) is also polynomially bounded
for any PSD matrix Y. Specifically, for any fixed PSD matrix 3y we have for any k£ > 1

sup sup  sup
€€[0,1] [|2—30||<1 z€R™
¥ PSD

(1+ llal) *ge(=2a)|

= sup sup  sup
€€[0,1] [|Z—S0||<1 z€R™
¥ PSD

U llal)* [ o= = o
e A O e D)
3> PSD
< 00, (6.12)

Note that there exists K > 0 depending only k, 7, ¥ so that

e <5 o) e
—Z0(>

Hence, since

sup | lylI* ve(y)dy < oo
c€[0,1] JR"
we find that
sup  sup  sup |(1+||z]]) Fg.(ZY?2)| < . (6.13)

c€[0,1] [|S—Xo||<1 2€R"
Y PSD
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The estimate above allows us to use dominate convergence to see that for any PSD X
E {9(21/2)()} = lm E [96(21/2)()} . (6.14)
e—
To complete the proof we note that g. and 0;0;g. are both Schwartz for any positive e.

Moreover, 0;0;0;,0mge satisfies (6.13]). Hence, we conclude by applying (GI1) that for any
PSD matrix ¥ there exists C' > 0 so that

B [0:(21/2X)] — E [9.(25/°X)] - 20,01 B [0:0,90(5°X)| (£ - o)

sup  sup
1= —Sol|<1 e€[0,1] 12— Bol|?
¥ PSD
< sup  sup Z ‘ [(Gi(‘)j@kam)ge(ﬁlﬂX)] ‘
e€[0,1]115=Soll<1 et
< C.

Thus, if ¥ — 2o/ ||X — Xo|| = X1, we find by applying (6.14) to 9;0;g that

B [g(2/2X)] - E [o(%/*X) B [5(22X)] — E [5(24/ %)

I = lim I
SEG 1= — =ol| S8 es0 1= = %ol
. ¥ — Yo)i
— lim g (Vx| E=Z0)y
g Lim ,;1 |(@1019:2x))] ==
_Z (00955 %) | (1)

1,7=1

This shows that ([6.10]) holds for any g that is smooth, completing the proof of Lemmal6.3l [

7 Proof of Theorem [3.1]

Let us first recall the notation. We fix r > 1 and assume that o : R — R satisfies assumption
2.1 with this value of r. We also fix a finite collection z4 = {zq4, € A} C R™ of distinct
network inputs and p directional derivatives dy,...,d, as in (3.2]). We denote by

N(p,T‘):#{J:(jl,..-,jp)GNp|j1—|—"'+]’p§7‘},

which computes the number of possible derivatives of order at most r in the p directional
derivatives d;. We also denote by F () the sigma algebra generated by the weights and biases
in layers up to and including ¢. The starting point for proving Theorem B.] is the following
simple but fundamental observation.

Lemma 7.1. For each £ > 0, conditional on F©,

{(D‘] (D) e A, |.]] <7‘)}W+1

aza i=1

is a collection of nyi1 d centered Gaussians of dimension N(p,r).
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Proof. The defining recursion (2.1]) of a fully connected network yields for each a, .J

DI _ Dé £+1 +ZW(£+1 <z(z> — 80 b(+ +ZW(£+1 DJ ( (5))‘

aza Jia ]a

(7.1)
Note that DZo(z ]“L) are measurable with respect to F(). The conclusion now follows since
the weights WZ(;“), j =1...,ny and bias bg“l) are centered Gaussians and are independent
for different 1. U

Thus, the structure of z{ " and its derivatives is always that of a Gaussian field after con-

ditioning on F®. To ease the notation in what comes given f : RMAXN®or) 5 R let us
abbreviate

f(h) = £ (Dl ac A lI<r), el

R\A|><N(no,r)

Next, we remind the reader that given f : — R, which is measurable and poly-

()

nomially bounded, the corresponding collective observable O 7

g
“ 2 ()

and that the statement (A.3)) in Proposition [A.1] ensures

at layer /£ is

supE HO;Z)H < 0. (7.2)

n>1

Recall also our notation for the conditional covariance
ny
0 (+1) (6+1) B Cw () ()
Ef(n)ocz = Cov < Fion 0 Pisan | F ) =Cp+ n—z ZU (ZJ';OH) g (Zj§a2>
j=1
and note that both it and its derivatives

DJIDJ2E(Z) — Cov <DJ1 (+1) D725 (+1) |]:(Z)>

[e5 e’ a1 zal ? a2 zaz

e

sk CRED I CRLICEN

are collective observables at layer £. Our first application of Lemma [7T]is the following reduc-
J_(£+1)
[e% Z [e%

Proposition 7.2. Fiz k¢ > 1 and p-dimensional multi-indices Jy, ..., Jp with |J;| < r. If k

is odd, then
(DJl (€+1) DJk (Z"‘l)) -0

al Zlal"' Qg Zkak

tion of the study of cumulants of D z to the cumulants of certain collective observables.

In contrast, if k is even

<DJ1 e+ ., D7 (ZH)) = finite sums 0f/{<(9§c?,...,(9(£) ),

ai 21 oy 7t o2 'lk Qg fry2
where (’)%) are collective observables of the form

DI D2y

a10?

|l J2| < (7.3)
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Proof. Using (6.1) and recalling that F ) is the sigma algebra generated by weights and

Jp . (e+1) i (£+1)
Dz oy s Dok 2y, ) equals

Yoo (/1 <<DJz<f+1>)m |}““)> K <(DJ2(Z+1)>WB \J—"“)>> , (7.4)

7=(71,...,TB)

biases in layers up to and including ¢, we have that s <

where the sum is over partitions 7 of [k] and for b =1,..., B we’ve abbreviated
{+1
<DJZ(Z+1))7U) = <D£zi(t;at), te 7Tb) .

By Lemma [71] {(DJZ(ZH), a€ A |J| <d),i=1,...,np01} are iid centered Gaussians

aia
conditional on F). Hence, by the properties ([6.2) and ([63)) and (64) from Proposition [B.1]

in the sum over partitions above, a term is non-zero only if

Vb € [B], |7Tb| =2 and bry(1) = ’L'ﬂb(g)

This proves that x (D‘]lz(éﬂ) e ,Dsz(ZH)) vanishes if k is odd. To treat the case when k

115000 Tg;0k

is even observe that by (7.

p (DD, DI | FO) = 6,0, DI D2

1500 0 i2;02 Qioe”
Substituting this into (Z4]) completes the proof. O

When k£ = 2, Proposition and our assumption (ZJ)) shows that for each ¢ > 1, any
i1,12 € [ngy1], @ € A, and multi-indices Jp, J2 of order at most d, there exists a polynomially
bounded function f : RMAXN(M0.d) 5 R for which

k(D20 DB D) = B 0]

a1 %00 0 a2 ;a0 f
In light of ((C.2]) this proves Theorem B.Ilwhen k£ = 2. Further, since the cumulant of 2 or more
random variables is shift-invariant, we may assume for & > 3 that the collective observables

D' D!2 E((fl),m in Proposition are replaced by their zero mean versions:

A2 .= phiply® B |DIDESO | (7.5)

o o o
Hence, Theorem [3.1] is a special case of the following result.

Theorem 7.3. Fiz k,m > 1. Consider any m-tuple F' = (f1,..., fm) consisting of measur-

able, functions
fi : RMAPNMOD) SRy —1 . m

that are polynomially bounded and satisfy
0] _ (ORI o
E{Ofi}—E[fi(zl;A)]—O, i1=1,....,m.
Define the m—tuple of collective observables

8%) = <(’)J(f),i: 1,...,m>.
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Consider further any measurable polynomially bounded functions
gi :R™" =R, j=1,...,k

which are smooth in a neighborhood of 0. If f; and o are in fact smooth, then, for every £ > 1

sup [n* 1k (gl <8§f)) ey Ok <8§f)))‘ < 00 (7.6)

n>1

Moreover, (6] holds without the assumption that f;,o are smooth provided that for each ¢

the vector of iterated directional derivatives (Diz}fi, |J| < r,a € A) of order at most r is
non-degenerate in the sense of ([B3.3)).

Proof. Our starting point is a reduction of Theorem [Z.3] to the case when g; are polynomials.
This is related to a technique called the delta method in some parts of the mathematical
statistics literature [77].

Proposition 7.4 (Polynomials are Enough for Theorem [(.3]). Fiz m > 1 and suppose that
for each n > 1 we have an m—tuple X, = (Xy1,...,Xnm) of mean 0 random variables that
possess bounded moments of all orders:

Sl;}il) E[ngl---Xg’j;n” < 00, Vai,...,qm > 0. (7.7)
n>
Suppose for any given polynomials p1,...,pr in m variables we have

ilgi ’I’Lk_lli(pl(Xn),...,pk(Xn))‘ < o0. (7.8)
Then, for any measurable, polynomially bounded functions g; : R™ — R, j = 1,...,k, which

are smooth in some fized neighborhood of 0

sup |n* 1k (91 (Xn) s - .., gk (Xn))‘ < 0. (7.9)

n>1

Proof. We begin with the following simple Lemma, which allows us to translate between the
cumulants bounds (Z.8)) and high probability bounds.

Lemma 7.5. For any g > 1

sup sup ‘n[%HE [XanH < 00.
n>11<i<m ’

Proof. We have by property (6.5 from Proposition that

B
ElxL = Y TIA(Xn- o Xin).
_ - D e e
i e

Since by assumption X;.,, has mean 0, we have

K(Xin) = E [Xim] = 0.
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Thus, the only partitions 7 = (71,...,7m5) € S(m) that give rise to non-zero terms in the
expression above must have B < L%j Moreover, for any such partition, we have

Hence, we find

sup |n/21E [qun}

n>1

< Z sup n‘m’|_1/€(Xi;n, e aXi;n) < o0,
~———

7I':(7T1,...,7TB) b=1 nzl

rEP(m), |mp|>2 [mo| times

where the final inequality follows from the assumption (Z.8]). O

Applying Markov’s inequality and Lemma shows that for any g > 1 we have

supniP (S) < 0o, S = {|Xm| <n VA =1, m} . (7.10)
n>1

This localization estimate allows us to replace each g; by its Taylor expansion around O.
Indeed, note that

K(g1(Xn), - gk(Xn)) = P (E[gi(Xp)" -+ gu(Xn)*], @1+ +qp < k)

for some universal polynomial P evaluated at the mixed moments of X,, (the formula for this
polynomial is given in (6.6) but is not important). Moreover, using the growth assumption
(T7) on X and the fact that g; are polynomially bounded we find that

n>

This, in combination with the localization estimate (Z.I0) applied with ¢ = k — 1 yields
K(g1(Xn), - gk(Xn)) = P (B [1g,01(Xn)" -+ gi(Xn)™], g+ + qm < k) + O(n™ ).

Note that for n sufficiently large, on the event S,,, the argument X, is any fixed neighborhood
of 0. Hence, we may write
9;(Xn) = pj(Xp) + O(n~"*1),

where p; represents the g—th order Taylor expansion of g; around 0 with ¢ sufficiently large
and the constant in the error term is uniformly bounded. This yields

K(g1(Xn)s -, g6(Xn)) = P(E[Lg,p1(Xn)™ - pi(Xn)™], @1+ +qm < k) +O(n~ "),

Finally, using the mixed moment estimates (7)) and the localization estimate (Z.IQ), we
conclude

K (g1(Xn)s - g6 (Xn)) = P (E[p1(Xn)™ - pi(Xn)™], @1+ +qm < k) +O(nFH)
=R (pl(Xn)7 cee ypk(Xn)) + O(n_k+1)'

Recalling (7.8 completes the proof. O
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Proposition [.4] shows that, in establishing the conclusion (.6]) of Theorem [T.3] it is
sufficient to assume that g; are polynomials. The remainder of the proof of Theorem [Z.3lis by
induction on ¢, starting with ¢ = 1. In view of Proposition[7.4] the following result establishes
the base case.

Proposition 7.6 (Base Case: Theorem [7.3] holds for polynomials at £ = 1). Fiz k,m > 1
and suppose fi, i =1,...,m are as in the statement of Theorem[7.3 Then, if p1,...,pr are
any polynomials in m variables, we have

sup nF 1k <p1 (8%1)) yeesDE <8g))>‘ < 0.

n>1
Proof. Since cumulants are multi-linear, we may and shall assume that p, are monomials:

(a) (@ (a) a a a
pa(az):xQ ::m‘fl gl T =(Z1,...,Tm), Q():<q§),...,qﬁn)>. (7.12)

Recall that
—nllzf2< 3 )

(a)—l—---—l—qﬁs) we find

Therefore, writing ¢(® = Q

Pa (8(1 ) _Q(a) Zf](a)a fJ(a) - H H fz Z (a) .A

J(@ i=1q=1 Jasi

where the sum is over tuples of multi-indices
J@ = <J1(“), . J§g>) . J9= (jg;g €fml,ielm], qe [q§“>]) . (7.13)

Hence, using that cumulants are multi-linear (see (6.3))), we obtain

K <p1 (5%’) so s Pk (8%’)) = py @) > k(@ faw),

JO gk

where the sum extends over ordered collections (J @ 1<a< k:) of multi-indices as in (Z.13)).
The expression on the right hand side can be interpreted as an average. Namely, we can

think of the indices jé?i) € [nq1] are chosen uniformly from [n] and independently for all 7, ¢, a.

