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Abstract

Modern deep neural networks (DNNs) are extremely powerful; however, this
comes at the price of increased depth and having more parameters per layer,
making their training and inference more computationally challenging. In an at-
tempt to address this key limitation, efforts have been devoted to the compres-
sion (e.g., sparsification and/or quantization) of these large-scale machine learn-
ing models, so that they can be deployed on low-power IoT devices. In this
paper, building upon recent advances in neural tangent kernel (NTK) and ran-
dom matrix theory (RMT), we provide a novel compression approach to wide
and fully-connected deep neural nets. Specifically, we demonstrate that in the
high-dimensional regime where the number of data points n and their dimen-
sion p are both large, and under a Gaussian mixture model for the data, there
exists asymptotic spectral equivalence between the NTK matrices for a large
family of DNN models. This theoretical result enables “lossless” compression
of a given DNN to be performed, in the sense that the compressed network
yields asymptotically the same NTK as the original (dense and unquantized) net-
work, with its weights and activations taking values only in {0, £1} up to a scal-
ing. Experiments on both synthetic and real-world data are conducted to sup-
port the advantages of the proposed compression scheme, with code available at
https://github.com/Model-Compression/Lossless_Compression.

1 Introduction

Modern deep neural networks (DNNs) are becoming increasingly over-parameterized, having more
parameters than required to fit the also increasingly large, complex, and high-dimensional data.
While the list of successful applications of these large-scale machine learning (ML) models is rapidly
growing, the energy consumption of these models is also increasing, making them more challenging
to deploy on close-to-user and low-power devices. To address this issue, compression techniques
have been proposed that prune, sparsify, and/or quantize DNN models [14, 23], thereby yielding
DNNs of a much smaller size that can still achieve satisfactory performance on a given ML task. As
an illustrative example, it has been recently shown that at least 90% of the weights in popular DNN
models such as VGG19 and ResNet32 can be removed with virtually no performance loss [54].

Despite the remarkable progress achieved by various DNN model compression techniques, due to
the nonlinear and highly non-convex nature of DNNs, our theoretical understanding of these large-
scale ML models, as well as of their compression schemes, is progressing at a more modest pace.
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For example, it remains unclear how much a given DNN model can be compressed without severe
performance degradation; perhaps more importantly, on the degree to which such a performance
and complexity trade-off depends on the ML task and the data also remains unknown.

In this respect, neural tangent kernels (NTKs) [28], provide a powerful tool for use in assessing
the convergence and generalization properties of very wide (sometimes unrealistically so) DNNs by
studying their corresponding NTK eigenspectra, which are solely dependent on the input data, the
network architecture and activation function, as well as the random weights distribution ][]

In this paper, building upon recent advances in random matrix theory (RMT) and high-dimensional
statistics, we demonstrate that for data xi,...,x,, € R? drawn from a K-class Gaussian mixture
model (GMM), in a high-dimensional and non-trivial classification regime where the input data di-
mension p and their size n are both large and comparable, the eigenspectra of both the NTK and the
closely related conjugate kernel (CK) matrices at any layer ¢ € {1,..., L} are independent of the
distribution of the i.i.d. entries of the (random) weight matrix W, provided that they are “normal-
ized” to have zero mean and unit variance, and only depend on the activation function o (-) via four
scalar parameters. In a sense, we establish, at least for GMM data, the asymptotic spectral equiv-
alence between the CK and NTK matrices of the corresponding network layers, and consequently
of the whole network, for a large family of DNN models with possibly very different weights and
activations, given that they have normalized weights and share the same few activation-related pa-
rameters.

Since the convergence and generalization properties of wide DNNs depend only on the eigenspectra
(i.e., eigenvalue-eigenvector pairs; see also Remark [2] below) of the corresponding NTK matrices
[28, [18]], in the sense that, e.g., the time evolutions (when trained with gradient descent using a
sufficiently small step size) of both the residual error and the in-sample prediction of the network
can be expressed as explicit functions of NTK eigenvalues and eigenvectors [18| (1, [26], we further
exploit the above theoretical results to propose a novel “lossless” compression approach for fully-
connected DNN models, by designing a sparse and quantized DNN that (i) has asymptotically the
same NTK eigenspectra as the original “dense and full precision” network, and (ii) has both weights
and activations taking values in the set {—1,0,+1} before scaling, and can thus be stored and
computed much more efficiently.

Despite being derived here for Gaussian mixture data, an unexpected close match is observed be-
tween our theory and the empirical results on real-world datasets, suggesting possibly wider appli-
cability for the proposed “lossless” compression approach. Looking forward, we expect that our
analysis will open the door to improved analysis of involved ML methods based on RMT and high-
dimensional statistics, which will demystify the seemingly striking empirical observations in, say,
modern DNNGs.

1.1 Our contributions
Our main results can be summarized as follows:

1. We provide, in Theorems[T] and 2] respectively, for GMM data and in the high-dimensional
regime of Assumption[I] precise eigenspectral characterizations of CK and NTK matrices
of fully-connected DNNs; we particularly show that the CK and NTK eigenspectra do not
depend on the distribution of i.i.d. network weights, and depend solely on the activation
function of each layer via a few scalar parameters.

2. In Corollary [M] and Algorithm [Tl we exploit these results to propose a novel DNN com-
pression scheme, with sparsified and ternarized weights and activations, without affecting
the NTK spectral behavior, and thus the convergence and generalization properties of the
network.

3. We provide empirical evidence on (not so) wide DNNs trained on both synthetic Gaussian
and real-world datasets such as MNIST [32] and CIFAR10 [31]], and show a factor of 103
less memory is needed with the proposed DNN compression approach, with virtually no
performance loss.

'In the remainder of this article, what we refer to as the “NTK matrix” is essentially the limiting (and
nonrandom) NTK matrix to which the random NTK converges under the infinite-wide limit.



1.2 Related work

Neural network model compression. The study of NN compression dates back to early 1990 [33]],
at which point, in the absence of the (possibly more than) sufficient computational power that we
have today, compression techniques allowed neural networks to be empirically evaluated on com-
puters with limited computational and/or storage resources [50]. Alongside the rapid growth of
increasingly powerful computing devices, the development of more efficient NN architectures and
training/inference protocols, and the need to implement NNs on mobile and low-power devices,
(D)NN model compression has become an active research topic and many elegant and efficient com-
pression approaches have been proposed over the years [22} 25127, 23]. However, due to the nonlin-
ear and highly non-convex nature of DNNSs, our theoretical understanding of these large-scale ML
models, as well as of (e.g., the fundamental “performance and complexity” trade-off of) compressed
DNNss, is somewhat limited [23]].

Neural tangent kernel. Neural tangent kernel (NTK) theory proposed in [28], by considering
the limit of infinitely wide DNNs, characterizes the convergence and generalization properties of
very wide DNNs when trained using gradient descent with small steps. Initially proposed for fully-
connected nets, the NTK framework has been subsequently extended to convolutional [5], graph
[L6], and recurrent [3] settings. The NTK theory, while having the advantage of being mathemat-
ically more tractable (via, e.g., the characterization of the associated reproducing kernel Hilbert
space [8]]), seems to diverge from the regime on which modern (and not so wide) DNNs operate,
see 110,139, 118]].

Random matrix theory and neural networks. Random matrix theory (RMT), a powerful and
flexible tool for assessing the behavior of large-scale systems with a large “degree of freedom”,
is gaining popularity in the field of NN analysis [45] 46|, in both shallow [49] 137, [38] and deep
[7, 118, 48] settings, and for both homogeneous (e.g., standard normal) [49, 47]] and mixture-type
data [37, 4]. From a technical perspective, the most relevant paper is [4] , in which the authors
proposed a RMT-inspired NN compression scheme, albeit only in the single-hidden-layer setting.
This paper extends the analysis in [4] to multi-layer fully-connected DNNs, by focusing on both
the CK and NTK matrices, and proposes a novel sparsification and quantization scheme for fully-
connected DNNs (which is in spirit similar to, although formally different from, that in [4]).

1.3 Notations and organization of the paper

We denote scalars by lowercase letters, vectors by bold lowercase, and matrices by bold uppercase.
We denote the transpose operator by ()T, and use || - || to denote the Euclidean norm for vectors and
the spectral/operator norm for matrices. For a random variable z, E[z] denotes the expectation of z.
We use 1, and I, to represent an all-ones vector of dimension p and the identity matrix of size p X p.

The remainder of this article is structured as follows. In Section 2] we present the fully-connected
DNN model under study, together with our working assumptions. Section 3] contains our main
technical results on the eigenspectra of the conjugate kernel K¢k and NTK matrix KnTk, along
with an account of how they apply to the compression of fully-connected DNNs with the proposed
“lossless” compression scheme. Empirical evidence is provided in Section [ to demonstrate the
significant computation and storage savings, with minimal performance degradation, that can be
obtained using the proposed approach. Conclusion and future perspectives are placed in Section

2 Preliminaries

Let x3,...,%, € R? be n data vectors independently drawn from one of the K-class Gaussian
mixtures Cy,...,Ck, and let X = [x1,...,X,] € RP*™, with class C, having cardinality n,; that
is,

X; € Ca & Xi N(iu’a/\/ﬁa Ca/p)a (1)

for mean vector p, € R? and covariance matrix C, € RP*? associated with class C,.

In the high-dimensional scenario where n, p are both large and comparable, we position ourselves
in the following non-trivial classification setting, so that the classification of the K -class mixture is
neither trivially easy nor impossible; see also [[13] and [9} Section 2].



Assumption 1 (High-dimensional asymptotics). As n — oo, we have, for a € {1,..., K} that (i)
p/n — ¢ € (0,00) and na/n — cq € [0,1); (ii) |||l = O(1); (iii) for C° = 3K nag,

a=1 n

and C;, = C, — C°, we have |C,|| = O(1), tr C;, = O(/p) and tr(C,Cy) = O(p) for a,b €
{1,..., K}, and (iv) 1o = \/tr C°/p converges in (0, c0).

We consider using a fully-connected DNN model of depth L for the classification of the above K-
class Gaussian mixture. Such a network can be parameterized by a sequence of weight matrices

W, € Rhxdo W € Réxde-1 (with the convention dy = p), and nonlinear activation
functions o1, . . ., oy, that apply entry-wise, so that the network output f(x) € R is given by:

f(x) = \/Ld_LwTaL <\/%WLUL1 ( . \/Ld_Qaz (\/Ld_lwm(wlx)))) , )

for an input data vector x € R? and output vector w € R . We denote X, € R%*" the represen-
tations of the data matrix X € RP*"™ atlayer £ € {1,..., L} defined as

5, = \/Ld_gaz <\/%ng1 <...\/Ld_202 <\/Ld_lwgal(vv1x>>>>. 3)

The normalization by 1/+/d; follows from the NTK literature and ensures the consistent asymptotic
behavior of the network in the high-dimensional setting in Assumption[Iland 2L see also [28] [8] [T8].

