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Abstract
State space models (SSMs) have shown remarkable empirical performance on many long se-

quence modeling tasks, but a theoretical understanding of these models is still lacking. In this work,
we study the learning dynamics of linear SSMs to understand how covariance structure in data, la-
tent state size, and initialization affect the evolution of parameters throughout learning with gradient
descent. We show that focusing on the learning dynamics in the frequency domain affords analyti-
cal solutions under mild assumptions, and we establish a link between one-dimensional SSMs and
the dynamics of deep linear feed-forward networks. Finally, we analyze how latent state over-
parameterization affects convergence time and describe future work in extending our results to the
study of deep SSMs with nonlinear connections. This work is a step toward a theory of learning
dynamics in deep state space models.

1. Introduction

Deep state space models (SSMs) have become a competitive and efficient building block for long-
range sequence tasks [1–13]. Despite a growing body of work [14–16], there is still little theoretical
understanding of the learning dynamics of these models. Here, we extend the theory of learning
dynamics in deep linear feed-forward networks [17–19] to the case of linear SSMs. By studying
this setting, we show how learning is affected by the covariance structure in data and model param-
eterization. As shown by Saxe et al. [18], the insights gained by studying deep linear models can
translate to nonlinear models under mild assumptions. Our present contributions are threefold:

• We derive analytical solutions for the learning dynamics of a simplified one-layer SSM by
analyzing gradient descent on a squared loss in the frequency domain.
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Figure 1: Learning dynamics of SSMs in the frequency domain. A. A linear SSM defined in eq. (1)
unrolled for a length L sequence. B. Applying the discrete Fourier transform, the SSM
is fully described by its frequency response Hk, transforming a recurrence in the time-
domain to modulated scalar multiplication in the frequency domain. C. An example input
signal in the time-domain. D. The discrete Fourier transform of the input signal in the
frequency domain. E. Even under strong assumptions, the analytical learning dynamics
from eq. (5) approximate the empirical evolution of the SSM for simple input-output
modes. Each subplot shows the evolution of the frequency response for individual input-
output pairs. F. Extending the theory to N -dimensional one-layer SSMs, we show how
over-parameterization in the latent state can lead to faster convergence. Full lines denote
trajectories arising from automatic differentiation, dashed trajectories are obtained from
numerical simulations of the analytical solution to the learning dynamics.

• Using these solutions, we establish a link to the time-course of learning in deep linear feed-
forward networks, connecting existing theory of learning dynamics to SSMs [17–19].

• We provide analytical solutions describing the role of over-parameterization in convergence
time for a linear N -dimensional one-layer SSM.

This work is an important step toward a holistic understanding of how data covariance structure,
latent state size, and initialization affect the model’s learning dynamics, which could lead to signif-
icant improvements in designing future deep SSMs and understanding their training behavior. We
provide proofs for our main results in Appendix A.

2. State space models in the Fourier domain

We consider linear time-invariant systems. We begin with a single-input, single-output discrete-time
state space model,

xt = Axt−1 +But, yt = Cxt (1)
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where ut ∈ R represents the input at time t, xt ∈ RN represents the latent state, and yt ∈ R
is the output signal. The SSM is parameterized by the state-transition matrix A ∈ RN×N , input
vector B ∈ RN×1, and output vector C ∈ R1×N .

Gradient descent dynamics in the time domain are complicated by the temporal recurrence,
which would typically entail backpropagation through time. In the frequency domain, however,
the SSM admits a much simpler representation as an element-wise multiplication. Moreover, the
learning dynamics in the time and frequency domains are equivalent up to a multiplicative constant.
These properties are summarized in the following propositions. Figure 1A-D shows an illustration
depicting the transformation from a latent state recurrence to scalar multiplication under the discrete
Fourier transform.

