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Abstract

Convolutional neural networks (CNNs) evaluate short-range correlations in input images
which progress along the layers, whereas vision transformer (ViT) architectures evaluate
long-range correlations, using repeated transformer encoders composed of fully
connected layers. Both are designed to solve complex classification tasks but from
different perspectives. This study demonstrates that CNNs and ViT architectures stem
from a unified underlying learning mechanism, which quantitatively measures the single-
nodal performance (SNP) of each node in feedforward (FF) and multi-head attention
(MHA) subblocks. Each node identifies small clusters of possible output labels, with
additional noise represented as labels outside these clusters. These features are
progressively sharpened along the transformer encoders, enhancing the signal-to-noise
ratio. This unified underlying learning mechanism leads to two main findings. First, it
enables an efficient applied nodal diagonal connection (ANDC) pruning technique without
affecting the accuracy. Second, based on the SNP, spontaneous symmetry breaking
occurs among the MHA heads, such that each head focuses its attention on a subset of
labels through cooperation among its SNPs. Consequently, each head becomes an
expert in recognizing its designated labels, representing a quantitative MHA modus
vivendi mechanism. These results are based on a compact convolutional transformer
architecture trained on the CIFAR-100 and Flowers-102 datasets and call for their

extension to other architectures and applications, such as natural language processing.



1. Introduction

Three years after the introduction of transformer encoders[1], the vision transformer
(ViT)[2] was proposed in 2020 as an alternative to convolutional neural networks
(CNNs)[3-5] for image classification tasks. ViT architectures typically employ repeated
transformer encoder blocks, each comprising multi-head attention (MHA) and
feedforward (FF) sub-blocks. While each transformer encoder captures long-range
correlations across the entire input image, convolutional layers (CLs) progressively
expand their receptive field[6], starting from local correlations and gradually incorporating
broader contextual information. Simulation results suggests that state-of-the-art ViT and
CNN architectures achieve comparable accuracies on small and medium-sized datasets.
However, the belief is that ViT models typically outperform CNNs on large datasets|[7, 8].
This superior performance is often attributed to ViT's ability to learn long-range
correlations through its transformer blocks and its utilization of numerous learnable
parameters which can exceed billions. This has led to the prevailing view that the learning
mechanisms underlying ViT and CNNs are fundamentally distinct.

Contrary to this prevailing view, we demonstrate that the underlying learning mechanism
of a compact ViT architecture shares striking similarities with that of CNN architectures.
The presented analysis centers on a novel method for quantifying single-nodal
performance (SNP) within each transformer encoder, encompassing both MHA and FF
sub-blocks (Fig. 1). By examining SNP, the underlying learning mechanism of MHA is
uncovered, characterized by spontaneous symmetry breaking among the attention
heads. Specifically, each head specializes in classifying a subset of labels, a
phenomenon that becomes increasingly pronounced in the final encoder blocks.
Moreover, this understanding of the SNP mechanism enables the development of a
quantitative pruning technique that significantly reduces the model size of a compact ViT
architecture without compromising accuracy. Findings are primarily presented using a
compact convolutional transformer, CCT-7/3x1[9], comprising seven transformer
encoders (Fig. 1) and a single CL as a tokenizer. This model achieves an accuracy of
0.809 on the CIFAR100[10] dataset after 300 training epochs. Supporting evidence is also
provided from the CCT-7/7x2 architecture[9] trained on the Flowers-102 dataset[11],

where it attains an accuracy of ~0.972 after 300 training epochs.
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Fig. 1. Scheme of a transformer encoder of the CCT-7/3x1 architecture, consisting of two

sub-blocks, MHA and FF, where FC layers are denoted by gray rectangles.

2. Underlying ViT learning Mechanism



The underlying successful learning mechanism of ViT hinges on quantifying the SNP for
each node within the network. This analysis is demonstrated using the CCT-7/3x1[9]
architecture, which employs a CL as a tokenizer instead of image patching, followed by
seven transformer encoders and a classifier head composed of sequence pooling and a
fully connected (FC) layer to the output layer (Fig. 2). To analyze SNP, a CCT-7/3x1
architecture pre-trained on the CIFAR-100 dataset is utilized. Initially, the weights of the
first m trained transformer encoder blocks remain unchanged (frozen). Their output units,
256 x 256, represent the preprocessed input image after passing through this partial
CCT-7/3x1 architecture. These units are then connected to a randomly initialized
classifier head, comprising sequence pooling and an FC layer with 100 outputs. This
classifier head is trained on CIFAR-100, to minimize the loss, a relatively simple
computational task (Fig. 2, middle). The accuracy of this partial CCT-7/3x1 architecture,
with only m transformer encoders and its newly trained classifier head, progressively
increases with m (Table 1). Notably, for m = 7, the accuracy slightly surpasses that of the
original pre-trained model, increasing from 0.809 to 0.811. This trained classifier head
(Fig. 2, middle) is then used to quantify the functionality of each the 256 output units of
the mt" transformer encoder layer, defining the SNP.

