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Abstract

We investigate forward signal propagation and
gradient back propagation in deep, randomly ini-
tialized transformers, yielding simple necessary
and sufficient conditions on initialization hyperpa-
rameters that ensure trainability of deep transform-
ers. Our approach treats the evolution of the repre-
sentations of n tokens as they propagate through
the transformer layers in terms of a discrete time
dynamical system of n interacting particles. We
derive simple update equations for the evolving
geometry of this particle system, starting from a
permutation symmetric simplex. Our update equa-
tions show that without MLP layers, this system
will collapse to a line, consistent with prior work
on rank collapse in transformers. However, unlike
prior work, our evolution equations can quantita-
tively track particle geometry in the additional
presence of nonlinear MLP layers, and it reveals
an order-chaos phase transition as a function of
initialization hyperparameters, like the strength
of attentional and MLP residual connections and
weight variances. In the ordered phase the par-
ticles are attractive and collapse to a line, while
in the chaotic phase the particles are repulsive
and converge to a regular n-simplex. We analyt-
ically derive two Lyapunov exponents: an angle
exponent that governs departures from the edge of
chaos in this particle system, and a gradient expo-
nent that governs the rate of exponential growth
or decay of backpropagated gradients. We show
through experiments that, remarkably, the final
test loss at the end of training is well predicted
just by these two exponents at the beginning of
training, and that the simultaneous vanishing of
these two exponents yields a simple necessary and
sufficient condition to achieve minimal test loss.
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94305 2Department of Applied Physics, Stanford University,
Stanford, CA 94305. Correspondence to: Aditya Cowsik
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1. Introduction and Related Work
Deep transformers (Vaswani et al., 2017) with many lay-
ers have been incredibly successful in a variety of domains
from NLP (Devlin et al., 2018; Brown et al., 2020), to vi-
sion (Dosovitskiy et al., 2020; Khan et al., 2022; Han et al.,
2022; Arnab et al., 2021). Such transformer layers involve
many components, including attention, a nonlinear MLP
layer, and residual connections, our understanding of how
signals propagate through many such complex layers, even
at initialization, is still rudimentary. It is unclear how to
quantitatively describe this signal propagation and its de-
pendence on hyperparameters, as well as how to use any
such quantitative description to rationally choose good ini-
tialization hyperparameters that ensure good final test loss.
Here we derive an analytic description of both forward sig-
nal propagation of tokens through transfomers, as well as
the back-propagation of gradients, and we experimentally
show that two simple properties of this signal propagation
at initialization are sufficient to predict test loss at the end
of training.

Our work extends to transformers a body of work that devel-
oped quantitative theories of forward and backward signal
propagation through pure deep MLP networks (Saxe et al.,
2014; Poole et al., 2016; Schoenholz et al., 2017; Penning-
ton et al., 2017; 2018; Doshi et al., 2023; He et al., 2022).
In particular (Poole et al., 2016) described quantitatively
how the geometry of pairs of inputs changed as they propa-
gate through the layers of a randomly initialized nonlinear
MLP. This analysis revealed the existence of two distinct
dynamical phases of signal propagation depending on ini-
tialization hyperparameters: ordered and chaotic. In the or-
dered (chaotic) phase nearby inputs converge (diverge) and
backpropagated gradients vanish (explode). Initialization
along a co-dimension 1 phase boundary in hyperparameter
space, i.e. at the edge of chaos, was shown to constitute a
single necessary and sufficient condition on initialization
hyperparameters to enable the trainability of deep MLPs
(Schoenholz et al., 2017). Doshi et al. (2023) extended this
to a generic case with skip connections and layer norm.

Here we show how to extend this work to transformers,
which is more complex because we must track the geom-
etry of n different inputs, corresponding to n tokens, as
they simultaneously propagate through transformer blocks.
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And interestingly, we will find not 2 but 4 distinct phases
marked by distinct properties of forward versus backward
signal propagation. In the forward direction, we will find
an order-chaos phase transition between two phases: an
ordered phase where the n token representations converge
and collapse to a line, and a chaotic phase where the n token
representations chaotically repulse each other and converge
to a regular n-simplex. In the backward direction, we will
find a different dynamical phase transition between two
phases: one phase corresponding to exponentially explod-
ing gradients across layers, and another phase corresponding
to exponentially vanishing gradients. Each of these phase
transitions possesses a co-dimension 1 phase boundary in
initialization hyperparameter space, but these two phase
boundaries are not identical, as in the case of pure MLPs.
Thus depending on initialization hyperparameters, forward
signal propagation can either be ordered or chaotic, and
backward gradient propagation can either be vanishing or
exploding, yielding 4 possible dynamical phases of signal
propagation in transformers. In contrast, because forward
and backward phase boundaries are identical in MLPs, they
only exhibit two distinct phases. We will further find that
initializing hyperparameters at the intersection of these two
phase boundaries constitutes a simple necessary and suffi-
cient condition for ensuring low final test loss at the end of
training. Moreover we will derive two Lyapunov exponents
that measure departures from each phase boundary in initial-
ization hyperparameter space, and show that a combination
of just these 2 numbers can, surprisingly, quantitatively pre-
dict the test loss at the end of training.

In related work on transformers, Dinan et al. (2023) devel-
oped a theory of hyperparameter initialization for transform-
ers in the large width limit, though their analysis did not
explicitly take the depth of the transformer into account and
therefore did not analyze deep signal propagation. Other
work has analyzed rank collapse of attention matrices in
deep transformers (Dong et al. (2021); Noci et al. (2022;
2023)), which leads to vanishing gradients. Thus, to en-
sure the trainability of deep transformers one must tune
initialization hyperparameters to prevent rank collapse. A
similar question was studied in the context of ResNets by
(Martens et al., 2021), who proposed a means to shape the
network’s kernel at initialization to facilitate training. It is
desirable to develop a analogous theory for deep transform-
ers that preconditions a deep transformer for trainability.
(He & Hofmann, 2023) approached the question of trainabil-
ity by modifying the transformer blocks. And recent work
(Geshkovski et al., 2023b;a) provided an elegant analysis of
signal propagation in deep transformers consisting of pure
attention layers without an MLP. They viewed the dynamics
of n token representations propagating through a sequence
of attention blocks as a dynamical system of n particles
evolving in a d dimensional embedding space. We adopt

Figure 1. Schematic for the layerwise map of the transformer
where t is a layer index. The norm and MLP blocks operate
tokenwise (i.e. act on the vector components) while the attention
block operates on all of the tokens.

this elegant perspective, but we note that it is unclear how
to easily extend their analysis methods to go beyond pure
attention and include nonlinear MLP layers. In contrast, our
analysis method quantitatively accounts for the composition
of attention, nonlinear MLPs, and residual connections, re-
vealing distinct phases of signal propagation that would be
absent under pure attention.