Writing &£ for the average with respect to this distribution, we obtain

K (pl (8&,”) o (8(1 )) K(fr,-os fym)].

Our goal is to show that this average is small. To quantify this, let us associate to each
collection (J@, a € [k]) a graph

G(J, aek) = <[k], E <J(“), aelH)), (7.14)
with vertex set [k] and edge set defined by

(a,d) € & (J(“), ac [k:]) = 37 eml qeld”), ¢ €lgd] st 52 =440

q7Z
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The key point is that in light of the vanishing property (6.2)) of cumulants and the fact that
neurons at layer 1 are independent

g (J(“)7 a € [k;]) disconnected = K <f§2p cee Jﬁi)) = 0.

Hence,

K <P1 (8;})) yo -y Pk (8%’)) =¢ [l{g(J(“),ae[k}) Connected}K’ <fﬁz)’ T hﬁ%))} )

Since f; are assumed to be polynomially bounded and the distribution of the neuron pre-
activations 22(1 ; is that of centered Gaussians with mean 0 and covariance

C
) 1) _ s w E: ) ‘
COV <Zi1;a1,zi2;a2> = 6217,2 Cb + 1o x];alxj;az )
j:l”o

we have for any fixed k that

sup  sup
n>1j), . j(a)

/f(fﬁz),,fﬁz)ﬂ < 00.

Hence,
K <p1 <8%)) Y Dk <8g)>> =0 <P (g <J(“), a€ [k:]) connected)) ,
where P is the probability measure associated to our random draw of JM ... J®)  To

(a)

complete the proof, note that since m,q; "’ are fixed, by a simple union bound, we obtain

P <g <J(“), a€ [k‘/]) connected ‘ g <J(“), aclk — 1]) connected> =0(n™).

Hence,

P (g <J(“), a€ [k‘]) connected)

k
= H P (g <J(“), a€ [k’]) connected ‘ g <J(“), a€lk - 1]> connected>
k'=2
= O(n~**1). (7.15)
Thus,
ae (8§)> s DK (89))) =O0(n™"*),
as desired. 0

Propositions [7.4] and together show that the conclusion (7.6]) of Theorem [7.3] holds
at layer 1. In conjunction with Proposition [7.4] the following result establishes that if the
conclusion (Z.6) of Theorem [.3] holds at some layer ¢ > 1 then it also holds at layer ¢ + 1.
This will complete the proof by inductive of Theorem [.3]
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Proposition 7.7 (Inductive Step: Reducing polynomial cumulants in layer ¢ + 1 to smooth
cumulants in layer ¢). Fiz ¢ > 1.

Case 1: Suppose that o is smooth. Assume that for any collection
F = (f; L RMIXNMon) R G — 1m)

of smooth and polynomially bounded functions and any g; as in the statement of Theorem[7.3
the conclusion (L.6) of Theorem [7.3 holds at layer £:

sup nF 1k (gl <8§f,)) ey Ok (8%?))‘ < 0.

n>1

Then, if p1,...,px are any polynomials in m variables, and F = (f;,i=1,...,m) is an
arbitrary collection of smooth and polynomially bounded functions f; : RMXNMor) s R then

sup nF 1k <p1 <8%+1)) ey Dk <8%+1)))‘ < 00.

n>1

Case 2: Suppose o is not smooth but satisfies Assumption 21 and that (D] z;. © ,ae A J| <
1) is non-degenerate in the infinite width in the sense of [B3)). Assume that for any collection

F = (fg RMIXN(on) R G — 1m)

of measurable and polynomially bounded functions and any g; as in the statement of Theorem
[7-3 the conclusion (T8 of Theorem [7.3 holds at layer £:

sup n* 1k (gl <8§f,)) yeo oy Ok (8%?))‘ < 00.

n>1

Then, if p1,...,px are any polynomials in m variables, and F = (f;,i=1,...,m) is an
arbitrary collection of measurable and polynomially bounded functions f; : RMI*N(mo.d) _y R

then (+1) (e+1)
ilgl) nF 1k <p1 <8F ) ye ey Dk <8F ))‘ < 0.

Proof. The proof of Proposition [[.7] is similar but somewhat more involved than that of
Proposition Moreover, the two cases are proved in essentially the same way, except that
we will employ the different cases in Lemma We give the details in the case when o is
smooth and indicate where the proof is modified slightly to handle the non-smooth case.

To start, as in the proof of Proposition [7.6], note that since cumulants are multi-linear (see
(@3]), it is enough to assume that p; are monomials. Thus, borrowing the notation from the
proof of Proposition (see starting (712))), we find

o (p1 <8§£+1)> N (8%“))) _ nz_ﬁ<1)+...+q<a>) Z . <f§fi§1), o §€;1)> ,

JO gk

where

el HHfﬂi‘tl C = ().

i=1q=1
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Note that, as in Proposition [A.1], the polynomially bounded assumption on f; and the non-
linearity o together with the Gaussianity of weights and biases show that

(¢+1) (6+1)
ilgl) /{(fJ(l) T )‘ < 0. (7.16)

Using the law of total cumulance (6.1]), we find that ~ (pl(a(“l)), e ,pk(B%Jrl))) equals

> w1 FO) e n (21 50)).

7'(:(71'1,,,,77{'3) J(1)77J(k)

where 7 is any partition of [k] and

[y = (f@, a€mp).

Just as in the proof of Proposition [7.6, we may interpret the sum over JU, ... J®) ag an

(a)

average over the distribution in which j,; are drawn iid uniformly on [ngy1]. Writing & for
averages with respect to this distribution yields

(BB = X e[ (x (A O (01 50))

T=(T1,...,7p)

As in (ZI4)), we may associate to each collection J(™) the graph G ( J () ) Recall that by
(e+1) .

Lemma [Z1] the neurons pre-activations Dg 2., inlayer £+ 1 are independent for different

i conditional on F©). Hence, in view of the vanishing property (6.2]) of cumulants, we obtain

that » (pl(agﬂ)), . ,pk(agﬂ))) equals

Z & [1{Q(J<ﬂb>) connected Wbe[B] } ¥ (“( Jm) | F > ﬁ( L(]fj;) | FU >>}

71—:(7‘-17'"77‘-3)

Since we’ve assumed that f; are smooth and polynomially bounded Lemmal6.3lshows that for
each b € [B] ={1,..., B} the conditional cumulant ( f | 20 > is a smooth function of

the centered entries D 1DJ2 A((fl)az of the conditional covariance of < azl(éjl), acAlJ| < r)

given F. Thus, since these entries are collective observables at layer ¢ we may apply the
inductive hypothesis of Case 1 to find that

k (pl(aﬁf“)), e 7pk(8%+1))> = Z P [g <J(”b)> connected Vb € [B]] O(n=B+h).
T=(T1 e B)

Combining this with the estimate (T.I5]) shows
B
P FE) () - T ourt o ot
b=1

71—:(7‘-17'"77‘-3)

as desired. The proof in Case 2 is almost identical. The only difference is that, we must

introduce the event
S, = {‘AJIJ% ‘ < n—1/4}. (7.17)

ajag
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Precisely as in the proof of Lemma [Z.5] we find that
P(5;) = O(n™™).

Hence,
K (pl <8%+1)> yee s Pk (8%“))) =K (pl <8%+1)) yeey PR <8%+1)) | Sn) +O0(n™),

where we’ve implicitly used (ZI6). Moreover, since in Case 2 we assume that the vector
(DJ 20T < aE A) is non-degenerate in the infinite width limit in the sense of (3.3]),

a“ia
we see that for n sufficiently large the covariance of (Dgzj’“’; V< ac A) given F®),

which is the matrix with entries

E[DADESY.],  anas €A Al <
is also non-degenerate. On the event S,,, the conditional covariance of (DJ 2 |J| <r a€ A)

a“ia
given F® which is a matrix with entries Dii Dig E,(fl)aw is also non-degenerate for all n suf-

ficiently large. Hence, we again conclude by Lemma that conditional on S,, (which is
measurable with respect to F)) for each b € [B] the conditional cumulant x ( f @ | F (£)>

J(p)
is a smooth function of Dg} Dig E((fl)az, which are collective observables at layer ¢. The re-
mainder of the proof now proceeds in the same way as for Case 1. O
O

8 Proof of Theorem [3.2

Let us recall the notation. We consider a random depth L neural network with layer widths
ng,...,Nnr+1 with
e, C > 0 s.t. cn <ny,...,np < Cn,

and a non-linearity o that satisfies (2.I]) for some r > 1. We also fix p > 1 directional deriva-
tives di,...,d, as in (3.2 and the corresponding vectors of iterated directional derivatives

D=2 = (DI, a € AT = (s o) NP, ] < 7))
Theorem concerns, for each fixed m, ¢ > 1, the expectation of a function f of of the form

<r_(£+1) <r_(€+1)
f (D—TzLA ,...,D—sz’A ) )

which depends on all directional derivatives in d; of order at most r in any m neuron pre-
activations at layer £ + 1. We seek to show that if f is both continuous and a tempered
distribution, then for all ¢, > 1 we have

E[f (D=4, D=0 50) | = o+ (8.1)
2qx m
(=1)1 10(0) T e <r
+ Z 94! E Z Al Z 8Dgzj;a8Difzj;a/ f (DZ 21,...,D3 Zm) ol
7=0 [T | <r J=1 K
a,a’'e A
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We remind the reader the notation in this formula. First, we continue to denoted by (-),.
the expectation with respect to a collection of centered jointly Gaussian random vectors

<
D3z = (Dizi;a, ac A |J <)
with the same covariance

aq 21 a1’ a2 Zz [eD) 1112 051052

Cov (D' 2,01, D2 2iy0,) = Cov (DJ1 (0 a0 ) S i (0)

as the true vectors of derivatives D AT (234 in each component separately but zero covariance

for different 7. Second,
0 _ <r,(¢ <r,() _ J J’ ()
o, E

is an average of the conditional covariances
Cw
DDzl = Cov (DALY, DLALY | FO) = DIDY S ¢y + n—V: S (20) e (5)
j=1

Finally, AJJ, ) measures the corresponding fluctuations:

AL = st - w8 [DIDll) ],

JJ (0) into a matrix as follows:

, JJ' (¢
ASH(O) . (A /()>|J\,|J'|Sr'

feves
a,a’eA

and we collect A7

Our first step is to note that since the weights and biases in layer £ + 1 are Gaussian, in-
dependent of one another, and independent of the sigma algebra F*) generated by all prior
weights and biases, we may write

E[f (D=0, 0 =B [f <<2S"’<€>)1/2 Zl,...,<zﬁﬂ<f>)1/2 Zm>] :

where Z1, ..., Z,, are standard Gaussians which are independent of one another and of £="(0).
Moreover, because £="() is PSD the relation (8.2)) ensures

ker(k9) C ker(257()) as.
By decomposing
Zi=Ziy + Zi 1, Zy € ker(/f(g)), Zi| € ker(,‘f(f))l

and writing Zfr’“)

of notation that

o1 (o7 0] = 1 (5) s (557 )]

for the compression of £="() onto ker(x(¥))+ we obtain by a slight abuse
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The key point is now that Z;. | are standard Gaussian vectors supported on a subspace on

O

which £® is strictly positive definite and that Efr’ maps this subspace into itself. Consider

the event

Su = {|AZEO] <1, ave € 4, 131,17 < 7} = {|[f0 — 220 0|| <o),

[e.9]

Note that, by applying Theorem [[.3] and arguing exactly as in Lemma [[.5] we find that since
AJ‘]/v(g)

coy . are centered collective observables,

P(SS) = O(n~).

