arXiv:2403.08121v1 [csLG] 12 Mar 2024

Early Directional Convergence in Deep Homogeneous Neural
Networks for Small Initializations

Akshay Kumar and Jarvis Haupt
Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering
University of Minnesota
Minneapolis, MN 55455
{kumar511, jdhaupt}@umn. edu

Abstract

This paper studies the gradient flow dynamics that arise when training deep homogeneous
neural networks, starting with small initializations. The present work considers neural networks
that are assumed to have locally Lipschitz gradients and an order of homogeneity strictly greater
than two. This paper demonstrates that for sufficiently small initializations, during the early
stages of training, the weights of the neural network remain small in norm and approximately
converge in direction along the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) points of the neural correlation
function introduced in [I]. Additionally, for square loss and under a separability assumption on
the weights of neural networks, a similar directional convergence of gradient flow dynamics is
shown near certain saddle points of the loss function.

1 Introduction

Neural networks have achieved remarkable success across various tasks, yet the precise mechanism
driving this success remains theoretically elusive. The training of neural networks involve optimizing
a non-convex loss function, where the training algorithm typically is a first-order methods such as
gradient descent or its variants. A particularly puzzling aspect is how these training algorithms
succeed in finding a solution with good generalization capabilities despite the non-convexity of the
loss landscape. In addition to the choice of the training algorithm, the choice of initialization in
these algorithms play a crucial role in determining the neural network performance. Indeed, recent
works have made increasingly clear the benefit of small initializations, revealing that neural networks
trained using (stochastic) gradient descent with small initializations exhibit feature learning 2] and
also generalize better for various tasks [3, 4, [5]; see Section [2| for more details into the impact of
initialization scale. However, for small initializations, the training dynamics of neural networks is
extremely non-linear and not well understood so far. Our focus in this paper is on understanding
the effect of small initialization on the training dynamics of neural networks.

In pursuit of a deeper understanding of the training mechanism for small initializations, re-
searchers have uncovered the phenomenon of directional convergence in the neural network weights
during early phases of training [6l [7]. In [6], authors study the gradient flow dynamics of training
two-layer Rectified Linear Unit (ReLU) neural networks. They demonstrate that in the early stages
of training, the weights of two-layer ReLLU neural networks converge in direction while their norms



remain small. This phenomenon is referred to as early directional convergence. In a recent work
[1], early directional convergence was further established for two-homogeneoueﬂ neural networks,
illustrating the importance of homogeneity for such types of phenomenon (as opposed to the spe-
cific choice of activation function or architecture). Despite focusing solely on the early phases of
training, these works demonstrate that interesting behaviors begin to emerge very early in the train-
ing dynamics. Moreover, these insights in the initial stages of training have been useful towards a
comprehensive understanding of the entire training dynamics in some special cases [8], 9, [10].

So far, all the works on the early stages of training dynamics of neural networks for small
initialization have only considered two-layer neural networks (or more broadly two-homogeneous).
In contrast, our understanding for deep neural networks is much more limited. In this work, we
take a first step towards this goal by focusing on deep homogeneous neural networks (with locally
Lipschitz gradients) and establish early directional convergence for them. To our knowledge, there
has been no prior work that rigorously demonstrates early directional converge for deeper neural
networks.

To describe the phenomenon of early directional convergence, [I] introduced the notion of Neural
Correlation Function (NCF). For a given neural network and a vector, the NCF quantifies the
correlation between the output of neural network and the vector; we provide a more precise definition
in Section 4 They show that in the early stages of training, the weights of the neural network
remain small and converge in direction to a KKT point of the constrained NCF, an optimization
problem that maximizes the NCF on unit sphere. Furthermore, they also establish similar directional
convergence near certain saddle points as well. We emphasize that their results are specific to two-
homogeneous neural networks.

The present work studies the phenomenon of early directional convergence for deep homogeneous
neural networks. We particularly consider L-homogeneous neural networks, where L > 2, that have
locally Lipschitz gradients. Our contribution can be summarized as follows:

e In Theorem 5.1 we describe the gradient flow dynamics of deep homogeneous neural networks,
with order of homogeneity strictly greater than two, trained with small initializations. Specif-
ically, for square and logistic losses, we show that if the initialization is sufficiently small, then
in the early stages of training the weights remain small and either approximately converge in
direction to a non-negative KKT point of the constrained NCF defined with respect to the
labels in the training set, or are approximately 0.

e For square loss, Theorem establishes a similar directional convergence for deep homoge-
neous neural networks near certain saddle points, provided the weights of neural network have
a separable structure. We show that when initialized in a sufficiently small neighborhood
of a saddle point, then under gradient flow the weights remain near the saddle point for a
sufficiently long time, during which the weights with small norm remain small and either
approximately converge in direction along non-negative KKT points of the constrained NCF
defined with respect to the residual error at that saddle point, or are approximately 0.

To prove our results, we build upon findings from [I] along with crucial new insights; see Sec-

tion [B.1.1] for details.

! A neural network # is defined to be L-(positively) homogeneous, if its output H(x;w) satisfies H(x;cw) =
CLH(X; w), Ve > 0, where x is the input, w is a vector containing all the weights, and L is referred to as the order of
homogeneity.




It is worth noting that we assume neural networks to have locally Lipschitz gradients, which
excludes deep ReL.U networks. However, it does include deep linear networks |11, [12], and deep
neural networks with differentiable and homogeneous activation such as higher powers of ReLLU
¢(x) := max(x,0)? for p > 2 [13] 14, [15] and polynomials [16] [I7]. Moreover, we also discuss the
challenges in extending our results for deep ReLU networks, which could be useful in extending our
results to ReLU networks.

2 Related Works

Understanding the training dynamics of neural networks have been the subject of numerous inves-
tigations [I8, 4, 19, 20, 2I]. These investigations have revealed two contrasting viewpoints based
on the scale of initialization. For large initialization regime, the training dynamics of wide neural
networks are effectively captured by a kernel referred to as Neural Tangent Kernel (NTK) [18]. In
this regime, the weights remain close to initialization during training, and neural networks behaves
like the linearization of neural network around its initialization [4]. On the other hand, in small
initialization regime, training dynamics is extremely non-linear, and the change in weights during
training is significant |21 22} 3] 2]. Moreover, studies like [3 4] have observed improved generaliza-
tion with decreasing initialization scale for various tasks, which makes understanding the dynamics
of neural networks in the small initialization regime crucial for better understanding of practical
success of deep networks.

While considerable progress has been made on understanding the dynamics of neural networks in
the large initialization regime, the theoretical investigations into the small initialization regime has
been comparatively limited, primarily due to the extremely non-linear dynamics during training.
Such investigations have predominantly focused on linear neural networks [5, 12, 23] and shallow
non-linear neural networks [22] 21], 24], 20]. Even for these networks, a comprehensive understanding
of the gradient descent dynamics is further limited to diagonal linear networks [5], shallow matrix
factorization [25] 26], and two-layer (Leaky) ReLU networks under various simplifying assumptions
on the datasets [8, 9], 27, [10L 28]. Our work could be the first step towards a greater understanding
of the training dynamics of deep neural networks.

The phenomenon of early directional convergence for small initializations was first investigated
by [6] for two-layer ReLU neural networks. This was later extended to two-homogeneous neural
networks by [I], which includes, in addition to two-layer ReLU neural networks, deep ReLU neural
networks with only two trainable layers and single layer squared ReLLU neural networks. Other
empirical investigations have observed early directional convergence in some deeper networks as
well. For example, [29] looks at the early training dynamics of three-layer ReLLU neural networks
and observe that weights converge along some specific orientations. In [30] authors empirically show
a alignment effect in the kernel of the neural network during early stages of the training. However,
rigorous investigations thus far have been limited to shallow neural networks.

For classification tasks, another line of work studies directional convergence of weights in the later
stages of training homogeneous neural networks [31], 32]. In these works, apart from homogeneity,
the tail behavior of the loss functions typically used for classification, for example exponential and
logistic loss, also plays an important role. Although the problem considered in this paper is different,
some theoretical results developed in these works were helpful for us.



3 Preliminaries

We briefly state important notations and describe some relevant preliminary concepts.
For any N € N, we let [N] = {1,2,..., N} denote the set of positive integers less than or equal
to N. We let || - |2 denote the 2 norm for a vector and the spectral norm for a matrix. We write

z(t) =: dﬁt)v and for the sake of brevity we may remove the independent variable ¢ if it is clear
from context. A k-dimensional sphere is denoted by S¥~1.

Suppose P and @ are locally compact metric spaces, such as Euclidean spaces. Then, a function
f P — Qis called locally Lipschitz if and only if it is Lipschitz continuous on every compact subset
of Q.

We will assume the neural networks consider in this paper are definable under some o-minimal
structure. This is a mild technical assumption and includes deep neural networks with common
activation functions such as ReLU, higher powers of ReLLUs and polynomials. Such assumptions
have mainly been made in the past works, and here as well, to ensure convergence of certain gradient
flow trajectories [31].