In Sec. 2 we introduce the transformer architecture and
the random initialization ensemble that we consider. In
Sec. 3 we study the typical properties of both forward and
backward signal propagation in this ensemble of randomly
initialized transformers, deriving analytically the locations
of the order-chaos phase boundary in forward propagation,
and the exploding-vanishing phase boundary in backward
gradient propagation. In Sec. 4 we provide experimental
tests of our theory of signal propagation at initialization
using numerical experiments on actual transformers. Lastly,
in Sec. 5 we demonstrate the relevance of our theory to
training, by providing necessary and sufficient conditions
for good trainability, and showing how to predict the final
test loss using only two real numbers (corresponding to
departures from the order-chaos and vanishing-exploding
phase boundaries) computed at initialization.

2. Setup
We study a random ensemble of deep transformers acting on
n tokens, Xi ∈ Rd, 1 ≤ i ≤ n where d is the embedding
dimension. The layerwise map we consider is composed of
a single-head self-attention block followed by a tokenwise
ℓ-layer multilayer perceptron (MLP) block with a residual
branch (see Figure 1). We take ℓ = 2 in all experiments.
The three main components of the layerwise map are the
attention block, the MLP layer, and the normalization. The
attention block acts jointly on a set of tokens Xi as

ATT(X)i = V
∑
j

AijXj ,

Aij =
e(QXi)·(KXj)/

√
d∑n

k=1 e
(QXi)·(KXk)/

√
d
.

(1)
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Meanwhile, the MLP block acts tokenwise as

MLP(Xi) = W ℓϕ(W ℓ−1 · · ·W 1ϕ(W 0Xi)), (2)

where ϕ denotes the elementwise non-linearity, and W k are
the weight matrices. Throughout this work, we consider
a bias-free MLP layer and take ϕ = tanh unless other-
wise stated, as a generic sufficiently non-linear activation
function. This also simplifies later analysis by simplifying
the behavior of the token normalization at the fixed point,
though the analysis does not otherwise depend strongly on
this assumption.

For the normalization block, we consider a layer-norm that
acts independently on tokens and is defined by

Norm(Xi) =

√
d

|Xi|2
·Xi (3)

so that the overall 2-norm of each token is
√
d. To simplify

the analysis we remove the trainable parameters in this
normalization.

The overall layerwise map is defined by the composition of

X 7→ α̃AX + αAATT(Norm(X))

X 7→ α̃MX + αMMLP(Norm(X)). (4)

Here αA and α̃A control the strengths of attention and it’s
residual branch respectively, and similarly αM and α̃M

control the strength of the MLP and it’s residual branch.

We consider an ensemble of transformers with Q,K, V,W k

in each layer initialized with independent Gaussian en-
tries, so that Vµν ∼ N (0, 1/d), W k

µν ∼ N (0, σ2
w/d), and

E
[
(Q⊺K)2µν

]
= σ2

A/d.

We will think of the n token representations Xi in any layer
t as a set of n particles evolving in the d dimensional em-
bedding space. At any layer t, the geometry of this set of
n particles can be described by the n by n matrix of dot
products

Cij ≡ Xi ·Xj . (5)

Due to the randomness in the initialization Q,K, V,W k,
for any initial dot product matrix at the input layer, the
dot product matrix at subsequent layers will be random
matrices. However, in the limit of large d and n, we expect
these random matrices to concentrate about their expectation
over the random parameters Q,K, V,W k. Therefore we
can study the typical evolution of the geometry of these
n particles by deriving deterministic update equations for
how the expected value of the n by n dot product matrix C
evolves across layers. This is one of our fundamental goals
in Sec. 3.

3. Theory of transformer signal propagation
In Sec. 3.1 through Sec. 3.3 we study the forward propa-
gation of signals through a transformer, revealing an order-
chaos phase transition where the n token representations,
as they evolve through the layers, can be thought of as at-
tractive particles that collapse to a line in the ordered phase,
or repulsive particles that converge to an n-simplex in the
chaotic phase. In Sec. 3.4 we study backpropagation of
gradients, and derive a different phase transition between
vanishing and exploding gradients.

3.1. Evolution Under Attention

Deriving an update equation for the expected value of C
across an attention layer is in general difficult because one
must solve for the n(n+1)/2 distinct elements of C. How-
ever, the update equation for C simplifies if we make a
permutation invariant assumption:

Assumption 3.1. We assume a permutation invariant initial
condition for the n particles in the input layer such that the
initial dot product matrix C is given by:

C =


q p p . . . p
p q p . . . p
...

...
p p p . . . q

 . (6)

This corresponds to a configuration of n particles lying at the
vertices of a regular n-simplex with a cosine angle of p/q
for all particle pairs, and squared norm q for all particles.

Now because of the permutation symmetry of acausal atten-
tion, if the token or particle configuration obeys the permu-
tation symmetric assumption for C in Equation (6) in any
layer, then the expected value of C in the next layer, denoted
by C ′, will also obey permutation symmetry, and will be
characterized by new values of the diagonal element q′ and
off diagonal element p′. Thus under permutation symmetry,
we have reduced the problem of tracking n(n + 1)/2 dot
products to tracking only 2 numbers, and our goal is now to
compute this update map (q, p) → (q′, p′).

Additionally, below we will provide evidence that this per-
mutation symmetric configuration is locally attractive, by
(1) giving an example in which a particle configuration with
broken permutation symmetry converges under iterations of
the update map to the permutation symmetric configuration;
and (2) showing that numerical simulations of updates of the
entire matrix C do not depart substantially from permutation
symmetry, when starting from a symmetric configuration.
However, the analysis of the temporal evolution of permu-
tation symmetric configurations alone will suffice to reveal
and characterize the properties of an order-chaos transition.