The training and generalization performance of the NN model defined in are closely related to
two types of kernel matrices: the Conjugate Kernel (CK) matrix and Neural Tangent Kernel (NTK)

matrix, defined respectively for £ € {1, ..., L} as follows:
Kck, = E[X]5,] € R™", 4
with expectation taken with respect to the random weights W1, ..., W, and 3, € R%*" the data

representation at the output of layer £ defined in (3). In particular, CK matrices are known to satisfy
the following recursive relation 28] 8]]

_ - Kex,e-1ii Kok, e—1li
Kck elij = Euploe(u)oe(v)], withu,v ~ N (O, [[KSE?;]U [Kggjih;]> , 5)

while for the NTK matrix Kntk ¢ € R**" of layer ¢, we have:

Knti,e = Kok, + Kntie-1 0 Keg s Kntio = Keko = XX, (6)

where ‘A o B’ denotes the Hadamard product between two matrices A, B of the same size, and
K’CK , denotes the CK matrix with nonlinear function cré instead of oy as for K¢k ¢ defined in
©); that is, Kk lij = Euwlog(u)oy(v)]. Note in particular that for a given DNN model, the
corresponding CK and NTK matrices depend only on the network structure (i.e., the number of
layers and the activation function in each layer), the distribution of the random (initializations of
the) weights to be integrated over (e.g., in the expectation in equation @), and the input data.

It has been shown in a series of previous efforts [28} |18} 26] that for very (and sometimes unrealis-
tically) wide DNNs trained using gradient descent with a small step size, the time evolution of the
residual errors and in-sample predictions of a given DNN are explicit functionals of the correspond-
ing Kn7k involving its eigenvalues and eigenvectors. In this respect, the NTK theory provides, via
the eigenspectral behavior of KTk, precise characterizations of the convergence and generaliza-
tion properties of DNNs [28 [8]], by focusing on the impact of the network structure, the input data,
and the weight initialization schemes.

In this paper, we focus on fully-connected nets under the following assumption regarding the
weights.

Assumption 2 (On weight initializations). The random weights W, € R¥“*P . W €
ReLxdL-1 gre independent and have i.i.d. entries of zero mean, unit variance, and finite fourth-
order moment.

Assumption[2] together with the 1//d, normalization, is compatible with fully-connected DNNs in
@), which are admittedly less interesting, from a practical perspective, compared to their convolu-
tional counterparts. The proposed framework is envisioned to be extendable to a convolutional [5} 8]



and more involved setting (e.g., graph NNs [16]) by considering (e.g., Toeplitz-type) structures on
Ws.

Unlike most existing NTK literature |28, 8, [17], we do not assume the Gaussianity of the entries of
‘W s, but only that they are i.i.d. and “normalized” to have zero mean and unit variance. As it turns
out, this assumption together with a (Lyapunov-type) central limit theorem argument, is sufficient
to establish most existing results on the convergence and generalization of DNNs; see for example
[35].

We also need the following assumption on the activation functions in each layer.

Assumption 3 (On activation functions). The activations o1, ..., oy, are at least four-times differen-
tiable with respect to standard normal measure, in the sense that maxk€{071727374}{|E[aék) @} <
C for some universal constant C > 0, £ ~ N(0,1), and ¢ € {1,...,L}.

Using the Gaussian integration by parts formula, one has E[o’(£)] = E[¢o(£)] for &€ ~ N(0,1), as
long as the right-hand side expectation exists. As a result, for non-differentiable functions, it suffices
to have |o¢| upper-bounded by some (high-degree) polynomial function for Assumption[3to hold.

With these preliminaries, we are now ready to present our main technical results on the eigenspectral
behavior of the CK and NTK matrices for a large family of fully-connected DNN models.

3 Main results

For a fully-connected DNN defined in 2)), our first result is on the eigenspectral behavior of the cor-
responding CK matrices K¢k defined in (). More specifically, we show for Gaussian mixture data
in (I) and in the high-dimensional setting of Assumption[T] that the K¢k ¢ of layer £ € {1,...,L}

is asymptotically spectrally equivalent to another random matrix Kck ¢, in the sense that their spec-

tral norm difference ||Kck ¢ — KCK, ¢|| vanishes as n,p — oo. This result is stated as follows, the
proof of which is based on an induction on £ and is given in Section[A.T]of the appendix.

Theorem 1 (Asymptotic spectral equivalents for CK matrices). Let Assumptions[IH3] hold, and let

T0,Ti,---,7TL > 0 be a sequence of non-negative numbers satisfying the following recursion:
70 = \/E[o2(1e-1€)], €~ N(0,1), (€e{l,...,L}. (7
Further assume that the activation functions oy(-)s are “centered,” such that Eloy(my—1&)] = 0.

Then, for the CK matrix Kck ¢ of layer £ € {0,1,. .., L} defined in @), as n,p — oo, one has that
||KCK7g(X) — KCKZ(X)H — O, KCK,E(X) = OégyleX + VAgVT + Oéz_]oIn, (8)

almost surely, with oy o = 7'22 — Tga&l > 0and

ttT + 3T ot
V=I[J , E]Rnx(f(-i-l)7 A, = |:04€,2 0,3 0,2 ER(K+1)X(K+1), 9
3/, ¥ ¢ ot Qe 9)

for class label vectors J = [j1,...,jx]| € R with [j,] = 6x,ec,, second-order data fluctuation
vector ¥ = {||x; — E[x;]||* — E[||x; — E[x;]||?]}72, € R™, second-order discriminative statistics
t={trC;/\/p}, e RX and T = {tr CaCb/p}f’b:1 € REXE of the Gaussian mixture in (),
as well as non-negative scalars oy 1, o 2, 0 3 > 0 satisfying the following recursions:

1
ap1 = Elop(re—18)P 1,1, ar2 =E[oy(re-18)Pou—12 + ZE[C"@/(Tz—lé)]QOfiL@ (10)

s = Elop (&P a1+ 3Elo? (&) ad_y an
with cpq = ay—1 4E [(02(7'@,15))2 + Ug(Tg,lf)aé’(Tg,lg)} for & ~ N(0,1).

A few remarks on Theorem[I] are in order. The first remark is on the assumption E[oy(7¢—1£)] = 0.

Remark 1 (On activation centering). The condition E[o(7¢—1&)] = 0, seemingly restrictive at first
sight, in fact only subtracts an identical constant from all entries of the data representation 3, at
layer ¢, and should therefore not restrict the expressive power of the network, nor its performance
on downstream ML tasks. For a given DNN model of interest, it suffices to “center” the output of
each layer by subtracting a constant to satisfy Assumption[3] and to further apply our Theorem/[Il



Theorem [Tl unveils the (possibly surprising) fact that, for the high-dimensional and non-trivial Gaus-
sian mixture classification in (IJ), the spectral behavior of KCK7 ¢, and thus that of the CK matrix
Kok ¢, is () independent of the distribution of the (entries of the) weights W, when they are “nor-
malized” to have zero mean and unit variance, as demanded in Assumption[2] and (ii) depends on the
activation function oy only via fou scalar parameters o, 1, (g 2, 0,3 and 7¢: such universal results
have been previously observed in random matrix theory and high-dimensional statistics literature
(see for example [12}16}57]]) and indicate some kind of universality of DNN models.

On closer inspection of Theorem[T] we further observe that:

(i) for a given DNN, Theorem[I]characterizes, via the form of Kcx ¢ in (8) and the recursions
in (T0) and (TI), how the linear (via cvg 1, which is multiplied by X TX) and nonlinear (via
oy,2 and g 3 in A, which respectively weight the second-order data statistics t and T') data
features “propagate” in a DNN, in a layer-by-layer fashion, as ¢ increases, as quantitatively
measured by the corresponding ays; and

(i) for two DNNs with the same number of layers, but possibly different weights and activa-
tions, given the same input data X (so that the two nets have the same Kcx o), if they
have asymptotically equivalent CK matrices Kcxk ¢—1 at layer £ — 1 with the same o1 1,
ay—1,2 and ay_1 3, then its follows from Equation (I0) and (II) that having the same
Elo)(1e-18))%, Elo) (10-1€)]?, and E[(02 (14—1£))""] (which only depends on the activation
o¢ of layer ¢ and 7,_1) suffices for the two nets to have asymptotically equivalent K¢k ¢ at
layer ¢.

It follows from the above item (ii) that for a given DNN of depth L, it is possible to design a novel
DNN model that “matches” the original one — in the sense that both models will have asymptoti-
cally equivalent CK matrices at each layer, by using the following layer-by-layer matching strategy:
Starting from the same K¢k o = XTX, one chooses the first-layer weights W of the novel DNN
according to Assumption[2l and then select the first-layer activation o7 in such a way that the novel
net has the same parameters o1, 1,2 and o 3 as the original one, so that the first-layer CK matri-
ces Kcx 1 of the two nets are spectrally matched as per Theorem[I} one then proceeds similarly to
match the second, the third, etc., and eventually the Lth layer of the two nets. As we shall see below,
this layer-by-layer matching strategy facilitates the “lossless” compression of a given DNN.

Using the relation in (6), a similar result (as in Theorem [I] for CKs) can be established for NTK
matrices, as shown in the following theorem. The proof is also based on an induction on ¢ and is
provided in Section[A.2]of the appendix.

Theorem 2 (Asymptotic spectral equivalent for NTK matrices). Let Assumptions hold, under

the same settings and notations of Theorem[l] and let 79 = 0, 71,...,7; > 0 be a sequence of
non-negative numbers such that
fo = \[E|(0hm19)?], €~ N(O1), Le {1, L}, (12)

which is similar to the T¢s defined in (1), but on the derivative o instead of oy, and let K} = 77 + 77,
with ko = 79. Then, for the NTK matrix Kntk ¢ of layer € defined in (@), as n,p — oo, one has:

[Knri.e(X) — Knri (X)) = 0, Knrro(X) = a1 XX + VB VT + 8oL, (13)

almost surely, with By = K7 — 131 > 0, V € R (K+1D) ¢ ¢ RE, T e RE*K 45 defined in
Theorem[l] and

_ [BeottT + BesT By 2t} (K+1)x (K+1)
B, = |/ ; 2t R : 14
¢ [ BeatT Be,2 (14)
and non-negative scalars .1, Be,2, Be,s > 0 satisfying
Bep=ag1 +E [0 (r0-16)] Be-1,1, Be2=og2+E [0 (T0-16)]? Be-1,2, (15)
Bes=ags+E [0 (T0-16)] Be—13+E (o7 (re-18))? ap_1,180-1,1- (16)

21t is worth noting that the parameter 7 appears in the CK eigenspectrum only by shifting all its eigenvalues
(by 772), thereby acting as an (implicit) ridge-type regularization in DNN models, see also [29] 15} 40].

3 Note that the system of equations here is different from that of the lonline version| of this paper in the
NeurIPS 2022 proceeding. This is due to an important (although very basic) algebraic mistake in the proof of
Theorem[2]in the definition of K o(X).
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with ce_1 1 as defined in Theorem[lland
Bor =1, PBoz2=PB03=0. (17)

Roughly speaking, Theorem [2] shows that the eigenspectral behavior established in Theorem [ for
CK matrices also holds for NTK matrices, up to a change of the associated coefficients ays to [3ys.
The remarks after Theorem [I] thus remain valid, at least in spirit, for NTK matrices.

Remark 2 (On spectral norm characterization). Note that the characterizations in Theorem [ and 2]
for CK and NTK matrices are provided in a spectral norm sense. It then follows from Weyl’s
inequality [24] and the Davis—Kahan theorem [62] that the difference between the eigenvalues (e.g.,
when listed in a decreasing order) and the associated eigenvectors (when the eigenvalues under study
are “isolated”) of KnTk and KnTk vanish asymptotically as n, p — co. As such, the spectral norm
guarantees in Theorem[I]and 2] provide more tractable access to the convergence and generalization
properties of wide DNNGs, at least for GMM data, via the spectral study of Kntxk [28 [18].

