
EMBEDDING GENERALIZATION WITHIN THE LEARNING DYNAMICS: AN
APPROACH BASED-ON SAMPLE PATH LARGE DEVIATION THEORY

GETACHEW K. BEFEKADU ∗

Abstract. In this paper, we consider a typical learning problem of point estimations for modeling of nonlinear
functions or dynamical systems in which generalization, i.e., verifying a given learned model or estimated parame-
ters, can be embedded as an integral part of the learning process or dynamics. In particular, we consider an empirical
risk minimization based learning problem that exploits gradient methods from continuous-time perspective with
small random perturbations, which is guided by the training dataset loss. Here, we provide an asymptotic probability
estimate in the small noise limit based-on the Freidlin-Wentzell theory of large deviations, when the sample path of
the random process corresponding to the randomly perturbed gradient dynamical system hits a certain target set, i.e.,
a rare event, when the latter is specified by the testing dataset loss landscape. Interestingly, the proposed framework
can be viewed as one way of improving generalization and robustness in learning problems that provides new in-
sights leading to optimal point estimates which is guided by training data loss, while, at the same time, the learning
dynamics has an access to the testing dataset loss landscape in some form of future achievable or anticipated target
goal. Moreover, as a by-product, we establish a connection with optimal control problem, where the target set, i.e.,
the rare event, is considered as the desired outcome or achievable target goal for a certain optimal control problem,
for which we also provide a verification result reinforcing the rationale behind the proposed framework. Finally, we
present a computational algorithm – a two-step iterative numerical scheme – that solves the corresponding variational
problem, i.e., a large deviation minimizer problem, leading to an optimal point estimates and, as part of this work,
we also present some numerical results for a typical case of nonlinear regression problem.

Significance. In most learning problems, the tenet of learning is generally guided by the training dataset loss,
while the performance of generalization is evaluated routinely on different novel test datasets, which, in turn, makes it
difficult to connect meaningfully what properties of a given learned model will validate the generalizability without
having an access to the testing dataset loss landscape. Here, we claim that it is possible to embed generalization
in a typical learning framework provided that the learning process or dynamics has access to the testing dataset
loss landscape in some form of future achievable or anticipated target goal. To be more specific, there are two
main integral parts of the proposed framework. (i) First, we provide an asymptotic probability estimate in the
small noise limit based-on the Freidlin-Wentzell theory of large deviations, when the sample path of the random
process corresponding to the randomly perturbed gradient dynamical system, which is guided by the training dataset
loss, is ultimately nudged towards a certain target set, i.e., a rare event, where the latter is specified by the testing
dataset loss landscape. This further allows us to establish a large deviation principle to a variational problem, i.e., a
large deviation minimizer problem, modeling the most likely sample path of the rare event leading to optimal point
estimates. (ii) Then, with this established large deviation principle result, we provide a computational algorithm that
solves the corresponding variational problem. As a by-product, we also establish a connection with optimal control
problem, where the target set, i.e., the rare event, is considered as the desired outcome for a certain optimal control
problem.

Key words. Freidlin-Wentzell theory, generalization, large deviation principles, learning problem, modeling of
nonlinear functions, nonlinear systems, optimal control, point estimations, random perturbations, rare events.

1. Introduction. In most learning problems, the tenet of learning is generally guided
by the training dataset loss, while the performance of generalization is evaluated routinely on
different novel test datasets, which, in turn, makes it difficult to connect meaningfully what
properties of a given learned model or estimated parameters will validate the generalizability
without having an access to the testing dataset loss landscape. In this paper, without attempt-
ing to give a literature review, we present a typical learning problem of point estimations for
modeling of nonlinear functions or dynamical systems in which generalization, i.e., verifying
a given learned model or estimated parameters, can be embedded as an integral part of the
learning process or dynamics (e.g., see [1] for general discussions on generalization in re-
cent machine learning literature). Here, we specifically consider an empirical risk minimiza-
tion based learning problem that exploits gradient methods, which is guided by the training
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dataset loss, from continuous-time perspective with small random perturbations. Moreover,
we provide an asymptotic probability estimate in the small noise limit case based-on the
Freidlin-Wentzell theory of large deviations, when the sample path of the random process
corresponding to the randomly perturbed gradient dynamical system hits a certain target set,
i.e., a rare event, when the latter is specified by the testing dataset loss landscape.

Interestingly, the proposed framework can be viewed as one way of improving generaliza-
tion and robustness in learning problems that provides new insights leading to optimal point
estimates which is guided by training data loss, while, at the same time, the learning dynam-
ics has an access to the testing dataset loss landscape in some form of future achievable or
anticipated target goal. To be more specific, there are two main integral parts of the pro-
posed framework. (i) First, we provide an asymptotic probability estimate in the small noise
limit case based-on the Freidlin-Wentzell theory of large deviations, when the sample path
of the random process corresponding to the randomly perturbed gradient dynamical system,
which is guided by the training dataset loss, is nudged to hit a certain target set, i.e., a rare
event, where the latter is specified by the testing dataset loss landscape. This further allows
us to establish a large deviation principle to a variational problem, i.e., a large deviation min-
imizer problem, modeling the most likely sample path of the rare event leading to optimal
point estimates. (ii) Then, with this established large deviation principle result, we provide
a computational algorithm – based on a two-step iterative numerical scheme – that solves
the corresponding variational problem. Finally, as a by-product, we also establish a connec-
tion with optimal control problem, where the target set, i.e., the rare event, is considered as
the desired outcome for a certain optimal control problem, for which we provide verification
reinforcing the rationale behind the proposed framework.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly discuss an empirical risk min-
imization based learning problem that exploits gradient methods from continuous-time per-
spective with small random perturbations. Here, we also present some preliminary results
based on the Freidlin-Wentzel theory of large deviations that provides a new insight for un-
derstanding of learning process corresponding to such gradient systems with small random
perturbations. In Section 3, we present our main results, where we characterize the asymp-
totic behavior for such small noise diffusions corresponding to continuous-time gradient sys-
tems with small random perturbations, and we also provide a rare event interpretation for
such learning dynamics with respect to both training and testing datasets loss landscapes.This
section also provides a rare event algorithm, i.e., a numerical scheme to compute the large
deviation minimizer problem, that characterizes the maximum likelihood pathways for such
learning process. In Section 4, we also present some numerical results for a typical case of
nonlinear regression problem, and Section 5 contains concluding remarks.