We first determine how q and p update under the attention

3
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map. Let Yi ≡ Norm(Xi) denote the normalized tokens.
After attention, the updated matrix, C ′, is

C ′
ij =

n∑
k,l=1

AikCklAjl, (7)

where we have already taken the average over V , which
drops out as E[V ⊺V ] = 1. Computing E [C ′] is difficult
because it involves the second moment of A, which itself is
a softmax. We therefore make a second assumption,

Assumption 3.2. The denominator of Aij in Equation (1)
concentrates sufficiently about its mean, and is uncorrelated
from the numerator so that

E [AijAkl] ≈
E
[
e(Y

⊺
i Q⊺KYk+Y ⊺

j Q⊺KYl)/
√
d
]

∑
r,s E

[
e(Y

⊺
i Q⊺KYr+Y ⊺

k Q⊺KYs)/
√
d
] . (8)

This assumption is valid if there are sufficiently many tokens
and no one term in the softmax dominates too strongly.

When d is large, the entries of the product Q⊺K converge
to Gaussian random variables by the central limit theorem.
Distinct entries of Q⊺K are uncorrelated since any distinct
pair of entries corresponds to the dot product between dif-
ferent rows or columns of Q or of K, so their product has
zero expectation. Therefore we finish the calculation with
the assumption:

Assumption 3.3. Q⊺K has i.i.d. Gaussian entries with
mean zero and variance which we define to be σ2

A/d. This is
equivalent to choosing the entries of Q,K to have standard
deviation

√
σA/d and applying the central limit theorem at

large d.

Computing the expectation in Equation (8), and simplifying
by noting that the tokens all have the same norm

√
d, we

find that

E [AijAkl] ≈
eσ

2
A(Yi·Yk)(Yj ·Yl)/d

2∑
r,s e

σ2
A(Yi·Yk)(Yr·Ys)/d2

. (9)

Now that we have an expression for E [AijAkl] in terms of
C, we can compute the ensemble averaged output token
matrix E[C ′] for the permutation symmetric ansatz in As-
sumption 3.1. Performing the sum in Equation (7) we find
that

E[C ′
ij ] =

d

q
·


q+p(n−1)eσ

2
A(p/q−1)

1+(n−1)eσ
2
A

(p/q−1)
i = j

q+p(n−1)eσ
2
A(p/q)(p/q−1)

1+(n−1)eσ
2
A

(p/q)(p/q−1)
i ̸= j

(10)

Here the first case yields q′ while the second case yields
p′. Note that when σ2

A is sufficiently small, both p′ and
q′ reduce to pd/q + O(n−1). This means that the output

of attention is close to rank-1 regardless of the input token
geometry. On the other hand consider the case where p = 0
and σ2

A is large. In this setting the argument of the exponen-
tial in the first case becomes large and negative, leading to
q′ = q, while it still vanishes in the second case, leading
to p′ = d/n. In this case the rank of the output is large be-
cause fluctuations in the attention matrix have grown large
enough to focus on individual tokens rather than averaging
them all. This recovers a result in Dong et al. (2021) in
a straightforward way, without any complex path analysis,
and extends it to a large-fluctuation regime.

Next, incorporating the residual connection is straightfor-
ward because ATT(X) and X are uncorrelated due to the
presence of the random value matrix V in ATT(X). There-
fore the update for the token angles with a residual connec-
tion (α̃A ̸= 0) is simply α̃2

AC + α2
AC

′. This induces the
following update map (q, p) → (q′, p′) for token geometry
under one layer of attention with a residual connection:

FAtt(q, p) ≡ α̃2
A(q, p) + α2

A(q
′, p′), (11)

with q′ and p′ given by the diagonal and off-diagonal entries
of C ′ in Equation (10).

Unlike prior work, this explicit form allows us to move
forward and quantitatively describe the joint effect of both
attention and nonlinear MLP blocks.

3.2. Evolution Under MLP

Now we focus on how the MLP layers update Cij . Poole
et al. (2016) derived how an MLP updates C, though with-
out residual connections. We briefly recall the form of
their calculation. Consider just two input vectors X1 and
X2 to a given MLP layer, which have initial dot products
|X1|2 = |X2|2 = q and X1 ·X2 = p, which then propagate
through a single random MLP layer to new activations X ′

1

and X ′
2. Poole et al. (2016) provided explicit formulas for

the expected values of the dot products |X ′
1|2 = |X ′

2|2 = q′

and X1 · X2 = p′, in terms of the MLP nonlinearity ϕ,
weight variance σ2

w/d, bias variance σ2
b , and the initial dot

products q and p. In the large dimension d limit, the dot
products concentrate about their expected values, and the
formulas in Poole et al. (2016) are asymptotically exact. The
update equation for expected dot products revealed an order
to chaos transition for most bounded nonlinearities (like
ϕ = tanh considered here) as σ2

w increases for any fixed
σ2
b . For large (small) σ2

w, the evolution is chaotic (ordered)
with nearby inputs diverging (converging).

It is straightforward to extend the results of Poole et al.
(2016) to residual connections (see App. B for details), since,
as in the case of attention, MLP(X) and X are uncorrelated
due to the random weight matrices in W k in MLP(X).
Also the update map for q and p through multiple MLP
layers simply follows from repeated composition of the
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single layer update map. In parallel to (11), we denote by
FMLP the update map (q, p) → (q′, p′) corresponding to an
ℓ-layer MLP with an overall residual branch.

3.3. Fixed Points of the Update Map

A transformer layer is the composition of an MLP block
with residual and an attention block with residual, so the
overall evolution of C is given by F ≡ FMLP◦FAtt. Because
modern transformers are deep, with many layers, we will
focus on a fixed point of F . Computing the convergence
rate to this fixed point will allow us to quantify how quickly
rank collapse happens as a function of hyperparameters.

As described above, attention tends to collapse tokens to-
wards the mean token, whereas the MLP layer may either
tend to bring nearby tokens together or move them farther
apart (i.e. induce chaos) depending on the activation func-
tion, number of layers inside the MLP block, and σw. Note
that |α̃Aα̃M | < 1 is necessary for the existence of a fixed
point. Otherwise the norm of the tokens will tend to grow
without bound as the depth of the model increases. The early
layers will therefore be more impactful than later layers at
initialization. For concreteness, we choose α̃2 = 1− α2 for
both the MLP and attention branches for the remainder of
this work.1

The first column of Figure 2 shows iterates of F starting at
q = d, p = 0 when σw = 1 (top row) or σw = 5 (bottom
row). The dynamics of p and q begin to converge to a fixed
point after about 5 iterations, for a fixed αM = αA = 1/

√
8.

