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Abstract

In |[Radhakrishnan et al.| [2020], the authors empirically show that autoencoders
trained with usual SGD methods shape out basins of attraction around their train-
ing data. We consider network functions of width not exceeding the input di-
mension and prove that in this situation basins of attraction are bounded and their
complement cannot have bounded components. Our conditions in these results
are met in several experiments of the latter work and we thus address a ques-
tion posed therein. We also show that under some more restrictive conditions the
basins of attraction are path-connected. The tightness of the conditions in our re-
sults is demonstrated by means of several examples. Finally, the arguments used
to prove the above results allow us to derive a root cause why scalar-valued neural
network functions that fulfill our bounded width condition are not dense in spaces
of continuous functions.

1 Introduction

In the context of artificial neural networks, the term associative memory describes the ability of
certain networks to allow the retrieval of stored data via the activation of associated features. The
research on associative memory in this context has a long history dating back to the early seven-
ties [[Anderson, 1972} [Kohonen, [1972, [Nakanol [1972] and is mainly associated with network types
known as Hopfield networks [Hopfield, |1982]. The theoretical foundations of Hopfield networks
have been intensively studied and, as for instance, their capacity to store data and convergence of
data retrieval are understood to large extents [McEliece et al.| |1987, [Bruck, [1990]. For recent de-
velopments we refer to Krotov and Hopfield! [2016]], Demircigil et al.| [2017]] and Ramsauer et al.
[2020]. An autoencoder, on the other hand, is a type of neural network that, in its original form, is
designed to learn an efficient data encoding. For this purpose it generates an encoding of the data
and reconstructs them from the latter simultaneously during training. By now, there exists a huge
number of different types of autoencoders and they have been omnipresent in deep learning appli-
cations in recent years. We refer to Bank et al.| [2020]], Goodfellow et al.|[2016] and the references
therein. In |Radhakrishnan et al.| [2020] the authors report the empirical finding that autoencoders
trained with standard stochastic gradient descent (SGD) methods implement an associative memory
of their training data. In a series of experiments, they demonstrate that the iterative application of a
trained autoencoder on (perturbed) input data, very robustly converges to an example from the train-
ing data. That is, for an autoencoder F and a training sample z*, it is observed that F*(z) — x*
as k — 0o, where F'* means the k-fold iterative application of F, for all « in some subset B(z*)
of the input space, called basin of attraction. These training examples hence constitute attractive
points of the autoencoder and can be retrieved by iterative application of F'. These findings reveal a
bias away from an approximation of the identity in the vicinity of the training data towards basins of
attraction. A similar observation was made in|Zhang et al.|[2019]]. In the last work, the authors show
that different architectures exhibit different biases between the extreme cases of the identity function
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and constant functions when trained to reconstruct the training data. These works give another per-
spective on the inductive biases of gradient descent in deep learning [Neyshabur et al., 2014, Soudry
et al., 2018l |Gunasekar et al.| 2018 [Belkin et al.,[2019]]. In this work we consider neural networks
having widths that do not exceed the input dimension, and mainly study topological properties of
basins of attraction in this situation. The arguments in the proofs of the former allow us to directly
derive results on the expressiveness of network functions in this bounded width setting, c.f. [Park
et al. [2021]] for an overview. Our main contributions are summarized next:

* For autoencoders in the above bounded width setting and with continuous, monotonically
increasing activation we show: If such an autoencoder has at least one weight matrix with
rank strictly less than the dimension of the input data space, then every basin of attraction is
unbounded. We further show that, without the last condition on the rank, the complement
of a basin of attraction of such an autoencoder cannot have bounded components.

* For autoencoders with square, full-rank weight matrices and with continuous, monoton-

ically increasing and surjective activation functions, such as leaky ReLU, we show that
every basin of attraction is path-connected.

* We show that scalar valued network functions in our bounded width setting restricted to
some bounded input set, take their maximum (and minimum) value on the boundary of this

bounded set. This can be interpreted as a root cause why these networks are not dense in
the space of continuous functions with respect to uniform convergence [Johnson, [2018]].

Our conditions on the autoencoders in the first of the latter points are covered by several experi-
ments reported in [Radhakrishnan et al.| [2020] and we thereby, as discussed later, address questions
formulated in the latter work. We further give examples that show that the conditions in our results
are tight or cannot be dropped without substitute.

Let us introduce the following notation: Let ||-|| denote the Euclidean norm, and for x € R", let
U.(z) :={y € R": |z — y|| < €}, where ¢ > 0. For a set D C R"™, we denote by D° the set of
interior points, i.e. the set of all z € D such that U.(x) C D for some sufficiently small £ > 0. By
‘D we mean the closure of D, i.e. D together with its accumulation points. Let 0D = 5\ D° be the
boundary of D, where M \ B means the difference {z : x € M, = ¢ B} for two sets M, B. The
application of a mapping f on set M means f(M) := {f(z) : © € M }. For z1,x2 € R", we denote
by CH(x1,x2) the convex hull of these points, which is equal to line segment that connects x; and
x9. For x € R™ and M C R” let Dist(z, M) := inf e p||z — y||. Forv € R™ and j € {1,...,n},
we write v(;y for the j—th component of v. The identity matrix is denoted by I,, € R™*" and

Rank(A) denotes the rank of a matrix A € R™*". For functions of one scalar variable ¢ : R — R,
the application on some = € R" is defined component wise: ¢(z) = (¢(2(1)), ..., p(x(n)))”. The

inverse image ¢~ !(D) for D C R" is defined accordingly.