Despite being derived here for the Gaussian mixture model in (), we conjecture that the results
in Theorem [1| and [2 hold beyond the Gaussian setting and extend, for example, to the family of
concentrated random vectors [31}, 34]]. As discussed after Assumption 2 for the distribution of W/,
such universality commonly arises in random matrix theory and high-dimensional statistics [[12} 6]
570l; we refer interested readers to Remark 4lin Appendix[A]for further discussions.

From a technical perspective, the results in Theorem [I] and 2] extend the single-hidden-layer CK
analysis in [4}37] to both CK and NTK matrices of fully-connected DNNs with an arbitrary number
of layers. In particular, taking ¢/ = 1 in Theorem[I] one obtains [4, Theorem 1] as a special case[]

Remark 3 (On CK and NTK matrices). It follows from Theorem [ that for a given DNN model,
it suffices to match the coefficients oy 1,ap 2 and op 3 in a layer-by-layer manner to propose a
novel DNN with asymptotically equivalent CK matrices. Similarly, matching the key coefficients
Be.1, Be,2, and By 3 leads to a DNN model with asymptotically equivalent NTK matrices. Moreover,
for two nets with the same ay 1, ay 2, g 3, and therefore the same CKs, it suffices to match the

additional dy, ci to render the two nets asymptotically equivalent in both CK and NTK senses.

In the following corollary, we present a concrete example of how to apply the results in Theo-
rem [I] and 2] in the design of a novel computationally and storage efficient DNN, that shares the
same CK and NTK eigenspectra with any given fully-connected neural net having centered activa-
tion.

Corollary 1 (Sparse and quantized DNNs). For a given fully-connected DNN (referred to as DNN1)
of depth L with centered activation such that E|os(1e_1£)] = 0 for £ ~ N(0,1), one is able to
construct, say in a layer-by-layer manner, a sparse and quantized “equivalent” DNN model, of
depth L and referred to as DNN2, such that the two nets have asymptotically the same eigenspectra
for their CK (and NTK similarly, as per Remark[3)) matrices, by using the following ternary weights:

[Wli; = 0 with proba e € [0,1), [W];; = £(1 —&)"Y2 each with proba 1/2 — ¢/2,  (18)
as well as quantized activations (as visually displayed in Figure[l):

UT(t) =a- (1t<51 + 1t>52)7 UQ(t) = b - (1t<r1 + 1t>’r4) + bs - 1T2St§7“3~ (19)

We refer readers to Appendix[A4lfor the proof and discussions of Corollary[T] as well as the detailed
expressions of E[o’(7€)], E[o” (7€)], and E[(0?(7€))"], of direct algorithmic use for both o7 and
og as functions of the parameters a, s1, sz and by, ba, 71,72, 73,74. Built upon Corollary [I} we
propose a DNN “lossless” compression scheme with equivalent CKs, as summarized in Algorithm[il
below.

As a side remark, note that the “sign” of activations does not matter in Corollary [[] or Algorithm [T}
in the sense that the key parameters a1, og 2, and a3 for CKs, as well as B¢ 1, 8,2, and 3¢ 3 for
NTKs, remain unchanged when —o(t) is used instead of o (t).

*Note that in [4} Theorem 1], the authors do not assume E[o(79£)] = 0 as in our Theorem [I but instead

“center” the CK matrices by pre- and post-multiplying Kcx with P = I,, — 1,1] /n. This can be shown
equivalent to taking E[o(70£)] = 0 in the single-hidden-layer setting; see Appendix [A3]for more details.
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Figure 1: Visual representations of activations o and ¢ in (left) and the expressions of
Elor(7€)] and E[og (7€)](right), with  — ro = r3 —r4 here and erf(-) the Gaussian error function.

Algorithm 1 “Lossless” compression scheme for fully-connected DNNs

1: Input: Input data x4, ..., X,, sparsity level € € [0, 1), and DNN1 with activations o1, ...,0L.

2: Output: Sparse and quantized model DNN2 with weights W, and activations &,, ¢ €
{1,...,L}.
3: Estimate 7y from dataas 7o = y/ = >, ||x;]|%. Set 7 = 79 for DNN1, and 7 = 7, for DNN2.

4. for £ =1,...,L —1 do

5:  Compute ay 1, a2, og,3 of DNN1 using 7,1, and derive the expressions of & 1, G 2, o3
of DNN2 using 7,1 as per (10) and (I1).

6:  Solve, with Corollary[Tland the detailed expressions in Appendix[A.4] the system of equations
(oo, 2,003) = (Gu,0u2,043) for the parameters a, s1, s2, to get the activation &, of

DNN2 at layer ¢.
7:  Update 7,7 as 7 = \/E[o7 (7€)], and 7 = \/E[57 (7))
8: end for

9: For the layer ¢ = L, compute oy, 1, &p 2, @r 3, 71, and &y, 1, &p 2, & 3, 7r,. Use them to solve
for the parameters by, ba, 11, T2, 73, T4 to obtain the activation 67, of DNNZ2 at layer /.
10: Draw independently the i.i.d. entries of W1, ..., W, according to (I8) with sparsity level ¢.
11: return DNN2 model with weights W and activations 64, £ = 1,..., L.

Before embarking on the detailed numerical experiments in Section 4] we would like to bring the
readers’ attention to the recent line of works [36} 154} I58| |55} [19] showing that for wide and deep
NN models, very efficient sparse sub-networks can be found that almost match the performance
of the original dense nets with little or even no training, for instance by uniformly pruning the
network weights [54]. To develop a theoretical grasp of these (extremely counterintuitive) empirical
successes, a few attempts have been made, for example, to carefully prune the network weights to
retain the same (limiting) NTK [41]], or to show that randomly pruned sparse nets have the same
(limiting) NTK as the original net up to a scaling factor [61]. Instead, our work, by considering the
statistical structure of the input data, leverages tools from RMT to “compress” both the weights and
activations (per Theorem[2land Corollary[l) without affecting the NTK eigenstructure.

4 Numerical experiments

In this section, we provide numerical experiments to (i) validate the asymptotic characterizations
in Theorem[Iland 2] on both synthetic GMM and real-world data (such as MNIST and CIFAR10)
of (in fact not so) large sizes and dimensions; and to (ii) show how these results can be used to
sparsify and quantize fully-connected DNNs, leading to huge savings in computational and storage
resources (up to a factor of 10® in memory and a level of sparsity ¢ = 90%) without significant
performance degradation. We refer readers to Section [Bl in the appendix for further experiments
and discussions. The code to reproduce the numerical results in this section is publicly available at
https://github.com/Model-Compression/Lossless_Compression.
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Figure 2: Eigenvalue histograms (top) and dominant eigenvectors (bottom) of last-layer CK matri-
ces K¢k (blue) defined in () (with expectation estimated from 1000 independent realizations of
‘W3s) and the asymptotic equivalent KCK (red) matrices. (Left) Gaussian W on two-class GMM
data, with p = 2000, n = 8000, p, = [Os(a—1); & Op—sat7],Ca = (1 4+ 8(a —1)//P)1p,
a € {1,2} using [ReLU, ReLU, ReLU]J activations, here |[Kcx — Kcxk|| = 0.15; and (right)
symmetric Bernoulli W on MNIST data (number 6 versus 8) [32]], with p = 784, n = 3200,
using [poly, ReLU, ReLU] activations, |[Kckx — Kck|| = 6.86. xi,...,X,/2 € C; and
Xp /2415 - - -y Xn € Co in both cases.

Figure [2| compares the eigenvalues and dominant eigenvectors of the CK matrices Kck defined
in versus those of their asymptotic approximations Kck given in Theorem 1] in the case of
fully-connected DNNs having three hidden layers (of width d; = 2000, ds = 2000, ds = 1000).
For different types of activations: poly(t) = 0.2t> + t and ReLU(t) = max(t, 0), different weight
distributions (Gaussian and symmetric Bernoulli), and on synthetic GMM as well as MNIST data,

we consistently observe a close match between the eigenvalues and dominant eigenvectors of Kck
and K¢k, as a consequence of the spectral norm convergence in Theorem [T] (and Remark [2)), sug-
gesting a possibly wider applicability of the proposed results beyond GMM datalJ

Following the idea of CK matching in Figure Pl Figure [3] depicts the test accuracies of (i) the orig-
inal dense and unquantized network with three fully-connected layers, (ii) the proposed “lossless”
compression scheme described in Corollary[Tland Algorithm[T] via CK matching, as well as its vari-
ant having ternarized weights but dense and unquantized activations, (iii) the popular magnitude-
based pruning approach as in [[20], together with (iv) two “heuristic” compression approaches: (iv-i)
sparsification by uniformly zeroing out 80% of the weights (we cannot do more, as the resultant
performance is too poor to be visually compared with other curves) , and (iv-ii) binarization using
o(t) = l4«—1 + 14>1, for different choices of width per layer, and the ten-class classification prob-
lems of MNIST and CIFARI10. Specifically, neural networks before and after compression have
three fully-connected layers, and the original network uses ReLU activation in each layer. Classifi-
cation is performed on a concatenated and trainable fully-connected layer. For MNIST datasets, raw
data are taken as the network input; for CIFAR10 dataset, flattened output of the 16th convolutional
layer of VGG19 [53] are taken as the network input.

We observe from Figure [3| that the proposed “lossless” compression scheme produces significantly
sparser networks (up to 90% of weights set to zero) with minimal performance loss, while occu-
pying (up to) a factor of 10% less memory, when compared to the original or the heuristically com-
pressed nets. Also, higher accuracies are obtained with the proposed approach than, e.g., the popular
magnitude-based pruning under the same memory budget. In addition, the ternary weights variant
(with quantized weights only) of the proposed scheme can achieve even better performance (with
virtually no performance loss compared to the original dense net), however at the price of not con-

3Small eigenvalues of Kcxk, KCK close to zero are removed from Figure 2] for better visualization.



ducive to inference accelerating, since the activations are unquantized. We also see that the sparsity
level € has limited impact on the classification accuracy, as in line with our theory.

These experimental results show that the proposed approach achieves a better performance-
complexity trade-off than commonly used heuristic DNN compression methods.

In PRI U S s -\ mann
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Figure 3: Classification accuracies of different compressed fully-connected nets on MNIST [32]
(top) and CIFARI10 [31]] (bottom) datasets. Blue curves represent the proposed compression ap-
proach with different levels of sparsity ¢ € {0%, 50%, 90%}, purple curves represent the heuristic
sparsification approach by uniformly zeroing out 80% of the weights, green curves represent the
heuristic quantization approach using the binary activation o(t) = 1;<_1 + 1;~1 , red curves rep-
resent the original network, brown curves represent the proposed compression approach without
activation quantization, with ¢ = 90% for MNIST (top) and ¢ = 95% for CIFAR10 (bottom), and
orange curves represent magnitude-based pruning [20] with the same sparsity level £ as brown.
Memory varies due to the change of layer width of the network.