4 Problem formulation

We adopt a supervised learning framework for training, where we assume {x;,y;}" ; is the training
dataset, and let X = [x1,...,%,] € R™™ and y = [y1,...,yn]" € R™. For a neural network #, its
output is denoted by H(x;w), where x is the input and w € R* is the vector containing all the
weights. We let H(X;w) = [H(x1;W), ..., H(xn; w)]T € R” be the vector containing the output
of neural network for all inputs, and J(X;w) : R¥ — R™ denotes the Jacobian of H(X;w) with
respect to w.

The following assumptions formalizes the previously mentioned properties of neural networks
considered in this paper.

Assumption 1. We make the following tripartite assumption on the neural network function: (7)
For any fixed x, H(x;w) is locally Lipschitz and is definable under some o-minimal structure that
includes polynomials and exponentia]ﬂ (ii) For all ¢ > 0, H(x;cw) = cFH(x;w), for some L > 2
(i.e., the network is L-homogenous). (iii) The gradientﬂ V*H(x; w) is locally Lipschitz.

In this paper, we consider the minimization of
i=1

where £(¢),y) is the loss function and it is either the square loss, £(7,y) = (§ — y)?/2, or the
logistic loss, £(9,y) = 2In(1 4+ e~%). We minimize using gradient flow, which leads to following
differential equation

W(t) = —VL(w(t)), w(0) = dw, (2)

where § is a positive scalar that controls the scale of initialization, and wy is a vector.

2|33] proved the existence of such an o-minimal structure.
3Throughout the paper, VH(x; w) denotes the gradient of H(x;w) with respect to w.



Following [1], for a fixed vector z € R™ and neural network #, the Neural Correlation Function
(NCF) is defined here as
Non(w) =z H(X; w),

and the constrained optimization problem

max N 3 (w)
[wli3=1

is referred to as the constrained NCF.

5 Main Results

5.1 Early Directional Convergence

Our first main result is the following theorem which establishes the approximate directional con-
vergence in the early stages of training L-homogeneous neural networks with small initializations,
where L > 2.

Theorem 5.1. Let wg be a fizxed unit vector. For any € € (0,n/2), where n s a positive constant,
there exists Te, Be and 0 > 0 such that the following holds: for any 6 € (0,6) and solution w(t) of
for square or logistic loss with initialization w(0) = dwq, we have

~ T,
|w (t)]|y < Bed, forallt e {0, <5L_2] )

Further, for T. = T./6"2, either

T\T %
|w(Te)|l2 > én/2, and w >1- <1 + 3> €,
[w(Te)ll2 n

where u* is a non-negative KKTE| point of

e Ay () = y H(X; ), (3)
ul[5=1
or o

|lw(Te)|l2 < 2de.

The above theorem first shows that for a given €, we can choose § small enough such that for
t € [0,7./6%7?] the norm of the weights increases at most by a multiplicative factor. Thus, for
small § the weights will remain small for ¢ € [0,7./6“2]. Furthermore, since L > 2, for smaller §
the weights will stay small for a longer duration of time.

Next, the theorem describes what happens at T, = T./ 05=2 the duration for which the norm
of the weights remain small. There are two possible scenarios. In the first scenario, the weights
approximately converge in direction along a non-negative KKT point of , which is the constrained
NCF defined with respect to y and neural network H. Thus, in the early stages of training,
the weights of the neural network converge in direction while their norm remains small. In the

*A KKT point @ of max | z—1 Nz 3 (u) is referred to as non-negative KKT point if MV, % (1) is non-negative.



second scenario, the weights approximately converge to 0, which can be observed by noting that
|w(Te)|l2 < 28¢, where we can choose € to be arbitrarily small. This is in contrast with the first
scenario, where ||w(T.)||2 > d1/2 and 7 is a constant that does not depend on . This shows that in
the second scenario, compared to the first scenario, the weights become much smaller. The second
scenario arises due to the convergence of the gradient dynamics of the NCF towards 0; see the proof
for more details.

We also note that for a fixed training data and neural network, wq determines which of the
above two scenarios will occur. In addition to this, the positive constant 7 in the above theorem is

also determined by wq and is independent of J.

5.1.1 Proof Sketch of Theorem [5.1]

We next briefly provide proof sketch of the above theorem. We begin by describing the (positive)
gradient flow dynamics of the NCF.
Recall, for a given vector z and a neural network H, the NCF is defined as

Naw(w) = 2" H(X; ). (4)
The gradient flow resulting from maximizing the above function is

du
i VN (), u(0) = up, (5)
where ug is the initialization.

Note that the NCF may not be bounded from above. Therefore, gradient flow may potentially
diverge to infinity. However, the following lemma shows that the gradient flow either converges in
direction to a KKT point of the constrained NCF, or converges to O.

Lemma 5.2. Under Assumption for any solution u(t) of , one of the following two possibilities
1$ true.

1. There ezists some finite T* such that limy_yp» ||u(t)||2 = oco. Further, lim;_,p+ % exists
and is equal to a non-negative KKT point of the optimization problem

max Ny (u) =z H(X;u). (6)

[ufl3=1

2. Forallt >0, |Ju(t)]|2 < oo, and either limy_, % exists or limy_yoo u(t) = 0. Iflimy_, 00 %

exists then it is equal to non-negative KKT point of (@

To prove directional convergence in the above lemma, we require the neural networks to be
definable with respect to an o-minimal structure. Such a requirement allows us to use the unbounded
version of Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz inequality proved in [31] for establishing directional convergence. A
similar result was demonstrated in [I] for two-homogeneous networks. However, in that instance,
the solution u(t) remains finite for all finite timeEL whereas in our case, u(t) may become unbounded
at some finite time.

5See Lemma




We next explain our proof technique for Theorem [5.1] assuming square loss is used for training.
The evolution of w(t) is governed by the differential equation

W= (i — Hxi;w)) VH(x;w) = T(X;w) ' (y — H(X;w)), w(0) = 6wy, (7)
=1

where (as mentioned) § > 0, and recall J(X;w) : R¥ — R™ is the Jacobian of the function H(X;w)
with respect to w. We define s(t) = %w ((;L%Q); then, s(0) = wg. Further, by using the L-
homogeneity of H (X;w) and (L — 1)-homogeneity of J(X;w) (Lemma [B.1]), we can derive the

evolution of s(t) as follows

ds d (1 t 1 . t
@ = \s" 2 ) ) = v e
1 t
= 5L1*7<X3W<5L2

(b () (5o (e ().

o = I (X59) " (v — "1 (X:8)).5(0) = wo. (8)

Now, we compare the dynamics for s(¢) in (8 with the dynamics of gradient flow of the NCF defined
with respect to y and neural network H,
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Overall, this implies

= VN, n(u) = J(X;u) 'y, u(0) = wy. (9)

Observe that if 6 = 0, then the two dynamics are exactly the same, and since s(0) = wo = u(0),
we have that s(t) and u(t) will also be same. For § > 0, there is an extra term 6“# (X;s) present
in (8)). For small §, we show that this extra term is small and while s(¢) and u(t) are not exactly
the same, the difference between them is small, i.e., ||s(¢) — u(t)||2 is small. Moreover, we show that
the difference can be made sufficiently small for a sufficiently long time by choosing d small enough.
We combine this fact with Lemma [5.2] to prove Theorem [5.1] Specifically, from Lemma [5.2] we
know that u(¢) will either converge to 0 or converge in direction to a KKT point of the constrained
NCF. Therefore, we first choose a time (say 7T') such that u(7) has approximately converged in
direction to a KKT point of the constrained NCF or is in the neighborhood of 0. Then, we choose §
sufficiently small such that ||s() —u(t)||2 is small for all ¢t € [0,7]. Since s(t) = tw (57=2), we have
that ||} w (ML_Q) —u(T)||2 is also small. Finally, since ¢ is a positive scalar, and u(7") approximately
converges in direction to a KKT point of the constrained NCF or is approximately 0, it follows that
w ((SLL_Q) also approximately converges in direction to a KKT point of the constrained NCF or is
approximately O.

As a quick aside, we note that there are two key aspects in the definition s(t) = %w (ﬂ%)
First, we have divided by §. We know that § controls the scale of initialization and is assumed to be
small. Dividing by 0 removes that scaling and makes s(t) a constant scale vector. More importantly,
dividing by 0 does not alter the direction, i.e., the direction of s(¢) and w(t) are always the same.
Thus, establishing directional convergence of s(¢) will also imply directional convergence of w(t).



Second, we rescale the time by 6“~2. To understand the importance of this time rescaling, let us

look at the magnitude of the gradient of the loss at initialization in terms of §. Since J is small
and wo has unit norm, || 7(X;w(0))" (y — H(X;w(0))) |2 = [|T (X;w(0)) Ty|l2 = O(6L~1), where
in the last equality we used (L — 1)-homogeneity of the Jacobian. We observe that for initialization
of scale ¢, the gradient scales as 6“~!. Thus, in the early stages the gradient will have negligible
effect on the weights, in terms of both magnitude and direction. Moreover, based on the relative
scaling of the gradient and the initialization, the gradient will only start impacting the weights after
O(1/8172) time has elapsed. Hence, for smaller initialization, the gradient flow will take longer to
make an impact on the weights. Thus, in a way, rescaling time by §©~2 brings the time of s(t) to a
“constant scale”.

We also highlight the importance of homogeneity. It allows the above two changes to interact
nicely with the gradient flow and results in dynamics of s(t) that are essentially independent of 4,
provided § is small.