Since f is a tempered distribution and a continuous function, its expectation against any
Gaussian is finite and we therefore have

E {f (D<r %Z:zl)“. D, ﬁﬁﬁ)ﬂ [1snf << J<_n(@>l/2 Zosi (Eir,(@)l/z Zm,J_>:|7

plus an error of size O(n~°). Let us denote by f(gl, .., &m) the Fourier transform of f and
abbreviate

E=(&, . 6m),  LEP=DNGIP,  de=dé - dgy,
=1

For a C > 0 that we will choose later let us write

E [1Snf ((Eir,(z))lm Ziisi, <Eir,(z)>1/2 val)]
G 5 ZfTrf’“ “ ]
= FleE [1 . €Xp [—— ef 2“”’“’&” de

/§||2>01og(n> TP T ; -
- 1 e (0)
- FOE [1 , €XD [—— &g s” d¢
/£||23010g(n) i 2 ; -

= Ic+1lc.

dg

Let us now check that
Vg >13C =C(q) s.t. Ic=0(n"1). (8.3)

By the fundamental structure theorem of tempered distributions (see e.g. [26]), there exist
bounded continuous function uy ; and an integer o(f), called the order of f, such that

&)= > &Dlurs©), (8.4)
I,J
[1,J|<o(f)
where where the derivatives D7 with respect to ¢1,.. ., &y, are defined in the weak sense and

¢ raised to a multi-index I denotes the corresponding monomial. Thus, we may use (8.4) to
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write

1 <
el 12; /£||2>Clog(n) ur,s(§) <§ [ S, €Xp [ 5 Zgz h 5”) ¢

=1
11,1 71<o(£)

< Y e/, B
I,J [1£]]°>C log(n)
], |J]<o(f)

Ls,, [Po(s) (€)| exp [——ZéTzW ”d&

where p,(s) is some polynomial of degree at most 20(f) in the variables &;,...,&,, in which

<r,(0)

the coefficients are themselves polynomials the entries of ¥7 7. On the event S, entries

of Efr’(@ are uniformly bounded in n since by Theorem [7.3] the entries of £©) are uniformly
bounded in n and the event S,, guarantees that the difference k) — £="() is small for all
large n. In particular, for some T' > 0 we may write

o(f)
L, [pocs) (€1 6m)| < 15,7 (1+11812) "

Note moreover that for all n sufficiently large, on the event S,,, we have that for some Ag > 0
and any ¢ € ker(s() that

1 r
SEE e = o lel®.

Hence, passing to polar coordinates, we find that

— _ 2
fesT 2 Il /r2>Clog(n)(1 +r2) ot N R)A =T e =2or gy,

1,J
1, J|<o(f)

where we recall that N (r, p) is the number of derivatives of order at most r in the p vector fields
di,...,d,. Thus, we conclude that that for any ¢ > 1 there indeed exists C' = C(q),C’ = C'(q)
such that

Ic <C /n_q,
confirming (83]). We therefore define C' := C(¢, + 1) and rewrite II¢ as follows:

~ 1~ s (0)
I, = fOE [1 ., eXD [—— s Ez” dg
“ /|5|23010g(n> i 2 Z -

= / f(é)eXp[ Z&T ® @] llsnexp [—EZHA“” >5”d5.
ll€lI><C log(n)

=1 =1
Note that on the event S, there exists T' > 0 so that

m . 1
sup ZQTA% ’(Z)& < CTm|AP Ogl(/z).
|I€]1*<Clog(n) =1 n

Hence, we may choose Q* = Q*(¢*,C, | A|) > 1 so that

Qx q
Ls, exp [——ZéTﬁwé ” -E |15, ) (Z&TAW @) + O™,

q=0 i=1

E

(8.5)
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We thus conclude that 11 equals

§*: (~1)? /
294" Jyjg)2 <C1og(n)

q=0

q m
(Z eragr? ) ] (&) exp [—% el n%] dé
=1

plus an error of size O(n~%~!). Note also that by applying Lemma we have

E |1s, (ZHA“ ) —0(||£||2qn—(%1).

Hence, since fis a tempered distribution and x® is strictly positive definite on ker(/i(g))l, the
terms corresponding to 2¢* + 1 < ¢ < Q* in (83)) are of size O(n~9~1). Moreover, applying
the same reasoning as we used to bound I¢, by incurring another error of order O(n=%~1)
we may drop the restriction in ITo that ||¢]|? < C/log(n). All together, I1o therefore equals

%":( 1) / [(ZéTAq )q __ZgT (z&]dé

q=0

€) exp

plus an error of size O(n~9~1). Using that multiplication by components of ¢; acting on the
Fourier transform corresponds to differentiation of with respect to the variables {Dizi;a, a €
A, |J| < r}, yields the desired expression (8.I]) and completes the proof of Theorem O

9 Proof of Corollary [3.3

The goal of this section is to derive recursions for

R = ik AL

P s L)

AR,
k times

where we defined A%, in BI0). Let us write

Xj=o0 (z]({lf —E [a (zj(»fa) 2}

so that
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By symmetry, we then have
2 C?

ket =E [(Afj&) } — n_‘Z’E (X2 +C% (1 —n; ) E[X1 Xy (9.1)
3

2" =6 (a)]

c 3C3 1 1 2
= S E[X7]+ % (1 - —> E [X}X,] + Cf) <1 - —) (1 = —) E [ X1 X5X3]

Ty Ty
(9.2)

{E
<4> {E [X?X5] — E [X}] E[Xo] — 2E [X7] E [X1X,) H
CE (1) () () et -t )
+ Cy <1 — n%) (1 — 3) <1 - 3) E[X1 X2 X3Xy]. (9.3)

To evaluate the mixed moments of X; that appear in (O.1)-(93]), we use Theorem B2 in the
case ¢ = 1,r = 0,q, = 1. In this setting, if f is a continuous function and a tempered
distribution, we find

E|f (o 20a)] = (F i 2med) o (94)

2
4
L
22 .2l

m
Z 823-;,1 f (Zl;om v 7Zm;a)

(11 (0

3

m
Z 823-;,1 f (Zl;aa RN} Zm;a)

J=1 (0

{4 0\ 2 4
/fé;()x—k?)(/fi;?)) m ) »
Ty SR | FCrama) ) 0BT,
j=1

k)
We remind the reader that, by definition, z1.q, ..., 2m:q are iid centered Gaussians with vari-
ance kas. Since the derivations of (3I4)-(3I6) are very similar, let us give the details for

only cases of mﬁfg and /ig) . We have, using (9.4)), that

Hes

P ) =E KA&‘&)T -G (CONTRCINTY

L4

1
+C (1—n;Y) <<X1>i$ +7 (0?0?20 Q{L) +0(n72).  (95)
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Next, we will show in §10.4] below that
Ko = K +0@m™").

Moreover, note that since x,, # 0, we have K&Q is non-zero. Hence, Gaussian integration by
parts yields that for any measureable polynomially bounded f we have

(f) 0 = (f) g +0(n™). (9.6)

Note also that for all i by applying (9.4]) we have
¢ _
(Xi) ooy = —gﬁil (0°X1) oo +O(n72). (9.7)

Thus, recalling the definition (4.3)) of X|(|li31 the estimate (Q.5]) immediately yields (B.14]). Next,
using ([@.4)) as well as ([@.6) and [@.7)) that
_ ¢ _
OWE [X7] = Oy (X}) ) + O(n™") = Ty + O(n™").

Further, we seek to evaluate E [X7X5| up to errors of size O(n™2). We apply (@.4) as well as
(@.8) and (@) to obtain

OWE [X{Xo] = Oy (X7) 0 (X2) 0 +O(n7?)
+ %Hfﬂ [(XT) jeor (0" X2) jooy +2(0°XT) jo0y (0°X2) o]
3T O + 0,
Finally, we must evaluate E [X; X2 X3] up to errors of size O(n™3). Again using (@.7)), we find
CwE [X1X2X3] = Cify (X1) w00 (X2) o0 (X3) 0

n C_ (5) [6 (X1) .0 <8 X2> o +0(n~ )]

8
+ Z—Bméﬂ 16(02X1) 0 + O] + 07
= 5780 (V) 00+ () i+ 007
This completes the derivation of the recursion for /ig()l. O
()

10 Recursions for 2" 4" Cumulants of %, and its Derivatives

In this section, we consider a random depth L fully connected network with input dimension
ng, hidden layer widths, nq,...,nr, and non-linearity o satisfying Assumption (21). We also
fix a network input x, € R".0Our goal in this section is to give a recursive description of
the second and fourth cumulants of z““) and its derivatives in terms of those of z(e) The
starting point is to establish recursions for

9, KW

Tjag "o

0 ._
K = 0n,
Lo =Tag=Ta
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where i,j = 1,...,n¢ (note that K ((Z)) = K{). This is done in Lemma IT.1l in m We

then proceed in §I(E{| to detail a number of recursions for the fourth cumulants of z and
its first derivatives. Finally, §10.4] provides recursmns to first order in 1/n for the ﬁmte Wldth
correction of the variance of the covariance of z and its first derivative. All these recursions
hold for any o satisfying (2.1)). In §IT.2] we Wlll Solve these recursions for o belonging to the
K, = 0 universality class defined in §4] and will then use these solutions to prove Theorem
4.9

10.1 Notation

We will abbreviate
dizi(;)._(‘) () i:1,...,n0.

Tisax za’

Moreover, to keep the notation as uniform as possible, we will also write
dp := identity (10.1)

so that doz“) = z . With this notation, let us agree to denote by

{4 4
,%E ) = Cov ( 29 d;, 2! )) (10.2)

j172) J1 za’ J2 %00

the finite width covariance of zz(g and its derivatives and by
Q)
K(Jl]?) o n—o0 (]1]2)

the corresponding infinite width covariance. Note that with this notation we have K ((8)0) =

K, We also write

O . 0 _ 0
S =K = k). (10.3)

Further, for a function f we will write

<f>(€) = <f(djzz)7 izlv"'vmvj:0717"'7n0>K(€)7 (104)

for the expectation of a function f with respect to the centered Gaussian satisfying

Cov (dj, 2y, djy ziy) = 5¢1i2K((fl)j2), J1,52 =0,1,2.

For the sake of recording more manageable formulas, we will often drop the argument z in
expressions such as o(z) so that

<UO' dyz(dyz) > = <O' 2)dy z( dgz) >(Z)

as so on. Note that in the expectation (I0.4)) variables such as z;,, z;, with different neural
indices are independent. Thus, for example

<aa/>(£) _ <O'(Z)O'/(Z)>(€) _ /RU (z (K&%)l/2> o (z (K&e&)1/2> e—z2/2\;l_2z_7r.

In analogy with (I0.4]), we will denote by (f(d;z;, i =1,...m, j =0,1,...,n9)), v the expec-
tation of f with respect to a centered Gaussian satisfying

Cov (dj, 2y, djy 2iy) = 52'11'2/4%@) J1,J2=0,1,2.

Jij2)’
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in which all neurons are again independent centered Gaussians but this time with the finite
width covariance. Further, when f depends only a single variable z = dyz;, we will denote by
0 derivatives with respect to z, so that for any function f(z) we have

0f = 05() = D 5.

Here and elsewhere all derivatives are in the weak sense if f is not sufficiently smooth. Finally,
as in Corollary B3] and §4.0] we also set

C
=0 = KD = S 020

J4 4
K = x ), =P ®D) = cw ((0)) -

10.2 Recursions at Infinite Width
0]

The following Lemma gives recursions with respect to £ for the infinite width covariance K (i7)"

Lemma 10.1. We have

Ko = Co+ Cw (0%) (10.5)
S o
K((ﬁr)l) =Cw <82(J/)2>(5) (K((f%)> + f)K((li) (10.7)
K((f;)l) =Cw <82(J/)2>(z) K((f%)K((zé) + f)K((g) (10.8)

Proof. The proof of these recursions consists of integrating out the weights and biases in layer
£ and sometimes using Gaussian integration by parts. For instance,

Kt = lim E [( (M)) } = (Cb+CWE [U (Zi(fo)zﬂ) = O+ G (7))

n—oo n—oo

gives (IQ.5]), which is a restatement of the recursion (2.5) we already say in Theorem
Further, using the definition of K ((”)1 ). Theorem [2.2], and integrating by parts we have

K(z+1) — lim E [ (£+1)d1z(z+1)}

(10) n—00 he

- i o (42) o () )

= Cw (0(2)0’(2)d12)

= C’WK((Z)) <O’(Z)0,(Z)>(Z)

(O
X)) K (10)-

This proves (I0.6]). Similar reasoning gives
K(Z-i—l CW< dlz) >( )

(11)
¢ R%
=Cw [K((1)1) <(U,)2>(£) T (K((lg))) <82(U,)2>(5)}

_ 2012 ORGP0
=Cw (2°(o')") ) <K(1O)) X1 Ky
proving ([I0.7)). The derivation of (I0.8]) is analogous. O
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10.3 4th Cumulant Recursions at Finite Width

In this section we obtain a recursive description for the fourth cumulants of zl(% and its first
derivatives. In keep with our convention (I0.I)), we will denote by 0z, the identity operator.
By explicitly integrating out the weights and biases in layer £ 4+ 1 we find

(£+1) (£+1) (£+1) (£+1)
K‘<a$j1;azi1;a ’8$j2;a i2;Q ’8'Tj3‘a i35 76%‘411 i4;0 )
= 61,0 Oiig ) F ity Oyl + iy Oigig k) (10.9)
1122738 Y (51 52) (3 54) i1i3 Qinia P, 5 (jaja) i1ia Oi2i3 (5, 54) (g )* :
where
(Z) . (£+1) (£+1) (£+1) (£+1)
(J1J2)(J1jz) B 'L{(ale%&’zl;a ’awjz;a Lia ’amji;a 2a ’avjé;a P )
4 4
= Cov (a%ala%az @, Oy O @, ) . (10.10)
al=as=x

aj=ar=a

We remind the reader that the quantity ¥4, ., appearing in (IILI0) is the conditional covari-
ance

e

Cov< (1) (1) | }‘(Z)) = 0iyiy Yot an = Oigiy | C + Cw S o (Z](_ﬁ) )O_ (Z(g) >

21 aq ) 22 a9 ng
Jj=1

that we introduced in ([B.5]). Our next result gives recursions with respect to ¢ directly for

the covariances REJ) J2)(135) and hence via (I0.9) for the fourth cumulants of z( ) and its first

derivatives as well.

