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Abstract

Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) have become very popular fodipti®on in many
areas. Their strength is in representation with a high nuotygarameters that are
commonly learned via gradient descent or similar optinidiratnethods. However,
the representation is non-standardized, and the graditlation methods are
often performed using component-based approaches thakt pegameters down
into scalar units, instead of considering the parametevghade entities. In this
work, these problems are addressed. Standard notatioadsasepresent DNNs
in a compact framework. Gradients of DNN loss functions alewated directly
over the inner product space on which the parameters aresdefiis framework
is general and is applied to two common network types: theildyér Perceptron
and the Deep Autoencoder.

Keywords: Deep Learning, Neural Networks, Multilayer Perceptronepéu-
toencoder, Backpropagation.

1 Introduction

Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) have grown increasingly popaleer the last few years because
of their astounding results in a variety of tasks. Theirrgjth derives from their expressiveness,
and this grows with network depth. However, the traditioapproaches to representing DNNs
suffers as the number of network layers increases. Thesa ofty on confusing diagrams that
provide an incomplete description of the mechanics of thevok, which leads to complexity as
the number of layers increases. Furthermore, DNNs are gist@mtly formulated as a mathematical
problem throughout research in the field, especially notatiy, which impedes the efficiency in
which results can be combined or expanded upon. A clear andsframework underpinning
DNNs must be developed, and this work endeavours to addrasissue.

In this work, a novel mathematical framework for DNNs is d¢egh It is formed by employing
carefully selected standard notions and notation to reptesgeneral DNN. Common mathematical
tools such as the inner product, the adjoint operation, aapisndefined over generic inner product
spaces are utilized throughout this work. Well-establistmathematical objects are treated as-is in
this framework; it is no longer necessary to convert a matitix a column vector or a decompose it
into a collection of components, for example, for the pugsosf derivative calculation. This work
presents a comprehensive mathematical standard upon @hibls can be formulated.

The specific layout of this paper is as follows. After someheatatical preliminaries, a generic
DNN is formulated over an abstract inner product space. Taincrule is used to demonstrate
a concise coordinate-free approach to backpropagation.standard loss functions are explicitly
considered, and it is shown how to handle some variationtesetwithin the learning algorithm.
Then, this framework is applied to the multilayer perceptf®ILP). The specifics of the previous
approach become clear, and it is shown how to create a gtadisceent algorithm to learn the
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parameters of the MLP. Some of the theory developed in thiioseon MLP is then applied to a
deep autoencoder (AE), which demonstrates the flexibifith@ approach. This type of framework
can be extended to other types of networks, including canivial neural networks (CNNs) and
recurrent neural networks (RNNs), but these are omittethsake of brevity.

2 Mathematical Preliminaries

In this section, we set notation and review some elementargssential mathematical facts. These
facts will be used to cast neural networks into a novel fraor&un the following sections.

2.1 Linear Maps, Bilinear Maps, and Adjoints

Consider three inner product spades E», andFs, i.e. each vector space is equipped with an inner
product denoted by, ). The space of linear maps froRy to E, will be denotedC(E; F>). Note
thatforL € L(Fy; E;) andu € Ey, L -u € E> denoted operating onu, i.e. L(u) or more simply
Lu. Similarly, the space of bilinear maps frofy x E5 into E3 will be denotedC(E1, Es; E3).
For B € L(F1,Ey; E3) anduy € Ej,us € Eo, B-(u1,u2) € E3 denotesB operating on:; and
us, i.e. B(uy,us2). For any bilinear mapB ¢ L(F1, E»; E3) and anye; € Ej, a linear map
e1 2 B € L(F»; Es3) is defined as follows:

(61 | B) g = B(€1,62)
for all e5 € Es. Similarly, for anye, € E», alinear mapB L e; € L(E4; E3) is defined as follows:

(B L 62) ce1 = B(el,eg).
forall e; € E;. These operators andL will be referred to as thkeft hookandright hookoperators,
respectively.
The adjointL* of a linear mapl € L(E1; E») is a linear map inC(Es; E;) defined by

<L*62, 61) = <62, L61>
forall e; € E; andey € FE». The adjoint operator satisfies the direction reversingerty:
(L2L1)* = LiL5

for all Lqe€ [:(El, EQ) andL2 € E(EQ, Eg)

2.2 Derivatives

In this section, notation for derivatives in accordancénj is presented.

