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Deep Equilibrium Models are Almost Equivalent to Not-so-deep Explicit
Models for High-dimensional Gaussian Mixtures
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Abstract

Deep equilibrium models (DEQs), as typical im-
plicit neural networks, have demonstrated re-
markable success on various tasks. There is,
however, a lack of theoretical understanding of
the connections and differences between implicit
DEQs and explicit neural network models. In
this paper, leveraging recent advances in random
matrix theory (RMT), we perform an in-depth
analysis of the conjugate kernel (CK) and neu-
ral tangent kernel (NTK) matrices for implicit
DEQs, when the input data are drawn from a
high-dimensional Gaussian mixture. We prove
that, in this setting, the spectral behavior of these
Implicit-CKs and NTKs depend on the DEQ ac-
tivation function and initial weight variances, but
only via a system of four nonlinear equations. As
a direct consequence of this theoretical result, we
demonstrate that a shallow explicit network can
be carefully designed to produce the same CK
or NTK as a given DEQ. Despite derived here
for Gaussian mixture data, empirical results show
that the proposed theory and design principles
also apply to popular real-world datasets.

1. Introduction

Recently, a novel approach in neural network (NN) design
has gained prominence in the form of Implicit Neural Net-
works (Bai et al., 2019; El Ghaoui et al., 2021). As typical
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implicit NNs, deep equilibrium models (DEQs) introduce
a paradigm shift by resembling an infinite-depth weight-
shared model with input-injection. In contrast to traditional
explicit NNs such as multi-layer perceptrons, recurrent neu-
ral networks, and residual networks, DEQs derive features
by directly solving for fixed points. These fixed points rep-
resent equilibrium states in the NN’s computation, bypass-
ing conventional layer-by-layer forward propagation.

DEQs have demonstrated remarkable performance
across a variety of applications, including computer
vision (Baietal,, 2020; Xieetal., 2022), natural
language processing (Baietal., 2019), neural render-
ing (Huangetal,, 2021), and solving inverse prob-
lems (Gilton et al., 2021). Despite the empirical success
achieved by DEQs, our theoretical understanding of these
implicit models is still limited. As a telling example, it
remains unclear whether the training and/or generalization
properties of implicit DEQs can be connected to those
of explicit NN models. Baietal. (2019) show that any
deep explicit NN can be reformulated as an implicit
DEQ with carefully-designed weight re-parameterization.
Nonetheless, questions such as

* whether general DEQs have advantages over explicit
networks, or

* whether an equivalent explicit NN exists for a given
implicit DEQ,

remain largely open. Novel insights into these questions
are strongly desired, since implicit DEQs incur signifi-
cantly higher computational costs than explicit NNs during
training and inference, as a consequence of their reliance
on iterative solutions to fixed points (Micaelli et al., 2023;
Fung et al., 2022; Ramzi et al., 2021; Bai et al., 2021).

In this paper, we provide affirmative answers to the two
open questions above, by considering input data following
a Gaussian mixture model; refer to Remark 3.9 in Sec-
tion 3 for a precise statement. Building upon recent ad-
vances in random matrix theory (RMT), we investigate the
high-dimensional behavior of DEQs by focusing on their
conjugate kernel (CK) and neural tangent kernel (NTK)
matrices. These matrices offers an analytical assessment
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of the convergence and generalization properties for both
implicit and explicit NNs, when the networks are wide,
see Jacotetal. (2018) and Remark 2.5 below for a de-
tailed discussion. For input data drawn a K -class Gaussian
mixture model (GMM), we show, in the high-dimensional
regime where the data dimension p and their size n are both
large and comparable, that the Implicit-CKs and NTKs of
DEQs can be evaluated via more accessible random matrix
models that only depend on the variance parameter and the
activation function via a system of four equations. Possi-
bly more surprisingly, these high-dimensional “proxies” of
Implicit-CKs and NTKs have consistent forms with those
of explicit NNs recently established in Ali et al. (2022);
Gu et al. (2022).

Inspired by this observation, we establish the high-
dimensional equivalence (in the sense of the CK and/or
NTK) between implicit DEQs and explicit models, by
matching their determining equations derived above. In
particular, our results reveal that a shallow explicit NN with
carefully designed activations is destined to exhibit identi-
cal CK or NTK eigenspectral behavior as a given implicit
DEQ, the depth of the latter being essentially infinite. This
implies, at least for GMM data, that an equivalent shallow
explicit NN (with the same amount of memory) can be de-
signed, so as to avoid the significant computational over-
head of implicit DEQs. Despite our theoretical results are
derived for GMM data, we observe an unexpected close
match between our theory and the empirical results on real-
world datasets.

1.1. Our Contributions

Our contributions are summarized as follows.

(1) We provide, by considering high-dimensional GMM
data, in Theorems 3.3 and 3.4, precise characteriza-
tions of CK and NTK matrices of implicit DEQs;
we particularly show that the Implicit-CKs and NTKs
only depend on the DEQ variance parameter and ac-
tivation function via a system of four nonlinear equa-
tions.

(2) We present, in Section 3.2, a comprehensive method-
ology for crafting “equivalent” shallow NNs that em-
ulate a given implicit DEQ. This involves determin-
ing the explicit NN activations through the system of
equations derived in Theorems 3.3 and 3.4. We fur-
ther illustrate the versatility of this framework in Ex-
amples 3.10 and 3.11, showcasing its applications to
widely-used ReLLU and Tanh DEQs.

(3) We provide empirical evidence on GMM and real-
world datasets such as MNIST, Fashion-MNIST, and
CIFAR-10. Our numerical results demonstrate that the
carefully-designed explicit NNs exhibit performance

on par with the given implicit DEQs. This parity in
performance is observed across both GMM and di-
verse realistic datasets, affirming the broad applicabil-
ity and effectiveness of the proposed framework.

1.2. Related Works

Here, we provide a brief review of related previous efforts.

Neural tangent kernels. Neural Tangent Kernel
(NTK), initially proposed by Jacotetal. (2018), ex-
amines the behavior of wide and deep NNs when
trained using gradient descent with small steps. Orig-
inally developed for fully-connected NNs, the NTK
framework has since then been expanded to convolu-
tional (Aroraetal.,, 2019), graph (Duetal., 2019), and
recurrent (Alemohammad et al., 2020) settings. See also
Remark 2.5 below for the use of NTK in the analysis of
DNNeE.

Over-parameterized DEQs. Feng & Kolter (2020) ex-
tend previous NTK studies to implicit DEQs and derive
the exact expressions of the CK and NTK of ReLU DEQs.
Agarwala & Schoenholz (2022) investigate the NTK of
DEQs under different random initializations. These studies
particularly asserts that (i) the Implicit-NTKs of DEQs are
equivalent to the corresponding weight-untied models in
the infinitely wide regime and (ii) implicit DEQs have non-
degenerate NTKs even in the infinite depth limit. These
observations align with our findings. The connections be-
tween Implicit-CKs/NTKs and Explicit-CKs/NTKs, how-
ever, remain unexplored. Here we perform a fine-grained
analysis on the Implicit-CKs and NTKs of DEQs and
establish their equivalence to explicit NN model. Also,
while training dynamics (and global convergence) of over-
parameterized DEQs have been investigated in previous
works (Gao etal., 2022; Gao & Gao, 2022; Linget al.,
2023; Truong, 2023) in the NTK regime, it remain unclear
how these DEQ training dynamics distinguishes from those
of explicit models.

Random matrix theory and NNs. Random matrix the-
ory (RMT) has emerged as a versatile and potent tool for
evaluating the behavior of large-scale systems character-
ized by a substantial “degree of freedom.” Its application
has been increasingly embraced in the realm of NN
analysis, spanning shallow (Pennington & Worah, 2017;
Liao & Couillet, 2018b;a) and deep (Benigni & Péché,
2019; Fan & Wang, 2020; Pastur, 2022; Pastur & Slavin,
2023) models, homogeneous (e.g., standard nor-
mal) (Pennington & Worah, 2017; Mei & Montanari,
2022) and mixture-type datasets (Liao & Couillet, 2018b;
Alietal., 2022; Guetal., 2022). From a technical per-
spective, the most relevant papers are Alietal. (2022)
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and Gu et al. (2022), in which the eigenspectra of CK and
NTK were evaluated, for explicit single-hidden-layer NN
in Ali etal. (2022) and explicit deep NNs with multiple
(but finite) layers in Gu et al. (2022). Here, we extend
previous analysis to implicit DEQs with an effectively
infinite number of layers, and establish an equivalence
between implicit and explicit NN models.