Proposition 10.2. We have

041 C3 2 0\Z (0 _
Komto) = e ()0 = (00 ) + (X7) Aoy, + O™,

Ty
Further,
wtn Gy (o' drz) ) = (0%) ) (00" dr2) ) (10.11)
(10)(00) 1270 0 1=/ () ‘
02 () 2 2 2 ! € 2 2 ' -2
+ — 5 [2 K(00)(00) (80 >(€) (8°(co )d12>(£) + 4510 00) (00 >(€) (8(o0 )>(z)} +O0(n™7).
Moreover,

¢ C? )
Rl = 2 {<(Uo”dlz)2>(£) —{00'dy 2) (Z)}
C2
2 [26{aty 00y (9%(90")d12)” + 85(34 ) (9(00) ) (9 (00 )2,

4
81 10) (900 | + O,
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Similarly,

02
/-igﬁ)r)l(éo) [<(Ja/)2d1zd2z>(£) — <0’0/d1z>(£) <00’/d2z>(z)}
(00)(00)
+ 4/{5?0)(00) <8(00’/)>(£) <82(0’0/)d2z>(z) + 4/{5?0)(00) <8(00’/)>(£) <82(00’/)d1z>(z)

© 2 _
+ 8K(10)(20) <8(00")>(£)] +0(n7?).

W
g
C2 ¢
+ g{/ [2/1() <82(aa’)d12>(£) <82(00')d22>(€)

In addition,

¢ C?
/{El—li_)l()oo) ‘Z/ [<(o‘g/d1z)2>(€) — <02>(£) <(0/d1z)2>(€):|
CX%V © 2 2 20 1\2 2 () 2 2 2
T3 [2"‘(00)(00) (0% >(z) (9%(0)*(d12) >(z) + 8K (10)(00) (9(o") dlz>(z) (0% >(z)
4/{5?1)(00) <(J')2> <820’2>} +0(n7?).
Also,
(bt = S ({0 ooz} (o) g ()
F12)(00) = T) T MEA2E) () — AT M2 ) () \T/ (0

= =5 [2e{o0y00) (9% (0" Pdizdaz) (%07,
¢ ¢
+ 4HE1)(])(00) <a(0/)2d22>(5) <82‘72>(5) + 4"80)(00) <a(0/)2d12>(5) <82‘72>(5)
¢ _
* 4"651)2)(00) ((e)? )® (0% 2>(z)} +0(n7?).

Additionally,
¢ Ch
K0 = n—V; |:<o'(0-/dlz)3>(z) —(o0'drz),, <(a/dlz)2>(€)}
+ % [2/{([) <62(00' d z> <82 2(dy2)* >
8 (00)(00) ! 1207w

—|—4/{ng (00 (<8 oo’ > <82 )2(dy2)? > ot 2<82(0’0/)d1z>(z) <8(0/)2d1z>(z)>
+168(15)10) (2(70") gy (000" d1z) g + 4511 00) (9P (00 )12} ) (7))
+8r! 11 (10) (( 0')2> (8(c0’ > )] +0(n72).
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Also,

02
/{Eg_)l()lo) _ n_v; |:<(0'/)30'(d12)2d22>(5) _ <(0”)2d12d22>(£) <0'0-’d12'>(€)}

C2
= 8‘/‘/ [ (00 (00) <a2(0'/) d12d22> <82 O'O' d12>(€)

+ 4550 00y §(0(0)2daz) ) (0300 )da2) ) + (02(0" Py 2daz) <6(00")>(£)}
—1—4%(20 o0y (000" 2d12) ) (0%(00")dr2) ) + 4k (1 o) ((0)7) ) (D (00 ) 2)
(10 (0) (0(0"daz) ) (8(00")) () + 8“%?0)(20) (0(c")*drz) ) (0(00))

851y 10) ((0)2) ) (D00)) (] + O,

+8/£

Further,

02
”Eﬁr)l(éo) = [<(J/)2J(d1z)2d2z>(£) - <(0'd1z)2>(z) <aa’d2z>(£)]

g
C2
+ = [2%0 ooy (202 (d12)) ) (8%(00")da2)
+ 8/6(10 )(00) <82( d1z> © <82(0’0')d2z> + 4/1%?0)(00) <82(0”)2(d1z)2>(z) <8(00")>(£)
+ 4/6(11 (00) <(0’/ > < oo )d2z>( ot 16/{2?0)(20) <6(0/)2d1z>(z) <8(00’/)>(£)
) (O

+ 8! A00") ) ((0")? >(Z)}+O(n_2).

(11 (20)

Additionally,

¢ CZ 2
“E;{)l()n) — [<(0/d2)4>(5) - <(‘7/d2)2>(e)]

Lz
2

C ¢ 2
+ ?W [2/450)0)(00) <82 o) 2(d1z)2>(z) + 16/1%1)0)(00) <6(0/)2d1z>(z) <82(0’/)2(d1z)2>(£)
4
+ 851 00y (@) Yo (02(0)(d12)?) +325§>)(10) (9(c") d12>(€)
)°d

+3265) 10y ((0)2) ) (B(0Pdr2) +8H§>)(H)<(a)2>2}.

02
R = L [((0) (dri2d2)) ) = (0 d12)?) ) ((0'd22)?) |

C
=2 [26{Ghy00) (97(0)7(12)2) ) (07(0')(d22)?)
+ 85{10y 00y (92(0")?dr2) ) (9%(0")2(d22)2) ) + 8{apy ) (O%(0'V2daz) ) (02(0)2(dr2)%)
4_4’{(11 (00 <(J/) > (0 *(0)*(dz2)? >( 0) +4“E?2)(00)< > <82 )(d12)? >()

( <8 O' d12> <a(0'/) d22>(£)
+ 16/4% 0y ((0)2) ) (0(02daz) ) + 168(3 1) ((0)2)) (D) drz)
+8“E?1)(22) ((o")? >(z)} +0(n™7)



Finally,

¢ C?z )
551;)1()12) = n_v;/ [<(‘7/)4(d12d2z)2>(5) - <(‘7/)2d12d22>(@]

Ch 2
T [ K(00)(00) <8 (o) dlZd2Z>(z)

+8’“(10 )(00) <
+8ﬁ(12 00) {002 ) (9%(0Pdrzdaz) ) + 26k (33 o) (D(0')2da2) ) (D022,
) (0(

(o d2z> + 8k <6(0) d1z>(z)

+ 8l (20)(20)

T 16“51)2)(10) (@' >(z) (90 d2z>(z> + 16"‘5?2)(20) <(0/)2>(z) <a(0/)2d12>(3)
+85 1 19 <(a/)2>f,£)} +O(n™?).

(10 (10)

Proof. The derivations of the recursions in Proposition are all similar. The idea is to
apply Theorem in the special case of g, = 1, » = 1, a single network input z,, and
directional derivatives

dj=0y,., =12

To keep the notation as uniform as possible, we will continue to write
do = identity

for the identity operator. We will have occasion to apply the result to compute expressions
of the form

E[f (d]zfi{, 'zl,...,m,j:O,l,Qﬂ, (10.12)
where the function f depends on the pre-activations zz( gé, 1 =1,...,m at finitely many neurons

and is a polynomial of total degree between 0 and 4 in the derivatives d; z( ). Theorem
allows us to expand (I0.I2]) into a perturbative series in powers of 1/n Wlth coefﬁments that
are Gaussian integrals of the form

<Pf(d]ZZ,Z = 1, e ,m,j = 1, 2)>li(l) s

where P is a differential operator consisting of finite sums of partial derivatives with respect
to the variables d;z;, and (-), ) denotes an expectation in which d;z;.o are centered Gaussian
with covariance

Siik? = Cov <djlzi1,d]222( ’) = 83,i,Cov (d A0 4,0 ) 1,da = 0,1,2.

(j142) J1 %1500 PJ2 g

Specifically, taking ¢ = 1 in Theorem [3.2] we find that (I0.I12)) equals

1 & 2 0 0?2 0?2 9
f>ﬁ<e>+g Z Z (12 (5 %) dd;, 2:0d;, 2 8djizz-,adj2;zi,f K(@+O(n )

1, =1 j1,52,51,55=0

Note that in the expectations inside the sum the integrals are with respect to a centered
Gaussian with the infinite width covariance K defined in §I0.1] instead of the finite width
covariance x(¥). The reason is that, as we’ll show in §I0.4] we have () = K 4+ O(n~') and

93

0(0")?daz) ) (0 (0 )dlzdgz>(€)+8n(20(m (0(0")?duz) ) (9%(0") dr2daz)



since HE?O)(OO) = O(n~') by Theorem B the replacement of x) by K incurs an error of

size O(n~?), which we are neglecting anyway.
With that said, note that if f is a polynomial of degree 0 in the derivatives djzéf; for
j =1,2 (i.e. doesn’t depends on them), then we find that (I0.I12)) equals

52 o2 ,
+ = K + O(n™*). 10.13
Put Z o {az5ms)  +00™) (10.13

If instead f is a polynomial of degree 1 in the derivatives djzg; then (I0.12]) equals (I0.I3])
plus the expression

1 () 0?2 0?2 9? H?
8 Z 2/{(10)(00) <{ Gziadlzi 6222, + aZi/adlzi/ 8ZZ2 f j240) * (1 <—> 2) ’ (1014)

where (1 <> 2) means the same expression with d; exchanged with ds, & (10)(00) replaced by

k'Y and so on. If f is a polynomial of degree 2 in the derivatives d; zz(; gé then we must

(20)(00)’
add to (I0.I3]) and (I0.I4]) in addition
0? 02 0? 02
- —5 5 12 10.15
Zl[ <{6d z2az,+ad1z§,az3}f>w+( “2) (10.15)
_I_
2 2
(© 9 9
4 1 2
+ /{(10)(10) <8zi8d1zi 8zi18d1zirf> (£) + ( < )

+4r) 82 > _, & il f
(10)(20) Oziadlzi azi/(‘)dgzi/ Oziadgzi 82,’/8d12i/ K®

Similarly, if f is a polynomial of degree 3 in the derivatives djzxgé then we must add to

(I0.13)-(I0.I5) in also
0 0 * P
- Z [2/1(11 (10) <{ad1z§ Gada T P aZi(%zi}f>w +(142) (10.16)

zz’ 1
2 2 2 2
) 0 0 0 0
* 2/1(11)(20) <{8d123 82i/8d22i/ * 8d12’i2, aziﬁdgzi f K© + (1 H 2)

2 2 2 2
) 0 0 0 0
4 1+ 2)].
+ /{(12)(10) <{8d1zi8d2zi 8Zi/8d12i/ + 8d1zi/6d2zi/ 8zi8d1zi f K© +( < )

Finally, if f is a polynomial of degree 4 in the derivatives d]z( ) then we must add to (I0.13)-

o4



(I0IB) also

1o~ [ © <{a2 82} >
1 . - + (1 <2 10.17
] Z [ (11)(11) adlzf adlzf, f K® ( ) ( |

3,4/ =1
2 2 2 2
) 0 0 0 0
+2H(11)(12)<{3d12’2~23d12’i'5d22i'+8d12i2, ddrziddaz | K“ﬁ(“”)

N (0 H? H? n H? 9?2 !
(11)(22) adlziz adgzz% 8d12i2, adgziz K©

2 2
) 0 0
4 .
+ /{(12)(12) <6d1zi6d2zi 8(11 Zi/adgzi/ f>K(g):|

With these formulas in hand, the derivations of the recursions in Proposition [10.2] are straight
forward and we provide the details for the case of /42215)1200), which already illustrates all the
main ideas of the derivation. We have

] a1:a2:a>] ‘

“&%m:Ekmﬁ_EPQD'G%ngw

Recall that

—Ep »®

Tl 12

aj=as=q

= G S (40) 0 (42,

Hence,
ng
ga_EPw]ZQK )
(6707 (6707 nz . Ji0
j=1
where ) )
4 4
X = (0) —E [ (:49) }
Similarly
¢ ¢ Cw <
81'a1 Egzl)az —E |:axa1 zgtl)az] = n— Z }/};057
al=as=« al=as=«a £ j=1
where

Vi = (40) @ () denocfn ~B [7 (52) o (52) 200, 50].

By symmetry, we obtain

2
ey  Cy 2 1
“(10)(00) - n—gE [Xl;ayl;a] + CW <1 - n_z> E [Xl;aY2;0c] .

We have by Theorem that

Civ _C s 2 : .

o E[X1.0Y1,0] = o (0% d1z>K(£) (o >K(Z> (o0 dlZ>K(g)] +0(n™*),
giving the first term in (I0II). Further, note that X,,Y2,, is a polynomial of total degree
one in the derivative dlzi(f O)[ Hence, applying (I0.13) and (I0.14), we find that C3 E [X1,,Y2.0]
equals

Civ (Xta) 0 (Yaiaa) w0
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plus

Cv [,.© 0 . (0 o2 02
% Xio—Ya P L Xfe— Yy,
4 [ F(00)(00) <3 Pl 923 . K© AR a0 00 923 5 9200d120 K©

plus an error of size O(n~2). Note that by Theorem we have

(Xtia) 0 » EY1a] = O(n 7).

