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Advancing artificial intelligence demands a deeper understanding of the mechanisms underlying
deep learning. Here, we propose a straightforward analysis framework based on the dynamics of
learning models. Neurons are categorized into two modes based on whether their transformation
functions preserve order. This categorization reveals how deep neural networks (DNNs) maximize
information extraction by rationally allocating the proportion of neurons in different modes across
deep layers. We further introduce the attraction basins of the training samples in both the sample
vector space and the weight vector space to characterize the generalization ability of DNNs. This
framework allows us to identify optimal depth and width configurations, providing a unified expla-
nation for fundamental DNN behaviors such as the "flat minima effect," "grokking," and double
descent phenomena. Our analysis extends to networks with depths up to 100 layers.

A fundamental question in understanding deep neu-
ral networks (DNNs) revolves around their superior per-
formance compared to shallow networks [1–3]. Despite
often being over-parameterized, DNNs generally gener-
alize well [4–6]. Significant strides have been made in
elucidating this phenomenon [7, 8], with notable theo-
ries emerging such as the Information Bottleneck theory
[9–12]. This theory provides a theoretical framework to
understand how DNNs process and compress information
layer by layer. Another pivotal theory is the "Flat Min-
ima Hypothesis," which correlates the geometry of the
loss surface with the generalization capabilities of neu-
ral networks [13–16]. Specifically, the former focuses on
the compression of redundant information, while the lat-
ter suggests that flat minima, which are less susceptible
to overfitting, are associated with superior generaliza-
tion. In particular, it has been proven, by establishing a
Fokker-Planck equation, that the flatness of the overall
loss landscape increases during the learning process and
attains a higher value when performing the stochastic
gradient descent (SGD) algorithm with a smaller sam-
ple batch size [15–18]. Despite these general insights,
the precise mechanisms and learning dynamics underly-
ing DNNs remain elusive.

Due to the complexity of general DNNs, many theo-
retical studies focus on simplified scenarios to derive ana-
lytical results. For instance, some research linearizes the
models [19–22], while others analyze shallow networks
[23–25]. Whether these approaches based on linear mod-
els and shallow networks can fully capture the intrin-
sic advantages of nonlinear neurons in deep networks re-
mains an open question. Furthermore, there are two key
common issues that need to be clarified. The first is
that previous studies often treat the learning model as
a unified entity, whereas it is well-known that the lin-
ear summation and nonlinear activation are still the ba-
sic computing processes at the single neuron level. We
should thus, in principle, relate the properties of DNNs
to the behaviors of single neurons. The second is that

a learning model is indeed a dynamical map that maps
inputs to outputs. In particular, the layers of a DNN
can be considered as an iterative process of dynamical
systems. Therefore, dynamical theories should be able
to be utilized for understanding the learning dynamics.

Additionally, several intriguing phenomena have been
observed in the realm of learning models, yet these have
not been systematically linked to their underlying mech-
anisms. For instance, why do certain models initially
exhibit behavior akin to linear neural networks (LNNs)
before transitioning to nonlinear neural networks (NNNs)
[25, 26]? Under what conditions does pruning deep lay-
ers Will not significantly affect model outcomes [27–32]?
And why are residual connections crucial in constructing
deep neural networks (DNNs) [33–37]? The superiority
of these connections is uncertain; do they merely mitigate
the vanishing gradient problem to facilitate deep network
training, or do they also positively impact network ac-
curacy? Furthermore, what is the general mechanism
behind grokking and double descent [38–42]? Grokking
refers to a sudden performance jump after a prolonged
plateau, observed across various scenarios. Double de-
scent, conversely, describes a phenomenon where the test
error initially decreases, then increases, and finally de-
creases again as model complexity increases. Unraveling
these phenomena could pave the way for improved model
design and regularization strategies.

In this paper, we aim to understand the learning dy-
namics of neural networks by establishing a framework
that encompasses three fundamental dimensions: infor-
mation extraction, information transformation, and gen-
eralization ability. This framework is grounded in the
basic building blocks of neural networks: single-neuron
functions and the attraction basins of learning models.
We employ the classification task as an exemplary case
to illustrate our points, although the generalization of
our findings to other scenarios is straightforward.

In the following section, we adopt a novel approach
to categorizing neurons. Rather than classifying them
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based on the linearity or nonlinearity of their transfer
functions, we categorize neurons into two distinct modes
according to whether their transformation functions pre-
serve the order of inputs. This distinction allows us to
gain a deeper understanding of how neurons process and
transform information. We then introduce two types of
attraction basins: one in the sample vector space and an-
other in the weight vector space. These attraction basins
play a crucial role in determining the behavior and per-
formance of neural networks during the learning process.

In Section III, we delve deeper into the characteristics
of these two modes of neurons in hidden layers. We intro-
duce several quantities to describe the distribution and
evolution of these neurons, which can help identify the
linearity of network layers and the degree of linear sep-
arability of sample vectors after transformation through
previous layers. These quantities also provide criteria for
layer pruning, which is essential for optimizing the struc-
ture of DNNs.

In Section IV, we reveal the learning dynamics of shal-
low learning models, illustrating the roles of the two neu-
ron modes. We then turn our attention to DNNs in Sec-
tion V. We demonstrate that DNNs can self-organize into
a standard structure, with nonlinear layers in the earlier
stages and linear layers in the later stages. Using neu-
ron mode and attraction basin analysis, we identify the
optimal depth and width, the optimal batch size and the
optimal learning rate for training DNNs. We emphasize
that the dependence of the two types of attraction basins
on depth and width differs, while on the batch size and
the learning rate is consistent. Furthermore, we provide
criteria for pruning, discuss the connection of attraction
basins to the flat minima effect, and explain the superi-
ority of DNNs with residual connections. We also offer
explanations for phenomena such as grokking and double
descent within the framework of our analysis. Finally, in
the last section, we conclude our findings and provide
remarks on the implications of our work.