For σw smaller than approximately 2, p = q is a stable col-
lapsed fixed point. This point becomes unstable for larger
σw with a new (stable) fixed point appearing at p < q,
corresponding to a non-collapsed regular n-simplex. This
relatively rapid convergence to the fixed point implies that
in deep models, its character will dominate signal propaga-
tion through layers. Furthermore, we compare our analytic
predictions for the dynamics of both token norms (Fig. 2
second column) and token angles (Fig. 2 third column), to
numerical simulations of token evolution through 16-layer
transformers, finding an excellent match between theory
and experiment.

Before entering into a detailed analysis of the fixed point
we first verify that it is stable with respect to violations of
Assumption 3.1. We choose

Cij =


q if i = j

p1 if i, j ≤ n
2 or i, j > n

2

p2 otherwise
(12)

for our initial condition, which explicitly violates Assump-
tion 3.1. This condition corresponds to particles in two

1The standard setup for transformers is to keep α̃A = α̃M = 1
while varying αA, αM .

Figure 2. We show detailed agreement between our analytic the-
ory (red curves, black arrows) and numerical simulation (blue
histograms). The top row shows the token dynamics in the ordered
phase where they collapse onto a line. The bottom row shows the
token dynamics in the chaotic phase where they self-organize into
an n-simplex. Our first column shows the vector field F over the
space of token norms q/d and cosine angles p/q. The red curve
traces 16 iterations of F with αM = αA = 8−1/2 and represents
16 layers of a transformer. We show stable (unstable) fixed points
as green (red) octagons. In the second column we plot numerical
distributions of token norms (blue), q/d, along with the analytic
prediction of the expected norm (red). In the third column we simi-
larly compare numerics to analytic predictions for the token angle,
p/q. Our numerical simulations involve signal propagation in 16
layer transformers with n = 256 tokens evolving in embedding
dimension d = 64.

groups, with a smaller intra-group distance than an inter-
group distance, corresponding to two offset n

2 -simplices.
We then pass these tokens or particles through a randomly
initialized transformer with σw = 2. As shown in Figure 3,
increasing depth results in the ratio p2/p1 tending towards
1 which indicates that permutation symmetry is restored.
This robustness to permutation symmetry breaking, along
with the stability of permutation symmetry indicated in our
theory-experiment match in Fig.2, supports our assump-
tion and we continue with our analysis of the permutation
symmetric fixed point.

Let q∗ = p∗ be a fixed point of F with all tokens collapsed
onto one direction. Such a fixed point always exists because
when all tokens are aligned, they remain aligned after one
transformer block. Note that near this fixed point Assump-
tion 3.2 becomes exact, because all terms in the exponential
become equal. Let dFq∗ be the 2 by 2 Jacobian correspond-
ing to the linearization of the update map F at the fixed
point q∗. When the largest eigenvalue of dFq∗ , which we
define to be λa + 1 (where the subscript a stands for the an-
gle between tokens), is strictly smaller than 1, convergence
to the fixed point happens exponentially quickly, yielding
rank collapse of attention matrices.

Conversely, when the largest eigenvalue 1 + λa is greater
than 1, the q∗ = p∗ fixed point becomes unstable, and an-
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Figure 3. Statistics of tokens recover permutation symmetry (right)
when it is explicitly violated in the initial conditions. We show that
Assumption 3.1 is robust by explicitly breaking it in the form of
Equation (12) so that p1 = 1.5p2 = .75d initially. We then com-
pute the average p1/p2 at several depths in a transformer, which
converges to 1 for deep enough models, implying a restoration
towards the form assumed.

other (stable) fixed point with p < q emerges, corresponding
to a non-collapsed fixed point in which the token geometry
converges to a regular n-simplex. For example the first col-
umn in Figure 2 demonstrates clear convergence towards
such a non-collapsed fixed point when σw = 5. This may
initially seem to solve the problem of rank collapse, but it
does so in a chaotic manner by exponentially amplifying
small distances between pairs of nearby tokens, due to the
instability of the q∗ = p∗ fixed point. As we will show
below, this chaotic amplification also impedes training.

The boundary between collapsed and chaotic regimes oc-
curs when the largest eigenvalue is 1. In this case the second
order term in the expansion of F about the q∗ = p∗ fixed
point will control the rate of convergence to it, and so the
speed of motion towards the fixed point is proportional to
the square of the remaining distance rather than the distance.
Thus the distance to the fixed point decays as O(L−1) rather
than O(e−λaL) as in the collapsed regime. This dramatic
critical slowing down heralds a new large-depth limit for
transformer signal propagation at initialization, in which im-
portant information about token geometry is neither erased
under collapse nor scrambled due to chaos.

In summary, we can think of λa as an angle Lyapunov expo-
nent characterizing two phases: (1) an ordered or collapsing
phase for λa < 0 in which all tokens align (with 0 an-
gles) exponentially fast in depth, and (2) a chaotic phase for
λa > 0 in which nearby tokens diverge exponentially with
depth and the overall token geometry converges to a regular

n-simplex with a given nonzero angle. Since neither prop-
erty seems conducive to stable training, a natural conjecture
for a good initialization is at the edge of chaos where

λa = 0. (13)

3.4. Propagation of gradients

A natural second condition for trainability can be derived
by avoiding both exploding and vanishing gradients. Let
Xt denote the tokens at transformer layer t, so that X0 is
the input data and XL is the output after all transformer
blocks. Schematically, suppressing the token indices, the
end-to-end input output Jacobian is

∂XL

∂X0
=

∂XL

∂XL−1

∂XL−1

∂XL−2
· · · ∂X

1

∂X0
. (14)

Controlling gradient norms w.r.t. parameters can be done

by controlling the squared Frobenius norm
∣∣∣∂XL

∂X0

∣∣∣2 of this
Jacobian. Because this Jacobian is a product of L matrices,
it’s norm will generically grow or decay exponentially with
L depending on whether the expected norm of a single block

E
∣∣∣∂Xt+1

∂Xt

∣∣∣2 is bigger or less than 1, respectively. Using the
techniques developed above, we can compute the expected
norm of the end-to-end Jaobian layer by layer (see (Doshi
et al., 2023) for a this analysis absent attention), making use
of the identity