2. Preliminaries

Notations. We use N(0, I) to denote standard multivari-
ate Gaussian distribution. For a vector v, ||v|| is the Eu-
clidean norm of v. For a matrix A, we use A;; to denote
its (7, j)-th entry, || Al to denote its Frobenius norm, and
||A|| to denote its spectral norm. We use ® to denote the
Hadamard product between matrices of the same size. We
let O(+), ©(-) and €(-) denote standard Big-O, Big-Theta,
and Big-Omega notations, respectively.

In this paper, we focus on the DEQ model introduced
in Bai et al. (2019), defined as follows.

Definition 2.1 (Deep equilibrium model, DEQ). Let X =

[€1, - ,x,] € RP*™ denote the input data, consider a
vanilla DEQ with output f(x;) given by
flzi) =a'z, ey

where a € R™ and zg*) £ lim; o0 20 € R™ with

%

20 = %¢ (aaAzl(H) n obBwi) e R™, forl > 1,
)
for some appropriate initialization z§°>. Here, A € R™*™
and B € R™*P are the DEQ weight parameters, o, 0y €
R are constants, and ¢ is an element-wise activation. Note
that 2z} can also be determined as the equilibrium point of

1
zf = ﬁgb(aaAzf + opBx;) . 3)
We position ourselves under the following assumptions on
the weights and activation functions of the DEQ.

Assumption 2.2 (Weights initialization). For the DEQ
model in Definition 2.1, the weight parameters a € R™,
A € R™ ™ and B € R™*P are initialized as indepen-
dent random vector or matrices having i.i.d. entries of zero
mean, unit variance, and finite fourth-order moment.

Assumption 2.3 (Activation function). For the DEQ
model in Definition 2.1, the activation function ¢ is
L;-Lipschitz, and at least four-times weakly differen-
tiable with respect to standard normal measure, i.e.,
maxge{o,1,2,3,4} [E[¢p®) (¢)]] < oo for & ~ N(0,1).

Here, we consider the weak differentiability of a func-
tion, which generalizes the notation of derivative for non-
differentiable (but integrable) functions. Specifically, us-
ing the Gaussian integration by parts formula, one has

E[¢' ()] = E[£¢p(§)] for & ~ N (0, 1), as long as the right-
hand side expectation exists. It can be checked that As-
sumption 2.3 holds for commonly-used smooth, e.g., Tanh,
and piecewise linear activations, e.g., ReLU and Leaky
ReLU.

For the stability of training and inference of DEQs, it is of
crucial significance to guarantee the existence and unique-
ness of the equilibrium point in Eq. (3) (Winston & Kolter,
2020; El Ghaoui et al., 2021). To that end, we introduce
the following assumption on the variance parameter o.

Assumption 2.4 (Variance parameter). For the DEQ model
in Definition 2.1, the variance parameter o, in Eq. (3) sat-
isfies 02 < 1/(4L%), with L; the Lipschitz constant of the
activation function ¢ as demanded in Assumption 2.3.

It follows from Assumption 2.2 and standard singular value
bounds of random matrices (Vershynin, 2018) that || A|| <
2+/m with high probability. Then, by noting that ¢(-) is L1-
Lipschitz, one has, under Assumption 2.4, that the trans-
formation in Eq. (2) is a contractive mapping. This thus
ensures the existence of the unique fixed point z*.

We are interested in the conjugate kernel and the neural
tangent kernel (Implicit-CK and Implicit-NTK, for short)
of the implicit DEQ in Definition 2.1.

Remark 2.5 (On CKs and NTKs). Conjugate kernels (CKs)
and neural tangent kernels (NTKSs) are closely related ker-
nels useful in the analysis of NNs (Fan & Wang, 2020).
During gradient descent training, the network parameters
change and the NTK also evolves over time. It has been
shown in Jacot et al. (2018) and follow-up works that for
sufficiently wide DNNs trained on gradient descent with
small learning rate: (i) the NTK is approximately constant
after initialization; and (ii) running gradient descent to up-
date the network parameters is equivalent to kernel gradient
descent with the NTK. This duality allows one to assess the
training dynamics, generalization, and predictions of wide
DNNSs as closed-form expressions involving NTK eigenval-
ues and eigenvectors, see Bartlett et al. (2021, Section 6).

For Implicit-CKs and NTKs, we recall the following result.

Proposition 2.6 (Implicit-CKs and NTKs of
DEQ, (Feng & Kolter, 2020; Gaoetal., 2023)). Un-
der Assumptions 2.2-2.4, the Implicit-CK of the DEQ
model in Definition 2.1 takes the following form:

G* = lim GV, (4)

=00
where the (i, 7)-th entry of G\ is defined recursively as'
GlY = E[(z(l))Tz(l)] ie, GV = (z(O))Tz(-O) and
ij i g M i J

G = By [6(u)d(vi)), )

"Note that the expectation is conditioned on the input data, and
is taken with respect to the random weights.
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. Ay AL z
with (UI,VI) ~ N <O, A(l) Ad) and AE])
Jt 29

ogGl(-;-*l) + otx]x;, for | > 1. The corresponding
Implicit-NTK takes the form K* = lim;_, KO whose
the (i, j)-th entry is defined as

+1 +1 i ,
KO- (GE?” T ¢ >) ®
h'=h

h=1
A
with Gl(-j) = U?IE(%VZ)NN(QA%))[¢’(ul)¢'(vl)] so that
K, =G,/(1-Gy). %)

The existence and uniqueness of the DEQ Implicit-
CK and NTK expressions given in Proposition 2.6 are guar-
anteed under Assumptions 2.2-2.4, see Gao et al. (2023) for
a detailed proof using a Gaussian process argument.

For the purpose of our theoretical analysis, we consider in-
put data drawn from the following high-dimensional Gaus-
sian mixture model.

Assumption 2.7 (High-dimensional Gaussian mixture
model, GMM). Consider n data vectors 1, - ,x, € RP
independently drawn from one of the K-class Gaussian
mixtures Cy, - -- ,Ck, ie., for x; € C,, we have

\/ﬁmi ~ N(Haa Ca)v

We assume, for n, p both large that (i) p = ©(n) and n,, the
cardinality of class C, satisfies n, = ©(n); (ii) ||pa| =
O(1); (iii) for C° = Zﬁil 2eC, and C; = C, — C°,
we have ||C,|| = O(1), tr C; = O(,/p) and tr(C,Cy) =
O(p) fora,be {1, --,K}.

Remark 2.8 (On GMM in Assumption 2.7). The normal-
ization by /p of the GMM in Eq. (8) is commonly used
in the literature of high-dimensional statistics and over-
parameterized DNNs and ensures that the data vectors
have bounded Euclidean norms ||x;|| = O(1) with high
probability for n,p large. The assumptions on the scal-
ing of the means and covariances in Assumption 2.7, de-
spite being technical at first sight, ensure the GMM classi-
fication in Eq. (8) remains non-trivial for n,p large, and
have been extensively studied in the literature for vari-
ous ML methods ranging from LDA, spectral clustering,
SVM, to shallow and deep neural networks, see for ex-
ample (Couillet & Benaych-Georges, 2016; Louart et al.,
2018; Dobriban & Wager, 2018; Liao & Couillet, 2019;
Elkhalil et al., 2020; Couillet & Liao, 2022; Guetal.,
2022) as well as (Blum et al., 2020, Section 2).

ae{l,--,K}. )

3. Main Results

In this section, we present in Section 3.1 our main technical
results on the high-dimensional characterization of CK and

NTK matrices of implicit DEQs, in Theorems 3.3 and 3.4,
respectively. We then show in Section 3.2 that the proposed
theoretical analysis allows to construct, for a given implicit
DEQ model, an equivalent and shallow explicit NN model
that shares the same CK eigenspectra as the implicit DEQ.

3.1. High-dimensional Characterization of
Implicit-CK and NTK Matrices

Let us start by introducing some notations that will be used

in the remainder of this paper. For GMM data in Assump-

tion 2.7, denote
JE[jlv"'ajK]eRnXKv jaean

with [ja]; = 1s,ec, of class Cq, a € {1,..., K} (note that
the rows of J are standard one-hot-encoded label vectors
in R¥). We define the second-order data fluctuation vector
as

¥ = {l|lzi — Elzi]||* — Efll; — Efai]|I°[}2, € R™,
and use
T = {trCoCo/p}f—y € RF*F t = {tr C; /\/p} € RE,
to denote the GMM second-order statistics. Also, let
70 =/tr C°/p, ©)

for C° = Zle ~2C, as in Assumption 2.7, and 7, be the
fixed point to the following equation

r = \JORE[(nO)] + oprg, £~ N(0,1),  (10)

the existence and uniqueness of which is ensured under As-
sumption 3.1 as follows.

Assumption 3.1. For the DEQ model in Definition 2.1, the
variance parameter o, satisfies o2 < 2/(E[(¢?(7€))"]) for
7> 0and & ~ N(0,1).