As we are concerned with connectivity of subsets in R", we recall the following definitions.
Definition 1. Lez C' C R™

1. Then C is said to be connected if there are no disjoint open sets U, D C R such that
CcUUD,andCNU # Qand CN D # (). Fora given M C R", C C M is said to be
a (connected) component of M, when C' is connected and every C c M withC c C and
C'\ C # 0 is non connected.

2. The set C'is called path-connected if for every pair x1,x5 € C, there exist a continuous
path 7y : [0,1] — C such that v(0) = x1 and (1) = xa.

Note that path-connectivity implies connectivity. We consider neural network functions F' := F7, :
R™ — R™ recursively defined by
d(Wix + by) fork=1
Fp(z) := d(WiFe_1(x) +bg) forke{2,.,.L—1} (1)
Wka_l(.Z‘) + b fork = L.

In the above definition, we have W; € R"*"i-1 (weights), b; € R™ (bias), for j = 1, ..., L, and
¢ : R — R, called activation function. Furthermore, let

aj(x) = WjI-Fbj, j: 1,...,L. (2)



We call n; the width of layer j = 1, ..., L. The width of the network is defined as max{n; : j =
1,...,L} and L is called the depth of the network.

2 Preliminaries from dynamical systems

In this section we introduce the notions from the field of dynamical systems that are use in the
sequel. We refer to |Strogatz| [2018]] for a comprehensive introduction. Let f : R™ — R”™ be
some continuous mapping and let f* denote the k-fold composition of f and f~* designates the
corresponding inverse image.

Definition 2. A point x* € R" is called an attractive point if there exists an open neighbourhood
O of x* such that for all v € O, f¥(x) — z* as k — oo.

Note that, by the fact that we assume f to be continuous, every attractive point z* must be a fix
point, i.e. f(z*) = x*, whereas the converse implication is obviously not true.

Definition 3. Let x* be an attractive point, then the set of points x such that f*(z) — x* as k — 0o
is called the basin of attraction of ©* and is denoted by B(z*).

We would like to mention that the notation introduced above covers only a limited number of cases
that can in principle occur in such dynamical systems. For example, we restrict our investigation to
the case of separated attractive points, whereas in general, a set of points could be attractive (in some
sense), as for instance for the famous Lorenz-attractor. According to the discussion in|{Milnor| [[1985]]
it is not easy to give a general, sound definition of what is meant by attractor. We also assume that
the basin of attraction contains an open neighborhood of the attractive point, whereas there could
also be cases where a point is attractive only in certain directions. The definitions given in this
section cover the empirical discoveries that we target to address here.

3 Related work

From a wider perspective we make contributions to the theoretical understanding of associative
memory of neural networks. In classical Hopfield networks, which are the most studied objects in
this context, the data retrieval update rules use discontinuous activation functions, usually the sign
function, whereas in contrast our proofs use continuity arguments at several places. In this respect
our results are separated from the latter theory. A continuous update rule for a Hopfield type network
has recently been proposed in Ramsauer et al.| [2020]. Our investigation focuses on the associative
memories of autoencoders and is motivated by the discoveries in [Radhakrishnan et al.|[2020], see
Zhang et al.| [2019] for a related study. Associative memories learned by autoencoders are also
investigated in Jiang and Pehlevan| [2020]. In the latter work, the authors derive theoretical results
on a mechanism that can explain the occurrence of attractive fix points of certain autoencoders in the
infinite width limit. Our results assume bounded width neural network functions and we also make
contributions on the expressiveness of such functions. In this respect, this work is related to recent
research on approximation properties of network functions in the bounded width regime [Hanin
and Sellkel 2017, [Hanin, 2019} Johnson, 2018} |[Kidger and Lyons| 2020, Park et al., |2021f]. The
conditions needed in Theorem 6] are inspired by results on connectivity of decision regions [Nguyen
et al.. 2018] in the context of deep learning. However, our proof uses different arguments that allow
us to impose less restrictive conditions on the activation functions. From a general mathematical
perspective, the investigations in this work can also be assigned to the field of topological dynamics
[Vries, [2014]).

4 Topological properties of basins of attraction

In this section, we present our main results. We consider neural network functions F' : R"0 — R™0,
called autoencoders. In applications, autoencoders are usually trained to approximate the identity
in the sense that ||F'(x) — || is small (or the deviation in terms of some other distance) on a certain
subset in R™°. As already mentioned in the introduction, it has been discovered in [Radhakrishnan
et al.| [2020]] that training with usual SGD-type methods leads to autoencoders that shape out basins
of attraction with training examples as attractive points in the input space. For basins of attraction
of autoencoders we show the following:



Theorem 4. Let F' be an autoencoder of width at most ng with continuous, monotonically increasing
activation function and assume that min{Rank(W;) : j = 1,...,L} < no. If z* is an attractive
point, then every component of B(x*) is unbounded.

Note that B(z*) in the last result can be unconnected, c.f. Section @ The following result can be
interpreted as a counterpart of Theorem ]

Theorem 5. Let F' be an autoencoder of width at most ng and with continuous, monotonically
increasing activation function. If x* is an attractive point, then R™ \ B(x*) has no bounded com-
ponent.

