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Abstract. We present a unified approach to obtain scaling limits of neural

networks using the genus expansion technique from random matrix theory.
This approach begins with a novel expansion of neural networks which is rem-

iniscent of Butcher series for ODEs, and is obtained through a generalisation

of Faà di Bruno’s formula to an arbitrary number of compositions. In this
expansion, the role of monomials is played by random multilinear maps in-

dexed by directed graphs whose edges correspond to random matrices, which

we call operator graphs. This expansion linearises the effect of the activation
functions, allowing for the direct application of Wick’s principle to compute

the expectation of each of its terms. We then determine the leading contri-

bution to each term by embedding the corresponding graphs onto surfaces,
and computing their Euler characteristic. Furthermore, by developing a corre-

spondence between analytic and graphical operations, we obtain similar graph
expansions for the neural tangent kernel as well as the input-output Jacobian

of the original neural network, and derive their infinite-width limits with rel-

ative ease. Notably, we find explicit formulae for the moments of the limiting
singular value distribution of the Jacobian. We then show that all of these

results hold for networks with more general weights, such as general matri-

ces with i.i.d. entries satisfying moment assumptions, complex matrices and
sparse matrices.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Scaling limits of neural networks. Deep neural networks (NNs) whose
weights’ and biases’ entries are initialised as appropriately rescaled, independent
and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Gaussian random variables converge to Gaussian
processes (GPs) as their width tends to infinity. This well-known fact was origi-
nally observed by Neal [27] for shallow feedforward networks and more recently by
Matthews et al. [24] for multi-layer feedforward networks, by Novak et al. [30] and
[13] for deep convolutional networks, and by Yang [38] for more general architec-
tures, including recurrent and attention-based networks.

Albeit these results hold for untrained neural networks at initialisation, similar
scaling limits have been derived in recent years to study the training dynamics of
NNs in the infinite-width limit. Different scalings/parametrisations when passing
to the limit (i.e. choices, as functions of the width, of the variance of the ran-
dom initialisation and of the learning rates for each layer) produce fundamentally
different limiting behaviours of the gradient descent (GD) dynamics of wide NNs.
Notable examples include the so-called neural tangent kernel (NTK) by Du et al.
[10], Jacot et al. [21], the mean field parameterisation studied by Chizat and Bach
[4], Mei et al. [26], Sirignano and Spiliopoulos [36] for two-layer NNs, or the more
recent maximal update parameterisation (µP) by Yang and Hu [40], Yang et al.
[41]. Beside, the input-output Jacobian singular value distribution, or spectrum,
of a wide neural network is an important indicator of its architectural soundness,
particularly when one is interested in preventing exponential explosion or vanishing
of gradients [14, 35, 32].
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Although of similar nature, these results have been derived using diverse math-
ematical techniques across different works, including from classical probability the-
ory, and random matrix theory (particularly free probability), resulting in a lack of
unified treatment of the various scaling limits. Furthermore, the vast majority of
studies have concentrated on the case of dense Gaussian weights and biases.

In this paper, we propose a unified framework to express these scaling limits
which leverages on the genus expansion technique from random matrix theory.

This technique has its roots in connection between matrix integrals and the
enumeration of maps, which was first discovered in the context of quantum field
theory (see [12, 37, 3], as well as [42] for an accessible introduction to the subject).
The link to random matrix theory was later made by Harer and Zagier [19] in
a seminal work investigating moduli spaces of curves, and has since been used to
study various matrix ensembles and their asymptotic first and second-order freeness
(we do not attempt to survey such results here, and instead refer the reader to
the recent work of Dubach and Peled [11] and the references therein). Roughly
speaking, the technique consists in expanding the trace of random matrix products
and evaluating the resulting sum using Wick’s principle. The resulting terms turn
out to be in bijection with a set of graphs, and one determines which terms are of
leading order by embedding their corresponding graphs into surfaces and computing
its Euler characteristic.

To the best of our knowledge, this technique has yet to be used in the context
of deep learning. This is likely due to the presence of non-linear activations, which
often prohibit one from being able to apply it directly. We circumvent this problem
by first developing a graphical language to express a large class of matrix/vector
products, and then deriving an expansion for neural networks in terms of this
language. This expansion linearises the effect of the activation functions, allowing
for the use of Wick’s formula and the connection to the enumeration of maps to be
made. A high-level overview of our approach is given below.

1.2. Overview of our method.

1.2.1. A graphical language for neural network computations. The idea of using
a graphical language to simplify computations involving multilinear maps is not
entirely new, dating back to at least the 1970s with the introduction of Penrose
diagrams [33], which have more recently been applied in the context of machine
learning (see [1, 6]). As discussed earlier, graphs have also been used to evaluate
expectations of products of Gaussian variables, and this forms the basis of the genus
expansion technique.

The graphs that we introduce are novel and accomplish both of these tasks at
once. On the one hand, they can be used to express deterministic products and op-
erations involving multilinear maps. On the other, when dealing with tensors with
Gaussian entries, the expectation of these operations can once again be expressed
in terms of graphs (in the sense of equation (2)). We explain this briefly below,
deferring to Section 2 for more details.

In what we call a product graph G = (V,E), edges will correspond to matrices
and vertices to vectors, which we call the inputs of their respective edge/vertex.
The graph’s structure then dictates a well-defined product involving these inputs,
the result of which we call the value of the graph and denote by WG. For instance,
a path of length k can be used to express an (ordinary) product of k matrices, while
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trees can be used to express Hadamard (entrywise) products (this is depicted in
Figures 1 and 2).

If we omit inputs for some vertices and edges of the graph and view them as
variables, then the resulting graph corresponds to a (multi)linear map and we call
it an operator graph. Differentiation, composition and other operations involving
these maps then turn out to be easily expressible using simple manipulations of
their corresponding graph (composition, for instance, reduces to attaching graphs
by a vertex), as explained in Section 2.2 and the figures therein.

1.2.2. Graph expansions of neural networks. The connection to neural networks is
made by expanding their output at a given input x as a linear combination of
product graphs

(1) Φ(x) =
∑
G∈F

c(G)WG

for some family of graphs F and combinatorial factors c(G).
This is achieved in Theorem 4, which essentially generalizes Faà di Bruno’s

formula (see [8, 22]) to the case of an arbitrary number of compositions. In similar
tasks, trees have been shown to be a natural combinatorial tool to keep track of
terms (see the literature on Butcher series [25, 16], and, more generally, on Runge-
Kutta methods for ordinary differential equations [17]), and this is reflected here in
the fact that F (in Eq. (1)) turns out to be a set of rooted trees.

By applying our previously mentioned graphical rules to each term in this sum,
we derive similar expansions for various related quantities, namely the k-th coordi-
nate of Φ(x), the neural tangent kernel, and the trace of the input-output Jacobian
of Φ times its transpose, raised to an arbitrary power. This reduces the task of
obtaining scaling limits to that evaluating EWG for various graphs G.

1.2.3. Wick’s principle and genus expansion. When G is a product graph whose
edge inputs have Gaussian entries, our main tool to evaluate EWG is Wick’s prin-
ciple, which reduces the expectation of products of Gaussian variables to the sum
of their pairwise covariances. Applied to WG, it yields the following simple identity

(2) EWG =
∑
ϕ

WGϕ ,

(see Theorem 6), where the sum is taken over admissible pairings ϕ of the edges of G
(see Def. 13), and Gϕ is the graph obtained from G after identifying edges paired
by ϕ (meaning that we consider such edges to be the same edge in Gϕ). Under

additional assumptions on G (see Assumption 2), we find that WGϕ = σGN
|V (Gϕ)|

for every ϕ (where |V (Gϕ)| is the number of vertices in Gϕ and σG is a variance
parameter) and the asymptotic order of WG is thus determined by the pairings for
which |V (Gϕ)| is maximised.

Instead of counting this quantity directly, it turns out to be much simpler to
embed the graph onto a surface Sϕ (as defined in Equation 35) and to then compute
|V (Gϕ)| using the Euler characteristic formula

|V (Gϕ)| − |E(Gϕ)|+ f(Gϕ : Sϕ) = 2− 2g(Sϕ),

where |E(Gϕ)| is the number of edges of Gϕ, f(Gϕ : Sϕ) the number of faces of
Gϕ in Sϕ and g(Sϕ) the genus of Sϕ. This formula allows us to identify which ϕ
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give rise to leading and sub-leading order terms in Eq. (2), which we call fully-
atomic and bi-atomic pairings, respectively, following [11]. We use this to give a
more explicit version of equation (2), and to extend it to centred mixed moments
E{
∏
G(WG − EWG)} as well (see Lemma 1). Lastly, we combine these results

to obtain a limit theorem for the joint moments of product graphs (Theorem 7),
reminiscent of a celebrated result of Diaconis and Shahshahani [9] for traces of
powers of random unitary matrices and its recent extension generalisation in [11]
(Thm. 1.2).

When the edge inputs in G are complex, non-Gaussian or sparse matrices (or
any combination of the three), we show that all of these results still hold up to an
o(1) error term (see sections 6.3, 6.1, 6.2, respectively). This allows us to extend
all our main results to NNs with such weight matrices.

1.2.4. A pipeline for scaling limits. With the graph expansion in (1), the dictionary
between analytic and graphical operations and the genus expansion to compute
each WGϕ in (2), we propose the following pipeline to study neural network scaling
limits.

(I) Express the desired quantity in terms of values of product graphs G.
(II) Apply genus formula (2) to derive the scaling limits for the WG.
(III) Evaluate these terms using combinatorial arguments, usually leveraging the

symmetries present in the graph G.
(IV) Substitute these quantities back into the expression from the first step.

To the best of our knowledge, the only unifying framework currently proposed
in the literature is that of so-called tensor programs (developed by Yang [39]).
Our pipeline can be seen as an alternative to the latter which is built on first
principles, and yields universal results that also hold for finite dimensional weights.
As remarked in Section 5, it also sheds new light on classical results, by, for instance,
recovering mainstream parameterizations as canonical choices.

More importantly, this pipeline provides a clear path to tackle more complex
settings (e.g. other architectures), and applies just as well to the training regime.
For instance, we believe that it can be used directly to study discrete stochastic
gradient descent, generalising the arguments in [5] which study the scaling limits
of NNs under µP initialisation). We survey other possible extensions in Section 7.

1.3. Main results. Fix sequences (φℓ : R → R | ℓ ∈ N>0) of polynomial activation
functions, (Nℓ ∈ N>0 | ℓ ∈ N) of layer dimensions and (Wℓ ∈ RNℓ+1×Nℓ | ℓ ∈ N)
of weight matrices. We define a feed-forward neural network ΦL of depth L by the
recursion

(3) Φ0(x) =W0x, Φℓ+1(x) =Wℓ+1φℓ+1(Φℓ(x)),

where each φℓ is applied entry-wise.
We omit bias terms and restrict ourselves to polynomial activations for simplicity

here, and discuss the requisite modifications to remove these restrictions in Section
7.

To demonstrate our pipeline, we obtain simple and insightful proofs of some pre-
viously mentioned, fundamental results. The first of these is the following universal
Gaussian process limit, which holds under “GP limit parameterisation” for a large
class of neural networks with sparse random weights.
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Theorem 1 (Gaussian process limit of neural networks). Let Nℓ = N when ℓ >
0, and assume that each Wℓ has i.i.d. entries drawn from a symmetric, centred
distribution with finite moments and variance 1

N 1(ℓ > 0) + 1(ℓ = 0).
Then for any M,L ≥ 1 we have

(4) ([ΦL]1, ..., [ΦL]M )
d−−−−→

N→∞
GP(0,KL ⊗ IM )

where the right hand side is a Gaussian Process indexed on RN0 , with diagonal
covariance function defined by

K0(x,y) = ⟨x,y⟩RN0 , Kℓ+1(x,y) = E [φℓ+1(Xℓ)φℓ+1(Yℓ)](5)

(Xℓ, Yℓ) ∼ N
(
0,

[
Kℓ(x,x) Kℓ(x,y)
Kℓ(y,x) Kℓ(y,y)

])
.(6)

Furthermore, the same result holds if the weight matrices are of the form W̃ℓ :=
Wℓ ⊙ 1√

pN
Bℓ, where Wℓ are as above and the Bℓ are independent matrices with

i.i.d., Bernoulli distributed entries with parameter pN satisfying NpN → ∞.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 8 and the corollaries in sections 6.3, 6.1, and
6.2. □

This adds to the growing list of generalisations of the result of Matthews et al.
[24] to non-Gaussian settings, such as that of Huang [20] to orthogonal weights, and
Hanin [18] to weights with i.i.d. entries satisfying finite moment assumptions. More
recently, Nait–Saada, Naderi and Tanner [34] encompassed both of these results by
showing that one can relax the i.i.d. assumption to a class of weights which they call
Pseudo-IID. In particular, this class includes structured sparse weights, making
this work the first to rigorously show that the Gaussian process limit holds in a
sparse setting. That said, while their result holds for more general activations than
the ones considered here, they only deal with sparsification using a fixed binary
mask B, whereas we allow for masks Bℓ whose expected proportion of ones can
decrease as Nℓ tends to infinity.

Our second result concerns the NTK ([10, 21]), which is defined by

(7) ΘL(x,y) :=
L∑
ℓ=0

λℓ(dWℓ
ΦL(x))(dWℓ

ΦL(y))
⊤ ∈ RNL+1×NL+1 ,

for a choice of so-called layer-wise learning rates (λℓ)ℓ. We show that at initiali-
sation and under “NTK parametrisation”, ΘL converges in L2 to a deterministic
kernel. As with the previous result, this convergence holds for non-Gaussian and
sparse matrices as well.

Theorem 2 (Convergence in L2 of the NTK at intialisation). For each ℓ > 0, let
Nℓ = N and assume that Wℓ has i.i.d. entries drawn from a symmetric, centered
distribution with finite moments and variance 1

N 1(ℓ > 0) + 1(ℓ = 0). Moreover,

assume that the layer-wise learning rates λℓ =
1√
N
1(ℓ > 0) + 1(ℓ = 0).

Then

(8) ΘL(x,y)
L2

−−−−→
N→∞

Θ∞
L (x,y)⊗ IdNL+1

where,

(9) Θ∞
0 (x,y) = ⟨x,y⟩RN0 , Θ∞

L (x,y) = KL(x,y) + K̇L(x,y)Θ
∞
L−1(x,y)
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and K̇ℓ is defined in the same way as Kℓ but substituting φℓ for φ
′
ℓ in (5).

The same result holds if the weight matrices are of the form W̃ℓ :=Wℓ⊙ 1√
pN
Bℓ,

where Wℓ are as above and the Bℓ are independent matrices with i.i.d., Bernoulli
distributed entries with parameter pN satisfying NpN → ∞.

Proof. Follows from Theorem 9 and the corollaries in sections 6.3, 6.1, and 6.2. □

Previous results regarding the NTK at initialization have only been shown for
Gaussian and orthogonal weights [21, 20], and only achieve convergence in proba-
bility. With the caveat of only holding for polynomial activations, our result is an
improvement on both fronts.

Having proved these theorems as a warm-up, we move on to the more difficult
problem of analysing the Jacobian spectrum of Φ. Defining the input-output Jaco-
bian of ΦL as JL,x := d(φL ◦ΦL−1)x, we’re interested in the macroscopic behaviour
of the squared singular values of JL,x, and study the empirical spectral distribution
of JL,xJ

⊤
L,x, defined as

ρL :=
1

N

N∑
I=1

δξi

where {ξ1, . . . , ξN} are the eigenvalues of JL,xJ
⊤
L,x and δξi denotes a Dirac mass on

ξi. Our main result establishes the weak convergence in probability of this measure
to a deterministic limiting measure γNFC

L (x, (φℓ)ℓ≤L), which we dub the non-linear
Fuss-Catalan distribution (in this case, with parameter L and non-linearities φℓ).
We go further and find an explicit formula for the moments of this measure as a
sum over non-crossing partitions.

Theorem 3 (Weak convergence of ρL in probability). For each ℓ ≥ 0, assume that
Nℓ = N and thatWℓ has i.i.d. entries drawn from a symmetric, centred distribution
with finite moments and variance 1/N . Then ρL converges weakly in probability to a
deterministic limiting measure γNFC

L (x, (φℓ)ℓ≤L), whose moments can be evaluated
explicitly by the recursion in Equation (60).

Furthermore, the same result holds if the weight matrices are of the form W̃ℓ :=
Wℓ ⊙ 1√

pN
Bℓ, where Wℓ are as above and the Bℓ are independent matrices with

i.i.d., Bernoulli distributed entries with parameter pN satisfying NpN → ∞.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 10 and the corollaries in sections 6.3, 6.1, and
6.2. □

Indeed, the moments of γNFC
L (x, (φℓ)ℓ≤L) can be seen as a generalization of the

Fuss-Catalan numbers (see, e.g., [28]) which is obtained by inserting activation-
dependent coefficients in their defining recursion. As such, γNFC

L (x, (φℓ)ℓ≤L) gener-
alizes the Fuss-Catalan distribution, which is known to be the universal first-order
limit of squared singular values for products of Ginibre matrices (in the language of
free probability, it is the L-fold free multiplicative convolution of the Marchenko-
Pastur law). We prove this theorem deriving an exact expression for the moments
of ρL, which are then shown to converge in L2 to those of γNFC

L (x, (φℓ)ℓ≤L) (see
Proposition 5). Weak convergence in probability of the empirical spectral measure
then follows from the method of moments.

Under an asymptotic freeness assumption which was later proved in [7], the lim-
iting distribution in Proposition 5 was computed by Pennington et al. [32] for
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Gaussian and orthogonal weights using the analytic machinery of free probability.
To be precise, they derived an implicit functional equation for the moment generat-
ing function of this distribution, from which they are able to determine the first two
moments m1,L and m2,L by expanding and solving for coefficients (which breaks
down for higher moments). Note that they only identify the limiting distribution,
and do not concern themselves with the convergence of the empirical measure. By
contrast, we show convergence in probability, find an explicit formula for the mo-
ments of the limiting distribution, and show that the same conclusions hold for
non-Gaussian and sparse weights.

1.4. Notation. Given a matrix A ∈ RN×M and a vector v ∈ RN we write [A]ij and
[v]j for their i, j and j-th coordinate, respectively. More generally, we will use square
brackets with subscripts to denote coordinates of tensors. We use the notation
IM,N ∈ RN×M ,1M ∈ RN to denote the matrix and vector having all entries equal to
1 (omitting the subscripts whenever it does not hurt comprehension), Eij ∈ RM×N

and ei ∈ RN to denote the canonical basis matrices/vectors in RN . ⟨, ⟩ will denote
the standard inner product, with the space in subscript when it is not clear from
the context. If A is a matrix with complex entries, we use Ā to denote its conjugate
and A∗ its Hermitian transpose. N (µ, σ2) will denote a Gaussian with mean µ and
variance σ2, and similarly NC(0, 1) will denote a standard complex Gaussian.

We will use standard asymptotic notation, writing f(T ) = o(g(T )) to mean that
|f(T )/g(T )| →T→∞ 0 and f(T ) = O(g(T )) to mean that lim supT→∞ |f(T )/g(T )|
is bounded. We will often writeW [x1, . . . , xk] to denote the evaluation of a k-linear
function W at some input (x1, . . . , xk); this is not different from W (x1, . . . , xk) but
will be used to stress the linear nature of the map.

For any positive integerN , we will use [N ] to denote the set {1, ..., N}. Whenever
e = (u, v) is an edge in a directed graph, we will call u the head and v the tail of
e, and we say that e is adjacent to u, v and vice versa.

A table compiling the notation that we introduce throughout the paper can be
found in Appendix E together with a dependency graph for all the main results in
Appendix D.

Acknowledgements. N.C. thanks William Turner for pointing him to [11]
and J.H. thanks Adam Jones for helpful discussions. C.S. is supported by Innovate
UK (Proj ID 10073285). N.C. and J.H. are supported by the EPSRC Centre for
Doctoral Training in Mathematics of Random Systems: Analysis, Modelling and
Simulation (EP/S023925/1).

2. Graphical descriptions of analytic operations

In this section we explain how various matrix-vector can be expressed by means
of directed graphs.

2.1. Product graphs. Consider a directed graph G = (V,E). We associate a
vector Xv ∈ Rd(v) to each vertex v ∈ V and a matrix Xe ∈ Rd(u)×d(v) to each edge
e = (u, v) ∈ E, calling Xe and Xv the inputs of the edge e and vertex v respectively.
Here, d(v) is a positive integer which call the dimension of the vertex v, and we
extend d to edges by using the shorthand d(e) = (d(u), d(v)) for e = (u, v) ∈ E (in
which case Rd(e) := Rd(u)×d(v)).
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As we are often going to talk about vertices and edges simultaneously, it will
be useful to have a single term to refer to both types of objects. For this purpose
we will use the term cells, as is customary in algebraic topology, noting that this
fits in with possible generalizations of the tools developed here (e.g. by considering
simplicial complexes instead of graphs, see Section 7.2). Every cell in C := V ∪ E
will thus have a dimension assigned to it by d, noting that this map is entirely
determined by the values that it takes on vertices.