Remark 3.2 (Existence and uniqueness of 7,). It can be
checked that for any given 7p > 0 and variance param-
eter o, satisfying Assumption 3.1, the right-hand side
of Eq. (10) constitutes a contractive mapping. This ensures
the existence of a unique fixed point 7, in Eq. (10). See
Lemma A.2 in Appendix A for a detailed proof of this fact.

With these notations, we are ready to present our first re-
sult on the high-dimensional characterization of CK matri-
ces for implicit DEQs, the proof of which is given in Ap-
pendix B.

Theorem 3.3 (High-dimensional approximation of Implic-
it-CKs). For the DEQ model in Definition 2.1 with GMM
input as in Assumption 2.7, let Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3
hold, and let the activation ¢ be centered such that



DEQs are Almost Equivalent to Not-so-deep Explicit Models for High-dimensional Gaussian Mixtures

E[¢(7:&)] = 0 for € ~ N(0,1) and 7 in Eq. (10). Fur-
ther assume that the variance parameter o, satisfies both
Assumptions 2.4 and 3.1. Then, the Implicit-CK matrix
G™ defined in Eq. (4) of Proposition 2.6 can be well ap-
proximated, in a spectral norm sense with HG* — 6” =

O (n_l/ 2), by a random matrix G explicitly given by
G=0. X" X+VC. V' + (2 - rda.1)l,, (1)
where V. = [J/\/p, ] € R K+,

Quott’ + . 3T ot € REHDX(K+1)

C,=
T
04*,21: Qi 2

and non-negative scalars s, 0y 1, 0y 2, 3 > 0 are de-

fined, for ¢ ~ N(0,1), as

1 = VEPEE), oy = 72 (O]

1 - oZE[¢! ()]
El¢" (r6))? 2

2 = I 2R () (12
Qyg = ]E[¢”(T*§)]2 (Uza*J + 05)2

2(1 — 02E[¢' (7.6)]2)
with c. = (1 — ZE[(62(r.€))"]) "\ o2.

Theorem 3.3 reveals the surprising fact that, for high-
dimensional GMM input in Assumption 2.7, the Implicit-
CK G”*, despite its mathematically involved form (as the
fixed point of the recursion) in Eq. (4), is close to a much
simpler random matrix G. This “equivalent” CK matrix G,

(1) depends, as expected, on the input GMM data (X)),
their class structure (J) and higher-order statistics (¢
and T'), but in a rather explicit fashion; and

(2) is independent of the distribution of the (randomly ini-
tialized) weight matrices A and B; and

(3) depends on 02, o7, and the activation ¢ only via four
scalars v, 1, Qx 2, 0,3, Y« explicitly given in Eq. (12).

A similar result can be derived for the Implicit-NTK matri-
ces and is given as follows, proven in Appendix C.
Theorem 3.4 (High-dimensional approximation of Implic-
it-NTKSs). Under the same settings and notations of Theo-
rem 3.3, we have, that the Implicit-NTK matrix K* defined
in Eq. (7) of Proposition 2.6 can be well approximated, in
a spectral norm sense with HK* — fH = O(n_l/z), bya
random matrix K explicitly given by

K=3.,.X"X+VD. V" + (k2 - 128.1),, (13)
where V. € R (E+D) g g defined in Theorem 3.3, and

ﬁ*,2tt—r + B*,BT ﬁ*,Qt
ﬁ*,QtT 6*72

D, = G}R(K""l)X(K'i‘l)7

as well as non-negative scalars Ky, B« 1, Bx 2, Bx,3 > 0,

. — Tx B _ Oy 1
R P e b M e I CJ e
Braz = 0,2
2T I 2R (RO
5., _ s+ Bea(ORER (RO + oo

1 - oZE[¢' (1.8 ’
Jor& ~ N(0,1), with a1, s 2, i 3 as defined in Eq. (12).

Theorem 3.4 tells us that the NTK matrices of implicit
DEQs take a similar form as their CKs, and (approximately
for n, p large) depend on o, 0}, and the activation via the
key parameters Sy 1, B« 2, Bx,3 and K.

Remark 3.5 (On centered activation). Given any activa-
tion function ¢(-) that satisfies Assumption 2.3, a cen-
tered activation ¢ can be obtained by simplify subtract-
ing a constant as ¢(z) = ¢(x) — E[p(r.z)] with 7, =

VORE((B(r6) — EIS(nE)))?] + ord.

3.2. High-dimensional Equivalence between DEQs and
Shallow Explicit Networks

Implicit DEQs are known, per Definition 2.1, to be formally
equivalent to infinitely deep explicit NN models (Bai et al.,
2020; Xie et al., 2022). In the sequel, we show how our
theoretical analyses in Theorems 3.3 and 3.4 provide a gen-
eral recipe to construct shallow explicit NN models that are
“equivalent” to a given implicit DEQ model, in the sense
that the CK and/or NTK matrices of the two networks are
close in spectral norm. We first review previous results on
explicit NN models in Section 3.2.1, and present, in Sec-
tion 3.2.2, guidelines to construct a shallow explicit NN
equivalent to a given DEQ.

3.2.1. A BRIEF REVIEW OF EXPLICIT CKS AND NTKS

We consider the following L-layer explicit NN model.

Definition 3.6 (Fully-connected explicit NN model). Let
X =[z1, -+ ,x,] € RP*™ denote the input data, consider
an L-layer fully-connected explicit NN model with output
given by a"z" fora € R™E, 2\ = x; and

4 %

K2 /ml
where W, € R™ *"-1 gre weight matrices and 0;: R —
R are element-wise activation functions.

1 _
20— Wiz!'™Y), forl=1,---,L, (14)

As in Assumptions 2.2 and 2.3 for implicit DEQs, we also
assume that the weights W;s in Definition 3.6 have i.i.d.
entries of zero mean, unit variance, and finite fourth-order
moment; and the activations o; are four-times weakly dif-
ferentiable with respect to standard Gaussian measure.
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For fully-connected explicit NNs in Definition 3.6, we re-
call the following result on their Explicit-CKs and NTKSs.

Proposition 3.7 (Explicit-CKs and NTKs, (Jacotet al.,
2018; Fan & Wang, 2020)). For a fully-connected L-layer
NN model in Definition 3.6, its Explicit-CK matrix ) at
layerl € {1,---, L} is defined as

=0 Z B oot SO =XTX, (15

(1-1) (1-1)
with (u,v)) ~ N (o, [ i 2y ]) And the

Explicit-NTK matrix O at layer | is defined as
oW =x01e-Vepx® 00=xTx (6
with S = By, o] ()} (vi))

The Explicit-CK and NTK matrices in Proposition 3.7 for
the fully-connected explicit NN model in Definition 3.6
have been recently studied in Gu et al. (2022).

Theorem 3.8 (High-dimensional approximation of Ex-
plicit-CKs, (Guetal., 2022, Theorem 1)). For fully-
connected NN model in Definition 3.6 with GMM input
in Assumption 2.7, let Ty = 79 as defined in Eq. (9) and

Ti,---7 > 0 be a sequence of non-negative scalars sat-
isfying 7 = \/E[o?(T1—1§)], for & ~ N(0,1) and | €
{1,---,L}. Further assume that the activation functions

o1(+) are centered such that E[o;(T;—1£)] = 0. Then, for
the Explicit-CK matrix XU defined in Eq. (15) of Propo-
sition 3.7, it holds that | =) — f(l)H = O(nil/z) fora

random matrix f(l) explicitly given by
E(l) = alJXTX + ‘/CJ’[‘[T + (3_’[2 - TQQal)Inu (17)
with V e R<(E+1) 46 defined in Theorem 3.3,

~ &l)gttT +o3T ot

(K+1)x (K+1)
Ci aot’ a2 €R ’

and non-negative scalars oy, 1, 0y 2, & 3 defined recursively
as &0)1 = a074 = 1, &0)2 = &0)3 = 0, and

a1 = Elo](F-16))?q1-1.1,

G2 = Elo{(Ra&)P a1, + 4Elo a6y,

a3 = E[Uf(ﬁ—lf)]z&l—m + %E[Uf/(ﬁ—lf)]Q&?—l,la
with G4 = E[(02(F_16))|@1-1.4. for & ~ N0, 1),

In the following, we establish, by combining Theo-
rems 3.3 and 3.8, explicit connections between the CK ma-
trices of implicit DEQs and fully-connected explicit NNs.
Exploiting this connection, we further provide a recipe to
construct an explicit network “equivalent” to any given
DEQ, with approximately the same CK. Results for NTK
can be similarly obtained by combining our Theorem 3.4
with Gu et al. (2022, Theorem 2) and is omitted here.