Finally, in comparison to [1], which studies early directional convergence for two-homogeneous
neural networks, the main conceptual innovation in this paper is the time rescaling by 6%~2. In fact,
the proof in that work relies on showing that the difference between w(t)/d and u(t) remains small
for a sufficiently long time. To see a motivation for this, note that we can get from for L =2
as well. However, for L = 2, the time rescaling factor §©~2 will become unity, yielding s(t) = w(t)/4.
Now, since the gradient flow dynamics for the NCF of two-homogeneous neural networks also
converges to a KKT point of the constrained NCF, to establish early directional convergence one
must show that the difference between w(t)/é and u(t) remains small for a sufficiently long time.
Another notable difference with [I] is in the gradient flow dynamics of the NCF. As mentioned
previously, from Lemma [5.2] we know that for L > 2, the gradient flow dynamics of the NCF can
become unbounded at some finite time, whereas for L = 2, the dynamics remains finite for finite
time. This difference necessitates a more careful analysis of the early stages of training in order to
ensure directional convergence for deep homogeneous neural networks.

5.1.2 A Closer Look at the Weights

In Theorem [5.1] we established that in the early stages of training, for sufficiently small initialization,
the weights of neural network approximately converge in direction along the KKT points of the NCF
while their norm remained small. In this section, we use a toy example to highlight the emergence
of additional structural properties in the weights during the early stage of training that are not
explained by Theorem [5.1]

We train the following 4—homogeneous neural network H(x; W1, W3) = 17 max(WyWx, 0)?,
where W; € R0 W, ¢ R29%20 and 1 € R? is the all-one vector. Here, we train to min-
imize the square loss with respect to the output of a smaller neural network H*(x; Wi, W3) =
17 max(W3W3x,0)2, where the entries of Wi € R2*10 W} € R3*2 are drawn from the standard
normal distribution and 1 € R? is the all-one vector. The training data has 100 points sampled
uniformly from unit sphere in R'%. Let w be a vector containing all the entries of W1, Wy, and
w = w/|wl|2. For training, we use gradient descent with step-size 5- 1073, and the initialization
w(0) = dwp, where § = 0.1 and wy is a random unit norm vector. We train for 99100 iterations,
and in Figure plot the evolution of training loss and #o—norm of the weights. It is evident from
the figure that loss almost remains the same, and the norm of the weights has increased but only
by a constant factor and is still small. It can be easily shown (see Lemma that a unit norm
vector is a KKT point of the constrained NCF if the vector and the gradient of the NCF at that
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Figure 1: Early training dynamics of a squared-ReLLU neural network. Panel (a): the evolution of
training loss (normalized with respect to loss at initialization) and the fo-norm of all the weights
with iterations. Panel (b): the evolution of VN (W (t)) "W (t)/||VN (W(t))||2 (a measure of directional
convergence of w(t)). We observe that the loss has barely changed, and the norm of weights has
increased by a constant factor but remains small. Also, the weights approximately converge in
direction to a KKT point of the constrained NCF.
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Figure 2: Each curve in the plots correspond to a row of W1 /||w||2 or Wy /||w||2 at different stages
of training. Panel (a): W1 /||w|2 at initialization. Panel (b): W1/||w||2 at iteration 99100. Panel
(c): Wa/||w||2 at initialization. Panel (d): Wa/||w||2 at iteration 99100.

vector are parallel. Therefore, to measure the directional convergence of w to the KKT point of
the constrained NCF, in Figure [Ib| we plot the evolution of the inner product between w(t) and
VN (w(t))/IIVN(w(t))|]2, where N(-) denotes the NCF for this example. Clearly, in accordance
with Theorem [5.1] the weights have approximately converged in direction to a KKT point of the
constrained NCF.

We next take a closer look at the weights of the neural networks at iteration 99100, i.e., when
we stop training and the weights have approximately converged in direction to a KKT point of the
constrained NCF. In Figure [2| we plot each row of W /||lw||2 and Wa/||w||2 at initialization and
at iteration 99100. At initialization the rows of W /||wl|2 and Wa/||w||2 appear to be randomly
oriented, as expected. At iteration 99100, all the rows seem to be oriented along certain specific
directions and there is a low-rank structure among W /||w||2 and Wy /||w||2. The low-rank structure
can be further verified by observing the singular values of W /||w||2 and Wy/||w||2, depicted in
Figure [3]

We clarify that the results of Theorem neither explain how such low-rank structures emerge
in the weights, nor characterizes such low-rank structures. We leave it as an important future
research direction to explain the emergence of these low-rank structures. Notably, similar low-rank
behavior under small initialization was observed by [29] for three-layer ReL.U networks (which is
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Figure 3: Panel (a): singular values of W1 /||w||2 at iteration 99100. Panel (b): singular values of
Wy /||w||2 at iteration 99100.

3-homogeneous). Also, [30] has empirically shown emergence of low-rank structures in the kernel
learned by neural networks during the early phase of training.

5.1.3 Challenges for Non-differentiable Neural Networks

Recall that Theorem holds for neural networks with locally Lipschitz gradient, and thus excludes
ReLU neural networks. We first provide an empirical evidence that early directional convergence
also occurs in ReLLU networks, and then briefly describe the challenges in extending Theorem
to ReLU networks.

Let o(z) = max(z,0). We train the following 3—homogeneous ReLU network H(x; W1, Wy, W3)
170(W30(W20(W;ix))), where Wy € R2X10 Wy W3 € R?%20 and 1 € R? is the all-one vec-
tor. For training, we minimize the square loss with respect to the output of a smaller neural
network H*(x; Wi, W3, W3) = 1T0(W30(Wio(Wix))), where the entries of of Wi € R2x10)
W3 € R¥*2 W} € R¥*3 are drawn from standard normal distribution and 1 € R? is the all-one
vector. The training data has 100 points sampled uniformly from unit sphere in R'?. We define w
and W in a similar way as in the previous experiment, and N (w) denotes the NCF for this case.
The network is trained for 80000 iterations using gradient descent with step-size 1073, and the
initialization w(0) = dwg, where § = 0.01 and wy is a random unit norm vector. From Figure
we observe that the training loss does not change much, and the norm of the weights increases
by a multiplicative factor but remains small. Also, from Figure it is clear that the weights
approximately converge in direction to a KKT point of the constrained NCF. Furthermore, similar
to the previous experiment, low-rank structure emerges among the weights of neural networks; see
Figure [5

We next describe the difficulty in extending Theorem to ReLLU networks. Consider a neural
network that satisfies Assumption [T} except that the gradient is not assumed to be locally Lipschitz
(this will include ReLU networks). Then, assuming square loss, we can define the gradient flow
dynamics using the Clarke subdifferential as follows

n
W ey (i — H(xiw)) OH(xi; W), w(0) = dwy. (10)
i=1
It is also well-known that the Clarke differential of an L-homogeneous function is (L — 1)-

10
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Figure 4: Early training dynamics of a ReLU neural network. Panel (a): the evolution of training loss
(normalized with respect to loss at initialization) and the fo-norm of all the weights with iterations.
Panel (b): the evolution of ON (W (t)) "W (t)/||ON (W(t))||l2 (a measure of directional convergence of
w(t)). The loss does not change much, and the norm of weights has increased by a constant factor
but remains small. Also, the weights approximately converge in direction to a KKT point of the
constrained NCF.

homogeneous [32, Theorem B.2|. Thus, if we define s(t) = %w (ﬂ%), then similar to , we can
show that s(¢) will evolve according to

$€ Y (yi— 0"H (xi38))0H (xi38) ,5(0) = Wo. (11)
i=1
Further, the gradient flow for the NCF can be defined by the differential inclusion

e yoH(xiiu),u0) = wo. (12)

i=1

Following the proof sketch of Theorem 5.1]described in Section[5.1.1} to show approximate directional
converegence of w(t), we would need to first show that for small enough ¢, the solutions of and
(11)) will be sufficiently small for sufficiently long time. From comparing and , it is clear
that for small §, the two solutions will be close in the beginning. However, we can not claim that
the solutions will remain close for sufficiently long time by choosing small enough §. In fact, the
proof of the analogous result in the context of Theorem [5.1] crucially relied on gradients being locally
Lipschitz, which is not the case here. We believe that proving this would be a crucial step towards
establishing directional convergence for ReLU networks, and defer it for future investigations.

5.2 Directional Convergence Near Saddle Points

For small initializations and square loss, several recent studies have also observed a so-called saddle-
to-saddle dynamics during training of neural networks; see, e.g., [34, B5], where it is observed that
during training the weights of neural networks passes through a sequence of saddle points. Moreover,
recent theoretical results have further revealed that only a certain number of weights are non-zero at
saddle point encountered during training [8),[35]. Motivated by these observations, in this section we
analyze the gradient flow dynamics near certain saddle points, specifically those saddle points where

11
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0.00

Figure 5: Panel (a): W1/||w||2 at iteration 80000. Panel (b): Wa/||w||2 at iteration 80000. Panel
(c): W3/||wl|2 at iteration 80000. Each curve in the plots correspond to a row of the corresponding
weights matrix.

only a certain number of weights are non-zero while the others are zero. It is worth noting that [I]
also analyzed the gradient flow dynamics near similar types of saddle points for two-homogeneous
neural networks.