Hence,
C‘%V <X1;a>,@(l) <Y2;0c>,@(2) = O(n_2)~
Further,
82 82 82 2 62 /d
—X1.0=—5Y0.0 =
<8z% L 022 2; >K(€) < (o )>K(f)< (00) 1z>K(£>
and

0 0 2 2 /
(5 egmam o) = @) (00

Thus, all together, we find

C?
“Eﬁ)r)l(z)o) — KU o'd1z) oy = (0%) o (00" d12) o]
C
+ ZV“EO))(OO) <62(02)>K<e> <52(0’0'/)d1z>K<z>
W

C2
+ 500 (P 0D o (000")
+O0(n~

%),

completing our derivation of (I0.IT]).

10.4 Recursions for Finite Width Corrections to 2nd Cumulant

We remind the reader of our standing notation. Namely, we fix a network input x,, # 0 € R™
and define

(zj) Tisa“i;a00 Y Tj00 70 Tjiag Va2

w9 = Cov <8 P z-(z)) = 8%.;&18 kO , i,7=1,...,n9.

Tay; =Tag=Ta

We also recall that " " i " i
Ky = Hm wih,  Sigy o= 65 — Ky

()

The purpose of this section is to derive recursions for S(Z.j) to leading order in 1/n. We have

Proposition 10.3. We have

e+1) _ Cw (@ ©) o0 -
Son = 5 i (070 i+ X Sion) + O077). (10.18)
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Further,

C
S((H)l) I(f)s((l)o) + K((lé) WS((Z)) <83(UOJ)>K(@ (10.19)
Cw [ « ¢ _
T [“EO)O)(OO) (0%(00" )d12) 0 + 4’“651)0)(00) <63(UJ/)>H(Z>] +0(n7?).
Moreover,
1) _ 00 Cw 0 o -
Sty = XL 5(11>+7K( 1Sy (0°(06')?) oy +O(n™?) (10.20)
L G © o
T <K ) (00 ) (08(0")) oy + 20w K (1) S0 (0%(0)) o
CW Z
?{H <K( )<34(0/) o + (K((12])> <86(0')2>K(@>
(0 () (0) (o)
+ 85 10)00) K (10 <84(0,)2>K(5) +4 <2“(10)(10) + “(11)(00)) <82(OJ)2>K<Z> }
Finally,

e+1) _ o0 | Cw o o
Stz = XPS0h + 558 (K (207 ) + (mK 0 (0% ,)  (10.21)

1O g® © «©
+ Cw (K (1)t + Ky Siby ) (9°(0')2) ) + O(n™?)
0 O /ad( 12 O 1O (96
+ g{“woxom (K (00 + Ky Koty (°()) )
© O O 0
+4<“(10)(00)K(20)+“(20)(00) (10)) (0o )>(e)

() (©)
+4 </€(12)(00) +26 (10)(20)> <a2(0,)2>K(5) }

Proof. The derivation of these recursion is very similar, so we provide the details for the most

involved case of Ség)l ). By definition, we have

’{Eg)l) ) |:d122'(;£;1)d2zi(;€;1)] = CwE [al(zg;ﬁfﬁ)t)zdlzi(gdzzgi] '

Applying Theorem B.2] (or more precisely equations (I0.13]) -([I0.15])) we therefore find
K = Cw (02 dizdzz), )+ O(n ™)
Cw [ «
+ e {“Eo)o)(oo) <84(0/)2d1zd2z>K(Z)
l l
0 0 20 12
+4 (’“‘(12>(00> t 2“(10)(20)) (0%(0')*) keao } (10.22)
Next, integrating by parts yields
¢
<(O-/)2d1’2d2z>n(f) = /{EI)Z) <(OJ)2>/@(Z) + K’E 20 <82 >,L;(Z)

¢ ¢
= ’f%1)2) <<(U,)2>K<e) + 55((02)) (9%(c")? >K<z>>

¢ 0) 1
<K(())+S((1)0>)( ((2%> S( ><<82 >K(f>+§5((02)) <82(0/)2>w>>-

o7



Similarly, for j = 1,2 we find
(08(o")di2dsz) ) = ((1%) (0"0")) o + Koy K sty (0°(0)) gy + O(n7)
<83 O-/)2djz>K(Z) (]0 <84 O-/ > () -

Substituting this into (I0.22)), comparing with the recursion (I0.8), and recalling that "’
O(n~1) yields the recursion (I0.21]). O

11 Proof of Theorem

In this section we prove Theorem The key technical step will be to solve the recursions
for all possible second and fourth cumulants of the value and partial derivatives of some
component of the output of a random fully connected network with respect to two different
components of the network input that were obtained in §I0l Before diving into this part of
the proof in JIT.2] we give the proof of Theorem modulo solving the recursions in §101

11.1 Reduction of Theorem to Cumulant Recursions from §I0|

We first recall the setup of Theorem Namely, we fix a non-linearity o satisfying (2.I]) that
belongs to the K, = 0 universality class, as defined in §£.2.2] and consider a depth L random
fully connected network with input dimension ng, hidden layer widths ny = --- = np = n,
output dimension ny; and non-linearity ¢. We assume this network is tuned to criticality
(see §4.T)). We then fix a network input x, # 0 and seek to compute the averages

E [Grad Mean(l)} and E [Grad Var(l)}

of the empirical mean

ng ni (L+1)\ 2
Grad MeanV) = L 82(1;06(1) (11.1)
o ST o \ OW;
and the empirical variance
no N1 (L—I—l) 4 9
Grad Var®t) = 1 Z Pzgia - <Grad Mean(l)) (11.2)
non (1)
oM 521 i=1 \ OW;

of the squared gradients (9zia "/ 8Wi(j1) )2 over all weights in layer 1. To evaluate these quanti-

ties to leading order in n, ¢, note that by symmetry the mean of the expressions Grad Mean )
and Grad Var() (1)) and (I1.2) are independent of the choice of ¢. Next, note that by the
chain rule we have

(L+1) +1)
82(1;&(1) = %00 (2(1)) 0z q

Hence, by symmetry,

(L+1) \ 2
© G Mean] = L (o (42) 255
"o oo (4)

o8

(3192)(4155)



Recalling that F is the sigma algebra generated by all weights and biases in layers up to
and including ¢, we may thus write

1 D)) 2 9L+ ?
E |Grad Mean® | = — |laa|"E | (o' (s(1) ) E @0 FOUL. (1L3)
no | do(=L1)

Observe that the conditional expectation in the previous line is precisely the square of the
partial derivative of one component of the output in a random depth L — 1 network tuned to
criticality with respect to one component of the input o’ . In the notation (ILZ) above, we

therefore have )
92 é;LaH)
do(=41))

We will see by combining Lemma [IT.J] and Proposition [[1.3] below that

(-1 _ Cwe™? _ _
oy T Tl (1+0(L™h) +0(n™?),

where the implicit constant in O(L™!) is independent of L,n. Since at leading order in n, L
this expression is a (non-random) constant, we write by a slight abuse of notation

E [Grad Mean(l)} = nio |za||* E [(g/ (%@))2} HEILI—)l)

1 L-1
= = llzal P (")) e iy (11.4)

where in the last step we use that pre-activations in layer 1 are iid Gaussian even at finite
width. We now similarly simplify the mean of the empirical gradient variance. Namely, we
first note that by symmetry we have the decomposition

E [Grad Var] = 71— 17

[ 4
1 1 /1 2 92
Lz—ﬂmM——(—mmﬁ E || o (ta) -
o n \ng 9o (=415)

2
1 2 1 0255 94
II:= <_ Hxa!‘2> (1 - _> E || /(1) (ha) | =5
o ni 0o(z77) 0o(zy ")

where

By conditioning on F(!) as before (and again using that at leading order in n, L the cumulants
(0)

(@3) (@ 5’
2
._ (L-1) (L-1))? 1 s 1 (1 9
I:=3 (H(n)(n) * <“(11) > ) (")) o (n_o |lzalls — - <n—0 ||zl (11.5)
(o L1 (L-D\? ,  (L-1) (L-1) (L—1)
IT:= (2“(12)(12) +2 (“(12) > T Eane) T Ray R >

x (")) ke <i ||:17a||2>2 <1 - n%) - (11.6)

no

K ) are independent of the initial condition at large ¢) we have
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Combining the expressions (I14]), (IL5]), and (I1.6]), we find that

1 _
E [Grad Var } . () e [ 05" ||zall? 1 1

n)? 1)2)2 TzalP)2 ™ (”‘(11)(11)Jr )
E [Grad Mean( )] (@) xa \(ng [lzall3) 1

1 ~(L—1) ~(L-1)\2 | ~(L-1)
- <1 - n_1> <2H(12><12> 2 (’“02) > thaney T

plus errors of size O(n~2), where we've abbreviated for i, j € {1,2}

03 (© (0

REE))( = R(ii) () %EZ) = Ra2)a12) %EZ)) _ Ra2)
G T 0 0 12)(12) = @) (9 12) ° 172
R 3 R (22) (ki)
Appealing to Propositions and [[T.3] we conclude
~(L-1) _ .. 8L 1 2
Ranpan T1=1+ 5. O(n ")+0(n ")
~(L-1) ~L-1)\% | (-1 _ ., 8L -1 2
2K (12)(12) T 2 </£(12) ) TRy T1=1+ a0 +0(n ")+ 0(n™7),

where the implicit constants in O(n~!) depend only on o whereas the constant in O(n~2)

depends on both ¢ and L. Combining these expressions with the following estimates completes

the derivation of Theorem (4.5 modulo solving the recursions for the 2nd cumulants /{EZ.) and
(0)

the fourth cumulants ;. . .. .|, which we supply in the next section. O
(i171)(i2J2)

11.2 Completion of Proof of Theorem 4.4 2nd, 4th Cumulants at Large
Depth for the K, = 0 Universality Class

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem by solving the 2nd and 4th cumulant
recursion obtained in §I0] when o belongs to the K, = 0 universality class. We start in
§IT.3] by solving the infinite width variance recursions for K ((fj)) We then use this for solving
to leading order in 1/n the fourth cumulant recursions for /{EZ)(Z.,J.,) in §IT4l Finally, we

combine in §IT.5 the results of the preceding two sections to solve the recursions for Séf;.)
again at leading order in n, /.

11.3 Two Point Recursions

We remind the reader of our standing notation. Namely, we let ¢ be an non-linearity from
the K, = 0 universality class (see §4.2.2)). We also fix a network input z, # 0 € R™ and
define

K() o= Tim Cov Dy, 240 DayaAid) = Ori, 0oy KL =1, mp.

(37) n—00 i;azl;oﬂ Tja®l;a Tjion Tt a1
Ta) =Tag=Ta
The recursive description for K ((f]) was obtained in Lemmal[l0.Il These recursions held for any
non-linearity and any values of C) , Cw. The following Lemma records the large ¢ behavior of
K ((f]?) when o belongs to the K, = 0 universality class and the network is tuned to criticality.
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Lemma 11.1. We have

1
K(f-l—l) - — 4 06(€—2+5)

(00) al
(e+1) _ Cwe Ty, “1
_ (0)y2
(e+1) _ Cwe™? 1 (017)
Koy = ol (1+0()+0 ( n203

(e+1) (xlgax2;a>
K =0

(12) n(s
plus errors of size O(n™1).

Proof. From Lemma [I0.1] we have, up to errors of size O(n~!), that

(t+1)
K(oo) = Cw <‘72>(e)
)
1

(1) _ (D) o
Koy =X K10
041 0 \?2 0) (0
K = 0w (907 (K(y) + DK

(11)
K(i3" = Cw (9%(0)) ) Ky Ky + XV K ().

(12) (10)7*(20)

We already proved (IL7) in §Bl Next, (ITI2]) yields

?
(1) _ (1) )
K) —K(10>ZHIX|| :

By direct computation we have

K(()) = lim E [z(.l)dlz-(.l)} = —21.q0-
0

1
(10) 7 oo Ha TG
Moreover,

4 L
[T =TT (1~ 7 +owr™)

=1 =1

0
exp [Z log (1 - ; + 0((5’)—2)>]
=1
‘1
= exp [O(g_l) + _2 Z ?]

=1
— e (14 0(07Y)),

where ~ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. This yields (II.8]). Further,

20 12 © \2 (o2
Cw (9(0)%) ) (K1) =0 )
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(11.7)

(11.8)
(11.9)

(11.10)

11.11)
11.12)

11.13)

~—~~ o~ o~~~

11.14)



Hence, using Lemma [6.2] we find to leading order in £, n that

) ) TT 0 (0§0) o1 _ (01”)?