To calculate SNP, all weights in the FC layer of the trained classifier head are silenced
except for those (100) connected to a specific node (Fig. 2, right). Next, the image
validation set is then presented to the network and processed by the first m transformer
encoders and sequence pooling layer. The output units are influenced solely through the
limited aperture of the single node, summarized by a 100 x 100 matrix (Fig. 2, right and
Fig. 3a). Each element (i, j) of this matrix represents the average field generated on output
unit j by validation inputs with label i, normalized by the maximum element in the matrix
(Fig. 3a, left). A Boolean clipped matrix is then derived by a given threshold (Fig. 3a,
middle), followed by permutation to form diagonal clusters (Fig. 3a, right). Above-
threshold elements outside these diagonal clusters are classified as noise, n (yellow
elements in Fig. 3a, right). The average properties of the 256 SNP matrices, each of size

100 x 100, are summarized in Table 1.
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Fig. 2. Methodology for measuring single nodal performance (SNP), exemplified on the
CCT-7/3x1 architecture. Left: A pre-trained CCT-7/3x1 on CIFAR-100 is cut after the
mt" transformer encoder (exemplified by m = 5). Middle: A classifier head (yellow) is
trained on CIFAR-100 to minimize the loss function. Right: All weights of the FC layer
are silenced (light gray) except for the emerging 100 weights from the selected node
(black). The 100 output fields, averaged over each validation inputs' label, generate a
100 x 100 matrix which is used to quantify this SNP.
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Fig. 3. Single Nodal performance (SNP). (a) Left: A nodal matrix generated by one of the
256 input units to the FC layer of the classifier head of the 7" transformer encoder,
connected to 100 output units, where all other connections are silenced. The element (i,
J) stands for the averaged fields generated by label i validation inputs on an output unit j,
where the matrix elements are normalized by their maximal element. Middle: The
Boolean clipped matrix following threshold 0.3. Right: Permutations of the clipped matrix
resulting in block diagonal clusters of sizes 6,8 and 2, and above-threshold elements out
of the clusters denoted by yellow. (b) Similar to panel a, where a classifier head is trained

on the output of Linear1 of the 7" transformer encoder, consisting of 512 hidden units.



CCT-7/3x1 on CIFAR-100
Transformer Acc N, Cs diag n
7 0.811 4.9 2.9 14.6 417.2
6 0.797 3.6 1.8 6.8 299.5
5 0.767 3.3 2.0 6.9 318.5
4 0.729 3.5 2.2 7.8 346.9
3 0.667 3.5 2.5 9.1 411.9
2 0.576 3.4 2.8 9.5 475.4
1 0.464 3.3 2.8 9.3 517.5

Table 1. CCT-7/3x1 trained on CIFAR-100 where accuracy per transformer encoder,
ACC, is measured using a trained classifier head connected to the output of Linear2 of
each transformer block (Fig. 2, right). The statistical features of the 256 SNP matrices of
the input units to the FC layer of each one of these trained classifier heads are
summarized by the average number of clusters per matrix, N,., average cluster size, C,

average diagonal, diag = N, - C,, and average number of noise elements per matrix, n.

A similar procedure is applied to the FF sub-block of the seventh transformer encoder,
which comprises two FC layers[1], denoted as Linear1 and Linear2 (Fig. 1). For example,
for the output of Linear1 (input to Linear2), comprising 512 hidden units, the sequence
pooling of the classifier head results in 512 hidden units fully connected to the 100 output
units. The SNP of each of these 512 units is summarized in a 100 x 100 matrix, typically
exhibiting smaller clusters and a lower noise level (Fig. 3b), and their statistics are C; =
1.65, N, = 1.34, diag = 2.21, and n = 58 (symbols as in Table 1)

The significance of these SNP clusters (Fig. 3) lies in their information-theoretic
implications. The emergence of small clusters indicates that each node effectively
identifies a small subset of possible output labels among the 100 labels. An input with a
label belonging to an SNP cluster generates strong output fields on the corresponding

output units belonging to the cluster, whereas an input with a label outside the cluster



produces weak fields across all outputs (neglecting noise). Thus, a single node reduces
the predicted input labels from 100 to the size of its cluster, effectively filtering out
irrelevant labels, where the noise elements (Fig. 3, right matrices) are negligible. To
understand the underlying learning mechanism of ViT, the interplay between the number
and size of clusters and the fraction of noise elements in the SNP matrices is quantified.

