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Abstract

Transformers may exhibit two-stage training dynamics during the real-world training pro-
cess. For instance, when training GPT-2 on the Counterfact dataset, the answers progress
from syntactically incorrect to syntactically correct to semantically correct. However, existing
theoretical analyses hardly account for this two-stage phenomenon. In this paper, we theoreti-
cally demonstrate how such two-stage training dynamics occur in transformers. Specifically,
we analyze the dynamics of transformers using feature learning techniques under in-context
learning regimes, based on a disentangled two-type feature structure. Such disentanglement of
feature structure is general in practice, e.g., natural languages contain syntax and semantics,
and proteins contain primary and secondary structures. To our best known, this is the first
rigorous result regarding a two-stage optimization process in transformers. Additionally, a
corollary indicates that such a two-stage process is closely related to the spectral properties of
the attention weights, which accords well with empirical findings ﬂ
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1 Introduction

Transformers (Vaswani et al., 2017) have emerged as foundational architectures with broad applica-
tions across multiple research domains, such as natural language processing (Kenton and Toutanova,
2019; Radford et al., 2019), computer vision (Liu et al., 2021; He et al., 2022), etc. Recently,
large language models (LLM) based on decoder-only transformer architectures further demonstrate
impressive capabilities, excelling in various downstream tasks (Brown et al., |2020; |Chowdhery
et al.,[2023; |OpenAl, 2023)). However, it remains an essential issue to delve into why LLLMs exhibit
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'Our code is available at https:/github.com/zx-gong/Two-Stage-Dynamics.
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Figure 1: Two-stage Learning of Syntactic and Semantic Information on Counterfact Dataset.

such remarkable performance. Fortunately, exploring the optimization dynamics in transformers
presents a promising approach for investigating the possible factors that contribute to this behavior.

Many scholars have theoretically delved into the optimization dynamics in supervised learning or
language tasks by studying gradient flow or attention maps (Deora et al., 2023} L1 et al., 2023a;
Tian et al., 2023a,b; |[Zhang et al., 2023 Huang et al.,|2023; |(Cheng et al.,|2023; Chen et al., 2024)).
However, there is less consideration of feature structure, which might be crucial to inducing a
realistic optimization process. Surprisingly, we observe that transformers may exhibit two-stage
training dynamics during practical learning, induced by a two-type feature structure.

For instance, when fine-tuning GPT-2 on the Counterfact dataset in Figure m (more details in
Appendix[B.2), we observe the following phenomenon: at the initial time (epoch 1), most predictions
are both syntactically and semantically incorrect. By epoch 5, we observe a significant decrease in
training loss; all predictions meet syntactic requirements, but most remain semantically incorrect
and inconsistent with the true answers. By epoch 100, all predictions are syntactically correct, with
most being semantically correct and achieving a small training loss. Overall, the model’s answers
progress from syntactically incorrect to syntactically correct to semantically correct, exhibiting
two-stage training dynamics for syntactic and semantic information.

Motivated by this phenomenon, for various tasks like language tasks, protein structure prediction
tasks, or classic supervised learning tasks, we can disentangle feature structure into two types:
elementary knowledge (like syntactic information), and specialized knowledge (like semantic infor-
mation). Such disentanglement and the corresponding two-stage learning process are empirically
general in both NLP (Bao et al., 2019; Chen et al., 2019a; Huang et al., [2021)) and biological
research, such as AlphaFold (AlQuraishi, [2019; Jumper et al., [2021)).

Based on the above discussion, it is natural to infer that knowledge may be acquired following
elementary-then-specialized principles. However, this leaves a critical theoretical question:



How does the disentangled two-type feature structure induce two-stage
training dynamics in transformers?

To demystify the training dynamics of transformers, we adopt in-context learning (ICL) regimes,
constructing training prompts with independently and identically distributed (i.i.d.) in-context
samples to study supervised classification tasks. As is well-known, ICL (Brown et al., [2020) has
emerged as a remarkable ability in LLMs, where the model solves new tasks based on prompts
without further parameter fine-tuning (Black et al.,[2022; Rae et al., 2021)). This ability has served
as the foundation for developing more advanced prompting techniques to tackle complex problems
(Huang and Chang} 2022). Recent theoretical studies mainly focus on the setting where the training
and test prompts are embedded as sequences of labeled training samples and an unlabeled query,
where transformers can mimic the behavior of supervised learning algorithms (Akyiirek et al.,
2022 | Zhang et al.,[2023; Huang et al., 2023 Cheng et al., 2023 Chen et al., 2024)). This prompt-
embedding method, the so-called ICL regime, enables theoretical analysis of attention mechanisms
in supervised learning tasks.

In this paper, we derive a rigorous two-stage optimization process where transformers first master
elementary knowledge and then unlock specialized knowledge. Simultaneously, we investigate how
transformer weights evolve over time, explore the convergence theory, and examine the spectral
characteristics of attention weights. Our main contributions are summarized as follows:

(a) Feature Disentangling with Feature Learning. Based on the above discussion, we disen-
tangle the feature structure into two key types: elementary knowledge, and specialized knowledge.
Furthermore, we proceed with theoretical abstraction in Section 3 presenting a general framework
that might potentially contribute to further explorations in transformer-based learning paradigms.

(b) Mathematical Proof for Two-Stage Learning. Based on the underlying feature structure, to
our best knowledge, this is the first paper presenting rigorous proofs for the two-stage learning
process in transformers, distinguishing between the initial stage of mastering elementary knowledge
and the subsequent stage of acquiring specialized knowledge (Detailed proof in Section[D.3] ~ [D.6).

(c) Optimization Trajectory and Convergence Analysis. We present optimization trajectory and
finite-time convergence analysis in Section ] providing deeper insights into the two-stage learning
process. Specifically, by adopting feature learning and signal-noise decomposition techniques, we
give key propositions and lemmas in Appendix [D.2] discussing the impact of signal or noise weights
on network output computations.

(d) Extensions in Spectral Characteristics of Attention Weights. We further discuss spectral
characteristics of attention weights in Section [4.3] highlighting the close relationship with the
two-stage process. This theoretical finding aligns with experimental observations, demonstrating
that smaller eigenvalues preserve elementary knowledge, while larger eigenvalues allow the model
to progressively acquire specialized knowledge.



2 Related work

Optimization Analysis under ICL Regimes. The optimization analysis under ICL regimes can
be roughly split into two branches. The first branch examines whether the global minimum of ICL
loss can be reached through gradient flow across different models and tasks (Zhang et al., [2023;
Cheng et al., 2023 Zheng et al., 2024; Shen et al., 2024). However, this branch focuses less on how
the model weights are optimized and updated throughout training. Additionally, this line hardly
addresses finite-time convergence or the distinct stages of learning various types of information.
The second branch further analyzes the optimization properties during training (Huang et al., 2023}
Chen et al., 2024; Kim and Suzuki, 2024). Of the most relevance here is Huang et al.| (2023
which derives stage-wise learning of attention maps under linear regression tasks with unbalanced
features. Our work differs from Huang et al. (2023) in two aspects: (a) the stage-wise phenomenon
comes from the disentangled feature structure; (b) we focus on nonlinear classification tasks. In
summary, finite-time training dynamics of transformers remain relatively unexplored, especially
when attempting to illustrate the optimization process induced by the disentangled two-type feature
structure (elementary knowledge and specialized knowledge).

Optimization Analysis of Transformers without ICL Regimes. There is a line of work analyzing
the training dynamics of transformers without ICL regimes, e.g., multi-head attention layer under
binary classification regimes (Deora et al.,[2023)), ViT under classification regimes (Li et al., [2023b),
one-layer transformers (Tian et al., 2023a.b)).

Feature Learning. Feature learning is among the most popular approaches in optimization
theory (Allen-Zhu and L1, 2020, |[2022; Wen and L1, 2021} Li et al., 2023a), which aims to analyze
the training behavior under specific data generation models. Compared to other techniques like
Neural Tangent Kernels (Jacot et al.,[2018}; L1 and Liang}, [2018}; |Allen-Zhu et al.,|2019; (Chen et al.,
2019b; Du et al.,[2019), feature learning approaches go beyond the lazy training regimes and allow
capturing the intrinsic interaction between different features and neural network dynamics.

3 Problem Setup

This section presents the details of the data, model, and training procedure. Concretely, Section [3.1]
designs the individual token feature structure and constructs training prompts following ICL regimes.
Section [3.2]introduces a one-layer attention-based model and two virtual networks. Finally, Sec-
tion |3.3|describes the corresponding loss function and optimization algorithm used for classification
tasks.

Notations. Let |A||r be the Frobenius norm for matrix A and ||z||; be the 2-norm for vector
x. For vector z, ReLU(x) = max{z, 0} denotes the standard ReLU activation function, and 1(z)
denotes a binary vector that takes entries 1 when x; > 0. The indicator function I(-) € {—1,1} is
defined such that it takes value 1 if the condition is satisfied, and —1 otherwise. For order analysis,
Poly(-) represents polynomial order, f(n) = O(g(n)) indicates that f(n) is asymptotically bounded
above by g(n), and f(n) = O(g(n)) means that f(n) and g(n) are of the same asymptotic order.
Additionally, throughout the paper, let U € R24*2? denote a weight matrix, and W € R¥>4 V' ¢
R?*? denote the principal submatrices of U/ which will be defined later.
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Figure 2: Overview of Disentangled Feature Structure.

3.1 Disentangled Feature Structure

In this section, we mainly discuss the disentangled token feature structure, starting from the well-
established ICL regimes (Garg et al., 2022). Under ICL regimes, a collection of samples and their
corresponding labels are organized in a sequence, commonly referred to as a prompt.

Training Prompt Structure. Following the regimes in |Garg et al. (2022)), ICL is trained on
N random training prompts, denoted by {P"},c(nj. The n-th training prompt is constructed
as P" = (af,yy, -+, 2} _y,y}_y,27) with prompt length L, where z7,i € [L — 1] denotes
the input samples, y!*,i € [L — 1] denotes the corresponding labels, and z} denotes the query.
Assume that 27,7 € [L — 1] are i.i.d. drawn, and consider a binary classification setting with
yl = y(a') € {—1,1}. The goal of the ICL learner is to train a model f(-), such that the output
approximates the label of the query x7, namely,

f(P") = yr = y(x]).

Individual Token Feature Structure. As illustrated in Figure 2| each individual token z}' in
the prompt P" is disentangled into two types: P component represents elementary knowledge
(e.g., syntactic information in natural languages, primary structure in protein), and Q component
represents specialized knowledge (e.g., semantic information in natural languages, secondary
structure in protein).

Specifically, consider a disentangled feature structure 7 = |77, J:ZQ]T € R?, where T € R?
denotes the elementary knowledge drawn from distribution P and x5 € R? denotes the specialized
knowledge drawn from distribution Q. We construct the distributions P and Q as follows, drawing
inspirations from |L1 et al.| (2019):



e For distribution P, given a fixed vector w* and a random vector ¢; ~ N (0, Id;d >, the data

(71, i) is constructed by

yi = I((w", &) 2 0) € {1, 1}

n _ n *
Ti1 = YirYow + €.

Such construction guarantees its linear separability with the classifier w* with a margin of

270 ||w*||?. Without loss of generality, assume that ||w*||, = 1 and vy = \/LE'

* For distribution Q, given the label y{fl € {—1,1} ascalar @ € R, and two vectors (, z € R4,
the data (275, yj'y) is constructed by

922 :ygﬁ
T, = azif y'y =1;
zi’y ~ Unif ({a(z — (), a(z + ()}) if yi'y = —1.

Different from distribution P, this distribution is not linear separable due to the construction
of z},. Without loss of generality, assume that o = 1, [|z][2 = u, [[(]|; = r < u and

(z,¢) = 0.

Overall, distributions P and Q represent two types of components. P represents the elementary
knowledge, e.g., the knowledge required to master syntax; and Q represents the specialized knowl-
edge, e.g., the knowledge required to unlock semantics. Notably, mastering syntax is typically
much easier than unlocking semantics. Fortunately, the above construction implies this in the sense
that fitting the elementary distribution P (linear separable) is easier than fitting the specialized
distribution Q (not linear separable). We finally remark that this data construction remains a highly
complex non-linear task, despite the simple concatenation. Figure [§]in Appendix [C.I|intuitively
illustrates the complexity of the task utilizing two-dimensional data.

Embeddings. To simplify the presentation, we denote the embedding matrix by stacking x}' or
yr'. Specifically, for the feature embedding, denote

n __ n n n dx L
X1 = [151,1 Toq v xL,l] € R,

n __ n n n dx L
X2 — |::L‘1’2 l‘272 st $L72] E R .

Besides, to ensure the model output is linearly decomposable, we combine X; and X, to form the

X0 ] € R2¥2L_ Similarly, define the label

complete feature embedding matrix as X" = { 0 X7

embedding as
Y =YY"= [y yy - 0] e R,

and the complete label embedding as Y™ = (Y™ Y"] e R



3.2 One-Layer Transformer Architecture

This section introduces the notations of the one-layer transformer, including the normalized ReLU
self-attention layer and transformer weight structure.

Normalized ReLLU Self-Attention Layer. A self-attention layer (Vaswani et al., 2017) in the
single-head case includes parameters 6: key, query, and value matrices Wx, W € R2>24 1}, €
R2Ex2L - Given the feature embedding matrix X € R?¥*2L we use a normalized ReLU activation in
place of standard softmax activation as |Bai et al. (2024). Then the prediction for query x;, using a
one-layer transformer is given by

~ ~ 1 ~
fU;X,Y) =YWy - EReLU (X "WiWeozr) =Y /2L -ReLU (X 'Uzp) , (1)

where % is the normalization factor. To simplify, we reparameterize WL Wq £ U € R?¥*%d and
assume the value matrix is the identity transformation, i.e., Wy = I.

Notably, transformers with sequence-length normalized ReLLU activations have been experimentally
studied in Wortsman et al.|(2023)); Shen et al.|(2023)), achieving faster speed while demonstrating
comparable performances to standard softmax activation in many vision and NLP tasks.

Transformer Weight Structure. Given that individual samples ' can be characterized by two
specific types of features, we abstract the real training network into two virtual networks, with the
weight matrix composed of two distinct parts. To simplify our analysis, we consider the simplest
structure of weight U as a block diagonal matrix:

o W O 2dx2d
U—{O V}ER ,

where weight IV operates only on X; and V' operates only on X5. This structure exhibits a strong
property of linear decomposability over the model output, i.e., by disentangling, the two new
predictions with features X; and X, maintain a similar formulation to the original ones:

fU;X,Y) = 1/2 - Y/L-ReLU (X[ Wap,)+1/2 - Y/L-ReLU (X, Vars). (2)
W TV N TV -
Ny (U;X,Y) Ny (W;X1,Y) or h(X1) Ny (V;X2,Y) or g(Xa)

In summary, we naturally abstract two virtual networks: network A (X, ) with parameter 1V operates
on X part to learn component P, and network ¢g(X5) with parameter V' operates on X part to
learn component Q. The overview is shown in Figure

3.3 Training Procedure

Loss Function. To train the transformer model on binary classification tasks, we consider the
regularized empirical loss over IV training prompts. Denote the logistic loss for each prompt as
I(f(U; X", V™)) = log(1 + e v/ UX"Y™)) ‘then

Lw) = %ﬁjl (rwixmvm), )



and the regularized loss is denoted as L A(U) = E(U )+ %HU |%., where \ denotes the L regulariza-
tion coefficient.

Optimization Algorithm. Consider stochastic gradient descent with spherical Gaussian noise,
which is a simplification of minibatch SGD. Taking initial weight [Up);; ~ A (0,73) and noise
[&)i; ~ N (O, 752), then the update of U with time is represented as

U1 = U — %VU(ZA(Ut) + gt) = (1 - %)\)Ut — & — %VUZ<Ut)~ “4)

Signal-noise Decomposition. With noise in SGD optimization, we take signal-noise decompo-
sition for weight U, i.e., U = U + U (Allen-Zhu et al., 2019; L1 et al., 2019). The signal weight
is defined as the welghts related to the gradient part, i.e., U,y = (1 — fyt)\)U . — fytVUL(Ut) And
the noise weight is defined as the weights related to the noise part, i.e., Ut+1 (1-— ’yt)\)Ut Ve
Note that due to Equation A, such decomposition is always valid.

