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Abstract :

Singular learning models with non-positive Fisher information matrices include neural networks,
reduced-rank regression, Boltzmann machines, normal mixture models, and others. These models have
been widely used in the development of learning machines. However, theoretical analysis is still in its
early stages.

In this paper, we examine learning coefficients, which indicate the general learning efficiency of deep
linear learning models and three-layer neural network models with ReL.U units. Finally, we extend the
results to include the case of the Softmax function.

Keyword : resolution map, singular learning theory, multiple-layered neural networks with linear units,
ReLU units, algebraic geometry.

1 Introduction

In learning theory, the log canonical threshold in algebraic geometry plays an important role in analyzing
the efficiency of learning machines[[19]].

Assume that each sample (z;, y;) is drawn from a probability density function ¢(z,y) and (x,y)" :=
{(xs,yi)}}, are n training samples selected independently and identically from ¢(z, y). To estimate the
true probability density function ¢(x,y) using (z,y)" within the framework of Bayesian estimation, we
consider a learning model expressed in probabilistic form as p(x, y|w), along with an a priori probability
density function v(w) on a compact parameter set W, where w € W C R? is a parameter. The a
posteriori probability density function p(w|(z,y)™) is then given by:

1
Zn(B)

p(w|(z,y)") = Y(w) [ [ pliyilw)”,
i=1

where

= w - €Ty, iwﬁw,
/Ww )1 ECRTE

with [ representing an inverse temperature.

The Kullback-Leibler divergence D(p; | p2) f p1(z)log B IE ;dz is a pseudo-distance between

arbitrary probability density functions p;(z) and ps(z).
The optimal parameter wy minimizes

L(w) = —E; y[log p(z, y|w)] = / q(z,y) log ﬁdwdy / q(z,y)log q(z,y)drdy

w)

= D(q(z,y) | p(z,y|lw)) — /Q(:E,y) log q(z, y)dzdy
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and thus D(q(z,v) | p(z,y|lw)) at w = wy, and let
Wo = {w € W|L(w) = min L(w')}.

Assume that its log likelihood function has relatively finite variance,

p(, y|wo) p(, ylwo) 1o
E, yllog == > cE, y[(log =————=")°], wo € Wy,w € W,
8 )| = Forl08 0y )
for a constant ¢ > 0. Then, we have a unique probability density function po(x,y) = p(z, y|wp) for all
wy € Wo.
Let (1)
bolx,y
f(@,ylw) = log ———==
p(z,ylw)

and define its average error function as

K(w) = Eyy[f(z,y|w)].

It is clear that K (wp) = 0 for all wy € W.
By applying Hironaka’s Theorem to the function K (w) at wg, we obtain a proper analytic map
7 from a manifold Y to a neighborhood of wy € Wy:

2%k, 2k W2k
K(m(u)) = uy™ uy® - ug

where (u1,--- ,uq) is a local analytic coordinate system on U C Y. Furthermore, there exist analytic
functions a(z, y|u) and b(u) # 0 such that:

ki, k k
f(l',y‘ﬂ'(u)) - u11u22 : dd (x,y]u),

and
7' (u)p(m(u)) = u}flug” ugdb(u).
Let

§n U \/—Z{% uz : ugd —a(xi,yi‘ﬂ(U))},

then, we have an empirical process K, (m(u)) such that

n
i=1
= nuFruZke 2kd — Vnubtub2 . -ugdfn(u).
We introduce learning coefficients

h; +1
A(wp) = min min — i
uw 1<j<d 2k;

)

and its order I
0(wp) = max Card({;j : ]2;_ = \}),
“ J

where Card(S) denotes the cardinality of a set S. Without loss of generality, we can assume that

h1+1_h2—|—1_ _h9+1<hj+1

M) = = = Ty T 2k 2k

(0+1<j<d).



In Bayesian estimation, the predictive probability density function of (z,y)" is given by:

Pl )" / Hp iy i) p(a)
According to Watanabe [19]], for wy € W, we have
p((w y)")
- Hp i, yilwo) / H DI )

iy Yi |w0

log n)?(wo) =1 poe A(wo)—1 % (log r)wo) 1
= Hpo(xz,yl) (W/O dt t (wo) exp(—t—i-\/gfn(u))du +0p(4n>\(w()) ) )

where (1; = —2M\k; + hj, , e
i 0 (7% J
du* _ Hzfl ( )H] 9+1 J b(u)du,
(9 - 1)!Hi:1( Z)

and 6(u) is Dirac’s delta function.