The statistics of the 256 SNP matrices (Fig. 3a) reveal that each label appears almost
equally within the clusters (as illustrated in Fig. 4a). Furthermore, the fields induced by
the validation set on the 100 output units within the diagonal clusters’ elements are also
nearly uniform (Fig. 4b). These observations suggest that the learning process ensures
balanced influence from the SNP clusters on all 100 outputs, preventing any label
dominance. These statistical features (Fig. 4), along with the average cluster size (C;),
average number of clusters per matrix (N,), and average number of noise elements per
matrix (n) (Table 1) allow for a quantitative analysis of the underlying transformer encoder

learning mechanism, analogous to single filter performance in deep CNNs[12, 13].
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Fig. 4. Statistical features of the 256 SNP matrices corresponding to the input units to the
FC layer of the classifier head of the 7 transformer encoder of CCT-7/3x1. (a) Number
of appearances of each label (Signal) in the diagonal clusters of the SNP matrices and
their average value (dashed-red horizontal line). (b) Total field on each output unit,
representing a label, generated by the diagonal cluster elements, and their average value

(dashed-red horizontal line).



The average number of appearances of each label (representing the signal) within in
the clusters of the N, = 256 SNP matrices of the seventh transformer encoder output is
signal = (Cs - No - Ny)/N; (1)
resulting in 37.4 average signal per label (Table 1). The average internal cluster noise
(noise;) is calculated as the average number of appearances of other labels within the
clusters forming the signal of a given label,

(Cs - 1) ,
N, =1 -signal (2)

noise; =

signal

which results in noise; ~ 0.73, where SNR; = > 1.

noisej
The second type of noise arises from the average number of above-threshold matrix
elements outside the clusters, n (Fig. 3, right matrices). Assuming uniform noise

distribution across off-diagonal matrix elements, the average noise per matrix element is

Nu

noisep =n- W, 3)

where the denominator (N,)? - (C,)? - N, is approximated by (N;)? = 10,000 (9,958 in the
example of Table 1). The total signal-to-noise-ratio (SNR) is then calculates as

signal Cs-N.-Ny- N,
noise; + noiseg - N, - (Cs— 1) - signal + n - Ny,

SNR = 4

where N, — 1 ~ N;. The SNR increases along the transformer encoder blocks (Table 2)
and constitutes the foundation of the mechanism underlying successful ViT learning.
Because noise; < noisey (Table 2), the denominator of Eq. (4) is approximately
proportional to the noise, n, generally decreases along the transformer encoder blocks
(Table 1),

SNR

~ Cs-N¢Nj
n

(5)
which contributes to the increase in SNR. The increase in n in the seventh transformer
encoder (Table 1) is compensated by the increased average diagonal, leading to an
enhanced SNR.

The reported results (Fig. 4 and Tables 1 and 2) are robust to the selected threshold
within the range [0.2, 0.4]. However, for significantly higher thresholds, the monotonicity

of the SNR is violated (Table 2). Because the values of the diagonal elements are typically



the highest in the matrix (Fig. 3), as the threshold increases, noise; (Eq. 3) decreases
significantly faster than diag (Table 1), constituting the signal (Table 1 and Fig. 4a),
where C, converges toward unity. With such high threshold limits, the SNR, calculated
using averaged statistics of the 256 matrices (Table 1 and 2), diverges (Figs. 5a and 5c¢),
but its interpretation becomes questionable owing to the loss of uniformity among labels
(Fig. 4a). Therefore, SNR is replaced by the minimal SNR, SNR,;y, based on the label
with the fewest appearances in matrices’ diagonals. For the seventh transformer encoder
SNR,;n as a function of the threshold reveals that the maximum SNR,,y occurs at a
threshold of ~ 0.3, and for the sixth encoder at ~ 0.15 (Figs. 5b and 5d). Consequently,
excessively high thresholds (SNR,;y < 1) are excluded. However, the possibility of
optimizing the SNR using varying relatively small thresholds per encoder block warrants

further investigation.

CCT-7/3x1 Transformer SNR
Transformer | signal | noise; | noisey | SNR
7 374 0.73 10.6 3.28
6 17.6 0.15 7.6 2.25
5 17.7 0.18 8.1 2.12
4 20.1 0.24 8.8 2.20
3 233 0.36 10.5 2.13
2 24.5 0.44 12.1 1.94
1 23.8 0.43 13.2 1.74

Table 2. CCT-7/3x1 trained on CIFAR-100 (Table 1) and the resulted signal (Eq. (1)),
noise; (Eq. (2)), noiseg (Eq. (3)) and SNR (Eq. (4)).
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Fig. 5. Threshold selection. (a) SNR as a function of the threshold for transformer encoder
7. (b) The minimal SNR, SNR,;y, based on the label with the minimal number of
appearances in matrices’ diagonals, as a function of threshold for transformer encoder 7.