2. Preliminaries. Consider a typical empirical risk minimization based learning prob-
lem of point estimators, e.g., a classical case of nonlinear regression problem, where the
problem statement is: Given the dataset Zn =

{
(xi, yi)

}n
i=1

, then search for the parameters
θ ∈ Γ ⊂ Rp, such that hθ(x) ∈ H from a given class of hypothesis function space, that
describes best the given dataset. That is, in terms of mathematical optimization construct, we
have the following optimization problem

min
θ∈Γ⊂Rp

J(θ, Zn), (2.1)

where

J(θ, Zn) =
1

n

n∑
i=1

ℓ
(
hθ(xi), yi

)
+ λR(θ), (2.2)
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ℓ is a suitable loss function that quantifies the lack-of-fit between the model and the dataset,
λ > 0 is regularization parameter that controls the amount of regularization, R is regulariza-
tion functional, and Γ ⊂ Rp is a finite dimensional parameter space.

In general, the choice for the best regularization is concerned with compromising among dif-
ferent conflicting requirements such as small bias and small variance, or determining how
faithful the modified problem is to the original problem with better generalization and ro-
bustness or smoother optimization decision boundaries (e.g., see [2] and [3] for related dis-
cussions). On the other hand, if we have prior knowledge via additional constraints on some
of the output variable(s) in the form of Y(fθ(x)) ≤ η. Then, the learning problem can be
reformulated as follows

min
θ∈Θ

1

n

n∑
i=1

ℓ
(
hθ(xi), yi

)
s.t. Y(fθ(x)) ≤ η. (2.3)

Note that the minimum of J(θ, Zn) : Rp → R can be located from the asymptotic behavior
of the solution corresponding to the following gradient dynamical system which is guided by
the dataset Zn

θ̇(t) = −∇J(θ(t), Zn), θ(0) = θ0,
(

with θ̇(t) = dθ(t)
dt

)
, (2.4)

i.e., the steady-state solution θ(t) → θss ≡ θ∗ as t → ∞. Unfortunately, such an ap-
proach has a series short coming due to the solution may become trapped at local minimum
of J(θ(t), Zn), rather than the global minimum solution. One way of addressing such diffi-
culty is to consider the solutions of the related stochastic differential equations (SDEs) with
small random perturbations, i.e.,

dΘϵt = −∇J(Θϵt, Zn)dt+
√
ϵ IpdWt, Θϵ0 = θ0, (2.5)

where ϵ ≪ 1 is a small positive parameter, Ip is a p × p identity matrix, and Wt is a p-
dimensional standard Wiener process, and study the asymptotic behavior of the diffusion
processes. Note that the SDE in Equation 2.5 possesses a unique strong solution for each θ0
on [0, T ], i.e., a unique Ft-adapted stochastic process Θϵt such that

P
{

sup
0<t<T

∣∣∣∣Θϵt − (
θ0 −

∫ t

0

∇J(Θϵs, Zn)ds+
√
ϵ

∫ t

0

IpdWs

) ∣∣∣∣> 0

}
= 0. (2.6)

This is due to the assumptions that the SDE in Equation 2.5 satisfies both the Lipschitz and
growth conditions for all t ∈ [0, T ] (e.g., see [4] for additional discussions).

Assumption 1. Throughout this work, we assume that J(θ, Zn) satisfies the following two
conditions:

(i) Coercivity or superlinear growth condition:

lim
θ→∞

J(θ, Zn)

|θ|
→ +∞. (2.7)

(ii) Tightness condition:∫{
θ : J(θ,Zn)≥κ

} exp
(
− 1

ϵJ(θ, Z
n)
)
dθ ≤ Cκ exp

(
− κ/ϵ

)
, (2.8)

where the constant Cκ depends on κ, but not on ϵ.
3



Note that the above two conditions are required to confine the diffusion process ΘϵT in a
certain compact region with high probability. Here, we also remark that on the consistency
of the learning dynamics, where the solution for the SDE in Equation 2.5 is assumed to be
continuously depend on the initial condition θ0 as well as on the problem dataset Zn. The
following general result is useful for verifying further the consistency of the learning process
based on gradient dynamical systems methods with small random perturbations (see also the
condition in Equation 2.6).

PROPOSITION 2.1. Suppose that the dataset is perturbed, in the sense that, Zn → Zn,δ ∈
D
(
Zn

)
=

{
Zn,δ

∣∣ρ(Zn, Zn,δ) ≤ δ
}

for some generic distance metric ρ that captures some
kinds of perturbation or noises in the dataset.1 Furthermore, assume that Θϵt is a strong
solution to the SDE in Equation 2.5. Then, we have the following statement

st-limitδ→0

{
sup
t∈[0,T ]

{∣∣∣∣Θϵ,δt −Θϵt

∣∣∣∣}}
= 0, (2.9)

where the stochastic process Θϵ,δt is a strong solution to the following SDE

dΘϵ,δt = −∇J(Θϵ,δt , Zn,δ)dt+
√
ϵ IpdW

δ
t , Θϵ,δ0 = θ0 (2.10)

and W δ
t is a standard Wiener process which is independent to Wt.