=1 z'=1

Noting that

shows

’ (0) — (0)\2
D (1) )\ Cwe™ (01 )?
(11 = Ky 1;[ ( a3 > Y (1+o( ) +o0 ( n2es |

completing the derivation of (I1.9). The derivation of (IL.30) is similar except that K (1)
0.

Ol

11.4 Four Point Recursions

We remind the reader of our standing notation. Namely, we let ¢ be an non-linearity from
the K, = 0 universality class (see §4.2.2)). We also fix a network input z, # 0 € R™ and
recall that

KU g = Cov (a RVNCRG R Agfg,)

(1])(7/] Ti;a Y Tja oo o

(41 (41 (41 {41
=K (axz az:%;!_ )7 axj;azg;;!_ )7 axi/;azé;;!_ )7 axj/;azé;(—)"c_ )) ’
where AL, is defined in .10).
The recursive description for /-igf]).) iy Was obtained in Proposition [[0.21 These recursions
held for any non-linearity and any Vaiues of Cy, Cyy. The following Lemma records the large

¢ behavior of H?J))(Z, n when o belongs to the K, = 0 universality class and the network is
tuned to criticality.
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Proposition 11.2. We have

(£+1)
kanay

(4+1)

Fanez) =

(£+1)
Ka2)a2)

plus errors of size O(n

_ 20 ) 2 _
= 21 HO) =5 (K(00)> (L+0(™)
Cwe D 1y = L g © 0 _
= T Sannol? (1+ou™) = K(lO)K(OO) (1+o0o¢™h)
Cwe ™7 V4

- 3anngl

xl; xg;
— O Oé2 3&
nngl

Cwe™7
= — 1
3anngl (

1
=0 <nn0€3>

1
=9 (""o€2>
. L2
=9 (nn0€>
o T2
=9 <""0€>

SC"%Ve

1+0¢1) = —K“> K, +o¢™)

3 (00) (11

)

oY) = —L K Koy (1+0(71)

3n~ (11)77(00

i 8L )2 )
- =W (140 KO) a+o@
Bz (10 = o (K)o
2Cf e 1y = 20 20
———(1 — KWK 1
ez (10 = LK (G K 1+ 007
C2.e=2 _ l _
_ :IVT%E(lJrO(E ) = Kgli)Kg;)(HO(e )

=2). Here, v denotes the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

(11.15)
(11.16)
(11.17)

(11.18)

(11.19)

(11.20)
(11.21)
(11.22)
(11.23)
(11.24)
(11.25)

(11.26)

Proof. This proof is a long but straightforward calculation using Theorem B.2] Lemma [6.2],
and the estimates from Lemma [[T.Jl We will spell this out for the first few recursions and

then simply write the recursion and its solution. For example, Theorem shows

plus errors of size O(n

L0 O (s 2,2 0)? .0
Ro0)00) = 7, <<J o — (0 >(z)> T (XH ) % (00)(00)

Civ

e

~2). A direction computation then yields

2

<<U4>(e) - <‘72>?z)) =— (HE?O))Q (1+0(™).

g

Hence, setting n, = n we may apply Lemma [6.2] to obtain

K

(©) 2
(00)(00) ~ 3na 21 +0(" ).
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Similarly, we have

C2
E?or)l()(m) —W <<030/d12>(z) - <02>(5) <00/d1z>(5))

Ciy 4 (0
4—-3;_[2 Koty ooy (020 ) (0200 ) d12) ) + A8l oy (0707, )<8(00@>M£
plus errors of size O(n~2). A direct computation shows that

o2 0,c(0) ()

“w 3 7 /2 / 00 F10 —1
TM(@Udﬂw)<ax@®UMQW> 9 (14 0(7)

Hence, setting ny = n and

(6+1) 2Cw z1,0e 27 1 4 o) (0

FU0)00) =~ Banmof® (1+0o( M)+ (1- 7+ O(™%) ) K (10)00)-
Thus, Lemma [6.2 yields
ey @) o @a
(10)(00) 3anngl? nnol? )

Further, applying Theorem [3.2] gives

C2
/{Eig)l()lo) = n—v; [((aaldlz) >( — (od'dyz)

Ciy [9,.(0 2.0
+ TW [2/4(00)(00) <82(0’0')d12> + K (10)(00)3 <8(00")>(Z) <82(00”)d1z>(£)

¢ 2
+8"‘21)0)(10) <a(00’/)>(z)} :

(5)}

A direct computation shows

Ciy / 2 / 2 “gl)’fg)? —1
. [((00’ dyz) >(£) — (oo d1z>(z)} - (1+0(™h).
Setting ny = n and using the formulas above shows

(¢+1) Ay -1 4\ @
Faoao) = =, (1+0¢™) + 1‘? R 10)(10)

and hence by Lemma we see that

+1)  Cwe™? 1
Raoy(0) = 3nngal (1+o0™).

Next, we obtain

C2
Koy o0) = e [<(00')2d12d22>(é> —{oo'diz) <M/d22>“)}

+C—W [K(Z) 2<82(00 d1z> <8 oo’ d2z>(€)

{4
’%El)o)(oo)él (80’ )>(£) (0*(o0’ )d22>(£) + 552)0)(00)4 <a(0'0'/)>(£) <82(Ual)d12>(z)
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Keeping the leading order in £ we therefore have

((+1) T1,0T2;0 4 —2v)\ (0
K(10)(20) = (@) < 2t ) + <1 ~ 7 +O0( )> K (10)(20)"

Thus,

(e+1) L1022
F10)20) = O< RTE >
Next,

¢ Cj
“EJ)%O) =-T [<(‘70/d12)2>(e) - <U2>(e) <(U/d12)2>(e)}

Ny
02 ¢ 4
+ ?W [2“20)0)(00) <a202>(z) <a2(0/)2(d1z)2>(z) + 4"651)0)(00) <a(0/)2d12>(3) <a202>(z)

"‘E?w(m)‘l ((@)?) <a20’2>} :

We have %[« ' > —{ > ((0'dy2)?) ]—O<L>
p” oo'dyz) o o di2)”) | = rnolt )

Keeping the leading order in £ gives

(+1) (0,0 Cw /2, 1o -1 0,0 ()
Fany00) = F115(00)(00) 5 (9%(0") >(z) (1+0(7) + x| X F11)(00)

The solution is therefore

(e+1) _  2Cwe7

-1
/{(11)(00) = —W (1 + O(E )) .

Next,

C2
Kb = & [<(0’)202d12d22> 0 — (@) 2dizdzz) <a2>(£)]

ng
02
- ?W [/{E 0)(00) 2 <82 dlzd2z>(z) <820’2>(£)

¢
“E (o0 (o(e’ d2z>(e) <82‘72>(5) + “80)(00)4 <a(a/)2dlz>(5) <82‘72>(5)
"E )2 00)4< o' >(z) <8202>(z)} :

A direct computation shows that

[<(0')202d12d22>(€) —{(o") dlzd22>(€)< 2>(£)] = —a/igel) (ﬂé@) +0 < 21 ) .

4
ngnt

2
Cw
g

Thus, to leading order in £ we have

(e+1) © (@ 0 (0,0
K2)00) = ~ 11 ("‘00) (14+0() + X)X\ {13y 00)
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and we conclude that

(t+1) 1
Ka2)00) = o (nn()p) :

— [<0(0/dlz)3>(z) —(o0'diz) <(0/d1z)2>(5)}
= {002 (92 (00 )i 2) ) (9P(0)2(d12)%)
+ K004 ((8(00 D) (%(0)(d12)?) ) + 2 (P (00 ) z) <8(0')2d1z>(z)>
+ Aty 10) 16 (9(00")) () (9(0"Vdr2) )+ K11y 00y 2 (0 (00" )da2) ) (o))
+’“E?1)(1o)8 <(U,)2>(4) <a(00/)>(e)] :
A direct computation shows that to leading order in ¢

Civ

L

(o' di2)%) ) = (o0 d12) ) (('dr2)?) }—”%)“gl)—o N
=) 1=/ IOl T\ ngn3 )’

L

We since all other terms are at this order in ¢ or lower we obtain

+1) 1
Ko = O <—nn%gz> :

Next,
2
it = (@02 )~ (i) (o=}
C2
:?W [H( 0)(00) 2(0%(0')? d12d22> <8 oo’ d12>()

+ {00y { (D)2 da2) ) (0200 )i 2) ) + (9%(0") 2 2daz) ) (Do), |
+ K{ghy 0y 4 (D)2 d12) ) (9 (00")d12) ) + K1y 00y 1 ((0)2) ) (0P(00")dr2)
E?o 8(a(c") d22> (9(00")) p + ”E?o)@o)g <3(‘7/)2d12>(e) (9(00"))
(12 (10) 8< 2> (0(o0 )>(e)] :

A direct computation shows that to leading order in ¢ we have

2
Cwv
Ny

{<(U,)3U(dlz)2d22>(€) — (o) dizdp2) <00'd12>(e>] =0 ( ot >

nnol3

and

(+1) T2 2 o\ ()
K(19)(10) = @) <nn%€3> + <1 -3 +O(¢ )> K (12)(10)"
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Hence,

4
+ W [Hgog)(oo)z (°(0")(dr12)?) ) (*(00)d22)

+ k(00,8 (92(0)2dr2) ) (0%(00")da2) + igpy 0y 4 (0%(0)2(dr2)?) ) (Do)
+ ”‘E?l)(m)4 <(J/)2>(z) <62(00/)d2z>( ot "‘go )(20) 16 (o(o’ dlz>( 0 <6(UJ/)>(5)

l
+ “E1)1)(20)8 <8(00’/)>(5) <(U,)2>(z)}

‘We therefore have

Hence,

Next,

C? 2
Eﬁr)l(il) — [<(0/dz)4>(3) - <(0’/d'z)2>(5)]

ny
02
+7[ gf;)o)(oo) (0%(0")2(dr2)2) ) + KLy 00)16<6(0’)2d1z>(z) (%(o")2(dr2))
+ “(11 )(00) 8< > ) (0%(0")*(d12) 2>(z + k| 10 (10)32 <6 (o) dlz>(z)
0)
+"‘E)>( )32<( o)) 0 (000 di2) g + {3y a8 {(0))’]
W { (o'dz)* sz ]
¢ ’ o 2
+ Cwﬁgl)l)(oo) (' > (9%(0")(d12)” >( ot "‘51)1)(11) <XS_)) :

A direction computation shows that to leading order in ¢

2 (k7
G (1), ()] - Q

Hence, to leading order in £ we simply have

e+1) _ (2 ( )2 © (© 1 2\ (©
KO = <— (/411) + (—2a)kKyy (11)(00)> (1+0(™h) + <1 - Z) K-

g
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We thus find
(er1y _ TCHe™

Ranay = 3nngl (1+00™).
Next,
¢ C
Kl = (0 (drzds2)?) ) = (02 ) (02 |
C2
+ [5{oty00)2 (22 (02 (d12)?) ) (8%(0)2(d22)?),
+ (/QE?O)(OO) + ;{5?0)(00)) 8(02(0")2dr2) ) (0%(0")?da2)
+ K )(00)4<(‘7) > (0%(0")(d22)? > +’“‘(22 )(00) 4< (o) > )<82(0/)(dlz)2>(5)
_|_

0
(11
K/E?O 20) 32 <8 d1z> <8(J/ d2z>
¢ ¢
+ “El)l)(zo)m ((0')? >(£) (0(o )2d22>( ot ’182)(10)16 <(‘7/)2>(e) <8(a’)2d12>(6)
2
LI CORTE

Substituting the solutions above we find

(t+1) 4C§Ve_2'7 1
R = gz (HOET).
Finally,
1) _ Civ [/ p o 2
RFlgyie) = (CANCETYS) >(£) —{(d") dlzd2z>(£)

(0 V2daz) gy (020" 2dr2daz) g + Kiopy 00y 8 (021 2) ) (03(0") i 2daz)
(0/)2>(z) <52(0/)2d12d22>(@ - /fg)o)(zo)lﬁ <8(0’l)2d22> (0(o’ 2d12>( )
Hg)())(zo)8<a( ) d12’>(€)

“dy2 >( ot “55)2)(20)16 <(J/)2>(z) <6(0,)2d12>(z)

To leading order in £ we have
2
e+ _© 4 2 1 ©\? (0
Razyae) = n—V; [«J/) (d1zdy2) >(z) —((@") dlZd2z>(z)] Q+o(™) + (XJ_ > Ra2)a2)-
A direct computation shows
Civ

T

0, (©)
{((a’)4(dlzdgz)2>(£) - <(a’)2d1zdgz>f@} = B2 (14 o).

n
Hence,

2 —2y
(0+1) Ctre 1
K =W 1+0(7)).
(12)(12) nngé ( )
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11.5 Finite Width Corrections to 2nd Cumulant

We remind the reader of our standing notation. Namely, we let ¢ be an non-linearity from
the K, = 0 universality class (see §4.2.2). We also fix a network input z, # 0 € R™ and
recall that

HEO := Cov <8 29 9 z(z)) = 8%.;&18 K0 , i,7=1,...,n9.

ij) Tisa i CTja Y Tjiag Va1
Taq =Tag=Za

(0)

The recursive description for K i) and its correction

0 _ (0 _ (0
Stij) = Ria) ~ Kij)
relative to the infinite width limit was obtained in Proposition [[0.3l These recursions held
for any non-linearity and any values of Cj, Cy. The following Lemma records the large ¢
behavior of /igfj).) when o belongs to the K, = 0 universality class and the network is tuned to
criticality.