5 Conclusion and perspectives

In this paper, built upon recent advances in random matrix theory and high-dimensional statistics,
we provide precise characterizations of the eigenspectra of both conjugate kernel and neural tangent
kernel matrices, for high-dimensional Gaussian mixture data and fully-connected multi-layer neural
nets. These results further allows us to sparsify and quantize fully-connected deep nets, resulting in
a factor of 102 less memory consumption with virtually no performance degradation.

Extending the present theoretical framework to more involved settings such as convolutional nets
requires refined analysis on the block Toeplitz weights W and on their connection to the corre-
sponding CK and NTK matrices [5, 60]. Also, since the NTK eigenspectra determine the gradient
descent dynamics of ultra-wide deep nets, the asymptotic characterizations in Theorem 2] can be
applied to assess the learning dynamics [38| 2| 2] of fully-connected DNN models, in and possibly
beyond the infinitely wide NTK regime.
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Supplementary Material

“Lossless” Compression of Deep Neural Networks:
A High-dimensional Neural Tangent Kernel Approach

A Proofs of theorems and auxiliary results

Here, we provide the mathematical proofs of our technical results of Theorems [1l and 2] in Sec-
tions and[A.2] respectively. In Section[A3] we provide further discussion on Theorems[]and 2]
in the case of single-hidden-layer NN and compare with the results in [4]. In Section[A.4] we pro-
vide the proof of Corollary In particular, as mentioned above in Footnote Bl we fix here the
algebraic mistake in the proof of Theorem [2] from the lonline version! of this paper in the NeurIPS
2022 proceeding.

A.1 Proof of Theorem[Il

In this section, we provide the detailed proof of Theorem[Il Before going into details of the proof,
we first recall our system model and working assumptions as follows.

We consider n data vectors X, . . ., X, € RP independently drawn from one of the K -class Gaussian
mixtures Cq,...,Ck and denote X = [x1,...,X,] € RP*" with class C, having cardinality n;

that is, for x; € C, we have
Xi ~ N(iu’a/\/ﬁ? Ca/p), (20)

for mean vector p, € RP and non-negative definite covariance C, € RP*P associated with class
Ca.

We position ourselves in the high-dimensional and non-trivial classification regime as stated in As-
sumption[T] that is: As n — oo, we have, fora € {1,..., K} that,

(i) p/n — c € (0,00) and ny/n — ¢, € (0,1); and
(i) [, = O(1); and

(iii) for C° = Z 1 22C,and C; = C, — C°, we have ||C,|| = O(1), tr C; = O(,/p) and
1(CaCp) =0 fora,b € {1,.... K}; and

(iv) 10 = 4/tr C°/p converges in (0, oo).

Remark 4 (Beyond Gaussian mixture data). Despite derived here for Gaussian mixture data, we
conjecture that our results hold more generally beyond the Gaussian setting. As concrete examples,
many results in random matrix theory and high dimensional statistics such as the popular Marcenko-
Pastur law [44]], the semicircular law [39], as well as the circular laws [56], have all been shown
universal in the sense that they do not depend on the distribution of the (independent entries of
the) data, as long as they are normalized to have zero mean and unit variance. In a machine learning
(ML) context, such universal behavior are observed to hold beyond the above models, and extends to
nonlinear models such as kernel matrices [[52]] and neural nets [51], in that, say, for data drawn from
the family of concentrated random vectors [34, 142]] (so not necessarily Gaussian), the performance
on those ML models are the same, in the larger n, p setting, as if they were mere Gaussian mixtures
with the same means and covariances. We refer the interested readers to [[12, Chapter 8] for more
discussions on this point.

A.1.1 Setup and notations

We consider the fully-connected neural network model of depth L and of successive widths
dq,...,dr as defined in (3). We further denote W, & Rexde-1 and oe(+) the weight matrix and
activation at layer £ € {1, ..., L}, respectively.

We assume that the following conditions hold for the random weight matrices W s and the activation
function ays for £ € {1,..., L}, as demanded in Assumptions[2and 3t

(i) The weight matrices Wys are independent and have i.i.d. entries of zero mean, unit vari-
ance, and finite eight-order moment.
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(ii) The activations oys are at least four-times weakly differentiable with respect to standard nor-

mal distribution, in the sense that maxke{0)172)374}{|E[a§k) (©)]|} < C for some universal
constant C' > 0 and & ~ N(0,1).

Our objective of interest in this section is the Conjugate Kernel (CK) matrix defined via the following
recursive relation [28, 8]

[Kck,dij = Euploe(u)oe(v)], Keko = XX, @21
with : | : |
Koke—1)ii Kok, e—1)ij
v~ N (0’ |:[KCK,£1]ij [KCK,El]jj]) ' 22)

The derivation and discussion of the closely related neural tangent kernel (NTK) matrix is given in
Section

Let Assumptions[IH3]hold, and let 79, 71, . . ., 7. > 0 be a sequence of non-negative numbers recur-
sively defined via

70 = \/Elo2(1¢-1&)], (23)

as in ([@). Further assume that the activation functions o (+)s are “centered” such that E[o(7¢—1£)] =
0. Then, to prove Theorem[lit suffices to show that,

(i) the CK matrix K¢k ¢ of layer £ € {0,1,..., L} defined in (ZI) satisfies

IKck,e — Kex el = 0, (24

almost surely as n, p — oo, with KCK7 ¢ taking the generic form of
Kok = X X + VAV +apol,, o =717 — 10001, (25)
forall ¢ € {1...,L},J = [j1,...,jx] € R"™X, second-order data fluctuation vector

¥ = {||xi — E[xi]||* — E[||x; — E[x;]||?]}?; € R", second-order discriminative statistics
t = {tr Cg/\/ﬁ}le e RE, T = {tr CaCb/p}szl € REXK and

ttT + ar 3T apot
V=I[J , eRnX(K-i—l), A, = Qg2 £,3 £,2 ER(K+1)X(K+1);
[J/vp, ¥ ¢ ot ars
(26)

(ii) the coefficients oy 1, ay 2, g3 are non-negative and satisfy the following recursive rela-
tions

1
a1 = Elog(re—18)Par—11, ar2 =Eloj(re—18))Pae—1,2 + ZE[U?(WA&)]QOZ?*L@

1
ags = Elop(t—18)Pou—1,3 + gE[Uél(Tfflf)Fo‘gfl,l'

with Qe 4 = 045_1)4E [(02(7'@_15))2 + 0@(7'@_15)02/(7'@_15)] for & ~ N(O, 1).
We first introduce the following notations that will be consistently used in the proof: for x;,x; € R”

with i #£ j, let
Xi = Wi/\/D+2i/\/D X5 = p;/\/P+2i /D @n
so that z; ~ N (0,C;), z; ~ N(0,C;), and

1 1 1
XIX; =~z + -+ — (] 2 + B zi),
p p p
——
O(p=1/2) O(p~1)
1 o —1/2 1 2 1 —1/2
ti=—-trCy =0(p /), =~z -~ -trC; =O(p~—/7),
p p p
1
o =4/ —trC° = O(1),
p

Xi = ti+ i+ |lwil?/p+ 2] zi/p = ||Ixi||* — 707,
~——

O(p=1/2) Oo(~1)
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where we note that the notations 79, ¥; and ¢; (with a slight abuse of notation to denote C; = C,
for x; € C,) are in line with those defined in Assumptions[I]and Theorem[I] and we denote Si; any
term of the form

1
Sij = Sij(m1,72) = ];ZiTZj (y1(ti + i) +2(t; +5)) (28)

for random or deterministic scalars 71, v2 = O(1) (with high probability when being random).
Remark 5. The introduction of \S;; will, as we shall see below, greatly simplify our analysis. No-
tably, we have S;; = O(p_l) and more importantly, it leads to, in matrix form, a matrix of spectral

norm order O(p~'/2), see [[L1]. This (somewhat counterintuitive) spectral norm result will be con-
sistently exploited in the remainder of the proof.

To prove the above results, it suffices to establish the following entry-wise approximation of both
the diagonal and non-diagonal entries of K¢k ¢, the proof of which is given in Section[A.1.2]below.

Lemma 1. Under the assumptions and notations of Theorem [} for centered activation such
that Eloy(1e-1€)] = 0 with & ~ N(0,1) as in the statement of Theorem [l we have, for all
0 €/{0,...,L} and Kck ¢ defined in @1) that uniformly overall i # j € {1,...,n},

2
1 _
Kok, elij = oeax] x5 + aga(ts + i) (t; + 1) + s (EZZTZJ‘) + 8 +0(p~%), (29

and
Kok = 72 + au_1,4xi + cus(ti + )% +O0(p3/?), (30)
or Tp = o7 (1e_1€)| and non-negative scalars oy 1,0 2, Qp 3, Qg 4, O 5 Satisfy the followin,
E t? d gati I i , i , i ] he following
recursion

1
ap1 = Elop(re—18)Par—1,1,  ar2 =E[oy(re-18) 1,2 + ZE[UZ(TEAO]QO&?—L@

s = Eloj(ma&)Poe 15 + SElo (&),
g = a1 4B [(0)(10-1€))* + 00(Te-18) 07 (Te-1€)]

ars = ar15E [(0)(10-18))* + o0(Te-1)07 (T0-1€)]
a1,
+ = E o010 (re-18) + Ao (re1€)07 (1e-1€) + 3(0f (7e-18))°]
with initializations
ap1 =1, ap2=0, a3=0, as=1 «as=0. (31)
By Lemmal[Il we have in particular

[Kcok.i =12 +O0(p~Y?), (32)

so that in matrix form (by using the fact that ||A|| < n||A||max for A € R™*™ with ||A||max =
max;; |Al;; and {S;;}i; = OH,H(p*%), see again Remark 3] as well as {(zl-sz/p)Q}g,éj:1 =
%JTJT + Oy (p~1/?), see [11L130]):

Kok = ag)leX + VA@VT + (TZ2 — Tga&l)ln + O||.|| (p_l/Q), (33)

where Oj.;(p~1/2) denotes matrices of spectral norm order O(p~'/2), with

_ nx (K+1) _ [auottT + apsT ot
V - [J/\/ﬁv 1/’] € R ) Af - |: O[[_’QtT aE,Q Ll (34)
and
1 K 1 K
T:{—trCaCb} : t:{—trcg} , (35)
p a,b=1 \/5 a=1

as in the statement of Theorem[Il This thus concludes the proof of Theorem/[Il
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A.1.2 Proof of Lemmalll

In the following, we will prove Lemma[Ilby inductionon ¢ € {0,1,..., L}.

We start our mathematical induction by considering ¢ = 0. In this case, we have by definition
Kck,o = XTX so that

Koo = Koko = XX, (36)
with ag1 = 1, ap 2 = 0, ap,3 = 0 for non-diagonal entries and ovg 4 = 1, ap 5 = 0 for diagonal
entries.

We then assume the entry-wise approximation in Lemma [Tl holds at layer £ — 1 withd

2
1 _
[Kek.eo1)ij = ar1.1%; Xj+ap_12(ti+0:) (t+10;) 13 (]_?Z;rzj) +S;,;+0(p~*'?), (37)
for i # j, and
(Ko1)o = T2 1 + au_1.axi + 15t + )% + O(p~>/?). (38)
and work on the CK matrix Kcx ¢ at layer /.