1.

BASIC CONCEPTS AND METHODS

Models. To illustrate our framework, we consider two
types of DNNs. The first is a fully connected DNN, de-
scribed mathematically by the following equations:

x
(l)
il

= f(h
(l)
il
),

h
(l)
il

=

Nl−1∑
il−1=1

w
(l)
ilil−1

x
(l−1)
il−1

,
(1)

Here, x(l)
il

represents the output of the il-th neuron in
the l-th layer, and h

(l)
il

denotes the local field of the same

neuron. The weight w
(l)
ilil−1

connects the il−1-th neuron
in the (l−1)-th layer to the il-th neuron in the l-th layer.
The function f(·) serves as the neuron’s transfer function.
The number of neurons in the l-th layer is denoted by Nl.

The second DNN model we consider utilizes residual
connections. In this case, every two layers, the first equa-
tion in Eq. (1) is modified to:

x
(l)
il

= x
(l−2)
il−2

+ f(h
(l)
il
), (2)

where the residual connection allows the outputs of one
layer to be directly added to the outputs of the layer
two steps ahead. This modification introduces a skip
connection that helps in preserving the information flow
through the network, potentially improving its learning
capabilities.

Modes of Neurons. Our point of view to informa-
tion encoding is as follows. A weight vector w projects a
sample vector xµ onto a local field h(µ) = w · xµ, which
serves as the input to a neuron. The sequence h(µ) with
µ = 1, 2, . . . , P represents the local fields of this neuron
for all P samples. The ordering of this sequence and the
spatial intervals among h(µ) values encode the distinct
relationships and information among the samples along
this particular weight vector. Different neurons capture
different aspects of the information by employing differ-
ent weight vectors.

The input layer plays a pivotal role in information
extraction. In principle, the number of weight vectors
in this layer must exceed the dimensionality (refers to
the effective dimension) of the samples to ensure that
the weight matrix remains non-degenerate. Beyond this
threshold, any new weight vectors will no longer be in-
dependent. To maximize information extraction, the
weight vectors should ergodically span all directions in
the weight vector space. This requirement renders the
scenario depicted in Fig. 1(a) preferable to the one shown
in Fig. 1(b).

Subsequently, the neural transfer function transforms
the sequence into the neuron’s outputs, aiming to mini-
mize the loss. Typically, the goal is to activate the cor-
responding neuron for each class in the output layer. To
achieve this, a neuron in the hidden layer should maxi-
mize the outputs for samples belonging to a specific class.
There are two qualitative modes to accomplish this:

1. Order preserve mode (OPM): This mode preserves
the order of the inputs, resulted by the linear transfer
function as shown in Fig. 1(c). It can be also resulted
by nonlinear Tanh-type transfer functions operating in
the nearly linear region. Even though implemented by a
nonlinear function, the operation is essentially linear in
nature.

2. Non-order preserve mode (NPM): This mode alter
the order of the inputs. This can be achieved by a single
neuron using Gauss-type transfer functions, as depicted
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in Fig. 1(d), or through combinations of neurons using
Tanh-type transfer functions, as shown in Fig. 1(e). This
mode allows a local field at any position in the sequence
to be maximized, and it is an inherently nonlinear oper-
ation.

The expected outcome of these neural processing
modes is to maintain information without reduction and
to achieve effective separation of different classes. This
entails clustering similar samples together while ensuring
that different classes are well-separated. Each individual
neuron needs to contribute to this task, i.e., to maxi-
mize the outputs of specific samples. However, to achieve
this purpose, the OPM needs to direct the weight vectors
towards specific directions in order to project the local
fields of the desired samples towards the ends of the se-
quence, thereby obtaining output values as large as pos-
sible, resulting in the scenario depicted in Fig. 1(b). This
convergence towards specific directions may not only re-
duce the ability to extract information from potential di-
rections but may also increase the overlap of h(µ) among
samples from different classes.

On the other hand, the convergence of weight vectors
is not necessary for performing the NPM. This results
in greater freedom to extract information from a wider
range of weight vector directions, as demonstrated by
the scenario shown in Figure 1(a). However, NPM neu-
rons exhibit high input-output sensitivity, whereas OPM
neurons offer the advantage of minimal sensitivity, char-
acterized by a zero second-order derivative.

An optimal learning model should therefore leverage
an optimal combination of neurons operating in both
modes. By combining the stability and minimal sensitiv-
ity of OPM neurons with the flexibility and information
extraction capabilities of NPM neurons, the model can
achieve better performance in terms of both accuracy and
robustness. This balance is crucial for developing effec-
tive neural networks that can handle complex and varied
datasets.

Attraction basins. Our second key tool is the intro-
duction of attraction basins to characterize the network
dynamics. Attraction basins are fundamental concepts
in nonlinear dynamical systems. Considering the layers
of a DNN as iterative operations, this concept can be ex-
tended to DNNs. Here, we define the attraction basin of
a training sample in two vector spaces.