As we will soon make precise, G can be seen as describing a type of product of
its inputs. This motivates the naming in the following definition, which summarizes
what we have introduced so far.

Definition 1 (Product graph). A product graph is a triple (G, d,C), where

• G = (V,E) is a directed graph with vertex set V and edge set E ⊆ V × V .
• d assigns a dimension to each vertex in V , and thus to each cell of G.
• C = {Xc ∈ Rd(c) : c ∈ C = V ∪ E} is a collection of inputs (vec-
tors/matrices) associated to the cells C of G.

When d, C are clear or implied from the context, we will omit them and simply
use G to denote the product graph (G, d,C). To a product graph G we can uniquely
associate the following value.

Definition 2. The value WG ∈ R of a product graph (G, d,C) is defined as the
following scalar

(10) WG :=
∑

(iv)v∈V

∏
(u,v)∈E

[X(u,v)]iuiv
∏
w∈V

[Xw]iw =
∑
iV

∏
c∈C

[Xc]ic ∈ R

where the sum on the right hand side is taken over all indexations iV = (iv)v∈V ∈∏
v∈V {1, ..., Nv} and where for c = (u, v) ∈ E we define ic := iuiv.

Remark. Note that the way we have defined C in a product graph of Definition 1
ensures that this product is well-defined. Furthermore, if G is disconnected and has
connected components {Gi}i, then WG =

∏
iWGi . In the event that some of its

inputs are random, WG then becomes a random variable.

We illustrate this definition with some examples.

Example. If G is the product graph in Figure 1, then WG = x⊤
aW3W2W1xd since

x⊤
aW3W2W1xd =

d(a)∑
α=1

d(b)∑
β=1

d(c)∑
γ=1

d(d)∑
δ=1

[W3]α,β [W2]β,γ [W3]γ,δ[xa]α[xd]δ.

1d(b) 1d(c)

W3 W2 W1

xdxa

Figure 1. A product graph giving rise to a word of matrices mul-
tiplied by vectors on either side. 1N is the N × 1 vector of 1s.

Example. If G is a tree, then the corresponding value WG is defined by means of
Hadamard products of matrices. For instance, taking G to be the product graph in
Figure 2 gives

WG = x⊤
aW2

(
xb ⊙ (W1xd)⊙(W1xc)

)
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where A⊙B denotes the Hadamard product of A and B. In fact, entry-wise the
product is given by

WG :=

d(a)∑
α=1

d(b)∑
β=1

d(c)∑
γ=1

d(d)∑
δ=1

[W2]α,β [W1]β,γ [W1]β,δ[xa]α[xb]β [xc]γ [xd]δ.

W1

W2

W1

xc xd

xa

xb

Figure 2. A product graph G with a tree structure whose value
WG is realised by Hadamard products.

Note that while the examples above can be described in terms of ordinary ma-
trix/vector multiplication and entry-wise products, this isn’t necessarily the case.
For instance, taking G to be the product graph in Figure 3 gives

WG =
∑
α,β,γ

[W1]α,β [W2]β,α[W3]β,γ [xa]α[xb]β [xc]γ

= Tr
{[
xa1

⊤ ⊙W1

] [
(xb ⊙W3xc)1

⊤ ⊙W2

]}
= x⊤

c W
⊤
3

[
xb ⊙ diag

(
W2[xa1

⊤ ⊙W1]
)]
.

W1

W2

W3

xa xcxb

Figure 3. A simple product graph leading to a complicated ana-
lytical expression for its value.

As this example shows, simple graphs can be used to express much more com-
plicated analytic expressions. Graphs of the type depicted in Figure 3 will be the
central object of study in Section 5.3.

2.2. Operator graphs and their associated linear map. So far, we have as-
sociated a vector/matrix to each cell in our graphs. By freeing some of these cells,
meaning that we consider their inputs as variables, we can use graphs to define
more general linear maps between tensors.

Consider for example the product graph (G, d,C) in Figure 2, noting how the
product defining WG is linear in xa. If we consider xa to be a variable, this
yields a well-defined linear map Rd(a) → R, or equivalently a vector in Rd(a).
In this particular case, the linear map in question would be x 7→ x⊤W2

(
xb ⊙

(W1xd)⊙(W1xc)
)
, and its vector representation is W2

(
xb ⊙ (W1xd)⊙(W1xc)

)
.
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More generally, let G be a directed graph with dimensions assigned by d, and
let F be an (ordered) sequence of free cells of G (meaning vertices and edges
which are considered as variables), assuming that the remaining cells c which do
not belong to F are each fixed to some input Xc. Then for any input sequence
(Xc)c∈F , the product defining W(G,d,(Xc)c∈C) = WG is |F|−linear in these inputs,
or equivalently, linear in ⊗c∈FXc by the universal property of tensor products.

Furthermore, given any a partition of F into two subsequences Fin and Fout, we
can consider the linear map

(11) ⊗c∈FinXc 7→
(
⊗c∈Fout Xc 7→ WG

)
.

This is equivalent to considering the linear map

(12) ⊗c∈FinXc 7→ Y, ⟨Y,⊗c∈FoutXc⟩ = WG for any (Xc)c∈Fout

where Y ∈
⊗

c∈Fout
Rd(c) is the Riesz representation of

(
⊗c∈Fout

Xc 7→ WG

)
.

The input and output dimensions of this map depend on the partition of F that
is being taken. We refer to it as the operator associated to G, as defined below.
Note that in what follows, we use c /∈ F to mean c /∈ Fin ⊔ Fout.

Definition 3 (Operator associated to a graph). Let G and d be as in Definition 1.
Let F = (Fin,Fout) be a sequence of free cells of C.

Then, we define the operator associated to (G, d,F , (Xc)c/∈F ) as follows

WG :
⊗
c∈Fin

Rd(c) →
⊗
c∈Fout

Rd(c), WG[⊗c∈Fin
Xc] = Y

where Y ∈
⊗

c∈Fout
Rd(c) is the unique vector satisfying

⟨Y,⊗c∈Fout
Xc⟩ = W(G,d,(Xc)c∈C).

Further, we let W̃G denote the unique multilinear map satisfying

W̃G[(Xc)c∈Fin
] = WG[⊗c∈Fin

Xc]

for all (Xc)c∈Fin
, which exists by the universal property of tensor products.

Note that we used the same notation for the operator associated to a graph as
for the value of a product graph. This is to reflect the fact that operator graphs
essentially reduce to the latter when F = ∅, recalling that the empty tensor product
is defined as the base field R. Indeed, the operator associated to (G, d, ∅, (Xc)c∈C)
is

z 7→ W(G,d,(Xc)c∈C)z, z ∈ R.
Just as we did for product graphs, we will abuse notation and just use G to denote
an operator graph when F , (Xc)c/∈F and d are clear from the context. As a result,
WG can denote both an operator (when G is an operator graph) and a scalar (when
G is a product graph).

Some examples to illustrate these definitions might be in order, and are given
below. When depicting a graph, a free vertex is drawn as a circle (e.g. ◦) and is
depicted in blue if it is in the set of outputs Fout, while a vertex fixed to x is drawn
as a black dot labeled by said vector (e.g. •x). Similarly, we draw free edges with
dotted directed lines (e.g. 99K) and in blue if they are in the set Fout of output
cells, while fixed edges are drawn as solid lines labeled by their input matrix (e.g.
W−→).
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For simplicity, we will omit labels from vertices (resp. edges) whose input is 1
(resp. I) when drawing them. We will also not indicate dimensions given by d nor
the order of the sequence F on the graph itself.

Example. Let G be the graph in Figure 4 (left). To turn this into an operator
graph, let a, b, c, d refer to its vertices from bottom to top/ left to right and let
d : {a, b, c, d} → N be any fixed dimension map. Then if we consider Fin = (d, (a, b))
and Fout = (a) and fix the remaining cells as ( cf. Figure 4)

b 7→ xb, c 7→ 1, (b, d) 7→ I, (b, c) 7→W1,

we obtain the linear map xd ⊗W(a,b) 7→W(a,b)

(
xb ⊙ (W11)⊙(I xd)

)
∈ Rd(a).

xb

W1

Figure 4. Example of an operator graph (right) obtained from a
graph (left) by a choice of Fin, Fout, d and (Xc)c/∈F . Note how on
the right, we omit labels from vertices and edges whose inputs are
1 or I respectively.

.

2.3. Operations on graphs. Having outlined the correspondence between graphs
and operators, we can now go further and show how various analytic operations
can be expressed as binary operations on graphs. In what follows, we show how
to graphically depict evaluation and composition of operators, as well as transpo-
sition and taking the trace when said operators are bilinear (thus corresponding to
matrices).

Definition 4 (Fixing an in-cell). Let (G, d, (Fin,Fout), (Yc)c/∈F ) be an operator
graph, WG its associated map and c0 ∈ Fin be a free cell of G. Then if G[Xc0 ] is
the graph obtained by fixing c0’s input to some Xc0 ∈ Rd(c0), we have

WG[Xc0 ]
:
⊗

c∈Fin\c0

Rd(c) →
⊗
c∈Fout

Rd(c)

WG[Xc0
][⊗c∈Fin\c0Xc] = WG[⊗c∈Fin

Xc]

Fixing an input cell to a vector thus corresponds to the (partial) evaluation of the
operator.

For example, let G be the operator graph on the left in Figure 5 below, and
let v denote its top-right vertex, noting that Fin = (v) and Fout = ∅. Ignoring
dimensions for the sake of this example,

WG : x 7→W2[(W11)⊙ (W1x)],

and fixing the unique in-vertex’s input to Xv (c.f. Figure 5, right) givesW2[(W11)⊙
(W1Xv)].

For any operator graph (G, d, (Fin,Fout), (Xc)c/∈F ), recall that WG is a linear
map from

⊗
c∈Fin\c0 R

d(c) to
⊗

c∈Fout
Rd(c) and thus corresponds to a vector in
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Xv

W1W1W1W1

W2 W2

Figure 5. Fixing a free in-vertex (middle) or in-edge (right) of a graph.

∏
c∈Fout

Rd(c)×
∏
c∈Fin

Rd(c). It will therefore make sense to talk about coordinates
of WG, and to take Hadamard products between WG1

and WG2
, for instance.

Definition 5 (Identifying free out-vertices). Let G1 = (G1, d1, (∅, (v1)), (Xc)c∈C1\{v1})
and G2 = (G2, d2, (∅, (v2)), (Xc)c∈C2\{v2}) be operator graphs with unique free out-
vertices v1 ∈ V (G1) and v2 ∈ V (G2) respectively. Assume that d1(v1) = d2(v2).
We define G1 ∧G2 as the graph obtained by identifying v1 and v2, meaning that we
consider them as the same vertex.

We then have that WG1∧G2
= WG1

⊙ WG2
∈ Rd(v1), noting that since G1

and G2 have only one free cell, WG1
,WG2

and WG1∧G2
all correspond to unique

vectors in Rd1(v1).

G1

G2

G1 ∧G2

WG1∧G2 = WG1 ⊙WG2

W1

W1

W2

W2

W3W3

W1

W2

W3W3

W2

W1

Figure 6. Identifying two graphs by their unique free vertex cor-
responds to taking a Hadamard product of their associated opera-
tors. Here, the fixed vertices of G1 and G2 are all assumed to have
input 1.

This operation can straightforwardly be extended for generic operator graphs
which have more than one free cell, in which case one should specify the cells
being identified. This will not be needed for our purposes, and we thus opt for the
definition above in an effort to keep notation simple.

Note that the graph operation ∧ is associative and symmetric much like its
analytic counterpart ⊙, meaning that there is no confusion in writing G1∧· · ·∧Gn =∧
i∈[n]Gi.
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Definition 6 (Transposition). Let G = (G, d, ((u), (v)), (Xc)c∈C\{u,v}) be an op-
erator graph with exactly two free vertices u and v, one of which is an out-vertex.
Note that in this case, WG is a d(u)× d(v) matrix.

Then if
G⊤ := (G, d, ((v), (u)), (Xc)c∈C\{u,v}),

it is easy to see that W⊤
G = WG⊤ .

W1

W2

W1

W2

1 1

G

...

...

GT

...

...

WG = W2W1 W
GT

= WT
1 WT

2

Figure 7. Transpose of an operator graph.

Once again, one can make this definition more general by considering any choice
of Fin and Fout, and swapping any element of one set with an element of the other.
We chose to highlight a much simpler situation in the previous example, as it will
be of particular use to us in later sections.

Definition 7 (Composition). Let G1 = (G1, d1, (F (1)
in , (c1)), (Xc)c∈C1\F1

) and G2 =

(G2, d2, ((c2),F (2)
out), (Xc)c∈C2\F2

) be operator graphs, c1, c2 a pair of edges or of ver-
tices satisfying d1(c1) = d2(c2). Then the composition G2 ◦ G1 of these graphs is
the graph obtained by identifying c1 and c2 and fixing the resulting cell’s input to
1 or I accordingly. Note if any vertices v1, v2 are identified as a result (e.g., when
c1, c2 are edges), the resulting vertex is given input x1 ⊙ x2 where x1,x2 are the
respective inputs of v1 and v2. Then we have

WG2◦G1 = WG2 ◦WG1

where on the right hand side, ◦ denotes composition of linear maps.

To illustrate, consider two operator graphs

G1 = (G1, d1, ((a), (b)), (Xc)c∈C1\{a,b}), G2 = (G2, d2, ((b
′), (c)), (Xc)c∈C2\{b′,c}),

and assume that d1(b) = d2(b
′) = N for some N > 0. Then the product WG1

WG2

is a matrix with coordinates

[WG2
WG1

]γ,α =

N∑
β=1

[WG2
]γ,β [WG1

]β,α =

N∑
β=1

[WG2
]γ,β [WG1

]β,α[1]β

and the right hand side is exactly WG2◦G1
as depicted in Figure 8.

A concrete example of the case in which the two cells are edges e, e′ will be given
in Section 5.2 when computing the neural tangent kernel.

Definition 8 (Trace). Let G = (G, d, ((c1), (c2)), (Xc)c∈C\{c1,c2}) be an operator
graph with exactly two free cells c1 and c2, one of which is an out-vertex, and such
that d(c1) = d(c2). Then the trace Tr(G) of G is the graph obtained by identifying
c1 with c2 and fixing the resulting cell to 1 or I accordingly. Again, if any vertices
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a b cb′
=⇒

a c
b ∼ b′

G1 G2 G1 G2

Figure 8. Two graphs being composed in the vertex b.

v1, v2 are identified as a result (e.g., when c1, c2 are edges), the resulting vertex is
given input x1 ⊙ x2 where x1,x2 are the respective inputs of v1 and v2. Then we
have

Tr(WG) = WTr(G).

For instance consider G = (G, d, ((a), (b)), (Xc)c∈C\{a,b}) in Figure 9, assuming
d(a) = d(b) = N . Then

Tr(WG) =

N∑
α=1

[WG]α,α =

N∑
α=1

[WG]α,α[1]α = WTr(G).

Note how the trace can be seen as composition which is “internal to a graph”.

··
·

G

··
·

··
·

Tr(G)

··
·

··
·

··
·

=⇒ W1

W2

W0

=⇒

WG = W2W1W0

W1

W2

W0

WTr(G) = Tr(W2W1W0)

Figure 9. Trace of a graph.

In what follows, if G2 and G2 are operator graphs with the same number of in
and out cells, we will write G1+G2 to denote the graph whose associated operator
equals WG1

+WG2
.

Definition 9 (Differential). Let G = (G, d, (Fin,Fout), (Xc)c∈C\F ) be an operator
graph. Fix a sequence XFin

of possible inputs. Then the differential of G with
respect to XFin

is given by

(dG)XFin
:=

|Fin|∑
i=1

(diG)XFin

where (diG)XFin
:= (G, d, ((ci),Fout), (Xc)c∈C\(Fout∪(ci))) has only ci as in-cell, all

other cells of Fin(G) have been fixed to the corresponding elements from XFin
.

Recall that by the universal property, WG corresponds to a multilinear map

W̃G :

|Fin|∏
i=1

Rd(ci) →
⊗
c∈Fout

Rd(c).
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Under this identification, we have by definition of the total derivative that

(dW̃G)XFin
=

|Fin|∑
i=1

(diW̃G)XFin
=

|Fin|∑
i=1

W(diG)XFin
= W(dG)XFin

a

b

xa

W H

hb

+ +
W

xa

xbxb

ha

Figure 10. An operator graph (left) and its differential with re-
spect to (xa,xb,W ) (right).

Consider as a final example the graph G in Figure 11 (left) with its specification
of in/out vertices and edges. Let a, b, c, d denote its vertices from bottom to top/left

to right. This defines a bi-linear map W̃G : Rd(d) × Rd(a)×d(b) → Rd(c). Given an
input sequence XFin

:= (x,W ), the differential at that point can be written as

(dW̃G)XFin
= (d1W̃G)XFin

+ (d2W̃G)XFin
= W(d1G)XFin

+W(d2G)XFin

cf. Figure 11 (middle).

A B

y

B

y

B

y

x

W

WG
(d1W̃G)(x,W ) Tr

(
(d2W̃G)⊤(x,W )(d2W̃G)(x,W )

)

A A

(d2W̃G)(x,W )

A

B

y ⊙ y

x x

B

A

Figure 11. Some operations on graphs.

Let us, for instance, compute the squared Hilbert-Schmidt norm of (d2W̃G)XFin

which in coordinates is given by∥∥∥(d2W̃G)XFin

∥∥∥2
HS

= Tr
(
(d2W̃G)

⊤
XFin

(d2W̃G)XFin

)
=
∑
α,β,γ

⟨eγ , (d2W̃G)XFin
[Eα,β ]⟩2.

This is given by the product graph in Figure 11 (right).

3. Neural network expansions

Having outlined our correspondence between analytic and graphical operations,
we now show how to express neural networks and related quantities using these
graphs.
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3.1. Tree expansion for feed-forward neural networks. Fix sequences (φℓ :
R → R | ℓ ∈ N>0) of polynomial activation functions, (Nℓ ∈ N>0 | ℓ ∈ N) of
layer dimensions and (Wℓ ∈ RNℓ+1×Nℓ | ℓ ∈ N) of weight matrices. Recall that
a feed-forward neural network ΦL of depth L with no bias term is defined by the
recursion

(13) Φ0(x) =W0x, Φℓ+1(x) =Wℓ+1φℓ+1(Φℓ(x)).

As explained in the introduction, we aim to derive an expansion for ΦL(x) that
linearizes the effect of the activation functions.

This is achieved in the main result of the section (Theorem 4), in which we
expand ΦL as a sum of operator graphs which are rooted trees (see Definition
10). Some examples of the trees arising in this expansion are plotted in Figure 12:
they all have weight matrices as edge inputs, basis vectors as leaf inputs and their
internal nodes all have input 1. Each of these trees has a unique free vertex (its
root) which is an out-vertex, and the latter always has out-degree one.

W0 W0

W1

W1 W1

W2W0

W0
W0 W0

ei

ei ek

ej ei ej

Figure 12. Examples of trees arising in the expansion of Φ3

Consider k such trees τ1, ..., τk (along with the data required to make them
operator graphs), assuming that their respective root edges are all fixed to the
same Wℓ for some ℓ > 0 (which implies that the dimension assigned to each of the

root vertices is Nℓ+1). We define [τ1 · · · τk]ℓ to be the tree ( Wℓ )◦(∧ki=1τi), where ◦
denotes composition as defined in Section 2.3 and where for Wℓ the dimension of
the vertices is given by d( ) = Nℓ, d( ) = Nℓ+1. Then any tree like those in Figure
12 can be constructed from the following family of operator graphs:

{[•ei ]0}i∈[N0], where [•ei ]0 =
W0 ei so that d(•) = N0, d( ) = N1,

where d is the dimension function for [•ei ]0. For instance, the first and second tree
in said figure can be written as follows.

W0

ei

[•ei ]0 = W1

ei

[[•ei ]0 [•ej ]0]1 =

ej

W0 W0

Figure 13. Constructing trees from vertices using brackets.

Using this shorthand notation, we now define the space TL.
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Definition 10. Fix L > 0, TL is the set of operator graphs defined inductively by

T0 = {[•e1
]0, · · · , [•eN0

]0}, Tℓ+1 := {[τ1 · · · τM ]ℓ+1 | M ≥ 0, ∀i ∈ [M ] τi ∈ Tℓ}.

Remark. Note that for any τ ∈ Tℓ, there is a unique dimension function d that
is compatible with its inputs: if an edge (u, v) is labeled by Wk then we must have
d(u) = Nk+1 and d(v) = Nk. In what follows, we will implicitly assume this choice
of dimension function for all of the trees being considered.