Proof. (Theorem [) To show the result by contradiction, we assume that for some attractive point
a*, the basin of attraction B(z*) has a bounded component C. According to Definition [1| we can
find an open set D such that C' C D and D N B(z*) \ C = 0, hence D C R™ \ B(z*), i.e. the
points on JD are not attracted by x*. Since C' is bounded we can assume D to be bounded. Let
us define Dy := D, Dy, := ¢(o(Dg—1)), and, for some x € C, z, = Fy(x) fork =1,...,L. If
Wi, ..., W}, are full rank, square matrices, then o5, j = 1, ..., k are homeomorphisms (bijective and
continuous) so that together with Lemma 9] we can conclude that d¢(ov;(D;-1)) C ¢(a;(0D;—-1))
for j =1,..., k, and hence

Then we either have z;, € D} or z;, € 0Dy. In the last case, implies x; € F}(dD) so that
there is some y € 9D with Fj,(y) = x and thus F'(z) = F(y). But this would contradict the
fact that 9D does not intersect with B(z*). For the remaining case that x; € Dj, assume that
Rank(Wj41) < ng, which will happen eventually by assumption. We then find v # 0 in the null-
space of Wy, and, considering x;, € Dj together with , we can choose a A € R such that

Yk = T + A € Fi(0D), 4)

(Note that Fy (D) is compact, thus bounded, since it is the image of a compact set under a
continuous mapping). Then Wiz + bpy1 = Wiiiyr + bry1 so that we can choose a
y € F;7 ' ({yx}) N OD, with F(y) = F(z), which again contradicts 9D N B(z*) = §. O

Proof. (Theorem |5) To show the assertion by contradiction, let us assume that for some attractive
point z*, there exists a bounded component C' of R™ \ B(z*). Then by Definition (1} there is an
open set D C R™ such that C C D and D NR™ \ (B(z*) U C') = (. This gives 9D C B(z*)
where 0D can be assumed to be compact since C' is bounded. For the case that all weight matrices
are full-rank, square matrices, we have that a; for j = 1,...,m are homeomorphisms and hence
map boundary point to boundary points. Together with Lemma [J] this can be applied iteratively to
all layers and finally gives OF (D) C F(0D) and thus F*(D) C F*(9D) for all k € N. Taking
into account that 9D C B(z*), we can conclude that for sufficiently large & and sufficiently small
e>0
OF*(D) c F*(0D) C U.(x*) C B(z*).

But according to F(C) C F(D), this implies F*(C) C U.(z*) C B(x*), which is impossible
since C' is assumed to be a component of R™° \ B(z*). In the remaining case that at least one weight
matrix has rank strictly less than ng, we can argue in the same way as is done to obtain (@) in the
proof of Theorem For some arbitrary x € C, this provides a y € 0D with F(y) = F(x), which
contradicts C' N B(x*) = 0. O

Theorem 6. Let F' be an autoencoder with monotonically increasing activation function ¢, such
that p(R) = R (i.e. surjective). Let further all W;, j = 1, ..., L, be full rank, square matrices. If =*
is an attractive point of F, then B(xz*) is path-connected.

To proof this theorem, we next formulate three auxiliary results.

Lemma 7. Let 21,22 € R™ and ¢ : R — R monotonic such that $(x1) € U.(y) and p(x2) €
U:(y) for some y € R™ and € > 0. Then ¢(x) € U, 5 (y) for every x € CH(x1, x2).

Proof. By the monotonicity of ¢, we have for every A € [0, 1] and every component j € {1,...,n}
min{((x1))(j), (¢(22)) (i) } < (@(Az1 + (1 = N)z2)) ;) < max{(p(z1)) ), (6(22)) 5} ©O)

4



Since by assumption, forall j € {1,...,n} we have |(¢(z1)) ;) —¥@)| < € and |(p(z2)) ;) =yl <
€, we can conclude from li that [(¢(Az1 + (1 — A)22)) ;) — Y| < e forj = 1,...,n and hence,
by the definition of the euclidean norm, we obtain ||¢(Az1 + (1 — N)z2) — y|| < e/n. O

Lemma 8. Let ¢ : R — R be monotonic with $(R) = R (surjective) and D C R™ open and
path-connected. Then the inverse image ¢~ (D) under the component-wise application of ¢ is path
connected.

Proof. For x1,m5 € ¢~ (D) let y1 = ¢(x1), y2 = é(x2) and 7 : [0,1] — D a continuous path
with 7(0) = y1, (1) = y2. Lete > 0 be so small that U, /(v(t)) C D forall ¢ € [0, 1], which is
possible since v([0, 1]) is compact and D is open. Consider a partitioning 0 = t1 < t3 < ... < t,, =
1 such that ||y(t;) — v(tj41)]| < e, for j =1,...,m — 1. Since ¢(R) = R we have that ¢ (applied
component-wise) is surjective from R™ to R™, which deduces that for every j € {2,....,m — 1} we
can choose some v; € ¢~ ({y(t;)}). We further set v; := 21 € ¢~ ({y1}) and v, := 22 €
»~'({y2}). Then by construction, Lemma (7| yields that the range of CH(v;,v;+1) under ¢ is a
subset of U, 5(v(t;)) C D, for j = 1,..,m — 1, showing that CH(v;,v;_1) is contained in
¢~ 1(D). The concatenation of the line segments CH(vy, v), CH(vg,v3),..., CH(vy,—1, vy, ) gives
a continuous path connecting 1, x5 in ¢~ (D). O

Proof. (Theorem@) Let «* be an attractive point of F'. Since z* is an inner point of B(z*), we can
find an € > 0 such that U.(z*) C B(x*). Taking into account that all weight matrices are assumed
to be square and have full rank, deduces that we can apply Lemma [T7] from the appendix (D) to
every o, j = 1,..., L. The iterative application of Lemma and Lemma@ from the last layer to
the first layer yields that F~*(U.(z*)) is path connected, and hence so are F—*(U.(z*)) C B(z*)
for all k € N. Thus, given 1,72 € B(z*) and a common k € N such that F*(z;) € U.(z*) and
Fk(x3) € U.(x*), we obtain that z1, T can be connected by a path in F~*(U.(z*)) C B(z*). O

The following lemma contains a main observation for the proof of Theorem 4 Theorem [5

Lemma9. . Let ¢ : R — R be a continuous and monotonically increasing function, and D C R™
a bounded set. Then 0¢(D) C ¢(9D).