Notably, the noise component U follows a Gaussian distribution since it is a linear combination of
Gaussian random variables. By setting a relatively small variance Tg, the signal component always
dominates the noise component (L1 et al., 2019). Therefore, one can always rewrite the weight
U=U+Uasa signal part U with a small Gaussian random noise U. Based on this observation,
we define the training loss K (U) which depends solely on the signal weight:

K(0) =+ Zz (NU T+U; x" Y")) 5)

Based on the above discussions, minimizing Equation [3]is almost equivalent to minimizing Equa-
tion 3| Similarly, we take signal-noise decomposition for W = W + W and V = V + V, then
define the training loss of linear separable component P over signal weight as K (1), and the
training loss of nonlinear separable component Q over signal weight as K?(V):

i/ 1 = i/ 7 74 n n V4 1 = V4 17 n n
Kl(W):N;l<NW(W+W;X1,Y)),Kz(V):N;l<NV(V+V;X2,Y)). ©)

4 Two-stage Optimization of Transformers

Based on the data characteristics and the different learning complexity of component P and O, we
split the entire training process into two stages: the Elementary Stage (in Section[4.1] Theorem .2]
and Theorem [4.3)), and the Specialized Stage (in Section Theorem 4.4]and Theorem [4.5)). We
establish the weight trajectory and analyze the finite-time convergence in the two stages. The main
theorems are summarized in Figure 3| Before diving into the details, we introduce the fundamental
settings of two stages, including the learning rate and training iterations. Specially,

+ Elementary Stage. Constant learning rate ; = ©(1); Containing 0 < ¢t < t; = 47% where
A denotes the L, regularization coefficient.

* Specialized Stage. Annealing learning rate 1, = 171 \’€;,,r where ey;; = ©(1/Poly(d)) will
be introduced later, and r = ||(||, represents the hardness of specialized knowledge (See
2
Section ; Containing t; <t <ty + t, where ¢, =S w.

47]2)\6‘/71

8



Elementary Stage

Theorem 1 Theorem 2 ,L Initial time
: : W, 0
(a.1) & (a.2) . b(b1) & (b.2) . [ 0° -
1. The model weight V' changes small. i 1. The model weight W reaches W*. 0
2. The loss of Q remains large. i 2. The loss of P remains small.
Conclusion: i Conclusion: v [Iteration;
The model g(X3) cannot learn specialized knowledge Q. The model h(X) learns elementary knowledge P. W, — W 0
————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————— 0 Vi, =V,

Theorem 3 : Theorem 4
(1) & (c.2) B B P(d1) & (d.2) B
1. The model weight V reaches V; 4 V'*. i 1. The model weight W changes small around W*. H
2. The loss of Q remains small. : 2. The loss of P remains small. 1 yg Iteration ¢ + ¢,
: H Wity = th 0
Conclusion: i Conclusion: 0 Vi 5 Vo +V*
The model g(X,) learns specialized knowledge Q. i The model h(X;) preserves elementary knowledge P. B N

Bt R - ‘( OverallTraining

Figure 3: Summary of Two-stage Learning.

The annealing learning rate is widely adopted in practical training procedures. Besides, we present
the same choices of hyperparameters for two stages in Assumption[4.1]

Assumption 4.1. Throughout the Theorems, set the variance of initialization parameter 7y =
) (ﬁ), regularization coefficient + = © (y/log d) and prompt length L = © (Poly(d)) where d
denotes the input dimension. We defer more discussions to Appendix

4.1 Elementary Stage

This section aims to analyze the regime with 7, = ©(1) and ¢t < ¢; £ 47]%. Our goal is to prove that
the weights are optimized from U, = {Wgo VOO] toU,, = W : W v, ’(;Vo . This means

that W,, approaches the optimal weights 1¥*, while V;, remains close to V. We split the derivation
into two theorems: Theorem [4.2]demonstrates that the component Q (specialized knowledge) is not
effectively learned by network ¢, and Theorem demonstrates that the network A successfully
learns the component P (elementary knowledge). We start from Theorem 4.2}

Theorem 4.2. In the elementary stage withm, = O(1) and t; = 477% where \ denotes regularization
coefficients. With Assumption[d.1} initial weights Vy — 04xq and N training prompts, it holds that

(a.1) For the model parameter V of network g, through gradient descent, |V, || satisfies

[Vulle = © (ﬁ) |

(a.2) With random and small noise weight, the training loss of nonlinear separable component Q
over signal weight (Definition in Equation[0)) at iteration t satisfies

9



- log d
Viogd N

Namely, the nonlinear separable component Q is not efficiently learned by the network g within t,
iterations.

Kz‘,21 (th) Z 10g2 -

Messages Behind Theorem @ Theorem demonstrates that the component Q cannot
be effectively learned by the corresponding network ¢ defined in Equation 2| In (a.1), within
t, iterations, the weight ||V, ||r is approximately in order m, which implies that the model
weight V is almost not optimized since ||V, ||r ~ ||V 0|/ . In (a.2), we provide the lower bound
for the training loss of component Q. The value is close to log 2 with a large dimension d and
training prompts N. Overall, the above discussions exhibit that specialized knowledge like Q is not
effectively learned by the network g. We defer the proof to Appendix and the proof sketch in

Remark

Theorem 4.3. In the elementary stage withm, = O(1) and t; = ﬁ where )\ denotes regularization
coefficients. With Assumption{d. 1| and initial weights Wy — 04, it holds that there exist ey =
© (1/Poly(d)) (See Definition in Equation[I6) such that

(b.1) The model parameter W of network h is optimized by gradient descent within t, iterations,
Wl = © (dlog(1/ew,s)) > [Wollr.

(b.2) With random and small noise weight, the training loss of linear separable component P over
signal weight (Definition in Equation|0)) at iteration t, satisfies

_ 1
Ktll (th) 5 exp(—dlog d) + m

Namely, the network h learns the linear separable component P within t, iterations.

Messages Behind Theorem 4.3l  Theorem describes how the linear separable component
P is learned by the corresponding network / defined in Equation 2| In (b.1), within ¢, iterations,
|[W || significantly grows from the order ||Wo||r ~ V/d to the order ||W,||r ~ dlog(1/ew.),
indicating that the knowledge might be learned. In comparison, V;, for the component Q changes
small since |V, ||r ~ [|[Vol|r = m (See Theorem (a.1)). In (b.2), it shows that the loss
of linear separable component P is upper bounded by an o(1) term which converges to zero as
the dimension d goes to infinity. In comparison, the loss of component Q is lower bounded by a
constant close to log 2 (See Theorem 4.2 (a.2)). In summary, the above discussions imply that the
network / learns elementary knowledge like P, marking the so-called elementary stage. We

defer the proof to Appendix and proof sketch to Remark

4.2 Specialized Stage

This section aims to analyze the regime with 7, = m A%}, 7 and t; <t < t1 + t5, where ey =

O, 2 € .
©(1/Poly(d)) is defined in Equation t = 47% and t, = lin(i\#’l). Our goal is to prove that the
1 2 6\/71

10



. .. o th 0 = . Wt1+t2 ~ th 0
weights are optimized from U;, = [ 0 th] to Uy 41, = r 0 Viiis, = Vi, + V|

In total, we split the derivation into two theorems: Theorem [4.4] demonstrates that the network g
learns specialized knowledge like component Q, and Theorem demonstrates that the network A
continues to preserve elementary knowledge like component P. We start from Theorem

Theorem 4.4. In the specialized stage with annealing learning rate ny, = 1, )\2(—:%/’17“ andt; <t <

O 2 €
t1 + to, where ey,; = O(1/Poly(d)) (See Definition in Equation , t = 4771M, ty = lingi\%’l),
v,1
A denotes the Ly regularization coefficient and data noise ||(||s = r (See Section [3.1)). With

Assumption it holds that

(c.1) The model parameter V' of network g is optimized by gradient descent within ts iterations,

_ o (log(1/ev,)
||Vt1+t2”F - @ < €vi POly(d)

(c.2) With random and small noise weight, the training loss of nonlinear separable component Q
over signal weight (Definition in Equation[0)) satisfies

— log(1/€ 1
K1521+t2(vt1+t2) 5 €xp (_ (6\//1 V’1>> + \/m

Namely, the network g learns nonlinear separable component Q within t, iterations.

> [V lr.

Messages Behind Theorem[d.4.  Theorem[4.4]illustrates the optimization in the specialized stage.

Statement (c.1) implies that within ¢, iterations, ||V||» grows from the order ||V, ||r ~ 5t

Poly(d)
{0 the order [V, s, ||r ~ log(:‘ﬁv’l) + PO];( 7 ~ Poly(d) log Poly(d) + m (derivation based on
Assumption . Statement (c.2) implies that the loss is upper bounded by o(1) which converges to
zero as d goes to infinity. Notably, the upper bound given by the order exp (—Poly(d) log(Poly(d)))+
ﬁ. Compared to Theorem 4.2|with constant lower bound, we conclude that with a small learning
rate, the network ¢ learns specialized knowledge, marking the so-called specialized stage. We

defer the proof to Appendix and the proof sketch in Remark

Discussion on Parameter Orders. We first focus on the learning rate 7, = m A\*¢i ;7. Given the

choices in Assumption o~ O (%m). It usually follows that 7, < 7, which accords

with practical training. Additionally, the current learning keeps ¢, = O (Poly(d)(logd)™/? /1),
which is significantly longer than ¢; = O (\/ logd/ 771), coming from the fact that learning special-
ized components is harder than learning elementary components.

Theorem 4.5. In the specialized stage with annealing learning rate ny, = 1, )\26%/’17” andt; <t <

(0} 2 €
t1 + to, where ey,; = O(1/Poly(d)) (See Definition in Equation|17), t, £ 47%, ty £ lingi\%’l),
V,1

A denotes the Ly regularization coefficient and data noise ||(||s = r (See Section [3.1)). With
Assumptiond.1|and number of training prompts N = © (Poly(d)), it holds that

(d.1) For the model parameter W' of network h, through gradient descent optimization from iteration
tytoty + to, ||Wyse, — W, || F satisfies

11
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b7 74 774 8!
W = W[ 5

log” (1/ey1) VIogd

(d.2) With random and small noise weight, the training loss of linear separable component P over
signal weight (Definition in Equation2)) satisfies

2
— €
K (W — KW, < Vil ‘
’ t1+t2< t1+t2) t1( tl))‘ ~ 10g2 (1/6‘/71) logd

Namely, the network h continues to preserve the elementary knowledge like ‘P within t, iterations.

Messages Behind Theorem (4.5} Theorem [.5] demonstrates the optimization process on
the linear separable part P in the specialized stage, annealing the learning rate from 7; to 7.
Statement (d.1) demonstrates that the signal weight 1¥ does not change significantly in the
specialized stage, given the upper boungd o(1). Concretely, the upper bound of the weight differ-

: va 1
n n two moments is ————~——= s
ence between two moments is o2 (1/ev1)iog d° (Poly ()12 (log d)° /2

(d.2) demonstrates that the loss also does not change much from iteration ¢; to t; + t,, en-
suring that the model remains low training loss on linear separable component P. In detail,
the small changes in loss have an order of W. In summary, in the specialized
stage, the network /. continues to preserve the knowledge P acquired during the elemen-
tary stage. Given that both the changes in signal weight W and the loss are minimal, we also
conclude that the specialized stage is dedicated exclusively to the learning of nonlinear separa-

ble component Q. We defer the proof to Appendix and the proof sketch to Remark

with the order of Statement

Experiments Verifying Two-Stage Learning on The- 1.0
oretical Synthetic Dataset. As shown in Figure
experimental results on the synthetic dataset verify our
theoretical findings, where the training dynamics ex-
hibit a clear two-stage phenomenon. We defer more
details to Appendix

Accuracy
o o o o
o ~ 2] ©o

o
o

—#— Component P
—e— Component Q

o
IS

4.3 EXtenSionS in SpeCtral CharaCteriStics 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400
of Attention Weights Epoch

Figure 4: Two-stage Learning of Compo-

In this section, we further explore the two-stage phe- ) )
nent P and Q on Theoretical Synthetic

nomenon on the spectral characteristics of attention i )
weights T'r(W) and Tr(V') in Corollary based on Dgte}. Note: The light lines represent .
Theorem 4.2] ~ 4.5] Experimental results in Figure [5] quglnal accuracy curve, while the dark
accord with the theoretical findings. lines show the smoothed accuracy.

Corollary 4.6. Under the assumptions in Theorem{.2]~ Theorem it holds that

A 1

(a) In the elementary stage within t, T

iterations, the spectral dynamics satisfy

Tr(Wy,) > Tr(Vy,).

12
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Figure 5: Spectral Characteristics in Attention Weights on Counterfact Dataset.

log? (l/ev’l)
47]2)\6%/71

Tr(Wt1+t2) < Tr(‘/tl+t2)’

(b) In the specialized stage within t, £ iterations, the spectral dynamics satisfy

Messages Behind Corollary 4.6, Corollary {6 implies that when the model is sufficiently trained
(at time t1 + t), relatively small eigenvalues of attention weights store elementary knowledge
and large ones store specialized knowledge. This will be further verified through experiments on
real-world language datasets. We defer the proof and further discussions to Appendix [D.7]

Experiments Verifing Spectral Characteristics on Language Datasets. We verify the above
insight empirically on Counterfact dataset in Figure [5] by preserving different eigenvalues and
observing the model performances. Concretely, at time 7' = 5 (fully syntactically correct) and
T = 100 (fully syntactically correct, nearly fully semantically correct), we set the rank preservation
p ranging from 0.1 to 1.0, to obtain edited matrices with different eigenvalues using SVD for compar-
ing predictions. For the left figure, we find that the model’s predictions become more semantically
similar and accurate, as rank preservation p increases (maintaining more /arge eigenvalues). For the
right figure, we find that the model gradually grasps correct syntax as p increases (maintaining more
small eigenvalues). In addition, in the middle figure, the number of correct predictions increases
with larger rank preservation, which accords with intuition. In total, we find that the two-stage
learning process is closely related to the spectral characteristics in attention weights. We defer more
experimental details on Counterfact and HotpotQA Datasets to Appendix

5 Conclusion

This paper provides rigorous proof for the two-stage learning of transformers in ICL tasks. We disen-
tangle token feature structure into two types: elementary knowledge, and specialized knowledge. By
employing feature learning and signal-noise decomposition techniques, we analyze the optimization
trajectory, finite-time convergence, and spectral characteristics under ICL regimes, offering deeper
insights into the optimization process. Our work potentially provides a new perspective and a
theoretical framework for understanding the optimization dynamics of transformers.

13
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A Table of Notations

Table 1: Table of Notations.

Notation Description

t Total iterations of the elementary stage

to Total iterations of the specialized stage

N Number of training prompts

L Training prompt length (the last token is a query)

Divide the i-th token of n-th training prompts into two parts

xly o~ 777 € R¢ The elementary knowledge in a token
Ty~ Q€ R? The specialized knowledge in a token
X = |27, a3, x| € RI*L Stack of T
X3 = |2y x5, RIS RI*L Stack of Ty
XN — X{l 0 R2d><2L Stack of X and X2

=10 x» € tack of X{" and X

2
re{-1,1} Binary classification label

Y= [y uh 0] € RI*E Stack of y?
yn=[y"n yn] e R Stack of Y7 and Y3
flU; X, }7) Normalized ReLU self-attention output, see in Equationm
h(X 1) Virtual network operates on X1, see in Equation
9(Xo Virtual network operates on X5, see in Equation @

| |
_|_
Q}
m
el
g
X
g

Model parameter of normalized ReLU self-attention net-
work

Signal-noise decomposition of weight U

Model parameter of virtual network h, signal-noise decom-
position of weight W

Model parameter of virtual network g, signal-noise decom-
position of weight V'

The empirical loss over weight U, see in Equation @
The training loss over signal weight U, see in Equation

The training loss over signal weight W, see in Equation ﬁ
The training loss over signal weight V, see in Equation |6
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B Additional Experimental Details

In this section, we provide additional experimental details, including experiments that verify two-
stage learning on synthetic dataset (in Section [B.1)), as well as experiments conducted on language
datasets such as Counterfact (in Section [B.2) and HotpotQA (in Section [B.3)).

B.1 Experiments Verifying Two-Stage Learning on Theoretical Synthetic
Dataset.

Based on our theoretical construction of component P and Q and model setting in Section [3| we
conduct experiments on the synthetic dataset with the following hyperparameters: data dimension
d=10,7 2 ||¢||la = 1077, u = ||z||, = 7, prompt length L = 128 and N = 128 training prompts.
We train the one-layer normalized ReLLU self-attention model for 400 epochs, using SGD optimizer
with the learning rate annealed from 1.5 to 0.015 at epoch 20. As shown in Figure 4] the training
dynamics of linear separable component P and nonlinear separable component Q exhibit a clear
two-stage phenomenon, closely aligning with our theoretical results.

B.2 Experiments on Counterfact Dataset.