Recalling the definitions of the graph operations ∧ and ◦, we note that for
τ = [τ1 · · · τM ]ℓ+1 ∈ Tℓ+1,

W[τ1···τM ]ℓ+1
=Wℓ+1

[
⊙Mi=1Wτi

]
.

Note also that by construction, the trees in TL are non-plane, meaning that the
order of the edges coming out of each vertex is ignored. For any τ ∈ Tℓ, it will
thus be useful to keep track of how many ways we can rearrange its branches on
the plane while not changing the resulting tree. Following Gubinelli [16], we call
this quantity the symmetry factor s(τ) of τ , and define it recursively as

(14) s([•ei ]0) = 1, s([(τ1)
k1 · · · (τm)km ]ℓ) =

∏
i

(ki!)s(τi)
ki ,

where τ1, ..., τm are assumed to be distinct and τk11 denotes the repetition of τ1, k1
times. Lastly, we introduce the following notation: for any vector x, we let

(15) x[•ei
]0 = [x]i, x[τ1···τM ]ℓ =

M∏
i=1

xτi ,

and for any activation function φ,

(16) φ[•i]0 = 1, φ[τ1···τM ]ℓ+1
= φ

(M)
ℓ+1 (0) ·

M∏
i=1

φτi .

Definition 11. Given x ∈ RN0 we define the sets Tℓ(x) of operator trees obtained
from the trees in Tℓ by changing all the leaves’ inputs from •ei to x. We will
henceforth denote this operation by •ei 7→ •x.

If we extend s(η) and φη to Tℓ(x) setting the base cases as s([•x]0) = φ[•x]0 = 1,
then clearly φτ = φτ(x) for all τ ∈ Tℓ since the definition of φ only depends on the
out-degree of the vertices, which is left unchanged. While it is not generally true
that s(τ) = s(τ(x)) one has nonetheless the useful equality

(17)
1

s(η)
Wη =

∑
τ∈Tℓ:τ(x)=η

1

s(τ)
Wτxτ .

which follows from the fact that s(τ(x))/s(τ) counts the number of ways in which
the non-plane tree τ is obtained from τ(x) by applying the operation •x 7→ •ei .

Example. Consider the trees η := [[•x]0 [•x]0]1 and τ := [[•1]0 [•2]0]1. Then η =
τ(x), but s(η) = 2!s([•x]0) = 2 while s(τ) = s([•1]0)s([•2]0) = 1. Notice that τ can
be obtained both by [[•x]0 [•x]0]1 7→ [[•1]0 [•2]0]1 and [[•x]0 [•x]0]1 7→ [[•2]0 [•1]0]1,
so in 2 = s(η)/s(τ) ways.

We can now state the main result of this section.
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Theorem 4 (Tree expansion). Let ΦL be as defined in (13). Then ΦL(x) admits
the following expansion over Tℓ:

(18) Φℓ(x) =
∑
τ∈Tℓ

φτ
s(τ)

Wτxτ =
∑

η∈Tℓ(x)

φη
s(η)

Wη ∈ RNℓ+1 .

Proof. We proceed by induction on depth ℓ for the first equality. If ℓ = 0 then
Φ0(x) =W0x and∑

τ∈T0

φτxτ
s(τ)

Wτ =

N0∑
i=1

1 · [x]i
1

W0ei =W0

[
N0∑
i=1

[x]iei

]
=W0x ∈ RN1

as needed.
Now assume then the claim holds for ℓ. Note that for y ∈ RNℓ

φℓ+1(y) =

∞∑
M=0

φ
(M)
ℓ+1 (0)

M !
y⊙M

by Taylor expansion around the origin, where ⊙ denotes the Hadamard product.
If y =

∑
τ∈Tℓ

φτ
s(τ)Wτxτ then by Proposition 9 we can write

y⊙M =
∑

τ̄=Jτ1···τM K∈XMTℓ

M !

s(τ̄)
⊙Mi=1

(
φτi
s(τi)

Wτixτ

)
.

In the right hand side, the summation is taken over symmetric tuples of M
elements of Tℓ. These tuples, along with their associated symmetry factors s, are
rigorously defined in Appendix B, and we discuss them informally here to make
this proof self-contained.

For any set A, a symmetric tuple Ja1 · · · aM K ∈ XMA of M elements of A is
obtained from the tuple (a1, . . . , aM ) by forgetting about the order of its elements.
Note that there is a natural connection between XTℓ = ∪M≥0XMTℓ and the trees in
Tℓ+1: since the latter are non-plane, they can be thought of as nested symmetric
tuples XTℓ (meaning symmetric tuples of symmetric tuples, etc., ℓ times). To be
precise, Tℓ+1 and XTℓ are in bijection via

τ := [τ1 · · · τm]ℓ+1 7→ τ̄ := Jτ1 · · · τmK,

and under this identification we have s(τ) = s(τ̄)
∏
i s(τi), where the symmetry

factor of the symmetric tuple τ̄ = [(τ1)
k1 · · · (τN )kN ] is given by s(τ̄) :=

∏N
i=1(ki)!

when τ1, . . . , τN are distinct.
We can thus leverage this connection to write

Wℓ+1φℓ+1(y) =Wℓ+1

∞∑
M=0

φ(M)(0)

M !
y⊙M

=

∞∑
M=0

φ(M)(0)
∑

τ̄=Jτ1···τM K∈XMTℓ

1

s(τ̄)
Wℓ+1

[
⊙Mi=1

(
φτi
s(τi)

Wτixτi

)]

=

∞∑
M=0

∑
τ̄=Jτ1···τM K∈XMTℓ

φ(M)(0)
∏
i φτi

s(τ̄)
∏
i s(τi)

(
Wℓ+1

[
⊙Mi=1Wτi

])(∏
i

xτi

)

=
∑

τ∈Tℓ+1

φτxτ
s(τ)

Wτ ∈ RNℓ+1 .
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The second equality readily follows from∑
η∈Tℓ(x)

φη
s(η)

Wη =
∑

η∈Tℓ(x)

∑
τ∈Tℓ:τ(x)=η

φτ
s(τ)

Wτxτ =
∑
τ∈Tℓ

φτ
s(τ)

Wτxτ .

□

Remark. This result is a particular instance of a more general expansion given in
Proposition 11 in the appendix.

3.2. Expansions for related quantities. Combined with the dictionary in Sec-
tion 2.3, this expansion allows us to express the coordinates of ΦL and various
related quantities as linear combinations of values of product graphs. Note that in
the figures below, we label an edge with input Wℓ by ℓ for simplicity.

3.2.1. Entry-wise expansion. We can use the expansion in Theorem 4 to derive one
for the k-th entry of ΦL(x). To that end, let Tℓ,k be the set of trees obtained from
Tℓ by fixing the root to ek (i.e. 7→ •ek), noting that this results in a product
graph. Then we can write the k-th entry of ΦL a

(19) [ΦL(x)]k =
∑

τ∈TL,k

φτ
s(τ)

Wτxτ =
∑

η∈TL,k(x)

φη
s(η)

Wη ∈ R.

where s(τ), φτ and xτ are defined as in equations (14),(15) and (16) noting that
these definitions only depend one τ through its set of vertices and edges.

3.2.2. Input-output Jacobian. Consider the (post-activation) Jacobian of ΦL with
respect to an input x, which we define as

(20) JL,x = d(φL ◦ ΦL−1)x ∈ RNL×N0 .

Note that, following the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 4, we can write

(21) (φL ◦ ΦL−1)(x) =
∑

η∈TL(x)

φη∗

s(η∗)
Wη∗ ∈ RNℓ+1

where η∗ denotes the tree obtained from η by deleting the root and the edge which
stems from it, and where φη∗ and s(η∗) are defined in the natural way, here φη∗ = φη
as well as s(η∗) = s(η). This operation is depicted in Figure 14, and let (TL(x))∗ =
{η∗ : η ∈ TL(x)}.

x

η∗η ∈ TL(x)

x x

x x x

0 0 0

0 0
0

1
1

1

1

1

1
2

Figure 14. A tree η ∈ T2(x) (left) and η
∗ (right).

Now let us take the derivative. For any tree η ∈ (T(x))∗, we want to see it as a
multi-linear map in the x so that we may compute its differential with respect to
it. To do this, we first apply •x 7→ to all of the vertices with input x in η, then
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compute the total derivative of the resulting map evaluated at (x, ...,x). Concretely,
let k denote the number of vertices in η with input x, and η1, ..., ηk denote the trees
obtained from η by applying •x 7→ to each of these vertices (respectively). Then

dxη =

k∑
i=1

ηi

and, arguing similarly as we did to get Equation (17) yields

(22)
1

s(η)
Wdxη =

∑
η∗:η∗(x)=η

1

s(η∗)
Wη∗ .

In particular the equality holds since s(η∗)/s(η) is equal to the number of ways in
which η∗ can be obtained from a tree in (∂xTL(x))∗, i.e. to the number of times it
appears in the total derivative of η.

To summarize what we have said to far, let ∂xTL(x) denote the space of trees
which can be obtained from trees in TL(x) by applying •x 7→ to exactly one of
their leaves. Then we have

(23) JL,x =
∑

η∈(∂xTL(x))∗

φη
s(η)

Wη.

Once again, while the value of φ is invariant under •x 7→ since it only depends
on the out-degree of each vertex of the tree, the value of the symmetric factor s is
not, given that vertex is a new type of vertex and the equality holds thanks to
Equation (22).

In Section 5, we will study the distribution of the singular values of JL,x when
the weight matrices of ΦL are chosen at random. As we later explain, this amounts
to estimating the elements of the sequence

Tr
(
(JL,xJ

T
L,x)

k
)
, k ∈ N.

We note that every η in the expansion of JL,x has exactly two free vertices: its
root ( ) and one of its leaves ( ). The transpose of JL,x can thus be obtained from
the same expansion by taking WηT instead of Wη (noting that φη and s(η) are

invariant under η 7→ ηT ). Thus we can write

(24) JL,xJ
⊤
L,x =

∑
η1,η2∈(∂xTL(x))∗

φη1φη2
s(η1)s(η2)

Wη1◦η⊤2

which, by linearity of the trace, gives

(25) Tr(JL,xJ
⊤
L,x) =

∑
η1,η2∈(∂xTL(x))∗

φη1φη2
s(η1)s(η2)

WTr(η1◦η⊤2 ).

Similarly, for k = 2 we can repeat the above procedure to obtain

(26)
∑

η
(1)
1 ,η

(1)
2 ,η

(2)
1 ,η

(2)
2 ∈(∂xTL(x))∗

 2∏
i=1

2∏
j=1

φ
η
(i)
j

s(η
(i)
j )

W
Tr

(
η
(1)
1 ◦(η(1)2 )⊤◦η(2)1 ◦(η(2)2 )⊤

),
and the case for general k case follows analogously, with the final expression involv-

ing product graphs of the form Tr
(
η
(1)
1 ◦ (η(1)2 )⊤ ◦ · · · ◦ η(k)1 ◦ (η(k)2 )⊤

)
. This will

be discussed in detail in Section 5.3.
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x xx
x x

x

x

x

x

τ η τ ◦ ηT Tr
(
τ ◦ ηT

)1 1 1
1 1

1

1
11

0

0 0
0

0

0
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00000

Figure 15. Operator graphs arising in the expansion of Tr(J2,xJ
T
2,x).

3.2.3. Neural Tangent Kernel. The same procedure can be used to compute the
so-called Neural Tangent Kernel (NTK) ([21]), which characterizes the dynamics of
Φℓ during gradient descent. The NTK is defined as

(27) ΘL(x,y) :=

L∑
ℓ=0

λℓ(dWℓ
ΦL(x))(dWℓ

ΦL(y))
⊤ ∈ RNL+1×NL+1 ,

where the λℓ ∈ R are known as the layer-wise learning rates.
To find an expansion for ΘL, let ∂ℓTL(x) denote the space of trees which can be

obtained from trees in TL(x) by freeing exactly one of its height ℓ edges (i.e. one
edge with input Wℓ), making it an in-edge.

We can then write

(28) dWℓ
ΦL(x) =

∑
τ∈∂ℓTL(x)

φτ
s(τ)

Wτ ,

where Wτ : RNℓ+1×Nℓ → RNL+1 , noting that this once again follows from the fact
that the symmetric factors take care of any overcounting.

Arguing as we above, we then find that

(29) [(dWℓ
ΦL(x))(dWℓ

ΦL(y))
⊤]i,j =

∑
τ∈∂ℓTL,i(x)

∑
η∈∂ℓTL,j(y)

φτφη
s(τ)s(η)

Wτ◦η⊤ .

4. Genus expansion and limit theorems

In this section, we develop tools to compute quantities of the form E{WG},
where G is a product graph whose edge inputs are matrices with Gaussian entries.
We will extend our methods to non-Gaussian and sparse neural networks in Section
6.1. These results are all consequences of the classical Wick’s Theorem, which we
now recall.

For any set S of even size k, we define a pairing ϕ of S to be a partition of S
into pairs Sj = {ϕj,1, ϕj,2} for 1 ≤ j ≤ k/2. Then Wick’s theorem reduces the task
of computing expectations of a product of Gaussian random variables to that of
computing pairwise covariances.

Theorem 5 (Wick’s theorem). Let (Zi)i≥1 be a real centered Gaussian vector.
Then for any sequence of integers i1, ..., ik,

E
{ k∏
j=1

Zij

}
=
∑
ϕ

k/2∏
j=1

E
{
Ziϕj,1Ziϕj,2

}
.

where the sum is taken over all pairings of {1, ..., k}.
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ej

0

ei

0 0 0 0 0

1 1 1 1

x ei y ej

0

ei

0 0 0 0 0

1 1 1 1

x ei y ei ej x⊙ y

1 1

1

Figure 16. Left: A pairing which is not admissible (in red), since
a 1-edge is paired to a 0-edge and a vertex with input ei is paired
with one with input ek. Right: An admissible pairing (in red) and
the corresponding Gϕ (note that not all edges are necessarily
paired).

The arguments below are inspired by those of Dubach and Peled [11], albeit with
substantial modifications to accommodate our more general setting.

4.1. Wick expansion for product graphs with random inputs. Throughout
this section, we will let W denote the following sequence of random matrices.

Definition 12. Let W := (Wi)i∈N, where Wi ∈ RNri×Nci are independent Gauss-
ian random matrices with i.i.d. entries distributed as NR(0, σ

2
i ).

Assumption 1. We assume that any graph G considered throughout the section is
a product graph whose inputs are either deterministic or matrices in W.

For any product graph G satisfying Assumption 1 and edge e ∈ E, we will say
that e is an “ℓ-edge” if its input is fixed to Wℓ ∈ W. For simplicity, we label such
edges by ℓ instead ofWℓ when depicting the graph, as the latter can quickly become
cumbersome.

We will consider pairings of edges of G whose inputs are matrices in W, denoting
the set of such edges by EW . Such a pairing is said to be admissible if it only pairs
ℓ−edges with ℓ−edges.

Definition 13 (Admissible pairing). Let G be a product graph, and EW = {e ∈ E :
Xe =Wℓ for some ℓ(e) := ℓ ∈ N}. Then a pairing ϕ of EW is said to be admissible
if any two paired edges {e, e′} ∈ ϕ satisfy ℓ(e) = ℓ(e′). We denote the set of all
admissible pairings of EW by P(G).

For any product graph G and admissible pairing ϕ ∈ P(G), let Gϕ be the product
graph constructed by identifying the edges of G paired by ϕ coherently with their
orientation (see, e.g., Figure 16). The inputs of the cells in Gϕ are assigned as
follows:

• When identifying two edges fixed to Wℓ, the resulting edge will be fixed to
E[Wℓ ⊙Wℓ] = σ2

ℓ I.
• When identifying two vertices u, v (e.g. by pairing edges which have u and
v as their respective endpoints), the resulting vertex will have input xu⊙xv.

Examples of pairings which are and aren’t admissible are depicted in Figure 16,
along with the graph Gϕ that arises when admissibility holds.
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In the event that the graph G is not connected, we write it as a disjoint union

Gϕ = ⊔c(Gϕ)i=1 (Gi)ϕ of its connected components (Gi)ϕ, where c(Gϕ) denotes the
number of connected components of Gϕ.

Theorem 6 (Wick expansion). Let G be a (possibly disconnected) product graph
satisfying Assumption 1. Then

(30) E {WG} =
∑

ϕ∈P(G)

WGϕ .

where ϕ runs over all of G’s admissible pairings.

Proof. Let G = (G, d, (X)c∈C) be a product graph and consider the set of index-
ations IG :=

∏
v∈V (G){1, ..., Nv}. Recall that for each e = (u, v) ∈ E, ie = iuiv.

Then for any iV ∈ IG,

E
{∏
c∈C

[Xc]ic

}
=

∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]icE
{ ∏
e∈EW

[Xe]ie

}
.

By Wick’s theorem, we have

E
{ ∏
e∈EW

[Xe]ie

}
=
∑
ϕ

∏
{e,e′}∈ϕ

E
{
[Xe]ie [Xe′ ]ie′

}
where the sum is over all pairings ϕ of EW . Note that if ϕ /∈ P(G) then∏

{e,e′}∈ϕ

E
{
[Xe]ie [Xe′ ]ie′

}
= 0

and we can therefore write

E{WG} =
∑
iV

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

 ∑
ϕ∈P(G)

∏
{e,e′}∈ϕ

E
{
[Xe]ie [Xe′ ]ie′

}

=
∑

ϕ∈P(G)

∑
iV

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

 ∏
{e,e′}∈ϕ

σ2
ℓ(e)δie,ie′ ,(31)

where δi,j := 1(i = j) is the Kronecker delta function.
For any vertices u, v ∈ V , we write u ∼ϕ v if they are identified after identifying

edges according to ϕ. Similarly, we write e ∼ϕ e′ if {e, e′} ∈ ϕ. If we let VW be the
set of vertices adjacent to edges in EW , we then have canonical bijections

V (Gϕ) ≃ V cW ⊔ (VW/ ∼ϕ), E(Gϕ) ≃ EcW ⊔ (EW/ ∼ϕ)

Note that each element in ε ∈ EW/ ∼ϕ corresponds to a block φ(ε) ∈ ϕ, while each
element of ν ∈ VW/ ∼ϕ corresponds to a subset φ(ν) ⊂ V (these are the pre-images
under the quotient maps). Then for any ϕ ∈ P(G) we can write the product of Gϕ
in terms of indexations of G as

WGϕ =
∑

i∈IGϕ

∏
c∈EcW∪V cW

[Xc]ic

 ∏
ε∈(EW/∼ϕ)

σ2
ℓ(ε)

 ∏
ν∈(VW/∼ϕ)

∏
u∈φ(ν)

[Xu]iν


=
∑
i∈IG

∏
c∈EcW∪V cW

[Xc]ic

 ∏
{e,e′}∈φ(ϵ)

σ2
ℓ(e)δie,ie′

 ∏
ν∈(VW/∼ϕ)

δi|ν
∏

u∈φ(ν)

[Xu]iu


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Here δi|ν := 1 (∀u, u′ ∈ φ(ν), iu = iu′) and σℓ(ε) = σℓ(e) for any choice of e ∈ φ(ε),
since they all yield the same σℓ(e). By definition, there eixts a ν ∈ (VW/ ∼ϕ) such
that u, u′ ∈ φ(ν) if and only if we have {e, e′} ∈ ϕ such that u, u′ are either the
respective heads or or respective tails of e, e′, it follows that∏

{e,e′}∈φ(ϵ)

δie,ie′ =
∏

ν∈(VW/∼ϕ)

δi|ν .

Using this, the claim then follows from the equality

∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic =

 ∏
c∈EcW∪V cW

[Xc]ic

 ∏
ν∈(VW/∼ϕ)

∏
u∈φ(ν)

[Xu]iu

 .

□

We now derive a centered version of Theorem 6 (Proposition 1), which we will
need to derive limit theorems for WG. To that end, we need to single out the
following types of admissible pairings which largely dictate its first and second-
order behaviour in the limit.

Definition 14. Let G = ⊔c(G)
i=1 Gi be a product graph, given as a disjoint union of

its connected components, and fix an admissible pairing ϕ ∈ P(G) of its edges.

(1) ϕ is said to be fully-atomic if and only if for every 1 ≤ i ≤ c(G), the edges
in E(Gi) are paired between themselves and (Gi)ϕ|Gi is a tree, where ϕ|Gi
denotes the pairing induced by ϕ on the edges of Gi.

(2) ϕ is bi-atomic if and only if for every 1 ≤ i ≤ c(G), there exists a j ̸= i such
that ϕ pairs edges of E(Gi)⊔E(Gj) between themselves and (Gi⊔Gj)ϕ|Gi⊔Gj
is a tree.

(3) ϕ is atom-free if and only if there is no Gi for which ϕ pairs the edges in
E(Gi) between themselves and (Gi)ϕ is a tree.