REMARK 1. The interpretation of the above stochastic-limit is that the probability of the
maximum deviation between Θϵ,δt and Θϵt over any finite interval [0, T ] is nonzero, but it goes
to zero as δ → 0.

In what follows, we partition the dataset Zn =
{
(xi, yi)

}n
i=1

into two datasets: (i) The
first dataset, i.e., the training dataset Zµ =

{
(xµi

, yµi
)
}µn

µi=1
, will be used for guiding the

learning dynamics or model fitting process. (ii) The second dataset, i.e., the testing dataset
Zξ =

{
(xξi , yξi)

}ξn
ξi=1

which is related to generalization and robustness of the learning prob-
lem, will be used for evaluating the performance of the learned model or estimated parameters
via specification of rare event corresponding to small noise diffusions of gradient dynamical
systems. Figure 2.1 shows the flowchart of the proposed framework and some of the mathe-
matical conventions that are adopted in this paper. Later in Section 3, we provide the rationale
behind the claim of the proposed framework in which it is possible to embed generalization
in a typical learning framework provided that the learning process has access to the test-
ing dataset loss landscape in some form of future achievable or anticipated target goal, where
such a learning framework will allow us to establish a large deviation principle to a variational
problem modeling the most likely sample path of the rare event leading to optimal point es-
timates. With this established large deviation principle result, we will be able to provide a
computational algorithm that solves the corresponding variational problem.

3. Main results. In this section, we present our main results, where we present a math-
ematical formalism, based on Freidlin-Wentzell theory of large deviations and rare event
modeling, relevant for understanding and improving generalization in learning problems in
which the asymptotic behavior of the learning dynamics provides a new insight leading to
optimal point estimates, which is guided by training data loss, while, at the same time, it has
an access to the testing dataset loss landscape in some form of future achievable or anticipated
target goal.

1e.g., ρ
(
Zn, Zn,δ

)
=

∥∥Zn − Zn,δ
∥∥
p

, where p is taken from {1, 2, ∞}.
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Introduction
Consider the following empirical risk minimization based learning
problem of point estimators, i.e., a typical case of nonlinear regression
problem:

General problem statement: Given a dataset

, then the problem is to search for the parameters ✓ such that h✓(x) 2 H (from a
given class of hypothesis function space) describes best the dataset, i.e.,

Zµ =
�
(xµi , yµi )

 µn

µi =1
(1)

Z⇠ =
�
(x⇠i , y⇠i )

 ⇠n
⇠i =1

(2)

min
✓2⇥

J(✓, Zµ) (3)

J(✓, Zn) =
1

n

Xn

i=1
`
�
h✓(xi ), yi

�
+ �R(✓) (4)

(�, R(✓)) (5)

` is a suitable loss function that quantifies the lack-of-fit between the model and the
dataset, � > 0 is regularization parameter that controls the amount of regularization,
R is regularization functional, and ⇥ ⇢ Rp is a finite dimensional parameter space.2

Note that if we have prior knowledge via additional constraints on some of the output
variable(s) in the form of Y(f✓(x))  ⌘. Then, the learning problem can be
reformulated as follows

min
✓2⇥

1

n

Xn

i=1
`
�
h✓(xi ), yi

�
s.t. Y(f✓(x))  ⌘. (6)

2
In general, the choice for the best regularization is concerned with compromising among di↵erent conflicting

requirements such as small bias and small variance, or determining how faithful the modified problem is to the
original problem (e.g., see [? ] and [? ]).

Model with Restricted 
Hypothesis Space 

 

 

Introduction
Consider the following empirical risk minimization based learning
problem of point estimators, i.e., a typical case of nonlinear regression
problem:

General problem statement: Given a dataset

, then the problem is to search for the parameters ✓ such that h✓(x) 2 H (from a
given class of hypothesis function space) describes best the dataset, i.e.,

9h✓(x) 2 H & ✓ 2 Rp : h✓(x) ⇡ y (1)

J(✓, Zn) =
1

n

Xn

i=1
`
�
h✓(xi ), yi

�
+ �R(✓) (2)

(�, R(✓)) (3)

` is a suitable loss function that quantifies the lack-of-fit between the model and the
dataset, � > 0 is regularization parameter that controls the amount of regularization,
R is regularization functional, and ⇥ ⇢ Rp is a finite dimensional parameter space.2

Note that if we have prior knowledge via additional constraints on some of the output
variable(s) in the form of Y(f✓(x))  ⌘. Then, the learning problem can be
reformulated as follows

min
✓2⇥

1

n

Xn

i=1
`
�
h✓(xi ), yi

�
s.t. Y(f✓(x))  ⌘. (4)

2
In general, the choice for the best regularization is concerned with compromising among di↵erent conflicting

requirements such as small bias and small variance, or determining how faithful the modified problem is to the
original problem (e.g., see [1] and [2]).

Regularization 

 

Introduction
Consider the following empirical risk minimization based learning
problem of point estimators, i.e., a typical case of nonlinear regression
problem:

General problem statement: Given a dataset

, then the problem is to search for the parameters ✓ such that h✓(x) 2 H (from a
given class of hypothesis function space) describes best the dataset, i.e.,

min
✓2⇥

J(✓, Zµ) (1)

J(✓, Zn) =
1

n

Xn

i=1
`
�
h✓(xi ), yi

�
+ �R(✓) (2)

(�, R(✓)) (3)

` is a suitable loss function that quantifies the lack-of-fit between the model and the
dataset, � > 0 is regularization parameter that controls the amount of regularization,
R is regularization functional, and ⇥ ⇢ Rp is a finite dimensional parameter space.2

Note that if we have prior knowledge via additional constraints on some of the output
variable(s) in the form of Y(f✓(x))  ⌘. Then, the learning problem can be
reformulated as follows

min
✓2⇥

1

n

Xn

i=1
`
�
h✓(xi ), yi

�
s.t. Y(f✓(x))  ⌘. (4)

2
In general, the choice for the best regularization is concerned with compromising among di↵erent conflicting

requirements such as small bias and small variance, or determining how faithful the modified problem is to the
original problem (e.g., see [1] and [2]).