This indicates that the most efficient parameter wy € Wy is the one with the smallest A\(wg) and
the largest 6(wy), where the Kullback-Leibler divergence between ¢((z,vy)") = [[;"; ¢(i,y;) and
p((z,y)™) is minimized:

n

Da(z,u)") | p((z,)") = / (@, >>1og o Hdw dy;

— [y oga((ey) dedyz— [t )" og [ (s, o) [ | e

=1 =1
+ / ((z,y)")log L= 1(1(?9(;6;)%)’1”0 Hd idy;
=1

[l oga((ew) dedyz— [ (.08 T [oCos. ) ] dac
=1 =1

+A(wo) log(n) — (6(wo) — 1) log log(n) + Op(1).

Using these relations, we derive two model-selection methods: the “widely applicable Bayesian infor-
mation criterion” (WBIC) [20] and the singular Bayesian information criterion” (sBIC) [9].

The learning coefficients are known as log canonical thresholds in algebraic geometry. Theoretically,
their values can be obtained using Hironaka’s Theorem. However, these thresholds have been studied
primarily over the complex field or algebraically closed fields in algebraic geometry and algebraic anal-
ysis [14]]. There are significant differences between the real and complex fields. For instance,
log canonical thresholds over the complex field are always less than one, while those over the real field
are not necessarily so. Obtaining these thresholds for learning models is challenging due to several fac-
tors, such as degeneration with respect to their Newton polyhedra and the non-isolation of singularities
[11]. As a result, determining these thresholds is a topic of interest across various disciplines, including
mathematics.

Our purpose in this paper is to obtain A and € for deep-layered linear neural networks, and three-layer
neural network models with ReLU units. Finally, we extend the results to include the case of the Softmax
function. In recent studies, we obtained exact values or bounded values of the learning coefficients for
Vandermonde matrix-type singularities, which are related to the three-layered neural networks and nor-
mal mixture models, among others [8] 1} [31 (5, [6]]. We have also exact values for the restricted Boltzmann



machine [4]. Additionally, Rusakov and Geiger [18]] and Zwiernik [21]], respectively, obtained the
learning coefficients for naive Bayesian networks and directed tree models with hidden variables. Drton
et al. [10] considered these coefficients for the Gaussian latent tree and forest models. The paper
empirically developed a method to obtain the local learning coefficient for deep linear networks.

2 Log canonical threshold

Definition 1 We denote constants by superscript x, for example, a*, b*, and w*.
Let f be an analytic function in neighborhood U of w*, and v be a C* function on U that is also
analytic in a neighborhood of w* with compact support. Define the log canonical threshold

cw (f, ) = supf{c: |f|~is locally L? in a neighborhood of w*}
over the complex field C and
cor (f, ) = sup{c : | f|~¢ is locally L* in a neighborhood of w*}

over the real field R.

Let 0+ (f, 1)) be its order.

If Y(w*) # O, then denote cyy(f) = cw=(f, 1) and Oy (f) = O+ (f, 1)) because the log canonical
threshold and its order are independent of 1.
For ideal I, generated by real analytic functions f1,--- , fm in a neighborhood of w*, define c,,+(I) =

cur (ff 4+ + )
Here, ¢+ (I) for ideal I is well-defined by Lemmal [l

Lemma 1 ([2]) Let U be a neighborhood of w* € R®. Consider the ring of analytic functions on U.
Let J be the ideal generated by f1,..., fn, which are analytic functions defined on U. If g1,...,gm
generate ideal [J, then

Cos(fi 4+ f2) =cur (gl + -+ gh).

The learning coefficient A(w*) is the log canonical threshold of the average error function over the
real field.

Define the norm of a matrix C' = (c;;) as ||C] = />, ; |cij]*.

Definition 2 For a matrix C, let (C') be the ideal generated by all elements of C.

Theorem 1 Let . A '
h(x,w) = Z Py oo (w)lel T x%\r

0<iy, - in<H

be a polynomial with variables x1,--- ,x N and iL,l iy (w)’s are continuous functions. Let q(x) be a
continuous positive function on X C RY with Vol(X) = [ q(x)dz > 0. Then, we have for some
positive constants o, oo > 0 such that

o Y R (w) < K(w) = / R wg@)de <ar Y B, (w).