3.2.2. DESIGNING EQUIVALENT EXPLICIT NNS VIA
CK MATCHING

Comparing Theorem 3.3 to Theorem 3.8, we see that
the high-dimensional approximation G of the Implicit-CK

in Eq. (11) takes a consistent form with that (f(l)) of the
Explicit-CK in Eq. (17), with coefficients «.s and as de-
termined by the corresponding activation ¢ and oy, respec-
tively. Inspired by this observation, our idea is to design
activations of an L-layer explicit NN such that its Explicit-
CK X(I) shares the same coefficients as the Implicit-CK
G* of a given implicit DEQ of interest. Specifically, for a
given implicit DEQ as in Definition 2.1,

(1) we first compute the four key parameters
O 1,004,2, 053 and -y, of the implicit DEQ ac-
cording to Eq. (12) of Theorem 3.3;

(2) we then select activations o; with undetermined pa-
rameters for the L-layer explicit NN in Definition 3.6,
and use Theorem 3.8 to represent &y, 1, &1, &L,1, 7L
as functions of the activation parameters;

(3) we determine the activations o; of the explicit NN by
solving the following set of equations,

;L = Vi, aLﬂi:OL*yi, 1€ {1,2,3}. (18)
This gives the desired fully-connected explicit NN model
that shares the same CK as the given DEQ.

It remains to determine the depth of the equivalent explicit
NN model. Note, by comparing Theorem 3.8 to Theo-
rem 3.3, that for a given implicit DEQ, it is not always pos-
sible to determine a single-hidden-layer explicit NN having
the same CK. This is discussed in the following remark.

Remark 3.9 (Implicit- versus Explicit-CK). It fol-
lows from Theorem 3.8 that, for the single-hidden-
layer explicit NN (with L = 1 in Definition 3.6),
one must have &5 = 3a13, regardless of the
choice of activation. On the contrast, o, 2 = %a*, 3
does not necessarily hold for the Implicit-CK of all
DEQs. As such, for a given DEQ,

o if ap = %Oé*;;, then a single-hidden-layer
explicit NN suffices to match the given DEQ;

* otherwise if a2 # %0[*13, then an explicit
NN with (at least) two hidden layers is re-
quired.

\. J

As a consequence of Remark 3.9, we discuss, in the fol-
lowing, the two instances of commonly used implicit DEQ
with ReLU and Tanh activations, and illustrate how to con-
struct equivalent shallow explicit NNs in both cases. The
detailed expressions and proofs are given in Appendix D.
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Figure 1. Evolution of relative spectral norm error |G* —
G/||/||G*|| w.rt. sample size n, for DEQs in Definition 2.1 with
different activations and o2 = 0.2, on two-class GMM, p/n =
0.8, pe = [08((;—1)383 0p78a+7], and C, = (1 + 8((1 —
1)/ I a € {1,2).

Example 3.10 (DEQ with Tanh activation). For a given
implicit DEQ (denoted Tanh-DEQ) in Definition 2.1 with
Tanh activation, ie., ¢(z) = Tanh(z), a single-hidden-
layer equivalent explicit NN (denoted H-Tanh-ENN) as
in Definition 3.6, with Hard-Tanh-type activation:

O'H—Tanh(x) =axr- 1—c§;ﬂ§c +ac- (1ch - 1m§—c)7 (19)

with undetermined parameters a > 0,c > 0, can be con-
structed so that their CKs, denoted as G, and Eg_)Tanh,
satisfy |G — S|l = O(n=1/2), by solving a sys-
tem of nonlinear equations induced from Eq. (18).

Example 3.11 (DEQ with ReLU activation). For a given
implicit DEQ (denoted ReLU-DEQ) as in Definition 2.1
with centered ReLU activation, ie., ¢(x) = ReLU(x) —
T./V/27, a two-hidden-layer equivalent explicit NN (de-
noted L-ReLU-ENN) with Leaky-ReLU-type activation:

— b -
UIEZ_)RCLU(x) = max(ax, bjz) — Mn, 1=1,2, 20)

Ver

with undetermined parameters a; > b; > 0, can be con-
structed so that their CKs, denoted as Gz ; and EI(HQ_I){CLU,
satisfy |Gy — Sheull = O(n=1/2), by solving a sys-
tem of polynomial equations induced from Eq. (18).

4. Experiments

In this section, we provide numerical experiments to
validate our theoretical results. We consider both Gaus-
sian mixture data and samples drawn from commonly
used real-world datasets such as MNIST (LeCun et al.,
1998), Fashion-MNIST (Xiao et al., 2017), and CIFAR-
10 (Krizhevsky, 2009). The experiments are conducted
with a repetition of five trials, and we report both the
average performance and accompanying error bars.

A * 1
-- -TanhTH—Tanh ‘GTanh \‘]‘S‘ ZI(»I-')l"anh

o
(=}
—_

Relative error

n
—— (2)
G;ieLU V.S. EL—ReLU
[ [

o
=
.

Relative error
=)
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5
|

=]

1200

0400 800
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Figure 2. Left: Visualization of activations of DEQs (dashed)
and those of equivalent explicit NNs (solid). Right: Evolution
of relative spectral norm errors |Gl — 21({17%&“11” /|G || and
|GReLy — Egﬁew I/ |GReLu || w-r:t. sample size n on GMM as in
Figure 1 for Example 3.10 (red) and Example 3.11 (blue), respec-
tively.

Due to space limitation, we refer the readers to Ap-
pendix E for additional experiments. The code to
reproduce the results in this section is available at

https://github.com/StephenLi24/INN_eqvi_ENN.

High-dimensional approximations of Implicit-CKs and
NTKs. Figure 1 compares the difference between
Implicit-CKs G* and their high-dimensional approxima-
tions G given in Theorem 3.3, on binary Gaussian mix-
ture data, for DEQs as Definition 2.1 with four commonly-
used activations: ReLU, Tanh, Swish, and Leaky-ReLU
(L-ReLU). The computation of G follows from its defini-
tion in Theorem 3.3. For the Implicit-CK G*, we take
an estimation approach similar to that in Gao et al. (2023):
each element G7; is estimated as (z;‘)Tz‘;* using a high-
dimensional DEQ defined in Eq. (3) with m = 2'2 and
z; estimated through a large number ! of fixed-point itera-
tions defined in Eq. (2). See Gao et al. (2023) for a conver-
gence analysis of this estimation (to G*) w.r.z. the width
m and the number [ of fixed-point iterations. We refer
the interested readers to Cho & Saul (2009); Tsuchida et al.
(2018); Novak et al. (2019) for fast and efficient estima-

tion/computation of CKs and NTKs.

We observe from Figure 1 that, for different activations,
as n, p increase, the relative errors consistently and signif-
icantly decrease, as in line with our Theorem 3.3. The ex-
perimental observations regarding NTKs and Theorem 3.4
are similar and are placed in Appendix E.1. Possibly sur-
prisingly, the high-dimensional approximations of Implicit-
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Figure 3. Classification accuracies of implicit DEQs and explicit models trained with SGD. Top: Evolution of classification accuracies
w.r.t. the width m of Tanh-DEQ (green), the corresponding equivalent explicit H-Tanh-ENN (blue), and Tanh-ENN (red). Bottom:
Evolution of classification accuracies w.z.. the width m of ReLU-DEQ (green), the corresponding equivalent explicit L-ReLU-ENN
(blue), and ReLU-ENN (red). For MNIST (left) and Fashion-MNIST datasets (middle), raw data are taken as the network input; for
CIFAR-10 dataset (right) , flattened output of the 16th convolutional layer of VGG-19 are used.

CKSs and Implicit-NTKs, despite derived here for GMM in
Theorems 3.3 and 3.4, exhibits unexpected similar behav-
ior on realistic MNIST data, see Appendix E.2 for detailed
results.

Equivalent Explicit-CKs and NTKs. In Figure 2, we
testify the results in Examples 3.10 and 3.11 by construct-
ing shallow explicit networks with Hard Tanh-type (H-
Tanh-ENN) and Leaky ReLU-type (L-ReLU-ENN) acti-
vation equivalent to implicit DEQs with Tanh (Tanh-DEQ)
and ReLU (ReLU-DEQ) activation, respectively. We see
that, while the two types of NN models are different in that
(i) DEQs are implicitly defined while ENNs are explic-
itly defined, and (ii) ENNs use different activations from
DEQs, their CK matrices are close in spectral norm, as
long as the activation of ENNs are carefully chosen ac-
cording to our Examples 3.10 and 3.11. This observation
is again consistent on synthetic GMM, and possibly sur-
prisingly, realistic MNIST data. We conjecture that this
is due to a high-dimensional universal phenomenon and
that our results hold more generally beyond GMM for, say,
data drawn from the family of concentrated random vec-
tors (Ledoux, 2005). We refer the interested readers to
Couillet & Liao (2022, Chapter 8) for more discussions on
this point.