Datasets, Model and Hyperparameter Settings. Counterfact (Meng et al., 2022) is a question-
answering dataset consisting of knowledge tuples in the form of (subject, relation, answer). These
tuples are constructed using entities from Wikidata. Additionally, there are three paraphrased
prompts for each question, resulting in a total of 65,757 examples for the entire dataset. We fine-
tune the GPT-2 model with a batch size of 32 for 200 epochs, using the AdamW optimizer with
a learning rate of 5e-6. Notably, we adopt some experiment code from |Sharma et al. (2023). All
experiments are conducted using a single 24GB NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090.

Observation (1): Verify Two-stage Learning of Disentangled Two-type Feature Structure.
In Figure (1} we present the training loss over 200 epochs, highlighting three key moments with
representative samples, including questions, gold answers and the model’s predictions. At the initial
time 7' = 1, many predictions are both syntactically and semantically incorrect. By 7' = 5, we
observe a significant decrease in training loss; all predictions meet syntactic requirements, but most
are remain semantically incorrect and inconsistent with the true answers. Thus, the period from
T = 1to T = 5 corresponds to our theoretical Elementary Stage. By 7" = 100, all predictions are
syntactically correct, with most being semantically correct and achieving a very low loss value.
Therefore, the period from 7" = 6 to 7" = 100 represents our theoretical Specialized Stage. Overall,
this experiment on language dataset supports our theory of two-stage learning for the disentangled
two-type feature structure, i.e., syntax and semantics in languages.

Observation (2): Verify Spectral Characteristics. From Theorems 4.3| ~ based on the
relationship of F-norm and trace, it’s straightforward to get 7r(W,, 14,) < Tr(V},44,) at convergence
time ¢; + ¢5 (Detailed Corollay [4.6]is shown in Sectiond.3). We know that weight 1V of network
h operates on the elementary knowledge and weight V' of network g operates on the specialized
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knowledge. Then the corollary of T'r(W4, 1+,) < Tr(Vi, 1+,) hints that, relatively small eigenvalues
of attention weights store elementary knowledge and large ones store specialized knowledge.

Thus in Figure [5| we perform model editing on the attention layer weights of the model to analyze
the impact of large or small eigenvalues. Concretely, we edit attention weights at time 7" = 5 (fully
syntactically correct) and 7" = 100 (fully syntactically correct, nearly fully semantically correct).
Using SVD, we sort the eigenvalues of attention weights and set rank preservation coefficient
p, ranging from 0.1 to 1.0. As shown in Figure [5] the numbers in matrices represent the rank
preservation coefficient p of the current matrix.

* For the left figure, we first edit attention weights at 7' = 100. Eigenvalues are sorted from
largest to smallest and matrices preserve the top p proportion of the largest eigenvalues. When
p = 0.1, it means maintaining 10% of the largest eigenvalues and corresponding eigenvectors.
The figure displays 10 weight matrices, with p ranging from 0.1 to 1.0 from left to right. As p
increases, more large eigenvalues are preserved, and the model’s predictions become more
semantically similar and accurate.

* For the right figure, we further edit attention weights at 7" = 5. Eigenvalues are sorted from
smallest to largest and matrices preserve the top p proportion of the smallest eigenvalues.
From right to left, more small eigenvalues are included. As more eigenvalues of the full
matrix are used, the model gradually grasps correct syntactic information.

* For the middle figure, it shows that the number of correct predictions increases with larger
rank preservation, which is intuitive. In summary, the spectral characteristics insights drawn
from our theory are also empirically reasonable.

B.3 Experiments on HotpotQA Dataset.

Datasets, Model and Hyperparameter Settings. HotpotQA is a question-answering dataset that
involves natural, multi-hop questions and provides supervision for the supporting facts, aiming
to enhance the explainability of question-answering systems. We choose the HotPotQA dataset
available on HuggingFace, with a small size 13,530 (Meng et al., 2022). We fine-tune the GPT-2
model with a batch size of 32 for 200 epochs, using the AdamW optimizer with a learning rate of
Se-6. Notably, we adopt some experiment code from Sharma et al. (2023). All experiments are
conducted using a single 24GB NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090.

Observation (1): Verify Two-stage Learning of Disentangled Two-type Feature Structure.
In Figure [6] we present the training loss over 60 epochs, highlighting three key moments with
representative samples, including questions, gold answers and the model’s predictions. At the initial
time 7' = 1, many predictions are both syntactically and semantically incorrect. By 7' = 8, we
observe a significant decrease in training loss; all predictions meet syntactic requirements, but most
are remain semantically incorrect and inconsistent with the true answers. Thus, the period from
T = 1toT = 8 corresponds to our theoretical Elementary Stage. By T = 40, all predictions are
syntactically correct, with most being semantically correct and achieving a very low loss value.
Therefore, the period from 7" = 9 to 1" = 40 represents our theoretical Specialized Stage. Overall,
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Figure 6: Two-stage Learning of Syntactic and Semantic Information on Hotpot Dataset.

this experiment on language dataset supports our theory of two-stage learning for the disentangled
two-type feature structure, i.e., syntax and semantics in languages.

Observation (2): Verify Spectral Characteristics. In Figure [/ we perform model editing on the
attention layer weights of the model to analyze the impact of large or small eigenvalues. Concretely,
we edit attention weights at time 7" = 8 (fully syntactically correct) and 7" = 40 (fully syntactically
correct, nearly fully semantically correct). Using SVD, we sort the eigenvalues of attention weights
and set rank preservation coefficient p, ranging from 0.1 to 1.0. As shown in Figure[5] the numbers
in matrices represent the rank preservation coefficient p of the current matrix.

* For the left figure, we first edit attention weights at 7' = 40. Eigenvalues are sorted from
largest to smallest and matrices preserve the top p proportion of the largest eigenvalues. When
p = 0.1, it means maintaining 10% of the largest eigenvalues and corresponding eigenvectors.
The figure displays 10 weight matrices, with p ranging from 0.1 to 1.0 from left to right. As p
increases, more large eigenvalues are preserved, and the model’s predictions become more
semantically similar and accurate.

* For the right figure, we further edit attention weights at 7" = 8. Eigenvalues are sorted from
smallest to largest and matrices preserve the top p proportion of the smallest eigenvalues.
From right to left, more small eigenvalues are included. As more eigenvalues of the full
matrix are used, the model gradually grasps correct syntactic information.

* For the middle figure, it shows that the number of correct predictions increases with larger
rank preservation, which is intuitive. In summary, the spectral characteristics insights drawn
from our theory are also empirically reasonable.
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Figure 7: Spectral Characteristics of Attention Weights on Hotpot Dataset.

C Additional Discussions

In this section, we provide additional discussions on disentangled feature structure (in Section[C.I)
and Assumption .| (in Section [C.2)).

C.1 Additional Discussions on Feature Structure

In Figure 8] we utilize two-dimensional data to intuitively illustrate the roles of two components P
and Q based on the distribution, in learning both linear and nonlinear classifiers. By concatenating
these two components, individual sample z in a prompt is employed to tackle a more complex
composite nonlinear classification task. Despite the data composition, the task’s difficulty is
significantly increased rather than being a simple combination.

C.2 Additional Discussions on Assumption [4.1]

Assumption 4.1. Throughout the Theorems, set the variance of initialization parameter 7y =
S (\/%gd), regularization coefficient 1 = © (/log d) and prompt length L = © (Poly(d)) where d
denotes the input dimension. We defer more discussions to Appendix [C.2]

We next validate the hyperparameter orders in Assumptiond.1]

(1) 79 denotes the variance of the initialization parameter. The requirement 7y = © (ﬁ) suggests

that, as dimension d increases and the data complexity grows, the variance should be adaptively
decreased. This aligns with practical training methodologies, as a higher variance might result in a
significant shift of the initial weights in high-dimensional spaces, leading to unstable training and
potentially impeding convergence.

(2) X denotes the L regularization coefficient in the loss function. The requirement % =0 (\/ log d)
suggests that, as dimension d increases, A should be adjusted to be correspondingly smaller. This is
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Figure 8: Composite nonlinear classification.

a practical consideration because, in high-dimensional scenarios, a large A may overly constrain
the model, potentially causing underfitting. Furthermore, ¢; < m%\ implies that there might be a
longer period during which the model may struggle to effectively learn from the higher-dimensional
feature Q, which accords with the empirical intuition.

(3) L denotes the prompt length. The requirement L. = ©O(Poly(d)) suggests that the model
anticipates longer input sequences for learning high-dimensional data, which accords with reality.
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D Proofs for Theorems and Corollary

In this section, we present detailed proofs for the Theorems and Corollary discussed in Section [4]
Prior to the proofs, we first introduce useful probability concentration inequalities (in Section[D.T)),
followed by some propositions, lemmas, and corollaries (in Section[D.2)). The proofs of Theorem
4.2]and [@.3] are provided in Section [D.3]and respectively, while the proofs of Theorem .4 and
M.5]are provided in Section and Finally, we discuss Corollary 4.6 with its proof directly
derived from the main theorems.

D.1 Useful Probability Concentration Inequalities

Lemma D.1 (Hoeffding’s Inequality for General Bounded Random Variables, cite HDP p16). Let
Xy, -+, Xy be independent random variables. Assume that X; € [m;, M;| for every i. Then, for
anyt > 0, we have

al 22
Pr (Z (Xi —E[X;]) > t) < exp (— ST mi)2>

i=1

Lemma D.2 (Bernstein’s Inequality for Bounded Random Variables, cite jconcentration.pdfy, lemma
7.37). Let X1,--- , Xy be i.i.d. and suppose that | X;| < ¢, E(X;) = p, 0% = & Zfil Var(X;).
With probability at least 1 — 6,

n 3n

i v M‘ . [20%108(1/8) | 2clog(1/9)

Lemma D.3 (Norm of Matrix with Gaussian Entries, cite HDP p85). Let A be an n x n random
matrix whose entries A;; are independent gaussian random variables with N (0, 0?). Then for any
t > 0, we have

IAl < ov/n
Lemma D.4 (Standard Gaussian Concentration Inequality). Suppose that X = Xy,--- , Xy are

i.i.d. standard complex Gaussian variables, and suppose F' : C" — R is a 1-Lipschitz function with
respect to the Euclidean metric. Then E[X] < oo and for all t > 0,

Pr(X —E[X]>t)<e”

Lemma D.5 (Chernoff Bound for Guassian Variables). Let X ~ N (p,0?), then E[e? =
exp (uA + 02)\?/2) and for all t > 0,

t2
Pr(| X —pul>t) <2 -
1 > 1) = 2000 ()

_ 2
Pr ('X H >t) < 2exp <—t—)
o 2
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D.2 Propositions, Lemmas and Corollaries

Assumption D.6. For X, X, € R’ that satisfies the data structure, let i be i-th row, we have
X Nill2 < w70, 1 X e < VI (u+ 70)
11X Jille < vt | X5 lp < VI(u+ 1)
X Till2 < max{u+ 0, u+ 7}, | X T p < V/L(w+70)? + L(u+r)?

Proof. For X, we have
lw*llz = 1, [[XTill2 < w450, X TIlr < VL(u+ )

For X5, we have

(2,0 =0, [zl = w, l[Cll2 = 7
X TTille < w7 IXT|le < VL(u+7)

]

Proposition D.7. By signal-noise decomposition, we have the updating rules for signal weight and
noise weight:

t
Uo=— (1 =nN"" Vo L{U),

s=1
t

U= 1=\ U= Y n(1—nN)" &

s=1

Proof. Decoupling the signal and noise, signal weight U is affected by the gradient updates, and
noise weight U is affected by noise &. With Uy, = (1 — % A\)Uy — v(Vu L(Uy) + &),

A <ﬁ<1 - w) Vo, L(U.)

t—1 t t—1
U, = (Hu — w)) Up— Y s (H(l - w) £
=0 s=1 1=s
When constant learning rate v, = 7,

t
U, = - 277 (1 =90V, L(Us-1)

s=1

t
Uy=(1—-nN'"Up— > n(l—n\)"" & (7)
s=1
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. W 0]
Since U = 0 V_,then
Wi 0] Wiy 0 ~
0 Vtﬂ]_(l %)\)[0 VJ (Vo L(Ut) + &)

Wip = (1 - %)\)Wt - %(VWtE(Ut> + gt)

~

Vigr = (1 = vV = %(Vv, L(Uy) + &)

Similar to the signal-noise decomposition of U with learning rate v, = 7, we naturally have

t
Wi==> 01—\ Vw, LU 1)

s=1

t
Wi=(1=n\)'Wo = > n(1=n\)"& ®)

s=1

t
Vi==> n(1l—=nN)"Vy,_ LU 1)

s=1

t
Vo= (=m0 Vo= n(1—n\)""& 9)

s=1

]

Proposition D.8. For any U € R*>2 WV € R4 X € R?*™*2L X, X, € RdXL,f €
RY>2LY € RY™E, then we have the derivative over weight U of empirical loss, i.e. VL(U)

and its component [N L(U)); is the i-th row of VL(U),
VL) =E [1/2L L(FU X, V)X - diag (1(X  Uzy)) mﬂ
VL)) = E [1/2L - 1((Us X, D)L(X T |0a0) (X o |
Additionally, for the derivative over weight W,
VwI(U)=E [1/2L L(F(U X, V)X, - diag (L(XT W) x;l}

[V L(U)];

B [1/2L - V(AU X, V) U(X W ) [Xi o ] |
for the derivative over weight V,

VyL(U)=E [1/2L L(FU X, Y) Xy - diag (1(X] V) xIJ]

Vv L(U)];

B[1/2L - 1(£(U: X, P)U(XT Vo2 Xl )
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Proof. According to the definition of training objective, define

l(f(U;X,?)) = —logo (ny (U;X,?))

then we have the derivative of empirical loss with weight U,

=B [V X, V)V f (U5 X, 7))
=K :l’(f(U; X, Y))yV (17/2L .ReLU (XTUxL)>]

2L
=E [1/2L-U(f(U; X,Y))yr Y _ 4 VReLU ([X|;Uxy)

=1

=E [1/2L-U(f(U: X, Y))yr Y yiﬂ([XT]iUﬂfL)[XT]ixI]

=1

Il
&

/2L U(f(U; X, V)X - diag (1(XUzy)) x{]

and [VL(U)]; = E [1/2L - I(f(U: X, }N/))]l([XT]iUxL)[XT]ixZ].

Furthermore, when taking derivative over W,

Vi L(U

)

&= & & &

&

V(U X V)V (4 (5 (7))
:z’( FU; X, )y Vi (17/2L .ReLU (XTUxL)ﬂ

/2L - U'(f(U; X,Y))ys i 9 %] VwReLU (P@]Vvvffj )]

=1

2L - U(f(U; X, Y )y > yiﬂ([XﬂiWIL,l)[Xl]il‘z;]

=1

1/2L - V(f(U; X, V)X, - diag (10X Wag)) o], |

and [V L(U)]; = E [1/2L-l/( FU X, Y)L(XT ]Z-WxL,l)[Xl]ixgl] Similarly, when taking
derivative over /', we have

Vv L(U));

VyL(U)=E [1/2L L(FU X, V)X, - diag (L(X, Vag,)) ng}

B [1/2L - V(F(U X, VDU 1V an ) [l o
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Proposition D.9. Assume that L is K-Lipschitz continuous, then we have

~ ~ K
[V, s & v, £ 7
~ ~ K
[vwio), s & vwken, < >
[vviw)], s & v, <

Proposition D.10. With Assumption|D.6and Proposition , we have that signal weight norm
satisfies, for X,

K K
1T = 5 Il = 5

K | — K
le s SVl < o
K

_ K
I = 5Vl = o

(g

Ve

Proof. By Equation[7}[§land[9} when 0 < 1 —nA < 1,ie.,0 < nX < 1,

~ K
T, = Zn A= [V 55
~ K
(1-— )\ LU, )| S——=
Uil = Zﬁ VLU0l $ 5755
74 t—T T K
Wl = 301 =) Vw0, S5
T=1
: K
_i = 1—n\)"7 /[:771; S —=
073l = 32 0 0 =)™ IV -0k, < 572
_ ¢ - K
Vil = >0 (=m0 Wl 5
T=1
: K
Vililla = — )7 ET—i S—=
IVl = 3 on (=0 (v E @i, < S
Furthermore,
— K(u+m)?
0 D], < WX AT s $
JR— _ K u_'_,y 2
X Wl ll, < WX oI el alle 5 000
= — K(u+r)?
(X2 V]izro|[, < NXa)llVIFlzralle S %
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Proposition D.11. For time 7 < t, we have

Proof. Fort <t,

t—7

U, = (1- 77)‘>t77(77 - Z n(l— n)\>t777tl<-7'+t/71

t'=1

= (]_ — T])\)t_TﬁT + Etﬂ—
where =, , = Zt/ (L =nA)iT . O

Lemma D.12 (Refer to Lemma A.8 in|Li et al.| (2019), Lemma 8.2 of |/Allen-Zhu et al. (2019)). Let
X € R*L a; € R* be a fixed example, with ||x1||y < B and || X || < V2LB. With Assumption

@and Proposmon- 0 for every T > 0, let U = U + U where U € R js g random variable
whose columns have i.i.d distribution N (0, 75 2] 2dx2d) and Y € R2: such that each entry of Y is

i.i.d. uniform in {—1,1}. We have that, w.h.p over the randomness ofU and Y, VU € R2dx2d 0
have that

||]l(XTUajL) — H(XT[7$L)||1 < K4/3)\_4/37'0_4/3L2/3 A,
Furthermore,

No(U; X,Y) = Ng(U; X, V)| S (u+m)> KB\ =13

Proof. With Lemma A.8 of Li, we can compute the difference of activation patterns.