Training Dataset 

 

Introduction
Consider the following empirical risk minimization based learning
problem of point estimators, i.e., a typical case of nonlinear regression
problem:

General problem statement: Given a dataset

, then the problem is to search for the parameters ✓ such that h✓(x) 2 H (from a
given class of hypothesis function space) describes best the dataset, i.e.,

Zµ =
�
(xµi , yµi )

 µn

µi =1
(1)

Z⇠ =
�
(x⇠i , y⇠i )

 ⇠n
⇠i =1

(2)

min
✓2⇥

J(✓, Zµ) (3)

J(✓, Zn) =
1

n

Xn

i=1
`
�
h✓(xi ), yi

�
+ �R(✓) (4)

(�, R(✓)) (5)

` is a suitable loss function that quantifies the lack-of-fit between the model and the
dataset, � > 0 is regularization parameter that controls the amount of regularization,
R is regularization functional, and ⇥ ⇢ Rp is a finite dimensional parameter space.2

Note that if we have prior knowledge via additional constraints on some of the output
variable(s) in the form of Y(f✓(x))  ⌘. Then, the learning problem can be
reformulated as follows

min
✓2⇥

1

n

Xn

i=1
`
�
h✓(xi ), yi

�
s.t. Y(f✓(x))  ⌘. (6)

2
In general, the choice for the best regularization is concerned with compromising among di↵erent conflicting

requirements such as small bias and small variance, or determining how faithful the modified problem is to the
original problem (e.g., see [? ] and [? ]).

Generalization with Rare 
Event Specification 

 

 

Significance: In most learning problems, the tenet
of learning is generally guided by the training data
loss, while the performance of generalization is
evaluated routinely on different novel test datasets,
which, in turn, makes it difficult to connect mean-
ingfully what properties of a given learned model
or estimated parameters will validate the general-
izability without having an access to the testing
data loss landscape. In this work, we claim that
it is possible to embed generalization in a typi-
cal learning framework provided that the learning
dynamics has access to the testing data loss land-
scape in some form of future achievable or an-
ticipated target goal. To be more specific, there
are two main integral parts of the proposed frame-
work. (i) First, we provide an asymptotic probabil-
ity estimate in the small noise limit case based-on
the Freidlin-Wentzell theory of large deviations,
when the sample path of the random process cor-
responding to the randomly perturbed gradient dy-
namical system, which is guided by the training

data loss, is expected to hit a certain target set, i.e.,
a rare event, where the latter is specified by the
testing data loss landscape. This further allows to
establish a large deviation principle to a variational
problem, i.e., a large deviation minimizer prob-
lem modeling the most likely sample path of the
rare event leading to optimal point estimates. (ii)
Then, with this established large deviation princi-
ple result, we provide a computational algorithm –
based on a two-step iterative numerical scheme –
that solves the corresponding variational problem.
As a by-product, we also establish a connection
with optimal control problem, where the target set,
i.e., the rare event, is considered as the desired out-
come for a certain optimal control problem, for
which we provide verification reinforcing the ra-
tionale behind the proposed framework.

Estimate: P
⇢
�(⇥✏

T , Z⇠)  ⇣

�
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Optimization with Rare Event 
Modelling 

 
where 

 

Dataset: Partition the dataset Zn =
��

xi, yi
� n

i=1 into two parts:

Training dataset: Z
µ

=

⇢�
xµi

, yµi

��µn

µi=1

Testing dataset: Z
⇠

=

⇢�
x⇠i

, y⇠i

��⇠n

⇠i=1

Empirical risk minimization problem: For a given training dataset Zµ

min✓2Rp J(✓, Z
µ

),

where

J(✓, Z
µ

) = 1
µn

Xµn
µi=1

`
�
h✓(xµi

), yµi

�
+ �R(✓),

` is a loss function, � > 0 is regularization parameter, and R is regularization func-
tional, such that 9 h

✓̂
(x) 2 H hypothesis space and h

✓̂
(x) ⇡ y.

Gradient dynamical system with small random perturbations:

d⇥
✏
t = �rJ(⇥

✏
t, Z

µ
)dt +

p
✏ IpdWt, ⇥

✏
0 = ✓0, ✏ ⌧ 1,

where Wt is a p-dimensional standard Wiener process.

Assumptions: J(✓, Zµ) satisfies the following two conditions:

(i). Coercivity or superlinear growth condition:

lim✓!1
J(✓,Zµ)

|✓| ! +1.

(ii). Tightness condition:
Z
�
✓ : J(✓,Zµ)�

 exp
�

� 1
✏

J(✓, Z
µ

)
 

d✓  C exp
�

� /✏
 

,

where the constant C depends on , but not on ✏.

Freidlin-Wentzell theory of large deviations: For sufficiently small� > 0,

P
⇢
supt2[0,T ]

��⇥✏t � �(t)
�� < �

�
⇣ exp

✓
� 1
✏

ST (�)

◆
,

where�(t) 2 C
�
[0, T ], Rp�, the action functional is

ST (�) =

(RT
0 L(�, �̇)dt, if the integral converges

0, otherwise

and the Lagrangian function is given by

L(�, �̇) = 1
2

�����̇(t) + rJ(�(t), Z
µ

)

����
2

Optimization with rare event modeling: Estimating the probability of an event ⇥✏T 2
� is equivalent to the following minimization problem

�
⇤
(t) = arg min�(t)2C�

ST (�),

where

�(t) 2 C� =

⇢
�(t) 2 C

�
[0, T ], Rp�

�����(0) = ✓0, �(T ) 2 �

�
.