(c) Similar to panel a for transformer encoder 6. (d) Similar to panel b for transformer

encoder 6.

3. Applied Nodal Diagonal Connection (ANDC) pruning

Previous work on CNNs demonstrated how quantifying single filter performance enables
pruning the FC layer connected to the output layer without impacting overall accuracy[12,
13]. Similarly, one can prune the FC layer connecting the seventh transformer encoder to
the 100 output units (Fig. 2) without affecting the overall accuracy. This is achieved using
the ANDC pruning technique which allows for the removal of at least 80% of the weights

while maintaining an accuracy of ~0.809. In ANDC pruning, each of the 256 nodes is



connected only to the output units corresponding to the diagonal elements of its SNP
matrix. The advantage of ANDC over random pruning is evident in the following example.
Using a threshold of 0.4 results in an average of 5.6 diagonal elements in the 256 SNP
matrices, leading to approximately 94.4% pruning, and achieved ~0.77 accuracy after a
short retraining session of the pruned layer. In contrast, simulations with a similar
percentage of random pruning, followed by retraining, result in a significantly lower
accuracy of ~0.53. This discrepancy highlights the importance of pruning based on SNP
characteristics.

Because ViT architectures primarily comprise repeated FC layers (in both FF and MHA
sub-blocks), applying ANDC pruning to these layers can significantly reduce the overall
number of weights in the network. To achieve this, we connect a pair of input and output
nodes only if their diagonal SNP matrices share at least one common element (Fig. 6).
This ANDC pruning strategy is applied to the Linear1 and Linear2 layers of the FF sub-
block, as well as to the MHA sub-block. For the MHA sub-block, a classifier head is
introduced at the output of the LayerNorm operation (256 output units), the Query, Key,
and Value (QKV) layer (256 units for each matrix, totaling 768 outputs before self-
attention), and the projection layer (256 output units) (Fig. 1). After sequentially training
each of these classifier heads, the diagonal elements of each SNP matrix is calculated
for a given threshold and ANDC pruning is applied.

Given the residual connections in the CCT-7/3x1 architecture (Fig. 1), the question
arises whether to include the skip connection input fields when calculating the SNP
matrices. Analysis of the seventh encoder's projection layer reveals that the magnitude
of the skip connection field is ~8 times larger than the projection layer output fields,
despite representing the same signal propagated through the MHA sub-block. Including
the skip connection input in the classifier head results in different clusters and statistical
features. This suggests that the SNP clusters are primarily determined by the skip
connections. Therefore, pruning the projection layer weights (256 x 256) based on these
clusters enhances the overall signal, ensuring coherence between the skip connection
and the MHA output. Consequently, pruning the projection layer according to the skip
connection clusters allows for a higher dilution rate while maintaining the original accuracy
of 0.809.



Results demonstrate that after a short retraining period (several epochs) an architecture
with an average of 80% pruning in the two FC layers of the MHA and FF subblocks of the
seventh transformer block, recovers the original accuracy of ~0.809 (Table 3). This
pruning reduces the number of parameters in these four FC layers from 256 - 256 + 2 -
256 - 512 4+ 256 - 768 ~ 524,000 to ~93,000.

Extending this ANDC pruning method to other transformer encoders while preserving
accuracy is straightforward and has been confirmed in limited cases, such as pruning the
Linear1 layer in multiple encoders. However, determining the optimal pruning strategy for

the entire architecture is a more complex task and requires further investigation.
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Fig. 6: ANDC pruning of a FC layer. (a) Scheme of SNP matrices (gray squares) of a FC
layer of CCT-7/3x1, input (left) and output (right), with their above-threshold diagonal

elements (numbers are color coded within the gray squares). (b) The same scheme after



a significant ANDC pruning (pruned weights denoted by light gray lines), where nodes

are connected only if their SNP matrices share at least one diagonal element.

CCT-7/3x1 - Block 7
Layer Th Acc N, Cy diag n Dilution
QRVMHA 1 g 35 | 5706 | 282 | 157 | 443 | 1825
256 input 0.85
QKVMHA | s 35 | 0797 | 228 | 163 | 372 | 2016
768 output
Linear MHA | 5 5 | 783 | 271 | 152 | 412 | 1373
256 input
225 Inpul_ 0.77
ineéar 03 | 0804 | 456 | 230 | 1049 | 366.7
256 output
Linear 1 535 | 5go5 | 353 | 196 | 692 | 2344
256 input 0.83
Linear1 )
512 octout | 035 | 0797 | 148 | 149 | 221 796
Linear2 | a5 | 797 | 148 | 149 | 2.21 796
512 input 0.80
Linear2 )
258 oot | 035 | 0811 | 431 | 224 | 065 | 2584

Table 3. ANDC pruning of two FC layers of the MHA and the FF sub-blocks of the 7t
block transformer, without affecting the accuracy, 0.809, of the CCT-7/3x1. The statistical
features (labels as in Table 1) of the SNP matrices of the four input and output layers, for

the four pruned FC layers, given their thresholds, Th, and resulted dilution.