IUXTUz) = UX T S IX TP oL
< ((QL)1/2B)4/3HUHA;/S(TO(2L)1/QB)’4/3L2/3
SO 12
With Assumption[D.6] B = u + m, and Proposition[D.I0] then
11X Uxy) — 1(X Uxyp)|1 < ||T) 23742023
S IO L
< K4/3)\74/3TJ4/3L2/3

LK2 2/3
- (%)
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Furthermore,
Nu(T; X, V) = Np(T X, 7)| = [F /20 - (1 (X T0s) = 1 (X TTa) ) © (X Tas) |
1 _

Si z; ’[Y]

(XTUxL)—]l(XTUxL)H maux’XT Z$L|

K(u+m)?
A
<u+m) 2 (T3 N\T/3 4/3L 1/3

(IXTUzz) — 1 ([XT UxL>‘ [Esaree

2L
<K4/3)\_4/37'(;4/3L_1/3

]

Corollary D.13. Let X; € R™L x| € R? be a fixed example, with Assumption IDIS] and Proposz-

tion @U]ﬂ@ e < u+ 70 and | X1|lr < VL(u+ ). Then, w.h.p over the randomness of W
and Y, YW € R we have that

IL(X] Wap) — 1(X, Wap)|y S KY3NY3 43028 2 ¢, (10)
Furthermore,

|Nw (W5 X1,Y) — Np(W; X1, Y)| < (u+ o 2K/ 8

Note. In ey, K is the Lipschitz constant, A denotes the L, regularization coefficient, 7y denotes the
variance of initialization parameter and L is prompt length. When with choices in Assumption 4.1}
we have ey, = (Poly(d))%/?.

Corollary D.14. Let Xy € R™L 21 5 € RY be a fixed example, with Assumption IDZSI and Proposi-

tzon O |zz2lls < w7 and | Xs||p < VI(u+ r). Then, w.h.p over the randomness of V and
Y, VYV € R¥™ we have that

H]l(XzTVl‘Lz) — ]l(XQTVxLQ)Hl < K4/3)(4/3TO*4/3L2/3 .
Furthermore,

‘NV(V;X%Y)—NV(V;XQ,Y)‘ (u+r) 2pCT/BN\T/3 4/3L 1/3

Lemma D.15. Under the same setting as Lemma we have

H]l(XTUtlthzxL) —IL(XTUtlch)”1 NeU—i—L\/? Llogd
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4/3

where ey = K*Y3\=437 72 L2/3 Furthermore,

U % U v K(u + m)?
Nuty oy O X.¥) = Nog, (U X.V)| S <€U+L\/ 22 Llogd) (L)\ )

and
‘NUtl—Q—tQ (Ut1+t2; X, Y) - NUtl (Ut1+t2; X> Y)‘

Se(u + T)4\/C_Z 4 (u +T)4\/m + (u _|_7»)4\/dlogd

AL A

( \/@Hm) u+7’4\/_

Proof. To analysis that how the sign of U, 1, correlates to Uy, ,

11 (X Uharr) = L (X U 21) |

:) 1 (X Uy ppzr) — 1 (XTﬁt1+t2mL) +1 <XT[7tl+t2xL> 1 <XTl7tle>

+1 (X Tyae) =1 (X Upar) |

(11 (X Unsiy) = 1 (X Ty H1 n HIL (X Ohsn) = 1 (X Ty ) H1
A B

| (X Ouae) = 1 (X TO)||

-~

C

For term A and term C, With Lemma|[D.12] we have

IN

||]1(XTUt1+t2xL) - IL(XTﬁtH-tzxL)”l S K4/3/\_4/3 _4/3L2/3 = €U (11)
IL(X U z) — WX T Upap)|y S KY3NY37,2P 028 2 ¢ (12)

For term B, we first analysis the relationship between (7,51+t2 and fjtl. With Proposition , for
T < t, we have

t—1

V= (1- 77>‘>t77‘77 - Z n(l - WA)tiTit/Crthul

t'=1

= (1 — 7])\)1577—‘/77— + Etﬂ—

where =, , = Zt, (1 —nA)~ 7='(, . v_1. Assume that there are ¢, iterations in the first stage,
let 7 =1t,t =1, +ty, and t — 7 = 15, then

t2

Unive = (L= mN)2Us = > (1 = 120Gy

t'=1

= (1 - 772/\)t26t1 + Et1+t2,t1 (13)
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—_ t —t
where Sty Fto by — thzzl 772(1 - 772/\)t2 ! Ct1+t’—1-

Consider [Zy, 44, 4,]i; ~ N(0,07 4,,,)s for 0 < 1 — A < 1, with a technical assumption that
2 12—(1-mA)372
TC — 7]% N
t2 _
’ 1— (1 — 772>\>2t2 1

2 2 2Ata—t) 2 _ 2 2
Otittats — 2772(1 — 2A) (t2 )Tg = M7

=1 %
1 e —(1—mN)?72 1 2mATe 1
377%742—/\:1730 3 0—>\§77§ 20—)\
2 m T2 n M
B 27)27(?
T

Since 7, < 11, then 04,44, +, <K 79. This implies that additional noise in the second stage is small.
With Equation T3] we have
XTﬁtl+t2$L =(1- 772)\)t2XT[7t1xL + XTEtIHQ,tl:L'L
since [0y, ];; ~ N(0,72) and [Z4, 44,4,]; ~ N0, OF gty )
Var (X O sre ) 2 31X [l 3

2
— T,
Var (XT:tﬁt%tle) S n;_lo“XH%HmL”g

then naturally we have

2 2 2
~ - e | X %[ =]*/m o
Pr [1 (XTUt1+t2xL) £1(XTE n0r } < =2 (4
( ) o1 X (1% |12 m

and
E H]l ([XT],.(?WQJ;L) 1 ([XT]iﬁtla:L) H
—Pr [11 ([XT]iﬁtlme) £1 ([XT]iﬁtle)}
m
Using Hoeffding’s inequality in Lemma with probability at least 1 — %,
Hn (XTﬁt1+t2xL) _1 (XT(ZI:CL) H1 < 2L\/%+ 4Llogd

A<JL,/%Jr Llogd (15)
1
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Combine term A, B, C, Finally, with Equation [T} [[2) and [I5] we have
11 (XU pywr) = 1 (X TUnar) ||, S ev + Iy /ZQ Llogd

where ey = K4/3)\~4/3774/312/3,
Furthermore, with Proposition [D.10}

‘NUtﬁtQ (Uh-l—tz; X, }N/) - -NUt1 (Ut1+t2; X, ?)‘
I Z V)] ‘1 Ut1+t2xL) -1 ([X Utle)| | Ut1+t2xL‘
ze (L]

SZ ||Il (XTUt1+t2:EL) -1 (XTUtle)||1 miax HXTUHHQ]Z-IL{

/772 K(u+m)?
L Llogd | ————
(6U+ " og ) N

Corollary D.16. Let X; € R™E x| € R? be a fixed example, with Assumption @ and Proposz-

tion E.IO lzralle < u+ 90 and || X1 ||p < VL(u + o). Then, w.h.p over the randomness of W
and Y, VW € R¥? we have that

]

1L W) — 1 (X Wz ||, < ew + L\/f /Ilogd

where ey = K43 \~4/31 4/?’LQ/:”. Furthermore,

W 4 K(u+v)?
[Nty Wt X0, Y) = N, (W0 X1, V)| S (ew Ly 22 Llog d) ( L)\%>

Corollary D.17. Let Xy € R™L ;5 € RY be a fixed example, with Assumption @ and Proposz—

tzon O |zL2lls < u+rand | Xs||p < VI(u+ r). Then, w.h.p over the randomness of V and
Y, VV € R4 we have that

|1 (X5 Virgeowr2) — 1 (X3 Viywro)||, Sev + L\/%-i- Llogd

where €y, = K43 43+ 4/3[/2/3. Furthermore,

_ _ K(u+r)?
Ny o, (Vs X, V) = Ny (Vi Xo, V)| < (ev + L, /% ++/Llog d> K Lt )
1

Proposition D.18. Under the same setting as Lemma we have w.h.p over the randomness of
U,

dlogd
L

No (U5 X,Y)| S molu -+ m)?
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Proof. We have
-~ 1 ~ ~
Ng(U3 X, ¥) = 5= 37 [V |[X il

i€[2L)

With Lemma we have ||U| < 7V/d. Then

+

|[x7182] | < 07182, < ovilelg
+ly 2
Using Hoeffding’s inequality in Lemmal|D.1| since [Y]; € {—1,1},m; = —5- ‘ [[XT]ZI?:cL] M, =
T2
o [[XT]lﬂxLL 2,thenwehave
Pr| (== > [Vl [[X ]iUxL} >t <2exp | — 5
2L 2L * 1 TV.77
ic2] dicpn | 27 3L [[X ]iUxL]+ ,
2t
<2exp | — 5
ﬁZie[zL] [[XT]iUﬂUL}
T2
t2
S2exp | ———F———
7 (rov/d||[|)?
. _ 2 . _ 1
Let 6 = 2exp ( —%(TO\/&H:E”Q)Q), then with 6 = ;
1 2
t = \/E(TO\/EHxH?)QlogE
1 2
< Vel 1 log
dlogd
= rollz|[?)/ =2
Thus, with 1 — § prob, we get
_ 1 _ dlog d
Np(O: X = |57 30 W [X ]| S mllely =
1€[2L]
Since ||z||2 < u + m, then
~ dlogd
NG (T3 X,Y)| S o+ m)*y |2
U
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Proposition D.19. Under the same setting as Lemma|D.12| with Proposition|[D.18 we have w.h.p
over the randomness of U, VU € R21x2d

’Nu(ﬁ;X,?) N(U; X, V)| < (w+m)2KTBNTBr 4313
and

dlogd
L

‘NU (U X, Y)‘ (u+m)2KTBNTBAPLYS |+ m)?

Proof. Forevery i, 1([X TUl;zy) # 1([XTU};zy), it holds that |[X T U],z < |[X TU];xL|. Then

‘NU(ﬁ;X, V) — Na(U; X, 37)’ _ H?/QL- (1 (XTUzp) -1 (XTfij» © <XT[7.:1:L> H

|
<5p 2 ‘[Y]Z 1((X ") -1 ([X] UxL>‘ ’ Ug;L)
i€[2L)
1
< — o7 (XTU:IJL)—IL(XTU:L’L>H maX‘XT la:L‘

K(u+m)?
A
(u+m) K7/3>\ 7/3 4/3L 1/3

< K4/3)\74/37_f4/3L71/3

With Proposition using triangle inequality, we have

dlogd
NU(U X Y) (u 4 m)? K3\, 4/3L 3 4 1o(u +m)? o8
dlogd
= K(u+m)*X ey + 1o(u +m)? o8

]

Corollary D.20. Let X; € R™% z; | € R? be a fixed example, with Assumption IIZS] and Proposi-
tion 25.19_||xL71||2 < u+ v and | X1||r < VL(u+ 7). Then, w.h.p over the randomness of W
and Y, VW € R4,

dlogd
L

‘NW(W§X17Y)‘ (v +0) PPN 4/3L 1/3+7'0(U+70)2

With choice of small u,r, 7o = O (@) , % =0 (\/log d) and L = © (Poly(d)), then

dlogd ,
L

[N (W3 X1, Y)| S 7ol +70)° 2 ey (16)

Note. In ey 1, 7o denotes the variance of initialization parameter, L is prompt length and d represents

the input dimension. When with choices in Assumption , we have eyy; = © <m> .
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Corollary D.21. Let X, € R™E z; 5 € R? be a fixed example, with Assumption IIZ6] and Proposi-
tion |zralle < u+rand || Xs|p < VL(u+ 7). Then, w.h.p over the randomness of V and
Y, VYV € R¥*

~ _ dlogd
N (V5 X0, Y)| S (2K 0L )2y [

With choice of small u,r, 1o = O (ﬁ) .3 = O (ylogd) and L = © (Poly(d)), then

~ |
‘NV(V;XLY)‘ < TO(U+7")2\/ d zgd £ ey (17)

Note. In €y, 7 denotes the variance of initialization parameter, L is prompt length and d represents

the input dimension. When with choices in Assumption , we have ey; = © m .
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D.3 Proof for the Elementary Stage: Proof of Theorem 4.2

Theorem 4.2. In the elementary stage withm, = O(1) and t; = 477% where \ denotes regularization

coefficients. With Assumption[d.1} initial weights Vy — 04xq and N training prompts, it holds that

Vi, || F satisfies

(a.1) For the model parameter V' of network g, through gradient descent,

[Vulle = © (ﬁ) |

(a.2) With random and small noise weight, the training loss of nonlinear separable component Q
over signal weight (Definition in Equation ) at iteration t, satisfies

1 log d

Vogd V N

Namely, the nonlinear separable component Q is not efficiently learned by the network g within t,
iterations.

Kt21 (Vm) Z 10g2 -

Remark D.22 (Proof Sketch). We summarize the proof sketch and main techniques in Proof of
Theorem 4.2 At the starting point, using signal-noise decomposition technique, we assume that
the approximate output g uses noise part to compute activation and signal part as the weight to
compute attention score. We show that g is very close to g primarily through Corollary and
Relevant corollaries are crucial for describing the differences in activation and network
output under various activation and weight schemes. In the following analysis, we turn to focus
on the approximation g. As a key step, we focus on the network ¢’s ability to distinguish between
positive and negative class samples by examining the differences in their respective outputs, i.e.
|9:(Xa, 2 — ¢) + g:(Xa, 2 + () — 2g:(X2, 2)|. Decompose it into two parts ¢ and ¥, where each
part separately contains z and (. Then, give the upper bound of ® and ¥ by applying concentration
inequalities like Chernoff, Bernstein and complex probability analysis like Gaussian integrals.
Combining the above, we show that the prediction difference of the network for positive and negative
samples is upper bounded by a small value, 1/+/log d. Consequently, we derive a straightforward
lower bound 2 — 1/+/Tog d, demonstrating that the network g cannot simultaneously make accurate
predictions for both positive and negative samples.

From the network output, we further derive the changes in weight and loss. For (a.1) and (a.2): At
an initial step, to compute the high-probability proportions for query x;,» = 2’ = {# —(, 2+ (} and
xr,2 = %, we express the training loss in terms of the network outputs for positive and negative class
samples based on the proportion, dividing it into two parts with terms g;, (X5, z’) and g, (X5, 2)
respectively. As an essential step, by leveraging the convexity and Lipschitz properties of the
logistic loss, we derive a lower bound for the training loss in (a.2). Using Taylor expansion
techniques in combination with this lower bound, we further deduce a corollary of Theorem 4.2
which states: |g;, (X2, 2)1, |g¢, (X2, 2 — O, |96, (X, 2 + )| < W. By utilizing the expression
of normalized ReLLU self-attention, this corollary can be further extended to give (a.1).
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Proof. Using noise part to compute activation and signal part as weight.
91(X2) = Ny, (Vi X2,Y)
—y (1 (XJ f/txm) © (X, Vt:vL,z)>

Using triangle inequality, with Corollary [D.14]and [D.21],

19:(X2) — G:(X2)|
= |N\/t(‘/t§ Xp,Y) — Nf/t(vt; Xo, Y)|

= ’NVt<Vt§ Xo,Y) + Nvt(‘N/t; X5, Y) — N‘Z(Vt; X2,Y)‘

< [N (Vs X, Y) = Ng, (Vi Xa, V)| + | Vs (Vi X, V)|

_ _ dlogd
<(u+ r)2K7/3)\’7/37'0 Y3173y (u+ r)2K7/3)\’7/37'0 Y318y To(u + 7’)2\/ (Zg

With choice of small u,r, 9 = O (ﬁ) .3 = 0O (ylogd) and L = © (Poly(d)),

(vIogd)!/3 1 dlogd

X)) — q:(Xa)| <
< 1
~ Poly(d)
In the following, we focus on g;(X5).
Definition D.23. For any time ¢, input X € R%” with query 2, € R, define ;" £ {i € [L] :

[(XT],Vizy > 0} and 6% £ {i € [L] : [XT);Viz, < 0}. Note that X aligns with X, and
aligns with z1, 5. Then 1(¢) C {0, 1}*. Naturally, we have

LX) = 1(X V).