Then, for sufficiently small � > 0,

lim✏!0 P
⇢
supt2[0,T ]

��⇥✏t � �
⇤
(t)

�� < �

����⇥
✏
T 2 �

�
= 1.

More precisely, define a rare event as �(⇥✏T , Z⇠)  ⇣, w.r.t. the testing dataset

Z⇠ , where � : Rp ! R+ . Then,

P
⇢
�(⇥

✏
T , Z

⇠
)  ⇣

�
⇣ exp

✓
� 1
✏

inf�2C⇣ ST (�)

◆
,

where

C⇣ =

⇢
�(t) 2 C�

�
[0, T ], Rp�

�����(0) = ✓0, �(�(T ), Z
⇠
)  ⇣

�
.

Assumption: r�(�, Z⇠) satisfies the Lipschitz condition in�.

Connection to the Hamiltonian principle: Defined the Hamiltonian as

H(�, ) = supy
�
h , yi � L(�, y)

�
.

In terms of the variational argument, then the Hamiltonian’s equations are

�̇ = r H(�, ) and  ̇ = �r�H(�, ).

Rare event algorithm: Numerical computation based on a two-step iterative scheme:

Forward equation: Starting with k(t), t 2 [0, T ], solve�k(t)

�̇(t) = �rJ(�(t), Z
µ

) +  
k
(t), �(0) = ✓0

Backward equation: Then, using�k(t), solve k+1(t)

 ̇(t) = JacrJ (�
k
(t), Z

µ
)
T
 (t),  (T ) = �⌘r�(�

k
(T ), Z

⇠
)

with decoupled forward-backward boundary conditions leading to �k(T )
k! ✓⇤.

Significance: In most learning problems, the tenet
of learning is generally guided by the training data
loss, while the performance of generalization is
evaluated routinely on different novel test datasets,
which, in turn, makes it difficult to connect mean-
ingfully what properties of a given learned model
or estimated parameters will validate the general-
izability without having an access to the testing
data loss landscape. In this work, we claim that
it is possible to embed generalization in a typi-
cal learning framework provided that the learning
dynamics has access to the testing data loss land-
scape in some form of future achievable or an-
ticipated target goal. To be more specific, there
are two main integral parts of the proposed frame-
work. (i) First, we provide an asymptotic probabil-
ity estimate in the small noise limit case based-on
the Freidlin-Wentzell theory of large deviations,
when the sample path of the random process cor-
responding to the randomly perturbed gradient dy-
namical system, which is guided by the training
data loss, is expected to hit a certain target set, i.e.,
a rare event, where the latter is specified by the
testing data loss landscape. This further allows to
establish a large deviation principle to a variational
problem, i.e., a large deviation minimizer prob-
lem modeling the most likely sample path of the
rare event leading to optimal point estimates. (ii)
Then, with this established large deviation princi-
ple result, we provide a computational algorithm –
based on a two-step iterative numerical scheme –
that solves the corresponding variational problem.
As a by-product, we also establish a connection
with optimal control problem, where the target set,
i.e., the rare event, is considered as the desired out-
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3.1. Freidlin-Wentzell theory of large deviations. Consider the following gradient dy-
namical system with small random perturbations (cf. the SDE in Equation 2.5)

dΘϵt = −∇J(Θϵt, Zµ)dt+
√
ϵ IpdWt, (3.1)

where ϵ≪ 1 is a small positive parameter, Ip is a p×p identity matrix,Wt is a p-dimensional
Wiener process, and Zµ =

{
(xµi

, yµi
)
}µn

µi=1
is the training dataset.

Here, we are mainly interested in situation, where the stochastic process in Equation 3.1
realizes certain events, e.g., when the trajectory Θϵt ends in a given set Γ ⊂ Rp, so that
ΘϵT ∈ Γ at a time T . Note that even if these events are impossible in the deterministic system
(i.e., when ϵ = 0). They will, in general, occur in the presence of noises (i.e., when ϵ > 0),
but they become rarer and rarer in the low-noise limits as ϵ → 0. Here, our analysis mainly
relies on the Freidlin-Wentzel theory of large deviations that gives a precise characterization
of this decay probability corresponding to learning process or dynamics (e.g., see [5], [6],
[8], [9] [10] or [11] for additional discussions on large deviation principle for such small
noise diffusions). Hence, our focus is on an indirect study of learning dynamics based on
the gradient methods from the continuous-time perspective with small random perturbations,
when the asymptotic behavior of the corresponding diffusion processes and their probabilistic
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interpretations are exactly known (e.g., see [5], [6] and [7] for related discussions).

Note that the probability of observing any sample paths close to a given continuous function
ϕ(t) ∈ C

(
[0, T ], Rp

)
can be estimated as follows:

P
{

sup
t∈[0, T ]

∥∥∥∥Θϵt − ϕ(t)

∥∥∥∥ < δ

}
≍ exp

(
−1

ϵ
ST (ϕ)

)
(3.2)

for sufficiently small δ, where the notation ≍ denotes log-asymptotic equivalent, i.e, the ratio
of the logarithms of both sides converges to one, and the action functional ST (ϕ) is given
by

ST (ϕ) =

{∫ T
0
L(ϕ, ϕ̇)dt, if the integral converges
0, otherwise,

(3.3)

where the Lagrangian function L(ϕ, ϕ̇) is given by

L(ϕ, ϕ̇) =
1

2

∥∥∥∥ϕ̇(t) +∇J(ϕ(t), Zµ)
∥∥∥∥2, (3.4)

where ∥ · ∥2 denotes the Riemannian norm of a tangent vector.