4. Modus Vivendi among Multi-Head Attention

To investigate the interplay among the attention heads in the MHA sub-block, a trained
CCT-7/3x1 architecture is analyzed. The weights of the first m trained transformer
encoders and the MHA layers of the m + 1 transformer encoder remained unchanged
(frozen). The output of the scaled dot-product attention of the m + 1 MHA, 256 x 256 (Fig.
1), was then connected to a randomly initialized classifier head, comprising sequence
pooling and an FC layer. This classifier head is trained to minimize the loss, similar to the
procedure illustrated in Fig. 2 (middle). For the seventh MHA (m = 6), this procedure
results in an accuracy of 0.786. Next, the 256 SNP matrices are calculated using the
trained classifier head, silencing all weights in the FC layer except those (100) connected

to a specific node (similar to Fig. 2, right). Next, the training inputs are presented to the



network, processed by the first m transformer encoders, the m + 1 MHA (excluding the
projection layer), and the trained classifier head. This isolates the influence of a single
node on the 100 output units, allowing for the analysis of clusters and noise; within the
resulting 100 x 100 matrix (similar to Fig. 2, right and Fig. 3a). The statistical properties
of each of the four attention heads are inferred from their respective 64 SNP matrices
among the 256, [(h—1)-64+ 1, h-64]forh =1, 2,3 and 4, focusing on the cumulative

number of appearances of each label in the clusters (Fig. 7).
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Fig. 7. Labels’ cluster appearances for each one of the 4 heads, measured by a trained
classifier head connected to at the output of the scaled dot-product attention of the MHA
of the 7" transformer encoder. For each label, the accumulated number of its
appearances as a diagonal cluster element in the 64 SNP matrices belonging to a head

is presented (color coded).

Each head is then assigned the labels whose cumulative cluster appearances in the
diagonal elements of its 64 SNP matrices are at least twice that of any other of the three
heads (Fig. 8). Among the 100 labels, 74 meet this criterion which are split to
23,15,15 and 21 labels for heads 1,2,3 and 4, respectively (Table 4). This criterion



effectively identifies the subset of labels recognized by each head. Remarkably, the test
accuracies for these labels within their respective heads are consistently higher than
those observed in the other three heads (Fig. 8). While the correspondence between
diagonal appearances and accuracies is strong, it is not perfect. For instance, some
labels exhibit relatively high test accuracies in a given head despite having minimal
appearances in its diagonal SNP matrices (Fig. 8). This rare phenomenon can be
attributed to the influence of noise (n), outside the clusters, and the omission of sub-
threshold matrix elements. Furthermore, the normalization of SNP matrices by their
maximum values neglects their relative amplitudes, leading to non-uniform contributions
to each head’s accuracy.

These results reveal a spontaneous symmetry breaking in label recognition among the
four heads. Each head specializes in a subset of labels through cooperation among its
SNPs, effectively becoming an expert in recognizing its labels. This spontaneous
symmetry breaking develops progressively along the transformer blocks. For example, in
the MHA of the sixth transformer encoder, only 39 labels are distinctly recognized by the
four heads (Table 4). Three heads are in their initial specialization phase, recognizing
only 4 — 5 labels each, whereas the fourth head has already become an expert on 23
labels. In earlier encoder blocks, all four heads are in this initial professionalization
learning phase.

This spontaneous symmetry breaking is also evident in the distribution of labels across
the 20 super-classes of CIFAR-100[10], each containing five labels. Each head in the
seventh transformer encoder specializes in labels belonging to a few super-classes,
demonstrating a tendency far beyond random label selection. Simulations with random
label selection reveal significantly lower probabilities for observing such super-class
occupation compared to the actual head specialization (Table 4). For instance, the first
head specializes in 23 labels (Fig. 8 and Table 4), fully occupying two super-classes. In
contrast, the probability of this occurring with random label selection is negligible (Table
4). This tendency to occupy super-classes diminishes in three of the heads in the sixth
transformer encoder, consistent with their early specialization stage (Table 4).
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Table 4. Super-classes recognized by the four heads. The CIFAR-100 dataset is
comprised of 100 labels where every 5 labels constitute a specific super-class. Left table

presents for each head of the 7" MHA, the number of occupied super-classes and their
fiIIing,é (i=1,2,3,4and5). Middle table presents the number of occupied super-classes

and their filling obtained in simulations for a given number of random selected labels,
averaged over 50,000 samples. Right table presents the same as the top table, but for
the 61" MHA.