Note that d¢(D) = ¢(9D) in the before result does not hold true in general.

Proof. We show that y € d¢(D) implies y € ¢(9D). To this end let (y,,) be a sequence in ¢(D)
with y,, — y as m — oo. For every m € N we choose some z,, € ¢ 1({y;n}) N D. The
resulting sequence () is bounded since D is bounded and thus has a convergent sub-sequence by
the Bolzano-Weierstrass theorem. Without restriction we may assume x,, — = € D as m — oc.
Then by continuity, ¢(x,,) — ¢(z) = y as m — oo. Thus, if z € 9D, we directly have y € ¢(9D).
For the remaining case that z € D°, we use a homotopy type argument, wherein, as elsewhere in
this work, functions of a scalar variable are applied to vectors component-wise without using an
extra notation. Let
H(xz,\) :=(1— XNz + Ap(x) for A € [0,1].

Then H(z,0) = x and H(z,1) = ¢(z) and it can be directly verified that (z,\) — H(z,\) is
continuous. The monotonicity of ¢ implies that for every fixed A € [0, 1], the mapping = — H(z, \)
is component wise monotonically increasing and component wise strictly monotonically increasing
ifalso A < 1. We thus have that for fixed A € [0, 1), the mapping « — H (z, A) is ahomeomorphism
(i.e. continuous and bijective onto H (D, X)). The continuity of H together with the fact that the
¢(x,, ) converge to y imply that for every sequence (A,,) in [0, 1) with \,,, — 1 as'm — oo, we have
H(xm, Am) — y as m — oo. Let us fix such a sequence (A,,) for the sequel of the proof. Since
De is open and x € D°, the fact that  — H(z, \,,) is a homeomorphism for every m implies
that H(D°, \,;,) is open, so that H (z,,, A, ) is automatically an inner point of H(D®, \,,). With a
similar argument we have 0H (D, A,,) = H(9D, A\,,,) for all m € N, so that

em = Dist(H (2, Am), H(OD, A\)) = Dist(H (xp, Am), OH (D, An))-

If there would exist a lower bound &,,, > 6 > 0 for all m € N, we would have Us(H (2, Am)) C
H(D, \y,) for all m € N, so that by continuity of H

Us(y) = Us(H(x,1)) C H(D,1) = ¢(D).



But this contradicts the fact that y € 9¢(D). The before argument can be applied to every sub-
sequence and it thus follows €,,, — 0 as m — oco. Again by continuity of 1, we obtain

Dist(H (@, Am), H(OD, 1)) = Dist(H (xm, Am ), #(0D)) — 0 as m — oo.
Since li_r>n H(xpm, Am) = y, we have shown that y € ¢(9D).

5 Discussion

Our investigations in Section E] are formally restricted to the case that F*(z) — z* as k — oo. If
(my) is some sub-sequence of the positive integers with F™* (z) — z* as k — oo, it is natural to
ask whether the results from this section still hold true, when the definition of basin of attraction is
generalised accordingly to

B(z*, (my)) :={x e R™ : kli_}ln Fme(x) =a"}. (6)

The proofs in Section []can be carried out without difficulty in the similar way for such a case and
we hence remark:

Remark 10. For a fixed sub-sequence of positive integers (my,), and corresponding basins of at-
traction defined in Eq. ((6), Theorem[d| Theorem [5and Theorem [6]still hold true.

As findings from Radhakrishnan et al.| [2020] constitute the starting point of our investigation, we
next place the results from Section [4]in the context of this work.

1. It is conjectured in the above work that the partitioning produced by basins of attraction is
closely related to the tessellation produced by 1-NN (nearest neighbor) classifiers. Theorem
H] shows that this would have limited validity in the bounded width setting: Assume the
origin, is surrounded by data points of sufficient density on the unit sphere, then every
point outside the unit-sphere would not be associated to the origin according to the 1-NN
classification. But in case that the conditions from Theorem [4] are fulfilled, the basin of
attraction for the origin would need to be unbounded. Theorem [5] and Theorem [6] on the
other hand show, that in the bounded width setting, both, basins of attraction and 1-NN
neighborhoods (with respect to usual distances) share the property of being path-connected
and do not enclose a component of the respective complement.

2. The assumptions of Theorem 4] and Theorem [3] are satisfied in several experiments with
fully-connected networks reported in the above work, c.f. Table 5, and (in appendix) Table
S1, S2 therein. The conditions of Theorem E] are more restrictive and are not exactly met
in the experiments of this work.

3. In|Radhakrishnan et al. [2020], it is also shown that autoencoders can, even more effec-
tively, be trained to memorize sequences of training examples, called discrete limit cycle.
We refer to[Radhakrishnan et al.|[2020] for the definition. From Remark [T0]it follows that
our results in Section 4] can also be interpreted in the context of such limit cycles.

In contrast to conventional update rules in Hopfield networks, in [Ramsauer et al.| [2020] the follow-
ing continuous update formula is proposed: £, 1 = X softmax(8X? &). Therein, the stored key
pattern are arranged column-wise in X € R™*N_ 3 > 0 and & is the vector of input features.
The corresponding network function ¢ — X softmax(3X7¢) is related to those considered in this
work. A crucial difference is that softmax does not fit to our situation, which is why our results do
not cover the case of the former, even if N < ng. Nevertheless, we think that it is natural to ask for
topological properties of basins of attraction of such Hopfield networks. Interestingly, it turns out
as a consequence of Ramsauer et al.|[2020, Theorem 1, Theorem 2], that discrete limit cycles, as in
Radhakrishnan et al.[[2020]], can not occur for this type of Hopfield networks (except those of trivial
length one).