By definition in (21)), using the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure for standard Gaussian
random variable as in [18| 4], we write

Kok, e-1)ij [Kck,e-1]3;
u = K —1]ii " Sis v = K 2—1|454 —_——— y 39
N vy L i
for independent &;,&; ~ N (0, 1). As such, we have, for layer ¢ that

[Kck i = E {Ug < Kok, e—1lii &ﬂ (40)

Kck,ij =E {Cfe < Kck,e—1]i '§i>

K K

oy Kok e-1lij Kok e1l3; @)

KC /— 9
VIKck,e—1lii K.e-1lis Kokl &

where the expectations are now taken with respect to the independent random variables &; and &;
(and in fact, conditioned on the random vectors x; and x;).

The objective is then to derive the approximation of [Kck ¢]i; and [Kcxk ¢]i; at layer ¢, both to terms
of order O(p*?’/ 2), and to subsequently derive the recursive relations between the key coefficients
of layer ¢ — 1:
{ap—11, 0012, 01,3, 1.4, 00-15}, (42)
and those of layer ¢
{ae1,ap2, a3, 004,005}, (43)
as given in the statement of Lemma[I]and Theorem[Il

On the diagonal. We start with the diagonal entries of Kk ¢, which, as per its expression in (0),
depends on the diagonal entries [Kck ¢—1]s; at layer £ — 1 as defined in (38). By Taylor-expanding

the nonlinear function f(¢) = v/t around the leading order term ¢t ~ 72, = O(1), one gets

\/[KCK,Efl]ii = \/Tf_l + ay_1,axi + ar—1,5(t + )2 + O(p=3/2)

2
@]

~1,4X —1,5(t 0)?) — == (1 )2+ O(p~3/2

(e + a5t 4i)7) 8%3_1( + )" +0(p™7)

=Te—1+ 5

2 2
A 015 — %71,4(

=Tp—1+ 5 Qp_1,4X: + ti + ¢1)2 + O(p73/2).

To—1 87’5371

®Recall that the introduction of the term S;; does not alter the form of Kck or Kcx in a spectral norm
sense, see again Remark [3] above.
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Further Taylor-expand U?(\/[KCK7g_1]ii &) = f(/[Kck,e—1lii - &) around 74_1&;, we get

Kk el =E [0'? (\/ [Kck,e—1]ii - f)] =E {f <\/ Kk, e—1lis §>}

. 1 A7 a5 — 0571,4 2
=E | f(re-18) + f(1e-16)§ Qp-1,4Xi + (t;i + i)

2701 87’?71

1, ai_y, _
+E [if (T€—1§)§2:| ﬁ(ti + )2 +0(p~3/?)

2 2
4T o015 — Qp_14

=E[f(re-1&)] + E[f" (1¢-18)] <%a€—1,4Xi +

(ti + %)2)

2
8T 4

1., aj_y, _
B30 | T 0+ 067

= E[f(re18)] + =5 Elf" (1)
A1 SB[ (71 O] + 0F B (1)
+ 8

(ti +4i)> + O(p~°/?),
where we denote the shortcut f(z) = oZ(z) and use the facts that

E[f' (70-16)€] = e Bl (7016)),  Elf"(re-18)(€? = 1)) = TP E[f"(7-1€)),  (44)
for £ ~ N(0,1), as a consequence of the Gaussian integration by parts formula.

As a consequence, we obtain the following relation

70 = \/Elo}(10-18)], 4= ar14E (09 (1e-1£))* + o(Te-18) 07 (10-18)]

aps = 15K [(0)(10-18))* + o0(1e-18) 07 (10-18)]
" 04571,4

E [o0(e-18)07" (1e-1€) + 40y (1e-18) 0} (Te-1€) + 3(07 (10-1£))?] -

This concludes the proof for the diagonal entries of K¢k ¢ in Lemmal[ll

Off the diagonal. We now move on to the more involved non-diagonal entries of K¢k ¢. First
note, for i # j, that

Kcxk,e—1]ij _ Kcx,e—1]ij

2 — 3
477 15— 5 4 4

Koxeli 7y + Q14X + 87 (ti +vi)? + O(p=3/2)

= [Kck.o-1)ij ( ! ! (0‘4‘1’4(@- + ) + O(p_l))) L O(p3/?)

-1 TE, \ 271
Qp_1,400011 1+ —3/2
= —|Kcexke-1lij — —F5—=(t: i)—2; z; + O
7’271[ CK,¢ 1] J 27,;,_1 (ti +¢ )pzz Zj + (p )
1 _ _
= 7[KCK,6—1]U +8ij +O0(p~%%) = 0(p~1/?),
—1

with
1 2
Kok o-1]ij = ar—1.1%) X5 + ap—12(ti + i)t +¥5) + a1 3 (1—?ZiTZj) + 8 +0(p %) =0@pm1?),

as in (87), where we recall S;; = L1z1z; (v1(t; + ;) + Y2(t; + ;) = O(p~!) and is of vanishing
spectral norm, see again Remark
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Then, it follows that

[Kck 671]'2'
K 1 RO G
\/[ K, e—1]j; [Kck o1

2 2
Q1 (1
= \/7'@2—1 +aporaxg + o5ty + )% — — (I_?ZiTZj) +O0(p=3/2)

Ti—1

1 a1 (1 2\ afiat + ) _
=Ty-1+ 5 (CYZ—lAXj +ap—15(t; + ¢j)2 - 2—11 (§ZTZJ> e AL +O(p 3/2)
—1

7 3
Ti—1 8774

1 ;41 (1 T 2 AT7 Jou1s —af gy 9 _3
o v A (2T, 2t + )%+ O(p~3/?).
Te—-1+ 2701 (af 1,4Xj 7'62—1 pzl Zj + 87'43_1 (tj + ;)" + O )

As a consequence, we get, again by Taylor expansion that

Kok e-1]ij Kokl
o Kk e—1]i '§i> o¢ (Kck,e—1 —_—
( [ ] VIKck -1l b Kck e—1)ii

1 47'27 Qg—1,5 — a27 -~
=0y | Te—1& + o—1,4Xi€i + - 3 i (t; +3)%& + O(p 3/2)

2701 8Ty 4

1 1 a1y (1 T )2
X op Kok,e—1]ij&i + m0-1& + 7— | a—1,4x5 — = | -z, z; j
(Te 1[ 1hist 165 271 < AN 7, \p &

2
47'@_16!@_175 —

2
QY14 _
57 (t; +15)%¢ + Olp 3/2)>

1 472 Joy1 5 — a2
= <0e(Té—1§i)+02(Te—1§i)§i (27'15 1a€—1,4Xi+ -1 . Ly

_ 8T

+0y/ (To— 1&)52 o 14(ti+¢i)2>

Z—l
K ; 1 aZ_ 1 2
X <0e(Te—1§j)+0’2(Té—1§j) <[ o1 16+ (ae—1,4Xj e (—ZiTZj) >§j
To— Te—1 Ti—1 p
47'227104571-,5 - 0‘?71.4
873, = (b + ;)%

1, V11522 ouralty 1) : _3)2

+507 (Te-1&;) &+ & +O0(p~7)
2 To—1 27101

= (00(e-1&) + Tui + Toi) (00(Te-185) + Tsij + T j + Tuij + Tuj + Sij) + O(p~>/?),

where we denote the shortcuts:

Qp_1, _
T = op(Te-1&)& - ﬁxz‘ =0(p~/?),

/ Ne. " N2, 1 — o _16)E
T, = ar—150)(Te-16:)&i + O‘%—l,él oy (Te-16)&me 31 oy(re-18)§ (t: + wi)Q _ O(pfl),
27Ty_1 8Ty,

that only depend on &;; and

Kok o—1)ij _
T35 = oy(Te-1&5)8i - Kexely _ O(p~'/?),

1 o? 1 2
Tyij = 2 (Te 157)52 & (EZ;FZJ‘> ZO(P_I)a



that depend on both &; and &;; as well as

2 2 2 2
Qp_1,4 Q11 (1 ATi 15 — gy
T3, = oy(Te-1&5)&; - ( Xj — (§Z;rzj> + (t; + %)2>

27’g71

=0(p "),

1 0‘%—1,4 _
Ty;= 502/(74—1&‘)5]2 e (t; +1;)> =0~ ),
-1

that only depend on ;, where we particularly note that the cross terms are of the form S;;.

As such, we have

Kok e1lij  [Kekealj
Kok, e—1lii - &i K L R
o7 ( [Kck,e—1ii - € ) og ,7KCK — CK,0—1]jj Koo i
= 0¢(T0-1&)00(T0-1&5) + 00(T0-1&)(T3,55 + Tuij) + 00(10-1&) (T35 + Tu,j)
+ 00 (Te-165) (T i 4 Toi) + T i(Ts,i5 + T ;) + Sij + O(p~3/?),

with in particular

/ Qyp—_1.4 ’ O‘é—l,l%Z;rz]
T1,i(Ts55 + Ts,5) = oy(Te-1&i)&i - T (ti + i) - op(Te—185) P
4 Oy _
O a&)G - G () - o) 5 b ) + O )

= oy(re-16)8i0 (70165 ;g“u +43) () + 1) + Sig + O(p~/?).
1

We thus conclude, for E[oy(,—1&)] = 0 with &€ ~ N(0, 1), that
Kcxk,elij

[Kok,e1)ij Kokl

=K K —1lii & (K Kore1la >
oz( Kck,e—1] f)aﬁ m cx.e-1j [Kck o—1]i &

= Elo¢(r0-1&)(T3,i5 + Tai5)] + E[op(re—18i) iy (Te— 153)53] o SR (t + i) (5 + )
é—l

+ Sij + O(p_3/2)

aj_1q (1 ?
oo(To—1&) o) (Te-1&;)€2 o (EZZTZJ)

-1

) [U@(W—l&)og(n_lgj)giw} " %E

+ Elo) (10-1&)&]Elo) (1e-165)€;] f214<ti+wi><tj+wj>+Sij+0<p-3/2>
é 1

2
= Bl 1 Kerca 1l + Bl (167 (LT

2
* %211741[‘3[02'(74—15)]2(@ + i)ty + y) + Sij + O(p~*?),
where we used again the fact that
El¢f(r€)] = TE[f'(r€)], E[£*f(7€)] = E[(€* — 1)f(r€)] = T°E[f" (r€)], (45)
for E[f(7€)] =

This allows us to conclude that

aon = Eloy(te-16)Par—1,1, e =E[o)(re-18)]%ar—12 + E[Uz (Te—18)]%_ 14, (46)

1
ars = Elog(r18)au13 + SE[07 (ea&)Paf_y 1. (47)
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This concludes the proof for the diagonal entries of K¢k ¢ in Lemma [I] and thus the proof of
Lemmalll

Lemma 2 (Consistent estimation of 7). Let Assumption[ll hold and let 7o = \/tr C°/p. Then, as
n,p — oo withp/n — ¢ € (0,00), we have,

1 n
=~ lIil® =7 =0, (48)
i=1
almost surely.