This spontaneous symmetry breaking is also confirmed on the Flowers-102 dataset[11],
which comprises 102 labels and images of size 224 x 224 (Table 5). This dataset was
trained on the CCT-7/7x2 architecture, which begins with two CLs of sizes 7 and 3,
followed by seven transformer encoders identical to those in CCT-7/3x1[9] (Fig. 1). This
model achieves an accuracy of ~0.972 after 300 epochs. Similar to CIFAR-100,
spontaneous symmetry breaking occurs among the four heads in label recognition (Fig.
8), but it emerges in an earlier MHA block (Table 5). In the sixth MHA, three heads
specialize in recognizing significant subsets of labels, with this specialization increasing
in the seventh MHA through the expansion of subset sizes and the inclusion of the fourth
head.



For images recognized by a specific head, the average scaled dot-product attention
output fields (attention map) exhibit high similarity to the input image (Fig. 9, first row), in
comparison to the other three heads (Fig. 9, second row). This similarity is further
enhanced with ANDC pruning (Fig. 9, first row, right image). For another example, the
average scaled dot-product attention output fields of a head recognizing a specific image
(Fig. 9, third row, second from right) dominate the output field across all head dimensions
(Fig. 9, third row, second from left). However, these qualitative similarities are infrequent,
observed only in a relatively small fraction of the examined input images, and thus cannot

serve as a quantitative measure for the underlying MHA learning mechanism.

Flowers-102 CCT-7/7x2
MHA Acc Head1 | Head2 | Head3 | Head 4 Total
7 0.97 18 20 16 14 68
6 0.93 17 13 7 13 50
5 0.88 4 8 7 24
4 0.81 3 0 4 7

Table 5. The emergence of symmetry breaking in the recognition of subsets of Flower-
102 labels by the four heads of CCT-7/7x2 architecture along the [4,7] MHAs and their

increased accuracy, Acc.
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Fig. 8. Spontaneous symmetry breaking among the labels recognized by each one of the
four heads of the 7" MHA. Each one of the four heads (color coded as in Fig. 7) denotes
the labels that their accumulative clusters' appearances in its 64 SNP matrices are at
least twice more than for each one of the rest three heads (upper graph for each head).
For each head and its corresponding labels, the lower graph presents the test accuracy

for each one of the four heads, color coded, respectively.

Original Image  Combined Head Head 1 ANDC

Original Image  Combined Head

Fig. 9. Scaled dot-product attention output fields for two specific test images which
correctly predicted. Top row: the image (left), the average attention output field across all
heads’ dimensions (second from left), the attention output fields of a head who recognizes

the label (second from the right), the average attention output field across all heads with



ANDC dilution (right). Second row: Attention output fields across each of the rest three

heads.

5. Discussion

CNNs and ViT architectures were developed and optimized to solve complex vision
classification tasks from distinct perspectives. CNNs leverage CLs that progressively
expand their receptive field, starting from local correlations and gradually incorporating
broader context to identify the correct label. In contrast, ViT architectures, based on
repeated transformer encoders, capture long-range correlations across the entire image
primarily through FC layers.

Given the fundamental differences in their design, it is assumed that CNNs and ViT
architectures rely on distinct learning mechanisms. However, contrary to this intuition and
common belief, this study demonstrated that both types of architectures share a unified
underlying learning mechanism. This finding stems from our proposed method for
quantifying the SNP of each node within ViT architectures, encompassing both FF and
MHA subblocks, analogous to single filter performance analysis in CNNs. Results
indicated that both filters in CNNs and nodes in ViT identify small clusters of possible
output labels, with additional noise represented as labels outside these clusters (Fig. 3).
These features become increasingly refined along the network, enhancing SNR and
leading to improved accuracy along layers in CNNs and transformer encoder blocks in
ViT architectures (Table 1).

Furthermore, based on SNP properties, a modus vivendi was observed among the
heads of the MHA mechanism, characterized by spontaneous symmetry breaking. Each
head places its attention on a different subset of labels, becoming an expert in their
recognition, achieving significantly higher accuracy compared to other heads. This
spontaneous symmetry breaking arises from cooperation among the nodes within each
head, strengthens along transformer blocks, and constitutes the underlying learning and
classification mechanism of MHA. This quantitative modus vivendi among the MHA
improves the infrequent overlap between the average scaled dot-product attention output

fields and a correctly classified image or its selected part (Fig. 9).



For the CIFAR-100 dataset comprising 100 labels, organized into 20 super-classes
(each with five labels), the symmetry breaking among the MHA extends beyond individual
labels to encompass super-classes. Each attention head specializes in labels belonging
to a limited number of super-classes, demonstrating a tendency far beyond random label
selection (Table 4).