6 An autoencoder of width < n, with unconnected basin of attraction

In this section an autoencoder F' : R? — R? of depth six and width two and with a unconnected
basin of attraction is constructed. The activation function in this example is monotonic but not



surjective, which hence shows that the surjectivity assumption in Theorem [6] cannot be dropped
without any substitute. Further examples showing the tightness of conditions in Section[dare given
in the appendix [A]

Example 1. The target is the construction of a non path-connected basin of attraction for x* =
(—1,1)T. We refer to Figure I for a depiction of the following construction. Let

-1 forz< -1
o(z)=qx for x € [-1,1]
1 forx > 1.

be the activation function. We define W1 = 21, (recall that I is the 2 x 2 identity matrix) and
by = (0,0)T. The application of 21, expands [—1,1] x [—1,1] to [~2,2] x [~2,2] which implies
that the subsequent application of ¢ maps the points of an open neighborhood of x* to x*, which is
finally needed to have a basin of attraction in accordance with Definition |2} Recall the notations in

Eq. (1) and Eq. (2). We then have

Fi(R?) = Q1 =[-1,1] x [-1,1]. (7
And for
S1 = {(z1,22)T €R?: 2y < —1/2and 25 > 1/2}
Sy = {(1'17$2)T€R221‘1>1/2and$2>1/2}
Sy = {(xl,l‘g)T €eR?: 1:1 >1/2and 7o < —1/2} )
Sy = {(ochmg) eR?:z; < —1/2and zy < —1/2}
S24 = CH((-1/2, —1/2) (1/2 1/2)%),

we have Fl(Sl) = (71,1) y Fl(SQ) = ( 5 ) ) Fl(Sg) = (1,71)T, Fl(S4) = (71,71)T and
F1(S2,4) = Sa,4. For the sequel of this example let R,, € R2*2 be the rotation matrix, that rotates
a vector counter clockwise by an angle of o and preserves its length. Next, let Wy == 27 /2R__ /4
and by := (—2,0)7, then

az(Q1) = {(z1,32)" € R?: |21 + 2[+|z2|< 13, 9

so that
Fy(R?) =: Q2 = CH((-1,1)", (-1,-1)"). (10)
Let us summarize the the status of the construction. The following hold true

S1C By ({(-1L,1)T)), $2U84U S € F3 ' ({(-1,007}), S € By '({(=1,-1)T}).

We also observe that the inverse images Fy *({(=1,1)T}) and Fy *({(=1,-1)T}) are not path-
connected since they are separated by Sy U Sy U S2 4. Our next goal is to map the endpoints of
Q2 to a common point without compressing the whole line segment to that point. To this end let
W3 := Ry and by := R, )4 (1,007 + (=1, =1). Then

—2-1/2 1 212 1
a3(Q2) = CH (( 9-1/2 _ 1 > ) (_2—1/2 _ 1)) ) 1D

and from there one can conclude that F3(R?) =: Q3 =: Q3,1 U Q3,2 with
-1

(ot ) () e en(() ()

Next, set Wy := Ry and by := Ry s (1,1)7 + (=1, 1), which gives

cier-on(4) (D)Uen(() (1) w

And we then have Fy(R?) =: Q4 = Q4.1 U Q4,2, where

awmon(58) () awmen(2). () oo

For the fifth layer define W := I and bs := (2,0)7, so that

F5(Q) = Qs = CH ((fl) , (_11/2» : (1)



Let us summarize again the status of the construction:
S U Sg C Fgl({(l, —1/2)T}), S U S, U 5274 C Fgl({(l, —1)T}).

The final layer shall be defined to map Qs to the line segment that connects (—1,1)T with the origin,
where (1,—1)T" is mapped to (0,0)" and (1,—1/2)T is mapped to (—1,1)T. This is accomplished
by defining Wy = 23/2R,T/4, bg = 23/2R7r/4 (—1,1)T. The final network function is then given by

From the construction in the latter example it turns out that:

l. F(z*) =2*and 51 U S3 C B(z*).

2. S2US,USs 4 € F~1({(0,0)T}) and since (0,0)7 is also a fix point of F’, we can conclude
(SQ UsS,u 5274) N B(ac*) = 0.

3. The latter shows that B(z*) cannot be path-connected since points from .S; are separated
from points in S5 by S US4 U S5 4.

4. The remaining set Sp := R?\ (S; U S2 U S5 U Sy U Sy 4) is mapped by F to the open line
segment Q := CH((—1,1)T, (0,0)7) \ {(=1,1)T,(0,0)T}. A subsequent application of
F then maps the points in CH((—1,1)T, (—=1/2,1/2)T) to #*. The iterative application of
this reasoning shows that every point in CH((—1,1)7,(0,0)7) is attracted by z*, except
for (0,0)T since F((0,0)”) = (0,0)T. This shows that F¥(x) — z* as k — oo for all
x € Sp and thus Sy C B(z*).

5. It is clear that appending a layer to F, wherein the R?*2-weight matrix has every entry
equal to 1/2 and the bias is zero, will give the same mapping as it does not affect F'(R?).
This shows that in the situation of Theorem [] the basin of attraction can have several com-
ponents.