First, after achieving 100% training accuracy, we
add random variations to a training sample and check
whether the learned model can correctly classify these
variations into the same class as the original sample. By
plotting the average accuracy of the noised training set
as a function of noise amplitude, one should observe a
transition from 100% accuracy to a accuracy of random
noise samples. The noise amplitude threshold at which
this transition occurs can be used as a metric for the av-
erage size of the attraction basin in the sample vector
space. This size measures the generalization ability of

f(h) = h f(h) = e h2

tanh(h) tanh( h)

(a) (b)

(c) (d) (e)

FIG. 1. Illustration of weight vector distributions induced by
the OPM (a) and the NPM (b). (c) Represents the way of
extracting information using the OPM, (d) shows extraction
using the NPM of Gaussian function, and (e) depicts extrac-
tion using the NPM of the ReLU function.

the model to variations in the input data.
Another way to define the attraction basin is by adding

noise to the weights of the network and checking whether
a training sample can still be correctly classified. The
attraction basin size defined in the weight vector space
measures the stability of the network’s structure or its
robustness to variations in the weights. It has been shown
that there is a dual relationship between variations in
the weights and variations in the samples [reference to
relevant literature]. We reveal in the following sections
that the sizes of the two attraction basins have different
dependencies on the depth and width of the network, and
there is a solid correlation between the flat minima effect
and the basins of attraction will be established.

QUANTITIES FOR ANALYZING THE
LEARNING PROCESS AND DNN STRUCTURE

Samples are transformed layer by layer through a
DNN, ultimately becoming linearly separable in the out-
put layer. This is the general paradigm of DNNs. To
characterize the linear separability of sample vectors from
a deep layer to the output layer, we introduce a linear
perceptron (LP) to replace the section of the DNN from
the l-th layer onward. Specifically, the LP is trained us-
ing the sample set (x(l)(µ),y(µ)), µ = 1, . . . , P , where
x(l)(µ) represents the output of the l-th layer for the µ-
th sample, and y(µ) is the corresponding local fields from
the last layer.

When the outputs of a hidden layer become well lin-
early separable, the LP can perform the classification
task effectively, indicating that the section of the DNN
after this layer can be replaced by a linear model. For
simplicity, we construct the LP using a least squares op-
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timization algorithm. The LP approach has been applied
in previous studies [43–46].

To assess the linearity of the DNN from the l-th layer
to the output layer, we introduce a linear map (L-map)
by replacing the nonlinear transfer function f(h) after
this layer with a linear function f(h) = h. The L-map,
with a weight matrix defined as

WL-map = W(l) ·W(l+1) · · ·W(L),

can replace the section of the network from the l-th layer
onward when the network effectively behaves as a truly
linear network. Here, W(j) represents the weight matrix
of the j-th layer.

In this scenario, the L-map effectively acts as a linear
perceptron, albeit one that is not trained independently
but rather derived from the weights of the original DNN.
Its purpose is to characterize the inherent linear struc-
ture of the DNN, providing insights into how well the
network has learned to map inputs to outputs in a lin-
early separable manner.

To further characterize the proportion of OPM and
NPM neurons, we introduce the ranking position distri-
bution (RPD) as a quantitative tool. We first establish
this concept on the basis of LNNs and extended to gen-
eral DNNs. For a LNN, h(l−1)

il−1
(ν)WL-map

ki characterizes
the contribution of the il−1-th neuron in the (l − 1)-th
layer to the k-th neuron (representing the k-th class) in
the output layer through the L-map, when the ν-th sam-
ple is inputted. We sort h(l−1)

il−1
(ν)WL-map

ki in the sequence

h
(l−1)
il−1

(µ)WL-map
ki with µ = 1, 2, . . . , P to obtain its rank.

The LNN only possesses the OPM mode, which needs
to aggregate weight vectors towards specific directions
to make h

(l−1)
il−1

(ν)WL-map
ki as large as possible for a suf-

ficient number of neurons. In such a case, the order of
h
(l−1)
il−1

(ν)WL-map
ki should be high, with the most ideal sit-

uation to rank ahead of all other classes of samples. To
characterize this effect, we obtain the rank for each sam-
ple regarding to its target neuron, and then calculate the
distribution of ranking positions across all neurons in the
layer. A high probability density in the high-ranking re-
gion is expected if the training goal is achieved.

The OPM in a DNN with nonlinear transfer functions
can similarly lead to a RPD with a high probability den-
sity in the high-ranking region, while the NPM is not
directly related to the rank, as it can transform the local
field at any position within the input sequence to achieve
maximum output. Therefore, changes in the gradient or
slope of the RPD can be used as a qualitative indicator
to probe the proportions of OPM and NPM neurons in
a deep layer. A steep gradient may suggest a higher pro-
portion of OPM neurons, while a flatter gradient may
indicate a higher proportion of NPM neurons.
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FIG. 2. (a) Accuracy as a function of training sample size.
From top to bottom, the lines represent the NNN with Tanh
function, the LNN, the LP, and the L-map. (b) Accuracy
as a function of training time for a 60,000-sample training
set, with the same ordering of lines as in (a). (c) RPDs for
the NNN with Tanh function and the LNN trained with 600
samples. (d) RPDs for the NNN with Tanh function and the
LNN trained with 60,000 samples. (e) Evolution of RPD for
the NNN with Tanh function at different training times.

APPLICATIONS TO SHALLOW NETWORKS

We first demonstrate how to utilize the quantities in-
troduced in the previous section to analyze a 784-2048-10
neural network designed for handwritten digit recogni-
tion using the MNIST dataset [47]. This dataset com-
prises 60,000 training samples and 10,000 test samples,
where each sample is represented as a 28 × 28 bitmap.
Figure 2(a) depicts the accuracy of the networks as a
function of sample size. The accuracy for the NNN (em-
ploying the Tanh activation function), along with the ac-
curacies of the LP and L-map derived from this NNN,
are also presented. The LP is trained with the sample
vectors as input and the network’s local field hL(µ) as
output.