In this section, we assume that the neural network has a separable structure. Specifically,
we assume that the weights of the neural network w can be partitioned into two sets, that is,
w = [w,, W,], such that the output of the neural network can be written as

H(x; W) = Hn(xWn) + Ha (x5 W2),
where H,,(x;wy,) and H,(x;w,) are assumed to satisfy Assumption Now, let H,,(X;w,) and
H.(X;w,) be defined similarly to H(X;w), then for square loss, the training loss is

1
L (Wnawz) = ) ||Hn(XaWn) + HZ(X§WZ) - Y||2 . (13)

We make the following assumption on the saddle point of considered in this section.

Assumption 2. {w,, W} is a saddle point of such that
[Wnll2 € [m, M], and [|w |2 = 0, (14)
where m < M, and m, M are positive constants. Furthermore, there exists v > 0 such that
(Wpn, — W, Vi, L(Wy,,0)) >0, if ||w, — Wy|2 < 7. (15)

The partition of weights and the above assumption is particularly motivated by aforementioned
observation that at saddle points encountered during training, only a certain number of weights
are non-zero while others are zero. Clearly, W, (W,) represents the set of weights that are non-zero
(zero). Additionally, the inequality in is a technical condition to ensure that the gradient flow
remains near the saddle point for a sufficiently long time if initialized near the saddle point. We
will explain the motivation behind this condition after discussing our main result of this section.

The following theorem describes the gradient flow dynamics of when initialized in the
neighborhood of a saddle point.
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Theorem 5.3. Let {W,,W,} satisfy Assumption@ and lety =y — Hn(X; Wy, ). Suppose pn, P, are
fized unit norm vectors. For any € € (0,1/2), where n is a positive constant, there exist T, B’E, C~’E
and § > 0 such that the following holds: for any § € (0,9) and gradient flow solution {wy(t), w.(t)}
of initialized at {W, + 0pn, W, + 0p.}, we have

- . T
|[Wi(t) — Whllo < Cd, and ||w,(t) — W,|2 < B, forallt e [0, 5L2] . (16)

Further, for T. =T./6*72, either
o T T, 4%
wo(To)llo > n/2, and LD X 5 (143
1 w

where u* is a non-negative KKT point of
max Ny . (u) =5 Ho(X; ), (17)
[[ull3=1
or
|lw.(Te)||2 < 2de.

In the above theorem, we choose initialization to be near a saddle point of that satisfies
Assumption [2| where 6 > 0 controls the distance of initialization from the saddle point. Since
w, = 0 and H, is homogeneous, we have H,(x;W,) = 0, Therefore, the vector y represents the
residual error at the saddle point {w,,W,}, and plays the same role as y in Theorem

In the first part we show that for a given €, we can choose ¢ sufficiently small such that gradient
flow remains near the saddle point for ¢t < T, /§7~2. We next describe what happens at T = T, /62,
Similar to Theorem the weights of small magnitude w, remains small in norm and either
approximately converge in direction to a KKT point of , which is the constrained NCF defined
with respect to y and ., or are approximately 0. Furthermore, for a fixed training data and neural
network, p, determines which of the above two scenarios will occur, and the positive constant n
in the above theorem is also determined by p, and is independent of §. The proof of the above
theorem is similar to proof of Theorem [5.1} see the for details.

We now turn towards explaining the motivation for in Assumption [2, An important step
towards establishing directional convergence of w is to show that w,,(¢) remains near w,, and w,(t)
remains small in norm for a sufficiently long time, i.e., holds. Notably, the desired amount of
time is inversely proportional to 6“~2. Thus, the closer the initialization is to the saddle point, the
longer ((16)) needs to hold for.

Let us assume w,(t) remains small in norm. In that case, w,(t) approximately evolves under
the gradient flow of £(w,,0). We use the result of the following lemma to describe the gradient
flow dynamics of £(wy,,0) near W,

Lemma 5.4. Let {w,,W.} be a saddle point of such that |[Wy||2 € [m, M], and ||[W;||2 = 0,
where m, M are positive constants as above. Then, W, is a saddle point of

£(wn,0) = o [Ha(X: )~y (15)

If w,, satisfies for some v > 0, then W, is a local minimum of . Further, if Hy(.) is twice
continuously differentiable, and Wy, is a local minimum of such that V%,nﬁ (W, 0) > 0, then
W, satisfies for some v > 0.
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From the above lemma, we have that w,, is a saddle point of £L(w,,0). However, it may not be
stable. That is, if wy,(¢) is initialized near W,,, then w,,(¢) may not remain near w,, for the desired
amount of time. However, under Wy, is a local minimum £(w,,0), and thus enables stable
behavior of gradient flow near w,,. Hence, ensures that w,,(¢) remains near w,, for the desired
amount of time.

We conclude this section by highlighting a major drawback in Theorem [5.3] We have assumed
that the weights of the neural network w can be partitioned into two sets such that the output of
the neural network satisfies H(x; w) = Hp(x; Wp,) + H.(x; w;). While this assumption is crucial for
our analysis, it excludes fully connected deep neural networks, since such a partition is not possible
for those networks. Therefore, Theorem is limited to neural networks that have a separable
structure.

A main reason preventing us from studying gradient flow dynamics near saddle points of fully
connected deep neural networks is the lack of theoretical results for such cases. So far, saddle-to-
saddle dynamics has only been rigorously studied for shallow networks. Therefore, we do not have
a precise knowledge about the saddle points encountered when training fully connected networks.
We believe some kind of structural assumptions on the saddle points would be necessary to extend
Theorem [5.3] to fully connected networks. We defer investigations along these lines to a future work.

6 Conclusion and Future Directions

In this paper, we studied the gradient flow dynamics resulting from training deep homogeneous
neural networks with small initializations, and established the approximate directional convergence
of the weights in the early stages of training. For square loss, we also established similar directional
convergence near certain saddle points. However, our results here are not applicable for ReLLU
networks, so one important future direction would be to rigorously establish similar directional
convergence for ReLU networks. Using simple experiments, we highlight the directional convergence
of weights, as well as a low-rank structure in the weights of neural network during early stages of
training. This latter phenomenon is not explained by our work, and is an intriguing area for future
exploration. Another interesting future direction would be to study the entire gradient dynamics
of deep neural networks, and our work here could potentially aid in such an endeavor. A crucial
step for this would be to extend our results at saddle points for more general fully-connected neural
networks.
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Appendices

A Key Lemmata

In this section, we state some key lemmata that are important for our results.

A.1 Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz Inequality for Definable Functions

The Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz Inequality is useful for demonstrating convergence of bounded gradient
flow trajectories by establishing the existence of a desingularizing function, which is formally defined
as follows.

Definition A.1. A function ¥ : [0,) — R is called a desingularizing function when W is continuous
on [0,v) with ¥(0) = 0, and it is continuously differentiable on (0,r) with ¥’ > 0.

In establishing the directional convergence of gradient flow trajectories of the neural correlation
function, where the trajectories may not be bounded, we will utilize the following unbounded version
of the Kurdyka-Lojasiewicz inequality.

Lemma A.1. [31, Lemma 3.6] Let f be a locally Lipschitz function, definable under an o-minimal
structure, and having an open domain D C {x|||x||]2 > 1}. For any ¢,n > 0, there exists a v > 0
and a definable desingularizing function ¥ on [0,v) such that

Y (FENIxN2V )2 = 1, if f(x) € (0,v) and [V Lf(X)ll2 = el x[IFIVrf (X)]2,

where V, f(x) = <Vf(x), m> m and V1 f(x) = Vf(x) — V. f(x).
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A.2 Euler’s Theorem for Homogeneous Functions
The next lemma states two important properties of homogeneous functions.

Lemma A.2. ([32, Theorem B.2|, [31, Lemma C.1]) Let F : R¥ — R be locally Lipschitz, differen-
tiable, and L—positively homogeneous for some L > 0. Then,

1. For any w € R¥ and ¢ > 0,
VF(ew) = I 7IVE(w).

2. For any w € R¥,
w' VF(w) = LF(w).

A.3 Gronwall’s Inequality
In our proofs, we will frequently use Gronwall’s inequality.

Lemma A.3. Let o, 8,u be real-valued functions defined on an interval |a,b], where B and u are
continuous and min(a, 0) is integrable on every closed and bounded sub-interval of [a,b].

o [f B is non-negative and if u satisfies the integral inequality

u(t) < aft) +/ B(s)u(s)ds, vVt € [a, b,

then
t t
u(t) < a(t) +/ a(s)B(s) exp (/ 6(7“)d7“> ds,Vt € [a,b].
0 s
o [f, in addition, the function « is non-decreasing, then

u(t) < alt) exp ( / t 6(s)ds> V€ [ab.

We will mainly be using the second part of the above lemma.