7 Approximation in the bounded width setting

In this section, we show that the arguments in the proofs of Theorem 4] and Theorem [3] directly
allow to derive results on the approximation capabilities of scalar-valued network functions in our
bounded width situation. It is shown in |[Johnson| [2018]], see also [Beise et al.|[2021]], that network
functions F' : R™ — R of width < ng are not dense in the space of continuous functions, say on
the unit cube, with respect to uniform convergence, whereas for network functions of width > ng
this is possible [[Hanin| 2019, |Park et al.l [2021]. We next formulate a kind of maximum principle
that reveals a root cause why universal approximation in the aforementioned width bounded setting
is not possible.

Theorem 11. Let F' : R" — R be a neural network of width not exceeding ngy and with continuous,
monotonically increasing activation function ¢, and let D be some bounded subset of R™. Then

max{F(z) : x € D} = max{F(z) : z € dD}.

Proof. The arguments given in the proof of Theorem [5|yield O(F1,—1(D)) C Fr_1(0D) for both
cases, either W7, ..., W _; are square and have full rank or that at least one of them has rank strictly
less than ng. The assertion then follows since, as an affine function, o, takes its maximum value

on a(FL,l(D))
O

Note that, considering —F’ instead of F', the latter result also implies that the minimum value is
taken on JD. Theorem [TT]implies that universal uniform approximation is impossible on bounded
sets with non-empty interior. Even more, it can be concluded that:

Corollary 12. 1. If F is as in Theorem|l1|and F(x) = a for all x € 0D and some fixed
a € R, then F(x) = aforall x € D.

2. Let D be some bounded subset of R™ such that U C D and D NU # () for some
non-empty open set U C R™. Then any function f : D — R, that takes its maximum
on D N U and not on OU cannot be approximated uniformly with arbitrary accuracy by
network functions considered in Theorem



Figure 1: Input progression through the layers of F' from Example|l] Yellow sets/points depict the
range of S, Ss3, red sets/points depict the range of S5, Sy, 524, c.f. Eq. (8), and blue depicts the
range of the input space R?. The blue set in the different sub figures show the following: Upper
row, from left to right: F;(R?) Eq. , as(Q1) Eq. @), F»(R?) Eq. ; Middle row, from left to
right: a3(Q2) Eq. (11), F3(R?) Eq. (12), ca(Q3) Eq.(13); Lower row, from left to right: Fy(R?)
Eq. (14). F5(R?) Eq.(15). F(R)

Despite the limitations induced by Theorem [IT] network functions of width < n may still allow
some weaker kind of universal approximation on subsets of the input space. We next give such a
result for ReLU network functions, i.e. network functions where ¢ is the rectified linear unit, shortly
ReLU, defined by ¢ — max{t,0}.

Proposition 13. Let M = K1 U Ko, with disjoint compact sets K1, Ko C R™ such that for some
c € R"™ and some linearly independent vy, ..., vn, € R™ the set K, is contained in the sector

no
S:={reR™ :x:c—l—Z)\jvj,)\j > 0}

Jj=1

and Ko C R™ \ S. Then for every function f : M — R that takes constant values on K and Ko,
respectively, there exists a ReLU network function of width equal to ng and depth L = 4 such that
f(z) = F(x) for every x € M.

The proof of Proposition[I3]is constructive and can be found in Appendix[D] Numerical experiments
highlighting the limitations and edge cases, together with an interesting evolution per network layer
are reported in Appendix

To us it is unclear whether the assumptions on the mutual location of the compact components
in Proposition [I3] can be significantly weakened. Increasing the depth will certainly allow more
complex configurations. However, from Theorem [IT]is clear that /', cannot completely enclose K
when the width is upper bounded by ng, regardless of how many layers the net contains.



The results in this section lead to the following question: Is it possible to uniformly approximate
arbitrary continuous functions on the unit sphere (in R™°) with arbitrary accuracy by network func-
tions as they are considered in Theorem[TT]?

8 Conclusion

In this work we prove topological properties of basins of attractions of autoencoders that have a
width that does not exceed the input dimension. It is shown that in this setting a basin of attraction
is unbounded and its complementary set cannot have bounded components. The first of the latter
results also requires that at least one weight matrix has rank strictly less than the input dimension.
We also show that under certain stricter conditions, basins of attractions need to be path-connected.
By means of examples it is further demonstrated that our conditions are tight, or cannot be dropped
without substitute. We bring our results into context of recent results [Radhakrishnan et al., [2020]
where it is empirically observed that autoencoders implement an associative memory of their training
data and thus shape out basins of attraction in the data space. We argue that our results provide some
first answers on a question formulated in the latter work for the case of the network architectures
taken under consideration herein. This covers several experiments reported in |[Radhakrishnan et al.
[2020]. Finally, we utilize the arguments from our proofs on basins of attraction to show a result
that reveals a root cause why network functions of width < ny from R™ to R cannot be dense in
the spaces of continuous functions.
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A Additional examples on the tightness of conditions in Section 4]

The following example shows that Theorem does not hold without the condition min{RankW :
7 =1, ,l} < nyg.
Example 2. Let
2r+1/4 forz <0
o) =< 1/2z +1/4 forz € [0, 1]
2x—-1)+3/4 forx>1,

then ¢(x) as fix points at v = —1/4, 2 = 1/2, x = 5/4 and

—o0 forz < —1/4
li_r>n o™ (x)=¢1/2 forx € (—1/4,5/4)
+oo  forx > 5/4.

Hence, with Wy = W, = I the autoencoder x — Wad(Wix) has (—1/4,5/4) x (—=1/4,5/4) as
the basin of attraction of x* = (1/2,1/2).