Proposition 11.3. Fiz 6 € (0,1). We have

¢ A _ _ _ ¢
H,EO)O) = _1 ™ +0n™) + 05t + O(n 2)] K((OZJ) (11.27)
Ry = [L+0 (™) + 0 + 0] K, (11.28)
o _[|,, ¢ 1 1 (o1”)? o | 0
o _ ¢ - _ )

where the implicit constants in the error terms O(n™1),0(£=1),0((6\”)?/nol?),0(¢/n) de-
pend only on o, the implicit constant in 05(6_1+5) depends on 6 and o, and the implicit
constants in O(n=2) depend both on o and on (.

Remark 11.4. The results of Proposition make clear that the error terms O(n=2) must

(0)

depend on £. For instance, note that K (00

) must be non-negative and hence the O(n=2) term
is negligible only if n > £.

Proof. Recall that in Lemma [IT.0] we already the large ¢ behavior of

¢ . ¢ .
K((Z])) = nh—>H;o /{Ei]).), i,7 €{0,1,2}.
Define © _ O _ 0
Stn = Fapy — Kijy i,j €4{0,1,2}.

By direct computation and Theorem we obtain

ﬁgfﬁf) =CwE [U(Zz(fo)l)z} = Cw {<U2>n(l) + lmgﬂ <(94O'2>H(z) + O(n_2)} )
(o
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Comparing this with the recursion (I(0.5) and using that by Theorem Bl we know /@(f()x =

O(n~1) allows us to conclude

Sioy = O™, (11.31)

where at the moment the implicit constant in the error term depends in an unknown way on
£. However, substituting this estimate back into the recursion for ,%Egg)l) and integrating by

parts yields

(¢+1) _ a2 Cw (0 1, 2
S(o0) —CW{<U )y ~ o >K(<gg)} 5 P (0'07) o +07)
CW (Z 4 2 () (0 -2
= <8 >K((0())) + X aS(OO) +0(n™?)
Using (II7)) we obtain
S _ 2 (4ot 1-2)s% 1o
(00) — _W( + ( ))+ - f (00) + ( )
Noting that S (%3) = 0 and applying Lemma [6.2, we conclude
/+1 _
Sto = —3—n(1 +O(t™M) +0(n™?),

where as usual the implicit constant in the O(¢~1) error is independent of n, ¢ but the constant
in O(n~2) may depend on /. Hence, by (IT.7) we find

ey _ (£ 1 2 ©
Stony _< 3n(1+0(£ )) +O(n )> K-

Combining this with the definition (I0.3]) of S éf))o yields (IL27)). To obtain (I1.28]), we proceed

similarly. Namely, Theorem [B.2] the estimate S((OZ]) O(n~1), and integration by parts yield

Hgé—i—)l) CWE[ (2 (e)) ’(zi(fo)l)dlzi(g}

1 0 ?
= CW {<O’O’ld12>n(e) + g [HEO)O)(OO) <a4(0'0'/)d12> (0) + 2/1%1)0)(00) <83(O'0'/)>’i(£):|}
L0 [0 Cw g
"(10) { x|+ 5500 (9°(00” Km] +0(n
Cw [ ()
T { Eoo 00y (0 (00")d12) .0 +4“E 10)(00) <33(‘70/)>H<e>}'
Hence,
0+1 ¢ 0, Cw ) Cw (¢
S((l(—;_) = 5&2)) |(|) + —S((OZ]) <83(JU xko| T K(w) S(( )) <83(UOJ)>K<L’)
2
Cw I (o _
+ = [ K(00)(00) <8 oo')dyz) +4/1E (00) (0° O'U)>K(Z)} +0(n7?).
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)

This recursion shows that S((fo) = O(n™!) and hence we obtain

S(z+1)

¢ Cw L
I(I )S((IZJ) ((12)) S(( )) <83(U‘7/)>K<a

Cw [ « ¢ -
+ = [ EO)O)(OO) <84(00' )d1z>n(5) + 4/@51)0)(00) <63(00-’)>K(2)] +0(n™?).

The asymptotics from the formula above for Séé)o) and Proposition [[1.2] we see that

(0 © Cw 40
Faoyon) = ~ a0y S0 O < gi’»)
Hence, we find all together that
(e+1) _ 2 2\ o® L0 2y T1a 2
Sty = <1 -5 +ou )) Sty + O < £3> +0(n =0 <nn0€2> +0(n7?).

Combining this with (IT.8)) confirms (IT.28]). We now proceed to deriving (I1.29). By using
Theorem and integrating by parts

(t+1) (t+1)\ 2
kar =E |:<dlzi;a > }

o [( O)di=) }

¢ ¢ C’W 0 1
= Hgl)l) |:X( ) S( <a2 K(Z):| —+ CW (/f ) |:<82 >K(Z) + 55((02]) <84(0l)2>K(2):|
Cw [ © 2
T {“(oo)(oo) [K(n) (040")?) oy + ( (10) > ) k@
¢ _
46 00 B (040 e + (2551{))( + 4k () ) m} +Om2).

® shows that S @

Comparing this with the recursion (I0.7) for K (11) (1) =

recursion

= O(n~ ') and yields the

041 0 ot Cw ..« _
S((ll) )= X(l)S((l)l) T TK((li)S((OZ]) (0*(0")?) ey +O(n7?)
4 2 1 /
+Cw (K [<52(0/)2>K“) + 5500 <a4(0/)2>w)} + 20w K0 8 (26
Cw [ © 2

TR {“(oox [K (@) e + (K1) (@)
(
(

+ 450y 00 Koy (940 )>K“>+<2" 1)o><1o>+4"‘51)1>(00>)<82("/)2>K“>}'

Recalling the asymptotics from Lemma [IT.1] and Proposition [[T.2] we find to leading order in
£ and n that

0+1 0) ot Cw
S 050, + T 50 ()

(11) (11)
and hence by (I1.9) we obtain
o _ Cwe? 1 - 4 _1 “oy| -(0)
Stit) = e (LFOEN) +0(7) = |20+ 0(n™1) + 0(n™%)| Kpyy)-
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Combining this with (IT.9]) completes our derivation of (IT.29]). A very similar computation
reveals

041 0) ot 0 (¢ 1
S((I;_) ) — XS_)S((1)2) + CWHEI)O) E2)0) |:<a2( ) >K(l) —+ 55((02]) <84(0l)2>K(Z):|
Cw ( 0 0
T {"Eo)o)( [K( (040" ko +K((m K( <86 )?) (0]
(@) (0) ©) ( )
+2 ("‘(10)(00)K(20) + K(20)(00) (10)) (04(")?) o
(0) @) _
2 (26(5)00) + 5lityiany ) (P02 o | + O 72).

Using the asymptotics from Proposition I1.2] and Lemma we obtain

o _ L1020 -2
5(12) = O( gl > +0(n™=).

Combined with (II.I0]) this proves (I1.30]). O
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A Proof of Theorem

Our proof of Theorem closely follows the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [30]. Let us first recall
the notation and assumptions. We fix o : R — R such that

e There exists 7 > 1 so that the r-th derivative of o belongs to L.

e There exist ¢, > 0 so that

We take C, > and Cy > 0 and consider a random depth L neural network with input
dimension ng, output dimension ny 1, hidden layer widths satisfying

de,C > 0s.t. en <ny,...,np < Cn, n>1,
non-linearity o and random weights and biases as in (2.2]). We also fix a finite collection
xp:={xq, a€A}
of distinct network inputs as well as an integer m and study for each ¢ the random vectors
Dgrz%) = (Dgrz,-;A, 1=1,... ,m) ,

where
D=2 4 = (D‘]z(z) aGA,izl,...,m,|J|§r>

aio0

are the derivatives of zfa of order at most r. Our goal is to show that, as n — oo, the joint

distribution of the random vectors DSTZE,& converges to that of of centered jointly Gaussian
vectors that are independent for different ¢ and satisfy

lim Cov (D220, D=, ) = DI DEKL)

S b ,
N—00 a1 a0 a2 7000 Qa2

where

no
Kk =G+ Cw (0(2a)a () o Koy = Co + Cw Y Zjan Ty
j=1
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is the infinite width covariance from Theorem To prove this, let us denote by F © the
sigma algebra generated by the weigts and biases in layer up to and including ¢. Observe
that, conditional on F® we have that DS’"ZZ@S4 are already independent for different ¢ and
that, since the weights and biases are Gaussian, each is a centered Gaussian with conditional
covariance

aq zal ? a2 zoez o)

Cov <DJ1 (D) pl22 ) ‘}"()> DD2sY)
where

D XICALICIS]

Thus, by the continuous mapping theorem, it suffices to show that for any multi-indices Jq, Jo
with |J;] < r and any aq, as € A we have

lim E [DJth E((fl)%} exists and is finite (A.1)
n—oo
and
J1 1y
nh_)r{)lo\/ar [D D 22((11)052} = 0. (A.2)

We establish (AJ]) and (A2) by induction on ¢ the following more general statement.

Proposition A.1. Denote by N(ng,r) the number of derivatives of order at most r in ng
variables. Consider any measureable function f : RNMomXIAL s R that is polynomially
bounded, and define

Zf D=" zJA
né
Then,
11_>m E [O( )} exists and is finite (A.3)
and o
nh_)ngo Var [(9 ] (A4)

Proof. We proceed by induction, starting with £ = 1. Since weights and biases are Gaussian,
the vectors DS’"ZZ-(Bl are independent for all ¢ and jointly Gaussian. The polynomial growth

assumption on f show the moments of f(z) are finite if = is Gaussian. This allows us to apply

the SLLN to conclude both (A.3) and (A.4]).
Let us now assume we have proved (AJ]) and ([(A2)) for layers 1,...,¢. We start by fixing
any polynomially bounded f and establishing (A1) at layer £ + 1. We have

e+ <r
E|Of™] =E[f (D214)] -
As above, condition]l on F®), we have the following equality in distribution:
< d (vwern@)Y?
D4 L (550) T2, 2 N (0, Iy r)x0) (A.5)
where Z is independent of the conditional covariance matrix

[e5Ne %

N (f) — <DJ1 DJ2 » () > ]
ai,az€A
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The key observation is that each entry of =" is of the form (’)](f) for polynomially bounded
f. Hence, we may apply the inductive hypothesis to conclude that there exists a matrix ="

such that the following convergence in distribution holds

3G <@ as  n — 00.

The polynomial growth assumption on f together with the Skorohod representation theorem

and dominated convergence show that

n—oo

— < (0N 1/2
lim E [f (DSTZ1;A)] =E [f ((ES ’(Z)) >] = O(H ) exists and is finite.
This proves (A3). To show (A4]), we proceed similarly. Namely, we have

Var [o}ul)} — Var [f (D<T ﬁl)ﬂ (1 _ _> Cov (f (Dgrzgzl)) ¥ (Dﬁrzéfjl))) .

N1

T+1
Note that

nyg
Var [f (D<T %ﬁl))] <E %; [f (DST g; ))]

Hence, since f? is also polynomially bounded we have already shown that (A.3]) holds at layer
£+ 1, we see that

Var [0V = Cov (f (D=2(30), £ (D=2{30)) + 0.
(e+1)

Next, using that conditional on F () the vectors DS”zi. 4 are independent for different 7 we
conclude from the law of total covariance that

Cov (f <D<’" gz;1)>7f<D<r 5 ))) < Var [E [f (D<r (z+1 ‘J—" ”

Combining the equality in distribution (A.5]) with the polynomial growth condition on f and
the dominated convergence theorem we find

lim Var [E [f (Dsfzgfr)) ' f“)H — Var [E [f ((iﬁ’”“’)m Z>” —0.

This completes the proof that (A.4]) holds at infinite width, establishing Proposition [A.T]
O

B Infinite Width Analysis of Tanh-like Non-linearities

The purpose of this section is to derive some basic properties of the infinite width variance
recursion

/1(“_1) Cy + Cw < (z )2>H£¥e()¥ . (B.1)
We abbreviate _
1 & ()
jldai| """

and consider here the case when o that is a tanh-like non-linearity in the sense that o satisfies:

05 1=
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o is smooth at 0 with oy # 0

o has the opposite sign as its second derivative
for almost every z, sgn (o(z)0”(2)) = —1. (B.2)

Note that this forces o9 = 0 and

6
a:=—-2250
g1
e o is sub-linear:
3C >0 s.t. Vze R |o(2)] < |o17], (B.3)

o is controlled by its first few non-zero Taylor series coefficients at 0:

30 > 0s.t. V2 >0, o12+032° <0(2) <012+ 032° + C2* (B.4)

We will be interested in understanding the recursion (B.]) at criticality in the sense defined
in 411 Specifically, we remind the reader that this means we choose Cj, Cyy so that

dK, >0 s.t. K,=Cy+ Cw <02(Z)>K*

XK = (P (0(2) . = 1

*

X1 (Ky) =Cw <(a/(z))2>K* =1.