In particular, the probability of observing the random event ΘϵT ∈ Γ consists of contributions
of sample paths close to all possible absolutely continuous function ϕ(t) ∈ CΓ, i.e.,

ϕ(t) ∈ CΓ =

{
ϕ(t) ∈ C

(
[0, T ], Rp

) ∣∣∣∣ϕ(0) = θ0, ϕ(T ) ∈ Γ

}
. (3.5)

Moreover, in the limit as ϵ → 0, this is the only contribution which is significantly coming
from the trajectory ϕ∗(t) with the smallest action ST (ϕ∗), i.e.,

ϕ∗(t) = argmin
ϕ(t)∈C

ST (ϕ), (3.6)

which is the maximum likelihood pathway, i.e., the instanton. That is, it constitutes almost
surely all sample paths conditioned on the rare event which is arbitrarily close to ϕ∗(t), while
the functional ST effectively characterizes the difficulty of the passage of Θϵt near ϕ∗(t) in
the interval [0, t].

More precisely, for sufficiently small δ > 0, we have the following result

lim
ϵ→0

P
{

sup
t∈[0, T ]

∥∥∥∥Θϵt − ϕ∗(t)

∥∥∥∥ < δ

∣∣∣∣ΘϵT ∈ Γ

}
= 1. (3.7)

In this paper, one of the focus is to provide a computational scheme for the minimizer problem
in Equation 3.5 based on rare events simulations associated with the underlying learning
dynamics.

3.2. Connection with the Hamiltonian principle. The minimization problem in Equa-
tion 3.5, i.e., finding the maximum likelihood pathway corresponds to the Hamiltonian prin-
ciple from classical mechanics. That is, the corresponding variational problem can be solved
by seeking solutions corresponding to the Euler-Lagrange equation

∂L(ϕ, ϕ̇)

∂ϕ
− d

dt

∂L(ϕ, ϕ̇)

∂ϕ̇
= 0. (3.8)
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Next, define the conjugate moment as follows

ψ =
∂L(ϕ, ϕ̇)

∂ϕ̇
. (3.9)

Then, we can define the Hamiltonian as the Fenchel-Legendre transform of the Lagrangian
function

H(ϕ, ψ) = sup
y

(
⟨ψ, y⟩ − L(ϕ, y)

)
(3.10)

such that the Lagrangian (assuming convexity of L(ϕ, ϕ̇) in ϕ̇ and noting the duality relation)
can be expressed as

L(ϕ, ϕ̇) = sup
ψ

(
⟨ψ, ϕ̇⟩ −H(ϕ, ψ)

)
. (3.11)

Consequently, the minimization problem in Equation 3.5 is equivalent to solving the follow-
ing Hamiltonian equations of motion, with appropriate boundary conditions,

ϕ̇ = ∇ψH(ϕ, ψ) and ψ̇ = −∇ϕH(ϕ, ψ), (3.12)

where H(ϕ, ψ) =
〈
−∇J(ϕ,Zµ), ψ

〉
+ 1

2 ⟨ψ,ψ⟩, i.e.,

ϕ̇(t) = −∇J(ϕ(t), Zµ) + ψ(t) and ψ̇(t) = Jac∇J(ϕ(t), Z
µ)Tψ(t) (3.13)

and Jac∇J(ϕ(t), Z
µ) is the Jacobian of ∇J(ϕ,Zµ).

3.3. Optimization with rare event modeling. Consider the following event that we
associate with a rare event

Φ
(
ΘϵT , Z

ξ
)
≤ ζ, (3.14)

where ζ is very small positive number, Zξ =
{
(xξi , yξi)

}ξn
ξi=1

is the testing dataset, and
Φ: Rp → R+, in the limit as ϵ→ 0, i.e., the probability of observing the event Φ

(
ΘϵT , Z

ξ
)
≤

ζ, subject to Θϵ0 = θ0, satisfies the following

P
(
Φ
(
ΘϵT , Z

ξ
)
≤ ζ

)
≍ exp

(
−1

ϵ
inf
ϕ∈Cζ

ST (ϕ)

)
, (3.15)

where Cζ =
{
ϕ(t) ∈ CΓ

(
[0, T ], Rp

) ∣∣ϕ(0) = θ0, ϕ(T ) ≤ ζ
}

.

Notice that the condition ϕ(T ) ≤ ζ (or, similarly the random event Φ
(
ΘϵT , Z

ξ
)
≤ ζ) can

be considered as some form of future achievable or anticipated target goal, where the testing
dataset loss landscape is embedded as an integral part of the learning dynamics or process.
Moreover, we assume such a condition as a functional penalty term in the large deviation
minimizer problem for which we can impose the following condition on Φ(ϕ,Zξ).

Assumption 2. ∇Φ(ϕ,Zξ) satisfies the Lipschitz condition in ϕ.

REMARK 2. Later, in the numerical simulation part, we specifically consider a function Φ
that signifies model validation w.r.t. the testing dataset Zξ, when the steady-state solution
ΘϵT tends the global optimum solution θ∗.
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Then, noting Assumptions 1 and 2, then we define the following rate function

I(ζ) = inf
ϕ∈CΓ

ST (ϕ) (3.16)

and, moreover, the corresponding Fenchel-Legendre transform is given as follows

I∗(η) = inf
ϕ∈Cζ

(
ST (ϕ)− ηΦ(ζ)

)
. (3.17)

Note that, in terms of the variational argument, the Hamiltonian’s equations of motion will
become (cf. Equation 3.12)

Forward Equation: ϕ̇(t) = −∇J(ϕ(t), Zµ) + ψ(t), ϕ(0) = θ0

Backward Equation: ψ̇(t) = Jac∇J(ϕ(t), Z
µ)Tψ(t), ψ(T ) = −λ∇Φ(ϕ(T ), Zξ),

while the forward-backward boundary conditions are decoupled.