Test performance of explicit NNs on realistic data. To
explore the extent of the proposed high-dimensional equiv-
alence between implicit DEQs and shallow explicit NN
models across various realistic datasets, we conduct a com-
prehensive comparison of the classification accuracies us-
ing both implicit and explicit models. The results of this
comparison, depicted in Figure 3, provide insights into
the performance of DEQs against carefully (or not) de-
signed explicit NNs. Following Examples 3.10 and 3.11,
we construct a single-hidden-layer H-Tanh-ENN and a
two-hidden-layer L-ReLU-ENN to match Tanh-DEQ and
ReLU-DEQ, respectively. The undetermined parameters
a, cand ay, by of the activations H-Tanh-ENN and L-ReLU-
ENN are determined by solving the system of equations
induced from Eq. (18). For comparison, we also con-
struct a single-hidden-layer explicit NN with Tanh activa-
tion (denoted Tanh-ENN) and a two-hidden-layer explicit
NN with ReLU activation (denoted ReLU-ENN). Models
are trained using SGD optimizer with learning rates of 107!
for MNIST and Fashion-MNIST, and 10~2 for CIFAR-10.
The batch size is set to 128 with a maximum training epoch
of 100. To ensure a fair comparison, the hidden layer of ex-
plicit NNs share the same width, m € 2°~12, as the implicit
DEQs. As m increases, the performance of L-ReLU-ENN
closely matches that of ReLU-DEQ, while a noticeable
performance gap exists between ReLU-ENN and RelLU-
DEQ. A similar result is observed in the case of H-Tanh-
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ENN and Tanh-DEQ. These trends are in line with the the-
oretical guaranteed offered by our analysis, that focuses on
CKs and NTKs and formally holds in the m — oo limit.
Experiments are also conducted using the Adam optimizer,
where similar trends can be observed. Please refer to Ap-
pendix E.4 for these results. Moreover, we observe the re-
markable advantage of ENN over DEQs on the time costs
of inference and training, see Appendix E.5 for detailed
results. This observation substantiates our theory and un-
derscores the practical advantages of our approach by, e.g.,
enabling the design of memory-efficient explicit NNs that
achieve the performance of implicit DEQs without the com-
putational overhead associated with fixed-point iterations.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we investigate the connections and differ-
ences between implicit DEQs and explicit NNs. We em-
ploy RMT to analyze the eigenspectra of the NTKs and
CKs of implicit DEQs. For high-dimensional Gaussian
mixture data, we establish high-dimensional approxima-
tions for the NTK and CK of implicit DEQs. Notably,
we reveal that the eigenspectra of the NTK and CK of im-
plicit DEQs are determined solely by the variance parame-
ter and the activation function. Based on this observation,
we establish the equivalence between implicit DEQs and
explicit NNs in high dimensions. We propose a method
for designing activation functions for explicit neural net-
works to match the spectral behavior of the CK (or NTK)
of implicit DEQs. Results on GMM data and real-world
data demonstrate that shallow explicit NNs using our theo-
retically designed activation functions achieve comparable
performance to implicit DEQs, with significantly reduced
computational overhead.

Impact Statement

This paper presents work whose goal is to advance the field
of Machine Learning. There are many potential societal
consequences of our work, none of which we feel must be
specifically highlighted here.
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Supplementary Material

Deep Equilibrium Models are Almost Equivalent to Not-so-deep Explicit Models
for High-dimensional Gaussian Mixtures

A. Preliminaries

We are interested in the associated conjugate kernel and the neural tangent kernel (Implicit-CK and Implicit-NTK, for
short) of implicit neural networks defined in Eq. (3). According to the results in (Feng & Kolter, 2020, Theorem 2), the
corresponding Implicit-CK takes the following form

G* = lim GY, (1)

=00
where the (i, j)-th entry of G () is defined recursively as GEJQ) = 0 and®

AL AW

]
0 AD
A AY

Ji

G = E[p(u®)o(v)], with (u®,v) ~ A (07

>, =1, (22)

where AE;) = :cij, and AV = aZGEfl) + crngmj, ie, A = agG(l_l) + crgXTX. The Implicit-NTK is defined

% 7 i

as K* = lim;_, .. KO whose the (i, j)-th entry is defined as

I+1 I+1 L,
K =3 <G§?” 11 &5 ’) : 23)
h'=h

h=1

where G = 02E o) v [¢/ ()¢’ (vV)). The limit of Implicit-NTK is

G*.
iy = % 24)
1-G7;
We consider n data vectors 1, - - - , x,, € RP independently drawn from one of the K -class Gaussian mixture Cq, -+ - ,Cg
and denote X = [y, - ,x,] € RP*™, with class C, having cardinality n,, i.e., for &; € C,, we have

i ~ N(pa/\/p, Ca/p)

Assumption A.1. We assume that, as n — oo, we have, fora € {1,--- , K} that,

* p/n—c € (0,00) and ny/n — ¢, € (0,1); and

[ 1all = O(1); and

» for C° = Zle 2eC,and C; = C, — C°, we have ||C,|| = O(1), tr C; = O(p%) and tr(C,C) = O(p) for
a,be{l,--- ,K};and

7o = /tr C°/p converges in (0, 00).

Some quantities. We first introduce the following notations. For x;, x; € R? with ¢ # 7, let
@i = pi/\D+Ei/p Tj=1/\P+ €/
Note that the expectation is conditioned on the input data, and is taken with respect to the random weights.

12
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so thate; ~ N (0,C;), e; ~ N(0,C;), and

1 1 1
zlz; = ];eiTej + ];HZTM + ]_?(HiTej + ) &),

O(p-1/2) oY)

1 1 _ -
vi=lled? = rCi=0(p?), 5= il /p+ 28] ei/p = O(),

L oo ofy-12 _ oo
tz—ptrC’i—O(p ) TO_,/pc = O(1),

Xi= ti+v + s = |®l® -4
SN—— ~~
o(p1/2) O

It can be checked that

1 1 2 1
laill® = = (i + &) " (i + &) = =||pall> + ~plei + ¢
p p p p
1 2 1 1
= —|pill® + Zplei+ —trC® + —rCy o+ Wy
p p p \/-//
— —1/2
=s5,=0(p~1) =7r2=0(1) Eti:(g(p—lm) O(p )
By Taylor-expanding +/||z;||? around 7¢, we have
1 1 _
l@ill = 70 + 5 (lpssl*/p + 208 €3/p+ ti + 1) = 5 (s + ) + O(p™2). (25)
279 87

Additionally, we denote S;; terms of the form
1
Sij = Sij(n,72) = 56363‘(% (£ + i) + 72(t; + ¥5)),

for random or deterministic scalars y1, vz = O(1) (with high probability when being random). Note that S;; = O(p’l)
and more importantly, it leads to, in matrix form, a matrix of spectral norm order (’)(p’l) (Couillet & Benaych-Georges,
2016).

Moreover, we recursively define 7; as

n = \Jo2El?(n1€)] + o}, (26)
for! =1,2,---. The following lemma shows that the unique fixed point of Eq. (26) exits under Assumption 3.1.
Lemma A.2. Let Assumption 3.1 hold. As | — oo, T, converges to a fixed point T* such that

lim 7 = 7. = /o2E[92(7.€)] + 077

l—o0

Proof. Lett = 7{ . By taking the derivative with respect to ¢ on the RHS of Eq. (10), we have

0
o (2B [f(116)] + oF73)

2 OB [ (Vi)

:(fg% (/ \/%f(\/i-x)e%dx)

1 X z2
_ 2 (Vi —a
=0t —— t-x)——e Zdzx
“Vor /f ( )2\/f
2
:% “E[f"(1;_1€)], by the Gaussian integration by parts formula,

13
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which implies that the RHS of Eq. (10) is a contractive mapping if

2

2
< —
(o L2

As a result, under Assumption 3.1, the unique fixed point 7, exists. O

The quantity 7, will play a crucial role in our proof.

B. Proof of Theorem 3.3

With loss of generality, we assume that G(©) = E[¢?(1,€)] - I, i.e., G\ = E[¢?(7,.€)] and GE;)) =0fori # j.