The MHA modus vivendi mechanism raises several research questions and potential
practical implications. First, it suggests investigating the optimal number of attention
heads as a function of the number of labels. For instance, the optimal number of heads
for CIFAR-100 likely exceeds that for CIFAR-10, where each head would specialize in a
very small number of labels. Indeed, training performance on CIFAR-10 on CCT-7/7x3
revealed that no single head dominates the accuracy of any label, as each head can
specialize in many more than three labels, suggesting the potential for using a simpler
MHA. Second, it may be beneficial to increase the number of heads along the transformer
encoder blocks, as all heads are in the pre-specialization stage in earlier blocks (Tables
4 and 5). Third, the discovery of the underlying spontaneous symmetry breaking
mechanism in MHA could lead to advanced backpropagation variants that explicitly
enforce this symmetry breaking. For example, one could pre-assign subsets of labels (or
super-classes) to each head in each encoder, with enhanced learning parameters for
each head’s subset. These subsets could be partially overlapping, randomly selected, or
tailored based on label similarity. Preliminary results indicate that enhancing learning
parameters for specific input label subsets associated with each head indeed enforces
symmetry breaking, and might even increase accuracy. Finally, SNP provides an estimate
of the average functionality of each node. Silencing or retraining specific nodes could
enhance their cooperation and improve SNR. Notably, a small number of SNP matrices
exhibit vanishing diagonals but significant noise, and their pruning does not affect overall
accuracy. Therefore, pruning SNP matrices with relatively small maximum fields or
retraining them could potentially enhance accuracy.

The demonstrated unified learning mechanism for CNNs and ViT architectures hints at
a universal learning mechanism applicable to other architectures and applications beyond
computer vision, such as natural language processing (NLP)[1]. Furthermore, this

understanding leads to a quantitative pruning technique that significantly reduces the



number of required network parameters without compromising accuracy. This reduction
is expected to significantly decrease the computational cost of required floating-point
operation in the feedforward and backpropagation steps, minimizing memory and energy
consumption during training, testing, and deployment, particularly for resource-
constrained end users. However, optimal utilization of pruned architectures might
necessitate specialized hardware with asynchronous dynamics, where each node is
individually controlled, inspired by biological neural networks[14, 15]. It is important to
note that the proposed universal unified learning mechanism is robust to the choice of the
optimizer, showing consistent results with both stochastic gradient descent (SGD) with
Nesterov momentum[16] and AdamW[17].

The ANDC pruning of CCT-7/3x1 was primarily demonstrated for the seventh
transformer encoder and warrants further investigation in the other six encoders and
across different ViT architectures[18-21]. The ~ 80% pruning of the seventh CCT-7/3x1
block without impacting accuracy is modest compared to the reported pruning of VGG-
16, which can exceed 99% in some FC layers. However, VGG-16, with ~16 M
parameters, achieves only ~0.75 accuracy on CIFAR-100, whereas CCT-7/3x1 attains
0.809 accuracy with only ~3.7 M parameters. Significantly greater ANDC pruning
potential is anticipated without compromising accuracy when classifying larger images
and datasets using ViT architectures or NLP transformers[22-25] with billions of
parameters.

An intriguing approach for implementing ANDC pruning is to calculate the SNP while
excluding skip connections from the previous transformer sub-block (Fig. 1). This typically
results in considerably smaller diagonals and reduced noise, potentially enhancing ANDC
pruning. For example, in the seventh transformer encoder, the average ~15 number of
diagonals and ~417 noise (Table 1) decrease to ~8 and ~326, respectively when
excluding skip connections. This effect might arise from the biases introduced by skip
connections within the inter-block fields, leading to larger clusters, diagonals, and noise.
Further research is required to explore the efficiency of this ANDC pruning variant.

The ANDC pruning technique also enables the evaluation of learning architectures
using a new benchmark focused on minimizing the number of trained parameters for a

given dataset and accuracy. This contrasts with traditional benchmarks that aim to



maximize accuracy for a given dataset using advanced architectures. For instance, the
goal could be to find the architecture with the fewest trained parameters that achieves 0.9
accuracy on CIFAR-100. This type of benchmark could reveal quantitative relationships
between dataset size, number of labels, and the minimum number of required
parameters, potentially establishing bounds for optimal pruning and lower limits for
memory and energy consumption in classification tasks with specific accuracy
requirements. While such goals have been analytically achieved for learning random
input/output examples using simple architectures, where the capacity per weight is 2 for
the perceptron and log, (K) for multi-layer perceptrons with one hidden layer and K hidden
units[26-28], similar analytical results for deep learning with non-random data seem
currently unattainable. However, their numerical estimation remains a plausible avenue
for exploration.