We denote the set of (admissible) fully-atomic, bi-atomic and atom-free pairings
of G by PA(G), PB(G), and PAF(G) respectively. With these definitions, we can
now state and prove the following centered version of Theorem 6.

Proposition 1. Let G = ⊔c(G)
i=1 Gi be a product graph satisfying Assumption 1, with

disjoint connected components Gi. Then

(32) E
{ c(G)∏

i=1

(
WGi −

∑
ψ∈PA(Gi)

W(Gi)ψ

)}
=

∑
ϕ∈PAF(G)

WGϕ

Proof. Let [c(G)] := {1, ..., c(G)}, and for any T ⊆ [c(G)] define GT := ⊔i∈TGi.
Then by expanding the expectation in (32), we get

E
{∏

i

(
WGi −

∑
ψ∈PA(Gi)

W(Gi)ψ

)}

=
∑

T⊆[c(G)]

(−1)|T
c|E

{∏
i∈T

WGi

}∏
i/∈T

∑
ψ∈PA(Gi)

W(Gi)ψ


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Using Theorem 6, we have

E
{∏
i∈T

WGi

}
=

∑
ϕ∈P(GT )

W(GT )ϕ

and in turn

=
∑

T⊆[c(G)]

∑
ϕ∈P(GT )

(−1)|T
c|W(GT )ϕ

∏
i/∈T

∑
ψ∈PA(Gi)

W(Gi)ψ

=
∑

T⊆[c(G)]

(−1)|T
c|

∑
ϕ∈P(GT )×(

∏
i∈Tc PA(Gi))

WGϕ

and the conclusion follows from the inclusion-exclusion principle since

PAF(G) =

c(G)⋂
i=1

(P(G[c(G)]\{i})× PA(Gi))
c = P(G) \

c(G)⋃
i=1

(
P(G[c(G)]\{i})× PA(Gi)

)
and ⋂

i∈T c

(
P(G[c(G)]\{i})× PA(Gi)

)
= P(GT )×

∏
i∈T c

PA(Gi).

□

More generally, the same proof gives the following.

Proposition 2. Let G = ⊔c(G)
i=1 Gi be a product graph satisfying Assumption 1, with

disjoint connected components Gi. Given any sequence Pi ⊆ P(Gi) and setting
P⋆ :=

⋂
i[P(G[c(G)]\{i}) ⊔ Pi]c one has

(33) E
{ c(G)∏

i=1

(
WGi −

∑
ψ∈Pi

W(Gi)ψ

)}
=
∑
ϕ∈P⋆

WGϕ .

4.2. Genus expansion. We now study a particular setting in which it will be
possible to explicitly express WGϕ for each ϕ. Recalling that W is the sequence
of random matrices serving as inputs to edges in EW(G) ⊂ E(G), we assume the
following.

Assumption 2. W is such that all Nci = Nri = N for some integer N > 0, and G
is such that d(v) = N , Xv = 1N for all v ∈ V and Xe = I for all e ∈ E \ EW(G).

Under Assumption 2, the definition of WGϕ then directly yields

(34) WGϕ = σGN
|V (Gϕ)|, σG =

∏
e∈EW

σℓ(e),

given that all the edges of Gϕ are labeled by IN×N . The order of WGϕ is thus
determined by the number of vertices in Gϕ.

Instead of counting the number of vertices |V (Gϕ)| directly, it is often simpler
to associate a surface to Gϕ and use its Euler characteristic to express |V (Gϕ)| in
terms of this surface’s genus, number of edges and connected components. This
forms the basis of the genus expansion technique, which has been used extensively
to compute random matrix integrals.

To use it, we will need some basic notions from topological graph theory (see
[15] for a more in-depth introduction). Any connected graph G = (V,E) can be
viewed as a topological space, by viewing vertices as distinct points and edges as
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subspaces homeomorphic to [0, 1] joining their ends, such that edges only meet at
their endpoints. An embedding ρ of G on some orientable surface S is then defined
as a homeomorphism from G (viewed as a space) to S, and is said to be cellular
if the resulting faces are all homeomorphic to the open disk. For our purposes, all
embeddings are assumed to be cellular.

The connected components of S \ρ(G) are referred to as the faces of the embed-
ding, and we denote the total number of faces by f(G : S). Lastly, we denote the
genus of S is denoted by g(S). For any cellular embedding, we have the following
formula.

Proposition 3 (Euler Characteristic formula). Let ρ be a (cellular) embedding of
a connected G = (V,E) on an orientable surface S. Then we have

|V | − |E|+ f(G : S) = 2− 2g(S).

For instance, if G is a planar graph with F faces, then its drawing on the plane
is a cellular embedding and this reduces to the famous identity |V | − |E|+ F = 2.
Further, it is well known that all orientable surfaces of genus g are equivalent up to
homeomorphism (as a representative of their equivalence class, one can for instance
take the surface obtained by adding g “handles” to a 2-sphere, an idea going back
to [2]). For any g ≥ 0, it thus makes sense to talk about the surface of genus g,
which we henceforth denote by Sg.

Lastly, we can define embeddings of disconnected graphs by considering each
connected component separately. Letting c(G) denote the number of components

and G = ⊔c(G)
i=1 Gi, an embedding of G is given by embedding each Gi on an oriented

surface Si. We can also extend the definitions of f and g by writing S = ⊔c(G)
i=1 Si,

g(S) :=

c(G)∑
i=1

g(Si), and f(G : S) :=

c(G)∑
i=1

f(Gi : Si),

and we note that the Euler characteristic formula still holds with these definitions.

Going back the setting of Assumption 2, let G be such a product graph and
ϕ ∈ P(G) be an admissible pairing of its edges. Recalling that Gϕ is the graph
obtained from G after identifying edges paired by ϕ, we let

(35) Sϕ := min
g≥0

{Sg : there exists an embedding ρ : Gϕ → Sg}.

if G is connected. Otherwise, let (Si)ϕ be the surface obtained this way from each

connected component Gi of G, and define Sϕ = ⊔c(G)
i=1 (Si)ϕ.

Remark. This minimum in (35) is always attained, and the value of g for which
Sg = Sϕ is often referred to as the minimum orientable genus of G in the literature
(see [15]).

We do not dwell on the details of these concepts and definitions, as we essentially
only care about the case when Gϕ is a tree in our arguments. In that case, g(Sϕ) = 0
and we concern ourselves with f(Gϕ : Sϕ) and c(Gϕ) instead.

Note also that we obtained Sϕ from Gϕ in a different way than in [11]: in
their case, G is always a cycle, which naturally gives rise to a closed surface after
identifying edges. No such construction exists in our case.
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W1

W2 W3

W4

W5

Figure 17. A product graph whose value is the trace of a word
of Ginibre random matrices.

For any G satisfying Assumption 2 and ϕ ∈ P(G) we note that Gϕ always has
the same number of edges, which we denote by

(36) ě(G) := |E(Gϕ)| = |EW(G)|/2 + |E \ EW(G)|,

since the random edges are paired up by ϕ and the rest are left untouched. Theorem
6 then yields the following.

Corollary (Genus expansion). Let G be a product graph satisfying Assumptions 1
and 2. Then for any ϕ ∈ P(G),

(37) WGϕ = σGN
2(c(Gϕ)−g(Sϕ))−f(Gϕ:Sϕ)+ě(G),

and it follows that

(38) E {WG} = σGN
ě(G)

∑
ϕ∈P(G)

N2(c(Gϕ)−g(Sϕ))−f(Gϕ:Sϕ).

Proof. This follows directly from equation (34) and the Euler characteristic formula,
noting that the latter yields

(39) |V (Gϕ)| = 2(c(Gϕ)− g(Sϕ)) + |E(Gϕ)| − f(Gϕ : Sϕ).

□

Let us demonstrate how this result can be used to study words of random ma-
trices, as defined in [11]. As explained in the following example, this amounts to
computing the values of polygonal product graphs.

Example. Under Assumption 2, let w be a word of matrices in W, say w =
W1W

T
4 W

T
2 W5W

T
3 . Then taking G to be the product graph in Figure 17 below gives

WG = Tr(w). Products of such traces (the subject of Theorem 2.2 in [11]) can then
be evaluated using Corollary 4.2 by considering disjoint unions of such graphs.

In this specific setting, we can also refine our result on centered mixed moments.

Lemma 1. Let G satisfy Assumptions 1 and 2. Then for every ϕ ∈ PAF (G), we
have

2(c(Gϕ)− g(Sϕ))− f(Gϕ : Sϕ) ≤
c(G)

2
.

Further, equality holds if and only if ϕ is bi-atomic, giving

E


c(G)∏
i=1

(
WGi − σGiN

ě(Gi)+1|PA(Gi)|
) = σGN

ě(G)+
c(G)

2

(
|PB(G)|+O

(
1

N

))
.
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Proof. Assume that c(Gϕ) ≤ c(G)/2. Then it suffices to prove that for each con-
nected component Gi of G and its corresponding surface Si,

2(1− g((Si)ϕ))− f
(
(Gi)ϕ : (Si)ϕ

)
≤ 1

and that the equality holds if and only if (Gi)ϕ is a tree.
Since f

(
(Gi)ϕ : (Si)ϕ

)
≥ 1 and g

(
(Si)ϕ

)
≥ 0, we have

2(1− g
(
(Si)ϕ)

)
− f

(
(Gi)ϕ : (Si)ϕ

)
≤ 2(1− 0)− 1 = 1

with equality if and only if f
(
(Gi)ϕ : (Si)ϕ

)
= 1 and g

(
(Si)ϕ

)
= 0 (which is

equivalent to (Gi)ϕ being a tree). Now if c(Gϕ) > c(G)/2 instead, then there must
be at least

2

(
c(Gϕ)−

c(G)

2

)
components of Gϕ of the form (Gj)

∣∣
ϕ
for some 1 ≤ j ≤ c(G). Letting k be the

number of components obtained this way, then we must have that k ≥ 2(c(Gϕ) −
c(G)/2): assuming otherwise, the inequality

c(G) ≥ k + 2(c(Gϕ)− k) = 2

(
c(Gϕ)−

k

2

)
quickly gives a contradiction. Since ϕ is atom-free,

f((Gi)ϕ : (Si)ϕ) = 1 =⇒ g((Si)ϕ) > 0

for these components, and it follows that

2(1− g
(
(Si)ϕ

)
− f

(
(Gi)ϕ : (Si)ϕ

)
≤ 0.

As for the remaining components (of which there are strictly less than c(G)/2) this
quantity is ≤ 1 as proved above, and the lemma follows. □

Corollary. Let G be a product graph satisfying Assumptions 1 and 2, and λG :=
(σGN

ě(G)+1)−1

(40) E
{
(λGWG − |PA(G)|)2

}
=

1

N

(
|PB(G)|+O

(
1

N

))
.

Lastly, we note that by combining the previous two results, we can derive the
following limit theorem for the joint distribution of product graphs.

Theorem 7. Let (Gi)i≥1 be a sequence of connected product graphs satisfying As-
sumptions 1 and 2. Then for any m ≥ 1,(

(σGiN
ě(Gi)+

1
2

)−1
WGi − |PA(Gi)|

√
N)mi=1

d−→ Z =
(
Z1, ..., Zm

)⊤
where the limit is a centered Gaussian vector with covariance function C := E[ZZ⊤]
having entries [C]i,j = |PB(Gi ⊔Gj)|.

Proof. We use the moment method. Setting

Z̃i := (σGiN
ě(Gi)+

1
2 )−1WGi − |PA(Gi)|

√
N

we want to compute the expectations

E

{
m∏
i=1

(Z̃i)
ki

}
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for non-negative integers ki. We are in the setting of Lemma 1 and the leading
term of the expectation is the number of bi-atomic pairings of the induced graph.
Given a possible pairing of its connected components, for each of its pairs (G̃, G̃′)

this contributes a factor |PA(G̃ ⊔ G̃′)| to the total sum. But this is exactly the
result of computing

E

{
m∏
i=1

(Zi)
ki

}
by applying Wick’s theorem. □

5. Applications to feed-forward networks

We are now fully equipped to start computing scaling limits for neural networks
using the pipeline explained in the introduction. Recall that a neural network ΦL
is defined by

(41) Φ0(x) =W0x, Φℓ+1(x) =Wℓ+1φℓ+1(Φℓ(x)),

for a choice of activation functions (φℓ)ℓ≥1, layer dimensions (Nℓ)ℓ≥0 and weight
matrices (Wℓ)ℓ≥0 (see Equation (13)). In this section, each of the results will
depend on a different choice of layer dimensions (Nℓ)ℓ≥0, and the weight matrices
Wℓ are assumed to have i.i.d. Gaussian entries with standard deviation σℓ left to
be specified. Extensions to non-Gaussian/sparse matrices are handled in Sections
6.2 and 6.1.

Note that the proofs of some auxiliary lemmas stated here are deferred to Section
A to help with readability.

5.1. Gaussian process limit. We begin by proving a special case of the Gaussian
process limit (Theorem 1), for Φ with Gaussian weights.

Assumption 3. The input dimension N0 of ΦL is fixed, and Nℓ = N for all other
layers ℓ > 0.

Theorem 8. Assume that σ0 = 1 and σℓ = N
−1/2
ℓ for ℓ ≥ 1, and Assumption 3.

Then for any M,L ≥ 1 we have

(42) ([ΦL]1, ..., [ΦL]M )
d−−−−→

N→∞
GP(0,KL ⊗ IM )

where the right hand side is a Gaussian Process indexed on RN0 , with diagonal
covariance function defined by

K0(x,y) = ⟨x,y⟩RN0 , Kℓ+1(x,y) = E [φℓ+1(Xℓ)φℓ+1(Yℓ)](43)

(Xℓ, Yℓ) ∼ N
(
0,

[
Kℓ(x,x) Kℓ(x,y)
Kℓ(y,x) Kℓ(y,y)

])
.(44)

Following the pipeline in Section 1.2.4, begin by considering the coordinate-wise
tree expansion of ΦL given in Equation (19):

[ΦL(x)]k =
∑

η∈TL,k(x)

φη
s(η)

Wη ∈ R.

To find the distributional limit of ΦL using this expansion, we thus need a limit
for the joint distribution of (

Wη | η ∈ ∪Mi=1TL,ki(xi)
)
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as N → ∞ for any fixed sequences (xi ∈ RN0 | i ∈ [M ]) and (ki ∈ [NL+1] | i ∈ [M ]).
Note that we have not made any assumptions on the variances σ2

ℓ yet: as will
soon become apparent, only one such choice yields a meaningful result, and it will
correspond to the so-called “GP limit” initialization (see [23]).

The mixed moments of the Wη can be computed using Proposition 1, which
yields

E
{ m∏
i=1

(
Wηi −

∑
ϕ∈PA(ηi)

W(ηi)ϕ

)}
=

∑
ϕ∈PAF(⊔iηi)

W(⊔iηi)ϕ .(45)

To identify the leading terms on the right hand side, we must therefore identify the
pairings ϕ ∈ PAF(⊔iηi) which maximize W(⊔iηi)ϕ . This is done in the following
lemma:

Lemma 2. Under Assumption 3, for any L ≥ 0 and fixed sequences (xi ∈ RN0 | i ∈
[M ]) , (ki ∈ [NL+1] | i ∈ [M ]) and (ηi ∈ TL,ki(xi) | i ∈ [M ]), we have

(46) ∀i ∈ [M ],
∑

ψ∈PA(ηi)

W(ηi)ψ = 0,

(47)
∑

ϕ∈PAF(⊔iηi)

W(⊔iηi)ϕ = σ⊔iηiN
1
2 (|E(⊔iηi)|−|L(⊔iηi)|)

(
α(⊔iηi) +O

( 1

N

))
,

where L(⊔iηi) denotes the set of leaves of ⊔iηi (endpoints of 0-labeled edges),

α(⊔iηi) :=
∑

ϕ∈PB(⊔iηi)

δϕ⟨x,x⟩ϕ

where δϕ is equal to one if roots paired by ϕ are fixed to the same ei and zero
otherwise, and

⟨x,x⟩ϕ :=
∏

{•xi
,•xj

}∈(L(⊔iηi)/∼ϕ)

⟨xi,xj⟩RN0 .

Applying this lemma to (45) gives

(48) E

{
m∏
i=1

Wηi

}
= σ⊔iηiN

1
2 (|E(⊔iηi)|−|L(⊔iηi)|)

(
α(⊔iηi) +O

( 1

N

))
.

If we want to have a well-defined distributional limit for ΦL, we must choose the
standard deviations σℓ so that the above quantity is O(1) for all choices ηi ∈ TL,ki .

This is equivalent to requiring that σηN
1
2 (|E(η)|−|L(η)|) = O(1) for all L, k ≥ 1 and

η ∈ TL,k, which is in turn equivalent to

(49) σ0 = O(1) and σℓ = O(N
−1/2
ℓ ) ∀ℓ ≥ 1.

The canonical choice would then be the one for which σηN
1
2 (|E(η)|−|L(η)|) = 1, and

this is exactly the “GP limit” parametrisation of neural networks ([23]). Under said
parameterisation, the method of moments then gives the following limit.

Proposition 4. Under Assumption 3, let σ0 = 1 and σℓ = N
−1/2
ℓ for ℓ ≥ 1. Then

for any M,L ≥ 1 and fixed sequences (xi ∈ RN0 | i ∈ [M ]) , (ki ∈ [NL+1] | i ∈ [M ])
and (ηi ∈ TL,ki(xi) | i ∈ [M ]) we have

(50)

(
Wηi

∣∣∣∣ i ∈ [M ]

)
d−−−−→

N→∞

(
Zηi

∣∣∣∣ i ∈ [M ]

)
∼ GP(0, C)
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where the right hand side denotes a Gaussian process indexed on (ηi ∈ TL,ki(xi) | i ∈
[M ]) with covariance C(η, ν) = α(η ⊔ ν) (with α defined as in the statement of
Lemma 2).

We can make the previous result more precise using the combinatorial structure
of the limiting covariances α(η ⊔ ν).
Lemma 3. Let α be as in 2. Given ℓ ≥ 1, τ = [τ1 · · · τn]ℓ ∈ Tℓ(x1) and η =
[η1 · · · ηm]ℓ ∈ Tℓ(x2) we can write

α([τ ]i ⊔ [η]j) = δi,j
∑
π

∏
{π1,π2}∈π

α(π1 ⊔ π2)

where the sum is over all pairings π of the elements of ([τ1]1, . . . , [τn]1, [η1]1, . . . , [ηm]1).

We are now ready to prove Theorem 8.

Proof of Theorem 8. It follows directly from Proposition 4 and Equation 19 that

([ΦL]1, ..., [ΦL]M )
d−→ GP(0,KL ⊗ IM )

where for any ℓ ≥ 0, Kℓ is defined by

(51) Kℓ(x,y) =
∑

ηx∈Tℓ,1(x)

∑
ηy∈Tℓ,1(y)

φηxφηy
s(ηx)s(ηy)

α(ηx ⊔ ηy) ∈ R.

What’s left is to show that this definition of Kℓ coincides with the one in the
theorem statement. We proceed by induction on ℓ. The base case ℓ = 0 follows

from T0,i(x) = { W0ei x } and α(
W0ei x ⊔ W0ei y ) = ⟨x,y⟩RN0 .

For the inductive step, we assume that the claim holds for ℓ and apply Proposi-
tion 10 with A1 = Tℓ,1(x), A2 = Tℓ,1(y) and

λ(η, ν) =
φηφν
s(η)s(ν)

α(η ⊔ ν).

Note that Tℓ+1,1(x) and XA1
are in bijection via η := [η1 · · · ηm]ℓ+1 7→ η̄ :=

Jη1 · · · ηmK and under this identification we have s(η) = s(η̄)
∏
i s(ηi), φη = φ

(m)
ℓ+1

∏
i φηi .

Lemma 3 thus gives

α(η ⊔ ν) =
∑

π∈P(η̄⊔ν̄)

∏
{π1,π2}∈π

α(π1 ⊔ π2),

and this completes the proof since
φηφν
s(η)s(ν)

α(η ⊔ ν) = φη̄φν̄
s(η̄)s(ν̄)

∑
π∈P(η̄⊔ν̄)

∏
{π1,π2}∈π

λ(π1, π2).

□

5.2. Convergence of the Neural Tangent Kernel. Our next result is the con-
vergence in L2 of the NTK, which we recall is defined as

(52) ΘL(x,y) :=

L∑
ℓ=0

λℓ(dWℓ
ΦL(x))(dWℓ

ΦL(y))
⊤ ∈ RNL+1×NL+1 ,

where the λℓ denote the layer-wise learning rates.