B Proofs Omitted from Section [5.1]

B.1 Proof of Lemma [5.2|

Recall, for a given vector z and a neural network H, the NCF is defined as
Noy(u) = z' H(X;u). (19)

In this section, for the sake of conciseness, we will use M (u) in place of Ny 3 (u). Further, u(t)
satisfies for all £ > 0

%1: = VN(u) = J(X;u) " z,u(0) = uy, (20)
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where J(X;u) : R¥ — R" is the Jacobian of the function H(X;u). Recall that S¥~! denotes the
unit sphere on R¥, then we define

B = sup{||H(X; w)|l2: w € S" '}, and o = sup{[|T (X; w)|l2 : w € S~} (21)

We will start by establishing some auxiliary lemmata. The following lemma follows from L-

homogeneity of A'(u) and Lemma[A.2]

Lemma B.1. For any u € R¥ and ¢ > 0, VN'(u)'u = LN (u) and VN (cu) = cE"'VN(u), and
J(X;u)u = LH(X;u) and J(X;cu) = 17 (X;u).

We next define N'(u), which plays an integral part in the proof, and its gradient.

Lemma B.2. For any nonzero u € R* we define N'(u) = N(u)/||u||%, then,

oy = YV LN (wu (0 uu) VA (u)
VAW = TGlE T e <I )

lallz /) fullf

Proof. The first equality follows by differentiating A(u) with respect to u; using Lemma we
get the second equality. O

We next describe the conditions for first-order KKT point of the NCF.

Lemma B.3. If a vector u* € R¥*! is a first-order KKT point of

”nﬁax N(u) =z H(X;u), (22)
u %:1
then

VN () = J(X;u*) 'z = A", [[u’|3 = 1, (23)

where \* € R is the Lagrange multiplier. Also, LN (u*) = X*, which implies that \* > 0 for a
non-negative KK'T point.

Proof. For , the Lagrangian is
L(u,)) = N(u) + A([[uf3 - 1).
Hence, if u* is a first-order KKT point then |[u*||3 = 1, and for some A we have
VN (u*) +2Xu* =0,
which implies
J(X;u*) "z +22u* = 0.
We get by choosing \* = —2\. Further, by Lemma we have

A= A3 = u* TN (u*) = LN (u¥).
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Lemma B.4. For any t > 0, we have

dN (u)
dt

= [IVN (u())[I3 = [[a)]3- (24)

Proof. Using . = VN (u(t)), we have

dN (u)
dt

= VN(u(t))"a = VA (u(®))]13 = [la(t)]l3.
O

Lemma B.5. For anyty > 0, if N'(u(to)) > 0, then, for allt > to, we have N'(u(t)) > N (u(to)) > 0
and [[u(t)|l2 = [Ju(to)]l2-

Proof. Using Lemma [B.4] we have

N(u(t)) = N(u(ty)) = [ [la(s)|3ds.

to

Therefore, for t > to, N'(u(t)) > N (u(tp)) > 0. The second claim is true since for all ¢ > 0

which implies

to

We now turn to proving Lemma [5.2]

Proof of Lemma[5.3. We begin by showing that either the limit of u(¢)/||u(t)||2 exists or u(t) con-
verges to 0. For this, we consider two cases.

Case 1: N (u(0)) > 0.
In this case, we first show that u(¢) becomes unbounded at some finite time. Suppose for the sake
of contradiction ||u(t)||2 < oo for all finite ¢t > 0.

Let N (u(0)) = v > 0, thus [Ju(0)||2 > 0. Using Lemma [B.F] for all ¢ > 0,

lu(t)]]2 > ||u(0)||2 > 0.

Hence, N'(u(t)) (which we recall is equal to N (u(t))/||u(t)||§) is defined for all ¢ > 0. Now, by
Lemma [B.4] for all ¢t > 0, we have

dN (u)

e HuH%, and 1 = VN (u).
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Therefore, using Lemma [B.2] for all ¢ > 0,

dN (u)
dt

_ aTVA () = YY)

(I uuT> VA (u) > 0. (25)

a3 [ull3

For all to > t; > 0, integrating the above equality on both sides from ¢; to to we get

B ~ ts )T
Atutta)) ~ (e = [ ¥

ool

(I - ““T> VAN (u)dt > 0. (26)

a3
Thus, NV (u(t)) is an increasing function. Now if we define A'(u(0)) = 4, then for any ¢ > 0 we have

N(u(t)) >4 >0,
which implies
N(u(t)) = Flu(t)l|z, vt > 0.

From the above inequality, we have

1duf3

Sy u'a=LN(u(t)) > Ly|u(t)|%, vt > 0. (27)

Taking ||u(t)||f to the LHS and integrating both sides from 0 to ¢, we get

1 1 1
— > 2LAt,Vt > 0.

_ L/2—1 L/2—1 — ’ —
L/2-1 <uu<o>ug/ lu(t)]|5 )

Simplifying the above equation gives us

L/2—1
L/o— u(0
Hu(t)||2/2 t> [u(O)ll

T 1= AL(L - 2)|[u(0)]|5*

The above inequality indicates that ||u(t)||2 is not bounded for all finite ¢ > 0, which leads to a
contradiction.

Henceforth, we choose T* to denote the time when u(t) becomes infinity. Formally, we assume
that

lim [Ju(t)|l2 = oo, and ||u(t)||2 < oo, for all ¢t € [0,T7).
t=T*

We now proceed to prove that lim;_,7+ u(t)/||[u(t)||2 exists by establishing that the length of the
curve swept by u(t)/||u(t)||2, which is defined as

Il ()
o Ildt \|lull
is of finite length. This proof technique is inspired from [31I], and a similar technique was also
employed in [1]. )

From and (26), we know N(u(t)) is an increasing function in [0,7%). Further, since
N(u) = z"H(X;u) < B|z[2][ul|f, where the inequality follows from (2I)), we have that N(u)

dt,
2
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is bounded from above. Thus, using monotone convergence theorem, we have lim, 7+ N (u(t)) ex-
ists.

Now, for all ¢t € [0,7%), we know

d { u uu’\ 1 uu? \ VN (u)
- =T - ) = (T — ) == 28
dt <Hu||2) ( \HH§) [ulf2 < Hu||§> [[ulf2 (28)

| (o ), = ) e

Now, suppose limy_,7« N'(u(t)) = f. If N'(u(t)) converges to f before T*, i.e., N'(u(T)) = f for
some T' < T*. Then, for all t € [T',T%),

Therefore,

1

) m (29)

dN (u) B
T
which implies .
_ u(u() ol :
(I TOIE >V/\/( (1)) ; 0,vt € [T,T").

Hence, from , we have
d u
— | —= ) =0,Vte [T, T"),
() 1

which implies limy_, 7~ ”u(( ))” exists and is equal to 7“:(%)“2.

Thus, we may assume f — N (u(t)) > 0, for all ¢t € [0,T*). We define g(u) = f — A'(u). Then,
since

IV N (a) ]2 =0,
we have that
IVLg(a)ll2 > 0 = [ull2[[Vrg(u)]2.
Hence, from [Lemma A.1] there exists a v > 0 and a desingularizing function ¥(.) defined on [0, )
such that if ||ulj2 > 1 and g(u) < v, then
1> W' (g(w)[ull2Vo(u) |2 = ¥'(f = N(w)||ull2[ VA () - (30)

Since limy_,7« N'(u(t)) = f, and lim;_,7+ ||u(t)||a = oo, we may choose T large enough such that
|lu(t)|l2 > 1, and g(u(t)) < v, for all t € [T',T*). Hence, for all t € [T, T*), we have

S V?ffuf (I fulg) v
H " a3 m( 2 2 i (i),
= tets [, |7 (i) fw-lmlchZ(H;rQ) :
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In the above chain of equalities and inequalities, we used Lemma[B.2]in the third equality, and the
inequality follows from (B0). Now, since f — N (u(t)) € [0,v), for all t € [T,T*), and ¥’ > 0 on
[0,v), we can take ¥/(f — N(u(t))) to the left hand side to get

Hal

Next, integrating the above inequality on both the sides from T to any t; € [T, T*), we have

INHER
r |ldt \[ull2 /||,

From the above inequality, we further have

11 )= ()
— dt = — | —
o ldt \[[ull2 /]l o |ldt \[[ul2
which completes the proof.

< laEwl,
Case 2: N (u(0)) <O0.

In this case, we may further assume that A (u(t)) < 0, for all ¢ > 0, since if for some ¢, N'(u(t)) >
then we can choose ¢ be the new starting time and use the proof for Case 1 to show that u(t) becomes
unbounded at some finite time and also converges in direction. Therefore, we assume N (u(t)) <
for all t > 0.

Now, since

V(f — N(u) "
o Nt e [T, T7).

dt

T*
i |
2 T

# (i)
dt \lull2/ |l

1d|[u]3
2 dt

=u'u=LN(u(t) <0,Vt >0,

we have that ||u(t)|2 decreases with time, and lim;_, [|u(t)||2 exists. Now, if lim;—, [|u(t)||2 = 0,
then we have lim;_,o, u(¢) = 0 and our proof is complete.

Else, suppose lim;_,o ||u(t)||2 = n > 0. Then, we have [[u(t)|2 > 7, for all ¢ > 0, since ||u(t)||2
decreases with time. We next show that lim;_,-o M (u(t)) = 0. From Lemma we know

dN (u)

o = Ilall3, ¥ > 0.