E

∣∣∣∣∂XL

∂X0

∣∣∣∣2 = B⊺

(
L−1∏
t=0

E

[
∂Xt+1

∂Xt
⊗ ∂Xt+1

∂Xt

])
B (15)

where B =
∑d·n

i=1 êi ⊗ êi (êi are the standard unit vectors).
Writing the trace as an inner product of the outer product
of the Jacobian with itself allows us to easily factor the
expectation as a product of expectations of the layer-wise
Jacobians. To simplify this calculation we focus on the
p∗ = q∗ fixed point. The single-layer expectation is

E

[
∂Xt+1

∂Xt
⊗ ∂Xt+1

∂Xt

]
= x1 + yA+ zB (16)

with

x = α̃2
M α̃2

A (17)

y =
1

q∗
α̃2
Aα

2
Mf(σw) (18)

z =
α2
A

q∗n2

(
α2
Mf(σw)d

q∗
+ α̃2

M

)
(19)

and the matrices 1,A,B obeying the algebra:

1 A B
1 1 A B
A A dA dB
B B dB dn2B

. (20)
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Finally B⊺1B = dn,B⊺AB = d2n, and B⊺BB = d2n2.
These computations were carried out up to O(d−1) correc-
tions and further details can be found in App. C.1. Using
these results it is straightforward to compute the end-to-end
norm for any depth, or the scaling at infinite depth.

Typically this Frobenius norm scales exponentially, as eλgL

where λg can be thought of as a gradient Lyapunov exponent
characterizing two phases: (1) a vanishing gradients phase
for λg < 0, and (2) an exploding gradients phase for λg > 0.
Since neither property is conducive to training, a natural
conjecture for a good initialization is at the edge between
these two phases in which

λg = 0. (21)

The combination of (13) and (21) constitute natural nec-
essary conditions for a deep initialization to be trainable.
Indeed, we will show through experiments in Sec. 5 that
these conditions are necessary and sufficient.

4. Experimental tests of the theory
Our theory provides analytic formulas for both the angle
Lyapunov exponent λa and gradient Lyapunov exponent λg ,
characterizing the speed of layerwise propagation of both
tokens and gradients respectively, near the collapsed fixed
point q∗ = p∗ as a function of hyperparameters. We now
compare these predictions to numerical experiments.

4.1. Theory-experiment match for the angle exponent

To numerically compute the angle exponent λa, we ran-
domly initialize a transformer, randomly initialize tokens
obeying the permutation symmetric form of C in Equa-
tion (6), pass them through one-layer of the transformer,
and compute the average of the diagonal and off-diagonal
entries to determine q′, p′ respectively. From this we numer-
ically extract the lyapunov exponent λa as the logarithm
of the expansion factor log [(1− p′/q′)/(1− p/q)], which
characterizes the rate of exponential growth of the angle be-
tween tokens when p and q start near the collapsed q∗ = p∗

fixed point. We compare this numeric value to the theoreti-
cal value of λa extracted from the maximum eigenvalue of
the Jacobian dFq∗ of the update map F at this fixed point.
We find excellent agreement between the two values over
both an (α, σw) and an (αA, αM ) slice of hyperparame-
ter space (Figure 4). This agreement justifies our earlier
approximations for random transformers and data.

Near αM = αA = 0 we find λa ≈ 0, which provides a the-
oretical explanation for the success of standard initialization
schemes that choose α ∼ 1/

√
L. Interestingly, away from

this standard line, one can also achieve λa = 0 by choosing
hyperparameters so as to balance attention induced collapse
and MLP induced chaos, as explained in Figure 4.

Figure 4. We show strong agreement between our analytic cal-
culations (left column) and numerical calculations (right col-
umn) for the token angle exponent λa. The first row shows the
phase diagram in terms of the strength of the non-residual branch
α = αM = αA and the standard deviation of MLP weights, σw.
The color depicts the token angle Lyapunov exponent λa, with
a red positive (blue negative) value corresponding to the chaotic
(collapsed) regime. As α increases, collapse due to attention
strengthens, and so σw must increase as well so that chaos due
to the MLP can counteract attentional collapse and maintain dy-
namics at the edge of chaos with λa = 0. The second row shows
λa as a function of αA and αM with a fixed σw = 2. Similarly,
as αA increases, so must αM to maintain λa = 0, in order to
balance stronger attentional collapse with stronger MLP chaotic
amplification.

4.2. Theory-experiment match for gradient exponent

To numerically compute the gradient exponent λg , we mea-
sure

∣∣ ∂
∂X0 (X

L ·R)
∣∣2 where the components of R are cho-

sen i.i.d from a zero mean unit variance Gaussian, and
L = 16. This quantity agrees in expectation over R with
the norm of the end-to-end Jacobian in Equation (14), and
is easier to compute on hardware. We extract the numerical
value of λg from the logarithm of this quantity and compare
it to the theoretical value of λg obtained from the analysis
in Sec. 3.4. We find a strong match (Figure 5). Our theoreti-
cal analysis clearly reproduces the kink in the behavior of
the λg = 0 contour in the (σw, α) plane (top row) around
(α, σw) ≈ (.5, 2.25), and the positive (negative) values of
λg above (below) this contour.

Also, in the (αA, αM ) plane with a fixed σw = 2 (bottom
row) we find the same proportional relationship between αA

and αM along the constraint contour λg = 0, and also see a
kink in this contour (αM , αA) ≈ (.6, .5) in the theoretical
value (left), which differs in character from numerically
estimated value (right). However we note this region of
discrepancy exhibits the greatest fluctuation in the estimated
value of λg , as reflected by the speckle in color at large αA.
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Figure 5. The gradient exponent λg in a deep transformer in terms
of σw and α = αA = αM (first row) and for a fixed σw = 2
varying αM , αA (second row). The left column shows the analytic
calculation while the right shows the numerical one demonstrating
a substantial agreement. Compared to the angle exponent λa,
demanding λg = 0 requires a smaller σw, but a similar ratio of
αA to αM .

4.3. Theory-experiment match for global transients.

We re-emphasize that our theory not only predicts the behav-
ior of the tokens near the p = q fixed point, but also more
globally, including the transient behavior towards the fixed
point, as previously described in Figure 2, which success-
fully compares our theoretical predictions of the expected to-
ken norm and angle (red curves) with numerically simulated
distributions of these same quantities (blue histograms). Our
theory-experiment match justifies our assumptions. In par-
ticular Assumption 3.2 holds throughout the phase diagram
despite finite-size fluctuations in norms and angles.