We prove Theorem 3.3 by performing induction on the hypothesis that |G~ — G- || — 0 holds at layer I — 1 with
G'"V=q 11 X X +VCUIVT 4 (E[¢*(1.€)] — Beu—1.1)Tn, 27)

a—1tt” + a1 3T ot

for CU-1) =
ap_10t" a_1,2

], and work on G at layer .
Note that AZ(-;-) QG(Z Y4 o2x]xj,ie, AD = 02G0=D 4+ 62X T X. Thus, it holds that [|A() — A || — 0 for
AV =\ XTX+VCVVT 4 (22 — 72a0)I,,

/\1721515T + )\173T )\Z,Qt

!
for Cz(\) = [ /\mtT Mo

—_ 2 2 _ 2 _ 2
] where )\1)1 =o0,q1-1,1+ 0y, /\172 =0,01-1,2, and )\1)2 =0,00-1,3.

The following lemma plays an important role in our proof.
Lemma B.1 ( (Gu et al., 2022)). Let Assumptions 2.3-A.1 hold. Given a matrix A € R™*™ such that

Aji = 7% + Xaxi + As (b + ¥i) + O(P_B/Q)
1 2
Aij = M) @i+ Aot +93) (L + ;) + A3 (I—?sjsj> + Sij + O(p_3/2),

where A\, k = 1,--- .5, and T are arbitrary constants, it holds that

A / Aii)?
¢(VAu"§i)><¢ \/ﬁ'&‘F Ajj—(A;) &

=E[¢(tO)]* + E[¢" (7)]* - iz x;

Elo/ (re)|BI" (r6)] - ok (i + ) + O™,

for independent &;, {; and § ~ N (0, 1). Moreover, if the activation function ¢(-) is “centered”, such that E[¢(T€)] = 0, it
holds that

Ajj Aiy)?
¢(\/Aii'§i) X ¢ TJ G H Ay — (A;-) &
A2 1 DY
=E[¢/(rO)] Aij + SE[¢" (7€) (pe? ej) + SB[ (FOP (ti + i) (t; + )

+ 5ij + O(P_S/z)-

14
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On the diagonal. By induction hypothesis on the layer [, we have
AL =72+ i+ sl + i) + O (p702). (28)

Forl =1, AD = 62G\Y + 02| a,||? = o2E[¢*(7*€)] + o2||a;]|2 = 72, and the hypothesis holds with Ay 4 = Ay 5 = 0.
For [ > 1, by Eq. (4), we have

2
AT = 0% M AE?-&) + (1= 02)[|l2)?,

for & ~ N(0,1).
By Taylor-expanding, one gets
1 47’3}\[)5 — )\2 B

For simplicity, we denote the shortcut f(-) = ¢*(-). By Talor-expanding and Eq. (25), one gets
A(H‘l) E l¢ < A(l) §>

, 25 — A7,
_%E[f( )+ (g < — (t+¢z)>]

+o2E |37 (*@s}

l
t o?lai]? = 02 [f ( AL s)} T

(29)

(tz + 7/11) Op (TO +xi) + O(pig/Q)

A
2 [ (r.€)] + i + (ﬁ%mmm rot)

0'(21 s B () —;3_ /\l274E[fW(T*€)] (t; + wi)2 + (9(]9_3/2),

where we use the facts that

E[f (1) = n.E[f"(r€)], E[f" ()€ - 1)] = ZE[f"" (1.6,

for £ ~ N(0,1), as a result of the Gaussian integration by parts formula.

(I+1)

Thus , we prove that Aj; 7 = 72 + A4 Xs + Aig1,5(t + ¥:)% + O(p~3/2), where

2
Mira = SE (RO + o,

2 30)

g 02
Al415 = fE[f”(T*f)]/\lb + ?E[fw(ﬂf)])\?,m

0_2

By Lemma A.2, under Assumption 3.1, it holds that Z*E[f”(r;—1£)] < 1, which implies that, as [ — oo, the iterations
in Eq. (30) converge. Let [ — oo, we obtain that

2 —1
Mg = lim Ng=(1-— @E[f”(nf)o op
l— o0 2

7 N

(D)

0 |pqw

o2 -
(1- ZErGol) Bl

Ay = lim N5 =
l—00

15
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Off the diagonal. For i # j, by induction hypothesis on the layer [ — 1, we have

2
1
Az(é) = )\l,lAij + /\lyg(ti + 7/}i)(tj + 1/)J) + A3 (1—?61-T€j) + Sij + O(pig/z).
Using the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization for standard Gaussian random variable, we write

A?”—ﬁﬁﬁ( M?&ﬂ+ﬁmw,

AW
ALY =62 | < AY .§i> X ¢ U(l) &+ +ota] ;.
A
Using Lemma B.1, we have
o Al
A =olE ¢( Ay '§i> X ¢ ”(z) &+ + opw] @;
Aj;

—02E[¢ (r.€)*A)

a i

/\l 1 2 /\l2,4 1 201, . . .
+ Ua 5 E[¢"( *5)] p“’: €] + TE[¢ (T 7 (i + i) (t5 + ¥y)
+ Sij + ogw;rwj + O(p_3/2)

2
:o’iE[(b/(T*f)]z ()\lﬂlaz:wj + /\lyg(ti + 1/Ji)(tj + 1/13) + A3 <%€;r€j> )

/\121 R
+g§< L E[¢ (1. )] < €] ej) +TE[¢ (. 5)]2(ti+wi)(tj+¢j)>
+ Sy + o] x; + O(p’?’/z)-

Consequently, it holds that

2
1
AGTY = Mara@{ @+ M2 (t 00 (b 1) + N s (563%) + Sij + O(pf?’/z), (32)

where

As1a = 02E[¢ ()P A1 + oF,
2
Ua

Aiy12 = 02E[¢ (1.6))* Mo + IE[G;"(T*@]?A%A, (33)
2

Miira = GBI (RO N + T B (ROPA

Assembling in matrix form. By using the fact that [|[M|; < nmax;;|M;;| for M € R™ " and {S;;}i; =
(’)H,H(pfl/z) (Couillet & Benaych-Georges, 2016), and by noting the fact that AU+D) = O'ZG(Z) + 02X "X, ie,
)\171 = 0'(210417171 + Ug, )\172 = 0’20&17172, and )\112 = 0'(210417173, it holds that

GY =0 X" X +VCOVT + (E[¢*(1.8)] — Tdau1) I + Oy (p~2) (34)

where

(6%} QttT =+ Oél_’gT Ozlygt

=Pyl O = L T (35)

Qg2

16
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with non-negative scalars o 1, o 2, a3, 0.4 > 0 defined recursively as

a1 = ooB¢ (1.8) P11 + oy E[¢ (1.6)]%,

o1 = OBl (R 1 + {EIS (Ol 14

1 36
o3 = 0GE[¢ (ref) P 3 + SE[Y" (n)* (050011 + 07), GO
2
ara = LE[@(7.0) w14 + 0,

Note that it holds that o2E[¢/ (7.€)]? < 1 and $02E[(¢*(7..€))”] < 1 under Assumptions 2.4 and 3.1. This means that, as
I — oo, the iterations in Eq. (36) converge. Let [ — oo, we obtain that

G =0.1X X+ VOV + (E[¢*(r8)] — 1)L + Oy (p72) (7

where

a*,QttT + a*,3T 04*721?

V=J/\pyl, C= e gt T o (38)
with non-negative scalars a1, v« 2, i 3, s 4 > 0 defined as
o, _ BB (O o OLE (P .
YT 1= aZE (R YA 2R (ROP)
2o, + 02)?E[@" (1:6))? o?
3 = ( ,1 2b) /[(b ( 25)] , g = — b . (40)
2(1 - oZE[¢' (T£)]?) 1= FE[(¢*(7:£))"]
C. Proof of Theorem 3.4
C.1. The CK G
Before proving Theorem 3.4, one needs to deal with the CK G.
Recall that
. . AL AW
G\ = 02E 0 vl (D) (V)] with (u® v ~ A <O7 A AD] ]
Ji Ji
Using the Gram-Schmidt orthogoalizaiton procedure, we have
r 2
& = otz |0 (Val &) ]
[ (41)

®

. AL
G =%E |¢' (\/Aﬁ)-sz-)w’ U_g 4

AWY

(3

On the diagonal. First, recall that

1 47'3)\1_’5 — )\2 B
\/ Az(i) =T« + ?)\1)4)@ -+ TM(t’ + wi)2 + O(p 3/2)'

*
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Denote the shortcut f(t) = (¢/(t))? for simplicity, using Taylor-expand again, we have

(9] ()

& =ots

472N 5 — A2
:o’iE f(T*f) + f/(T*f)f <%)\l,4Xi + %(tz + 1Z)1)2>‘|
* -1
/\2
+ 02 |31 0€| Lo+ v+ 0(7)

:aﬁEU(u®]+<oi%ﬁEUWﬂéﬂ>x

52 ANE[f" (1:6)] -g/\ﬁﬂ[f’”’(nf)] n O(p_3/2),

Thus, we conclude that

G(l) =c’E

(3

¢’( A 5) 1 =022+ 0(p7?), (42)

with the sequence 7, defined as follows

E ¢/ (:6)?].