0<i, - in<H X 0<it, - in<H

(Proof)
Let v be the vector whose elements are hp707:__70(w)7 h170_,_70(w), hOI,l,...,O(w), cowhmH, . H(w). Let
C be the matrix whose (4, ) elements are z{'z - - - ) - z]'z}’ - - - 2}¥, where the ith element of v is

Bil,...,z’N (w) and the jth element of v is le,---,jN (w).



We have h?(z,w) = v!Cv > 0, and K(w) = [ h*(z,w)q(z)dz = v' [ Cq(z)dzv > 0. Also
we have K (w) = 0 if and only if v = 0, and therefore [, Cq(x)dx is positive definite. By setting a;
and oy as the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of C, respectively, we complete the proof.

(Q.E.D.)

In the above theorem, we assume that /(x, w) is a polynomial in the variables 1, - - - , z. However,
by applying the Noetherian ring property, we can extend the result to analytic functions h(x, w).

3 Multiple neural network with linear units.

In the paper [7], the learning coefficients for multiple-layered neural networks with linear units were
obtained. In this section, we introduce the linear case with thresholds, which differs slightly from the
case without thresholds.

Define matrices A®) of size H®) x H*Y and vectors B®) of dimension H®), fors =1,..., L,
AW = (@), (1<i<H®,1<j<HED),
B =), (1<i<H®),

J

Definition 3 Let r be a natural number and M®) = H®) — v for s = 1,...,L + 1. Define M C
{1,..., L+ 1} such that

¢=Card(M) -1, M={Sy,...,Sm1},
M) < M(s)forSj e Mand s & M,

+1 L
ZM(S’“) > IMY) fors € M,ZM(Sk) < IM® for s g M.
k=1 k=1
1 ar(Sk)
Let M be the integer such that M — 1 < % <M, and a = f;”;ll MSk) — (M —1)¢.

Let

)\(H'(l)’[_[(?)7 - 7H'(LJr1)77a)

P2 (HD 4 HEADY  gqe—q) 1 SL e
_ ( . ), ol - ), 4_6(2 MY _ : S (M)
=1 =1

(M (53))2

—r?2 4+ r(HY 4 gU+D) N Ma+ (M —1) Zfii ME) -
14

2 4 B
7j=1

and 9(HV H® ... HIAD py = q(f —a) + 1.

Remark 1 [fCard{s| M) = 0} > 1, then we have \(H), H®?) ... g+ 1) = *T2+T(H(12)+H(L+1))
and (HD H® ... HEAD 7y =1,

Let W be the set of parameters
W = {{AY ccr, {B®}1ccr}.

Let F(9)(z) = A®)z 4+ B® be a function from R¥“" 1o R,



Denote the input value by = € R¥ Y with probability density function ¢(z) and output value
yeRH @ for the multiple-layered neural network with linear units, which is given by

h(z,A,B) = F(l) F@o. .0 FE)(g)
L S—1

= HA o+ > [[A9BS +BW.

S=2 s=1

Consider the statistical model with Gaussian noise,

plole ) = gy esp(— bt A, D))
p(, ylw) = p(ylz, w)q(z).

The model has H®) input units, XY output units, and H®) hidden units in each hidden layer.
Define the average log loss function L(w) by L(w) = —Ex y[log p(X, Y |w)] and assume the set of
optimal parameters Wy by

Wy = {wo S W’L(UJQ) = min,/cw L(U)/)}
= {{AW}<s<r, {B® <s<r | Mz, A, B) = h(z, A*, B*)}.

We have po(z,y) = p(z, ylwp) for all wy € Wy.

Moreover, assume that the a priori probability density function ¢(w) is a C*°— function with com-
pact support W satisfying o(w*) > 0.

Let K(w) = [y (h(z, A, B) — h(z, A*, B*))?q(x)dx. Then, the log canonical threshold X and its
order 0 are as follows

Theorem 2 Let r be the rank of Hstl A*) We have

1
A = ﬂ—{—)\(f[(l),H(Z),--',H(L+1),7“)

and
§ = H(H(l),H(z), . 7H(L+1)774)_

(Proof)
By Theorem 1] we obtain

L L S-1 L S-1

s= S=2 s=1 S=2 s=1

cw (K(w)) = ¢y

Since we can change the variables by

L S-1
B =3 [[ A©BS) 4 BO),
S=2 s=1

we obtain the theorem from Lemmal[ll (2) and the Main Theorem in the paper [7].