We see that experimentally, that the empirical spread token
norms does not appear to change as tokens pass through
transformer layers, and thus our theory well models the mo-
tion of the mean with only a small bias at larger depths. The
token angle distribution is more interesting, becoming some-
thing akin to a log-normal distribution (specifically 1− p/q
looks log-normally distributed) at later depths despite it’s
close to Gaussian initialization. Nevertheless, our analytic
prediction closely tracks the mass of the distribution, de-
spite the change in shape of the distribution. This shows
that our analysis can predict the transient dynamics of token
evolution, and is robust to changes in various details about
token distributions and correlations which are not taken into
account in our theory.

4.4. Experiments on causal attention

While vision transformers have an all-to-all attention mech-
anism, transformers for language generation often have a

Figure 6. Exponents for causal attention as a function of α and
σw. Left: the gradient exponent λg (compare to Figure 5 top row
for the acausal case). Right: the angle exponent λa (compare to
Figure 4 top row for the acausal case). Upon introducing causality,
both the λg and λa tend to increase throughout the phase diagram,
pushing the constraint contours λa = 0 and λg = 0 towards
smaller σw and α = αA = αM . The qualitative features which
survive are that the λg = 0 contour is systematically below the
λa = 0 contour, and they intersect near small α.

causal mask that sets Aij = 0 if i < j. This mask ensures
that tokens later in the sentence only pay attention to ear-
lier tokens. Such masking explicitly violates permutation
symmetry, and therefore makes our Assumption 3.1 invalid.
Therefore we computed the angle and gradient exponents
λa and λg numerically in a transformer with causal atten-
tion to see if their dependence on hyperparameters changes
substantially. Fortunately we notice that many qualitative
features of the earlier analysis still survive (Figure 6).

The tendency for both exponents to become more positive
as σw increases remains as seen in Figure 6, which is rea-
sonable because the MLP acts identically in both the causal
and acausal attention settings. Near α = 0 we still have
both exponents near 0 as expected, since the residual path
dominates. Also the constraint λg = 0 lies below the con-
straint λa = 0 as α becomes larger. This means that as
we train deeper models we must decrease α to satisfy both
constraints closely enough for training to be feasible.

5. Two phase transitions predict trainability
We now experimentally test whether lying on the edge of
chaos phase boundary λa = 0 and on the critical gradi-
ent propagation phase boundary λg = 0, together constitute
necessary and sufficient conditions on initialization hyperpa-
rameters to allow for successful training of deep transformer
architectures. To test this hypothesis, we train a 16-layer
transformer with a tanh MLP non-linearity on the Food-101
dataset (Bossard et al., 2014), classifying which food cate-
gory corresponds to the image. We train for 15 epochs using
Adam with a learning rate η = 3 · 10−4 and then evaluate
the test loss. During training we set αA = αM = α and
sweep both α and σw, maintaining α̃2 = 1−α2. We choose
a range of α ∈ (0, .95] and σw ∈ [.2, 4] for training. For
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further experimental details see App. D.

This joint variation in α and σw leads to a joint variation
in the exponents λa and λg, and in Figure 7 we show the
variation of test loss with λa and λg in various ways. The
top-left panel shows a scatter plot of test-loss against λg.
The combined v-shaped growth of the minimal achievable
test loss with |λg|, along with the existence of points with
high test loss at λg = 0, together indicate that the condition
λg = 0 is necessary but not sufficient to achieve low test
loss. Similarly, the top-right panel shows a scatter plot of
test-loss against λa = 0. The similar v-shaped structure of
the scatter indicates that λa = 0 alone is necessary but not
sufficient to achieve minimal test loss.

Motivated by these observations, to test whether both con-
ditions together are sufficient to achieve minimal test loss,
we attempted to predict test loss via the maximum of a
weighted combination |λg| and |λa|, with learned weights
and a bias. We found an excellent fit (Figure 7 bottom-left).
The monotonic increase of test-loss with the joint departure
of λa and λg from 0, up to a saturation level corresponding
to uniform random guessing, indicates that the two condi-
tions λa = 0 and λg = 0 at initialization are necessary and
sufficient for achieving small test loss at the end of training.
Moreover, the tightness of the fit in Figure 7 bottom-left
indicates, remarkably, that for a range of low test loss, the
final test loss at the end of training depends on all initial
hyperparameters only through primarily two quantities com-
puted at the beginning of training: the angle exponent λa

and the gradient exponent λg . Thus, interestingly, combined
small departures from the edge of chaos (nonzero λa) and
from critical gradient propagation (nonzero λg) determine
final test loss.

Conclusion: In summary, our work provides a novel quan-
titative geometric theory for forward and backward signal
propagation through deep transformers, elucidates 2 phase
transitions and 4 phases, provides rational guidance for
good initialization hyperparameters, and shows remarkably
that the final test loss can be predicted by just 2 exponent
functions of these hyperparameters. Moreover, this entire
general theoretical framework could be adapted to analyze
other architectures and initialization schemes in future work.

Acknowledgements
S.G. thanks NTT Research, a Schmidt Science Polymath
Award, and an NSF CAREER award for funding. A.C., T.N.
and X.L.Q. are supported by the National Science Founda-
tion under grant No. 2111998, and the Simons Foundation.

Figure 7. We demonstrate empirically that the Lyapunov exponents
λa, λg lower bound the final test loss. The top row depicts the final
test loss of our trained models as a function of λg at initialization
(left) and λa at initialization (right). We see that the minimum
test loss away from λa = λg = 0 increases as we move away
from either of these constraints. Motivated by this we fit the final
test loss taking both variables into account (bottom left) and see
that we can predict the final test loss in terms of these variables.
Finally we show a heatmap of the final test loss (note the non-linear
scale) which clearly demonstrates the importance of ensuring both
Lyapunov exponents are near zero as deviations away from that
lead to increasing test loss. Test loss has a ceiling of ln 101 ≈
4.6 (dashed red line), corresponding to uniform guessing over all
classes.
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A. Numerical Computation of the Token Angle Exponent
We compute the token angle exponent by initializing the tokens with a known initial angle, passing them through a
transformer block and then measuring the final token angle and norm.