For small training sets, we observe that the four accu-
racy curves converge, indicating that the NNN behaves
effectively as a LNN. Figure 2(c) displays the RPDs of the
hidden layer for both the NNN with Tanh and the LNN,
using 600 training samples. Notably, in this shallow net-
work, h(2)

i2
(µ)WL-map

ki = h
(2)
i2

(µ)W
(2)
ki2

. The distributions
exhibit a high probability in the high-ranking region and
a low probability in the low-ranking region, suggesting
that OPM neurons dominate the learning process. The
precise alignment of the RPD curves for the LNN and
Tanh-NNN confirms that this NNN is composed entirely
of OPM neurons.

However, as the training set size increases, the accu-
racy curves deviate, indicating the significant activation
of NPM neurons. The degree of separation between the
Tanh-NNN and L-map curves quantifies the accuracy loss
due to the linearization of the NNN with f(h) = h. Fig-
ure 2(d) reveals that the RPDs diverge markedly with
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a training set size of 60,000, with the LNN exhibiting a
steeper gradient. This confirms the activation of a sub-
stantial number of NPM neurons within the NNN.

The linearity of the NNN evolves throughout the train-
ing process. Figure 2(b) illustrates the accuracy as a
function of training time using a 60,000-sample training
set. Initially, the four accuracy curves overlap but grad-
ually diverge as training progresses. Figure 2(e) displays
the evolution of the RPD for the Tanh-NNN: the gra-
dient increases initially, reaches a maximum, and then
decreases towards the final state. This reflects that in
the early stage of the network, learning occurs through
OPM (confirmed by the consistency of the four curves),
driving the weight vectors to concentrate in specific direc-
tions. Subsequently, NPM neurons are activated, and the
weight vectors spread out in broader directions, thereby
enabling the gradient descent of RPD. Therefore, for
small, well-linearly separable training sets, the training
goal may be achieved during the OPM learning phase,
causing the neural network to retain its linear structure.
Conversely, for larger training sets, if the training goal
is not met during the OPM phase, NPM neurons are
activated to extract information from a broader range
of directions in the weight vector space. The transition
from an OPM-dominated phase to a mixed phase of OPM
and NPM neurons may occur as the number of training
samples increases or as training progresses.

APPLICATIONS TO DNNS

The Standard Structure of DNNs. In Figure 3,
the results for DNNs with and without residual connec-
tions are presented in the first and second columns, re-
spectively. Both DNNs utilize the ReLU transfer func-
tion. Figures 3(a) and 3(b) explore the depth depen-
dence of accuracy when employing LP pruning (replacing
later layers with the LP) and L-map pruning (replacing
later layers with the L-map). These plots reveal that
LP achieves effective pruning in much earlier layers, sug-
gesting that samples become linearly separable after just
a few layers. Conversely, L-map pruning becomes effec-
tive in later layers, indicating that the final sections of
the DNN evolve into a pure LNN, equivalent to a linear
perceptron.

Figures 3(c) and 3(d) exhibit RPDs for several repre-
sentative layers of the two DNNs. It is observed that
the RPD gradient increases with layer depth, confirm-
ing the decrease of NPM neurons with the depth. When
L-map pruning becomes effective, the RPD gradients at-
tain their maximum values, further confirming that the
deeper layers transform into a LNN.

Figures 3(e) and 3(f) depict the evolution of the cosine
distance between a sample vector x(l)(µ) and the center
vector of its class in the l-th layer as a function of network
depth for the two DNNs. For clarity, only the first 100

samples of the digit "5" class are plotted. Additionally,
the average cosine similarity between the center vectors
of different classes is shown.

We observe that, in general, samples cluster towards
the center of their respective classes as depth increases,
while the center vectors of different classes become mutu-
ally orthogonal. This progression signifies that the net-
work effectively organizes the representation space, en-
hancing class separability as depth increases. This effect
has been previously documented in certain studies.
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FIG. 3. Learning dynamics of DNNs with 22 hidden layers.
Subfigures (a) and (b) display the accuracies achieved through
LP and L-map pruning, respectively. The horizontal axis in-
dicates the number of the starting layer, and the accuracies of
the unpruned DNNs are provided as a reference. Subfigures
(c) and (d) present the RPDs for selected hidden layers. Sub-
figures (e) and (f) depict the evolution of the cosine distance
for the first 100 training samples of the digit "5", along with
the average cosine distance among different classes. Subfig-
ures (g) and (h) showcase the grokking and double descent
phenomena, with the first column illustrating DNNs without
residual connections and the second column depicting DNNs
with residual connections.

Figures 3(g) and 3(h) illustrate the test loss, as well
as the test and training accuracies, as functions of train-
ing time for DNNs with varying numbers of hidden layers.
Both figures exhibit the grokking and double descent phe-
nomena, which become increasingly pronounced as the
number of hidden layers increases. The periodic oscilla-
tions observed in the second plot stem from the presence
of residual connections, which are applied every two lay-
ers.