In what follows, we exploit the forward-backward decoupled boundary conditions in the rare
event algorithm that cna be implemented via a two-step of numerical iteration scheme for
solving the large deviation minimizer problem.2 In particular, the algorithm consists of the
following steps for finding the maximum likelihood pathway.

ALGORITHM:

0. Start with the kth guess ϕk(t) ∈ Cζ for the instanton trajectory. Notice that the algorithm
works on the space Cζ which is more convenient, rather than on CΓ.

1. Solve the equation

ψ̇(t) = Jac∇J(ϕ
k(t), Zµ)Tψ(t), ψ(T ) = −λ∇Φ(ϕk(T ), Zξ)

backward in time to obtain ψk(t)

2. Solve the equation

ϕ̇(t) = −∇J(ϕ(t), Zµ) + ψk(t), ϕ(0) = θ0

forward in time to obtain the next guess ϕk+1(t)

3. Iterate until convergence, i.e., ∥ϕk+1(t)− ϕk(t)∥ ≤ tol.

REMARK 3. Note that, in Step 2 above, the functional ψk(t) enters as an additional term
to the system equation which nudges the dynamics toward the rare event by reweighing the
sample paths which is similar to that of important sampling concept.

3.4. Connection with deterministic optimal control problems. In what follows, us-
ing ideas from optimal control theory (e.g., see [13] and [6] for similar arguments from the
stochastic control point of view), we present results pertaining to an admissible optimal con-
trol U ∋ u : [0, T ] → Rp, where U is a class of Rp-valued continuous functions on [0, T ],
that the gradient dynamical system (which is guided by the training dataset Zµ)

θ̇(t) = −∇J(θ(t), Zµ) + u(t), θ(0) = θ0 (3.18)

2that makes use of the Störmer-Verlet based numerical method leading to proper long-time behavior (e.g., see
[12]).
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will have the desired target goal Φ(θ(T ), Zξ) = ζ which is specified by the testing dataset
loss landscape. Here, we consider the following optimal control problem

min
u∈U

V (u), (3.19)

s.t. Equation 3.18,

where V (u) = 1
2

∫ T
0
|u(t)|2dt. Note that if we further introduce the following two Lagrange

multiplies ψ ∈ C([0, T ],Rp) and η ∈ R, then the above optimal control problem in Equa-
tion 3.19 is equivalent to minimizing of the following modified cost functional, i.e.,

min → V̄ (u) =
1

2

∫ T

0

|u(t)|2 dt+ η
(
Φ(θ(T ), Zξ)− ζ

)
+

∫ T

0

〈
ψ(t), θ̇(t) +∇J(θ(t), Zµ)− u(t)

〉
dt+ ψT (0) (θ(0)− θ0) .

(3.20)

From calculus of variations (e.g., see [14]), the total variation for the cost functional V̂ (u) is
given by

δV̂ (u) = ⟨u(t)− ψ(t), δu(t)⟩+
〈
θ̇(t) +∇J(θ(t), Zµ)− u(t), δψ(t)

〉
+ ⟨θ(0)− θ0, δψ(0)⟩

+ η
〈
∇Φ(θ(T ), Zξ), δθ(T )

〉
+
〈
−ψ̇(t) + Jac∇J(θ(t), Z

µ)Tψ(t), δθ(t)
〉

+ ⟨ψ(T ), δθ(T )⟩+ ⟨δψ(0), θ(0)⟩ . (3.21)

Hence, the necessary condition δV̂ (u) = 0 for the extremum implies the following sufficient
optimality conditions

θ̇(t) = −∇J(θ(t), Zµ) + u(t), θ(0) = θ0 (3.22)

and

ψ̇(t) = Jac∇J(θ(t), Z
µ)Tψ(t), ψ(T ) = −λ∇Φ(θ(T ), Zξ) (3.23)

where Jac∇J(θ(t), Z
µ) is the Jacobian of ∇J(θ, Zµ). Here, we further identify the above

conditions, i.e., Equations 3.22 and 3.23, are equivalent to the decoupled forward-backward
Hamiltonian’s equations of motion discussed in Subsection 3.2 (cf. Equation 3.13, with
θ(t) → ϕ(t) and u(t) → ψ(t)). Moreover, the gradient of the modified cost functional
V̂ (u) with respect to the optimal control u(t) satisfies the following condition

δV̂ (u)

δu
= u(t)− ψ(t) = 0, ∀t ∈ [0, T ], (3.24)

which is an optimal noise realization that ultimately forces the gradient dynamical system
towards the desired target goal Φ(θ(T ), Zξ) = ζ. Here, we remark that the connection
between the optimal control problem in Equation 3.19 and the proposed framework, where
the sample path of the randomly perturbed gradient systems, which corresponds to learning
dynamics, hits the target set, i.e., the rare event, provides interesting reinforcement as a by-
product for the rationale behind the proposed framework.

9



4. Numerical simulation results. Data taken from the Michaelis-Menten’s classical pa-
per (see [17]) that deals with the rate of enzyme-catalyzed reaction. We assume a parametrized
functional model, i.e. a nonlinear regression function v = hθ(w), that relates the initial ve-
locity v as a function of sucrose concentration w from seven different experiments (see also
Table 4.1) as follows

hθ(w) =
θ0 w

θ1 + w
or hθ(w) =

θ0 w

γθ1 + w
, with γ > 0 scaling parameter,

where θ0 and θ1 are parameters to be estimated. Note that each curve from an experiment
with the given starting concentration of sucrose is shown in Fig. 4.1. Here, our interest is
to characterize precisely the learning dynamics based on the asymptotic behavior that cor-
responds to continuous-time gradient dynamical systems with small random perturbations.