To initialize the tokens we drawn them from a correlated gaussian distribution so that in expectation they will have norm
Xi ·Xi = d = q for all i and so that Xi ·Xj = .99d = p for all i ̸= j. We do this so that the tokens are correlated to each
other, but the entries of each token are uncorrelated with each other, and indeed (Xi)a is uncorrelated with (Xj)b (where
a, b are indexing the vector of the token) for any a ̸= b and for all i, j. After passing them through one transformer block we
can measure

q′ =
1

n

n∑
i=1

Xi ·Xi (22)

p′ =
2

n(n− 1)

n∑
i=1

n∑
j=i+1

Xi ·Xj . (23)

We may then estimate the token angle expansion exponent as

λa = log

(
1− p′/q′

1− p/q

)
(24)

B. MLP Update Map
Much of the work of understanding the statistics of pure MLPs has already been accomplished, and so here we will provide
information specific to the calculations which underlie the figures and assertions in this paper. In earlier work Poole et al.
(2016) compute the geometrical behavior of tokens as they pass through an MLP. Given two input vectors (preactivations)
X1, X2 and their norms |X1|2 = |X2|2 = q and dot product X1 ·X2 = p Poole et al. (2016) compute the norms, q′ and dot
product p′ after one layer of an MLP (again for the preactivations of the next layer). We must do the same, but include a
residual connection as well. This is a straightforward extension because for a randomly initialized MLP the preactivation of
the next layer is uncorrelated with the preactivation at the previous layer.

Let W 1,W 0 be two weight vectors in the MLP. Then Mathematically speaking

E
[
(αW 1ϕ(W 0Xi) + α̃Xi) · (αW 1ϕ(W 0Xj) + α̃Xj)

]
= α2E

[
(W 1ϕ(W 0Xi)) ·W 1ϕ(W 0Xj)

]
+ α̃2Xi ·Xj . (25)

The first term follows from the earlier analysis and there is no cross term because E[W 1] = 0.

C. Computing Analytic Lyapunov Exponents
C.1. Gradient

The analytic calculation of the gradient begins with calculating the second moment of the layer-wise Jacobian matrix for
both an attention layer, and an MLP layer, and then combining them to obtain that of a full transformer block. We begin
with the computation of an MLP layer. Recall Equation (2):

MLP(Xi) = W ℓϕ(W ℓ−1 · · ·W 1ϕ(W 0Xi)). (26)

We will specialize to the case ℓ = 2 which can be straightforwardly, if with additional computational effort, extended to the
general case. We will also drop the token index i for brevity as the MLP acts independently on each token, and as before we
will use greek indices (ex: µ) for the vector components of each token. In this case

∂

∂Xµ
MLP(X)ν =

∂

∂Xµ

∑
α

W 2
ναϕ

∑
β

W 1
αβϕ

(∑
γ

W 0
βγXγ

) (27)

=
∑
α,β

W 2
ναϕ

′ (W 1ϕ
(
W 0X

))
α
·W 1

αβϕ
′(W 0X)β ·W 0

βµ (28)
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At this point we take the outer product and the expectation over the random initialization of W k. Taking the outer product
we see that

E

[(
∂

∂Xµ
MLP(X)ν

)(
∂

∂Xη
MLP(X)ζ

)]
=

σ2
w

d2
δµηδνζE

∑
α,β

ϕ′ (W 1ϕ
(
W 0X

))2
α
· (W 1

αβ)
2ϕ′(W 0X)2β

 (29)

We take the expectation over W 1 now by neglecting the correlation between (W 1ϕ(W 0X))α and
(
W 1

αβ

)2
because they

only share 1 in d components. Similarly neglect the correlation between ϕ(W 0X)γ and ϕ′(W 0X)β . Finally we assume that
the norm of ϕ(W 0X) concentrates which also happens when d is large (see Poole et al. (2016) for further discussion). Let
it concentrate at

√
q1 With this in place we note that (W 0X)β and (W 1ϕ(W 0X))α are gaussian variables with variance

σ2
w|X|2/d and σ2

w|ϕ(W 0X)|2/d respectively. Using the fact that |X| = d due to normalization, and that the result no
longer depends on the indices α, β we have

E

[(
∂

∂Xµ
MLP(X)ν

)(
∂

∂Xη
MLP(X)ζ

)]
=

σ4
w

d
δµηδνζEz∼N (0,σ2

wq1)

[
ϕ′ (z)

2
]

Ez∼N (0,σ2
w)

[
ϕ′ (z)

2
]
. (30)

This expression is an easily computeable special function of σw. Notice now that the token-index just goes along for the
ride, so the full Jacobian of all the tokens simultaneously has an additional delta function between those indices. Explicitly,

E

[(
∂

∂Xi
µ

MLP(Xk)ν

)(
∂

∂Xj
η

MLP(X l)ζ

)]
=

σ4
w

d
δµηδνζδikδjlEz∼N (0,σ2

wq1)

[
ϕ′ (z)

2
]

Ez∼N (0,σ2
w)

[
ϕ′ (z)

2
]
. (31)

In the main text we set
f(σw) ≡ σ4

wEz∼N (0,σ2
wq1)

[
ϕ′ (z)

2
]

Ez∼N (0,σ2
w)

[
ϕ′ (z)

2
]
. (32)

This is justified because q1 is also a function of σ2
w as discussed by Poole et al. (2016).

Now we turn to the computation in the case of attention. Recalling that attention is

ATT(X)i = V
∑
j

AijXj , (33)

Aij =
e(QXi)·(KXj)/

√
d∑n

k=1 e
(QXi)·(KXk)/

√
d

(34)

Let Z be another set of tokens along with X . We first compute

E
[
ATT(X)νi ATT(Z)ζj

]
= E

 d∑
α,β=1

VναVζβ

n∑
k,l=1

AikAjlX
α
k Z

β
l

 (35)

=
1

d
δνζ
∑
k,l

E [AikAjl]Xk · Zl (36)

≈ 1

d
δνζ
∑
k,l

eσ
2
A(Xi·Zj)(Xk·Zl)/d

2∑
r,s e

σ2
A(Xi·Xj)(Xr·Zs)

(Xk · Zl) (37)

where we made use of a very similar identity to that derived earlier for the second moment of A. To calculate the second
moment of the Jacobian we must now take the second derivative of this with respect to X and Z before setting X = Z
and then taking p = q to specialize to near the fixed point. Before we begin, note that every time we take a derivative of
an exponential we get a term which is O(1/d) because the coefficient of any component of X or Z in the exponential is
O(1/d). Therefore to leading order in d we only need to take the derivative of the dot product outside the exponential. This
yields
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∂