Assumption 4. Assume that the input dimension N0 of ΦL is fixed, and that
Nℓ = N for all other layers ℓ > 0. We also assume that σ0 = 1 and σℓ = N− 1

2 for
ℓ > 0 (the GP limit initialization).
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Theorem 9. Under Assumption 4 and λ0 = σ2
ℓ , we have

(53) ΘL(x,y)
L2

−−→ Θ∞
L (x,y)⊗ IdNL+1

,

where

(54) Θ∞
0 (x,y) = ⟨x,y⟩RN0 , Θ∞

L (x,y) = KL(x,y) + K̇L(x,y)Θ
∞
L−1(x,y)

and K̇ℓ is defined in the same way as Kℓ but substituting φℓ for φ
′
ℓ in (43).

Recall that the i, j-th entry of the NTK can be expressed by the following graph
expansion (see Equation (29):

(55) [(dWℓ
ΦL(x))(dWℓ

ΦL(y))
⊤]i,j =

∑
τ∈∂ℓTL,i(x)

∑
η∈∂ℓTL,j(y)

φτφη
s(τ)s(η)

Wτ◦η⊤ .

The scaling limits of the product graphs appearing on the right hand side are as
follows:

Lemma 4. Under Assumption 4, for any τ ∈ ∂ℓTL,i1(x1) and η ∈ ∂ℓTL,i2(x2), we
have

(56) E
{(

σ2
ℓWτ◦η⊤ − a(τ ◦ η⊤)

)2}
= O

( 1

N

)
,

where

(57) a(τ ◦ η⊤) :=
∑

ψ∈PA(τ◦η⊤)

δi1,i2⟨x,x⟩ψ.

Remark. The choice λℓ := σ2
ℓ is exactly the layer-wise learning rate in the so-

called “NTK parametrization” (see [21]); as with the GP limit initialization (c.f.
Equation (49)), the parameter choice prevalent in the literature arises naturally.

Our next step will be to analyze the combinatorial structure of the scaling limits
that we have just computed.

Lemma 5. For L ≥ 1, there is a canonical bijection

∂ℓTL,i(x) → TL,i(x)× ∂ℓTL−1,1(x), η 7→ (η+, η−)

under which

a(τ ◦ η⊤) = α(τ+ ⊔ η+)a(τ− ◦ η−⊤
), s(τ+)s(τ−) = s(τ), φτ = φ̇τ+φτ−

where φ̇[τ1···τn]L := φ
(n+1)
L

∏
i φτi and a is defined as in the statement of Lemma

4. Further, if ℓ = L, we have ∂ℓTL−1,1(x) := {•} so that ∂ℓTL,i(x) ≃ TL,i(x) and
a(τ ◦ η⊤) = α(τ+ ⊔ η+).

Combining everything we have done so far, we prove convergence in L2 of the
NTK to its limit.

Proof of Theorem 9. For ℓ = L we can say

σ2
ℓ [(dWℓ

ΦL(x))(dWℓ
ΦL(y))

⊤]i,j =
∑

τ∈∂ℓTL,i(x)

∑
η∈∂ℓTL,j(y)

φτφη
s(τ)s(η)

σ2
ℓWτ◦η⊤

L2

−−→
∑
τ,η

φτφη
s(τ)s(η)

a(τ ◦ η⊤)

=
∑
τ+,η+

φτ+φη+

s(τ+)s(η+)
α(τ+ ⊔ η+) = δjiKL(x,y)
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while for ℓ < L, noting that s(τ) = s(τ+)s(τ−) and φτ = φ̇τ+φτ− , we have

σ2
ℓ [(dWℓ

ΦL(x))(dWℓ
ΦL(y))

⊤]i,j

L2

−−→
∑
τ+,η+

∑
τ−,η̃

φ̇τ+ φ̇η+

s(τ+)s(η+)

φτ−φη−

s(τ−)s(η−)
α(τ+ ⊔ η+)a(τ− ◦ η−⊤

)

=δji K̇L(x,y) lim
N→∞

σ2
ℓ [(dWℓ

ΦL−1(x))(dWℓ
ΦL−1(y))

⊤]1,1

A simple induction on L yields the sought after equalities. □

5.3. Distribution of the squared singular values of the Jacobian. Consider
the input-output Jacobian JL,x, which we defined in Equation (20) as

JL,x = d(φL ◦ ΦL−1)x ∈ RNL×N0 .

Letting {ξ1, ..., ξNL} be the eigenvalues of JL,xJ
T
L,x, recall that the empirical spec-

tral distribution (ESD) of this matrix is defined as the random measure

(58) ρL :=
1

NL

NL∑
i=1

δξi

where δξi denotes a Dirac mass at ξi.

Assumption 5. Assume Nℓ = N for all layers ℓ ≥ 0, and that the input x ∈ RN
satisfies 1

N ⟨x,x⟩RN → x2 ∈ R as N → ∞.

We say that ρL converges weakly in probability to some measure µ whenever
the sequence of (real-valued) random variables

∫
R fdρL converges in probability to∫

R fdµ as N → ∞, for any choice of bounded, continuous test function f .

Theorem 10. Under Assumption 5, ρL converges weakly in probability to a deter-
ministic measure γNFC

L (x, (φℓ)ℓ), whose moments can be evaluated explicitly by the
recursion in Equation (60).

To state the recursion in question, we must first introduce non-crossing partitions
and their duals.

Definition 15. A partition π of {1, ..., n} is said to be non-crossing if, whenever
a, b belong to a block (disjoint subset) of π and c, d to another, we cannot have
a < c < b < d. We denote the set of all such partitions by NCn.

To visualize the non-crossing property, plot the sequence (1, ..., n) in clockwise
order as evenly spaced points on a circle. For every block {a1, ..., aj} of π ∈ NCn,
connect the points corresponding to each ai to form polygons with these points as
vertices, as depicted in Figure 5.3 (if j = 2, simply form a line segment). If π is
non-crossing, the resulting polygons and line segments will never intersect.

Further, interpreting the circle as a cycle graph whose vertices are the same
points 1, ..., n, such a π ∈ NC8 induces a partition on the edges of this cycle as
follows. Label by i the edge connecting vi and vi+1 and by n the edge connecting
vn and v1. Then two edges are put in the same block if we can draw a line inside
the circle connecting them without intersecting a polygon (or line segment) corre-
sponding to a block of π. We refer to this resulting edge partition as the dual of π,
and denote it by π∗. Note that this is also an element of NCn.

We can now state the defining recursion for the moments of γNFC
L (x, (φℓ)ℓ).
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1

2

5

7

π∗ = {{1, 2}, {3}, {4, 5, 6, 8}, {7}}

3

46

8

π = {{1, 3, 4}, {2}, {5}, {6}, {7, 8}} ∈ NC8

π

1

2

5

7

3

4

6

8

π∗
8

Figure 18. A non-crossing partition π of eight elements, and its
dual π∗.

Proposition 5. Under Assumption 5, let σℓ =
1
N for all ℓ, and define

(59) mk,L(x) := lim
N→∞

1

N
Tr
(
(JL,xJ

⊤
L,x)

k
)
,

µk,ℓ+1(x) := E[φ′
ℓ+1(Xℓ)

2k] for Xℓ ∼ N (0,Kℓ(x)),

where Kℓ is defined recursively by

K0(x) = x2, Kℓ+1(x) = E[φℓ+1(Xℓ)
2].

Then we have mk,0(x) = 1, m1,L(x) = µ1,L(x)m1,L−1(x) and

(60) mk,L(x) =
∑

π∈NCk

µπ,L(x)mπ∗,L−1(x)

where µπ,L(x) :=
∏
B∈π µ|B|,L(x) and similarly for mπ∗,L−1(x).

Remark. The moments mk,L can be seen as a non-linear (activation-dependent)
generalisation of the Fuss-Catalan numbers (see, e.g., [28])

FC
(k)
L =

1

kL+ 1

(
L(k + 1)

L

)
, FC

(k)
L =

∑
π∈NCk

∏
B∈π

FC
(|B|)
L−1 .

Indeed, if we consider the linear case with φ = Id in the above, then µπ,ℓ = 1 for
any π, ℓ and we recover mk,L =

∑
π∈NCk

mπ,L−1.

Since x is fixed a-priori in Assumption 5 we omit it from the notation in what
follows. Using our pipeline, we will show how Theorem 10 follows from this propo-
sition, and to prove the proposition itself.

Begin by noting that the k-th moment of ρL is equal to

(61)
1

N
Tr
(
(JL,xJ

⊤
L,x)

k
)
,

for which we have derived a graph expansion in Section 3 (see Equations 25) and
(26)). For general k, the latter takes the form

(62)
1

N

∑
η
(i)
j

 2∏
i=1

k∏
j=1

φ
η
(i)
j

s(η
(i)
j )

W
Tr
(
η
(1)
1 ◦(η(1)2 )⊤◦···◦η(k)1 ◦(η(k)2 )⊤

),
where the sum if taken over all trees η

(i)
j in (∂xTL(x))∗, for i ∈ [2] and j ∈ [k].



36 NICOLA MUÇA CIRONE, JAD HAMDAN, AND CRISTOPHER SALVI

x xx

η
(1)
1 η

(1)
2

x

x x x

η
(2)
1 η

(2)
2

0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0

1 1 1

1 1 1

0 0

0 0

1

1 1
1

0
0 0

1

1

0

x

Tr
(
η
(1)
1 ◦ η(1)⊤2 ◦ η(2)1 ◦ η(2)⊤2

)
Figure 19. A decorated cycle (right) formed by four trees (left),
with the latter’s unique (undirected) cycle highlighted in red.

We call the graphs

Tr
(
η
(1)
1 ◦ (η(1)2 )⊤ ◦ · · · ◦ η(k)1 ◦ (η(k)2 )⊤

)
,

arising in this expansion decorated cycles, owing to their particular form: they each
consist of a unique (undirected1) cycle (in this case, of length 2kL), and trees rooted
at vertices belonging to this cycle. An example for L = 2 is depicted in Figure 19.

It will turn out to be convenient to work directly with the trees rooted at at the

cycle instead of the initial η
(j)
i . To that end, note that in any η

(j)
i ∈ (∂xTL(x))∗,

we have a unique path of length L from the root to the (unique) free leaf, which we

call the trunk. The tree η
(j)
i then consists of this trunk, together with L subtrees

η
(j)
i,1 , ..., η

(j)
i,L belonging to (T1(x))

∗, ..., (TL(x))∗, respectively which come out of the
trunk. This bijection is depicted in Figure 20 below.

0 0

1 1

x x

0 0 0

1 1

x x

2 2

x

0

x x

0 0 0

1 1

x

2

0

1

x

x

0

η1 ∈ (∂xT3(x))
∗ η1,1 η1,2 η1,3

2
2

Figure 20. A tree in (∂xT(x))∗ is in bijection with the sequence
of trees rooted at its trunk (highlighted in red).

Using this bijection, any graph of the form

(63) Tr
(
η
(1)
1 ◦ (η(1)2 )⊤ ◦ · · · ◦ η(k)1 ◦ (η(k)2 )⊤

)
,

1By that we mean that one obtains a cycle after ignoring edge directions in the graph.
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thus corresponds to a unique sequence of trees

η = (η
(j)
i,l )j∈[k],i∈[2],l∈[L] ∈

k∏
i=1

((T0(x))
∗ × · · · × (TL(x))∗)2,(64)

(which are product graphs) and so we adopt the notation G(η) to denote the graph,
as well as C(η) to denote its cycle. Lastly, we use DC(k, L) to denote the space of
all such graphs. With this notation, we can rewrite the expansion in Equation 62)
as follows.

Lemma 6. We have the expansion

Tr
(
(JL,xJ

⊤
L,x)

k
)
=
∑
G(η)

φ̇η

s(η)
WG(η),

where the sum is taken over all G(η) ∈ DC(k, L) (or equivalently, all η = (η
(j)
i,l )i,j,l,

c.f. Equation (64)), and

φ̇η

s(η)
:=
∏
i,j,l

φ̇
η
(j)
i,l

s(η
(j)
i,l )

.

Proof. This follows from the aforementioned observation, and the fact that 2∏
i=1

k∏
j=1

φ
η
(j)
i

s(η
(j)
i )

 =
∏
i,j,l

φ̇
η
(j)
i,l

s(η
(j)
i,l )

where φ̇ is defined as in Lemma 5. □

We thus need to determine the scaling limits of (values of) decorated cycles,
which is achieved in the following proposition.

Proposition 6. Let k, L ≥ 0 and G = G(η) ∈ DC(k, L) be a decorated cycle. Then
under Assumption 5, we have that

(65) E
{
(λGWG − a(G))

2
}
= O

(
1

N

)
,

where

(66) λG =
1

σGN ě(G)+1
, and a(G) :=

∑
ψ∈PA(G)

∏
{•x,•x}∈(L(G)/∼ψ)

⟨x,x⟩
N

.

Remark. Note that there is a canonical choice for the σℓ which results in λG = 1
N

for all decorated cycles G: this is σℓ =
1√
N

for all ℓ ≥ 0 as chosen by [32].

Under σℓ =
1√
N
, the bound implies the L2 convergence

1

N
Tr
(
(JL,xJ

⊤
L,x)

k
)
=

∑
G(η)∈DC(k,L)

φ̇η

s(η)
λG(η)WG(η)

L2

−−→
∑

G(η)∈DC(k,L)

φ̇η

s(η)
a(G(η))

with rate O
(

1
N

)
, noting that these are finite sums.

Now since 1
NTr

(
(JL,xJ

⊤
L,x)

k
)
is the k-th moment of ρL, the method of moments

gives the weak convergence in probability of ρL to a measure with k-th moment
equalling ∑

G(η)∈DC(k,L)

φ̇η

s(η)
a(G(η)) (= mk,L),
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and what’s left is to prove Proposition 5, namely that this quantity satisfies the
recursion therein. This will be the most involved part of the argument.

To derive a recursive formula for the coefficients mk,L, we analyze the structure
of atomic pairings for decorated cycles, beginning with the following result.

Lemma 7. Let G(η) ∈ DC(k, L), C(η) be this graph’s cycle2, and ϕ ∈ PA(G(η)).
Then ϕ = ϕC ⊔ ϕG\C for some ϕC ∈ P(C(η)). In particular, all of the L-edges of
C(η) are paired between themselves by some pairing ϕL ⊆ ϕC .

Proof. For ϕ to be atomic, it must pair edges in a way that collapses the undirected
cycle C(η) without creating any new cycles in the process. But this is only possible
if edges of C(η) are paired between themselves, as any edge that isn’t paired this
way would end up in a cycle as depicted in Figure 21 below.

G(η)

ϕ

G(η)ϕ

Figure 21. A cycle formed by pairing edges that belong to C(η)
with edges that do not.

Further, since edges can only be paired with other edges with the same input, ϕ
must contain a pairing ϕL of the L-edges in C(η). □

Now let ϕ ∈ PA(G(η)), and ϕL be as in the lemma above. Note that in G(η),

the trees η
(j)
1,L, η

(j)
2,L share a root for each j, which belongs to C(η). For each j ∈ [k],

we let vj := root(η
(j)
1,L ∧ η(j)2,L) denote said roots, and note that each vj is the head

of exactly two L-edges in C(η). All other vertices in the latter are heads of edges
with inputs Wi with i < L.

Said differently, the k pairs of L-edges of C(η) are in bijection with v1, ..., vk,
and through this bijection, ϕL ⊆ ϕ induces a unique partition π of {1, ..., k} defined
by letting a and b be in the same block of π if they label endpoints of edges which
have been paired by ϕL. This is depicted in Figure 22, and we write ϕL ∼ π to
denote the fact that ϕL induces π.

For atomic ϕ’s, we notice that the only π that arise this way must be non-
crossing. Indeed, if ϕL ∼ π and π admits a crossing, then a cycle is formed as
depicted in Figure 23 below.

Next, recall that by definition, vj is the root of η
(j)
1,L ∧ η

(j)
2,L for every j ∈ [k].

Upon identifying L-edges of C(η) by ϕL, such trees get joined at their roots. More

2Meaning the subgraph which is a cycle after forgetting about edge orientations.
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π π∗

e4

e3 e2

e1

v4

v3

v2

v1

ϕL

LL

L

L

LL

L

L

Figure 22. A pairing ϕL of the L-edges of a cycle C(η) (left), the
partition π ∈ NC4 that is induced by ϕL (right, in red), and its
dual π∗ (in blue).

Figure 23. If ϕL ∼ π and π has a crossing, then identifying edges
according to ϕL creates a cycle.

precisely, if ϕL ∼ π, then for every block B = {j1, ..., jl} of π we obtain the tree

(η
(j1)
1,L ∧ η(j1)2,L ∧ · · · ∧ η(jl)1,L ∧ η(jl)2,L ) := ∧li=1(η

(ji)
1,L ∧ η(ji)2,L ).

Furthermore, for ϕ to be acyclic, it must at the very least pair edges of such trees
internally within each tree (otherwise, a cycle would be formed at their roots). We

therefore get, for each block B = {j1, .., jl} of π, a pairing ϕB ∈ PA(∧li=1(τ
(ji)
L ∧ηjiL ))

Having now paired L-edges belonging to C(η) (using ϕL), and those belonging
to trees of height L decorating this cycle (using the ϕB ’s), we must describe how ϕ
pairs the remaining edges. Crucially, observe that the unpaired edges have inputs
Wi for i ∈ {1, ..., L − 1} and form disjoint decorated cycles themselves. To be
precise, we will need the following definition.

Definition 16. Let G(η) ∈ DC(k, L), ϕL be as above and ϕL ∼ π for some π ∈
NCk. Let B̃ be a block of π∗ ∈ NCk. Then the restriction of G(η)ϕL to B̃ is the

decorated cycle in DC(|B̃|, L− 1) determined by the trees

η|B̃ = (η
(j)
i,l )i,j,l, i ∈ [2], l ∈ [L− 1], j ∈ B.

Returning to our previous point, the leftover edges (that were not paired by ϕL
or ϕB) form one decorated cycle per block of π∗, which are given by

G(η|B̃), B̃ ∈ π∗.

For ϕ to be atomic, we claim that the edges of each of these G(η|B̃) must once again
be paired internally. This is because the G(η|B̃) are connected to one another in
G(η)ϕL⊔{ϕB}B∈π by paths whose edges that have already been paired by ϕB or ϕL;
pairing some e ∈ G(η|B̃) to another e′ ∈ G(η|B̃′) would then create a cycle which
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we cannot collapse (as in Figure 23). Put differently, this implies that any pairing
ϕ′ of the remaining edges can be decomposed into a disjoint union as follows:

ϕ′ =
⊔
B̃∈π∗

ϕ′
B̃
.

Summarizing everything we have said so far, any pairing ϕ ∈ PA(G(η)) consists of
the following:

(1) A pairing ϕL of the L-edges of C(η), such that ϕL ∼ π ∈ NCk.

(2) For every block B = {j1, ..., jl} of π, a pairing ϕB ∈ PA(∧li=1(η
(ji)
1,L ∧ η(ji)2,L )).

(3) For every block B̃ of π∗
k, a pairing ϕB̃ ∈ PA(G(η)|B̃).

Noting how the quantity ∏
{•x,•x}∈(L(G(η))/∼ϕ)

⟨x,x⟩
N

then factors into∏
B∈π

∏
{•x,•x}∈(L(G(η))/∼ϕB )

⟨x,x⟩
N

 ∏
B̃∈π∗

∏
{•x,•x}∈(L(G(η))/∼ϕ

B̃
)

⟨x,x⟩
N

 ,

the decomposition of ϕ ∈ PA(G(η)) given by (1),(2),(3) yields the following result.

Lemma 8.

(67) a(G(η)) =
∑

π∈NCk

 ∏
B={ji}li=1

a(∧li=1(η
(ji)
1,L ∧ η(ji)2,L ))

 ∏
B̃∈π∗

k

a(G(η|B̃))

 .

Before finishing the proof of proposition 5, an example illustrating this lemma
and the heavy notation that we have introduced for it is well in order. Consider the
case when we’re computing m4,2, for which we end up studying decorated cycles
G(η) ∈ DC(4, 2). Then the decomposition of a(G(η)) given in Lemma 8 is depicted
in full detail in the figure 24 below.

We now have the tools to prove Proposition 5.

Proof of 5. Recall that

mk,L =
∑

G(η)∈DC(k,L)

φ̇η

s(η)
a(G(η))

by Proposition 6. We can then use the decomposition given in Lemma 8 for each
a(G(η)) in this sum to get

∑
G(η)∈DC(k,L)

φ̇η

s(η)

∑
π∈NCk

 ∏
B={ji}ki=1∈π

a(∧li=1(η
(ji)
1,L ∧ η(ji)2,L ))

 ∏
B̃∈π∗

k

a(G(η|B̃))

 .

The next step will be to interchange the order of summation.