Thus, M (u(t)) increases with time. Since we have assumed N (u(t)) < 0 for all ¢ > 0, by monotone
convergence we have lim;_,o, N (u(t)) exists. Now, to show lim;_, N (u(t)) = 0, we assume for the
sake of contradiction that lim;_, N (u(t)) = —y < 0. Then, for all ¢ > 0, we have N (u(t)) > —v,
since N(u(t)) is an increasing function of time. Thus,

Ldul3

- —u'u= < — > 0.
5 di u'u=LN(ut) <-Ly,Vt>0

From the above equation we get that |[u(t)||2 would become smaller than 7 after some finite amount
of time has elapsed. Since [[u(t)[|2 > 7, for all ¢ > 0, this leads to a contradiction. Therefore,
lim; o0 N (u(t)) = 0. This also implies lim; o, N (u(t)) = 0.
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We next prove that lim; oo u(t)/||u(t)||2 exists. We first define a(t) = 2u(t)/n. Now, if a(t)
converges in direction, then u(t) also converges in direction. To prove u(t) converges in direction
we can follow the same approach as in Case 1, specifically from onward. This transformation
is essential because, recall, to use Lemma in Case 1 we had to choose T' large enough such that
|lu(t)|l2 > 1, for all ¢t > T. Here, ||u(t)||2 may never be greater than 1, but |[a(t)||2 > 2, for all
t>0.

So far we have established that either % converges, or u(t) converges to 0. We next show

[u
that if % converges to u*, then u* must be a non-negative KK'T point of the constrained NCF.

From the proof so far we already know that A'(u*) = A'(u*) > 0. Therefore, from Lemma
we only need to show

LN (u*)u* = VN (u*), (31)
For the sake of contradiction assume that there exists some v > 0 such that
VN (u*) = LN (u")u"||, > 7. (32)

For any € > 0, we define the set ue = {u : |[lu — u*||2 < €}. Since N(u) has locally Lipschitz
gradient, given 7, we can choose sufficiently small € € (0, 1) such that for all u € u., we have

VN (u) = VN (u")l2 < 7/4. (33)
Since T (Eft))llz converges to u* and N (u) is continuous, we choose T large enough such that for all
t>T,
u(t) Lu(t) < u(t) )
—u'|| < N — Lu*N(u")|| < ~/4. (34
[ [, = = e (e / )

From the two cases discussed above we know that if % converges, then ||u(t)||2 either goes to
infinity or remains away from 0. Thus, we may also assume that T is large enough such that for
some 7 > 0, we have

la(t)le = n, vt > T.

Now, for all non-zero u € R* we have

@_1mT>VNhn VN(u)  LuN(u)
a3 ww*2

o Lu _u
‘WNW) wm”(wm)

[N () — Lu A (u?) — HVN(HH)—VNmﬂ

—
aflz ™

2

Y

HVN(WM>‘VN“”

|

where in the second equality we used (L — 1)-homogeneity of VN (u) and L-homogeneity of N (u).
The inequalities make repeated use of triangle inequality of norms. Hence, using , and
, for all t > T, we have

2

LﬁNmﬂ_LuN(ll>

[[ulla™ \ a2

v

9

> /2.
2

<I N U(t)U(t)T> VN (u(t))

@3/ fa@ly™
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Using the above inequality and . we have

d u(t) VA (u() [
dt <N<||u @2 H t Hg ) lu(t) |27,

However, since the limit of A (”u(( ))” ) exists, the above inequality leads to a contradiction, which

>y |u(t)|[52/4 > vt 2 /4

completes our proof. O
Before proceeding to proof of Theorem [5.1] we state a useful lemma.

Lemma B.6. Let ug be a fized vector and let u(t) be the solution of

%1: = VN(u) = J(X;u)"z,u(0) = up. (35)

Iflimy_yo0 u(t) # 0, then there exists p > 0 and T' > 0 such that |u(t)||2 > n, for allt > T. Further,
for any € € (0,1) there exists T, > T and Be such that

u(7,)"u*

[a(Te)|l2

where u* is a non-negative KKT point of

>1—¢, and |[u(t)|2 < Be,Vt < T, (36)

max N(u) =z H(X;u). (37)

Proof. Similar to the proof of Lemma we consider two cases.

Case 1: N (u(0)) > 0.
Let N'(u(0)) = v > 0, thus [Ju(0)|]2 > 0. From Lemma [B.5| [Ju(t)2 > ||u(0)||2, for all ¢ > 0, which
implies we can choose 1 = ||[u(0)||2 and T" = 0.

Next, from Lemma and its proof we know that for some finite T, lim; 7+ ﬁ = u*,
where u* is a non-negative KKT point of the constrained NCF ([37)). Thus, for any € € (0,1), we

can choose T, > T = 0, and large enough but less than 7™ such that

u(Te)Tu*

@z =1 (38)

Since for all ¢ € (0,7%), u(t) is finite, there exists B¢ such that |[u(7¢)||2 < B.. We note that as €
gets smaller, we may have to choose T¢ closer to 7. This implies that, since lim;_,7+ |[u(t)||2 = oo
B, will increase. However, for a fixed €, both T, and B, will be fixed.

Case 2: N (u(0)) <0.
In this case, we can also assume that A (u(t)) < 0, for all ¢ > 0, since if N'(u(t)) > 0, for some
t, then from Lemma we know |[u(t)|l2 > [Ju(?)]]2, for all ¢ > t. Moreover, since N (u(t)) > 0
implies ﬁt)Hg > 0, we can choose n = ||u(?)||2 and T" = t. Also, in this case, from the proof of

Lemma we know that for some finite T, limy_, 7+ % = u*, where u* is a non-negative KKT

point of the constrained NCF . Thus, similar to Case 1, for any € € (0,1) we can choose T, > ¢
and B, as desired.
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Hence, suppose N (u(t)) <0, for all ¢ > 0. Then, since

1 dj[ul3

2 yTa= < >
T u u=LN(u(t)) <0,vt >0,

we have that ||u(t)||2 is a decreasing function with time, and hence, lim;_,~ ||u(t)|]2 exists. Also,

[a(®)llz > Jim [ju(t)]|2, for all ¢ > 0.
—00

Since we have assumed limy o, u(t) # 0, we know lim; o |[u(t)||2 > 0, and we can choose
17 = limy_, ||u(t)||2 and T" = 0. Further, since lim;_, % = u*, where u* is a non-negative
KKT point of the constrained NCF , for any € € (0, 1), we can choose T¢ large enough such that

u(7,)"u* .
@z =1 (39)

Also, since ||u(t)||2 is a decreasing function with time, we have ||[u(t)||2 € [n, |[u(0)]2], for all ¢ > 0.
Thus, we can choose B, = |[u(0)||2- O

B.2 Proof of Theorem [5.1]

Proof. Let wq be a fixed unit norm vector. Suppose u(t) is the solution of

du _

2 = VNyn(u) =7 (X5u) "y, u(0) = wo. (40)

From Lemma we know that there are two possibilities. Either u(t) converges to 0, or u(t)
converges in direction to a non-negative KKT point of the constrained NCF.

If u(t) converges to 0, then we define n = 2. Then, for any € € (0,7/2), we define B, = ¢ and
choose T, large enough such that

Ja(T)l2 < B =c. (41)

Else, if u(t) does not converge to 0, then from Lemma there exists 17 > 0 and 7" such that
|lu(t)|l2 > 7, for all t > T. We further define n = min(7,1). Then, from Lemma for any
e € (0,17/2) there exists T, > T and B, such that

u(Te)Tu*
—< _ >1—¢ and |u(t)|s < B, Vt < T., (42)
[a(Te)ll2

where u* is a non-negative KKT point of

max Ny x(u) =H (X;u)' y.

[[ull3=1
Further, since T, > T', we have

a(Te)ll2 =7 = 7. (43)
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We next define other ¢ dependent parameters which are useful in our proof. Let B, = B, + e.
Since H(x;w) has locally Lipschitz gradient, there exists K¢ > 0 such that if ||wq]|o, [|w2|2 < B,
then

|T (Xsw1) =T (X;wa) [[2 < Kellw — wao. (44)

We further define C. = max(8BL, ||y|?e/¥ I8 8BL), and

5L = min ( ! < > , (45)

-t ) =1, —
BL" 4aBE'C.T.e2TeKelyll2

where recall
8 = sup{[|H(X; w)lla : w € S*1}, and @ = sup{ | TG w)[2 - w e S5 (46)
Now, for any § € (0,4), let w(t) be the solution of
Wi(t) = —~VL(w(t)), w(0) = dw, (47)
for square or logistic loss. Then, we can rewrite the above differential equation as
w=—-J(X;w) e, w(0) = dwy, (48)
where e is an n—dimensional vector such that e; := V3¢ (H(x;; W), y;) . For square loss, V4(7,y) =

9 —y, and for logistic loss, V0(4,y) = —(2ye™%) /(1 + e=%).
We define {(t) := e(t) + y, then, for square loss

§(t) = H(X; w(t)),

and for logistic loss

1+ e~ ¥it(xsw(t))

1 — e~ ¥iH(xiw(t))
&i(t) =y ( :

Thus, the dynamics of w(t) can be written as

W e —J(Xsw(t) e(t) = T(Xsw(t) " (y —&(1)). (49)

Now, define s(t) = tw (5Lt_2), then s(0) = wo, and

s d (1 ¢ 1t
at — dt \s"\st=2) ) T si—1V \ 52




where in third equality, from Lemma we used (L — 1)-homogeneity of J (X;w). Using L-
homogeneity of H(X;w), we have, for square loss,

E(t/6772) = H(Xs w(t/0"7%)) = 0" H(X; w(t/672) /8) = 6" H(X; (1)),

and similarly for logistic loss,

_ o0t H(xi;8(t))
&t/552) = y, (1 ¢ ) .