Let Q; = diag(Y ") X, V, then
Gi(X2) = Nf/t(vt;XmY)
—Y/L (11 (){2T IZQ;L,Q) © (X, Vta:L,g))

=1/L-1 <X2T XZ;EL,Z)T (diag(Y ") X, V) 212

~ T
1/L -1 <X2TVZ$L,2> QtiUL,Q

To simplify, we use X that represents X, and z, represents z;, 5, in this Lemma, if there are
no confusion.
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Define g;(X, z — () as sequence X with x; = z — (, similarly for g;(X, z + () and g;(.X, z). Then
with Definition [D.23]

[g:(X, 2 — Q)+ q(X, 2+ () — 2q:( X, 2)|

=1/L- |1 (ef’z_C>T Qi(z—(¢)+1 <etX’Z+C>T Qi(z+ () —21 <6§’Z>T Q=
<1/L- (]1 (ef’“) +1 (egﬂzw) —21 <e§(7z>>T Qiz| +1/L - <]1 <e§€z+c> —1 <etX’Z‘<>>T Q¢
) e ) Y ’

-
Deal with term W. First, consider the second term ‘(IL <etX ’Z+<> -1 <etX ,z—()) Q:C|. With

Assumption [D.6|that ||¢||, = r,

(3 () -1 (29 "¢

<[e-roye

6@ ¢ max Qi

1€l
2

<r

For ¢ @ Cinterm W. Fori e ¢ @ ", with [XT];Vi(2+¢) > 0and [X T];V,(z—
¢) <0, then

—[XTVi¢ < [XT)Viz < [XT),ViC

X Tiez| < [1X ¢

Using chernoff bound for Gaussian variable in Lemma [D.5] let 6 = 2exp (%) = %l, then

t =0y/2log 5 = 0v/2log2d. Substitute V,, given that it is a Gaussian vector with each component
Wt]zg ~ N(0,73), we have wh.p 1 —4

‘[XT]JZ( <r(u+ 7’)\17}\ < 1or(u+1)y/logd
‘[XT]ZWN/tz < ‘[XT]Z-\N/tC < 1or(u+r)+/logd

ie., Pr <‘ [XT]JZ,Z

< 1or(u + 7)/log d> >1—2

In the following, we try to give the upper bound of Pr (’ (XT):iViz

< 1or(u + 1r)+/log d). Define

the standardized variable X Vi N(0,1). We have Pr(|X| < a) = 2®(a) — 1 where ¢ is CDF.

TOU('U/JFT) ~
Lﬂ(:ﬂs and a = "2 then with large d (i.e.

of standard Gaussian random variable. Substituting
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large a),

Pr <|[XT‘Z]iZ| < 7or(u +7)y/log d) - < T[))tf(uviii) S ToiZJEJ?i@)
— 20 (”fgd) —1

2. nes  ry/logd
Vor  ” U

< 7or(u + 1)/log d> < T—Vifg‘i.

Q

ie., Pr () [XT]JZZ

With Bernstein inequality in Lemma|D.2| define new random variable R; = I(|[X T17§5]Zz| < 1or(u+
r)v/log d) where I(-) is the indicator function, E [R;] = Pr(|[X "Vi]iz| < 7or(u + r)y/logd) <
”log . Then w.h.p. 1 —6 =1— 1 we have

h |

L 2021log(1/9) = 2clog(1/0)
z:: L * 3L

2
ZRi <r [20210g(1/9) +Lchog(l/<5) LT rL+/logd
— L 3L u

rLy/1
< VLlogd+logd+ ——— ogd

ie. |67 @ et < /Llogd + log d + mvleed ”Jogd. For sufficiently large L,

|€Xz C®€f,z+C| < TL\/logd

u

(18)

For [Q;]; in term W. For Q, = diag(Y ") X "V, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, Assumption
and Proposition

d

vi > X ulVal;

j=1

Qeill, = [V T (X " Valil, =

< IIXTill Vel
< K(u)\—i— T) (19)
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Combine Equation [I8|and[19, For term B, we have

‘(1 <€§,z+<> 1 <€tX,Z<))T Qi(] < H (IL <€§(’Z+C> —1 (waC))T Q:
@+ @ | max | [Qiily

rL\/log K(u +7)

(u + T)KL\/log
U

<r

Since then, we have completed term ¥ in Equation.

.
Deal with term ®. Consider term ¢ = '(Il ( e C) +1 < XZ+<> —21 (efu)) Q;z| in this

part. Let a = (IL ( Xz C) +1 < XZ+<) —21 (eth)> , then
(11 ( Xom C) +1 ( XZ+C> 21 <6§’Z>>TQtz =a'Qz

According to the definition of (); and V,, we have
a'Q; = a'diag(Y )XV,

t
= a"diag(Y )X "y (1—mA)™" Vv, L(U-—1)

=1

=a' i m(L=mA) " AQ
where AQ, = diag(YT)XTv:EI(UT). Then
(s () e (@) - ()
[0 (@) () - () s

2

For AQ), in term ®.

Definition D.24. For any time ¢, input X € R with query x; € R?, define GX-*r £ {i € [L] :

[XT],V,zy, > 0} and G2 "% 2 {i € [L] : [XT];V,x;, < 0}. Similar to Definition |D.23} note that X
aligns with X, and z, aligns with z, 5.

Suppose ¢, 7 satisfy that, for input x;, = z — ( and x;, = z + ( have the same activation pattern,
then with Definition [D.24] we have

.. _ .. —=X,z— —=X,z+
Z,jEQ’f’Z Cﬂgi(,Z'i‘COI.Z’JegTZ CmgTZ ¢
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Consider the relationship between [AQ,|; and [AQ.]; for the above i,j. We have AQ, =
diag(Y ") X "V, L(U,), then

[AQ-]: = [diag(y )], [X TV, L(U)] = u [X TV L(W)]

)

=Y [XTVVTZ(UT)} ,

J J

AQ,]; = [diag(vT)], [XTVVTZ(UT)]

With Proposition then
AQ-]i = il X Vv, LU = wil X TLE [1/2L - I(f(Uy; X, V) L([X T|Ur1) [X i) |
AQ-]; = yi[ X Vv, L(U,)]; = y;[ X T;E [1/2L - U (f(Urs X, Y NU(X T Urep ) [X ) ]

Thus for z;, € {0,2,2 — (,z + (}. fap, =0, [AQ,]i = [AQ,];. Forall zp € {z,2 — (,z + (},
i,j € GX*=¢ N GX**¢ and then i, j € GX*. Thus,

L(X T :Voy) = L(X ] Vor) = 1
For fixed X, [V, L(U;)]i = [V, L(U2));. 1f [X]: = [X], then y; = 3,
[AQ-]; = [AQ;];
If [X];, [X]; = 2 — ¢, 2 + (, then y; =y,

Q. = (: = OCLAQL, = (= +)C
[AQ-i — [AQ-]; = +2¢C
where C = E [V(f(U X, YNI(X TUrzs) (2 + Q] I [ X0, [Xa]; = 2+, 2, then y; = —y;,

[AQ-]; = (2 £ ()C, [AQ,]; = 2C
[AQ;]; = 2C, [AQ,]; = (2 £ ()C
[AQ,]i — [AQ,]; = (=22 £ ()C, £¢C

where C' = E [I'(f(Ur; X, Y)L(X TiUrzp) (2(£0))z] ] -

.
For (IL ( Yoo C) +1 ( X”C) —-21 (Eth>) AQ; in term ®. With Definition|D.23| we have

1(6) ”(““) -21 ()
=1 ( e ) +1 (e;X’Z*C \ ef(’z> +1 <€t e XZ) + 1 (G;X’ZH \ ef(’z>

_1 ( meXz g) 1 ( Xz K= g) 1 (Gf(,zmeg(,erC) 1 ( XZ\EXZ+C>

=1 <€§,z—4 \ efz) +1 (Ei(,erc \ etX’z> -1 ( # etX’z_<> 1 ( ” et)(’ZJrC)
=1 <ef(’z+< \ etXZ> —1 < \eXZ C) <€§(,z—g \ etXZ> —1 < \eX Z+<>

TV
Part I Part IT
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Observe that Part I and Part II are similar, and we deal with Part I first. Let A = ¢;*™ \ ¢ and
B = ¢\ "¢, Similar to Definition D.23| we give the following definition to divide sets A and

B, based on the above high probability results that is ‘ (X7 Viz| < mor(u +r)y/Tog d.

Definition D.25. For any time 7, input X € R¥% with query 2, = z € R, define F = {i €

(L] : [XTiVez = 7or(u+ r)y/logd}, Fo 2 {i € [L] : [XT];Voz < —7r(u + r)y/Iogd} and
FeE{liell): ‘[XT]JZ,Z’ < 7or(u + 7)y/log d}. Similar to Definition [D.23] note that X aligns
with XQ.

With Definition [D.25]

<Il (et)(’z+< \ etXZ> -1 (eth \ etX’Z_C>>T AQ,

2

i€A i€B 2
< S0 aQdi— DT 1A+ Y [aQdi— > [AQ)
iCANF;T i€ BNF;F 9 iCANF; i€BNFy 9
HY D 1AQ - D [AQ;
i€ANFE i€ BNFE

2

We have introduced the relationship between [AQ,]; and [AQ,]; for i, j € GX*7¢ N GX**¢. In the
following, we show that if &, € F,© (similar for 7~ and F¢) then k,l € GX*=¢ N GX*+¢, thus we
have the same conclusion for [AQ, ], and [AQ,];.

Suppose k, [ satisfy that, when = € {z — (, 2 + (}
(X Vez > 1or(u+1)/logd
XV = 1or(u +1)y/logd

Naturally, we have [X T],V;2 = ror(utr)y/Iogdand [X T],V,2 = ror(u+r)y/logd, ie., k,1 € F;'.
Then
(X TW V2| < [XTVorz = (X T(Vy — V)2 < |[X iV, 2]

and with Assumption and Proposition
(X TWVez > [X T Vez — [[X TV, 2]
> (-t 1) logd - "I OK
2 Tor(u+r)y/logd

where the last inequality comes from ; = O(v/logd). Since {[X "], V;z = 7or(u + r)/logd} C
{[XT|Voz > 0} € GX*¢ N GX*C then we have k,l € GX*< NG "t Thus, if k,1 €
Fr Fo  FE [AQq ], and [AQ,]; hold the same conclusion as [AQ,]; and [AQ,];.
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Therefore, with the definition of data structure, assume that the probability of [X]; = [X];, i.e.
[AQ;]; = [AQ-];, is P, then

(1 (a7 na) —1 (@1 67)) A,

2

icA ieB 2
< S aQ - DD 1A+ Y adi— > [AQ)
iCANF; i€BNF; 9 iCANF, i€eBNFy 9
Y AQ - Y [AQ
1€EANFE i€BNFE

2

<max [|[AQ-ill, [ANFH |+ [ BNFI |+ [ANF [+ [BNF [+ |ANFr| +|BNF)
S(u+r)K<P||AﬂJ—“T+|—\Bm]—“jH+P\|Amf;|—|Bmf;|\+(1—P) (JANF| +|BNF)

+(1-P)(JANnF |+ |BNF-|) +|Amfﬁ|+|BmF;‘|)

For |ANF|,|BNF|and |[ANFF| — |BONFH||. Itisrelatedto [X T];Viz, [X Vi, [X T iV;z.
Attime 7 < t, we can establish the relationship of [X "];V, 2, [X '];V;z. With Proposition and
n = 11, we have

t—1
[(XT]Viz = (1 —mA\) ' T[XT];Vez — Z(l — N T X G2
t—1

= (1=mN X V2 4 [X 5,2

where Z,, = =Y 0 m(l = mA) T G Let Vi = [XT|Viz, Yo = [XTiVez, Vs =
[XT]ZWC, Y;l = [XT]Z'Et’TZ, 6 = (]_ — 771)\>t_T 5 1, we have }/1 = Y;; + 6}/2

Consider Y7, given that [V,];; ~ N(0,77), then
Var([XTiVzz) = 11203 D X5 = w0 l12l51[X 013
J
With Assumption we have Y, ~ N(0, 72u?(u + r)?). Similarly, Y} ~ N(0, 72u?(u + r)?),
Y3 ~ N(0, 7372 (u + 1)?)
Consider Y}, denote its variance as oy ;.

Var([XT}if/Tz) =(1- nlA)Q(t_T)Var([XT]JZZ) + Var([XT]iEt’Tz)

reu?(u+1)% = (1 — )220 (u + 1) + aiT

Opr = \/7'02’&2(16 +7)2 (1= (1 =mA)2=7) 2 mouu + 1)/ mA(t — )
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Let k = 1or(u + 7)+/log d, with Chernoff bound for Gaussian Variable in Lemma|D.5} and we have
Gaussian Integral that [*_e~%*" =,/ then

Pr(ANFH) =Prlic et i ¢ e i e FH
=Pr(Yo+Y¥3>0,Y <0,Y; > &
=Pr[Y;+Y3>0,Y; <0,Y, > 5 — fYY]
=Ey, [Pr[Ys > =Yy | Y5,Y5 <0,V > k — 82 | Y]

By, [Pr[Ys > —Ys | 2] 1(Ys < 0) Pr[Ys > 5 — Y5 | V3]
/0 e G /0 (m%y
< e ortdnTe s dz < e\ o i/ dz

~
—00 —00

VT

<
~ 1 ﬁ2
2 \/21’37"2 (u+r)? + 20?,7_

Pr(BNFH) =Prliee,id e ie Fl
=Pr[Y2>0,Y, - Y3 <0,Y) > &
=Pr[-Y220,-Y, - Y3 <0, -V} > 4]
=Ey, [1(Y2 <0)Pr[Ys > =Y [ Vo] Pr[Yy < —k — Y3 | V3]
=Ey, [1(Ya <0)Pr[Ys > =Y [ Vo] Pr[Yy > k + 8Y5 | Ya]]

2

0 2 _Gstpa)? 0 ( 1 82,2
T 27202 (urt )2 20 27272 (utr)2 20
</ e 2oritutr b dzg/ e\ 70 b/ dz

Sror(u+r)

~
—0o0 —00

NG

<
~ 1 ,32
2 \/27’3r2 (u+tr)? + 20?77,

Using Bernstein inequality in Lemma|D.2} to bound |A N F"| and |B N F;|. Suppose M; = 1(i €
€ ideie Fryand N, =1(i € ef,i ¢ € ¢ i€ F).

Sror(u+r)

|AN F7 —ZM1,|BH}‘+| _ZN

i=1
E[M;] = Pr(M;) 5 TQT(U +7),
E[NZ] = PI‘(Nl) 5 T()T(U + T’)

E[[ANF]
E[|BOF!]

Then with high probability at least 1 — 9, and let § = é,
L
ZMZ v/ Llogd+logd+ ror(u+r)L
=1
L
ZNZ v/ Llogd+logd+ tor(u+r)L
=1
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Finally, for L = © (Poly(d)), we conclude that

IANFH < ror(u+r)L
|BNF S mor(u+r)L

Furthermore, we derive that
|Pr(ANF) —Pr(BNF;)|
= ‘Pr[z’ cetCligeie Ffl—Prlice,id¢ e Cie F

=Ey, [1(Y2 < 0)Pr[Ys > =Y, [ Yo] Pr[r — Y, <Yy <k + Y3 | V2]

w2y

<Ey, [1(Y2 < 0)e iz [Vl

Ut,T

0 22 - 2
S/G%MNM@&L/wmmww
—00 Otr o
SM /OO e Udv
Ut,T 0

S o (u+ )" < 52 (u +1)? < Tor?(u + 1)

Ot ~ T()U(U + 7") 771)\(t — 7') ~ u nl)\(t — T)

Using Bernstein inequality in Lemma[D.2} to bound [|ANFF| — |BnNFT||. Suppose M; = 1(i €
e id¢eie Fryand N, =1(i € eZ,i ¢ € i€ F).

> (M
[E[lANFH — |BAFH)| = E[M — N
= |Pr(M;) — Pr(N;)|

Prlice™i¢ e ic Ff|—Prlice,id¢ e ie Fl

[ANFF| = |BNF!|| =

< Tor?(u + 1)
“uy/mAt —T)

Then with high probability at least 1 — 4, and let § = 2,

2021log(1/9) N 2clog(1/0)
L 3L

| =
M =

E[M; = N;] <

—_

202 log(1/9) N LQClog(l/é) Tor?(u+r)L
L 3L ur/mA(t —7)

(M; — N;)

TOT (u +7)L

ur/mA(t —7)

(M; — N;) < +/Llogd+ logd +

IIMh IIMh ”b'
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Finally, for L = © (Poly(d)), we get that
Tor*(u + 1)L

ur/mA(t —7)

For | ANF |,|BNF-|and ||[ANF_ | —|BNF-||. Similar to the above part, we have
IANF | Smor(u+7)L
IBNF | Stor(u+r)L

14N Ff |~ 1B FH| £

Tor?(u+ 1)L

ur/mA(t —7)

IANF |- 1BNF/|| £

For |AN F¢| and |B N F¢l.