Off the diagonal. For i # j, by Lemma B.1, it holds that

A
E |¢ (\/Aﬁ)-&)w' i
N

=E[¢/(r.8)]” + Elg" (nQ)] - Al 1z @
E[¢' (nOIE" (m.8)] - 5= (i +x7) + O(p ™)

Thus, we have

A“

N() _ 2 (l
G,/ =0k ¢/< A;

= o2E[¢/ (r&)]? + o2El¢" ) Nzl @ 3)

+ 02B[ (nOElg" (1)) - 21t 5 (6 +x) +0()
= du0 + G @ + g (Xz‘ +x;)+0(p™),
with

dno = 0 E[¢ (1.6)]%,

a1 = oBl¢" (.6’ Mg = oLE[¢" (1.8 (0hau—11 + o),
2 2

G2 = LE[ (ROIEG" (n &N = FE (ROER” (r)lora.
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As | — o0, it holds that

Qo = lim g0 = 02E[¢ (1.€)]%,
l— o0

dr1 = lim dyy = 0LB[¢" (1.8)]* (01 + 07),
l— o0
2

up = Jim iy = ES (O ().

C.2. Implicit NTKs

With the above results at hand, we now proceed to the proof of Theorem 3.4. We assume the induction hypothesis holds
for [ — 1, that
KUY = 1112_1 + O(pil/Q),

2
_ 1 _
Kfjl R Biorax, @i+ Bi12(ti + ) (i + ) + Bio1.3 (I—?é‘:ej) +Si; + (’)(p 3/2).

On the diagonal. First, using the results of Eq. (29) and Eq. (42), we have

K =G + K™V G = El¢*(n.9)] + o2n] 1El¢(n.8)°) + O(p7'/?).
Thus, it holds that

Kz(zl) _ ﬁlz 4 (9(19—1/2)7
with
K} = E [$*(r8)] + 02El¢ (n€)?] - h.,.

Under Assumption 2.4, it holds that o2E [¢/(7..£)?] < 1. Thus, for I — oo, one gets that

Jim wf = (1-02E [¢/(€)?]) " E [¢*(n6)] (44)

Off the diagonal. For i # j, using the results of Eq. (32) and Eq. (32), we get
M _ @ (1=1) A (@)
K, =Gij + K;; Gy
1 2
=@ @+ ana(ti + i)t +¥)) + s (]—DEI%‘)

2
+ <Bz—1,1$inBj + Bi—12(t + i) (t; +U5) + Bie13 (%EIEJ )

x (da,0 + iz x4 dua (xi + xj) + O(p™")+ (’)(p_3/2)

=(a11 + Bi—11 - da0)e] j + (i + Bio1,2 - duo)(ti + i)t + ;)

: . 1 2 _
+ (o34 Bi—1,3- o+ Bi—1,1 - Q1) (56363‘) + S + O(p 3/2)7
so that it holds that

1 2
K =gl @+ Bia(ts + i)t + ) + Bus (I—?eIeJ) + Sij + O(p*?’/?).
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with

B = oy + Bi—1,10u,0,
B2 = o2 + Bi—1,20u,0,

B3 =043+ Bi—1,30u,0 + Bi—1,10,1-

As | — o0, it holds that lim;_, o, 77 = 7o, im0 k= Qu , and limy_,oo Gy = Gy, for k = 1,2, 3. Therefore, for
I — o0, one gets that

2
« 1 _
K} = Boaw] @+ Bua(ti + i) (t; + 1) + Bess (]—36363‘) + Sij + O(P 3/2)7
where

B*,l

Bua = lim fo = (1= o) s,

lim Bi1 = (1= duo) o1,
l—o00

ﬂ*B = lli}ilo ﬂl.ﬁ = (1 - O.Z*,O)il(a*.ﬁ + B*,ld*,l)-

Assembling in matrix form: Using the fact that [|[M|; < nmax,;|M;;| for M € R™ ™ and {S;;};; =
Oy (p~*/?) (Couillet & Benaych-Georges, 2016), it holds that

K* =31 X X +VD. VT +(x2 = 12811, + Oy (p ), (45)
with
B*.ZttT + B*3T B*Qt
V=1[J D, =| " ! 2 46
[ /\/1—77 ’l,b] ) |: B*-,QtT ﬂ*72 ( )
and
1 K 1
Tz{—trC’aC’b} , t:{—trC’;’}. 47)
p a,=1 \/ﬁ

D. Proof and discussions of Examples 3.10 and 3.11

Let 7p = 7o as defined in Eq. (9) and 71, - - - 71, > 0 be a sequence of non-negative scalars satisfying 7, = /E[o7 (7—1&)].
for ¢ ~ N(0,1)andl € {1,---, L}. It follows from 3.8 that |2 — = | = O(n=1/2), where

sY L XTX + VOV + (72 — r2an) I, (48)
with V' € R™"*(5+1) a5 defined in Theorem 3.3,

~ T ~ o~
Gy [ Tt +ET Gt | (e,
oot o2

and non-negative scalars oy, 1, &y 2, ;.3 defined recursively as a1 = do.a = 1, &g 2 = qp,3 = 0, and
a1 = Eloj(f-18)]*@r-1,1,
~ — - 2~ 1 1"~ 2~2
are = Eloy(M8) 1.2 + ZE[UI (Ti—19)]" a1 4
~ ~ ~ 1 ~ -
ar = E[o](R-16)Pai-1,3 + Q]E[Uf/(ﬂ—lf)]zaz?q,l-
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For a given Tanh-DEQ, we first compute the four key parameters . 1, i 2, @i 3 and 7, of the implicit DEQ according to
Eq. (12) of Theorem 3.3. For the single-hidden-layer Hard-tanh explicit NN, it can be easily checked that the corresponding
CK matrix is determined by

ary = Eloy(ré)?, @2 =a13=0.

For H-Tanh-ENN with the activation oy Tann(z) = az - 1_c<o<c + ac - (1z>e — lu<—¢) Witha > O and ¢ > 0,
aa,1, 01,1, 01,1, 1 can be represented as functions of the activation parameters by following results

El(omrann ()] = 3 (¢ 4+ 02 + (2 — a?)e ™ — 2e™F) | Bl(on g (r6))] = a2
El(0trann (70))"] = —ce™0/2, El((ntann (106))2)] = 277 (0 + (e ~ 1))
To match Tanh-DEQ, we determine the activations of H-Tanh-ENN by solving the system
a1,1 = Ok 1, a1,2 = Q% 2, a1,3 = (% 3, T = V-

For a given ReLU-DEQ, we first compute the four key parameters . 1, &4 2, @i 3 and -y, of the implicit DEQ according
to Eq. (12) of Theorem 3.3. For a two-hidden-layer explicit NN, it can be easily checked that the corresponding CK matrix
is determined by

do1 = Eloh(716)]a1 1

- - ~ 1 - ~
a2 = E[o9 (7€) a1 2 + ~Elof (716)]a7 4,

4
- ~ - 1 - "
a3 = E[oy (7€) a3 + 515[0’5(715)]20@,17

and

a1 =Bl (RO, @2 = (Elo{ O dus = 3Bl RO, @14 = gE[(0F(ro6))").

For L-RelLLU-ENN with the activation ag_)ReLU(x) = max(ax, bjz) — “\l/;_frl Ti—1, 02,1, 2,1, G2.1, 71 can be represented
as functions of the activation parameters by following results

2 P2\ (r
E[(0{ peru (11-16))%] = (af + bl)(7727T 1) + 2aiby 1y El(0] rero(m-18)] = i ;bl,
_ 2 12y (r
Bl(o{huru (1) = A, El((ofhan(na)f)] = (g b)(m — 1)+ 2aibi
2mT_1 ™

To match ReLU-DEQ, we determine the activations of L-ReLU-ENN by solving the system

Q21 = Qx 1, Q22 = 0x2, Q23 =03, T2 = Vx-.

On the numerical determination of JI(f_)RCLU and op_Tanh. The system of nonlinear equations mentioned above does
not admit explicit solutions but can be efficiently solved using numerical methods, such as the least squares method (im-
plemented through the optimize.minimize function in the SciPy library).