1 4 e~ vidlH(xi3s(t))

Let &(t) = £(t/6%2), then

5=7(X;s(1)" (y —£(1),s(0) = wo.
Next, we will show that ||s(t)—u(t)||2 < €, for all t € [0, T¢]. We first note that, s(0) = u(0) = wy.
Define

Ts = duf {t:lls(t) —u®)lle = e}

Here, T’s indicates the time when [|s(t) —u(#)||2 becomes € for the first time, and ¢ in the subscript
indicates that Ts could change with §. By definition of T, for all ¢ € [0,Ts], ||s(t) — u(t)|l2 < e.
Now, if we can show T'5 = T¢, then we would have proved |[s(t) — u(t)||2 < ¢, for all t € [0, T¢].

Since we have assumed Ts < T;, we have that ||u(t)||2 < Be and ||s(t)|2 < B + € = B, for all
t € [0,Ts]. Now, using (44)), we have

17 (X5 u(t)) = T (X;s(t))lly < Kelu(t) = s(t)]l2, V¢ € [0, Ts]. (51)
For square loss and t € [0, Ts], we have
IE@)l2 = 6" IH(Xss(1))ll2 < 6" Bls(t)ll5 < 6*BBE.

Since § < 1/B,, then for logistic loss and ¢ € [0,Ts], we have
1 — e~ uid " H(xiss(t))

Yo\ 13 e—vdtHixis(®)

where the first inequality follows since |1 4 ¢®| > 1. Next, since § < 1/B,, we have that for all

t € 10,Ts], 0FH(xi;s(t)) < 5LBB£ < B. We obtain the second inequality using the first-order
Taylor’s approximation

&i(t)] = 1 — v O <y il 65 H (i3 8(t))| < [l e 1767 BBE,

< yil

1 — e vt Hxis(t)| < elvild |y 5L (xi:8(2))).
For the last inequality we use 07K (x;;s(t)) < 6“BBE, for all t € [0,T;]. Therefore, ||£(t)]2 <

|y ||2e¥IB6E3BE for all t € [0,Ty].
Hence, by the definition of C¢, for both square loss and logistic loss, we have

[E(t)||l2 < C.0T, for all t € [0,T;). (52)
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Thus, for any t € [0, Ts]

1d|s — ulf3

S w5 - w)

=(s—u) (J(X;s) - J(X;u) 'y — (s —u) T (X;s) (1)
< Kllyll2lls — ull3 + [s||5~[|s — ull2)1£(@®) |2
< K|lyll2lls — ul|3 + aeBL ' C6",

where the first inequality follows from and . For the second inequality we used , and
Is(t)|l2 < Be, for all t € [0,T'5]. Integrating the above inequality on both sides from 0 to ¢; € [0, T’s],
we have

1 . t1
Slls(t) —u(t)[3 < (aeB ™ Cd™ )t +/O Kc|lyllzlls(t) — u(t)|[3dt.
Then, using the second Gronwall’s inequality in Lemma [A73] we have
I1s(T5) — w(T5)|3 < 20eBLC.6 T 5e?ToHell¥ 2,

For the sake of contradiction assume that Ts < T.. Then, by definition of Ts, we know ||s(Ts) —
u(T's)||2 = e. Using the above inequality, and since § < &, where 0 satisfies ([{5]), we have

& = ||s(Ts) —u(Ts) |3 < 20e BE1C 6 T2 THelyll2 < ¢2 /9,

which leads to a contradiction. Thus, T5 = 7.
Since ||s(t) — u(t)]|2 <, for all ¢ € [0, T¢], we have

lw(t/6" )|z < 8(|lu(t)ll2 + €) < Bed, vt € [0, T.].

We next prove the second part of the theorem. If u(¢) converges to 0, then from we know
|lu(Te)||2 < €, which implies

T
Else, from and , we know
u(7,)"u*
—————>1—¢, and ||[u(Ty)|2 > 7. (54)
a(T) 2

Define Te = T../6%72. Since | 3w (5522) - u(Te)H2 < ¢, then for some ¢ € R¥ we have

w(T)
o
where ||C]|2 < €. From € € (0,7/2) and |[u(T¢)||2 > n, we have [[u(T¢) + C||2 > n/2, which implies

lw (Tl = on/2.

=u(Te) + ¢, (55)

Next, from we have
w(Te) w(To) +¢

Iw(Tolla — a(Te) +¢ll2”
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Hence,

w(T)Tu*  u(T)"u* +(¢Tu*

W@l la(To) +<l

:cmfm>ummm T
(Tl ) Tal@) + ks * Ta@) + <k
@l 2
S N AT
1 2e
= (1~ —
R s e

l—e 2 2 3
> 562(1e)<16>621<1+>e,
L+, 0 U n U

where in the first inequality we used along with the fact that ||(]|2 < e and ||[u(T%) + (|2 > n/2.
The second inequality follows since ||(||2 < € and |[u(T¢)[]2 > 7. O

C Proofs Omitted from Section
C.1 Proof of Theorem [5.3

Proof. Since {w,,w.} is a saddle point of
1
L( Wy, wW,) = 9 [ Hn (X5 wWi) + Ho (X W) — YHQ ) (56)

it follows that
m _ {V?—[n(X;wn)Ty]
0f  [VH.(X;w.) 'y, )"
where ¥ =y — H,(X;W,,). Also, we know that if |w,, — Wy,|[2 < ~, then
(Wn — Wh, Vi, L(W,,0)) > 0.
In this section, J, (X;w,) and 7, (X;w,,) denotes the Jacobian of H,(X;w,) and H,(X;w,),

respectively. Then, the above inequality can be written as

(Wi = W, T (X5 W) " (Ha (X W) = y) ) > 0. (57)
Let p, be a fixed unit norm vector and u(t) be the solution of
du —
dt - VNV,HZ(U) = T (X; u)T y,u(0) =p..

Similar to the proof of Theorem we next define 7, T, and B.. From Lemma we know u(t)
either converges to 0, or u(t) converges in direction to a non-negative KKT point of constrained
NCF defined with respect to y and #H. If u(¢) converges to 0, then we define n = min(2, 27). Then,
for any € € (0,1/2), we define B, = € and choose T, large enough such that

Ja(T)2 < B =c. (58)
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Else, if u(t) does not converge to 0, then from Lemma there exists 77 > 0 and 7" such that
lu(t)||]2 > 7, for all t > T. We next define n = min(7,1,2v). Then, from Lemma for any
e € (0,nm/2) there exists T, > T and B, such that

u(TE)Tu*
——~— >1—¢, and ||u(T. < BVt <T,, -
(7o)l = lu(T)ll2 < B . 59)

where u* is a non-negative KKT point of

max Ny . (a).

[[ull3=1
Additionally, since T, > T', we have
(T2 =7 = 7. (60)
We define
B = max (sup || (X; w2 £ [Wall = 1}, sup{ [Ho(Xswo)lo : [wallz = 11).  (61)
and
a = max (sup{ || Jn(X; wn)ll2 = [|Wall2 = 1}, sup{ || T (X; w2l = [|wella = 1}) . (62)

Next, we define other € dependent parameters which are useful in our proof. Let B, = B. +¢, W, =
W2 + ¢ and C. = (1 + 2eaWL=1BBET,). i

Since H.(x; w.) has locally Lipschitz gradient, there exists K such that if [|[w1.]|2, |[w2: |2 < B,
then

| T-(X;wz) — Jz(X§W2z)H2 < KelHle — wa.|[2. (63)
Similarly, by local Lipschitz property of H,,(X;w,) there exists K2 such that if [|[wy, |2 < W, then
(X Win) = Ha(X; W)l < KZ Wi — W2 (64)

We further define
2

52: . 1 2 € _ € _ ' 65
mln( , € 7205’ 4QB6L_1(KGQCE_i_IBBGL)TEegTEKElHﬂb ( )

Now, for any & € (0,0), let {w,(t),w,(t)} satisfy for all t > 0

W, _ In(X; Wn)T(y — Hn (X5 Wy,) + Ho (X W2)) wy,(0) _ Wp + 0Pn, (66)
W, jZ(Xa WZ)T(y_Hn(X;Wn) +H2(Xa Wz)) ’ ’
where p,, and p, are unit norm vectors. We define

t

Snlt) = wh <5L—2> and s.(t) = %WZ <6Lt—2> |

31



where note that in contrast to s,(t), s, (t) does not have a factor of 1/§. Then,

ds,, 1 . t
dt T oLz \ GL2

(e (5) (G () ()

:ﬁlfzjn(x;sn(w) (y = Ha (Xs80 (1) — 6" H (X582 (1)), (67)

ds, 1 . t
gt sL1vVE\ g2

- L (X;wz (5;_2))T (y H, (X;Wn (55-2)) 7 <X;WZ <<sf—z>>>

= T. (X;5: (1) (v = Han (Xis0 (1) — 6" H. (X552 (1)), (68)

and

where in the above set of equalities we mainly used (L — 1)-homogeneity of the Jacobians and
L-homogeneity of the neural network. We next define

Z(t) = max(||sn(t) — Wal3, [Is=(t) — u(®)][3).
Next, we will show that Z(t) < ¢, for all ¢t € [0,7.]. Note that Z(0) = 62 < €2 < 2. Define

Ts= inf {t:7Z(t) =€),
5 téﬁm{ (t) =€}

Here, T indicates the time when Z(t) becomes €2 for the first time. Thus, for all ¢t € [0,T],
Z(t) < €2 < 2. Note that if we can show T's = T, then it would imply Z(t) < ¢, for all ¢ € [0, T,].