2.2.1 First Derivatives

Consider a may : £; — E», whereF; and E, are inner product spaces. The (first) derivative map
of f, denoted f, is a map fromE; to L(E1; E») that operates as— Df(x) for anyx € E1. The
linear mapD f (x) operates in the following manner for any F:

Df(gc)-v:if(x+tv) . Q)

dt =0
For eachr € E; the adjoint of the derivativ® f (x) € L(E1; E>) is well defined with respect to the
inner products otk; andEs, and it is denote®* f (x) instead oD f (x)* for the sake of notational
convenience. The)* f : £y — L(E»; E1) denotes the adjoint map that maps each peinf; to
D*f(l') € L:(EQ; El)

Now consider two mapg; : 1 — E> and fs : Fs — E3, whereEs is another inner product space.
The derivative of their compositiom)( f2 o f1)(x) € L(E1; E3) for x € E4, is calculated using the
well-known chain rule.

Lemma 2.1(Chain Rule) For anyz € F,
D(f20 f1)(z) =Df2(f1(2)) -Dfr(2),

wheref; : E; - E, and f, : By — E3 are C*, i.e. continuously differentiable, anfd, , £, and E3
are vector spaces.



2.2.2 Second Derivatives

Every map in here assumed to be (piecewiS@) i.e. (piecewise) twice continuously differen-
tiable, unless stated otherwise. The second derivativeohgpdenoted? f, is a map fromE; to
L(E1, E1; E>), which operates as — D? f () for anyx € E;. The bilinear ma? f (x) operates
as follows: for anyvy, vs € Fy

D2 (a) - (u1,02) = S (DF (o + t01) ) @

It is not hard to show thab? f () is symmetric, i.e D% f(z) - (v1,v2) = D?f(x) - (v, vy) for all
v1,vo € Eq. Furthermore, it can be shown that

2

0
D2f(9€) : (Ul,v2) = —f(:v +tvy + SUQ)
OtOs A

The hook notation from Sectidn 2.1 can be used to turn thensederivative into a linear map. In
particular,(v o D?f(z)) and(D?f(z) L v) € L(E1; Ey) for anyz,v € E;. An important identity
exists for the second derivative of the composition of twachions.

Lemma 2.2. For anyx, v, vs € Fy,

D?(fzo f1)(2)-(v1,v2) = D fo(f1(2))-(Df1(x)-v1,D f1(x)-v2)+D fa(f1(2))-D? f1(z)-(v1,v2),

wheref, : By - Eyis Ct and f, : E; — E3 is C? for vector space#;, E,, and Es.

t=0

This can be seen as the chain rule for second derivatives.

2.2.3 Parameter-Dependent Maps

Now suppose’ is a map fromE; x Hy — Es, i.e. f(x;0) € E, foranyx € E; andd € Hy, where
H, is also an inner product space. The variabkeF, is said to be thetate variabldor f, whereas
0 ¢ H, is aparameter The notation presented ial(1) is used to denote the derévafi f with
respect to the state variable, i.e. foral £,

Df(z;0) v = %f(x-ktv;@)

t=0

Also, D% f(z;0) - (v1,v2) = D(Df(z;0) -v2) - v1 as before. New notation is used to denote the
derivative of f with respect to the parameters, as follows:

V(@i0) u= L rG0 )

t=0
foranyu € H;. Note thatv f(x;0) € L(Hy; E2). In the case wher¢ depends on two parameters

as f(x;61,02), the notationvy, f(z;61,62) will be used to explicitly denote differentiation with
respect to the paramet@r when the distinction is necessary.