To that end, we must first distribute the factor
φ̇η

s(η) . The same arguments of

Proposition 10 used to prove Theorem 8 show that

µk,L =
∑

(η
(j)
i,L)j∈[k],i∈[2]∈((TL(x))∗)2k

 k∏
j=1

φ̇
η
(j)
2,L

φ̇
η
(j)
1,L

s(η
(j)
1,L)s(η

(j)
2,L)

 a(∧kj=1(η
(j)
1,L ∧ η(j)2,L)).
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2
2

22

1
1

1 1

0

0

0

0

0

1 1

0

0

1 1

0

1

10
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0

ϕ2

G(η)
∣∣∣
{2}

G(η)
∣∣∣
{3}

G(η)
∣∣∣
{1,4}

η
(2)
4,3 ∧ η

(1)
4,3 ∧ η

(2)
2,3

∧η(1)2,3 ∧ η
(2)
3,3 ∧ η

(1)
3,3

ϕ2 ∼ π = {{1}, {2, 3, 4}}
π∗ = {{2}, {3}, {1, 4}}

0

0

0

0

2 2

2 2

1 1

11

v1

v4

v3

v2

η
(1)
1,1

η
(1)
1,2

η
(1)
1,3 η

(2)
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η
(2)
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η
(2)
1,1
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4,2

η
(2)
4,1

η
(1)
4,3

η
(1)
4,2

η
(1)
4,1

η
(2)
3,1

η
(2)
3,2

η
(2)
3,3

η
(2)
2,1

η
(2)
2,2

η
(2)
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η
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η
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4,1 η
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2,2 η

(2)
2,1

η
(1)
3,2

η
(1)
3,1

Figure 24. Let ϕ ∈ PA(G(η)) and ϕ2 ⊂ ϕ be as in Lemma 7
(depicted in red on the left in this figure). Then ϕ2 corresponds to
a non-crossing partition π: here, π only has two blocks, which gives

rise to the trees η
(1)
1,3 ∧ η

(2)
1,3 and η

(1)
4,3 ∧ η

(2)
4,3 ∧ η

(1)
2,3 ∧ η

(2)
2,3 ∧ η

(1)
3,3 ∧ η

(2)
3,3.

Its dual has three blocks, giving rise to three decorated cycles:
G(η)|{1,4} ∈ DC(2, 1), G(η)|{2} ∈ DC(1, 1) and G(η)|{3} ∈
DC(1, 1).

Notice that the sum over NCk does not depend on a specific G(η). Splitting the

sum over G(η) into two sums, the first over (η
(j)
i,L)j∈[k],i∈[2] ∈ ((TL(x))∗)2k and the

second over the remaining trees in η, interchanging the sums then gives∑
π∈NCk

( ∏
B∈π

µ|B|,L

)( ∏
B̃∈π∗

∑
G(η|B̃)

φ̇η|B̃
s(η|B̃)

a(G(η|B̃))
)
.

Lastly, we note that∑
G(η|B̃)

φ̇η|B̃
s(η|B̃)

a(G(η|B̃)) =
∑

G′∈DC(|B̃|,L−1)

φ̇G′

s(G′)
a(G′) = m|B̃|,L−1,

and it follows that
mk,L =

∑
π∈NCk

µπ,Lmπ∗,L−1.
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□

6. Extensions to complex, non-Gaussian and sparse weights.

6.1. Non-Gaussian weights. All of the results obtained in the previous section
can be extended to neural networks Φ with non-Gaussian random weights, under
moment assumptions. Consider the following more general sequence W.

Definition 17. Let N > 0 and W := (Wi | i ∈ N), where the Wi ∈ RN×N

are independent matrices with entries ∼ σiZi, where {Zi}i≥0 is a family of i.i.d.
random variables satisfying

E{Z2
i } = 1, E{Z2k+1

i } = 0, E{Z2k
i } <∞ ∀k ≥ 0.

Note that we take the matrices in this sequence to be square for simplicity only,
the results in this section carrying over to rectangular matrices as in Section 4
by straightforward modifications. The graphs considered in this section are all
assumed to satisfy the following condition.

Assumption 6. G is a product graph with inputs which are either elements of W,
or deterministic vector/matrices with entries uniformly bounded in N .

We define EW and the set of admissible pairings of EW in exactly the same way
as in the Gaussian case.

Recall also that for any G, ě(G) := |E(Gϕ0)| for any fixed admissible pairing ϕ0
of its edges (the choice of ϕ0 is irrelevant, as the value of |E(Gϕ0

)| is constant over
pairings).

Theorem 11 (Approximate Wick expansion). For any (possibly disconnected)
product graph G

(68) E {WG} =
∑

ϕ∈P(G)

WGϕ + σGO(N ě(G)+c(G)−1)

where ϕ runs over all of G’s admissible pairings.

Proof. Consider the set of indexations IG :=
∏
v∈V (G){1, ..., Nv}. Recall that for

each e = (u, v) ∈ E, ie = iuiv. Then

WG =
∑
i∈IG

∏
c∈C

[Xc]ic , E{WG} =
∑
i

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

E

{ ∏
e∈EW

[Xe]ie

}

Following [11] we write i⇝ ϕ whenever

∀{e, e′} ∈ ϕ, ie = ie′

and say that an indexation i is balanced whenever there exists a ϕ ∈ P(G) for which
i⇝ ϕ.

Note how for unbalanced i one has E
{∏

e∈EW
[Xe]ie

}
= 0 so that we can write

the expectation as

E{WG} =
∑

ϕ∈P(G)

∑
i⇝ϕ

1

|{ϕ ∈ P(G) | i⇝ ϕ}|

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

E

{ ∏
e∈EW

[Xe]ie

}
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For simplicity write Γϕ :=
∑

i⇝ϕ
1

|{ϕ∈P(G) | i⇝ϕ}|

(∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

)
E
{∏

e∈EW
[Xe]ie

}
so that

E{WG} =
∑

ϕ∈P(G)

Γϕ.

Note that for all ϕ ∈ P(G) it holds, for constants depending on G but not on N ,
that

Γϕ =
∑
i⇝ϕ

σGO(1) = σGO(|{i | i⇝ ϕ}|) = σGO(N |V (Gϕ)|)

Notice that the maximum value of |V (Gϕ)| is reached only when ϕ is fully atomic,
in which case one has

|V (Gϕ)| = ě(G) + c(G)

where we recall that ě = |E(Gϕ)| (otherwise, this is a strict inequality).
Furthermore, for such ϕ, we have

(69) Γϕ =
∑

IG
(1)

∋i⇝ϕ

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

E

{ ∏
e∈EW

[Xe]ie

}
+ σGO(N ě(G)+c(G)−1)

where

IG(1) := {i ∈ IG | ∀e, e′ ∈ EW , ie = ie′ =⇒ Xe = Xe′ and ie ̸= ie0 ∀e0 ∈ EW\{e, e′}},

noting that if i ∈ IG(1), there exists exactly one ϕ ∈ P(G) for which i⇝ ϕ.

But in this case, we also have

WGϕ =
∑

IG
(1)

∋i⇝ϕ

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

E

{ ∏
e∈EW

[Xe]ie

}
+ σGO(N ě(G)+c(G)−1),

so that we can write

E{WG} =
∑

ϕ∈PA(G)

Γϕ +
∑

ϕ∈P(G)\PA(G)

Γϕ

=
∑

ϕ∈PA(G)

Γϕ + σGO(N ě(G)+c(G)−1)

=
∑

ϕ∈PA(G)

(
WGϕ + σGO(N ě(G)+c(G)−1)

)
+ σGO(N ě(G)+c(G)−1)

=
∑

ϕ∈PA(G)

WGϕ + σGO(N ě(G)+c(G)−1)

=
∑

ϕ∈P(G)

WGϕ + σGO(N ě(G)+c(G)−1)

where in the last equality we have used the fact that

∀ϕ ∈ P(G) \ PA(G), WGϕ = σGO(N ě(G)+c(G)−1).

□
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Proposition 7. Let G = ⊔c(G)
i=1 Gi be a product graph with disjoint connected com-

ponents Gi. Then

E
{ c(G)∏

i=1

(
WGi −

∑
ψ∈PA(Gi)

W(Gi)ψ + σGiO(N ě(Gi))
)}

=
∑

ϕ∈PB(G)

WGϕ + σGO(N ě(G)+c(G)/2−1).

Proof. For any ϕ ∈ PA(G), let Γϕ = WGϕ + σGO(N ě(G)) and define Γϕi similarly
for each ϕi ∈ PA(Gi). Proceeding as in Proposition 1 we obtain

E
{ c(G)∏

i=1

(
WGi −

∑
ϕ∈P(Gi)

Γϕ

)}
=

∑
T⊆[c(G)]

(−1)|T
c|

∑
ϕT×i∈Tcϕi

(
ΓϕT

∏
i∈T c

Γϕi

)
where the last sum is over P(GT )× (

∏
i∈T c PA(Gi)).

Arguing as in the proof of the previous lemma, we find that

(70) ΓϕT
∏
i∈T c

Γϕi = ΓϕT×i∈Tcϕi +O(N |V (GϕT×i∈Tcϕi )|−1)

where the implicit constants do not depend from N .
But then using inclusion exclusion, we obtain on the one hand∑

T⊆[c(G)]

(−1)|T
c|

∑
ϕT×i∈Tcϕi

ΓϕT×i∈Tcϕi =
∑

ϕ∈P̃(G)

Γϕ

where P̃(G) ⊆ P(G) is the set of pairings of G such that none of its connected
components are paired within themselves, and on the other hand,

(71)
∑

T⊆[c(G)]

(−1)|T
c|

∑
ϕT×i∈Tcϕi

O(N |V (GϕT×i∈Tcϕi )|) = O
( ∑
ϕ∈P̃(G)

N |V (Gϕ)|−1
)

by the uniformity of the constants.
We conclude by arguing as before that the maximal order of the Γϕ is reached

when the partition is bi-atomic, which is the only case where V (Gϕ) = ě(G)+ c(G)
2

and when

Γϕ = Wϕ +O
(
N ě(G)+c(G)/2−1

)
.

□

Reiterating the arguments in section 5 then yields the following.

Corollary. Let Φ be a neural network with weights Wℓ with entries as in definition
17. Then theorems 8, 9 and 10 still hold .

6.2. Sparse weights. Following [11], we can also go further and consider sparse
matrices with i.i.d. entries satisfying the same moment assumptions as in 17.

Consider the sequence W̃ of matrices W̃i :=Wi ⊙Bi, where Wi ∈ W as defined
above and the Bi are independent matrices with i.i.d., Bernoulli distributed entries
with parameter pN satisfying NpN → ∞. Note that

E{[W̃i]
2k
α,β} = pNσ

2k
i E{Z2k

i }, E{[W̃i]
2k+1
α,β } = 0, ∀k ≥ 0.

If G is a product graph whose random inputs are from W̃, we will use X̃e = Xe⊙Bi
to denote such inputs.
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Assumption 7. G is a product graph with inputs which are either elements of W̃,
or deterministic vector/matrices with entries uniformly bounded in N .

Proposition 8. Let G be a product graph satisfying Assumption 7. Then

(72) E {WG} =
∑

ϕ∈PA(G)

WGϕ + σGp
|EW |/2−1
N O(N ě(G)+c(G)−1)

Proof. Consider the set of indexations IG :=
∏
v∈V (G){1, ..., Nv}, and define IG(1),

balanced and unbalanced indexations as in the proof of theorem 11.

If i ∈ IG is unbalanced, one has E
{∏

e∈EW
[X̃e]ie

}
= 0 while if i ∈ IG(1),

E

{ ∏
e∈EW

[X̃e]ie

}
= σGp

|EW |/2
N .

If i /∈ IG(1) is balanced, then

E

{ ∏
e∈EW

[X̃e]ie

}
= σGp

l
NO(1)

for some 1 ≤ l < |EW |/2. We can thus partition the set of balanced indexations

as ⊔|EW |/2
l=1 JG

l where JG
l is the subset of indexations which result in a factor plN .

Note that JG
|EW |/2 = IG(1). In particular we can write

E{WG} =p
|EW |/2
N

∑
i∈IG

(1)

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

σG +

|EW |/2−1∑
l=1

∑
i∈JG

l

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

σGp
l
NO(1)

=p
|EW |/2
N

∑
i∈IG

(1)

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

σG +

|EW |/2−1∑
l=1

σGp
l
NO

(
|JG
l |
)

Note at this point how |JG
l | = O

(
N |E\EW |+c(G)+l

)
.

In fact, each i is compatible to some ϕ ∈ P(G) by virtue of being balanced,

thus any i takes at most c(G) + |E \ EW |+ |EW |
2 different values, this being the

maximal number of vertices in any Gϕ. Note though that, by definition of JG
l ,

the indices corresponding to the |EW |/2 pairs take exactly l different values. Each
i ∈ JG

l thus takes at most c(G) + |E \ EW |+ l values, ranging from 1 to N .
Hence we can write

|EW |/2−1∑
l=1

σGp
l
NO

(
|JG
l |
)
= σGO

(
N |E\EW |+c(G) max{NpN , (NpN )|EW |/2−1}

)
= σGp

|EW |/2−1
N O(N ě(G)+c(G)−1).
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The claim then follows from the fact that

∑
ϕ∈PA(G)

WGϕ = p
|EW |/2
N

 ∑
i∈IG

(1)

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

σG +O(N ě(G)+c(G)−1)


= p

|EW |/2
N

∑
i∈IG

(1)

 ∏
c∈C\EW

[Xc]ic

σG + p
|EW |/2
N O(N ě(G)+c(G)−1),

and that p
|EW |/2
N O(N ě(G)+c(G)−1) = p

|EW |/2−1
N O(N ě(G)+c(G)−1) (since pN ≤ 1).

□

Similar arguments prove the centered version of this result, giving

E
{ c(G)∏

i=1

(
WGi−

∑
ψ∈PA(Gi)

W(Gi)ψ + σGip
|EW(Gi)|/2−1
N O(N ě(Gi))

)}
=

∑
ϕ∈PB(G)

WGϕ + σGp
|EW(G)|/2−1
N O(N ě(G)+c(G)/2−1).

(73)

We may then conclude the following.

Corollary. Let Φ be a neural network with weights W̃ℓ (as defined above) and
parameters. Then theorems 8, 9 and 10 still hold with standard deviations rescaled
as σℓ 7→ 1√

pN
σℓ.

Figure 25. We consider a ReLU network Φ2 (meaning that the
activations are all x 7→ max(x, 0)), where (N0, N1, N2, N3) =
(2, 700, 700, 1). We fix two inputs x = (π, 1),y = (e, 3) ∈ R2, and
sample the weight matricesW0,W1 andW2 700 times from 4 differ-
ent ensembles and plot (Φ2(x),Φ2(y)). The contour plots in light
blue in all three figures correspond to W0,W1,W2 being Gaussian.
On the left (dark blue) W1 and W2 were multiplied entry-wise by

p
−1/2
N Ber(pN ) for pN = 1√

300
(so that roughly 96.22% of their en-

tries are set to 0). In the middle (green), the Wi have Weibull
entries multiplied by a random sign, while on the right (orange)
the entries which are uniformly distributed in {−1, 0, 1}.
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6.3. The complex case. We end this section by showing how all of our results (in-
cluding the extensions to sparse matrices in the previous section) hold for complex-
valued matrices. Noting that the definition of product graphs and the extensions
in Section 3 hold mutatis mutandis in the complex case, we will once again only
need to adapt the arguments of Section 4.

Definition 18. Let WC := (Wi | i ∈ Z \ {0}), where for i > 0, the Wi ∈ CNri×Nci
are independent matrices with i.i.d. entries equal to σiZ where Z ∼ NC(0, 1). For
i < 0, we set W−i :=W i.

Assumption 8. G is a product graph whose inputs are either deterministic, or
matrices in WC.

Recall how a complex random variable Z ∼ NC(0, 1) satisfies the following mo-
ment assumptions

E[|Z|] = 1, n ̸= m =⇒ E[ZnZ̄m] = 0

where Z̄ denotes the conjugate of Z.
This means that, in view of Wick’s theorem (which takes the same form as in

the real case), the correct notion of admissible pairing is given as follows.

Definition 19 (Complex admissible pairing). Let G be a product graph, and EW =
{e ∈ E : We = Wℓ for some ℓ(e) := ℓ ∈ Z \ {0}}. Then a pairing ϕ of EW is said
to be admissible if any two paired edges {e, e′} ∈ ϕ satisfy ℓ(e) = −ℓ(e′). We denote
the set of all admissible pairings of EW by P(G).

At this point notice that the arguments of Sections 4 follow verbatim, with the
exception of Theorem 7 which now takes the following form.

Theorem 12. Let (Gi)i≥1 be a sequence of connected product graphs satisfying
Assumptions 8 and 2 (for WC). Then for any m ≥ 1,(

(σGiN
ě(Gi)+

1
2

)−1
WGi − |PA(Gi)|

√
N)mi=1

d−→ Z =
(
Z1, ..., Zm

)⊤
where the limit is a centered complex Gaussian vector with covariance function C :=
E[ZZ⊤] having entries [C]i,j = |PA(Gi ⊔Gj)| and pseudo covariance Γ := E[ZZH ]
with entries [Γ]i,j = |PA(Gi ⊔ Ḡj)| where Ḡ is obtained from G by conjugating all
the random matrices..

As for non-Gaussian complex-valued matrices, we replace the entries of Wi (for
i > 0) with σiZi, where {Zi}i≥0 is now a family of i.i.d. random variables satisfying

E[|Z|] = 1, n ̸= m =⇒ E[ZnZ̄m] = 0, E[|Z|k] <∞.

Complex analogues of corollaries 6.1 and 6.2 then follow straightforwardly.

7. Further extensions

In order to best illustrate our approach, we chose to restrict all of our results
to the simple case of feed-forward networks with polynomial activations and no
biases. This leaves room for many possible extensions, and we discuss a few of
these informally below.
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7.1. Random biases. The ΦL that we have considered are compositions of linear
maps Wℓ and component-wise non-linear activations φℓ. Typically one considers
affine mapsWℓ[·]+bℓ instead, and takes the bℓ to be randomly initialised Gaussians
as well.

Our theory can be adapted to this by allowing vertices to be fixed to these bℓ,
and considering pairings of the vertices as well (resulting in σ2

b1 in WGϕ), as shown
in Figure 26. This allows to recover the limits in their full form.

W0 W0

W0

W1W1

W2

xa1 xa3

xa2b0

Id

b1

Id

Figure 26. Example of a tree arising in the expansion of a neural
network with biases.

7.2. Residual networks and other neural network architectures. We briefly
discuss how our theory can be extended to more complex neural network architec-
tures, beginning with the simplest example: residual networks.

Recall that for the feed-forward networks considered in this paper, the network’s
input is represented by fixing some leaf vertices’ input to x. In a residual network,
a new layer ZL+1 is obtained by adding the output ZL of the previous layer to the
output of a feed-forward network Φ taking ZL as input. Consequently, the trees
that will arise in the expansion of ZL+1 are formed by grafting the trees from the
expansion of ZL onto the leaves of the trees for Φ(x). The theory developed here
thus extends to discrete residual networks with minimal modifications.

For continuous networks, the graphs arising in the expansion can be arbitrarily
deep, there are infinitely many of them. Some care is therefore needed to ensure
that the expansions are well-defined, namely that they converge.

More complex architectures can be studied by considering simplicial complexes
instead of graphs. For instance, for architectures like convolutional neural networks,
generic tensors must be considered in addition to matrices and vectors. Just as the
former correspond to edges (1-simplices) and the latter to vertices (0-simplices),
an n+ 1-tensor will correspond to an n-simplex. The resulting network expansion
will then be over simplicial complexes, typically exhibiting a tree-like recursive
structure. The theory then requires pairing n-tensors with n-tensors and counting
the number of vertices in the resulting simplices.

7.3. Non-polynomial activations. A restriction we have imposed is the use of
polynomial activations φℓ. This choice allowed us to ignore questions of convergence
(e.g. for the tree expansion in Theorem 4) given that the sums being considered
are always finite. Polynomials being dense in Gaussian Sobolev spaces, we expect
an extension of our results to commonly used, non-polynomial activations (e.g.
Sigmoid, ReLU) to be possible through a density argument, and present some
numerical evidence for this in Appendix C.
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7.4. Spectrum of the Hessian matrix. A rigorous understanding of the spec-
trum of the Hessian matrix under training would shed light on important aspects of
the training dynamics, particularly on its speed and stability as argued in [29, 31].
We expect to be able to study the empirical spectral distribution of the Hessian ma-
trix of ΦL using arguments similar to those in Sections 5.3 and 5.2, but anticipate
the combinatorics that would ensue to be more involved.
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[3] E. Brézin, C. Itzykson, G. Parisi, and J. B. Zuber. Planar diagrams. Commu-

nications in Mathematical Physics, 59(1):35 – 51, 1978.
[4] L. Chizat and F. Bach. On the global convergence of gradient descent for over-

parameterized models using optimal transport. Advances in neural information
processing systems, 31, 2018.

[5] L. Chizat, M. Colombo, X. Fernández-Real, and A. Figalli. Infinite-width
limit of deep linear neural networks. Communications on Pure and Applied
Mathematics, pages 1–50, 2024. doi: https://doi.org/10.1002/cpa.22200. URL
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/cpa.22200.