Since T'5 < T, we have that ||[u(t)||z < Be and ||s.(t)||2 < Be + € = B, for all t € [0,T]. Also,
Isn ()|l < [Wnll2 + € = We. From and (64), for all t € [0,Ts], we have

I7:(X;u(t) = To(X;8:(t))lly < Kl l[u(t) = s=(8)]2, (69)
and

1Hn (X5 80(1)) = Ha(X; W) |y < K80 (t) = W2 (70)
Next, for all t € [0,Ts], we have

ldHSn —WnH% _

— \T-
2 dt SR
1
~ L2 (sn — Wn)Tjn (X; Sn)T (y — Hn (Xs85) — 5 H. (X;s2))

1
< sL—2 (Sn - Wn)—l—jn (X7 Sn)T (_(5LHZ (X, Sz))

< 0|Isn = Wall2l| T (X 80) 2|7 (X582) |12
< 8%ealsally ™ Bls: )13 < S2eaWETIBBY,
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where the first inequality follows from and that [|s,(t) — Wy, < € <, for all t € [0,Ts]. The
subsequent set of inequalities follow by Cauchy-Schwartz, and using ||s. ()]s < Be and [|s,(t)||2 <
W, for all t € [0, T;].

Since T's < Ty, integrating the above inequality from 0 to t € [0,T;] gives us

80 (t) = Wull5 < |Isn(0) — W3 + 20%caWETBBET, < 62(1 + 2caWL18BLT,) = C.6%.  (71)
Next, for all t € [0,T5], we have

Ldls. —ul o
572 = (8. — U)T(Sz —u)

= (Sz - U->T(\7Z(X§ sz)T(y - Hn(Xa Sn) - 5L%Z(X; Sz)) - jZ(X7 u)Ty)
= (sz - u>T(n.7z(X§ sz) - jz(Xy u))TV‘i‘ (Sz - u)sz(X;Sz)T (Hn(X7Wn> - Hn(X; Sn) - 5LH,Z(X¢ Sz))

< KHFllals: = w3 + allso (I ls: = ulls (IHa(X:Wn) = Ha(Xss)ll2 + B0 15)
< KHFllals: = wl} + alls- (015 5. — ull, (K2C.6* + BBLS")

< K|Flalls: —ulf + aeBITH(KECO® + BB

< KHFllals: — ul} + acBE (K2C0 + BBL?),

where in the last equality we used ¥ =y — H,,(X;W,,). In the first inequality we used and the
Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. The second inequality follows from and (71)), and since ||s.()[|2 <
B, forall t € [0, Ts]. In last inequality we used § < 1. Then, integrating the above inequality and
using the second Gronwall’s inequality in Lemma we have

I15:(Ts) — u(Ts)||2 < 20eBEY(K2C, + BBL)52T5e2Ts eIV 2, (72)

For the sake of contradiction assume that Ts < T.. Then, by definition of T, atleast one of the
following equalities must hold

— — = 2
Is.(T's) — u(T(;)Hg =é2 or Hsn(T(;) — wnH2 =é2
However, from , and since & < &, where ¢ satisfies , we have
— 2
HSn(T5) - WnH2 < 0662 < 62/2,
and from , we have

Is.(Ts) — u(Ts)||3 < 20{63611_1(K€206 4 535)527662%&”?\\2
< 20eBF Y (K2C, + BBL)S2T, 2 <K<Vl
< €/2,

which leads to a contradiction. Thus, Ts5 = T,. Define C, = +/C;, then from , for all t € [0, T],

we have

lIsn(t) — Wn||2 < C~'€5,
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and
Is=(t) —u(t)lla < e = |lw.(t/6"?)|]2 < Bes, (73)

which proves the first part of the theorem. We next prove the second part of the theorem. Define
T. = T./6%2, then from (73)), we have ||w.(T,)/6 — u(T.)||2 < e. Thus, if u(t) converges to 0,
then, from we have ||u(T)||2 < €, which implies

|w. (TG)H2 < 2. (74)
Else, from and , we have
T..%
ald) W) and fu(@) > n. (75)

[u(T)l2 —
Since H%wz (Te) - u(Te)H2 < ¢, for some vector { we have
WZ(TG)

)

where ||C[l2 < €. From e € (0,17/2) and |[u(T.)|2 > 7 > 71, we have ||u(T.) + ¢|l2 > /2, which
implies

= u(Te) + ¢, (76)

[w=(Te)ll2 = dn/2.
Next, from we have

Hence,
w.(T:) Tu* _ u(T,)"u* 4 ¢"u*
w2 (Te)ll2 [u(Te) + ¢ll2
_ (u<Te>Tu*> [a(Tls e

lu(To)ll2 ) [lu(Te) +¢ll2  fJu(Te) +C|l2
lu(Te)]l2 2¢

>(1—ce€ - —

O N + [~
= (1= T 2;

T RTT

> 1_f —%2(1—6) <1—6> 2 <1+3>e,

L+5 U U U

where in the first inequality we used along with the fact that ||(]|2 < € and ||[u(T) + |2 > n/2.
The second inequality follows since ||C||2 < € and ||u(T%)|]2 > 7. O
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C.2 Proof of Lemma [5.4]
Proof. We begin by proving that w,, is a saddle point of

£ (w, 0) = 3 [[Ha (X wi) — ¥ (77)

Note that Vy, £ (W, 0) = Jn(X;w,) T (Hn(X;wy) —y) . Since {W,,, W.} is a saddle point of

1
L(Wp,w,) = 3 [H (X5 W) + Hao(Xsw2) — y 12, (78)
we have
0] [Jn(X;w,)'y
[0] - [Jz(x;wz)Ty} ’ (79)

where y =y — H,(X;W,,) + H.(X;W,). Since W, = 0 implies H,(X;W,) = 0, we have

TIn(Xs W) (y — Hp(X;Wp)) =0 = Vi, L (W,,0) =0,

proving our first result.
Next, suppose there exists v > 0 such that

(Wp — Wy, Vi, L(Wy,0)) >0, if [|[w, —W,[2 <7. (80)
Choose any w,, such that ||w, —Wy|2 <. By the mean value theorem we have
L(Wy,0) =L (wp,0)+ (Vw,L(Wy,,0), W, —w,),

where w,, = (1 — t)wW,, + twy,, for some ¢ € (0, 1). Note that w,, — w,, = (W, — Wy,) /t. Thus,
1 - N _
[’(WTMO) = ‘C(WTUO) - E <VWn£(Wn70)7Wn - Wn> < E(wao)a

where the inequality follows from (80)), since ||Wy, — Wy, ||2 = t||wy, — Wy |l2 < 7. Thus, W, is a local
minimum.

We next move towards proving the final part. Since W,, is a local minimum of £(w,, 0), there
exists some y; > 0 such that

,C(WH,O) < E(Wn’o), if ||Wn _WnHZ <.

Further, since VZ, L(W,,0) = 0 and V2, L(wy,0) is continuous, there exists some 7, such that
V%vnﬁ(wn,O) = 0, if |[w, — Wy|l2 < 2. Let v = min(y;,72), and choose any w, such that
||wpn, — Wyl|l2 <. By Taylor’s theorem we have

1
L(Wn, 0) = L(Wn, 0) + (Vow, L(Wn, 0), W = Wn) + o (Wn — w,) | V2, L(%,,0) (W, — W),

where W, = (1 — t)W,, + tw,, for some t € (0,1). Since ||W,, — Wy||2 = t||W, — Wy||2 <, we have
V2L (Wy,0) = 0. Further, £(W,,0) < L(w,,0), since ||w,, — W,||2 < v < v1. Thus,

(VL(wp,0), W, —w,) <0,

proving our claim. O
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D Additional Lemma

In the following lemma we show that for two-homogeneous neural networks, the gradient flow
dynamics of the NCF remains finite for any finite time.

Lemma D.1. Let H(x;w) be a two-homogeneous neural network that satisfies first and third prop-
erty of Assumption[ll Suppose u(t) is a solution of

CCZTI: = VN, u(u) = 7 (X;u) " 2,u(0) = up. (81)

Then, for any finite time T > 0, ||u(T)||2 is finite.
Proof. Let 3 = sup{||H(X;w)|2: w € S¥71}. Then

1du3

5@ = uu=u'g (X; u)—r z = 2H (X; U)T z < 25”“”%HZH2>

where in the last equality we used Lemma [B.I] and the inequality follows from Cauchy-Schwartz.

Hence, for T' > 0, we have
[a(T)|2 < [[uo)2 + e*TAlzlz,

proving our claim. O
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