The mixed partial derivative mapsDf(x;0) € L(H1, F1; E;) andDV f(x;0) € L(E1, Hy; Es),
are defined as:

)

VD f(2:0) - (u, ¢) = % (Df @i+ tu)-o)|

DVS(:0) - (es) = (9 + 1e36) )

t=0

for anye € Ey, u € H;. Note thatiff € C2, thenDV f(x;0) - (u,e) = VDf(x;0) - (e,u), i.e. the
mixed partial derivatives are equal.

2.3 Elementwise Functions

Consider an inner product spaéeof dimensionn with the inner product denoted Hy ). Let
{ex}7., be an orthonormal basis &. An elementwise functiois defined to be a functiofr : £ —
E of the form

W(v) = Z B({v, ex))er, 3)



wherey : R - R — known as thelementwise operatiaassociated witll — defines the operation
of the elementwise function over the componefts e )} of the vectow € E. The operato® is
basis-dependent, bi{it; }7_, can be any orthonormal basis Bf Also define theelementwise first
derivativeof an elementwise functiolr, ¥’ : £ - F, as

V(0) = z ¥ ({0, ex)er, @)

wherey)’ is the first derivative of). Note that)’ can be referred to as the associated elementwise
operation ford’. Similarly, define theelementwise second derivatifemction¥” : £ — F as

U (v) = Y " (v, ex))ex, %)
k=1
wherey" is the second derivative af.

2.3.1 Hadamard Product

Now define a symmetric bilinear operator L(E, E; E') over the basis vectofs: }7_, as

ek © exr = O ks Cks (6)
wheredy, - is the Kronecker delta. This is the standard Hadamard ptoghen £ = R" and
{er}7., Is the standard basis &". However, wherE = R™ or {e;}7_, is not the standard basis,
© can be seen as a generalization of the Hadamard productt ailtibe referred to as such in
this paper. For illustrative purposes, consider the (gaizedd) Hadamard product of two vectors
v,v’ € E. These vectors can be writtenas >7_; (v, ex)ex andv’ = Y7, (v', ex)ex. Then,

vou - (é“” ek)ek) o (éw, ek/)ekr)

= > (v, er) (v, en) (er @ epr)

kk'=1

= i(v, ex) (v, ex)ex.
k=1

Itis easy to show that the Hadamard product satisfies thewolg properties:
vov =v' 0 v,
(vev)oy=ve (v oy),
(y,vev)=(voyv)=(yov, v)
forally,v,v" € E.

2.3.2 Derivatives of Elementwise Functions

Some results regarding the derivative maps for a genemeeziewise function?, i.e. D¥ andD? ¥,
are presented now.

Proposition 2.3. Let ¥ : E - E be an elementwise function as defined) for an inner product
spaceF of dimensiom with a basis{e, }}_, and inner product, ). Then, foranw, z ¢ E,

DU (2)-v=V'(z)0wv,
where the Hadamard productis defined inf@) and ¥’ is the elementwise first derivative defined in
@). Furthermore DY () is self-adjoint, i.eD*¥(2) = DW¥(z) forall z € E.

Proof. Let ) be the elementwise operation associated WitfThen,

DU(z)-v= %\Il(z +tv)

t=0
dao

=% 1;1/1((2 +tu, eg))ek

t=0
n

= 2 V({2 ex)) (v, ex)ex

k=1
=U'(z) o,



where the third equality follows from the chain rule and &ngy of the derivative.
Furthermore, ley € E. Then,
{y, D¥(2)-v) = (y, ¥'(2) ©@v)
=(¥'(z) @y, v)
=(D¥(2) -y, v).
Since(y, D¥(z) -v) = (D¥(z) -y, v) foranyv,y,z € E, D\I/(z) is self-adjoint. O

Proposition 2.4. Let ¥ : E - E be an elementwise function as defined) for an inner product
spaceF of dimensiom with a basis{e, }._; and inner product, ). Then, for any, vs, z € E,

D?W(z2) - (v1,v2) = U (2) ®v; ® vy, (7)

where the Hadamard productis defined in{@) and 0" is the elementwise second derivative defined
in (). Furthermore,(v; 1 D?¥(z)) and (D?¥(z) L v2) are both self-adjoint linear maps for any
v1,V2,2 € E.