[6] A. Cichocki, N. Lee, I. Oseledets, A.-H. Phan, Q. Zhao, and D. P. Mandic. Ten-
sor networks for dimensionality reduction and large-scale optimization: Part 1
low-rank tensor decompositions. Foundations and Trends® in Machine Learn-
ing, 9(4–5):249–429, 2016. ISSN 1935-8245. doi: 10.1561/2200000059. URL
http://dx.doi.org/10.1561/2200000059.

[7] B. Collins and T. Hayase. Asymptotic freeness of layerwise jacobians caused
by invariance of multilayer perceptron: The Haar orthogonal case. Communi-
cations in Mathematical Physics, 397:85–109, 2021.

[8] G. M. Constantine and T. H. Savits. A multivariate Faa di Bruno formula with
applications. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, 348:503–
520, 1996. URL https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:18986788.

[9] P. Diaconis and M. Shahshahani. On the eigenvalues of random matrices.
Journal of Applied Probability, 31:49–62, 1994. ISSN 00219002. URL http:

//www.jstor.org/stable/3214948.
[10] S. S. Du, X. Zhai, B. Poczos, and A. Singh. Gradient descent provably op-

timizes over-parameterized neural networks. In International Conference on
Learning Representations, 2018.

[11] G. Dubach and Y. Peled. On words of non-Hermitian random matri-
ces. Annals of Probability, 49:1886–1916, 7 2021. ISSN 2168894X. doi:
10.1214/20-AOP1496.

[12] R. P. Feynman. Space-time approach to non-relativistic quantum mechan-
ics. Reviews of Modern Physics, 20:367–387, 1948. URL https://api.

semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:268744472.
[13] A. Garriga-Alonso, C. E. Rasmussen, and L. Aitchison. Deep convolutional

networks as shallow Gaussian processes. In International Conference on Learn-
ing Representations, 2018.

https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.00006
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:16854121
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:16854121
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1002/cpa.22200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1561/2200000059
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:18986788
http://www.jstor.org/stable/3214948
http://www.jstor.org/stable/3214948
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:268744472
https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:268744472
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Appendix A. Proofs of auxiliary combinatorial results

A.1. Atomic pairings of trees. We begin with the following useful lemma, which
highlights important features of atomic pairings of edges of trees. In what follows,
recall that if τ is a tree, we refer to edges whose head is its root as root edges.
Given any e ∈ E(τ), we also let τ |e denote the subtree of τ rooted at e’s head,
consisting of a unique root edge e along with the subtree rooted at its tail. Lastly,
recall that admissible pairings only pair edges in EW (namely edges with random
matrices as inputs), and that an ℓ−edge in EW is one that has been fixed to the
random matrix Wℓ ∈ W.

Lemma 9. Let τ be a connected, directed graph with all vertices having in-degree
1, except for the root rτ ∈ V (τ) which has in-degree 0 (so that τ is a directed tree).
Then for any ϕ ∈ PA(τ), the following holds:

(1) ϕ only pairs edges which are equidistant from the root.
(2) Let e, e′ be arbitrary edges in τ . Then if {e, e′} ∈ ϕ, ϕ is an atomic pairing

of the edges in τ |e ∧ τ |e′ .
(3) For any k ≥ 0, let e0, ..., ek and e′0, ..., e

′
k be two sequences of edges forming

paths of length k which start at rτ (so that ei, e
′
i are at distance i from the

root and e0, e
′
0 are root edges). Then

{ek, e′k} ∈ ϕ =⇒ {ei, e′i} ∈ ϕ or ei = e′i for all 0 ≤ i ≤ k.

Proof. We begin by proving that root edges have to be paired with other root edges:
consider a root edge e = (rτ , v) ∈ EW(τ) and assume that it is paired to a non-root
edge e′ = (u′, v′) by ϕ.

Assume first that e′ ∈ EW(τ |e) with u′ ̸= rτ . Then consider the image in (τ)ϕ
of the path from v to v′ in τ : it starts and ends at the same vertex, while only
traversing the (undirected) edge corresponding to {e, e′} once (cf. Figure 27 left).
This is a cycle, which contradicts the fact that ϕ ∈ PA(τ). Now assume that
e′ ∈ EW(τ) \ EW(τ |e) with u′ ̸= rτ . By what we have just shown, there must be
another root edge ẽ = (rτ , ṽ) such that e′ ∈ EW(τ |ẽ), and which is not paired to
any edge in EW(τ |ẽ). Arguing as above, the image of the path from rτ to u′ is a
cycle in (τ)ϕ traversing the image of ẽ only once (cf. Figure 27 (middle)) , giving
the desired contradiction.

We now prove (2). Assume that {e, e′} ∈ ϕ, and for contradiction that {ε, ε′} ∈ ϕ
for some ε ∈ EW(τ |e) (which is ̸= e) and ε′ ∈ EW(τ) \E(τ |e ⊔ τ |e′). Then consider
the path which starts at the head of ε′, goes through rτ without using edges in
τ |e ⊔ τ |e′ and ends at the head of ε using the edge e (cf. Figure 27 right). This
path’s image in (τ)|ϕ is then once again a cycle, and since it traverses {e, e′} only
once we conclude that ϕ|τ |e⊔τ |e′ ∈ PA(τ |e ∧ τ |e′)

To prove (3), assume that {ek, e′k} ∈ ϕ. If ek−1 = e′k−1, there is nothing to
prove. Otherwise, assume that ek−1 /∈ EW(τ), so that it is not paired by ϕ. Then
the path which starts at the head of ek, goes to rτ through ek−1 and ends at the
head of e′k via e′k−1 is a cycle in (τ)ϕ. We must therefore have ek−1, e

′
k−1 ∈ EW(τ).

Now if these edges were not paired together by ϕ, then {ek, e′k} /∈ ϕ by (2), giving
us a contradiction. This proves (3) by induction on k.

Finally (1) follows from (3) by induction on the distance from the root, using
the fact that root edges have to be paired with other root edges. □
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τ |e τ |e

τ |e

τ |ẽ

e

e′

rτ rτ

rτ

e

e′

e e′

ẽ

τ |e′

ε′

ε

u′

v′

v v ṽ

u′

v′

Figure 27. Paths in τ which are cycles in (τ)ϕ in the proof of
Proposition 9. Red dotted lines denote vertices/edges which are
the same in (τ)ϕ, and paths highlighted in blue are cycles in the
latter.

A.2. Results in Section 5.1.

Proof of Lemma 2. For the first assertion, we just have to prove that given any
η ∈ Tℓ,k(x) one has PA(η) = ∅. This is clear, since the tree η only has one ℓ−edge
(namely, the one stemming from its root), which then cannot be paired with any
other edge.

For the second assertion note how the leaves L(⊔iηi) are the only cells appearing
as tails of 0-edges. This means that any ϕ ∈ P(⊔iηi) identifies these vertices in
pairs as shown in Figure 28, in which G is the product graph obtained from ⊔iηi
by deleting the vertices •xi , •xj and their adjacent edges.

G

xi

0

0

xj

ϕ

Gϕ

xi ⊙ xj

σ2
0I

Figure 28. Any admissible edge pairing induces a pairing of leaves.

In particular one obtains, with clear abuse of notation, that

W(⊔iηi)ϕ =
∑
α,β

[WGϕ ]α[σ
2
0I]α,β [xi ⊙ xj ]β

= σ2
0

∑
α,β

[WGϕ ]α[xi]β [xj ]β = σ2
0⟨xi,xj⟩RN0WGϕ .

We can repeat this argument for all pairs of leaves, as well as an analogous
one for the c(⊔iηi) roots (being the only heads of ℓ−edges). Doing so yields the
following equality for any ϕ ∈ P(⊔iηi):

(74) W(⊔iηi)ϕ = σ
|L(⊔iηi)|
0 σ

c(⊔iηi)
ℓ ⟨x,x⟩ϕδϕWG1

ϕ

where G1 is obtained from ⊔iηi by removing all leaves, roots and their adjacent
edges, and

⟨x,x⟩ϕ :=
∏

{•xi
,•xj

}∈(L(⊔iηi)/∼ϕ)

⟨xi,xj⟩RN0 .
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Note that here, δϕ arises from the roots in the same way as ⟨x,x⟩ϕ did from the
leaves. Since the former are fixed ei, the resulting contribution is either 0 or 1.

Further, note that under Assumption 3, G1 is a product graph satisfying Assump-
tion 2, in particular a product graph with all vertices having dimension d = N , fixed
to 1N and with all edges fixed to random Gaussian matrices (E \EW(G1) = ∅). We
can thus leverage the genus expansion results of Section 4.2 to compute the values
WGϕ explicitly.

Note that any ϕ ∈ PAF(⊔iηi) must induce an atom-free partition of the edges
of G1, since each of the removed edges shares a vertex with G1. By Lemma 1 we
know that WG1

ϕ
is maximized when this induced partition is bi-atomic, in which

case

WG1
ϕ
= σGN

(|E(G1)|+c(G1))/2.

This yields the claim, since σ⊔iηi = σ
|L(⊔iηi)|
0 σ

c(⊔iηi)
ℓ σG1 ,

|E(G1)| = |E(⊔iηi)| − |L(⊔iηi)| − c(⊔iηi), c(G1) = c(⊔iηi),

and

{ψ ∈ PB(G) : ψ is induced by some ϕ = PB(⊔iηi)} = PB(G).

□

Proof of Lemma 3. Let ϕ ∈ PB(τ ⊔ η) be arbitrary. For any τ ∈ Tℓ,i(x) let r(τ)
denote the unique edge whose head is the root. Then if τ , η are in the lemma’s
statement, r(τ) and r(η) are the only ℓ-edges, and they must thus be paired by ϕ.
Thus by Proposition 9 (1) and (2) we see that the subtrees must be bi-atomically
paired in pairs. This induces a pairing π of the subtrees via the bijection τ ↔ r(τ)
and ϕ splits as

(75) ϕ =
{
{r(τ), r(η)}

} ⊔
{π1,π2}∈π

ϕ|π1⊔π2 ,

The lemma then follows, since we can write

⟨x,x⟩ϕ =
∏

{π1,π2}∈π

⟨x,x⟩ϕ|π1⊔π2
.

□

A.3. Results in Section 5.2.

Proof of Lemma 4. By Proposition 1 we know, setting G := τ ◦ η⊤, that

(76) E
{(

WG −
∑

ψ∈PA(G)

WGψ

)2}
=

∑
ϕ∈PAF(G⊔G)

W(G⊔G)ϕ .

We prove the claim for 0 < ℓ < L ̸= 0, the ℓ = 0 and ℓ = L cases following by
a similar argument. We will be reasoning as we did to prove Lemma 2, namely by
analyzing the structure of a pairing in PA(G). To that end, note that the leaves of
G are the only cells which are tails of the 0-labeled edges, while the the two roots
are the only heads of L-labeled edges.

It follows that for any ψ ∈ PA(G), these vertices will necessarily be all paired
up obtaining

WGψ = σ
|L(G)|
0 σ2

L⟨x,x⟩ψδi1,i2WG1
ψ
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where the product graph G1 is obtained from G by removing all leaves, roots and
their adjacent vertices. Under Assumption 4, G1 is then a product graph satisfying
Assumption 2: all of its vertices have dimension d = N and fixed to 1N , all edges
except one are fixed to random Gaussian matrices, the remaining one is fixed to I.
We thus apply the genus expansion formula with

|EW(G1)| = |E(G1)| − 1 = |E(G)| − (|L(G)|+ 2)− 1,

|E \ EW(G1)| = 1,

and since any atomic partition of G induces an atomic one on G1, we conclude that

WG1
ψ
= σG1N

1
2 (|E(G)|−|L(G)|−3)+2,∑

ψ∈PA(G)

WGψ = σGN
1
2 (|E(G)|−|L(G)|+1)a(G).

The same reasoning applied to PAF(G ⊔G) gives

W(G⊔G)ϕ = σ2
GN

|E(G)|−|L(G)|⟨x,x⟩ϕδϕ (for ϕ ∈ PB(G ⊔G)),∑
ϕ∈PAF(G⊔G)

W(G⊔G)ϕ = σ2
GN

|E(G)|−|L(G)|
(
α(G ⊔G) +O

( 1

N

))
.

We now turn to the cases when ℓ = 0 or ℓ = L, noting that the pruned graphs
do not contain any I this time. In the ℓ = L case, we get

WGψ ≍ σGN
1
2 (|E(G)|−(|L(G)|+1))+1 = σGN

1
2 (|E(G)|−|L(G)|+1)),

W(G⊔G)ϕ ≍ σ2
GN

1
2 (2|E(G)|−2(|L(G)|+1))+1 = σ2

GN
|E(G)|−|L(G)|,

respectively, while for ℓ = 0 we get

WGψ ≍ σGN
1
2 (|E(G)|−(|L(G)|+2))+1 = σGN

1
2 (|E(G)|−|L(G)|),

W(G⊔G)ϕ ≍ σ2
GN

1
2 (2|E(G)|−2(|L(G)|+2))+1 = σ2

GN
|E(G)|−|L(G)|−1.

When σ0 = 1, σℓ = N− 1
2 for ℓ > 0 (in which case σG = N− 1

2 (|E(G)|−|L(G)|−1(ℓ>0))),
we thus always obtain

(77) E
{(

σ2
ℓWG − a(G)

)2}
=

1

N

(
α(G ⊔G) +O

( 1

N

))
.

□

Proof of Lemma 5. Each tree in TL,i(x) has exactly one L−edge which is the only
edge adjacent to the root. If ℓ = L, the canonical bijection in the lemma’s statement
is the map which assigns to η ∈ ∂LTL,i(x) the tree η+ obtained by fixing η’s root
edge to WL. Since each bi-atomic pairing of τ+ ⊔ η+ has to necessarily pair the
root edges, it follows that PB(τ

+ ⊔ η+) and PA(τ ◦ η⊤) are in canonical bijection,
and in particular that a(τ ◦ η⊤) = α(τ+ ⊔ η+).

If ℓ < L, then any η ∈ ∂ℓTL,i(x) can be viewed as a tree τ− ∈ ∂ℓTL−1,1(x),
which is attached by its root to a tree τ+ ∈ TL,i(x) as in the example of Figure 29.
Note that this decomposition is unique.

It thus remains to show that PA(τ ◦η⊤) is in bijection with PB(τ
+⊔η+)×PA(τ

−◦
(η−)⊤). This follows from Proposition 9 (3): since the root-edges of τ, η are the
only L-edges we see that any ϕ ∈ PA(τ ◦ η⊤) corresponds to one ϕ′ ∈ PA(τ ∧ η)
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W2 W2

W3

W1
W1 W1

W0W0 W0 W0 W0

W2 W2

W3

W1
W1 W1

W0W0 W0 W0 W0

x x x x x x x x x x

η ∈ ∂1T3,i(x)

η− ∈ ∂1T2(x)
η+ ∈ ∂1T3,i(x)

Figure 29. Decomposition of a tree in ∂1T3,i

which is constrained to pair the two open edges, but by (3) these are in bijection
with PB(τ

+ ∧ η+)× PA(τ
− ∧ η−) which allows to conclude.

Therefore, as needed, we have

a(τ ◦ η⊤) = α(τ+ ⊔ η+)a(τ− ◦ η−⊤
).

□

A.4. Results in Section 5.3.

Proof of Proposition 6. Let G = G(η) be a decorated cycle. For any ϕ ∈ P(G), we
have

WGϕ = σG
∏

π∈V (G)/∼ϕ

N∑
α=1

[⊙•y∈πy]α = σGN
V (Gϕ)

∏
π∈V (G)/∼ϕ

∑N
α=1[⊙•y∈πy]α

N
.

As argued in the proof of Lemma 2 (see Figure 28), the only vertices fixed to x are
of degree 1 while all other vertices are fixed to 1. We therefore have

⊙•y∈πy ∈ {1,x,x⊙ x},

so that ∑N
α=1[⊙•y∈πy]α

N
∈
{
1,

∑N
α=1[x]α
N

,
⟨x,x⟩
N

}
.

Since ⟨x,x⟩/N → x and∑N
α=1[x]α
N

≤
∥x∥1
N

≤
√
N ∥x∥2
N

=
∥x∥2√
N

→
√
x,

we can conclude that

WGϕ = σGN
V (Gϕ)O(1)

so the order of WGϕ is determined by the number of vertices in Gϕ.
Following Section 4.2, it suffices to prove that∑

ψ∈PA(G)

WGψ = σGN
|E(Gψ)|+1a(G),

which is true in the event that∏
π∈V (G)/∼ψ

∑N
α=1[⊙•y∈πy]α

N
=

∏
{•x,•x}∈(L(G)/∼ψ)

⟨x,x⟩
N

holds for every ψ ∈ PA(G).
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The latter is equivalent to proving that the edges whose tails are leaves of G and
are fixed to x are paired between themselves. In a decorated cycle, all such edges
are 0-edges, and the only other 0-edges belong to C(η). The result thus follows by
Lemma 7. □

Appendix B. Technical Lemmas

In this section, we collate some technical lemmas used in Sections 3 and 5.

Lemma 10. Consider a sequence of sets (Ai | i ∈ N>0) and absolutely summable
sequences of vectors (vai | ai ∈ Ai) ⊆ Rd indexed by them. Let v(a1,...,aM ) :=

⊗Mi=1vai with the convention that empty products have value 1. Then for M ∈ N,

(78) (Rd)⊗M ∋ ⊗Mi=1

( ∑
ai∈Ai

vai

)
=

∑
aM∈×Mi=1Ai

vaM .

Proof. We proceed by induction on M . If M = 0 then the result holds by conven-
tion. For the inductive case assume the lemma true up to M , then

⊗M+1
i=1

∑
ai∈Ai

vai =

(
⊗Mi=1

∑
ai∈Ai

vai

)
⊗

 ∑
aM+1∈AM+1

vaM+1


=

 ∑
aM∈×Mi=1Ai

vaM

⊗

 ∑
aM+1∈AM+1

vaM+1


=

∑
aM+1∈AM+1

∑
aM∈×Mi=1Ai

vaM ⊗ vaM+1

Assume now aM = (a1, . . . , aM ), then vaM⊗va = v(a1,...,aM+1) and we conclude. □

We now turn to consider the same setting with the Hadamard product ⊙ instead
of ⊗. Given that the Hadamard product does not care about the order of the
terms, it will be convenient to write the results in terms of objects which behave
like sequences invariant to permutation.

Definition 20. Given a set A we define the set of its symmetric M -tuples as the
quotient AM/SM where SM is the symmetric group of M elements acting on AM

by permuting the elements as

(79) σ · (a1, . . . , aM ) 7→ (aσ(1), . . . , aσ(M)).

We denote this set and its elements as

(80) XMA := AM/SM = {Ja1 · · · aM K : ∀i ∈ [M ]. ai ∈ A},
We also set XA =

⋃∞
M=0 XMA . For a symmetric tuple τ = J(a1)k1 · · · (aN )kN K ∈ XA,

where a1, . . . , aN are distinct elements of A, we define the symmetry factor of τ as

(81) s(J K) = 1, s(τ) :=

N∏
i=1

(ki)!

Informally a symmetric tuple Ja1 · · · aM K is obtained from the tuple (a1, . . . , aM )
by forgetting about the order of its elements. Note that this is not the same thing
as the set {a1, ...., aM}, as we want to keep track of multiple appearances of element
(e.g. Ja a bK ̸= Ja bK, while {a, a, b} = {a, b} for sets).
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Proposition 9. Consider a set A and a summable sequence (va)a∈A ⊆ Rd indexed
by A. We have for any M ∈ N

(82) (Rd)⊗M ∋

(∑
a∈A

va

)⊙M

=
∑
τ∈XMA

M !

s(τ)
vτ

where for τ := Ja1 · · · aM K we define vτ := va1 ⊙ · · · ⊙ vaM .

Proof. Considering M copies of A as different sets and using Lemma 10, we have
on the one hand that

⊗Mi=1

(∑
a∈A

va

)
=

∑
a∈×Mi=1A

⊗Mi=1(vai).

On the other hand if we define linearly⊙
: (Rd)⊗M → Rd, v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vM 7→ v1 ⊙ · · · ⊙ vM

we have (∑
a∈A

va

)⊙M

=
⊙(∑

a∈A
va

)⊗M

=
⊙ ∑

a∈AM
⊗Mi=1(vai) =

∑
a∈AM

⊙Mi=1(vai)

by definition. Note that for any a = (a1, . . . , aM ),a′ = (a′1, . . . , a
′
M ) ∈ AM ,

⊙Mi=1(vai) = ⊙Mi=1(va′i)

whenever

(a1, . . . , aM ) = (a′σ(1), . . . , a
′
σ(M)).

for some σ ∈ SM i.e. ⊙ is invariant to the action of SM . Therefore we can write(∑
a∈A

va

)⊙M

=
∑
τ∈XMA

M !

s(τ)
vτ .

since the cardinality of orbit τ is exactly M !
s(τ) . □

Remark. The same argument proves an analogous tree expansion for the symmet-
ric tensor product ⊡, instead of the Hadamard product ⊙, defined by

(83) v1 ⊡ · · ·⊡ vM =
1

M !