Proposition 1 Let Uk ∈ C and Yk ∈ C for k = 1, . . . , L denote the discrete Fourier trans-
form (DFT) of the inputs u1:T and outputs y1:T , respectively. For diagonal dynamics matrices A =
diag(a1, . . . , aN ) with |ai| < 1 for all i = 1, . . . , N to ensure stability, the SSM in eq. (1) is fully
described by its frequency response, Yk = HkUk, where Hk ∈ C is given by,

Hk = CGkB, Gk = (I − e−j 2πk
L A)−1. (2)

Proposition 2 The learning dynamics of gradient descent on a squared loss in the frequency do-
main, L̃ =

∑L
k=1 |Ŷk − Yk|22, are related to dynamics in the time domain by a proportionality

constant given by the length of the sequence.

3. Simplified learning dynamics

We derive the continuous-time learning dynamics for a one-layer SSM in the frequency domain. For
the full derivation and extension to a two and K-layer case, see Appendix C. The continuous-time
dynamics equations for parameters θ ∈ {A,B,C} under a squared error loss function are given by:

τ
dθ

dt
=
∑
k

(YkU
∗
k −HkUkU

∗
k )

(
∂Hk

∂θ

)∗
. (3)

These continuous-time ODEs represent a general form of the learning dynamics of a one-layer linear
SSM, but they are too complex to offer an intuitive understanding of how the model converges under
gradient descent. The challenge is that the dynamics for A, B, and C are nonlinearly coupled, since
Hk depends on all three parameters. To gain some intuition for these dynamics, let us consider how
gradient descent behaves under some simplifying assumptions.

First, consider the case of a one-layer, one-dimensional (N = 1) SSM with A ∈ R fixed, so
that the only learnable parameters are B,C ∈ R. (In practice, previous work has found reasonable
results even when A is fixed [20].) Under these simplifying assumptions, the dynamics for B and
C are,

τ
dC

dt
= (σ − CBη)B τ

dB

dt
= (σ − CBη)C (4)

where σ =
∑

k YkG
∗
kU

∗
k and η =

∑
k UkU

∗
kGkG

∗
k are sufficient statistics that summarize the input-

output covariances in the frequency domain. Thus, we obtain a two-dimensional nonlinear system
in which each coordinate’s dynamics are conditionally linear given the other.
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Following Saxe et al. [18], we obtain a closed form solution by further assuming that C = B.
(A solution for C ̸= B can be obtained with a hyperbolic change of coordinates, following Saxe
et al. [18, App. A].) The dynamics of the constrained system are characterized by the dynamics of
the product, Λ = CB. Under the assumption that C = B, it follows from eq. (4) that,

τ
dΛ

dt
= 2Λ(σ − Λη) ⇒ Λ(t) =

σ

η

[
e2σt/τ

e2σt/τ − 1 + σ/η
Λ0

]
. (5)

From (5), we see that Λ(t) converges to its limiting value of σ/η with a time constant τ/2σ. Intuitively,
in this simplified regime, the time constant of learning is inversely proportional to the total input-
output covariances in the frequency domain. In other words, stronger input-output covariances will
lead to faster convergence. Furthermore, this result suggests that for any given sequence data, the
strongest covariances will be learned first. This recovers a major result from the analysis of two-
layer feed-forward neural networks from Saxe et al. [18], establishing a link between SSMs in the
frequency domain and feed-forward neural networks under particular simplifying assumptions.

Figure 1E shows a numerical simulation of eq. (5) faithfully reproducing the dynamics with
automatic differentiation. We now proceed to relax the earlier assumptions on latent state size to
consider the dynamics of higher-dimensional models.

4. Learning dynamics for larger latent state sizes

The number of error minima grows to infinity as we increase the latent state size N , making each
limiting value sensitive to the parameter initialization. To address this analytically, let us consider a
symmetric initialization of all parameters across the latent state dimensions, i.e. A = aI , B = b1N ,
and C = c1⊤N for a, b, c ∈ R. Now, assuming balance b = c and treating a as fixed, as in Section 3,
we arrive at the dynamics of the product Λ = cb,

Λ(t) =
σ

η

[
e

2Nσt
τ

e
2Nσt

τ −N + σ/η
Λ0

]
. (6)

Compared to the one-dimensional case described in eq. (5), eq. (6) converges to its fixed point value
in O