Proof. Prove [[T) directly:
2W(2) - (v1,v2) = D(DW(2) - v2) - vy
=D(¥'(2) @vg) -y
=(V"(2) @v1) © v,

where the third equality follows sincé&’(z) ® v is an elementwise function in. Also, for any
yek,

{y, (1 aD?U(2)) - v2) = (y, D*U(2) - (v1,v2))

y, U'(2) @ v1 ® v2)

U(2) v 0y, v2)

(v1 aD \I/(z))y, va).

This implies that(vl _:DQ\I/(z)) is self-adjoint for any;, z € E. SinceD?¥(z) is a symmetric
bilinear map, this also implies théD2\IJ(z) L vl) is self-adjoint for any,, z € F. O

{
=
=
=

3 Coordinate-Free Representation of Neural Networks

In this section, coordinate-free backpropagation is @erfor a generic layered neural network. The
network is formulated and then a gradient descent algorighgiven for two types of loss functions.

3.1 Neural Network Formulation

Neural networks are layered models, with the actions ofrlaydenoted byf; : F; x H; - Fy,1,
whereE;, H;, andE;,, are inner product spaces. In other worfl§;z;,0;) € E;,1 for x; € E; and

0; € H;. For a neural network witli, layers,i € {1, ..., L}. Thestate variabler; € E; is an abstract
representation of the input data = x at layer:. Theparameterd),; ¢ H; at layer; must be learned,
often by some form of gradient descent. Note that the expleEppendence of; on the paramete;

will be suppressed in the notation throughout this sectlarthis way, f; : E; — E;,1, defined by
zi+1 = fi(z;), wheref; depend®nd;. Then, the network prediction can be written as a compasitio
of functions

F(x;0) = (fro-o fi)(x), (8)
where eacly; : F; - F;,1 has a suppressed dependence on the parafhetéf;, andd represents

the parameter s¢t,. .., 0. }. Each parametd; is independent of the other paramet@is} ;.; in
this formulation.

Some maps will be introduced to assist in derivative catmna Let theheadmap at level, «; :
E; - E;;1, be defined by:

a; = fio-of )



for eachi € {1,...,L}. Note thatw; implicitly depends on the parametd, ..., 6;}. For conve-
nience, sety, to be the identity map of; . Similarly, define theail map at level, w; : E; - FEr.1,
as:

= frowof (10)

foreachi € {1,..., L}. The mapv; implicitly depends orf{6;, ..., }. Again for convenience, set
wr,+1 to be the identity map of' ;. Itis easy to show that the following hold for alk {1, ..., L}:

F=uwji100;, wi=wi1ofi, «;=fioa . (11)
The equations i (11) imply that the predictibhcan be decomposed into
F=wgi0fioa

forallie{1,...,L}, wherea;_; does not depend on the paraméter

3.2 Loss Function and Backpropagation

While training a neural network, the goal is to optimize sdwss functionJ with respect to the
parameterd. For example, consider

J@i0) = 2y = F0)|” = 50y - F(a30), y - F(i0), (12

wherey € Er,1 is the known response data. Gradient descent is used toipgtihe loss function,
thus the gradient of with respect to each of the parameters must be calculatddréBihat can be
done, some preliminary results will be introduced. In thgst®n, it is always assumed that

T; = OG- (,T)
is the state variable at levefor a given data point.
Theorem 3.1. Let J be defined as iffd). Then, for any: € £y andi € {1,...,L},

Vo, J (2;0) = Vg, F(x;0) - (F(x;0) —y). (13)

Proof. By the productrule, for any/; € H;,
Vo, J(2;0) - Us = (F(2:0) -y, Vo, F(2:0) - Us) = (Vg F(2:0) - (F(x:0) —y), Us)-
Since this holds for any/; ¢ H;, (13) follows. O

The following two theorems show how to compute the derieatiy, J(x;6) given in [I3) recur-
sively.