A potential drawback of ANDC pruning is the need for initial training to maximize
accuracy, followed by retraining to maintain accuracy after pruning. This double training
procedure might be acceptable for providers of ViT software or hardware, as end users
benefit from the highly pruned architecture, which minimizes memory and energy
consumption. However, an artificial version of ANDC pruning, A-ANDC, could circumvent
this double training requirement. A-ANDC pre-assigns a diagonal set of labels to each
node, ensuring that each label appears almost evenly in the nodal matrices of each layer
(Fig. 4a). The artificially selected diagonal sizes can be based on prior knowledge or
adaptively increased until the desired accuracy is achieved. This artificial pruning
approach has proven effective for CNNs and merits further investigation in ViT
architectures.

The presented underlying mechanism for ViT architectures also offers guidance on the
interplay between the number of SNP matrices (N,,) in MHA, their average diagonal size
(D4), and the number of labels (N,). Each label should appear multiple times in the Ny,
SNP matrices to constitute a signal (Eq. (1)), Ny - D, » N,. Therefore, for instance, for
N; = 10,000, and N, = 256 as in CCT-7/7x1, the diagonals would need to be considerably
larger than 40 and contain significant clusters and noise, n, which is improbable.

Consequently, a wider MHA with a larger N,, is recommended.



Finally, the emergence of symmetry breaking along transformer blocks in ViT
architectures is reminiscent of symmetry breaking phenomena in physics, particularly in
statistical physics during phase transitions[29, 30]. Progressing through the transformer
blocks can be viewed as analogous to decreasing the temperature toward a critical point
in a second-order phase transition, where the correlation length diverges is replaced by
proceeding along the transformer blocks. However, it remains unclear whether the
spontaneous symmetry breaking in transformer blocks exhibits characteristics of a
second-order phase transition, with increasing correlation length among MHA units along
earlier blocks. Owing to the constraints of the current study, which investigated relatively
shallow ViT architectures (seven transformer blocks) and small datasets, it is difficult to
answer these questions. Therefore, further investigation with larger input images, larger
MHAs, and deeper architectures is needed to elucidate the nature of this symmetry

breaking phenomenon.
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Appendix
Dataset and preprocessing: The datasets used in this study are CIFAR-100[10] and
Flowers-102[11]. Each pixel value was normalized by subtracting the mean and dividing

by the standard deviation of its image.

Optimization: The Label Smoothing Cross-Entropy function was selected for the
classification task and minimized using the stochastic gradient descent algorithm([5, 31].
The maximal accuracy was determined by searching through the hyper-parameters (see
below). The L2 regularization method[32] was applied. The dataset CIFAR-100 was

tested on the CCT-7/3x1 architecture[9], consists of a CL of size 3 and 7 transformer



encoders (Fig. 1), where Flowers-102 dataset was tested on CCT-7/7x2 architecture[9],

consists of two CLs of sizes 7 and 3 and 7 transformer encoders (Fig. 1).

Hyper-parameters: The hyper-parameters n (learning rate) and « (L2 regularization) were
optimized for offline learning, using a mini-batch size of 100 inputs. The learning-rate
decay schedule was also optimized. A linear scheduler was applied such that it was
multiplied by the decay factor, q, every At epochs, and is denoted below as (g, 4t).
Statistics for each data point were computed based on at least three trials, with
fluctuations being less than 0.5%.

The hyper parameters used for Tables 1 and 2 are n = 3e — 4 and a = 4e — 2, using the
decay schedule (g, At) = (0.8,10) and The architecture was trained for 100 epochs.

The hyper parameters used for the training of the classifier head in Table 3 are n = 1le —
4 and a = 5e — 2, using the decay schedule (q,At) = (0.78,10). The architecture was
trained for 30 epochs. The pruned architecture was trained for a few epochs using n =
5e —4 and a = 1e — 2 for the last transformer encoderand n = le —6 and a = 1e — 2 for
the rest trained architecture.

The hyper parameters used for the training the classifier head in Table 5are n = 1e — 3
and a = 5e — 2, using the decay schedule (q,At) = (0.78,10), and the architecture was
trained for 30 epochs.

The hyper parameters used for the training of the classifier head in Fig. 3 ((a) and (b)),
Fig. 4 and Fig. 5 are n = 5e — 3 and a = 5e — 2, using the decay schedule (q,At) =
(0.78,10), and the architecture was trained for 50 epochs.

The hyper parameters used for the training of the classifier head in Table 4, Fig. 7 and
Fig. 8 are n = 1e — 3 and a = 5e — 2, using the decay schedule (q,At) = (0.78,10), and

the architecture was trained for 30 epochs.

Statistics: Statistics for all results were obtained using at least three samples and the

standard division was less than 0.5% for all the results.

Hardware and software: We used Google Colab Pro and its available GPUs. We used

Pytorch for all the programming processes.
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