Table 4.1: Results from the experiments.

w v
Experiments Initial Concentration Initial Velocity

of Sucrose
1 0.3330 3.6360
2 0.1670 3.6360
3 0.0833 3.2360
4 0.0416 2.6660
5 0.0208 2.1140
6 0.0104 1.4660
7 0.0052 0.8661
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Fig. 1. Abscissa: Time in minutes. Ordinate: Decrease in rotation in degrees. Each curve 
is for an experiment with the given starting concentration of sucrose. The numbers of the 
experiments (1 to 7) correspond to those of Table I.15) Experiment 3 represents the 
combined results of the parallel experiments 3a and 3b. Amount of enzyme is the same in 
all experiments. 

 
    Results of the experiment in Table I (Fig. 1a) 

  
Initial velocity 

Initial Concentration 
of Sucrose  

a 

 
log a 

1. 3.636 0.3330 - 0.478 
2. 3.636 0.1670 - 0.777 
3. 3.236 0.0833 - 1.079 
4. 2.666 0.0416 - 1.381 
5. 2.114 0.0208 - 1.682 
6. 1.466 0.0104 - 1.983 
7. 0.866 0.0052 - 2.284 

 
 

                                                
15 The numbers on the figure define the experiment number and the molar concentration 
of sucrose.   
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5 - 0.0208
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3 - 0.0833
1 - 0.333 

2 - 0.167 

Fig. 4.1: Abscissa: Time in minutes. Ordinate: Decrease in rotation in degrees.

In what follows, we presented some numerical results for the above nonlinear functional
regression problem based on:

(i) Direct ensemble simulation: Here, we considered the gradient dynamical system θ̇(t) =
−∇J(θ(t), Zn) with/without small random perturbations, which is guided by the whole
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datasetZn, i.e., a few number of experiments n = 7. Here, we specifically used a simple
Euler–Maruyama time discretization method to solve the system of SDEs (e.g., see [18]
or [19] for additional discussions on numerical solution of SDEs). Fig. 4.2 shows the
histogram plots with/without noise level ϵ = 0.0001, and bootstrapping the dataset
with replacement (i.e., bootstraps of N = 350) (e.g., see [15] for recent discussions
on learning via dynamical systems). Moreover, Table 4.2 contains the corresponding
sample means and variances for direct ensemble simulation.

Fig. 4.2: Histograms for the steady-state solutions (N = 350 bootstraps).

Table 4.2: Sample means and variances for direct ensemble simulation (N = 350 bootstraps).

Parameters θ0 θ1
Sample means: Θ̄N = 1

N

∑N
i=1 Θ

ϵ,i
T 3.9161 0.0179

Sample variances: S2
N−1 = 1

N−1

∑N
i=1

(
Θϵ,iT − Θ̄N

)2
5.3× 10−3 1.9× 10−6

(ii) Rare event characterization via large deviations: Here, we considered the following
rare event that characterizes how near the solution to the optimal parameters value

Φ
(
ΘϵT , Z

ξ
)
≤ ζ = 1.5× 10−5,

where the random event Φ
(
ΘϵT , Z

ξ
)
= (1/ξn)

∑ξn
ξi=1

(
hΘϵ

T
(wi) − vi

)2
which signi-

fies model validation at a level of order 1.5 × 10−5 with limited dataset, when the
steady-state solution ΘϵT → θ∗ = (3.9109, 0.0179) that relates the rate for the enzyme-
catalyzed reaction. Note that the gradient dynamical system θ̇(t) = −∇J(θ(t), Zµ)
with small random perturbations, is required to be guided by the training dataset loss
J(θ, Zµ) = (1/µn)

∑µn

µi=1 ℓ
(
hθ(xi), yi

)
. Note that the probability of observing the

random event Φ
(
ΘϵT , Z

ξ
)
≤ 1.5×10−5, starting from Θϵ0 = θ0, satisfies P

(
Φ
(
ΘϵT , Z

ξ
)
≤

11



ζ
)
≍ exp

(
− 1
ϵ infϕ∈Cζ

ST (ϕ)
)
. Fig. 4.3 shows additional results based on the rare event

and direct ensemble simulations.

a. The maximum likelihood pathway, i.e., the instanton trajectory.

b. Plots for the original dataset, the learned model hθ∗(w) and the rare event
simulation.

Fig. 4.3: Results based on the rare event and direct ensemble simulations.

5. Concluding Remarks. In this paper, we considered a typical learning problem of
point estimations based on empirical risk minimizations for modeling of nonlinear functions
in which generalization, i.e., verifying a given learned model or estimated parameters, is em-
bedded as an integral part of the learning process or dynamics. In particular, we presented
a mathematical formalism, based on Freidlin-Wentzell theory of large deviations and opti-
mization with rare event modeling, relevant for understanding and improving generalization
in learning problems, where the asymptotic behavior of the learning dynamics provides new
insights leading to optimal point estimates, which is guided by training data loss, while, at

12



the same time, the learning process has an access to the testing dataset loss landscape in some
form of future achievable target goal. Moreover, as a by-product, we also established a con-
nection with optimal control problem, where the target set, i.e., the rare event, is considered as
the desired outcome for a certain minimum optimal control problem, for which we provided a
verification result reinforcing the rationale behind the proposed framework. Finally, we pre-
sented a computational algorithm for solving the corresponding variational problem leading
to an optimal point estimates and, as part of this work, we also presented some numerical
results for a typical nonlinear regression problem.
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