Before stating our main result (Proposition [B.), let us explain intuitively what we expect.

First of all, as we shall see in Proposition [B.I tanh-like non-linearities requires K, = 0 for

criticality. Second, by Taylor expanding the recursion (23] around small values of K,ﬁfi we

find
K = (0 - a (£) v 0 ((52)°).

This is well-approximated by the ODE

d
EK(t) = —aK(t)%

whose solution is

K(t) = <at + ﬁ)q .

This form for the solution has two important properties that we will check in Proposition [B1l

hold for the actual solution K&Q to the discrete difference equation (2.5):

e At large t, K(t) tends to zero like 1/at plus an error of size roughly O(t=2).

e The leading order behavior of K (t) at large t is independent of the initial condition.
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Proposition B.1. If o is a tanh-like non-linearity in the sense defined above then criticality
s achieved for o only with

K, =0, Cy =0, and Cw = o7 2. (B.5)

Moreover, for every § € (0,1) we have

K9>0 = sup? K- i‘ < 0. (B.6)
>1 al
Proof. Note that for any K > 0 we have
X||(K) = xL(K) + Cw (0(2)0" (2)) 1 - (B.7)

Hence, at criticality, we must have

(0(2)0"(2)) . = 0.

*

But due to assumption (B.2]) we have
K>0 = <a(z)a”(z)>K < 0.

Thus, we indeed find that we must have K, = 0 at criticality. Hence, in light of (B
criticality is equivalent to the system of equations

K* =0= Cb + CWo'(O)2, XH(O) = XJ_(O) = CW <(0'/(Z))2>0 = CWo'% = 1.
This system has a unique solution:
C,=0, Cw ::Uf2,

completing the proof of the criticality conditions (B.H)). Let us now establish (B.6]). First note
that at criticality the sub-linearity condition (B.3]) guarantees that for all § > 0 there exists
¢s € (0,1) such that

K>§ = Cw <a(z)2>K < (1 —cs) <22>K =(1—-c5)K.
Hence, for all K,§ > 0 there exists £3 > 1 such that
K9 <k = KY<s§ vi>y,. (B.8)

In particular, K4 is monotonically decreasing and converges to K, = 0 as ¢ grows. Let us
now define for each ¢ > 1

1
KO == +0 4.=-62 >0,
al g1

where a is positive due to (B.2)). Note that since K,ﬁfi tends to zero with ¢, so does €. Let
us agree that for any ¢ € R the symbol ¢ (resp. ¢~) means that for ¢ sufficiently large we
may make the constant ¢t (resp. t7) arbitrary close to t from above (resp. below). In order

to prove (B.6]), we start with the following elementary estimate.
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Lemma B.2. For all £ > 1, we have

1 2
e+1) < O (12 _qe@) B.
€ > EITEY +e < 7~ ae ) (B.9)

Further, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on o with the following property. For
all K > 0 there exists a constant ly > 1 so that if Kin < K, then for all § € (0,1) we have

((e+1) < 693_1_ c© (1 _ 2775> 7 VU> L= max{? 20 fo} (B.10)

Proof. Plugging in the estimates (B.4]) into the recursion (B.1)) yields for some C' > 0 depend-
ing only on o

C 2 2 C
e S o2, 9 (o) (s © (0)y3
< S [1 €+£2]+(e ><a+£>—|—0(e )

Note that for all £ > 2C/a we have —a + C/¢ < 0. Hence, for all £ > max{2C/a,C/§} we
have

5 F 14

[

(e < € [1 _ 2;5] Loy,

Moreover, if €©) < 0, then (¢®)? < 0. If on the other hand ¥ > 0, then from (B.) we find
that there for all K > 0 there exists £ so that (€)% < a(e!©)2/4 for all £ > £,. Hence, in all
cases, for each 0 € (0,1) if £ > max {2C/a,C/d, 4y}, we find

C 2-4§
/+1
T <+ “[1—7},

as claimed. The lower bound follows from a similar but simpler computation. O

Fix § € (0,1). The relation (B.10), together with Lemma [6.2] show that for all K > 0 there
exists some C’ > 0 depending on 8, o, K such that if K\ < K then

d 92— 1 1
w36 ] (1-5) s bt

U=t =41

This shows that

1
Vo e (0,1) Is>1 st < = V=Ll (B.11)

To conclude (B.G)) it therefore remains to deduce that

1
VK, Ky >0,0€(0,1)3s>1 st. K <KY <K, — 9> =
(B.12)
To aid with this, we will need the following

Lemma B.3. For any § € (0,1) there exists {5 > 1 with the property that if £ > {5 then

6(Z) > _€—2+(5 — (f-i-l) (€+ 1) 2+6'
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Proof. Suppose ) > —¢=2+9_ The lower bound in (B:9) yields for some C,C”" > 0
(D) 4 (0 + 1)—2+5 > (04 1)—2+5 [1 _ (1 i 6‘1)2_‘5} _9p=3+6 _ oAt
> 60730 — (073 )
which is non-negative for all ¢ sufficiently large. O

We are now in a position to establish (BI2]). In light of the previous Lemma we need
only consider the case when

Vo e (0,1)345>1 st ) < -2,

Note that in light of the upper bound (B.11]) we find that for all § € (0,1) there exists £5 > 1
and Cys > 0 so that for all ¢ > {5 we have

KD = K (1 - ak ) = K <1 a <_i£ + cée—%é)) _ K (1 1 acge—%é) |
a

Hence, assuming Ko > K&(g > Ki > 0, we may iterate this inequality to find that there exists
¢ > 0 depending on K7, K9 and £y > 1 so that

KO~ €
= al

Ve > 4.

Hence, since €©) < 0 for all £ > ¢5 we find for all ¢ > max {€o, L5} that

(Z)]‘_C
l

Substituting this into the lower bound (B.9]), we find that for all £ > max {£y, {5}

c’ 1+¢
(e+1) > ¥ L .01 _
€ T +e€ <1 7 > .

_a(e(f))2 > €

Since €%) < 0, we see by applying Lemma that there exists C' > 0 so that for all
¢ > max {{y, ls}

C
l+1
Yz -

But now we can bootstrap this estimate. Indeed, for any 6 € (0,1) we substitute this into
the lower bound (B.9) to find that for all ¢ sufficiently large

C’ 2—90
(+1) ~ _ 2 ) _s2 7
€ 2R +e€ <1 7 >

Again applying Lemma yields that for all ¢ sufficiently large

é-‘rl) > C

6( __62—_5

This completes the proof.
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C Exact Solutions for 1-homogeneous activations

In this appendix, we collect several known computations related to the distribution of neuron
activations in random fully connected networks with 1—homogeneous activations. Specifically,
we fix a one homogeneous non-linearity

O'(t) = (CL+1t>0 +a_ 1t<0)t

and consider a random fully connected neural network with input dimension ng, output
dimension ny 41, hidden layer widths ny,...,ns, and non-linearity o that is tuned to criticality

in the sense that 5

Cp,=0 Cw =——>
b 5 w ai —|—CL2_

Our first task is to derive in §C.1] a known exact formula for the infinite width covariance

Kgﬁﬂ) as a function of Ké@,Kgﬁ),K gﬁ) Then, in Section we sketch a derivation of

the limiting distribution (LT)) of a neuron pre-activation in the double scaling limit n, L —

oo, L/n — 7.

C.1 Covariance Propagation in Random Fulluy Connected 1-homogeneous
Networks

In this section, we consider two network inputs .,z of the same norm:

Kg%z:niouszzniouxﬁu ~K9,  K>o (1)
Let us define @ ®
(O L o) e
(k255

Our goal is to derive the following explicit recursion for e((f; U in terms of egg. This derivation

follows the approach in §5.5 [71]. To the author’s knowledge, the following formula (or really
something equivalent) was first derived in [17].

Proposition C.1 (Correlation propagation for 1—homogeneous activation functions). At
criticality, we have the following exact formula:

—a)?
1— 2Egﬁ+1) 20w (a4 — a- [% 1 — e(%) + <% - 622) cos™! < eg%ﬂ
+ Cwaya_ (1 - 2ea ) (C.2)

In particular, taking E((fg small we find

L= ()" o (4)),

Hence, as £ — oo,



Proof. We have from Theorem that
Ké%‘i'l) = Cb + CW <O'(Za)0'(2ﬁ)>K(g) s (03)

where we recall that the brackets above mean the average with respect to the Gaussian

distribution , .
. O K
o) N0 o g6 )
A o s

Since we are at criticality, we have

2

Cy, =0, Cw = —5——>5
b W ai%—az_

and that moreover

@ _ -0 _
K.l = KBB =K,

where K is the constant from (C.II). Our first step is to change from the Gaussian variables
Za, 28 to the new Gaussian variables
Za + 28 Za — 28

§= Vil n= Vil

We have
Za=VE(E+n), 2=VK(E-n).

Moreover, writing

{4
o 1 K f(xﬁ)
T )
(KEQKL))

we find
Var[¢] = 1 — ¢, Var[n] = ¢, Cov[¢,n] = 0.

Hence, the right hand side of the recursion (C.3]) reads

O S A AT
RJR

Using the definition of ¢ yields

o ((1 — )2+ 61/2?7> o <(1 — )% — El/2n>
= (a4 1g4n>0 + a-len<o) (a4 Leyno + a-Tepeo) (1 — & — en?).

Changing variables (§,7) — (=&, —n) inside the integral and averaging yields

KTV = CwKaia_(1 - 2)

CwK(ay —a_)?

1 déd
+ 2 /]Rz La-gez—apso((1 = €)% — en’) exp [_5 (€ 772)] o

2

Passing to polar coordinates and explicitly computing the resulting integral is now straight-
forward and completes the derivation of (C.2]). O
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C.2 Full Distribution of Neuron Pre-activations at a Single Input and the
Derivation of (41)

Our purpose in this section is to briefly recall an exact formula for the full distribution of a

L+1 . . L+1
i(; o ). For this, note that since x, +> z& )

the event that the Jacobian J, sz“’ is not well-defined at z, has probability zero, we may

write

neuron pre-activation z is piecewise linear and

(L+1)

L+1) _
z(g ) = e 2e " T

Next,
Ty 2D = AN p@yy (L) pWyy () (C.4)

where W® are simply the weight matrices and

DY .= Diag (a'(z(é)), i1=1,... ,ng) .

Arguing exactly as in Proposition 2 of [33], we have the following equality in distribution:
pOWE ... pWwy® L ApEy @) .. O Q)

where A is a diagonal matrix with iid +1 entries on the diagonal that is independent of W (©)
and the diagonal matrices

7

DO = Diag<a+£i(£) Ya (1—¢9y,i=1,... ,n4>, ¢ ~ Bernoulli(1/2) iid.

::dl(-e)

Combining this with (C4) and recalling that the entries of W (1 are iid centered Gaussians
with variance Cy /ny, yields

)

Cor\ /2 1 N
AL 4 g <_W> [DBwW® .. oWy,
; ng

where Z; ~ N(0,1) is independent of ZA)(Z),W(Z), 1 = 1,...,L. Further, due to the right
orthogonal invariance of the Gaussian matrices W and the normalization that the variance
of the entries of W© is Cyy /ne—11, we have that

log
nr,

(C_W> : [pEw... ﬁ(l)W(l)x“H]
d %log [Z—VOV HxaH2:| N g:l % log [%V Hﬁw)mwumuz]

where u(® € R™-1 is collection of deterministic unit vectors and W are independent ran-
dom matrices with iid standard Gaussian entries. The summands on the previous line are
independent and are each distributed like the logarithm of a randomly weighted x? random
viable:

RS CONCUR

Ny < ¢
J:
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where Zi(é) ~ N(0,1) are iid and independent of dgé). Putting this all together, we find that

1/2 L 1/2
L (T eal) 2 TT(SE)  [[Bowon)
(=1

T

is a product of L + 1 independent random variables. Moreover, a direct computation shows
that

Cw Z 0 oN\2|| 1 Cw ZW ©O\2 [ 02 _
E lOg g P (d > (Zz > = —§Var n—éj:1 (dz > (ZZ > + O(ne 2)
1 at +at _
T <6(a?:+7a2_)2 - 1) +007)

and also that

Var |log C;L}”Z( )2 <ZZ,(€))2 = Var Z(d(f) <Zi >2 +O(n£—2)

Jj=1 Jj=1

_ ' <67( S +a‘2 - 1> +0(n;?).

ny a? +a%)

Combining the preceding two estimates, taking n, L — oo with L/n — ~ and applying the
CLT yields

1/2
: d C
i o D (D alP) Ziew atana) +oona )z

n,L—00
L/n—~€[0,00)

where

4 4
¥ ay +aZ ..
py,ay,a_) =o*(v,aq,a_) = — (67 - 1) . 21,75 ~N(0,1) iid.
4\ (a2 +a?%)?

This is precisely the statement of (&.7]).
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