Prli € ;i ¢ &,i€ F] =Pr[Ya+Y3>0,Y, <0,V <]
—E[Pr[Ys+Y; > 0,Y, < 0,Y; — fY3| < 4]

— By, {1<1@§0>Prmz—mm- . ]

Us,t
__ In? P
S By, [1(Y; < 0)e 70?2
Ut,T
< Tor(u 4 r)k V21 < Tor(u + r)1or(u + r)y/log d
~ Otr 27 mu(udr)mAE—T)
< or’(u+r)ylogd

ur/mA(t —7)

Similarly, using Bernstein inequality in Lemma|[D.2} |A N F¢| < ot (uinLViogd ypq |IBNF¢| <

ur/ M A(t—7)
mor?(utr)Lylogd
ur/niA(t—7) ’
Finally,

(]1 <ef{’z_§> +1 (ef’wc) —921 (ef“))T AQ- 2

g(u+r)K<P||Amf:| —|BNF ||+ P||[AnNF | = |BNF ||+ (1 —=P)(JAnNFH +|BNF})

+(1-P) (\Am]—“;H\BmJ—“;\)+|Amfﬂ+meJ-“ﬂ>

Tor®(u + 1)L T0r*(u + ) L/lTog d
S(u+7r)K (2Pm + (1 =2P)ror(u+r)L + oA =) )
Tor%(u + r)Ly/Tog d
ur/mA(t —7)
<Tor2(u +7)2 K L/logd

ur/mA(t — )

S(u+r)K
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When ¢t < n%\ we conclude that term P is

(1 () () = () 0
<mqu () w1 (%) —21 (&) 2,

Zror (u+r)?KLy/logd
e ur/mA(t —T)

Stor*(u +7)*KL+y/logd

,STO)\’lrz(u + r)QKL log d

2

Combine term U and term .

19:(X, 2 — Q) + 9:(X, 2 + ¢) — 2G:(X, )|
1(“ 4) Q. g)+11(XZ+<) Qt(z—l—C)—QIL(e;X’Z)TQtz

(1 (@) (@) ~21(4)) @uef sz | (1 (4) -1 (4)) @

. J/
v -~

\\

—1/L-

<1/L- +1/L -

Stod ' (w4 1)’ Ky/logd + A tru (u + 1) K y/log d

with choice of small u,r, 7y = O (@) ,3 = O (vlogd) and L = © (Poly(d)), therefore, we

conclude that

19:(X, 2 = Q) + G:(X, 2 + ¢) — 20:(X, 2)| S

Deal with |g;, (X5)|. Assume that |g, (X2, 2 — () + g1, (X2, 2 + () — 294, (X2, 2)| S € and from
Theorem we have { = \/loégd. We would first like to analysis |gi, (X2, 2)|, |gt, (X2, 2 —
O, lgt, (X2, z + ¢)|. Naturally, we have

1 (gt1 (X27 zZ+ C) + gtl(X27 2 C)) +7

gty <X27 Z) = 9

where |y| < &.

Then consider the proportion of x5 = {z — (,z + (, 2} in N training sequences with high
probablhty For z, o = {z — (, 2 + (}, its expected proportion is 7 and for xp o = 2, its expected
proportlon 5. Using Hoeffding’s inequality in Lemmam for example Zr2 = z— (, define random
variables,

0 else.

Xn:{l if Xpy=z2—¢
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Since X,, are i.i.d. and E[X,,] = 1,

N

1

P —
r(N

1
2

> t> < 2exp (—2Nt?)

Let 6 = 2exp (—2Nt?), thent = log L Ifl-6=1-1t= \/logd then with probability at

log d

least 1 — §, the proportion of 7,9 = 2z —  is 7+ , Naturally, the proportion of z1, 9 = z + (

is T+ logd , and the proportion of x5 = z is 5 + lof,d.

With the definition of empirical loss, [ is the logistic loss, and I( f(V; ); X2,Y) = log (1 4 e v£/(ViX2)),
Then w.h.p. at least 1 — 0,

L(V,,) = Zz (Vi; ); X2, Y)

ne [N]

- (1 L0 ( IOJng)) gn (X2 + Q) + (i L0 ( h}gvd» gy (X2 — O))
(; w( 1"“)) lgn (X2, 2))

( log )) (90 (X2, 2+ Q)+ Ugn (X2, 2 = ) + 290, (X2, 2)))

»Jklr—*

N

log d
N

+ 20(g1, (X2, 2) — ) + 20(g, (Xa, Z)Z)

~
B

NH

-~

) gt1 X27 Z+ C)) + l(gt1 (XQv 2 C)) - 2l(gt1(X27 z) - 7)4
A

For term A, since [ is convex, then
A :l(gh (X2> Z+ C)) + l(gtl (X27 <z C)) - QZ(gtl (X27 Z) - ’7)
g0 (6,2 + O) + g (X2 — ) — 2 2L T2 2O

2
>0

Further since [ is a 2-Lipschitz function, we have

1(9:(X, 2)) = U(ge(X, 2) = )| < 2y
B =21(gy, (X2, 2) — ) + 2l(g1, (X2, 2))
>20(gi, (X2, 2) =) + 2091, (Xa, 2) — ) — 4y
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Finally, from Theorem 4.2/ we have £ = L we have the lower bound of L Vi),
y oz d 1

>log2 - 0O ! -0 log d
log d N

According to the definition of training loss of component Q on signal weight, i.e. K'(V), we have

_ 1 log d

Naturally, assume that L(V;,) < log 2 + O(¢'),

L) > (}l e ( l°§d>> (A +410g2 — 49)

_ G _0 ( 10]%761)) (A+ 410g2 — O(€))

L(Vyy) <log2+ O(¢)

(i-o( 10]%[ ))Aglogﬂcf)(g')—(i—o( loﬁd>)(4log2—0(f))
1 log
(i-o(V%))

S8

S8

A <O +0(¢)
1 OE)+0)
1—0 < lO]%d>

Consider the Taylor expression of A, including the 2nd order, and u = ¢4, (X2,2z + (), v =
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g1, (X2, 2 = ()

2 2 2
log2+g+%+log2+g+%—2(log?%—ul—v—1—<u;_;))
w0 (u+v)? (u+v)?

T T TR T¢
OE) +0(E)

<A<
1 — O < lo]%[d)

Finally, we have

‘gtl(X7 Z)’? |gt1(X72 - C)‘? ’gt1<X7Z + C)’ < @

then we derive

|gt1 (X27 <z = C) + gt1(X27 Z+ C) - 2gt1 (X27 Z)| S’gtl (X27 2 C>| + ’gtl (X27 Z+ C)| + 2|gt1(X27 Z)‘

From Theorem 4.2 we have ¢ = \/li@, thus & =

Finally, we conclude that

’gt1<X2,Z>|,|gt1(X2,Z—C)’,‘gtl(X2,Z—|—C)’ 5 w g <€/+£) <1+ lO]%_d>

T D
~\logd +/Nlogd +/logd +/N

Deal with ||V}, ||z. Through |g;, (X3)|, we then analysis ||V}, || 7. With Corollary [D.21}

|gt1 (X2)| :Nth (%1; Xo, Y)
=Ny, (V1,; X5, Y) + Ny, (Viy; X2, Y)

1< B
SZ Zzlyz]l([X;]z‘/;fll'Lg) . ([X;—]Z-thng) + €va

1 —
SZ HIL(X;thng)”l max ([X;—]ivtleQ) +eva 20)
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For H ]]-(X;WIJ:L,Q)

,» using Corollary ,

LX) Viyzr2) — (XS Vo)l S KRN3R L28 2 ¢,

2

thus further consider H L(X] Vi, 215)

H IL(X;‘ZVTL,Q)

= > (X i Vizre)

1€[L]
where 1([X, ]Z‘le L2) is Bernoulli r.v., then using Hoeffding’s inequality in Lemma

+2

Pr| > 1(X) iWizpy) >t <e 2
1€[L]

2 . . . .
Letd =e =, withd = %, ¢ = /2log 5 = \/2]og d, then with probability at least 1 — 4 (i.e., 1 — ),

H:H_(X;‘ZI$L72)”1 5 \/logd

Using triangle inequality, we know that

[1(Xy Viyzro)|, S HH(XQT‘leLQ)

) +ey < \/@ + ey
Substitute into Equation 20} we have
|91, (X2)| Sl | 1(X, Vi, 2p0)||, max ([X) [V, 2L2) + vy
7 (Viogd +ev) et PVl + v

u+r)?
Wil (Vigd +e) 0 1 gy,

1 1
<|V,
<l tl”FPoly(d) i Poly(d)

with |g;, (X2)| < W, we have

1

Villr < [Villr S
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D.4 Proof for the Elementary Stage: Proof of Theorem (4.3

Theorem 4.3. In the elementary stage withm, = O(1) and t; = ﬁ where \ denotes regularization
coefficients. With Assumption and initial weights Wy — 044, it holds that there exist ey =
© (1/Poly(d)) (See Definition in Equation[I6) such that

(b.1) The model parameter W of network h is optimized by gradient descent within t, iterations,
Wl = © (dlog(1/ew,)) > [Wollr.

(b.2) With random and small noise weight, the training loss of linear separable component P over
signal weight (Definition in Equation ) at iteration t, satisfies

_ 1
Ktll (th) S exp(—dlog d) + m

Namely, the network h learns the linear separable component P within t, iterations.

Remark D.26 (Proof Sketch). We summarize the proof sketch and main techniques in Proof of
Theorem For (b.1) and (b.2): In the beginning, we first analyze the network h’s output
under the optimal weight, with signal-noise decomposition, separating it into the outputs under the
optimal signal weight and small random noise weights, respectively. The upper bound of the latter
relies on the key Proposition and Corollary [D.20] where the calculation of activations
and attention scores is explicitly written out, leveraging the differences in activation patterns. The
upper bound analysis of the former utilizes the properties of W* and the data construction attributes
of component P. Moving forward, we use this network output to represent the upper bound of
the optimal loss. Furthermore, through gradient descent analysis, we measure ||WW,;, — W*|| and
K} (W) — K} (W*)||. We use proof by contradiction to give (b.1) and (b.2), showing that there
exists a fixed target signal matrix which will classify P correctly no matter the small noise weight.

Proof. According to Theorem[.2] we conclude that the large learning rate creates too much noise to
learn (). Also, from above we conclude that in the first stage, the network weight V;, on () changes
small.

*
Definition D.27. In the elementary stage, denote the optimal weight as U} = {W 0 1

0 th = AV
with initial Wy = Vo — Ogxa, where W* 2 dlog(1/ew,)w*(w*) " € R, and |V, |[r S 5oy

In this section, we primarily focus on the process of optimizing from W, to 1W*. With the
decomposition of signal and noise weight, consider random and small noise, we will prove that IV,
can be optimized to I¥;,, which is close to W7, at the end of this section through gradient descent
analysis.

Since f; is the function of signal weight with random noise weight, then we first consider the
decomposition of f;(WW*; X1,Y)

F(W* X1,Y) = Ny, (W* + Wy; X1,Y)
= NWt(W*;XhY) + NWt(/th;XhY)
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Deal with term Ny, (W;; X;,Y).  With Corollary[D.20| and choice of small u, 7, 7o = O ( Tig d) ,
O (vIogd) and L = Poly(d), then we have

= dlogd 1
Nurd (Wi X0, Y) S molu+90)* [ =1 S oo 2w e

Deal with term Ny, (W*; X1,Y). For the term Ny, (W™*; X1,Y"), we know that

Nw,(W* X1,Y) =Y/L - (L(X]{ Wyzp1) ® (X; W*zr1))
L
1 *
=7 >yl (X Wizpa) - (X Wz ,)
i=1
According to the data structure of X7, assume that 7y = 1/+/d, with Definition and Assumption
[D.6]that (w*)? = 1. We find that

W13 = (dlog(1/ew))” lw*(w*) " |13
= d?log®(1/ew,) (22)

We consider that
yNw, W X1,Y) =y - Y/L- (1(X] Wir1) © (X] W¥zr1))
L
1 *
= = > UXT | Werra) - (IX] W a1,0)
i=1
= dlog(l/ew,l)[Xf]iw*(w*)TxL,l Hl(XlTthL,l)Hl /L

For dlog(1/ew1)[X] iw*(w*) "z 1, with ey = Po];(d)’

dlog(1/ew1)[ X Jiw*(w*) Twp, = dlog(1/ew,) (sign((w*, 6))L + (w*, e))

< dlog(Poly(d))

,» using Corollary ,

’lIL(XlTW'TL,l) — ]l(XlTWxL,l)Hl < K4/3)\*4/37.[;4/3L2/3 5 e

S

For H 1(X Wxp )

Using triangle inequality, we have 1(X; Wxp,) > 1(X] WxL1) — e, thus further consider
H]]_(XITWtZL'LJ) ‘

2

Hll(XlTthL,l)

= 2 WX TWeny)

i€[L]
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where 1([ X, ]ZWt:v 1,1) is Bernoulli r.v., then using Hoeftding’s inequality,

__ 2
Pr Z (X, iWizp,) < (L—t)p | <e 2p0w

1€[L]

+2
For Bernoulli r.v., we have p = 1/2, then let 6 = e 2L20-» = e 2/l with § = %l, t =

\/%Llog% = \/%L log d, then with probability at least 1 — ¢ (i.e., 1 — é),

|1 Waze)| 2 L - VIlogd

Using triangle inequality, we know that

11X W) ||, = IHX T Waz) |l — ew 2 L — /Llogd — ew

Finally,
yNWt(W*;Xl,Y) = dlog(l/ewyl)[Xf]iw*(w*)TxLJ H]]'(Xl—rth‘Lvl)Hl /L

> dlogd(L— \/Llogd—ew> 1/L

logd Ew
> d1 1— - 2

Combine Equation 21)and Equation 23] Combine Equation[21]and Equation 23] we have
YW X0, Y) = yNu, (W* + Wi X1, Y)
> N (W5 X1, Y) = [y (W X, Y)|

logd ¢ dlogd
Zdlogd(l— Ig, _TW>_TO(U+70)2\/ Lg

with choice of small u,r, 7o = O <;> L = O (ylogd) and L = Poly(d), consider the loss

Viegd ) B
with signal weight W, = WW* and random noise weight IV, at time ¢,

N
KAV = 31 (f W X7, Y™)
n=1

logd dlogd
<log <1+exp (—dlogd(l— Oi _ETW>+TO(u+%)2 zg ))

<log (1 + exp(—dlogd)) < exp(—dlogd)

. O O, 3/2 € O, O
which comes from d log d % = d(ll,fyc?d) , dlogd= = %, To(u + 70)2\/ % £ ey =
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Deal with gradient descent to find 1/*. Consider the graident descent of signal W,
Wi =W, — WlVKt(Wt) — AW,
= (1 =mAW; = VE(W,)

With [[W*||p = dlog(1/ew,1) £ B from Equation loss K; is K-Lipschitz, i.e. [|[VEK (W)||r <
K, assume that ||V, — W*||r < R = ©(1) < B, then we can measure the distance of 1V, and W*.

W =W, = || (L= mNW, —mVE, - W
- || (1 —mA W*)Hz 2 AW+ VK — 2 (1 — m\) (W, — W™ AW)

—2m(1 - 7]1)\)<Wt — W*, VK,)
=[|(1 = mA)(W, — W*)Hz +nt [[AW* + VI |13 — 2mA (L — mA) (W, W)
+ 2mA(L = mA) (W, W) = 2m1 (1 — mA) (K (W) — K (W)
<[ =AWy = W2 + 202 (VB + K2) — 20 A(1 = A)(R + B)B
+ 2mA(L = mA)B? = 21 (1 — mA) (K, (W) — K (W)
<[ =AWy = W2 + 202 (A B + K2) — 2pA(1 — A RB
=201 (1 = mA)(Ey(W3) — Ky(W))

For the sake of contradiction, assume that K}(W,) — K}(W*) > C,let0 < 1 —m\ < 1, and

ABR+C 2
771 < N B2+ A2BR+K2+)NC° and )\R ~ C,

[Wier = W[, < ||[(We = W[5 + 22(A2B + A°BR + K* + A\C) — 21 (ABR + C)
< ||(W, = W*)||; — 2m(ABR + C)
< [|O7, = Wl; — 4mAR?