The depth and width dependence of test accu-
racy. In the following subsections, we present results
only for DNNs without employing residual connections,
as these phenomena and behaviors as qualitatively simi-
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lar. In Figure 4(a), we show the test accuracy as a func-
tion of depth for various widths. The minimum number
of hidden layers required to achieve 100% accuracy on
the 60,000 training samples is two. Therefore, the hori-
zontal axis starts from the fourth layer. We observe that
for a fixed width, the accuracy initially increases and
then decreases with depth. For a fixed depth, the accu-
racy generally increases with width, and approximately
converge to a universal curve. The maximum accuracy
occurs for DNNs with approximately for 8-layer DNNs.
Figure 4(b) plots the RPD for the first hidden layer using
DNNs with widths of 128 for several depths. We see that,
in the high rank region, the probability of 8-layer DNN is
the lowest, mining that there achieves the highest ratio
of NPM neurons with the depth.

The depth and width dependence of attraction
basins. Figure 5(a) shows the average accuracy of noised
training samples, and 5(b) shows the average accuracy
of training samples under noised weights, as a function
of noise amplitude for a 1024-layer DNN with different
depth, respectively. The noise amplitude that transition
from the 100% accuracy to 10% (on the random noise
level)indicates the size of the average attraction basins.
We see that the attraction basins on the sample vector
space increase with the increase of depth initially but
converge after the DNNs exceed about 8 layers. While
the attraction basins on the wight-vector space decreases
with the increase of depth initially but converge after also
the DNNs exceed 8 layers.

We can similarly study the attraction-basin depen-
dence on the width. we apply the noise amplitude that
the accuracy is reduced to half to characterize the average
size of attraction basins. Figure 5(c) plots the size of at-
traction basins on the sample vector space, and 5(d) plots
the size of attraction basins on the weight vector space, as
a function of DNN width for several depths, respectively.
We see that, for a fixed depth, the attraction basin on
the sample vector space (on the weight vector space) in-
creases (decreases) firstly with the increase of width and
then tends to converge. The converged width is around
400 but slightly dependence on the depth. While for a
fixed width, the attraction basin on the sample vector
space (on the weight vector space) increases (decreases)
with the increase of depth.

Therefore, the two types of attractions have an oppo-
site dependency relationship regarding depth and width.
Furthermore, excessive depth or excessive width (not
shown here) can both lead to significant fluctuations. In
deed, if the network is too wide or too deep, the stan-
dard structure shown in Figure 3(a) will no longer be
maintained.

The learning dynamics of DNNs. The above re-
sults reveal a general picture of how a DNN achieves
learning. It evolves to a self-organized standard struc-
ture, with a high ratio of NPM neurons in the earlier
layers and a decreased ratio in the later layers; The last
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FIG. 4. (a) Test accuracy as a function of depth for various
widths. (b) Gradient of the RPDs as a function of depth for
DNNs with widths of 128 and 2048.

section may transit to pure OPM neurons.
The attraction basin in the sample vector space in-

creases with the increase of depth and width. This is a
significant advantage of DNNs which enhances the gen-
eralization. However, the attraction size converges to
a fixed value when the depth exceeds a threshold. This
threshold is consistent with the depth for maximum accu-
racy (Fig.4(a) ) and the depth where the L-map pruning
can be performed (Fig.3(a)). It is also consistent with
the depth inducing the highest ratio of NPM neurons in
the first layer (Fig. 4(b)), which thus can encoding more
information. The decrease of NPM neurons with the fur-
ther increase of the depth also explains the phenomenon
where, although the basin of attraction reaches satu-
ration at greater depths, the accuracy decreases. This
demonstrates that the amount of information extracted,
specifically the proportion of NPM neurons, is not equiv-
alent to the control parameter for the basin of attraction.
In addition, the basin of attraction remains unchanged in
the later section of DNN with pure OPM neurons, and
its expansion is completed in the NPM layers. The NPM
is thus crucial for DNNs.

The increase in accuracy with the width also indicates
the crucial role of the first layer in encoding informa-
tion. In principle, the dimensionality of the weight vec-
tors must reach the dimensionality of the sample vectors
(here referring to the effective dimensionality, as sam-
ple vectors generally have redundant dimensions)) in or-
der to project the vector information without degener-
acy. Therefore, accuracy rapidly increases with width
and then reaches a saturation value, see Fig. 6(c).

The attraction basin in the weight vector space de-
creases with the increase of depth and width. Therefore,
though increasing the width and depth is both benefi-
cial for expanding the basin of attraction of samples and
achieve a better generalization, but indeed detrimental
to the stability of the DNNs. Therefore, from the per-
spective of the basin of attraction, a DNN should have
an optimal balance between width and depth.

The attraction basins and the flat minima hy-
pothesis. Many relevant phenomena can be understood
based on the variations of attraction basins and neuron
modes. We first show the connection of the attraction
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basin in the weight vector space and the flat minima ef-
fect. We have seen that over-increasing in depth and
width indeed compromises structural stability. However,
we show that techniques employed in DNNs, such as se-
lecting a smaller sample batch size, employing an appro-
priate learning rate, and applying suitable regularization,
can all contribute to expanding the basin of attraction in
both the sample vector space and the weight space. This
expansion enables the DNNs to maintain their superior
generalization capability while gaining structural stabil-
ity.

In Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), we present the accuracy of
training samples with added noise to the inputs and
weights, respectively, as a function of noise amplitude for
various batch sizes used in the adam algorithm. These re-
sults are for DNNs with a depth of 12 and a width of 1024.
We observe that, in both cases, the size of the attraction
basin increases as the batch size decreases. Specifically,
the test accuracy rises from 98.3% to 98.9% when the
batch size is reduced from 30,000 to 300 (see the insert).