(
τ

Nσ

)
time. As a result, we see that parameterizing the components of the SSM with more la-

tent state dimensions can speed up learning convergence. Figure 2F shows this effect across a sweep
of latent state sizes N for a synthetic fixed input-output pair. Furthermore, the learning time is still
inversely proportional to the sufficient statistics σ. Relaxing the assumption of balance between B
and C, we found regimes where the time-course of learning exhibits an inverse quadratic depen-
dence on the latent state-size. We study these other regimes in Appendix B. The assumptions made
here and in Section 3 uncover close resemblance of the dynamics of learning in N -dimensional
one-layer linear SSMs to deep feed-forward linear networks. We expect these results to be of rele-
vance to the study of stacked linear SSM layers with nonlinear connections in a similar way that the
deep linear feed-forward network analysis in Saxe et al. [18] demonstrated connections to nonlinear
feed-forward networks. A remaining major challenge is finding the regimes which yield analytical
or approximate explanations of the dynamics of the state-transition matrix A with gradient descent,
incorporating all sources of nonlinear interactions in eq. (3). We leave this analysis to future work.
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5. Conclusion

In this work, we derived analytical forms of the dynamics of linear state space models with gradient
descent on a squared loss. Under mild assumptions, we found a solution showing how sufficient
statistics of the data affect convergence time and linked this result to existing theory of learning
dynamics in deep feed-forward neural networks. We then extended the analysis to describe the
dynamics in N -dimensional linear SSMs, concluding that over-parameterization can lead to faster
learning in a constrained regime.

In future work, we plan to extend our analysis to understand the role of data and parameterization
in the learning dynamics of multi-layer SSMs, with either linear or nonlinear connections between
layers. Following prior work in the theory of deep feed-forward networks, we believe the results
obtained here will provide a useful starting point when considering these more complex settings.
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Appendix A. Proofs

Proof [Proposition 1] Unrolling yt in (1) for all points in the sequence with x0 = 0, the SSM can
be represented by a convolution, given by the impulse response of the linear time-invariant system,

yt = (h ∗ u)t =
t∑

i=1

CAt−iBui. (7)

To efficiently compute the outputs of the convolution, Gu et al. [1] made use of the discrete Fourier
transform to compute the outputs in the frequency domain before projecting back to the desired
state-space. The mapping between the outputs in the time and frequency domains is afforded by
the discrete convolution theorem. Let Yk = F(yt), Uk = F(ut), where F is the discrete Fourier
transform. Then

Yk = F

(
t∑

i=1

CAt−iBui

)
(8)

=

∞∑
t=−∞

(
t∑

i=1

CAt−iBui

)
e−j 2πk

L
t (9)

=
∞∑
t=i

∞∑
i=1

CAt−iBuie
−j 2πk

L
t (10)

=
∞∑

m=0

∞∑
i=1

CAmBuie
−j 2πk

L
(m+i) (11)

where we applied the transformation m = t− i and noted that ut is defined for t ≥ 1. Rearranging
terms and using the definition of the DFT, Uk =

∑∞
i=1 uie

−j 2πk
L

i, we obtain,

Yk =

∞∑
m=0

CAmBe−j 2πk
L

m
∞∑
i=1

uie
−j 2πk

L
i (12)

= C

( ∞∑
m=0

Ame−j 2πk
L

m

)
BUk (13)

Assuming |Ae−j 2πk
L | < 1, which is a necessary condition for the stability of linear time-invariant

systems, we can use the geometric series formula,

∞∑
m=0

(
Ae−j 2πk

L

)m
=
(
I −Ae−j 2πk

L

)−1
. (14)

Substituting this into the expression for Yk,

Yk = C(I −Ae−j 2πk
L )−1BUk = HkUk (15)

where we have defined Hk = C(I −Ae−j 2πk
L )−1B as in Proposition 1.

7



TOWARDS A THEORY OF LEARNING DYNAMICS IN DEEP STATE SPACE MODELS

Proof [Proposition 2] By Parseval’s theorem, the value of the loss function in the frequency domain
is proportional to its time domain counterpart with the proportionality factor given by the length of
the sequence considered. Formally,

L =
L∑

t=1

|yt − ŷt|22, L =
1

L
L̃ =

1

L

L∑
k=1

|Yk − Ŷk|22 (16)

where ŷt, Ŷk are the model outputs in the time and frequency domains, respectively. Likewise, their
gradients dL/dθ and dL̃/dθ are proportional to one another. Thus, minimizing the squared error in
the time and frequency domains are equivalent, and the dynamics of gradient descent on these two
objectives are the same up to a multiplicative factor.