1
dm A

Thus, in the elementary stage with ¢; iterations, ¢t < t; £
— 12 — 12

[T, = W[ < [ — W) 2 — 4t AR <0
which is a contradiction, i.e., K} (W, ) — K} (W*) < C.

Therefore, in the elementary stage within ¢, iterations, ¢; <
mization, ||W,, || satisfies |W4, || < B + R, then

Wl = © (dlog(1/ew,1))

<& /\, through gradient descent opti-

and the training loss satisfies

K;, (W) < K, (W*) + C S exp(—dlogd) +

1
Vogd
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D.5 Proof for the Specialized Stage: Proof of Theorem [4.4]

Theorem 4.4. In the specialized stage with annealing learning rate ny, = 1, /\263/’17’ andt; <t <

O! 2 €
t1 + to, where ey,; = O(1/Poly(d)) (See Definition in Equation , t, & 47%, ty & lingi\%’l),
v,1

A denotes the Ly regularization coefficient and data noise ||(||s = r (See Section [3.1)). With
Assumption it holds that

(c.1) The model parameter V' of network g is optimized by gradient descent within t, iterations,

log(l/eul) )
€va Poly(d)

(c.2) With random and small noise weight, the training loss of nonlinear separable component Q
over signal weight (Definition in Equation[0)) satisfies

IOg(l/EVJ) 1
>+¢ﬁﬁ'

Namely, the network g learns nonlinear separable component Q within t, iterations.

n%ﬁmuz@( SVl

9 _
Kt1+t2 (Vt1+t2) S exp (_ ev1

Remark D.28 (Proof Sketch). We summarize the proof sketch and main techniques in Proof of
Theorem To begin with, we explore the properties of optimal weight V', + V* and analyze the
network ¢’s output under the optimal weight at timepoint ¢; + ¢5. Using triangle inequality, we need
to handle three parts A, B, C' separately. Part A exploits the characteristics of V* in detail. Part
B uses the key Lemma [D.T5]and Corollary to analyze the relationship between the network
output at time ¢; + ¢ and at time ¢;, taking into account the signal weight update formula. Part C
utilizes the properties of the network output at time ?¢; to facilitate the analysis. Thereafter, we use
this network output to represent the upper bound of the optimal loss. Furthermore, through gradient
descent analysis, we measure ||V, 4, — (Vi + V*)|| and | K2 L, (Vi 10) — K2, (Vi + V)]
We use proof by contradiction to give (a) and (b), showing that there exists a fixed target signal
matrix which will classify O correctly no matter the small noise weight.

Proof.

Definition D.29. For time ¢,, input X € R¥E with query 2, = z — (, 2,2 + ¢ € RY, define

Hi & {i e [L) | [X Vi (2 = Q) > 0,[X T[iVi 2 > 0,[X Vi, (2 + ¢) < 0}
Ho 2 {i € [L]| [X Vi, (2 =) > 0,[X]iVi,2 < 0,[X Vi, (2 + ) < 0}
Hs 2 i c[L]| [XT:iVi, (2 —¢) < 0,[X iV, 2 < 0,[X TV, (2 + ¢) > 0}
Hy = {i € [L] | [X Vi (2 = Q) < 0,[X Vi 2 > 0,[X iV, (2 + ¢) > 0}

Similar to Definition [D.23| note that X aligns with X, and z, aligns with x, 5.

We first try to analyze the probability of : € ;. With Assumption[D.6 we can compute the cosine
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of z — ( and z,

(z—(2) u? — ((, 2) B u? — ur cos 6
1z]l2]lz — C]l2 u\/u2—2 2) +12  uyvu? 412 —2urcosb

0
sinf = v1 — cos?26 = rsin b

Vu2 +r? — 2urcos b,

cosf =

For small r, with Taylor expansion of arcsin #, we have that the angle of z—( and zis § = %—i—(’)(rQ).

For H,, when [ X T]ﬁzl fall into the middle of z — ( and z, as well as not in the positive half space
of z + (, its probability is approximately the proportion of the spherical surface area corresponding
to the angle = + O(r 2). Using Hoeffding’s inequality in Lemma and further consider Corollary

D.14] let X; = 1{i € H,}, then |H,| = S1, X;

i r
EHHlH:L'PF<Z€H1)%L'%+EV

Then, let 6 = 2exp <—¥) t =, /%Llog %, andl -0 =1— %l, then with probability at least 1 — 6,

1 2
L
|H1| 5 2:1_—“ +€V+ \/Llogd

Similarly, we have

|,H1’ ‘/H2| ’?'[3‘ |,H4’ < — —|—€V -+ \/Llog

Definition D.30. In the second stage, denote the optimal weight as U = Wh —g AW 7 SL Vel =
t1

o ] Il S dtou(1 e, and Ve € R st

( log(/eva) T ifi € Hy;
Tey,1 ,
_2osl/eva) )T gy € H,:
TEV,1 7
[ng*]z — Mz—r le € /7’-[37 (24)

TEV, 1
2log(1 o
_ g ( /€V,1)ZT ifi € 7_[4;

TEV,1
L 0 otherwise.

We have that ||W,,4r — Wy, ||, < ||[Vi, +V* = Vi,|| = [|[V*|| . and we still have [[W, || S
dlog(1/ew 1) from Theorem In this section, we primarily focus on the process of optimizing

59



from V;, to V;, + V*. To calculate the Frobenius norm ||V *|| -

12X, VI3
log(1/ev, 2log(1/ey1) log( 1/ev N>
=Z(</1)|%+Z(———¢-|%+Z D) T
i€H1 1€EHo i€EH3 Vil
2log(1
DL L R
1€H4 revia
log(1
Su? ] (—Og( /Ev’l)) Su ( +ev+\/@) g§ va)
Tev,1 2T V,l
<uLlog2(1/6V,1)
re%ﬂ

and then ||[V*||p = O <M> , Where c is a constant.

€v,1

In the following, we focus on the empirical loss with optimal weight V,, + V*.
Kt21+t(vt1 + V*) = E(Nvtﬁ-t (th + V*; X2a Y))

1 _
= Z log (14 exp (—yp Ny, ., (Vi, + V5 X5, Y™))

ne[N]
and then consider y Ny, ,,(Vi, +V*; X5,Y),

yNVt1+t (th + V*; X2a Y)
zyNth-H(V*; X27 Y) - yNVt1+t (Vh; X27 Y)
2 yNth (V*7 X, Y) - ’yNVzl-«-t(V*; X, Y) - yNth (V*; Xo, Y)| - yNVt1+t (Vh ; Xo, Y)

J/

-~ -~ -~

A B C

Deal with term A. We have
yNy, (V5 X0, Y) =y- Y/L (1 (Xy Vo) © (X, Vizps))

i Z iVarra) © ([X5 iV rLe))

For z1 2 = z — (, we have that

[Hi] 10%(1/6\/,1)ZT(Z _¢)- [Ha| 21og(1/ev1)

L Trey L Tey,1

< log(1/evi)u(u+r) < roL v logd>

< _
Tev,1

Ny, (V5 X9, Y, 20 =2~ () < 21 (z =)

2mu L L
_log(1/ev.)(ut )

~

€v,1
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and for x5 = z + (, we have that

[Hs|log(1/eva) +
L Tev,1

 [H4f 2log(1/ev) +
(z+ () 7 revs z

< log(1/evi)u(u+r) ( ro, e logd>

(z+¢)

Ny, (V55 Xo,Y, w10 =2+ () <

2T L + L

Y

7"6‘/71

< _log(l/ev,l)(u +7)
~ v

and for x, o = 2, we have that

Ny (V¥ Xa, Yy aopo = 2 + ¢) < Ll 1080 eva) v [Fhal 21og(T/eva) v,

L T€V1 L Tey
log(1 2 log d
<_ gfeva)u” [ ev  [log
T€V1 2ru L L

< _log(1/ev1)u
~ €v,1

Finally, with small r < u, for x5 € {z — (, z, 2 + (}, we have

S ulog(1/ev,)

~Y

yNy, (V75 Xy, Y)

v

Deal with term B. With the definition of || X] V*||2, and || X V*|2 < “Lle /) 'we derive

TEY 1
that
log(1
XT vy < oall/ev) \/E
€v.1 T
. log(1/e u(u +1r)?
HXZTV ]ixLQ‘ ,S g( / Val) ( )
€v.1 r
With Corollary

log(1/ev1) [u(u+r)?
eyl r

[yNv, (V5 X2, Y) — yNy, (V5 X0, Y)| S <ev + L, /% ++/Llog d)
1

1Og(l/EV1)
SRA SR ALIAy S Y
~ EV,1[\/7_“ ( 6v,1\/F)

O (v/1ogd) and

where the last step satisfies when with choice of small u, 7, 7o = O (\/TLg» '3
L = © (Poly(d)), and 1, = m A}, . Finally,

[Ny, (V5 X2, Y) — yNy, (V5 X5, Y)| S Mog(1/ev)
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Deal with term C'. Before, we have

< 1
~ Qlog d)1/A

|gt1(Xaz)|7 |gt1(X’Z _C)|7 |gt1<X7z+C)| 5 O

Then, combine with Corollary

|NV}1 (th;XQ’Y)l < |gt1(X2)| + |Nth (vh;XQvY) - Nth (W1;X2ay)|
< 190 (X2)| + [Ny, (Vi Xo, V)|

1
< -
~ (logd)'/4 Teva

With Corollary D.17/and [V, || < 55

= = /72 1
‘yNthth(vtﬂXZ’ Y) - yNth (tha X27 Y)| S (EV + L E + LlOgd> L - Poly(d)

< ! 2
™~ Poly(d) \/ m

Finally, we get

— 1 72
N Vi X0, V)| S —— o
}y Vt1+t< 15 %2, )‘N(logd)1/4+ev’l+Poly(d) m

ey

S g T+ ———

~ (log d)t/4 v Vlogd

1
+ €y

< __ -
™~ (logd)'/*

when with choice of 7, = m X%y, 7, 1+ = O (Vlogd).

Combine term A, B and C.

yNV;gl.H(Vh + V*7X27Y>
ZyNVzl (V*;X%Y) - }yNth-»-t(V*;X%Y) - yNVzl(V*;X%Y)‘ - ‘yNthth(th;X?’YH

A B el
>ulog(1/ev71) 1

LBV N og(1/eyy) — ——— —
~ €va og(1/ev1) (log d)1/4 v

Finally, with choice of small u, 7, 7y = O ( ﬁ) .3 = O (y/logd) and L = Poly(d), then for the

og
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training loss of component O,
i oV + V) = LNy, (Vi + V55 X, Y))

1 —
= N Z log (1 + exp (_yzNthth (Vt1 + V7 Xg? Yn)))

n€[N]

ulog(1/e 1
S log (1 +exp (—% + Alog(1/eva) + (log )1/t + €v,1>)

< log (1 + exp (—M>) < exp (——IOg(l/EV’l))

€v,1 €v,1

which comes from “SU/451) — Poly(d) log d, Alog(1/eva) = VIog d. v = by

Deal with gradient descent to find V,, + V*. Consider the graident descent of signal V/,

Vigr =V —mVEK(Vy) —mA\V;
= (1 =mANV, —mVE(V))

Similar to gradient descent of W, let V;, +V* be W*, then ||Vt1 + V*HF =0 (bg(j‘f?”) + Poly( )> =

B.Let |V, — (Vy, + V*)||, <R =0(1) < B.

[Vier = Vo + VL,
= H(l — AV — VK, — (Vi + V*)Hz
= [|(0 =N (Vi = (Ve + V) = AV, + V) + VE)|
= |0 =N (Vi = (Vi + Vs + 53 |ANV e + V) + VK.
— 2 (L= AN (Vi = (Vi + V), AV, + V)
— 2y (1 — AV — (Vy, + V), VK,)
<= N (Vi = (Vi + V)|, + 202002B? + K2) — 2A(1 — M) (R + B)B
+ 2 A (1 — 7N B? — 25(1 — o\ (K(Vy) — K(Vy, + V7))
<= N (Vi = (Vi, + V)|, + 202(02B2 + K2) — 2ipA(1 — nA)RB
— 21 — ) (K (V) — Ke (Vi + V7))

For the sake of contradiction, assume that (K2(V;) — K2(V;, + V*)) > C,1let 0 < 1 —mp\ < 1,

and T2 < )\232+§\\2B;};—5K2+)\C, and )\_l%2 ~ C,

[Virr = (Vi + V9, < | (Ve = (Vi + V)5 + 203 B* + ¥ BR+ K2 + AC) — 20:(ABR + C)
< (Ve = (Vi + VD, — 20(ABR + C)
< (V= (Vo + V)|, — AR
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. .. . . . log?(1
Thus, in the specialized stage within ¢; <t < 1 + ¢, iterations, £ £ %
v,1

log? (1/eva)
2

Hvtler - (th + V*>HZ S H(Vh - (th + V*))HZ - 4t2772)\R2 § P
V1

— 4t2772)\R2 <0

which is a contradiction.

log? (1/€v,1)
47’]2)\6%/’1

Viy 16, || satisfies |V, 14, || < B + R, then

log(1/€ev1) N 1
v Poly(d)

Finally, we conclude that, in the specialized stage within ¢, iterations, 5 < S <

through gradient descent optimization,

Hﬁﬁsz@(

and the training loss satisfies

— — N log(1/ev1) 1
K2 (Vi) < K (Vo + 1)+ C S op (B0 ) 4
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D.6 Proof for the Specialized Stage: Proof of Theorem

Theorem 4.5. In the specialized stage with annealing learning rate ny = 1, /\263/’17’ andty <t <

O! 2 €
t1 + to, where ey,; = O(1/Poly(d)) (See Definition in Equation , t, & 47%, ty & lingi\%’l),
v,1

A denotes the Ly regularization coefficient and data noise ||(||s = r (See Section [3.1)). With
Assumption[d.1|and number of training prompts N = © (Poly(d)), it holds that

(d.1) For the model parameter W of network h, through gradient descent optimization from iteration
t1 to ty + to, ||Wist, — W, || F satisfies

2
— — Vi
W = W[ S

log® (1/ev,1) viogd’

(d.2) With random and small noise weight, the training loss of linear separable component P over
signal weight (Definition in Equation [2)) satisfies

2
L . €

Kl . 1 11/ < vii .
‘ trts(Witts) — K5, ( t1)>\ ~ log? (1/ev1)v/1ogd

Namely, the network h continues to preserve the elementary knowledge like ‘P within t, iterations.

Remark D.31 (Proof Sketch). We summarize the proof sketch and main techniques in Proof of
Theorem [{.5] At the first step, based on the expression for the training loss of component P
over signal weight, we use the triangle and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to transform the difference
in training loss at times ¢; + t5 and ¢y, i.e. | K}, (W 4,) — K (Wy,)]], into the difference in
model weights at the two times, i.e. HWHM — Wy, H Following that, through gradient descent
analysis, similar to the analysis of ||IW;, — W*|| in Theorem 4.3} we derive ||W;, 1+, — W*|| and
combine these to conclude ||W;, 1+, — W4, || in (a). Naturally utilizing the relationship between
1K} o, (Wiiie,) — KL (Wy,)|| and |[W, 1, — W4, || from the first step to derive (b). In total, we
demonstrate that the model weight W and training loss of P are almost stable.