Theorem 3.2. With F' defined as iff8) andw; defined as irff10),
Vo, F'(2;0) = Vg, fi(x;) - D wis1 (zi41) (14)
with T; = OG- (SC) andSCHl = fl(SCZ), forall 7 € {1, R L}

Proof. Apply the chainrule t& = w; 1 o f; oa;_1 and then take the adjoint of it to get the result]
Theorem 3.3. With w; defined as iff{10), then for allz; € E;,

Dw;(x;) = Dwiyt (xi41) - D fi(x;) (15)
and
D*w;(z;) = D fi(x:) - Dwiv1(wir1), (16)
wherez;,; = f;(z;), forallie {1,... L}.

Proof. Apply the chain rule tcauz(xl) = (wis1 © fi)(x;) to get [I5). Then, take the adjoint 6f_'{15)
to get [16). This holds for anye {1,...,L}.



Algorithm 3.1 One iteration of gradient descent for a general NN
function DESCENTITERATION(x, y,61,...,01,m)

X1 < T
forie{1,...,L}do > xp = F(x;0)
Ti+l < fz(ZCz)
end for
forie{L,...,1} do
0; < 0; > Store oldd; for updatingd;_;
if - = L then >e= D*wi+1(:vi+1) . (.I'L+1 - y)
e X1 —Y > wr 1 = identity
else _
e <« D*fi+1(:vi+1) -e > @), update Withd; .1
end if
Vo, J(2;0) < vy fi(wi) e > Thms[3.1 and3]2
end for

end function

Algorithm[3.1 provides a method to perform one iteration mdjent descent to minimizé over

the parameter seét = {6,,...,60.} for a single data point. The algorithm extends linearly to a
batch of updates over multiple data points. Notice thatigradiescent is performed directly over
the inner product spacd; at each layet, which contrasts the standard approach of performing the
descent over each individual componenfofThis can be seen as a coordinate-free gradient descent
algorithm.

Remark 3.4. It is not difficult to incorporate a standarf,-regularizing term into this framework.
Construct a hew objective functighr (z; 0) = J(x;0) + A\T'(9), where € R, is theregularization
parameteand

T(9) = I9H Z [6:1* = 2; 0, 0;)

is theregularization termlt follows thatvgiJT(a:,H) = Vo, J(x;0) +\0;, sincevy, T(0) = 0;. This
implies that gradient descent can be updated to include ¢gelarizing term, i.e. the last line in
Algorithm[3.1 can be altered as follows:

Remark 3.5. The loss function considered so far wis; 0) = £ |y - F(x;6) |*. However, another
standard loss function is the cross-entropy loss,

J(230) = ~{y, L(F(2:6))) - (1 -y, L(1 - F(2:6))),

wherel is a vector of ones of appropriate length ahds an elementwise function with elementwise
operationlog. The gradient of/ with respect to a parameté, in the direction otU;, is

Vo, J (2:0)-Ui= ~{y, DL(F(x36))-Vo, F (2;0)-U;) + (1~y, DL(1~F (;6)) Ve, F(36) - U;)
= (Vg F(x;0) - [-DL(F(x;0)) -y + DL(1 - F(;0)) - (1 - y)], V).

Thus, ~
Vo, J(2;0) = Vg, F(2;0) - [-DL(F(2;0)) -y + DL(1 - F(;0)) - (1 - y)].