Proof of Lemmal2l Tt follows from that

1 1S /1 2 1
=Sl == <— Il = Zplzi + — IZilz) : (49)
i M=z \P p p

From Assumption [I} we have ||u,|| = O(1) so that %Zle > % lpal* = O (p~"). Since

E[z;] = 0, the second term % urz; of is a weighted sum of independent zero mean random
variables and vanishes with probability one as n,p — oo by a mere application of Chebyshev’s
inequality and the Borel-Cantelli lemma. Finally, using the strong law of large numbers on the third
term of equation (#9), we have almost surely,

11 K ng 2_1 K Ng C 1) = Ce 1 50
MZZHZZ'” _Ezgtr at0(1)=1trC°/p+o(1), (50)
a=11=1 a=1

where in the last line we use tr C3 = O(,/p) from Assumption[l] and thus £ 3" | 2> =72 =0
almost surely. This concludes the proof of Lemma[2l o

A.2  Proof of Theorem[2]
In this section, we provide detailed proof of Theorem[2l We follows the same notations and working
assumptions as in the proof of Theorem[d]in Appendix [A.1l

As already mentioned in (6), the NTK matrices Knrx ¢ of layer £ can be defined, again in an
iterative manner, via the CK matrices Kck ¢ and K’CK ; as follows [28]:

L
Kntik,0 = Kck,o = X' X,

!
Kntk,e = Kok e + Kntk -1 0 Kk -

where ‘A o B’ denotes the Hadamard product between two matrices A, B, and K¢ , € R™*"
denotes a CK matrix with nonlinear activation o7 (-) instead of oy(-) as for Kcxk ¢ in (@), that is

/ o ’ ’ -~ [KICK,é—l]ii [K/(]K,f—l]ij:|)
ey = Bl v~ (o0 |geée s g ]} o

To prove Theorem[2] one may want to apply directly Lemmal[l]to obtain an entry-wise approximation
of K ¢, with activation o'(-) instead of o(-). This approach works only if one assumes both

Elo¢(1¢-1€)] = 0 and E[o(7¢—1£)] = 0 hold true for & ~ A/(0, 1), which is too restrictive.
Instead, we will prove the following entry-wise approximation result on K/CK ¢» by assuming
Elo¢(re-1£)] = 0 only.

Lemma 3. Under the assumptions and notations of Theorem [Il for centered activation such
that Eloy(1e-1&)] = 0 with & ~ N(0,1) as in the statement of Theorem [l we have, for all
¢ €{0,..., L} and K , defined in (31D, that uniformly over all i # j € {1,...,n},

Kok elis = o + deax % + duz (i +x5) + 00 7™), (52)
and Ky Jic = 77 + O(p=Y/2), for 7 = \/E[o)(re-18)0,(1e—1&)], ée0 = E [o}(re_1€)]?, and
non-negative scalars ¢, 1, w2 such that

ée1 = E[of (7016 ar-11, 62 = E[o)(re-16) E [0} (te-1€)]

with initializations 70 = 0, ¢p,0 = 0, &p,1 = 1, and &2 = 0.

Qr—1.4
2 b)

The proof of Lemmal[3lis built upon Lemma[Iland given as follows.
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A.2.1 Proof of Lemma[3]

By its definition in (5I), we write again using the Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure for
standard Gaussian random variable that

[Kek,e-1]ij [Kck,e-1]3;
=/ IKceke-1)ii - &, v = Ko 1 Keke-1]jj — 7oL - &, (53
u Kek,e-1ii &, v= e CK,t—1)jj — Ko 1l &, (53)

for independent &;,&; ~ N(0,1). As such, we have, for layer ¢ that

Ko i =E [Ué ( Kck,e—1ii '§i> oy ( Kek,e—1ii - &)] (54)
[Kex,oij = E [Ué ( [Kcex,e—1]ii -&)

Kok e-1li [KCK,Z—I]?J'
K TR e 7
VI Kcexk,e—1lii ox.t=1lij Kck,e—1ii &

where the expectations taken with respect to the independent random variables &; and &;, as in the
proof of LemmalIl

<) (55)

It follows from Lemmal[Il that for E[o¢(7¢—1£)] = 0, we have, for layer £ — 1 that:

2
1 _
[Kex.eo1)ij = ar1.1%) Xj+ap_12(ti+10:) (t+0;) +ou13 (EZJZJ‘) +8i;+0(p~3/?), (56)
fori # j, and

Kk e—1]i = Teq + qo—1.aXi + 1,5t +1:)? + O(p3/?), (57)
for non-negative scalars a1, a2, iy 3, Qg 4, (g 5 defined in Lemmalll

Then, the proof of Lemma[3lis akin to that of Lemmal[ll with activation ¢’ instead of o.

On the diagonal. Since
\/[KCK,Z—I]ii = \/Tf,l +ap—1axi + 1,5t +¢i)% + O(p=3/2)

2
ay_
=71+ (ce—1,aXi + ce—1,5(ti +3)°) — . 31’4 (t; + )% + O(p~>/?)
2791 8Ty 4
47'}_ 01,5 — ozf_ _
=T-1+ Oéé 1,4Xi + ! 3 L (t; +¥3)* + O(p~/?),
27y 874

and denote the shortcut f(t) = ( '(t))?, we get, again by Taylor-expansion that

Kok, olii =E {f < [(Kcx o1 §>}

=K

4 2 - A2
f(Té—1§)+f/(Té—1§)§< : Qp—1,4Xi + Tiatis aé_1)4(ti+wi)2>]
1

271 ' 877

1 1 é 1,4 -3/
+E[5m)€| T 0+ 0670

472 15— a2
= Elf(re-16)] + I (re-16)] Gau,uﬁ L af‘l’%iwi)‘z)
-1

2
+E 30008 5 6+ ) + 06

2
Z 1
= E[f (re-1)] + “SElf (1)
40&271,51*3[]0”(7'2715)] +of_ 1,4 E[f"" (11-18)]
* 8

(ti 4 105)? + O(p~3/?),
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where we used the facts that
E[f' (7e-16)€] = o1 Elf"(7e16)],  Elf"(7e-18)(€? = V)] = 77 E[f"(71€)],  (58)
for £ ~ N(0,1), again as a consequence of the Gaussian integration by parts formula.

This allows us to conclude that the proof of Lemma [3 for the diagonal entries of K’CKI, with

71 = /Eloy(ti-18) 0} (re-16)].

Off the diagonal. We now move on to the non-diagonal entries of K/CK,é' First recall from
LemmalIlthat for i # 7,
Kok o1 1

Koo i 71 [Kex,e-1lij + Sij + 0(p~?) = 0(p™"/?),

with
1 2
Kok o-1]ij = ar—1.1%) X5 + ap12(ti + i) (t) + ) + a1 3 (I—?ZiTZj) + 8 +0@p %) =0@(m1?),

and therefore

Kk, —1)%
\/[KCK,Z—I]jj -

Kck,e—1]i

2 2 2 2
1 ap_11 (1 ATi 15 — g 4
=71+ Gy <aEI,4Xj -— <];Z;I—Zj + 3 (tj +5)°

Ti—1 8754

+0(p~*"?).

As a consequence, we get, again by Taylor expansion that

K Kek,e—1)%
0’2< Kcx,e—1lis - §1> oy Koxely Keke-1]jj — 2 - &5

VIKck,e—1lii Kcxk,e—1)ii

1 472 01,5 — o2 _
=0y | Te-1& + 14X + —— 3 LA )% + O(p3/?)
271 8T

1 1 af 14 (1 2
X o) - 1[KCKZ 1)i;& + Te— 1€g+2— Qp14X5 — —5— (]_?Z;rzj) &

Ti—1

2
47’5716!@_175 —

2
S 1 )2 + 0<p3/2>>

3
8754

47'@2_ Qp—_1,5 — Oé%_
B ("é(ma—) ol (o) ( Qv+ LS TR 2

2Ty 8Ty 4
2 a%—l 4 2
+0y (Te-1&)E; 3.2 = (t; + i)
Ti—1

Kok e—1)ij 1 af 11 (1 ?
« / L& " B ) [ 5 J : _ L > T, .
(W(Té 1&5) + 07 (Te-1&;) ( o1 &+ 271 Qr—1,4X5 7'62—1 pzz Zj &

2
4T€_1Oég,175 —

3
8T

2
14 (t; + %‘)2&‘)

1,7
1 Q—1,1,%; Zj op—1.4(t; +v;
+507 (T-1§5) < P+ EURA)

Te—1 271

2
5;‘) +0(p~%?)
= (op(te—1&) + Tri + Toyi) (0p(1e—1&5) + Ts,45 + T35 + Taij + Tuj + Sij) + o(p~3/?%),
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where we denote the shortcuts:

Q14 _
T, =0y (Te-1&)& - ﬁXi =0(p %),

" Ne " N2, gl (o, D&
Ty, = (ae1,5;£ (Te-16:)&i +a§_174o’z (7'67151)517; ! o (1e-1&i)§ ) (ts + )2 = O~ 1),
Te-1 Ty
that only depend on &;; and
K —1lij _
Tyi; = ol (1o-1€;)6 - [Kek,e-1]ij = O(p~1/?),
Te—1
1 a1 (1 1\ _
Tyij = 500 (1018)E - —5—=— (=225 ) =0(p™"),
v ) £ ( ]) TZ2—1 P J ( )

that depend on both &; and ¢;; and

2 2 2 2

Q1.4 11 (1 ¢ ATy 015 — 0y 4 2

Ta o = (10 1E)Es - A ) =y )

3,5 = 0y (Te-1&5)&; <27'51 X 27,5,_1 (pzlzj) + (tj +1b5)
=0(p'/?),

2
Qp_1.4
2
4ty 4

1
Ty = 502"(Te—1§j)§f : (t; +1;)> =0~ "),

that only depend on ;, where we particularly note that the cross terms are of the form S;;.

As such, we have

[Kok,e-1)ij Kokl
K i A
VI[Kck i—1lii cx.t=1lig (Kck,e—1)ii &
= 0p(10-1&) 00 (T0-1&5) + 09 (Te-1&) (Th,i5 + Tayij) + 0p(10-1&) (T35 + Tu,j)
+ 0y (T0-165)(Th i 4 Toi) + T1i(Ts45 + T ;) + Sij + O(p~3/?)
o
(

oy ( (Kck,e—1]i 'fi) oy

= 0(10-1&)0p(Te-1&5) + 04 (Te—1&) (T3, + O(p™ ")) + 04(re—1&) (T, + O(p™ 1))
+0y(T0-18)(Tri + O(p™ ) + O(p™ ") + Sij + O(p~*/?)
= oy(re-18i)0p(Te-1&5) + op(Te-16:) (02'(74—153‘)& : w

+ 0(29‘1))
+0i(71-18) (o1 (1166 - (54 + 007 ) + 06

+or16) (o7 1806 - S+ 0(7) ) + 06 7) + 53,+ 0 ")
= 0y(1e-1&) 0y (Te-1&5) + 0p(Te-1&i)&i07 (Te-1;5) - W

Q1.4 1, _
UG+ 0L (Tm1€)E04 (Te-1€5) - m—x + Sij + O(p7)
2791 271

+ oy(Te-1&i)ay (Te-1&5)8; -
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This further leads to the following approximation of [K(y ,]i; as

Kok, 13
E |0 Kk —1li - & | x oy Eoreily (K SRS
e( [Kcx,e-1] 5) ¢ \/m Ok, 1]35 [Kcex,e—1ii &
_ / / / " [KCK’Eil]ij
=E|oy(re-1&)00(Te-1&5) + 00(1e-1&)&i07 (Te-1&5) - R

01,4 Q14

+ oy (Te-1&i)oy (Te—1€5)E; -

Xj + 07 (Te-1&)&ioy(Te—1&5) -

i+ S +0(p!
271 Xi +Sij +O(p™")