In Figs. 6(c) and 6(d), we demonstrate the depen-
dence of the attraction basin on several learning rates.
These results are for DNNs with a depth of 12, a width
of 1024, and a batch size of 300. We see that the attrac-
tion basin increases as the learning rate decreases. The
test accuracy rises from also 98.3% to 98.9% when the
rate increases from 0.1 to 0.5(see the insert). However, it
should be noted that while the attraction basin expands,
the accuracy does not necessarily increase monotonically
with the further increase in the learning rate; rather, it
peaks at an optimal learning rate.

Since in both case the changes in attraction size is
much more sensitive in the weight vector space than in
the sample vector space, we can attribute the increase in
accuracy to the expansion of the attraction basin size in
the weight vector space. This expansion should indicate
an expansion of the range of flat minima.

Explaining the grokking and double decent ef-
fects. The grokking effect can be explained straightfor-
wardly based on the attraction basin. The idea is that
test samples can be considered noisy variations of the
training samples. In the initial stage of training, the at-
traction basins of training samples have not yet been fully
established, resulting in both training and test accuracies
being at random noise levels. As training progresses, the
attraction basins gradually form, leading to an increase
in training accuracy. However, due to the smaller size of
these basins, test samples may fall outside them, result-
ing in accuracy levels close to random samples. During
this stage, the test loss remains at random noise levels
without any decline. As training continues, the basins
expand, allowing more test samples to fall within them,
enabling correct classification. Therefore, one can pre-
dict that grokking, a sudden jump in test accuracy, may
occur during the training process.

The grokking effect in shallow networks do can be re-
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FIG. 5. The attraction basin and flat minima effect. (a) and
(b) display the accuracy of training samples with added noise
to the inputs and weights, respectively, as a function of noise
amplitude for various batch sizes used in the SGD algorithm.
The results are for DNNs with a depth of 12 and a width
of 1024. (c) and (d) show the same metrics but for different
learning rates, with a fixed batch size of 300. (e) and (f)
illustrate the correspondence between the flatness of minima
and the size of attraction basins in the weight vector space,
respectively.
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FIG. 6. The dependence of attraction basins on depth and
width. (a) Displays the accuracy of training samples with
added noise, as a function of noise amplitude. (b) Shows the
accuracy of training samples when the weights are perturbed
with noise, also as a function of noise amplitude. (c) Illus-
trates the attraction basins in the sample vector space for
different network widths. (d) Demonstrates the attraction
basins in the weight vector space, again for various network
widths. Note that in (c) and (d), the dependence on width is
shown for several different width values.

lated to the attraction basin in the sample vector space.
To demonstrate this, we studied a 784-200-200-10 net-
work, which exhibits a pronounced grokking effect [48].
In Figure 7(a), we reproduce the grokking phenomenon
in this model, showing a notable delay in test accuracy
compared to training accuracy. The accuracy of noised
training samples with different noise amplitudes is also
presented. We observe a clear transition with increasing
noise amplitude. In Figure 7(b), we plot the accuracy of
noised training samples and training samples with noised
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FIG. 7. Grokking Mechanism of DNNs. (a) Illustrates that
grokking does not occur when the training mode of Batch
Normalization is active. (b) Displays the change rate (indi-
cated by dashed lines) of RPD for several deep layers as a
function of training time. (c) and (d) Show two-dimensional
projections of the digit "5" immediately before and after the
grokking event, respectively.

weights at three stages: where both training and test ac-
curacy are low, before grokking, and after grokking. For
the first case, both accuracies are at noise levels, indicat-
ing that the attraction basins of training samples have
not effectively formed. The transition from 100% accu-
racy to noise-level accuracy occurs around 10−3 and 10−2

for noised samples just before and after grokking, respec-
tively. The transition for noised weights occurs slightly
later. In this model, we thus can anticipate that grokking
will occur for test samples, since the variation amplitude,
relative to the training samples, is approximately 10−2.

We show that the grokking observed in Figure 7(a) do
represents an abrupt change in the network’s dynamic be-
havior with the expend of the attraction basin in sample
vector space. We plot a pair of local fields of output-layer
neurons (i.e., we select two neurons and plot their outputs
as x and y coordinates) for test samples (Figure 7(c) and
7(d)) and training samples (Figure 7(e) and 7(f)) of "1,"
"2," and "3" before and after grokking, respectively. Be-
fore grokking, the projections of test samples are mixed
and distributed across a vast region, far outside where
the projections of training samples are distributed. Af-
ter grokking, the projections of test samples overlap with
those of training samples, indicating that most test sam-
ples have fallen within the attraction basins of training
samples. Furthermore, before grokking, the distributions
of training samples overlap with each other, while after
grokking, the projections converge to small and mutually
separated regions. These observations suggest a transi-
tion in network dynamics, similar to the case of asymmet-
ric Hopfield neural networks s[49], where a sharp transi-
tion from a chaotic phase to a memory phase occurs as

the attraction basins enlarge [50, 51].
However, the mechanisms underlying grokking in deep

and shallow networks may differ. Comparing Figure 5(a)
and Figure 7(b), we can observe that the noise level re-
quired to observe such a transition is significantly higher
in the DNN than in the shallow network. Once the at-
traction basins are established, samples with a noise mag-
nitude around one (note that the sample vectors are nor-
malized in each layer) fall into the attraction basin. The
test samples are typically small variations of the training
samples, corresponding to a noise level of 10−2. There-
fore, it can be inferred that grokking should not be ob-
servable in such a DNN under these conditions due to
the depth leads to a huge basin of attraction in sample
vector space.