In the next example, an autoencoder from R to R of width two, with a unconnected basin of attrac-
tion, is constructed. As it maps form R to R, the latter implies that the complement of the said basin
of attraction has a bounded component. This shows that the width condition in Theorem[d] Theorem
[5] cannot be dropped.

Example 3. Let
1/4x  forx <0
o) = {1/

x forz >0
be a leaky ReLU activation function and let

fi(z) = ¢(2(z — 1)) +3/4 and fa(x) = —¢(3(x - 5)) — 27/8.

Then f = f1 + f2 has fix points at ©* = 1/2, y* = 7/2 and z* = 83/16. The derivative of f in a
neighborhood of x* equals —1/4 which shows that x* is an attractive fix point, c.f. \Strogatz| [2018].
Since y*, z* are themselves fix points we have y*, z* ¢ B(x*). However, for = 79/8 we have
f(Z) = 1/2 and hence & € B(z*). Without figuring out the exact basin of attraction B(x*), we can
conclude that B(x*) is not path-connected and, as x* < y* < z* < Z, the complement of B(x*)
has a bounded component. It is directly seen that [ can be written as a network function of width
two and depth two.

B Numerical Experiments

We provide numerical results to illustrate that neural networks learn transformations similar to the
construction of our theoretical derivations in the proof of Proposition We formulate a toy ex-
ample consisting of several (6 or 8) pair-wise disjoint balls of the same class encasing a center ball
of a different class. The border balls use a radius of 0.125 and a subset of the centres (0.25,0.25),
(0.5,0.25), (0.75,0.25), (0.25,0.5), (0.75,0.5), (0.25,0.75), (0.5,0.75) and (0.75, 0.75) while the
center ball uses a radius of 0.01 and the center (0.5,0.5). We generated randomly and uniformly
2000 data points for each border ball, however, as the classes would hence be unbalanced, we gen-
erated as many data points for the center ball as there are in total for the border balls. We used a
multilayer perceptron (MLP) consisting of 4 layers, all of width 2, and the ReLU activation function
(as stated in the proposition). For illustration purposes, we used an input dimension of 2. We used
a batch size of 16, the Adam optimizer with a learning rate of 0.001 and we trained each model
for 500 epochs using the mean-squared error (MSE) as our cost function. The different datasets
and results are reported in Fig. 2| We rate an experiment as successful when the universal uniform
approximation condition tends to zero. It can be observed in Fig. 2] (a) that, when the conditions
of Proposition |13|are fulfilled, the neural network can approximate the function correctly and the
different layers are learning transformations similar to the constructions in the proof. When the con-
ditions are violated, as is shown in Fig. [2| (b), the universal uniform approximation condition does
not tend to zero and the intermediate layer transformations need to violate the constructions in the
proof. Additional results are reported in Fig.
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Figure 2: Datasets (a) and (b) together with the learned transformations by each activation function
and layer. When the conditions of Proposition [I3] are fulfilled (a), the transformations are similar
to the construction in the proof. Otherwise (b), the construction in the proof is violated. We report
the final decision regions, the mean-square error (MSE) and the universal uniform approximation
condition (UUAC). Each subplot’s title describes the function which was applied to the previous
subplot’s data.
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Figure 3: Additional results for Fig. Q Different input datasets (a) and (b) together with the resulting
transformations by each activation function and each layer learned by the neural network after 500
epochs. We also report the final decision regions, the mean-square error (MSE) and the universal
uniform approximation condition (UUAC). When the conditions of Proposition [T3]are fulfilled (a),
the learned transformations are similar to the construction in the proof of Theorem 2. When the
condition of Theorem is violated (b), the intermediate layers also violate the construction in the
proof. The title of each subplot describes the function which is applied to the data of the previous
subplot to form the data of the current subplot.



C Decision regions

In this short section it is shown that similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem [f]can be used for
an alternative proof of a known result on the connectivity of decision regions|Nguyen et al.|[2018]].

Definition 14. For a network function F' = (Fiyy, ..., F(;,,)) : R — RN and j € {1,...,n.},
the set Cj := {x € R" : F(;)(x) > F(x),forall k # j} is called the decision region (for class
J)-

Decision regions are empirically investigated in [Fawzi et al. [2017]], wherein the authors observe
for the case of ImageNet networks that two examples from the same class can be connected by a
continuous path through the corresponding decision region. The authors in Nguyen et al.| [2018]
derive theoretical results that explain the above observation for the case of so called pyramidal
networks. We reformulate a result from [Nguyen et al.|[2018]] in a slightly generalised form, as we
impose monotonicity of the activation function instead of strict monotonicity, and give an alternative
proof based on results from Section

Theorem 15 (c.f. Theorem 3.10, [Nguyen et al., 2018|]). Let F' be a neural network function such
that ng > nqy > ... > nyp, and each weight matrix has full rank. If the activation function ¢ is
continuous, monotonically increasing and satisfies p(R) = R, then every decision region is path-
connected.