∑
σ∈SM

vσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ vσ(M).

Proposition 10. Let φ,ψ : R → R be polynomial functions. Fix index sets A1,A2

and λ : (A1 ∪A2)× (A1 ∪A2) → R a symmetric and summable function. Then if

(X,Y ) ∼ N
(
0,

[ ∑
(a,a′)∈A1×A1

λ(a, a′)
∑

(a,b)∈A1×A2
λ(a, b)∑

(b,a)∈A2×A1
λ(b, a)

∑
(b,b′)∈A2×A2

λ(b, b′)

])
the following expansion holds

(84) E{φ(X)ψ(Y )} =
∑
τ∈XA1

∑
η∈XA2

φτψη
s(τ)s(η)

∑
π∈PX(τ⊔η)

∏
{π1,π2}∈π

λ(π1, π2)
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where φJα1···αmK := φ(m)(0) and PX(τ ⊔ η) is the set of pairings of the entries of τ
and η.

Proof. Using Wick’s theorem we have

E{φ(X)ψ(Y )} =

∞∑
M,N=0

φ(M)(0)ψ(N)(0)

M !N !
E{XMY N}

=

∞∑
M,N=0

φ(M)(0)ψ(N)(0)

M !N !

∑
π∈P([M ]⊔[N ])

∏
{π1,π2}∈π
π1<π2

E{Zπ1Zπ2}

=

∞∑
M,N=0

φ(M)(0)ψ(N)(0)

M !N !

∑
π∈P([M ]⊔[N ])

∏
{π1,π2}∈π
π1<π2

∑
γ1,γ2∈A1⊔A2

λπ1,π2
(γ1, γ2).

Here [M ]⊔ [N ] := ((1, 1), . . . , (1,M), (2, 1), . . . , (2, N)) is ordered lexicographically,
where with a slight abuse of notation P([M ]⊔ [N ]) is the set of pairings of elements
in [M ] ⊔ [N ] and

λ(i,∗),(j,∗)(c, c
′) = λ(c, c′)1(c ∈ Ai)1(c

′ ∈ Aj).

The claim would thus follow from the equality

1

M !N !

∑
π∈P([M ]⊔[N ])

∏
{π1,π2}∈π
π1<π2

∑
γ1,γ2∈A1⊔A2

λπ1,π2
(γ1, γ2)

=
∑
τ∈XMA1

∑
η∈XNA2

1

s(τ)s(η)

∑
π∈PX(τ⊔η)

∏
{γ1,γ2}∈π

λ(γ1, γ2),

which we now prove. Begin by noticing that∑
π∈P([M ]⊔[N ])

∏
{π1,π2}∈π
π1<π2

∑
γ1,γ2∈A1⊔A2

λπ1,π2(γ1, γ2)(85)

=
∑

Γ1:[M ]→A1

∑
Γ2:[M ]→A2

∑
π∈P([M ]⊔[N ])

∏
{π1,π2}∈π
π1<π2

λ(Γ(π1),Γ(π2))(86)

where we write Γ((i, k)) = Γi(k). We are simply double counting: the former is
obtained by labeling the elements of [M ] ⊔ [N ] after having paired them, and the
latter by reversing the order of the operations with the functions Γ1,Γ2 specifying
the labels.

Then for any fixed τ ∈ XMA1
and η ∈ XNA2

, we have∑
π∈PX(τ⊔η)

∏
{γ1,γ2}∈π

λ(γ1, γ2) =
∑

π∈P([M ]⊔[N ])

∏
{π1,π2}∈π
π1<π2

λ(Γ(π1),Γ(π2))(87)

whenever Γ1 : [M ] → A1 and Γ2 : [M ] → A2 satisfy

τ = JΓ1(1) · · ·Γ1(M)K and η = JΓ2(1) · · ·Γ2(N)K.

Letting Ωτ,η denote the set of all such pairs (Γ1,Γ2), we note that

|Ωτ,η| =
M !

s(τ)

N !

s(η)
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and, in turn, that

(88)
⊔

τ∈XMA1

⊔
η∈XNA2

Ωτ,η = {Γ1 : [M ] → A1} × {Γ2 : [N ] → A2}.

This allows us to conclude that∑
τ∈XMA1

∑
η∈XNA2

1

s(τ)s(η)

∑
π∈P(τ⊔η)

∏
{γ1,γ2}∈π

λ(γ1, γ2)

=
∑
τ∈XMA1

∑
η∈XNA2

1

s(τ)s(η)

1

|Ωτ,η|
∑

(Γ1,Γ2)∈Ωτ,η

∑
π∈P([M ]⊔[N ])

∏
{π1,π2}∈π
π1<π2

λ(Γ(π1),Γ(π2))

=
1

M !N !

∑
τ∈XMA1

∑
η∈XNA2

∑
(Γ1,Γ2)∈Ωτ,η

∑
π∈P([M ]⊔[N ])

∏
{π1,π2}∈π
π1<π2

λ(Γ(π1),Γ(π2))

=
1

M !N !

∑
Γ1:[M ]→A1

∑
Γ2:[M ]→A2

∑
π∈P([M ]⊔[N ])

∏
{π1,π2}∈π
π1<π2

λ(Γ(π1),Γ(π2))

=
1

M !N !

∑
π∈P([M ]⊔[N ])

∏
{π1,π2}∈π
π1<π2

∑
γ1,γ2∈A1⊔A2

λπ1,π2(γ1, γ2)

where the first equality follows from (87), the second from |Ωτ,η| = M !
s(τ)

N !
s(η) , the

third is (88) and the last (85). □

Since we work with kernels which are defined as nested expectations (of the
type studied in Proposition 10), it will be crucial to have a neat way of dealing
with nested sequences of symmetric tuples. This structure is naturally encoded by
non-plane rooted trees.

Definition 21. Given a set A we define the set of depth-ℓ non-plane rooted trees
with depth-ℓ+ 1 A-decorated leaves Tℓ(A) recursively as

(89) T0(A) = A, Tℓ+1(A) = XTℓ(A).

Finally we define the set of non-plane rooted trees with A-decorated terminal leaves
as the union T(A) := ∪∞

ℓ=0Tℓ(A). For any tree τ = J(τ 1)
k1 · · · (τN )kN K ∈ Tℓ+1(A),

where τ 1, . . . , τN are distinct elements of Tℓ(A), we define the symmetry factor s
of τ as

(90) s(J K) = 1, s(τ ) := s(τ )

N∏
i=1

s(τ i)
ki

where for all a ∈ A we set s(a) = 1. We also write τ = τ Ja1, . . . , amK to show the
fact that τ has exactly m leaves from A and that these are a1, . . . , am.

The choice of nomenclature becomes clear after noticing how nested symmetric
tuples can be represented by non-plane trees in a natural way c.f. Figure 30.
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J J K Ja1 a2 a3K K

a1
a2

a3

Figure 30.

Definition 22. Given sets A1,A2 and ℓ ∈ N0 we define the nested pairings of the
terminal leaves of two trees τ ∈ Tℓ(A1) and η ∈ Tℓ(A2) as the set PT(τ ⊔ η)
recursively defined as

(91) ∀(a, a′) ∈ A1 ×A2. PT(a ⊔ a′) = {{{a, a′}}}

and for τ = Jτ 1 · · · τnK ∈ Tℓ+1(A1) and η = Jη1 · · ·ηmK ∈ Tℓ+1(A2) as

(92) PT(τ ⊔ η) =
{
⊔{π1,π2}∈πϕπ1⊔π2

| π ∈ PX(τ ⊔ η), ϕπ1⊔ϕ2
∈ PT(π1 ⊔ π2)

}
where PX(τ ⊔ η) is the set of pairings of the entries of τ and η as symmetric
tuples. Note how if τ = τ Ja1, . . . , amK and η = ηJa′1, . . . , a′nK then any element of
PT(τ ⊔ η) is a pairing of (a1, . . . , am, a

′
1, . . . , a

′
n).

Note how this definition is consistent in the sense that for τ ,η ∈ T1(A) = XA
one has PT(τ ⊔ η) = PX(τ ⊔ η).

Definition 23. Let (φℓ : R → R | ℓ ∈ N) be a sequence of polynomials and A a
set. We define the tree-derivatives of the φ on T(A) as

(93) ∀a ∈ A. φa := 1, ∀τ = Jτ 1 · · · τmK ∈ Tℓ+1(A). φτ := φ
(m)
ℓ+1(0)

m∏
i=1

φτ i

Theorem 13. Let ((φℓ, ψℓ) | ℓ ∈ N) be a sequence of tuples of polynomials. Fix
index sets Ax,Ay and λ : (Ax ∪Ay)× (Ax ∪Ay) → R a symmetric and summable
function. Then if[

K0(x, x) K0(x, y)
K0(y, x) K0(y, y)

]
=

[ ∑
(a,a′)∈Ax×Ax λ(a, a

′)
∑

(a,b)∈Ax×Ay λ(a, b)∑
(b,a)∈Ay×Ax λ(b, a)

∑
(b,b′)∈Ay×Ay λ(b, b

′)

]
and we define recursively

Kℓ+1(x, y) := E{φℓ+1(Xℓ)ψℓ+1(Yℓ)}, (Xℓ, Yℓ) ∼ N
(
0,

[
Kℓ(x, x) Kℓ(x, y)
Kℓ(y, x) Kℓ(y, y)

])
the following expansion holds

(94) Kℓ(x, y) =
∑

τ∈Tℓ(Ax)

∑
η∈Tℓ(Ay)

φτψη

s(τ )s(η)

∑
ϕ∈PT(τ⊔η)

∏
{α,β}∈ϕ

λ(α, β)

Proof. By induction on ℓ. If ℓ = 0 the thesis is clear by definition of the constituent
objects. Assume then expansion true for ℓ and let’s show it for ℓ+1. By Proposition
10 we have

E{φℓ+1(Xℓ)ψℓ+1(Yℓ)} =
∑

τ∈XTℓ(Ax)

∑
η∈XTℓ(Ay)

(φℓ+1)τ (ψℓ+1)η
s(τ )s(η)

∑
π∈PX(τ⊔η)

∏
{π1,π2}∈π

λℓ(π1, π2)
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where for τ ∈ Tℓ(Ax) and η ∈ Tℓ(Ay) one defines

λℓ(τ ,η) :=
φτψη

s(τ )s(η)

∑
ϕ∈PT(τ⊔η)

∏
{α,β}∈ϕ

λ(α, β)

and similarly if τ ,η live in the same space then in this definition either φ 7→ ψ or
vice-versa. Putting things together, from the definitions of Tℓ(A), s and φτ , we
obtain

Kℓ+1(x, y) =
∑

τ∈Tℓ+1(Ax)

∑
η∈Tℓ+1(Ay)

φτψη

s(τ )s(η)

∑
π∈PX(τ⊔η)

∏
{π1,π2}∈π

∑
ϕ∈PT(π1⊔π2)

∏
{α,β}∈ϕ

λ(α, β)

and the conclusion follows noticing that the definition of PT(τ ⊔ η) implies∑
ϕ∈PT(τ⊔η)

∏
{α,β}∈ϕ

λ(α, β) =
∑

π∈PX(τ⊔η)

∏
{π1,π2}∈π

∑
ϕ∈PT(π1⊔π2)

∏
{α,β}∈ϕ

λ(α, β)

□

Remark. Given sequences (Wℓ ∈ RNℓ+1×Nℓ | ℓ ∈ N0) and (xa | a ∈ A) there is a
natural way to associate to each T(A) an operator graph τ :

∀a ∈ A. a 7→ −W0
•xa , ∀τ = Jτ 1 · · · τmK ∈ Tℓ+1(A). τ 7→ ( −Wℓ+1

) ◦ (∧iτ i)

a1
a2

a3
W0

W0

W0

W1W1

W2

xa1 xa3

xa2

Figure 31.

Proposition 11. Let ΦL be as defined in (13) and x =
∑
a∈A λaxa for some

summable sequence ((λa,xa) ∈ R× RN | a ∈ A) and a set A, then

ΦL(x) =
∑

τJa1,...,amK∈TL(A)

φτ

s(τ )

(∏
i

λai

)
Wτ

where in Wτ the tree τ is viewed as a product graph (see 1).

Proof. We proceed by induction on L. For L = 0 by definition we have Φ0(x) =
W0x, TL(A) = A and for each a ∈ A also φa = 1, s(a) = 1 and Wa = W0[xa].
Hence ∑

a∈T0(A)

φa
s(a)

λaWa =
∑

a∈T0(A)

W0[λaxa] =W0x = Φ0(x).
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Reasoning by induction and using the Taylor expansion in 0 we have

ΦL+1(x) =WL+1[φL+1(ΦL(x))]

=

∞∑
m=0

φ
(m)
L+1(0)

M !
WL+1[

 ∑
τJa1,...,amK∈TL(A)

φτ

s(τ )

(∏
i

λai

)
Wτ

⊙m

]

=
∑

Jτ1···τmK∈XTL(A)

(φL+1)Jτ1···τmK

s(Jτ 1 · · · τmK)
WL+1[⊙mi=1

φτ i

s(τ i)

∏
j

λai,j

Wτ i ]

where we have used the equality(∑
a∈A

va

)⊙M

=
∑
τ∈XMA

M !

s(τ)
vτ

given by Proposition 9. We can continue the equality using the definition of
TL+1(A) obtaining

=
∑

τ≃Jτ1···τmK∈TL+1(A)

φτ

s(τ )
WL+1[⊙mi=1

∏
j

λai,j

Wτ i ]

=
∑

τJa1···amK∈TL+1(A)

φτ

s(τ )

(∏
i

λai

)
Wτ

□

Remark. Using the correspondence with product graphs we obtain both the expan-
sions

ΦL(x) =
∑

τ∈TL(•x)

φτ
s(τ)

Wτ , ΦL(x) =
∑
τ∈TL

φτ
s(τ)

xτWτ ,

by considering x = x•x and x =
∑
i∈{1,...,N}[x]iei given that

(TL(•x), s, φ) ≃ (TL({•x}), s, φ), (TL, s, φ) ≃ (TL({•1, . . . , •N}), s, φ).
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Appendix C. Numerical study of the Jacobian spectral distribution

In this section we present some evidence that the results presented in this work
hold for non-polynomial activation functions.

In particular we consider ReLU networks (i.e. with all activations equal to
φ(x) = x · 1(x > 0)). Ignoring the fact that φ is not a polynomial and applying
Proposition 5 (noting that µk,ℓ(x) =

1
2 for all k, ℓ and x in that case), we can solve

the resulting recursion for m4,L and obtain the following closed-form formulae as a
function of the network depth L:

m1,L =
1

2L
m2,L =

1 + 2L

4L
m3,L =

6L(L+ 1)− 2L+ 1

8L

m4,L =
4
3L(16L

2 + 12L+ 5) + 1

16L
.

Quantity L=1 L=2 L=3 Theory

m1,L 0.501 (0.5) 0.251 (0.25) 0.126 (0.125) 1
2L

m2,L 0.752 (0.75) 0.316 (0.313) 0.111 (0.109) 1+2L
4L

m3,L 1.384 (1.375) 0.529 (0.516) 0.135 (0.131) 6L(L+1)−2L+1
8L

m4,L 2.840 (2.813) 1.012 (0.973) 0.191 (0.181)
4
3L(16L

2+12L+5)+1

16L

Table 1. The first four moments of the limiting spectral distri-
bution of the Jacobian of a depth-L ReLU network, for different
values of L. In the columns, the first value is obtained numerically,
by sampling L weight matrices of dimension 500×500 and averag-
ing over 200 tries, while the value in parentheses is the theoretical
prediction (we only kept the first three decimal digits for both).

Remark. A phenomenon of vanishing gradients seems to appear here as L grows,
with the theoretical prediction for mk,L equalling a ratio of a polynomial by a func-
tion which grows exponentially in L.

Next, we independently initialize M = 200 depth-2 networks with weight matri-
ces of dimensionN×N weights, and do so for eachN ∈ {50, 100, 250, 500, 700, 1000}.
For each of these networks, we compute the first few empirical spectral moments of
J2,xJ

⊤
2,x with respect to the input x = 1. In Figure 32, we plot histograms of the

resulting values for each N . The picture shows how the convergence to the limit-
ing value is in L2, with the variance around the limit shrinking as the dimension
increases.

In Figure 33 we plot the Mean Squared Error (MSE) (equivalently, the squared
L2 norm) between these moments and their limit found in Proposition 6. As shown
in the latter, we see that the error decays like O(1/N).

For completeness, we repeated the same experiments with uniformly distributed
weights in {−1, 0, 1} and included the resulting plots below.
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Figure 32. Distribution of empirical Jacobian moments around
their limit as N increases.

Figure 33. Rate of convergence of empirical Jacobian moments
around the limit as N increases.
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Figure 34. Distribution of the moments of the empirical singu-
lar value distribution of the Jacobian, around their limit (vertical
dotted line), as N increases. Weights uniformly distributed in
{−1, 0, 1}.

Figure 35. Rate of convergence of empirical Jacobian moments
around the limit as N increases, weights uniformly distributed in
{−1, 0, 1}.
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Appendix D. Map of Results

Neural Network tree
expansion

(Theorem 4)

Operator graphs and
graphical operations

(Section 2)

Jacobian graph
expansion

(Equation (23))

NTK graph
expansion

(Equation 29)

Jacobian moments graph
expansion
(Lemma 6)

Wick’s
theorem

(Theorem 5)

Wick
expansion

(Theorem 6)

Centered Wick
expansion

(Proposition 1)

Genus
expansion

(Corollary 4.2)

Centered genus
expansion
(Lemma 1 )

Joint
distribution
of product
graphs

(Theorem 7)

NN tree scaling limits
(Lemma 2 and Eq. (48))

Joint limit for
NN trees

(Proposition 4)

GP Limit
(Theorem

8)

Combinatorics
of

NN tree limits
(Lemma 3)

NTK graph scaling
limits

(Lemma 4)

Convergence
of NTK

(Theorem
9)

Combinatorics
of NTK graph

limits
(Lemma 5)

Jacobian
spectral limit
(Proposition 5,
Theorem 10)

Combinatorics of
Jacobian graph

limits
(Lemmas 7 and 8)

Jacobian graphs scaling laws
(Proposition 6)

Non-Gaussian weights
(Sec. 6.1, Thm. 11 and

Prop. 7)

Sparse weights
(Sec. 6.2, Prop. 8 and Eq.

73)

Complex
weights (Sec.

6.3)

II
IV

III

V.1

V.2

V.3

VI

Figure 36. Dependency graph for our results.
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Appendix E. Table of Symbols

Symbol Meaning

ΦL Neural network of depth L (Eqn. 13).

JL,x Neural network Jacobian JL,x = d(φL ◦ ΦL−1)x (Eqn. 20).

d Dimension function associated to cells of a graph G (Sec. 2).

Xc ∈ Rd(c) Input of cell c in a graph G (Sec. 2).

C Set of cell inputs of a product graph (Def. 1).

F = (Fin,Fout) Set of free cells (Sec. 2.2).

WG Operator associated to a graph G (Def. 3), noting that if G is a product
graph, WG is its value.

•Xv
,

Xe−−→ Cell fixed to Xc (Sec. 2.2).

•, → Cell fixed to 1 or I (Sec. 2.2).

, 99K In-cell (Sec. 2.2).

, 99K Out-cell (Sec. 2.2).

•x 7→ •y Switching input of a cell (Def. 11).

G1 ∧G2 Out-vertex identification (corresponds to a Hadamard product) (Def. 5).

XMA Space of A’s symmetric M -tuples (Def. 20).

s(·) Symmetric factor of symmetric tuples (Def. 20).

TL Input-independent operator trees space for NN expansion (Sec. 3.1).

TL(x) Input-dependent operator trees space for NN expansion (Def. 11).

(TL(x))∗ Input-dependent operator trees with pruned root (Sec. 3.2).

∂xTL(x) Space of derivative operator trees with respect to input x (Sec. 3.2).

∂ℓTL(x) Space of derivative operator trees with respect to matrix Wℓ (Sec. 3.2).

s(·) Symmetric factor of trees (Sec. 3.1).

P(G) Admissible pairings of edges of G with random inputs (Def. 13).

PA(G),PB(G),PAF(G) Atomic, biatomic and atom-free pairings of G (Def. 14).

Gϕ Graph resulting from identification of G’s edges according to ϕ (Sec. 4).

Tℓ(A) Depth-ℓ non-plane rooted trees with A-decorated leaves of depth ℓ+1 (Def.
21).

s(·) Symmetric factor of rooted trees (Def. 21).
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