= E[oy(1¢-16)]° + E [0} (1-16)]” - [Kexe—1lij

+Elolra ) Eloy (ma@)] - =55 (i +x5) + 8+ 007

= B0y (m-19)” + E[o7 (1)) - a11%]%; + E [0 (7e-1§) E [0 (re1)] - =512 (i + x3) + O(p

27’471

= Qo+ Geax!xj +cua (i +x5) + O Y)

with é o = E [0 (r7_1£)]? and

1 =Efof (a8 ar-11, - G = Elop(ra O Efof (8] 251

where we used again the Gaussian integration by parts formula. This concludes the proof of
Lemmal[3l

A.2.2 End of proof of Theorem 2]

With Lemma [3] at hand, it remains to show, as in the proof of Theorem [lin Section [A1] that the
on- and off-diagonal entries of Kk ¢ satisfy the following relation:

1 2
(KnTK,elij = Beax] X; + Bea(ts + i)t + ;) + Bes (Ez;rzj) + 85 +0(p~3?), (59

for all 7 # j and

[Knrx,dii = w7 +O(p~1/?), (60)
with 77 4+ K7_ 77
We again proof the above approximation by induction on ¢ € {1,...,L}. For the case £ = 0 we
have KnTk,0 = X' X so that
Bea =1, Be2=Pe3 =0, £Ko=To. (61)

We then assume the induction hypothesis holds for ¢ — 1, that is

1 2 _
[KNTK,—1)ij = Be—1,1% Xj + Be—1.2(ti + i) (t; + ;) + Be-1.3 (EZ;FZJ) + 85+ O0(p~3/?),

[Kntk.o 1)ii = k2, 4+ O(p~/?),

and work on the off-diagonal and then diagonal entries of KnTxk ¢ at the layer £ as follows.
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Off the diagonal. By Lemmal(lland Lemmal[3] we have, for the non-diagonal entries of KnTK ¢
with ¢ # j that

(Kntx.elij = Kok dij + [Knrx,e-1]i; Kok i

1 2
= qp1X; X5 + aga(ti + i) (t; +05) + s (EZiTZj)

2
+ (ﬁll,lx;rxj + Be—1,2(ti + ) (&5 + ¥5) + Be—1.3 (%ZZTZJ‘) )

x (g0 + Cun - X xj + e (xi +x5)+00@ ) + O(p~—3/?)
= (a1 + Bo-1,1 - Gu0)X, X + (2 + Bo—1,2 - o)t + i) (tj +5)

2
) ) 1 _
+ (o3 + Be—1,3- G0+ Be—1,1 - o) (EZZ—TZJ‘) + 85+ O0(p~3/?),

so that

Be1 = o + Be—1,10u0,

Be,2 = oo + Be—1,20u0,

Bez = a3+ Be—1,3¢0,0 + Be—1,100,1,
with

duo = Eloy(r—16))*,  duq =E o} (r-16)]* a_1,1,

as in Lemma[3l This concludes the proof of the non-diagonal entries of KnTK -

On the diagonal. We now evaluate the diagonal entries of KnTxk ¢ as

Knrx, i = Kok, eii + Knrk,e—1]ii - Kok i = 70 + Ki_17¢ + op7%),
as a consequence of Lemmal[l] Lemma[3] and the induction hypothesis. We thus obtain
K =7} + K{_177, (62)

with kg = 79 = \/tr C°/p defined in Assumption [T} where we recall 7y = 0 from Lemma[3

Assembling in matrix form. Putting everything together in matrix form, we obtain, as in the proof
of Theorem[T]in Appendix[A_T] that

[Knrk,elij = Beax) X + Bea(ts + ) (t; + 1) + Bes <%Z;I—Zj>2 + 8ij + O(p~3/?),
and
[Knrx,elie = Kok i + [Knri,e—1]ii - [Kok i = T2+ RO ) = K2+ 0(p?),
so that in matrix form
Knrice = BeaX X + VB VT + (k2 — 72801)L, + Op (p™ %), (63)

where Oy (p~/2) denotes matrices of spectral norm order O(p~1/2) as n, p — oo, with

tt7 + BesT Pt
V = [3/yp, ¢ e REHD B, = | Fe2 ’ 2 64
[ /\/1_9 ¢] L ﬁg)gtT 6572 (64)

which concludes the proof of Theorem 2l
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A.3 Two equivalent centering approaches in the single-hidden-layer case

In this section, we aim to show that “centering” the CK matrices K¢k by pre- and post-multiplying

P =1, — 1,1 /n performed in [4, Theorem 1] is equivalent to take E[o(75¢)] = 0 as in our
Theorem[Tlin the single-hidden-layer £ = 1 setting, in the sense that one has
IP(Kex,1 — Kok, )Pl = 0, (65)

almost surely as n, p — oo, for the same KCK,l as defined in Theorem[Iland an arbitrary choice of
E[o(70£)] (so in particular, one may freely take E[o(79&)] # 0 which is different from the setting of
our Theorem[T)). The proof is as follows.

First note that the assumption E[o(79£)] = 0 is only used for the off-diagonal entries of the CK
matrix Kcx 1, so we focus, in the sequel, only on the off-diagonal terms, while the discussions on
the on-diagonal entries are the same as in Appendix[A.1l

By its definition in (3) and the fact that K¢k o = XTX, one has
|2 T.
Kcxalis = Euolor (w)o (0)], with u,0 ~ A (0, {”’%' X; Xg]) , (66)
' x;x; x5l
so by performing a Gram-Schmidt orthogonalization procedure as in the proof of Theorem [l in
Appendix[A_ ] one has
w=lxil &, v=lxil (- &+ 1= 25 ), (67)
for two independent standard Gaussian random variables &; and ;, where we denote the shortcut

T .
Zij = T e for the “angle” between data vectors x; and x;.

It can be checked, for x; = p;/\/p + z;//p with E[z;] = 0 and E[z;2] | = C; that

1 1 2 1
Ixll® = = (s + 26) T (s + 20) = =l > + =l 2 + ~2] z;
p p p p
1 2 1 1
= —lpwl®+ Zpizi+ —rC° + —trC{ + P,
p p p p ~~

—— = N—— O(p=1/2)
O(p~') =72=0(1) =t;=0(p~1/2)
where we recall the definition v; = - |z;|* — L tr C; = O(p~'/?). As such, by Taylor-expanding

V/||x:||? around ||x;||? ~ 78 = O(1), we get

1 1 _
Ixill = 70+ == ([l 1*/p + 218 2 [p + ti + i) — == (ti + )% + O(p~>/?)
270 87

=719+6; + O(p~%/?),

where we denote the shortcut

1 1 _
0i = o—(lmall®/p+ 20 2i/p + ti ) — (b + i)* = O(p™"/%), (68)
70 87
so that
S(1; +20) " (1 +25)
lIxl|£i; = T
_ Sul g+ ol 2+ pfz) + Szl 2 O
70+ 5= (t: + i) + O(p~1)
L tit+y -1 L T LT T L1 —3/2
=== 0] “uln+ = (! 7))+ —z 2z, 0] /
<TO 27_5, + (p )> (piu’?, ,’l’] + p(iu’z ZJ + ,’l’] z ) + pzz ZJ + (p )
1

1 ¢ L Lo+ T ) -3/2
=—(=2]z;+-plp; +—(ulz; +plz;) + S ) + O/
- (p j p“ 127 p(l‘ j T My ) J (p )

1
= —Aij + Sz'j + O(p73/2).
70
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Therefore, again by Taylor-expansion,

\/HXJ'H2 = (IIx114i5)% = \/(||Hj||2/p+ 2u) 2 /p+ 75+t + ;) — (Aij /70 + Sij)?

1 1
=70 + 5— ([l I /0 + 28] 2 /0 + ti + i) — 5 (ti + ¢3)°
210 875
1 /1 2
T —3/2
=1+0;, — L (EZTZ‘>2 4+ S, +O(p_3/2),
J 27,3 P 1 <] J

Following the same idea, we again Taylor-expand o1 (-) in the definition of K¢k 1 as

o1(u) = o1(10&) + o (10&:)€ibs + iai’(m&)ff(fi +1:)? +0(p~*?),

87’3
and
o1(v) = o1 (%1456 + Il /1 = 23,6:)
1 1 T ? 1 73/2
=01 Tofj +fj9j — €J2_Tg’ ];Zi Z; + &%Aij + Sij + O(p )
1 _
= 01(0&5) + 01(70&5)€;60; + QUY(TO@K?(% +15)% + Xij + O(p~%/?),
with

2
1 1 1 1 _
Xij = —&io1(10&;)Aij + 55 <—ZiTZj> (5301'(To€j) - —§j01(70§j)) + S =0(p '),
T0 275 \p 70
where we recall the definition

1 1 1
Aij = ];zlzj + ];uluj + ];(ulzj + 1l z) = x]x;. (69)

O(p=1/2) O(r~—1)

For independent &; and ;, we denote the following coefficients

po =E[o1(708)], p1 =E[0}(0€)], p2 =E[o{(108)], ps = E[oy"(706)], (70)
so that
E[¢o1(10€)] = 10E[0] (10€)] = Top1,  E[éo1(10€)] = Top2, (71)
as well as

El*0 (08)] = E[(€* = D)ot (106)] + p2 = G E[01" (08)] + p2 = 5pa+ 12, (72)
for ps = E[o1"” (70¢)]-
This further allows us to write, for A;; = O(p~'/?) and 6; = O(p~'/?) that

Kk, 1]ij = Eu,plo1(w)or(v)]

=E [01 (10&i) + 01 (10&:)&ib: + ialf(ﬁ)&)f?(fi + ¢z‘)2}

2
875

x E [0'1 (10&5) + 01 (10€;)E;0; + %0/1/(7'053')532‘(@ + 1/13‘)2]

+E [(UI (10&) + 01 (10&:)&ibi + #01/(70&)&2(% + %‘)2) Xij] +0(p~*?)
0

T4p4 + D2 8P4 + P2
= (Po + Top20; + 0873(1% + %)2) (po + Top20; + 0873(%' + %‘)2)

+ E[o1(r0&) Xi5] + Sij + O(p3/?),
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where the expectation is taken with respect to the independent &; and £; (so, in fact, conditioned on
X;, X;), so that

Kk, 1]ij = Eu,v[o1(u)o1(v)]

2 2
ToP4 + P2 ToP4 + D2
= | po + Top2ti + Lt + ¥:)* ) ( po + Top2b; + L (t; + ;)
875 87

2
1 1 1
+E %&01 (10&i) o (T0€5) Aij + 32 (EZZTZJ‘)

1
(51'201 (10&i)o (T0&;5) — g (T0&i)€j01 (7053‘))]
+ Sij + O(pig/z)
= (po+ B+ Bt +v0?) (mo+ B + B + %)

2
A+ L (}9) p (EI(€ = Dos (r0€)]) + oy + Op—?)

27'02
2
pop Pop4 p
=pp+ 02 2(xi +x5) + OT (ki +a)® + (b5 +15)%) + f(ti + i) (t; + ¥5)
p3 (1 2
+ridiy + 5 (EZJZJ‘) +8ij +0(p ),

where we recall the shortcut

1 1 Xi  (ti+ )2 _
0; = — |12 2Ti t; i) ———=— (s i2E ———=0 1/2 73
2TO(HMZH /p+2p; zi /p+ti+i;) 87370( +i) 2 87m (p~/%), (73)
with
xe = b+ sl2/p+ 2072/ = il — 7o, 74)

This gives, in matrix form,
1 1 1
Kck1 = p21,1] 4 p? (EZTZ + I;JMTMJT + E(JMTZ + ZTMJT)>
Pop2 T T PboP4 K 24T K 21T
+ 50+ Lax ) + == (({talna oy + 9)°1 + La[({taln, Yoa +4)7")

P K K 031\
+ F{taln ooy + ¥)({taln, oy +9) " + 5 (52 Z)

+ (Elof (06)] = p§ — 761 Ln + Opy(0~1/?),
where we denote x = {x;}"; € R", A°? the entry-wise square of the matrix A € R"™*", i.e.
[A°?];; = [A;;]?, and use again the fact that |A] < n||A|« for A € R™ ™ with ||Alje =
1 02 B .
max;; [Alij, {Sij}i; = O).(p~2) as well as (%ZTZ) = 2ITIT + Oy (p~'/?) according
to [L1]].
Finally, using the fact that for P = I,, — lnll/n, we have IIP = 0,P1,, = 0, we conclude the

proof of (63) with the same expression of IN(CKJ as in the statement of our Theorem [I] without the
assumption E[oq (79£)] = 0. This, however, no longer holds in the multi-layer setting with a number
of layers L > 1.