Appendix B. Further analysis of N -dimensional SSMs

Here we share some preliminary analysis showing different ways of deconstructing the training
dynamics of the learnable SSM components. An alternative approach to analyze the N -dimensional
one-layer SSM is to fix both A and B and only learn C ∈ R1×N . (Following common practice
from previous work [20].) As in the main text, to reduce the number of fixed points for N latent
parameters, we initialize the components across all dimensions to the same value, reducing the sum
in (2) to a multiplication by N , i.e. (Aii, Bi, Ci) = (a, b, c) ∈ R for i = 1, ..., N .

Proposition 3 Under simplifying assumptions and keeping all other parameters fixed, the time
constant of learning C in an N -dimensional one-layer SSM scales as O

(
τ

N2η

)
where η represents

the sufficient statistics of the input-input covariances.

Consider the case L = 1, i.e. a single input-output pair in the frequency domain; we leave the
extension to arbitrary L to future work. Then the frequency response Hk = H1 becomes

H1 =

N∑
i=1

bici
1− ai

. (17)

Following the simplifications of homogeneity across the latent dimensions and fixing bi = 1, we
obtain the form

H1 =
Nc

1− a
(18)

where N is the latent state size. Following the same steps as in Section 3, we arrive at the ODEs
describing the time-evolution of c and a, which make up the vector C and diagonal matrix A,

τ
dc

dt
=

N

1− a

(
σ − Nc

1− a
η

)
(19)

τ
da

dt
=

Nc

(1− a)2

(
σ − Nc

1− a
η

)
. (20)
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Both (19) and (20) are separable ODEs. Treating A as fixed and integrating (19), we obtain

t =
−τ(1− a)2

N2η
log

(
(a− 1)σ +Ncfη

(a− 1)σ +Nc0η

)
. (21)

Solving for cf , we recover the continuous-time evolution of c with gradient descent,

c(t) =
e
− tN2η

τ(1−a)2 ((a− 1)σ +Nc0η)− (a− 1)σ

Nη
(22)

where in this case σ =
∑

k YkU
∗
k and η =

∑
k UkU

∗
k , showing the dependence on both latent

state size as well as the sufficient statistics and the initialization of A. The first observation from
eq. (22) is that learning converges in O

(
τ

N2η

)
in N , i.e. over-parameterization improves learning

convergence. Furthermore, unlike in (5), the order of the time-course of learning C is inversely
proportional to the strength of the input covariance η, i.e. stronger input modes speed up learning
C. We may also be interested in the time-evolution of A under fixed B and C. Integrating (20), we
obtain an expression describing the time-course of learning for an N -dimensional diagonal A,

t =
τ

6Ncσ4

[
6N3c3η3 log

(
(a0 − 1)σ +Ncη

(af − 1)σ +Ncη

)
(23)

+ σ((af − 1)(−3(af − 1)Ncησ + 2(af − 1)2σ2 + 6N2c2η2)

−(a0 − 1)(−3(a0 − 1)Ncησ + 2(a0 − 1)2σ2 + 6N2c2η2))

]
.

Appendix C. Full Derivation of Learning Dynamics

Here we provide the full derivation of the learning dynamics found in eq. (3). Given a sequence
transformed via the Discrete Fourier Transform (DFT) to the frequency domain, with inputs Uk ∈ C
and outputs Yk ∈ C, the full one-layer SSM in the frequency domain is defined at all frequency bins
k by the frequency response of the linear time-invariant system,

Hk = CGkB Gk = (I − e−j 2πk
L A)−1. (24)

For a single-input, single-output system with a diagonal dynamics matrix A = diag(a1, . . . , aN ),
the frequency response can be written as,

Hk =

N∑
i=1

cigkibi gki = (1− e−j 2πk
L ai)

−1 (25)

where ci, bi are the vector components of C and B, respectively, and where we noted that Gk is a
diagonal matrix with i indexing its diagonal entries.