Proof. Without loss of generality we consider the decision region of the first class, i.e. j = 11in
Deﬁnition Then Dy := {z € R"~ : (ap(x))q) > (an(z))y), j = 2,...,nr} is convex
and hence path connected and, by continuity, open. By Lemma (8| the inverse image D1 =
¢~ 1(Dr_1) is path-connected, and is open by continuity. We can propagate these inverse images
through the network by recursively defining D;_1 := o YD), Dj == ¢~ X(D;) for j = L —
1,...,1. We then have that each D;_; is path connected by Lemma [I7] . (1n the appendix) which is
apphcable since the weight matrices are assume to have full rank, and open by continuity, and each
D is path-connected by Lemma and open by continuity. As Dy is the decision region of the first
class (c.f. Definition [T4), this proofs the assertion. O

D Auxiliary results and proofs

The following results is the main tool for the constructive proof of Proposition[I3]

Lemma 16. Let K, M be two compact sets in R™ that are strictly separable by a linear hyper
surface. Then there exists an ReLU network function F' : R™ — R"™ of width equal ny and depth
L = 2, such that F(K) is a single vector in R™ \ M and F(x) = x for all x € M. Moreover, F’
can be arranged in a way that given € > 0

min||F(K) — z|| <e.
zeK

In what follow, span(v1, ..., v ) designates the linear hull of some vectors vy, ..., V.

Proof. (Lemma Let us remind that ey, ..., 5, are the standard basis vectors in R™°. By as-

sumption, there is a v € R", with |Jv|| = 1 and a ¢ € R such that vI'x > ¢ for x € K and
vl < q forx € M. For a given € > 0 we may assume that the linear hyper surface defined by
v,q, H := {x € R™ : vTa = ¢} is so near to K that for some a € K that realizes the minimum

distance of K to H we have
vla=q+e/2. (16)

Indeed, otherwise we can shift the hyper surface accordingly by increasing ¢q. Then, by the fact
that [jv|| = 1, means that ¢ has a distance equal to /2 to H and @ := a —¢/2v € H is the
unique vector in H that realizes this distance. Let 1} € R™0*™0 guch that  — V2 implements a
length preserving rotation that maps v to —e;. Then z +— Vix — Via maps H to span(eg, ..., €,,)
and K; := V3K — Vja is contained in the half space of vectors with negative first component
and with a1 := Via — Via = —¢/2e1, and M; := V1M — Via is contained in the half space of
vectors with positive first component. By compactness of K and M;, we can find uq, ..., up, €
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span(esg, ..., €n,), such that fora 6 > 0, —u; — dey, ..., —u,, — de; are linearly independent and
such that with ¢ sufficiently small

no
KicS = {{17 eR™ :x = Z/\j(—uj' —661), )‘j > 0}
j=1

no
MicSt:={zeR™. .z= Z/\j(uj +de1), Aj > 0}.

j=1

Let Vo € R™*™ such that  — Voo maps —u; — de; to —e; for j = 1,...,ng. Then, by linearity,
every u; + de; is mapped to e; for j = 1, ...,np. Thus S~ is mapped to the cone of vectors having
negative components only, and ST is mapped to the cone of vectors having positive components
only. Hence, the application of ReLLU maps all of V5K to 0 and maps V> M; identically. We can
now apply the inverse of the affine mappings which will map V5 M7 back to M, i.e. for

F(x) := Vi "W, 'ReLU (Vo (Viz — Vh@)) + a.
With this F we have F(M) = M and F(K) = F(a) = a. Note that by and the definition of &

inf|z — F(a)|| = /2
minflz — Fa)| =¢/2<e

which concludes the proof. O

Proof. (Proposition Let V' be the matrix that results from the concatenation of the columns
V1, ..., Un, and set Wy := —V~-land by := W1(—c). Then the mapping  — Wiz maps the v; to
—e;,j =1,...,n9 and W1 K; + by is a subset of

no
ST i={zeR™.z= Z)\j<_€j)v Aj > 0}
j=1

and W1 Ky + by C R™ \ S—. Thus, the one layer network function Fy(z) := ReLU(Wjz + by)
maps all z € K; to 0 and z € K5 are mapped to

no
{reR™ :x= Z)\jejv Aj > 03\ {0}

j=1

Hence, with a sufficiently small ¢ > 0, F'; (K7) and F (K>) are strictly separated by the linear hyper
surface

{r eR™ :(1,1,...,1)x = q}.

The twofold application of Lemma (16| yields two network functions that can be concatenated to
a three layer network function Fy : R™ — R™ with Fy(z) = W4 ReLU(W3ReLU(Wax +
ba) + bs) + by and such that F»(F;(K7)) and F5(F;(K3)) are two distinct vectors u, ug in R™,
respectively. For a given f : M — R that takes constant values on K and Ko, say ai,as €
R, respectively, we attach an affine layer z — w”z + bs, where w € R™, bs; € R such that
wTuy + bs = a; and w'ug + bs = as. This mapping is integrated in the final layer of F5 o F; and
finally gives

F(z) = w' Wy ReLU(W3 ReLU(Wy ReLU(Wy2 + by) + ba) + bs) + w” by + bs.
O

The following result is a more or less direct consequence of linearity, but for the sake of clarity we
fix the assertion in a lemma.

Lemma 17. Let o : R" — R™, a(z) = Wa + b, where W € R™*", b € R™, be a surjective,
affine mapping, and D C R™ open and path-connected. Then the inverse image o~ (D) is path-
connected.
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Proof. Let y1,y2 € D and x1 € o (y1), 1 € a~!(y2), which can be assumed to exist by
surjectivity. Then there is a continuous « : [0,1] — D with v(0) = y1,v(1) = y2 and since D is
open we can assume that v is piece-wise linear. Otherwise it can be approximated with sufficient
accuracy by such a path in D. Let us for a moment assume ~ consists of only one linear piece.
That is y traces out the linear line segment CH(y;, y2). Then by basic properties of affine mappings
a(CH(z1,22)) = CH(y1, y2) showing CH(z1,72) C e~ 1(D) so that z1, T can be connected by
a linear path in a=!(D). The general case that v consist of several linear pieces can be directly
obtained by concatenation of the resulting linear paths. O
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