(Q.ED)



4 Multiple-layered neural networks with activation function ReLLU (Rec-
tified Linear Unit function)

In this paper, we consider the case in multiple-layered neural networks with activation function ReLU
(Rectified Linear Unit function).
For a matrix A = (a;;), a;; € R, define

Ay = (max{0, a;;}).
Definition 4 Let
vIOED Ry = e | FP @) > 0, P (@) >0, FP(x) <0for j Ay, i)
and
o) = (v |v=vE(ED L FEP) forsome 1 <iyig, i, < HP L
Inductively, we define
VEOES FY) = {zevEt) e bt | Yo plth oo FE)(2) > 0
11 7 L% 11 9

,7Fi(:) o Flst+1) o---oF(L)(w) > 0,
F]@ o FeHt oo FB)(2) < Ofor j #iy,... i}

and
Q0 = (V| V=VE(ED, . FY) forsomel iy iz,- - ix < HE .

By the definition, we have Vi NV, = () for V1, V5 € 06,
Lethy (x,4,B) = FY o F¥ 0.0 PP (3).
If for all z € X, the ith element of FJ(r Vo0 FJ(FL) (x) is zero in a neighborhood of

{A*(S), A*(S+1), o ,A*(L), B*(S), B*(8+1), o B*(L)},

then, we can remove the ith row of A(s), the ith element of B(%), and the ith column of A®~1) This
removal corresponds to eliminating the ¢th unit in the sth hidden layer.

Lemma 2 Let Cy,Cy, Cs, Cy, C5 be matrices with Cs = C1(Co, C3)Cy. Then we have
(C5,C1(C2,0)Cy) = (C1(C2,0)C4, C1(0,C3)Cy),
where O is the zero matrix.

‘We have
K(w) = / hs (2, A, B) — hy (2, A*, B*)|2q(x)de

- ¥ /Hh+ 2, A, B) — hy (2, A%, B)|Pq(x)dz.

Ve Vol(V)>0

By Theorem [[land by Lemma[2] we have

co(K(w)) = co((F}) 0+ 0 FD)),



az4s.s+1 ar.s.s+1

where i) = {i{") il ... i)} c {12, HO)}, Ay =
A(s) (s+1) 0 ls) (s+1)

RORE! () (s 1)
and

Bi(S) =

In this paper, we consider the case in three-layered neural networks with activation function ReLU
(Rectified Linear Unit function).

Theorem 3 Fora = 1,...,m, let ) (u(*)) and ¢'®) (u(®)) be analytic functions. Also, let

Copnten <( F@)2) g<a>> — 2@ and 6, (( f(a>)2,g<a>) — gl
Then we have
Clap @), prm) <<f(1)’ o ,f(m)>, H g(a)> — Z )\(a)’
a=1 a=1

and

0w 1) o) <<f<1>, T g<a>> => (0 -1)+1.

a=1 a=1

(Proof)
Without loss of generality, we can assume that

a a)\ k) (@) kS a) (k)
£ = @R @) @l e,

h(a)
.. (ug(‘g)) ale)

o A h @ (a) (@)
g = ) (g

Letu = (ugl),...,uél(z), - ,ugm), - ,u(m) Jandd =" | d@) . Assume for j > 0(®) 4+ 1

d(m)
@ M1 ) + 1 ) R +1
ool T 9@ (@)
2k, 2k p 2k;
(@) o)
By resolution of singularities, set uga) = uf” S dd” . For the matrix L given by
1 1 1
I R
S 1)
61,(1(1) gzd(l) o Edd(l)
L= )
gg’ﬁ) ggﬁ) . ggz)
(m)  gm) (m)
Gam Logm 0 Ly atm



. . (1) (m)y | .
the determinant of Jacobian ‘%‘ is

—1ym v
I | Us Z =1 ZJ 1 %s,j |L|

s=1

m d(a) (a); (a)
Lo h
‘”7 ] H 1 (a Hcsl 1 Zcx 12] 1 %s,5'% .

Since f(1 4o flm ? is normal crossing, there exists «y such th21tf(°‘0)2 < f(o‘)2 (I<a<m).