The mechanism observed in Figure 3 has a distinct ori-
gin. We examine the algorithm we applied for training
DNNs. It is found that Batch Normalization (BN) [52]
behaves differently in the training and evaluation modes
[53]. The training mode is used during the training of
DNNs with training samples. In training mode, BN nor-
malizes each layer using the mean and variance from the
current mini-batch. The evaluation mode is used when
evaluating test accuracy on test samples. In evaluation
mode, BN uses a moving average of the mean and vari-
ance accumulated during training. Specifically, the up-
dates follow the formulas:

µ̂t = αµ̂t−1 + (1− α)µt

σ̂2
t = ασ̂2

t−1 + (1− α)σ2
t

where µ̂t and σ̂2
t are the moving average estimates used

to normalize the test set, and µt and σ2
t are the mean and

variance of the current training batch, with α typically
set to 0.9. This constitutes a significant perturbation to
the weights. Meanwhile, as Figure 5(b) indicates, the
average attraction basin in weight vector space is much
smaller than that in sample vector space, as shown in
Figure 5(a); it is around 10−2, which is comparable to
the level of attraction basins in the case of shallow net-
works (see Figure 7). Therefore, the grokking observed in
Figure 3 is attributed to the perturbations on the weights
during the test process.

To confirm these arguments, we first replaced the eval-
uation mode with the training mode during the test pro-
cess (i.e., using only the statistics from the current mini-
batch during evaluation, by setting α = 1). Figure 6(c)
confirms that the grokking disappears under these con-
ditions. We then, in the evaluation mode, plotted a pair
of local fields of output-layer neurons for both test and
training samples, before (Figure 6(a)) and after (Fig-
ure 6(d)) the occurrence of grokking. We observe that
before grokking, the projections of test samples are far
from the projections of training samples, implying that
the test samples are outside the attraction basins. After
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grokking, however, the projections of test and training
samples overlap, indicating that most test samples have
fallen into the attraction basins.

Given that the evaluation mode with Batch Normaliza-
tion is ubiquitous in typical DNN training programs, one
can expect that this type of grokking may be commonly
encountered. Additionally, other algorithms may simi-
larly perturb the weights, potentially inducing grokking.

The attraction basin concept also explains why the test
loss appears to remain almost unchanged before grokking
(as shown in Figures 3(e) and 3(f)). This is because
most test samples remain outside the attraction basins
and thus do not contribute to the reduction of test loss.
In Figure 3(a), we observe a phenomenon where the test
loss may rise slightly before decreasing after grokking,
especially when the DNN is sufficiently deep. This is
known as the double descent phenomenon.

We argue that this rise is due to the extreme process-
ing of the OPM during training. In Figure 6(b), we plot
the changing rate of gradients of RPD of later layers as
functions of training time. It is evident that the rise
in test loss occurs near the maximum rate of change in
the gradient. This consistency suggests that the initial
increase in OPM neurons leads to an extreme accumu-
lation of weight vectors (as shown in Figure 1), causing
a mismatch between the structures of test and training
data. The combination of this effect and the grokking
effect results in an increase in test loss. However, this
mismatch is eliminated after grokking, when more NPM
neurons are activated, and the weight vectors relax to a
broader region of directions.

CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSIONS

The fundamental dynamics of learning models provide
insights into their underlying mechanisms. Our anal-
ysis tools and key findings are summarized as follows:
1. We introduced the concepts of OPM and NPM neu-
rons to distinguish between two distinct ways neurons
extract and transfer information. OPM neurons trans-
form information while preserving the order of the in-
put sequence, leading to aggregation of weight vectors in
the weight vector space and limiting information extrac-
tion. In contrast, NPM neurons transform information
by altering the order of the input sequence, thus pro-
viding a high degree of freedom in information extrac-
tion. Our classification of neuron modes does not con-
tradict the conventional concepts of linear and nonlinear
learning [40, 41, 54]. We distinguish between linear and
nonlinear networks based on the manner in which infor-
mation is transformed, essentially differentiating linear
operation from nonlinear operation, and provide effec-
tive indicators for quantitatively assessing their linearity
and nonlinearity at the neuron level. While the idea of
OPM and NPM neurons was initially presented in our
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FIG. 8. Grokking Mechanism of Shallow Networks. (a)
Demonstrates the grokking phenomenon. The dashed lines
represent the accuracy of noisy training samples as a function
of training time for various noise levels. (b) Compares the
accuracy of noisy training samples and training samples with
noisy weights as a function of noise amplitude, showing results
from the initial stage, before grokking, and after grokking
(from left to right). (c) and (d) Show two-dimensional projec-
tions of test samples for digits "0", "1", and "5" immediately
before and after the grokking event, respectively. (e) and (f)
Similarly, show two-dimensional projections of training sam-
ples for the same digits "0", "1", and "5" immediately before
and after the grokking event, respectively.

earlier studies [55] (Other methods to characterize OPM
and NPM neurons have also been attempted), our under-
standing has evolved, recognizing NPM’s crucial role in
maximum information extraction for both linearly sepa-
rable and inseparable sample sets. Neuron modes analy-
sis method has been applied in a shallow network trained
by a non-backpropagation algorithm (Please refer to the
supplementary materials.)

We utilized the RPD to quantify the proportion of
OPM and NPM neurons in a hidden layer. Further-
more, we adopted LP to evaluate the linear separability
of samples in the outputs of a hidden layer, which assesses
the degree of separation among sample classes following
transformations by the earlier layers. Additionally, we
employed the L-map pruning to characterize the impact
of linearization in the subsequent layers, specifically mon-
itoring the degree of linearity in these layers.