A.4 Proof and discussions of Corollary[T]

To prove Corollary[] it can be easily checked that the i.i.d. entries of the weights W defined in (18]
have zero mean and unit variance. So we focus on the design of the activations.

To ensure that the activation functions o¢(-)s are “centered” and satisfy E[o(7¢—1£)] = 0, we define,
with a slight abuse of notation, for the non-negative sequence 71, . . ., 7, defined in Theorem/[T]

or(t) =a- (lics, + Lissy), 00{) = b1 (Licr, + Lisry) + b2+ Lry<t<rs, (75)
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and take o o = Elor(14-18)], o7 (10-1&) = 01 (10-1&) = or(10-1§) — 0, Which serves as the

activation of the first =1, ..., L — 1 layers, and a, s and so satisfying the following equations
Elof(re-18)] = # . (8*53/(27'@271) — e*Sf/(QTffl)) ’ (76)
VaTTi—1
E[g’j’,(w_lg)] — \/ﬁ% . (826_53/(2”2*1) _ Sle_Sf/(zTg—l)) ’ (77)
-1
2 _ 2a -
E[(02(s-18))"] = % . (826—%/(27&1) _ Sle—s?/(?u‘il)) 7 (78)
Vet _q
a? S S
-1 -1

and ar, o = Elog(7€)], or(7€) = o7 (7€) = or (7€) — ar,0, which serves as the activation of the
last and Lth layer, and by, ba, 71, 72, 73 and 74 satisfying the following equations

by (e—ri/<2r2> _ e—r§/<2r2>) by (e—r§/<2r2> _ e—r§/<2r2>)

Elog ()] = NorE + N , (80)
) by (me—ri/(zﬁ) _ rle—rf/@ﬁ)) by (Tze—ré/@r% _ T3e—r:3/<2f2>)
Elog(r¢)] = Nor= + Nore ., 8D
(0% )] = b2 (me—ri/(zr% _ rle—rf/<272>) N b2 (W—r%/@ﬁ) — rge3/ (2% |
V23 Nore (82)

= 20, 0E[(0(7€))],

E[(03(r¢))] = % (erf (ﬁ) —orf (ﬁ)) + +§ (erf (ﬁ) e (ﬁ»

2
— QLo

(83)
with 7 = 77,_1.

A few remarks on Corollary[fland Algorithm[T]are as follows.

On the numerical determinations of o7 and 0. The above system of nonlinear equations does
not admit explicit solutions, but can be solved efficiently using, for example, a (numerical) least
squares method. Precisely, we use the numerical least squares method (the optimize.minimize
function of SciPy library) to solve the above system of equations, and run for 1000 times with
random and independent initializations to get 1 000 solutions, among which we choose the optimal
parameters to determine o and o7 .

On the two activations. Note that in Algorithm[Ilwe use the activation o and o respectively for
the first = 1, ..., L —1 and the final and Lth layer, since we only need to match the key parameters
o1, 02 and ay 3 for the first £ = 1,..., L — 1 layer, and the additional parameter 7, for the last
Lth, so as to obtain spectrally equivalent CK and NTK matrices for the whole network of depth L.
Also note that the proposed activation functions o7 and o have respectively three and five (in fact
six parameters with the symmetric constraint r; — 79 = 73 — 4 as in Figure[T)) parameters that are
freely tunable. And we have respectively three and four (nonlinear) equations to determine these
parameters in the system of equations above.

B Additional experiments

In this section, we provide additional experiments to demonstrate the advantageous performance
of the proposed “lossless” compression approach. Figure [ depicts the classification accuracies
using three different neural networks: (i) the original “dense and unquantized” nets with three fully-
connected layers of ReL'U activations, (ii) the proposed sparse and quantized DNN model as per
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Algorithm [l and (iii) the “heuristically” compressed networks by (iii-i) uniformly and randomly
two tasks of MNIST data classification [32] having five classes (digits 0, 1,2, 3, 4) and two classes
(digits 6 versus 8). This allows us to have a more qualitative assessment of the impact of data and
task on the performance of the proposed compression scheme. We see, as in Figure 3| for ten-class
MNIST and ten-class CIFAR10, that the proposed compression approach significantly outperform
the two “naive” compression approaches, and can achieve a memory compression rate of 103 and
a level of sparsity up to 90%, with virtually no performance loss. Also note that the experimental
settings of Figure ] is almost the same as those of Figure 3] in Section H] except that the former
networks have less neurons per layer and slightly higher level of sparsity (90% here instead of 80%
in the setting of Figure[3), to solve the simpler two-class or five-class classification problems.

1 T T T T T TTT] T T T T T T T F_A_hu‘:.———‘=.

—— e=0%
oy -/"//-éﬂ*‘ - e =50%
< —

S o8l || —e— 57'9'0%
§ —— original

—e— naive quantized
—e— naive sparsity

0.6 Ll Lol L Ll
10° 10° 107 10
Memory (bits)

l—— o——0
—h— e = 0%
- ,_’—0—0——"'/‘ - £ =50%
§ 0.8 | | | —e— e =90%
g —o— original
< —e— naive quantized
0.6 | Ll Ll o —@— naive sparsity

10° 10” 10® 10° 100

Memory (bits)

Figure 4: Test accuracy of classification on 2-class (top) MNIST dataset - digits 6 versus 8 and 5-
class (bottom) MNIST dataset - digits (0, 1,2, 3,4). Blue curves represent the proposed “lossless”
compression scheme with different levels of sparsity e € {0%, 50%, 90%}, purple curves represent
the heuristic sparsification approach by uniformly zeroing out 90% of the weights, green curves
represent the heuristic quantization approach using the binary activation o (t) = 14« _1 + 1¢>1 (only
applied on the first two layers, otherwise the performance is too poor to be compared to other curves),
and red curves represent the original (dense and unquantized) network. All nets have three fully-
connected layers, and the original network uses ReLLU activations for all layers. Memory varies due
to the change of layer width of the network.

In Table[ll and 2] we evaluate the impact of activation functions on the classification performance
on data of different nature, on a set of fully-connected DNN models having three hidden layers (of
width d; = 3000,ds = 3000,ds = 1000 in each layer) and use the same activation o(-) for all
layers.

More precisely, Table [l depicts the classification accuracy and the values of the key parameters o,
a, ag and 7 for different activations o(+) in the asymptotic equivalent CK matrix Kck defined
in Theorem [Tl of the third and final layer of the network, on a binary classification of MNIST data
(class 6 versus 8). Similarly, Table [2] compares the classification accuracy and oy, ag, as, T for
different activations, on two-class GMM data with identical mean p, = 0,, and different covariance
C, = (1+4+8(a—1)/\/p)Ip, a € {1,2}, The numerical experiments are performed on a training set
of size 12000, a test set of 1800, with x1,...,X,/2 € C1 and X,,/241,...,X, € Co, for standard
Gaussian W on both MNIST and GMM data.

We observe from Table [Tl and 2] that:



®

(i)

(iii)

Table 1:

while in theory, the key parameters o1, s, a3 and 7 (in Theorem[TI) depend on both (the
statistics of) the data and the activation, the impact of the activation o appears much more
significant;

by using some o (with the corresponding a1, o and/or a3 being zero), one asymptotically
“discards” either the first-order (pt,,) or the second-order (t, T) statistics of the data (which,
per Theorem[d] are respectively weighted by the key parameter a1, as and a3), resulting
in performance degradation;

precisely, we divide commonly used activations in Table [1] and 2] into the following three
categories:

1. covariance-oriented activations with cr; = 0: this includes cos(t) and |¢|; and
2. mean-oriented activations with .y = 0 and a3 = 0: this includes 1;>0, sign(t),
(14 e~t)~1 [21], sin(t), linear function, and the Gaussian error function erf(t); and

3. balanced activations with nonzero i, s, as: this includes ReLU activation
ReLU(t) = max(t,0) and Leaky ReLU activation [43].

The above classification of activation functions is reminiscent of that proposed in [37],
which is, however, only valid in a single-hidden-layer setting. In line with the observations
made in [37], we see in Table [1] that covariance-oriented activations behave poorly in the
classification of MNIST data (that are known to have very different first-order statistics,
see for example [37, Table 3]), while mean-oriented activations yield unsatisfactory per-
formance on GMM data having different covariance structure in Table [2| In a sense, the
parameter «; characterizes the “ability” of a given net to extract first-order data statistics
and o, a3 the “ability” to extract second-order statistics from the input data, respectively.

Classification accuracy and values of a;, ag, g and 7 at the third and final layer, on

MNIST data (digits 6 versus 8).

Table 2:
data.

a(t) o1 o9 o3 T Accuracy
max (0, t) 0.0156 0.0105 0.0112 0.1994 0.971
0.1t - 14co+1t-1¢>0 0.0083 0.0097 0.0081 0.1750 0.9654
1i>0 0.0642 0 0 0.5 0.9665
sign(t) 0.1779 0 04689 09715
1/(1+et) 0.0002 0 0 00129 0.9637
sin(t) 0.1779 0 0 04689  0.9749
t 1 0 0 1.0021 0.981
erf(t) 0.2166 0 0 0.5053 0.9788
cos(t) 0 0.0003 0 0.0116 0.5257
|t] 0 0.0209 0 0.2195 0.5709

Classification accuracy and values of a1, a2, a3 and 7 at the third and final layer, on GMM

o(t) a1 Qo Qs T Accuracy
max(0, t) 0.0156  0.0092 0.0099 0.2128  0.8945
0.1¢- 14co+t-14>0 0.0083 0.0085 0.0071 0.1867  0.9079
1i>0 0.0564 0 0 0.5 0.5028
sign(t) 0.2256 0 0 1 0.4916
1/(1+e?) 0.0002 0 0 0.0135  0.5173
sin(¢) 0.1512 0 0 0.4729  0.5025
t 1 0 0 1.0693  0.5045
erf(t) 0.1912 0 0 0.51 0.4989
cos(t) 0 0.0003 0 0.015  0.9598
|t] 0 0.0184 0 0.2342  0.9302
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