Therefore, we have
dleo) d(e)

Z g(ao k(ao < ZESJ k‘(a
=1

The possible candidates for the log canonical threshold are given by

Za 1Zd( )( h(a) Egti;)) m Zd(@)(g( )h( )—{—f( )) m

> J=1\"s,5 °j > )\(a)’
z?:{)) 62(30)2]{:‘;040) ozz:l Zd(o‘) E(C“) k(C“O) Z

j=1"%s,j a=1

where we use the inequality zi”iz“ > min { 53, ‘;‘21 } for s1, 89, 83,84 > 0.

On the other hand, to obtain

m d®) y(a) (@) 4 ple)
Z)\(a):za lz (s]h] gs,j)

S

)

requires ZG( o ao)?k(ao) = Zg(al) 6&,‘?%( ) and Egilj) = 0 for j > #(®). The dimension of the vectors
satisfying such condltlons is ™ (0@ —1) + 1.
Finally, the Jacobian is nonzero if all vectors in L are linearly independent. These conditions com-
plete the proof of the theorem.
(Q.E.D.)

Using Theorem 3] we have the following theorem.
Theorem 4 Let
hi(@,A,B) = AWAPz+BA),

The model has H® input units, HY output units, and H®) hidden units in one hidden layer. Let us
divide the hidden layer into k) groups:

HfQ) + Héz) C 4 H(Q) H/(z).

k2
Let H’Z(l) and H'® be the number such that HY — H’Z(-l) and H® — H'® represents the number of
removed neurons for 1 < i < k@, respectively.
Then, \ and 0 for the model corresponding to the log canonical threshold

k(2)
A=S" a1 B 41, HO )
=1
and
k(2)
0= 0" 1P +1,HO ;) —1) +1,
=1

where r; is the rank corresponding the group 1.



5 Softmax function

Next we consider the Softmax function. Let I be the set of parameters. Denote the input value by
z € REY™ with probability density function ¢(z) and output value y,z € R “ with y = h(z,w)

and
eyt eyH(L+1)

RTINS VTR

z = Softmax(y|z, w) = (
Consider the statistical model with Gaussian noise,

1 1
0 exp(—iﬂz — Softmax (y|z, w)||?).

p(ylz, w) = W

Assume the set of optimal parameters W by
Wy = {wo S W|L(w0) = min L(w')}
w'eWw
= {w | Softmax(y|z,w) = Softmax(y|z,wp)},
and consider for w* € W,
cw (||Softmax (y|x, w) — Softmax(y|z, w*)||?).
Theorem 5 We have

(Softmax(y|z, w) — Softmax(y|x, wp))
= (y2(w) = y1(w) = (y2(wo) = y1(wo)), -+, yge (w) = yr(w) — (Y (wo) — y1(wo)))

(Proof)
Since
<l Ly 9_/>_<l lg 9.9 g_’>
A LA B A LA A L A
1 1 1 1. g—¢. 1 1 ,
=\7 = 7 - — )t =\7 = 79— )
<f f/g(f f’) f’> <f 79 9)
we have
(Softmax(y|z, w) — Softmax(y|x,wp))
B ey1(w) YHM (w) ey1(wo) oY (1) (wo)
a (Zi (@)’ S ewiw) (Zi evi(wo)” "7 S ey (wo) )
ey (w)—y1(w) Y () (W)=y1(w) ey1(wo)—y1(wo) oY (1) (wo)=y1(wo)
- > evi(w)—y1(w)’ > evi(w)—y1(w) ) - (ZZ evi(wo)—y1(wo)’ 7 > evi(wo)—y1(wo) )
B 1 1
o <ZZ evi(w)—yr(w) S evi(wo)—y1(wo)’
ev2(w)—y1(w) _ ey2(wo)—y1(um), . ’eyH(l)(w)*yl(w) _ eyH(l)(wo)*yl(wo)>
— <6y2(w)*yl (w) _ gua(wo)=y1(wo) ... ,eVu (w)=y1(w) _ vy (wo)=u1 (wo)>
— <6y2(w)*yl(w)*(w(wo)*yl(wo)) —1,- ’eyH(l)(w)*yl(w)*(yH(l)(wo)*yl(wo)) —1)

= (y2(w) — y1(w) — (y2(wo) — y1(wo)), -, ypm (W) — y1(w) — (Y (wo) — y1(wo))).

(Q.E.D)
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