2. We introduced attraction basins in both the sample
vector space and the weight vector space. The size of
attraction basins in the sample vector space reflects the
model’s generalization ability to samples, while the size of
attraction basins in the weight vector space indicates the
structural stability of the learning model. The concept
of attraction basins in the sample vector space originates
from asymmetric Hopfield neural networks [49–51].

3. Utilizing these concepts and tools, we discovered
that DNNs self-organize into a standard structure, char-
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acterized by a decrease in NPM neurons as depth in-
creases, potentially culminating in purely OPM neurons
in the deepest layers. The proportion of OPM and NPM
neurons evolves during training: initially, OPM neurons
are predominant. For smaller, well-linearly separable
datasets, achieving the learning objective may solely ne-
cessitate OPM neurons. However, with larger datasets,
a transition to a mixed phase of OPM and NPM neurons
occurs, with the highest concentration of NPM neurons
found in the first layer. The activation of NPM neurons
in this initial layer facilitates the extraction of informa-
tion from a broader range of directions within the weight
vector space. This standard structure provides insights
into layer pruning. Specifically, LP pruning can be ap-
plied to earlier layers compared to L-map pruning, as the
samples become well-linearly separable before the layers
reach pure linearity.

4. The expansion of the attraction basin in the sample
vector space as a result of increasing network depth and
width underscores a general advantage of DNNs. This ef-
fect can be grasped by conceptualizing layers as iterative
operations, leading to a significant expansion of the at-
traction basin compared to shallow networks. Hence, our
assessment of why depth enhances generalization abil-
ity hinges on this expansion of the basin of attraction.
Conversely, we identified contrasting dependencies of at-
traction basins on depth and width in the weight vector
space. This suggests that increasing either the depth or
width of the network may not promote structural stabil-
ity.

On the other hand, various techniques employed in
DNNs, such as selecting a smaller sample batch size, uti-
lizing an appropriate learning rate, and applying suit-
able regularization, can expand the basin of attraction in
both the sample vector space and the weight space. This
enables DNNs to retain their superior generalization ca-
pability while gaining structural stability. This offers a
fresh perspective on the role of methods and strategies
widely used in DNNs. The size of the attraction basin is
directly correlated with the flatness of minima, provid-
ing a straightforward metric for assessing the flat minima
effect.

The optimal DNN configuration necessitates a bal-
anced depth and width. For the MNIST dataset, a DNN
with 8-9 layers is deemed optimal in terms of depth. This
is also a critical layer number for a DNN with longer
depth. Around this depth, attraction basins in both the
sample vector space and weight vector space converge,
accompanied by a transition from layers with NPM neu-
rons to layers with purely OPM neurons. The RPD anal-
ysis revealed that, for a DNN with the optimal number
of layers, the proportion of NPM neurons in the first
hidden layer is the highest, indicating maximum infor-
mation extraction at this depth. This represents another
pivotal advantage of DNNs, In other words, it is only
by introducing the degree of depth as a free parameter

that we can achieve the state of maximizing information
extraction for the first layer. Subsequent linear layers
after the critical layer neither affect DNN accuracy nor
the attraction basins but reduce the NPM neuron ratio
in the first layer and slightly decrease accuracy. These
findings further suggest that the key advantages of DNNs
are attributable to NPM neurons, while an analysis based
solely on LNNs may fail to capture these characteristics.

5. The attraction basin provides a cohesive framework
for interpreting the phenomenon of "grokking" across di-
verse learning models and conditions. Characterized by a
crossover transition during the learning process, grokking
signifies a shift where test samples transition from lying
outside the attraction basins of the training samples to
within them. This manifestation may be observable in
shallow networks, where test samples can be perceived
as minor variations of the training samples. However, in
deeper DNNs, the attraction basin in the sample vector
space is sufficiently large, often encompassing test sam-
ples upon their establishment. When the weights of the
DNN are perturbed in specific manners, such as through
the evolutionary mode of Batch Normalization, test sam-
ples may initially lie outside the attraction basins but
eventually converge into them, marking the occurrence of
grokking. The observability of this phenomenon hinges
on the size of the attraction basin and the sharpness of its
boundaries. Consequently, the underlying mechanisms
of grokking may diverge between deep and shallow net-
works. In shallow networks, it is associated with the
basin of attraction in the sample vector space, whereas
in deeper DNNs, it relates to the basin of attraction in
the weight vector space. The double descent observed in
test loss during the training process can be interpreted
as a resultant effect of shifts in both the attraction basin
and neuron activation modes.

6. Residual connections play a crucial role in main-
taining the standard structure. As illustrated in Figure
9, residual connections empower networks to uphold sta-
ble standard structures across a vast range of depths and
widths, thus equipping them with the capacity to man-
age large-scale datasets efficiently. DNNs endowed with
residual connections are capable of achieving a standard
structure across a broader spectrum of network scales
compared to those devoid of residual connections.

7. In Figure 10, we depict the pruning accuracy of the
L-map on the training set for various later layers in a
23-layer DNN as a function of training time. Notably,
the pruning accuracy rapidly converges to the training
accuracy shortly after the grokking point. This observa-
tion implies that the learning phase preceding grokking
involves a gradual elimination of network noise (weight
noise), akin to a "entering meditation" process.
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lations and preparing the figures presented in this pa-
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FIG. 9. Residual connections enable the maintenance of stan-
dard structures across a broader range of widths and depths.
(a) A 43-layer DNN with a width of 256 without residual con-
nections, (b) A 33-layer DNN with a width of 2048 without
residual connections, (c) An 83-layer DNN with a width of
256 with residual connections, and (d) An 83-layer DNN with
a width of 2048 with residual connections.
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FIG. 10. The ”entering meditation” effect
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