Proof. Deal with gradient descent from th to Wt1+t2. Similar to the optimization from W, to
W™ in Appendix we consider the graident descent of signal W,

Wi =W, —mVEK(W,) — m AW,
= (1 - 772)‘>Wt - Uszt(Wt)

With |[W*||r = dlog(1/ew,) = B fromEluation loss K, is K-Lipschitz, i.e. [|[VEK (W)||r <
K. For t; <t <ty + ty, assume that |W; — W*||p < Ry < B. For the sake of contradiction,

assume that K} (W) — K}(W*) > Cy,1et 0 < 1 —mo\ < 1, and 1y < AQB2+igB§§:ff@+ACQ, and
A\RS < Oy,

[Wirr = WHJs < ||[(We = W3+ 202(A2B% + A2BR, + K2 + ACs) — 212(ABR, + Cs)
< ||(W; = W*)||s = 2(ABR, + Cs)
<7 =W, - 2mC;
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From Theorem | in the specialized stage within ¢, iterations, t, = lognx%’l) t & A From
V,1
the gradient descent in Appendlx we have ||[W,, — W*|| » S R B=dlog(1/ er) then

Hththz — W*Hz S ||(Wt1 — W*)”; — 2t27720 S R2 — 2t2’l7202 <0
Raevy,1

log(l/ewl) ’

<& Cs. Thus, at iteration ¢, + ¢o, the training loss of component P over signal weight

which is a contradiction. We naturally have R < then we can derive that \R? <

)‘REE%/J
log? (1/6\/71)
satisfies
Vdlogd €1

"L " g (1evs) Viogd
Combining the conclusion in Theorem[4.3] we have that the difference of loss between iteration ¢,
and t1 + t9 18

Kt11+t2 (th-i-tz) < Ktl +t2<W*> +C S €w,1 +

6%/,1

| S = (25)
log” (1/€y.1) v/1ogd

In the following, we would like to show that the changes in 1/ is also small. With 1-Lipschitzness

of logistic loss, we know that

|Kt11+t2 (Wt1+t2) - Ktll (Wt1>>

1

1 (W) = KL 70| = |5 32 (0Niw e, (W0t X3, Y™) = 1N, (W X2, Y™)))
ne[N]
1 A7 —
< 3 N, Wi X Y) — Nog, (W X777
ne[N]

A
(26)
Deal with Term A. With Corollary and Corollary we derive that
‘NWt1+t2 (Wt1+t23 X7,Y") — Nth (th; X7, Yn)‘
< Nwiy oy Wity X7, Y) = Ny, (W, X7, Y7 (27)
+ | Nw,, Wi X1, Y™) = N, (W XT,Y™)|
< (ew + L\/? T log d) K(“L% | N, (W s X2, Y™) — Nyg, (Wi X0, Y7
(28)

Substitute Equation [28]into Equation [26] and use Cauchy-Shwartz inequality,
} Ktl1 +t2 (th +i2 ) - Kt11 (Wh )) |

—1 noyn n yn K(u+ 2
S D [ Nw, (Wi XT0Y™) = Now, (Weys X7,Y7)| + (6W+L\/ ZQ Llogd) <L—)\%)
ne[N]

= — K(u+v)?
S (N, (Wos s X7 Y7) — Ny, (W X7, V7)) <€W 1,24 VTTog d) Klut70)°
1

L)
ne[N]
=7 n n n n 1
Z (Nwtl(Wt1+t2§X1»Y ) = Nw, (W X7,V >) + Poly(d)
née[N] ‘B,

66



where the last step comes with choice of small u,r, 7 = O <ﬁ> ,3 = O(y1logd) and

L = © (Poly(d)), and 1 = 1 \*€},,r. Deal with term B. With Assumption[D.6) We have
(Nth (Wt1+t2; X{Lﬂ Yn) - NWt1 (Wt1 ; X?? Yn))Z
—(v/L (1 (X Waera ) © (X7 Woy i) )
=y /L (1 (X7 W) © ([X?]TWHQ:LJ)))Q

1 n|2 ny 2 n 1 T17 n T T7x7 2
< ppmax [V |1 {[XT] Woara )| X Wesntoa = [X7] Waara

1 n) T 2 1T 112 |75/ |12 2
< o (6 W) | N1 [P0 = T

1
=7z

2 _ _
‘1 L(u+ )" HWt1+t2 -Wy Hi

1 ([X;@]thleJ)

2

For term HIL ([Xﬁ—rwtleJ)
1

Using Corollary [D.13]

1T Wapy) = WX Wag )|y S KA 1208 2 ¢y

’

thus further consider H (X thx L1)

H]l(XlTthxL 1

Z thxL 1)

i€[L]
where 1([X,' |;W;, 2, 1) is Bernoulli r.v., then using Hoeffding’s inequality in Lemma

Pr| > 1(X) i Whap,) >t ] <e T

1€[L]
Letd = e~ 7, with § = 1.t =4/2log ¥ = \/2log d, then with probability at least 1 — 4 (i.e., 1 — ),
H ]l(XlT/V[leL,l) H < /logd
1
Using triangle inequality, we know that
5 _ 2 2
X Waz Il S (I W)l +ew) S (Vigd +ew)
Thus, for term B, we have
YA/ n n A7 n ny) 2
(Nth (Wt1+t2; Xl ) Y ) - Nth (th; Xl 7Y ))
1
([X”fvvm )

<—
§< <\/10g +€W> Hththa_thH;

2 _ _
‘ L(u+ )* HWt1+t2 - Wy Hi
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and then for |K} ,,, (Wi, 4s,) — KL (W4,))

2

|Ktl1+t2 (Wt1+t2) - Kt11 (th )) ’

1 TA/ n n A/ n ny\ 2 1
SJN ;\7] (NWz1 (Wt1+t2; Xl Y )v_ NWz1 (Wh; Xl Y ))/+ POly(d)
" B

u —+ — — 1
< \/L_]\;) (y/logd—l—eW) ||Wt1+t2 — th”F + Poly(d)

Combining with Equation 23] we can derive that

2
€ 1
W W Vi1
H t1+to tlHF 5

log® (1/ey1) vIogd ~ Poly(d)
when VLN = O(y/logd + ew), i.e. N = O (Poly(d)).

Therefore, we conclude that in the specialized stage, the changes in ¥ and the loss in the & network
are both small, and the loss remains very low.

2
_ € 1
Vi1
H” ti+te T 4 t1HF5

log” (1/ey1) viogd  Poly(d)

and

2
e o €
Kby W) — KL (W))| S e
| t1+t2< t1+t2) tl( tl))‘ ~ 10g2 (1/6‘/71) logd
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D.7 Proof for Spectral Characteristics: Proof of Corollary 4.6|
Corollary 4.6. Under the assumptions in Theorem{d.2]~ Theorem it holds that

(a) In the elementary stage within t,

(b) In the specialized stage within to

Proof. Compute the gradient of weight 1/, and 17/,

layer, we have

A 1
T 4mA

Tr(Wy,) > Tr(Vy,).

iterations, the spectral dynamics satisfy

a log?(1/evy)
_ 47]2)\6%/’1

Tr(Wiy14,) < Tr(Viy44,).

~ o~ 1
fU:;X,)Y)=Y - 57 ReLU (X T WiWozr)
=Y /2L -ReLU (X "Ux;)

iterations, the spectral dynamics satisfy

With one normalized Relu self-attention

where X € R?¥2L 7 = W Wq € R*>24_ Consider the gradient of weight Wy and W,

~

Vw, L(U)

-~

[V L(U) i

~

[V L(U)];

&=

&=

&

&=

Il | I
& &

&=

VU XY )V (U X))
V(U X V) (V2L ReLU (XTWWour) )]
1/2L - U(f(U; X,Y))yr Y _ y;VReLU ([XT]iW;WQJZL)]

i=1
2L

=1

1720 U(F(U X,V )yl (X LW W) Wolsw, [X ;|

V2L V(f(U; XY ))yr >yl (X T Wi Wozr)Woar [X ]

1/2L U (f(U; X,Y))We (X - diag (L(X Wi Wau,)) 2f) "

120 V(£ (U X, )y L (X W Woar) Woliw X T
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Similarly, we have

I
&=

Vo LU) = B [1(f(U; X, 7))V (g f(U; X, V)]

I
&

V(U X V)V (Y /2L RelU (X W Wouy) ) |

I
&=

1/2L - U(f(U; X,Y))yr Z y; VReLU ([XT]iW;WQxL)]

=1

I
&

2L
2L - U'(f(U; X,V )y Y yiﬂ([XT}iW[}rWQ:IJL)WKXZ-xZI
=1

1/2L - U(f(U; X, V) Wi X - diag (1(X W] Wozr)) xﬂ

I
&=

~

[V L(U)]s

~

[V, L(U)];

I
&=

/2L 1(f (U X,V ))ynyid (X W W) Wi Xia |

I
&=

1/2L - V(F (U X, V) LX) WA Warn) Wi X |

With [ = —logo (ny(U; X, }N/)> wehave ! £ I'(f(U: X,Y)) = z%ei’;?(:yiile(f;(%;) According

to Vv, L(U) and Vi, L(U), let A = E [I'X - diag (1(X W, Wox1)) #]] € R, then we have

WK,t+1 = WK,t - TIVWK,tE(Ut) - 77/\WK,t

= (1 =MWkt —nVw, L(Ur)
= (1 =g\ Wg s —n/2L - Wo, Al

Similarly,
Waor1=Weqi — anQ,t/L\(Ut) — AWt

= (1 =nM)Wae — Vg, L(U:)
= (1 — 'I’])\)WQ¢ — T]/QL . WK,tAt

Eigen decomposition and the gradient descent of eigenvalues. Assume that Wy ~ W and
simultaneous diagonolizability,

Wi = M - diag(c(Wg))®"
Wqo = M - diag(c(Wg))®"
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Then,

Wi =(1— n)‘)WK,t —n/2L - WQ,t[At]T
Wi —n/2L - My - diag(o(Wo,))®/ [Ad]
Wi —n/2L - M, - diag(c(Wg,))®/ [A] T @D/
Wiy — /2L - M, - diag(c(Wo,)) (9] Ad,) " @]
= (L =n\)Wau —n/2L - Wi Ay
YWou —n/2L - M, - diag(c(Wg,))®/ A,
YWo. —n/2L - My - diag(c(Wk,))®, A, @, 0/
YWae —n/2L - M, - diag(o(Wg,)) (@] A,®,) @

If we have A is symmetric and ® " A is diagonal, then for the eigenvalues of Wy and Wy, i.e.
o(Wk) and o(Wy),

0 (W) = (L= nN)o (Wies) —n/2L - 0(Wa,) @ o([A]")

o (Wous1) = (L =nA)o (Wou) —n/2L - 0(Wi,) © 0(Ay)
Let vw = oc(Wg) = 0(Wg) € R¢andw = o(U) = o(Wg) ® a(Wg) € R, a = o(A),

o (Wi 1) © 0 (W et1)

=(1=n\) (0 Wky) © 0 (Wou)) —n/2L - (0(Wk)?) © a(Ay)
—1/2(6c(Wo)®?) @ a([A]T)

=(1 =1\ (0 Wky) © 0 (Wau)) —n/2L (0(Wk)*? + 0(Wai)®?) © o(A)

Finally, we have
w = (1 —npNw' —n/2L - 2u' © o

Analysis the relationship of @ = Tr(A) and w = Tr(U). In the following, we analysis the
relationship of @ and w. To Compute trace of matrix A,

Tr(A) = Tr (I@ [I'X - diag (L(X Wi Wozp)) x{])

= E [Tr (I'X - diag (1(X "W Wozp)) 21 )]

—E|/'Tr (X - diag (1(X "W Wozr)) 2))

J/

-

M
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For term M,

L
< max(||z]3) ) [LXTWiWoar)],

j=1 ~-

Z
For term Z,
Wy = M - diag(c(Wg))®"
Wqo = M - diag(c(Wg))®"
X"WeWoz, = X' - diag(v/w)M "M - diag(vw)® " xy,
= X0 diag(w)® "z,
and then
[L(X "W Wazy)], = [L(X"® - diag(w)® zy)]

I
L—
—~

L(X " ®)1(diag(w))L(® z1))],
[XT];®) 1(diag(w))1(® " zp)

I
=
—~

L([X];®)1(P " w2) L (w)

]~

k=1

|l

L([X T]jzL) 1 (wy)
k=1

Combine term M and term 2, and assume that almost Vw; > 0, then we have

a
=E [I'Tr (X - diag (1(X Wi Woar)) z7)]
=p_E [I'Tr (X - diag (1(X "WxWozr)) z,)] + p+E [I},Tr (X - diag (L(X Wi Wozr)) 2] )]

[1(X T WiWozp)] .| + (1 —p)E [I).Tr (X - diag (1(X ' Wi Wozyr)) z,)]

" max(||[|3)
L J

J

vV

s

&
M=

1

1([X "]jaL) 1 (wy)

M=
M=

=pE |1~ max([|z[|3)

1 k=1

<.
I

1([X "]jan) 1 (wy)
j=1 k=1 J
—pmax(||z|]2)E [I'171(X )] £ —pk

|l

M=

!/

=pmax(||z[3)E |1
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where p is the proportion of negative logistic loss, k = max(|z|2)E (217 1(X Tz)] > 0. We
conclude that the lower bound of @ is independent with w, naturally,

Analysis 1V; and V. By similar proof, for W = [Wj | W

Let A' = E[I'X, -diag (L(X] [WE]TWhar)) ] ] € R, wl = o(Wk) © o(W)) € RY,
al = o(Al), we also have

~ BN : T
VW}(L<W) =E [1/L ) ll(f<W; X1, Y))Wclg (Xl - diag (1<X1T[W11(]TWclng,1)) 3{1) ]
VW(}?Z(W) =E [1/L A (FW; X1, Y)W X, - diag (1(X1T[Wll(]TWclng,l>) le]

and p; is the proportion of the negative derivative of logistic loss I'(f(W; X7,Y)) <0
Wy = (L= n\@; + 2pikan/L @}, k2 max(||=]3)E [I2 171X 2,4)]

ForV = [Wi]TW3, let A% = E [I'X; - diag (1(X] (WE]"Waar2)) xf o] € R w? = o(WE)®
o(W3) € RY, o = g(A?), we have

Viz L(V) = B [1/L - V(f(Vi X0, V)W (X - diag (1(X] [WE] Waa12)) 21) |

E[1/L-U(f(V:Xe,Y))WEX; - diag (1(X, [W2] W2ay0)) 2] ,)

and p, is the proportion of the negative derivative of logistic loss I'(f(V; X3,Y)) <0

Wy = (1= N + 2pakon/L 0y 2 max(a D (117 1(X] 2,0)]

A

In the elementary stage. With learning rate ;, Tr(W;) £ w}, and Tr(V;) = w?, we have

Wiy = (L= mN@; + 2pikon /L@y, k2 max(||2]3)E [[I2[171(X, wr,1)]

E
Wiy = (L =A@} + 2pokomy /L W7, ks 2 max(|l]3)E [IL[1T1(X] w15)]

then through ¢; < mLA iterations, according to the dynamic of the trace of W and V/,

Wy, = (1—mA+ 2pikam /)" W,
w%l = (1 — 771)\ + 2p2k2771/L)t1 w%

We conclude that Tr(W;) and Tr(V;) have similar update rules where the rate of exponential growth
over time mainly depends on three factors: (1) The learning rate 7;. (2) The proportion of the
negative derivative of logistic loss p. (3) The negative derivative of the logistic loss is selected based
on the similarity between query x;, and sequence X, i.e. 1(X; 1 ;). Further compute k with the
mean absolute value of the selected negative derivative.
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Combine Theoremwith small and random noise, |W,, ||z = |Wy,||F and ||V, ||F ~ [V, F
we conclude the following corollary that at time %1,

Wy, = Te(Wy,) <\ Te(W W) = [We |l S dlog(1/ew,)
/ 1
wtl - Tr(‘/;ﬁ) S Tr(‘/;;r‘/tl) - H‘/tlHF ~ POly(d)

Tr(Wy,) > Tr(V;,)

Finally, we have

AL

In the specialized stage. With learning rate 7, Tr(W;) = w}, and Tr(V;) £ w7, we have
v & max(la|HE 111X )]

wt+1 (1 — m\)w, + 2pikine/ L - Wy, x(
» 2 max(||z|2)E [|I 117 1(X, 21,2)]

k
Wiy = (1 — AW, + 2pokan /L -}, k

2
Through ¢ < % iterations, according to the dynamic of the trace of W and V/,
V,1

wz}wm = (1= mA+2pikip/L)" w;
wt1+t2 = (1= oA + 2pokanp /L) wt1

Similar to the elementary stage, we conclude that Tr(WW;) and Tr(V}) still have similar update rules
where the rate of exponential growth over time mainly depends on three factors.

Combine with Theorem [4.4] and we have

log (1/€
0, = TeWase) € VTV W) = [ Wil S dlog(1feny) + 20/ 00)
:

w 1 log(1/€ev1)
w?1+t2 = Tr(Viiea) < \/Tr(vtlTthQththz) = [[Visstollp S Poly(d) + .

Finally, we have

Tr(Wt1+t2) < Tr(vt1+t2>

In summary, by applying spectral analysis techniques, such as SVD and gradient descent on
eigenvalues, we conclude that whether in the elementary stage or specialize stage, Tr(1/;) and
Tr(V;) follow similar update rules. The rate of exponential growth over time primarily depends on
three factors: (1) the learning rate 7; or 7,; (2) the proportion p; or p, of the negative derivative of
logistic loss; and (3) k; or k, represents the mean absolute value of the selected negative derivative.
By the way, the negative derivative of the logistic loss is selected based on the similarity between
query z, and sequence X, i.e. 1(X| z1,1). When comparing the updating rules for the traces of
weights in the two stages, we find that the three factors differ and vary with training. However, the
overall exponential growth trend remains consistent.

Additionally, from Theorems[4.3| ~[4.5] it’s straightforward to compare the relationship of 7' (W)
and T'r(V) at iteration ¢; and ¢; + ¢, which demonstrates that relatively small eigenvalues of
attention weights store elementary knowledge and large ones store specialized knowledge.
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