E. Additional Experimental Results
E.1. High dimensional equivalents of Implicit-NTKs

Figure 4 compares the difference between Implicit-NTKs K* and their high-dimensional approximation K given in
Theorem 3.4, on two-class Gaussian mixture data, on DEQs as Definition 2.1 with four commonly used activations: ReL.U,
Tanh, Swish, and Leaky-ReLU (L-ReLU). We observe from Figure 4 that, for different activations, as n, p increase, the
relative errors consistently and significantly decrease, as in line with our Theorem 3.4.
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0.25) e RelU
— —— Tanh
£0.20p —+— Swish
o —+—L-ReLU
=0.15¢
=
20.10/ |
0.05F a
| | |

0300 600 900 1200

Figure 4. Evolution of relative spectral norm error || K* — K||/||K*|| w.rt. sample size n, for DEQs in Definition 2.1 with different
activations and o2 = 0.2, on two-class GMM, p/n = 0.8, pa = [0g(4—1);8; Op—sa+7), and Co = (1 + 8(a — 1)//p)Ip,a € {1,2}.
Implicit-NTK matrices K * defined in Eq. (7) are taken with expectation estimated from DEQs with random A and B of width m = 2'2.
The asymptotic equivalent matrices K are obtained by Theorem 3.4.

E.2. Visualization results of the spectrum of Implicit-CKs and those Implicit-NTKs

In Figure 5 and Figure 6, we provide visualization results of the spectral densities of Implicit-CKs and Implicit-NTKs,
respectively, along with their corresponding high-dimensional approximations. We observe from Figure 5 and Figure 6
that the proposed theoretical results, despite derived here for GMM data and in the limit of n,p — oo, provide extremely
accurate prediction of the Implicit-CK eigenspectral behavior (i) for not-so-large n, p and (ii) possibly surprisingly, also
on realistic MNIST data.

E.3. Visualization results of the spectrum of Implicit-CKs and equivalent Explicit-CKs

In Figure 7, we compare the spectral densities of Implicit-CK matrices of given DEQs with those of Explicit-CK matrices
of the corresponding “equivalent” shallow explicit NNs by following Examples 3.10 and 3.11. We observe that the CK
matrices of ENNs are close to those of the correspondingDEQs. This observation is consistent on GMM data and realistic
MNIST data. We conjecture that this is due to a high-dimensional universal phenomenon and that our results (on both CK
and NTK matrices) hold more generally beyond the GMM setting, say, for data drawn from the family of concentrated
random vectors (Ledoux, 2005; Louart & Couillet, 2018).

E.4. Adam Results

We present the classification results of implicit DEQs and explicit models trained with the Adam optimizer in Figure 8.
Each model is trained with the Adam optimizer, using initial learning rates of 10~2 for MNIST and Fashion-MNIST, and
10~3 for CIFAR-10. The remaining experimental settings mirror those of the SGD experiment depicted in Figure 3. The
results obtained with the Adam optimizer are similar to those achieved with SGD.

E.5. Time cost comparison

We compare the time costs of the inference and training of DEQs and the corresponding “equivalent” ENNs. As shown
in Tables 1 and 2, the inference time cost of a DEQ is about 2 — 3 x that of an ENN with the same dimension. This is due
to the fact that it takes numerous iterations for a DEQ to reach the iteration error threshold. Additionally, we observe that
ENNs have a remarkable advantage over DEQs in terms of training speed.
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Figure 5. Eigenvalue density of Implicit-CK matrices (blue) G,y of ReLU-DEQ (top) and G7,,, of Tanh-DEQ (bottom) and the
corresponding high dimensional approximation GireLu and Gunn (red) , on two-class GMM data (left) with p = 1000, n = 800,
Ha = [08(a—1);8; 0p—sa+7], Ca = (14+8(a—1)/\/p) Iy, for a € {1, 2}, here ||Grery — Greru|| = 0.26 and || Gy — Grann || = 0.81;
and on two-class MNIST data (right) (number 6 versus number 8), with p = 784, n = 3000, for which |Gy — GreLu|| =~ 1.80 and
|G — Grrann|| = 2.02. For the MNIST case, small eigenvalues close to zero are removed for better visualization.
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Figure 6. Eigenvalue density of Implicit-NTK matrices (blue) Ky of ReLU-DEQ (top) and Kt,,, of Tanh-DEQ (bottom) and
the corresponding high dimensional approximation K geLy and Krun (red) , on two-class GMM data (left) with p = 1000, n = 800,
Pa = [08(a—1); 8 0p—sat7), Ca = (1+8(a—1)/\/p)Ip, for a € {1,2}, here || Kgey — KreLv || &~ 0.34 and || K+, — K || ~ 0.76;
and on two-class MNIST data (right) (number 6 versus number 8), with p = 784, n = 3000, for which || Ky — KreLv|| ~ 3.93 and
| Ko — E tamn || = 4.82. For the MNIST case, small eigenvalues close to zero are removed for better visualization.
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Figure 7. Eigenvalue density of Implicit-CK matrices (blue) of ReLU-DEQ (top) and Tanh-DEQ (bottom) and Explicit-CK matrices
(red) of the corresponding “equivalent” L-ReLU-ENN and H-Tanh-ENN, on two-class GMM data (left) with p = 1000, n = 800,

tha = [05(a—1); 8 Op—sa+7), Ca = (1+ 8(a — 1)/\/p) I, for a € {1,2}, here || Gray — S hull & 0.32 and |G — Siigml| ~
0.88; and on two-class MNIST data (right) (number 6 versus number 8), with p = 784, n = 3 000, for which ||GreLy— El(fl%eLU” ~ 2.34

and ||G:1‘:anh -

(1)
H-Tanh

|| = 4.79. For the MNIST case, small eigenvalues close to zero are removed for better visualization.
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Figure 8. Classification accuracies of implicit DEQs and explicit models trained with Adam. Top: Evolution of classification accuracies
w.r.t. the width m of Tanh-DEQ (green), the corresponding equivalent explicit H-Tanh-ENN (blue), and Tanh-ENN (red). Bottom:
Evolution of classification accuracies w.z.z. the width m of ReLU-DEQ (green), the corresponding equivalent explicit L-ReLU-ENN
(blue), and ReLU-ENN (red). For MNIST (left) and Fashion-MNIST datasets (middle), raw data are taken as the network input; for
CIFAR-10 dataset (right) , flattened output of the 16th convolutional layer of VGG-19 are used.
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Dimension 32 64 128 256 512 1024 2048 4096

ReLU-DEQ 0.26 0.26 0.27 028 027 029 030 0.32
L-ReLU-ENN 0.09 0.11 0.12 0.15 0.14 0.11 0.10 0.16

MINIST
Tanh-DEQ 024 024 027 026 028 026 028 0.29
H-Tanh-ENN 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.11 0.14 0.11 0.10 0.10
ReLU-DEQ 026 0.27 026 026 032 032 031 032
Fashion MINIST L-ReLU-ENN 0.17 0.13 0.14 0.11 0.12 0.13 0.12 0.14
Tanh-DEQ 022 024 025 026 028 027 028 0.30
H-Tanh-ENN  0.13 0.13 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.12 0.10 0.12
ReLU-DEQ 023 022 023 024 027 028 0.28 031
CIFAR 10 L-ReLU-ENN 0.09 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.10

Tanh-DEQ 020 020 021 022 023 023 026 0.27
H-Tanh-ENN  0.09 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.09

Table 1. Comparison of the inference time for a single input image between DEQs and explicit NNs across different datasets. The
inference time is recorded on a machine with Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6138 CPU @ 2.00GHz with a single 3090 GPU.

Dimension 32 64 128 256 512 1024 2048 4096

ReLU-DEQ 68.76 7272  82.00 95.52  97.38 93.96 110.04  189.54
L-ReLU-ENN  3.045 2.67 3.52 3.75 4.12 3.65 3.09 3.97

MINIST

Tanh-DEQ 65.34 8394 8472 8478  85.14 94.14 306.00  322.56

H-Tanh-ENN 2.76 5.32 2.80 2.65 2.96 2.69 6.59 2.64
ReLU-DEQ 5846  81.72 7278 7338 141.72 15642  169.74 24642

Fashion MINIST L-ReLU-ENN  3.53 3.17 3.07 2.70 2.84 3.06 2.71 3.11
Tanh-DEQ 70.80 80.28  81.48 7938  91.50 96.00 109.98  113.04

H-Tanh-ENN 2.98 2.78 2.76 2.19 2.71 3.30 2.19 247
ReLU-DEQ  225.00 253.26 302.16 172.68 870.00 1167.60 1208.40 1204.20

CIFAR 10 L-ReLU-ENN  2.47 3.21 2.28 3.05 4.65 5.34 4.71 4.53
Tanh-DEQ 68.60 79.26  89.22 9298 108.00 192.46 25446  307.56

H-Tanh-ENN 2.24 2.90 291 3.06 2.99 291 3.36 7.17

Table 2. Comparison of the training time for one epoch (batch size 128) between DEQs and explicit NNs across different datasets. The
running time is recorded on a machine with Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6138 CPU @ 2.00GHz with a single 3090 GPU.
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