We now consider learning the SSM parameters A,B,C of H that best map Uk to Yk under the
squared error loss,

L̃ =

L∑
k=1

|Yk −HkUk|2. (26)

9
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Now we derive an analytical form of the gradients of the learnable parameters A,B,C of H with
respect to the loss L̃. This amounts to computing the gradients of their subcomponents ai, bi, ci,

∆A = diag(∆a1,∆a2, . . . ,∆aN )

∆B = (∆b1,∆b2, . . . ,∆bN ) (27)

∆C = (∆c1,∆c2, . . . ,∆cN )

for an N -dimensional model. Consider ∆a1,

∆a1 = −λ
∂L
∂a1

(28)

= −λ
L∑

k=1

∂

∂a1
|Yk −HkUk|2

= −2λ

L∑
k=1

(Yk −HkUk)U
∗
k

(
∂Hk

∂a1

)∗

= −2λ
L∑

k=1

(σk −Hkηk)

(
∂Hk

∂a1

)∗

where σk = YkU
∗
k , ηk = UkU

∗
k and we applied the chain rule for complex-valued components.

Next, we expand the ∂Hk
∂a1

term noting that an analogous form can be found for all ∂Hk
∂ai

,

∂Hk

∂a1
=

∂

∂a1

N∑
i=1

ci(1− e−j 2πk
L ai)

−1bi (29)

=
N∑
i=1

ci
∂

∂a1
(1− e−j 2πk

L ai)
−1bi (30)

=
c1b1(cos

2kπ
L − j sin 2kπ

L )

(a1 − cos 2kπ
L + j sin 2kπ

L )2
(31)

and similarly for b1 and c1. Extending this for all i = 1, . . . , N , we get the following continuous-
time dynamics for the learnable parameters A,B,C:

τ
dA

dt
= τdiag

(
da1
dt

, . . . ,
daN
dt

)
, τ

dai
dt

=

L∑
k=1

(σk −Hkηk)

(
∂Hk

∂ai

)∗
, (32)

τ
dB

dt
= τ

(
db1
dt

, . . . ,
dbN
dt

)
, τ

dbi
dt

=
L∑

k=1

(σk −Hkηk)

(
∂Hk

∂bi

)∗
, (33)

τ
dC

dt
= τ

(
dc1
dt

, . . . ,
dcN
dt

)
, τ

dci
dt

=

L∑
k=1

(σk −Hkηk)

(
∂Hk

∂ci

)∗
, (34)

10
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where

∂Hk

∂bi
= cigki,

∂Hk

∂ci
= gkibi. (35)

The above can easily be extended to a multi-layer SSM by stacking H(l) layers, where the super-
script l denotes the index of an SSM layer. Consider, for example, a two-layer SSM parameterized
by A(1), B(1), C(1), A(2), B(2), C(2):

τ
da

(1)
i

dt
=

L∑
k=1

(
σk −H

(2)
k H

(1)
k ηk

)(∂H
(1)
k

∂a
(1)
i

)∗ (
H

(2)
k

)∗
(36)

τ
da

(2)
i

dt
=

L∑
k=1

(
σk −H

(2)
k H

(1)
k ηk

)(
H

(1)
k

)∗(∂H
(2)
k

∂a
(2)
i

)∗

, (37)

with the rest of the parameters following analogous learning dynamics equations. Finally, we can
derive the training dynamics equations for a stacked K-layer SSM, noting that diagonal matrices
commute:

τ
da

(1)
i

dt
=

L∑
k=1

[(
σk −

K∏
l=1

H(l)ηk

)(
∂H(1)

∂a
(1)
i

)∗ K∏
l=2

(
H(l)

)∗]
(38)

...

τ
da

(K)
i

dt
=

L∑
k=1

[(
σk −

K∏
l=1

H(l)ηk

)
K−1∏
l=1

(
H(l)

)∗(∂H(K)

∂a
(K)
i

)∗]
. (39)
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