∂Xi
µ

∂

Zj
η

E
[
ATT(X)νkATT(Z)ζl

]∣∣∣∣∣
X=Z,p=q

=
1

d
δνζ
∑
m,n

eσ
2
A(Xk·Zl)(Xm·Zn)/d

2∑
r,s e

σ2
A(Xk·Xl)(Xm·Zn)

δimδjnδµη

∣∣∣∣∣
X=Z,p=q

(38)

=
1

dn2
δνζ
∑
m,n

δimδjnδµη (39)

=
1

dn2
δµηδνζ1i1j1k1l. (40)

We use the notation that 1i = 1, in other words 1 is the vector with all ones so that we can explicitly show the token indices.
In this analysis we neglected to take into account the normalization of the tokens. The main effect of the normalization is an
overall multiplicative factor of

√
d/|Xi| =

√
d/q∗. Because we consider the second moment we get an overall factor of

d/q∗, substituting the norm of X at the fixed point. The secondary effect of the normalization is to remove one degree of
freedom (along the vector Xi) from the gradient. As this is a O(d−1) correction we neglect it.

We must now extend both of these results to the cases with the residual connections. Fortunately this is straightforward.
Similar to what was discussed in the main text with respect to the update map, the gradients passing through the residual
branch are uncorrelated with the gradient passing through the MLP or Attention block. This means that the second moment
is just the weighted sum of the second moments of an identity function, and the two formulas we calculated above. Putting
these together (abusing notation and allowing ATT and MLP to represent the functions with residuals, just for this equation)
we have that

E

[(
∂MLP(X)kν

∂Xi
µ

)(
∂MLP(X l)ζ

∂Xj
η

)]
= α̃2

Mδikδjlδµνδηζ +
α2
A

q∗
δµηδνζδikδjlf(σw) = α̃2

M1 +
α2
Mf(σw)

q∗
A, (41)

E

[
∂ATT(X)νk

∂Xi
µ

∂ATT(X)ζl
Xj

η

]
= α̃2

Aδikδjlδµνδηζ +
α2
A

q∗n2
δµηδνζ1i1j1k1l = α̃2

A1 +
α2
A

q∗n2
B. (42)

In the final equalities on both lines we suppress the indices and write them in terms of

1iµjη,kνlζ = δikδjlδµνδηζ , (43)
Aiµjη,kνlζ = δµηδνζδikδjl, (44)

Biµjη,kνlζ = δµηδνζ1i1j1k1l. (45)

Viewing these as matrices, the comma separates the “input” and “output” indices. In other words we multiply these symbols
by writing them down and summing over middle indices as one does in typical matrix multiplication.

We now derive the algebra. If the reader is adept at drawing such matrices using tensor network notation then this derivation
is a straightforward application of a few minutes and a blackboard.2 Otherwise the index algebra is considerably more
tedious, and we perform this below for the benefit of those not experienced with tensor notation. It is immediately apparent
that 1 acts as the identity because it is the outer product of the Jacobin of the identity map with itself. The other terms are as
follows:

(AA)iµjη,kνlζ = Aiµjη,mβnγAmβnγ,kνlζ = δµηδ
2
βγδimδjnδνζδmkδnl = d · δµηδikδjlδνζ = dAiµjη,kνlζ (46)

(AB)iµjη,kνlζ = Aiµjη,mβnγBmβnγ,kνlζ = δµηδ
2
βγδimδjnδνζ1m1n1k1l = dδµηδνζ1i1j1k1l = dBiµjη,kνlζ (47)

(BB)iµjη,kνlζ = Biµjη,mβnγBmβnγ,kνlζ = δµηδ
2
βγ1i1j1m1nδνζ1m1n1k1l = dn2δµηδνζ1i1j1k1l. (48)

In these equations we leave the sum over m,n, β, γ implicit. The remaining product BA follows in the same way as for AB.

2See ex: https://tensornetwork.org/diagrams/ for a tutorial on such diagrams
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To obtain the full-block input output Jacobian we now multiply the two terms from Equations (41) and (42) and see that

E

[
∂Xt+1

∂Xt
⊗ ∂Xt+1

∂Xt

]
= (α̃2

M1 +
α2
Mf(σw)

q∗
A)(α̃2

A1 +
α2
A

q∗n2
B) (49)

= α̃2
M α̃2

A1 +
α2
M α̃2

Af(σw)

q∗
A+

(
α̃2
Mα2

A

q∗n2
+

α2
Mα2

Af(σw)d

q2∗n
2

)
B (50)

= α̃2
M α̃2

A1 +
α2
M α̃2

Af(σw)

q∗
A+

α2
A

q∗n2

(
α̃2
M +

α2
Mf(σw)d

q∗

)
B (51)

This reproduces the result in the paper. Conveniently there is a 3× 3 representation of this Jacobian. The coefficients of 1,
A, and B update in a linear map under multiplication by the second moment of the Jacobian, and therefore the scaling can
be easily derived for any finite depth. The top eigenvalue of this matrix would then give the infinite-depth scaling of the
size of the Jacobian. The inner product with respect to the vector B can be similarly straightforwardly computed from the
explicit form

Biµjν = δijδµν . (52)

D. Setup of Training on Food-101
We train an vision transformer-like architecture on the Food-101 dataset (Bossard et al., 2014) for our experiments. This
dataset comprises of images of different foods in 101 different categories which have size no larger than than 512× 512.
Our first step is to preprocess these images, resizing them all to 128× 128 images, subtracting .5 from the pixel entries, and
multiplying them by 2, before converting them into 16× 16 patches.

The first layer in our image converts these 162 · 3 dimensional patches to 64-dimensional tokens which match our embedding
dimension by the means of a linear map. Next we add positional embedding vectors to each patch, which are initialized at
random. The zeroth token is special as that token will be the one we look at for our classification label, and has its own
positional embedding also randomly initialized.

We then pass these tokens through the transformer architecture described in the paper with 16-layers of alternating attention
and MLP layers. Finally the head of the transformer is a layer-norm operation followed by a linear projection of the zeroth
token to obtain the logits for the 101 classes.

We train with the standard cross-entropy loss with a learning rate of 0.0003 and a batch size of 256 for a total of 15 epochs,
or passes through the training set. We train without dropout regularization using the Adam with all other parameters at their
PyTorch defaults. After training we compute the loss on the test set, having preprocessed it identically to the training set.
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