Algorithm[3:1 can then be modified to minimizénstead ofJ by changing the initialization of the
error e frome < xp1 —ytoe < -DL(F(z;60)) -y + DL(1 - F(x;0)) - (1 -vy).

3.3 Higher-Order Loss Function

Suppose that another term is added to the loss function taliperthe first order derivative of
F(x;6), asin[3] or [4] for example. This can be represented using

R(x:0) = % IDF(2:0) - vs - B2, (17)



for somev, € Fy; andf, € Er,1. Whengs, = 0, minimizing R(z;6) promotes invariance of the
network in the direction of,.. Similarly to Remark 342 can be added td to create a new loss
function

Jr(z;0) = J(2;0) + pR(x;0), (18)

wherey € R, determines the amount that the higher-order term congbta the loss function.
Note thatR can be extended additively to contain multiple terms:

1
R(z;0)= 3 5 IDF(a:0) ve = fel*, (19)
('Uwﬂm)eBw

whereB, is a finite set of pair¢v,, 5, ) for each data point.
Theorem 3.6. Forall i € {1,..., L}, with R defined as ir{14),

Vo, R(x;0) = (Vo,DF (2;0) Lv,)" - (DF(2;0) - vy — Be) . (20)

Proof. From [17),
Vo,R(x;0)-U; = (DF(x;0) - vz — Bs, Vo,DF(x;0) - (Ui, vz))
=(DF(z;0) - vy — Bz, (Vo,DF (x;0) L vy ) - Uy)
= ((Vo,DF (z;0) Lvy)" - (DF(z;0) - vz — Bz) , Us)
forallU; € H;,i € {1,...,L}. Thus, [20) follows. O

Some preliminary results will be given befoke20) can bairsigely computed. Note again in this
section that

€X; = Oéi,l(I)
is the state variable at layéfor input datax, where the mapy; is defined in[(P).
Lemma 3.7. Foranyx € Ey,andi € {1,...,L},

DO[Z(ZC) = Dfl(Il) . DOLi,l (.CC)
Proof. This is proven using the chain rule, sineg= f; o o;_q forallie {1,...,L}. O

Lemmd3.Y defines forward propagation through the tangemitonk, in the spirit of [4]. Note that
sinceay, = F, Day = DF. This implies that LemmR_3.7 is needed for calculaing(x;0) - v,.
Now, tangent backpropagation will be described.

Theorem 3.8(Tangent Backpropagationfor anyx,v € £, andi € {1,..., L},
(D1 (2) - v) 2D%w;(x:))" = D* fila;) - (Day(2) -v) 2 D?wisi (wi41))
+ ((Dai—l (z)-v) 4 szi(xi))* ‘D wis1 (Tis1),
whereq; is defined inf@) andw; is defined in(10).

Proof. Letwvy,vs, andz € E;. Then,
(vl 4 DQwi(z)) vy = D?w;(2) - (v1,v2)
=D*(wir1 0 f;)(2) - (v1,v2)
= D?wi1(fi(2)) - (Dfi(2) - v1,Dfi(2) - v2)
+Dwir1 (fi(2)) -D*fi(2) - (v1,02)
= ((Dfi(2)-v1) 1D*wis1(fi(2))) - Dfi(z) - va
+Dwis1(fi(2)) - (v1 2D fi(2)) - va,

where the third equality comes from Lemmal2.2. The opet(atpn D%Ji(z)) can thus be written
as

(’Ul | DQWZ(Z)) = ((DfZ(Z) . 1}1) | DQQJHl(fi(Z))) . sz(z) + Dle(fl(Z)) . (1)1 _ DQfZ(Z)) .

8



By taking the adjoint,
(v1 2D%w;(2))" =D* fi(2)-(Dfi(2) - v1) 3D*wisr (fi(2))) +(v1 2 D2 fi(2)) D wisa (fi(2)).

Setv; = Da;—1(z) - v andz = z; to obtain the final result:

((Daj-1 (x) -v) 2 D%wi(2;))" =D fi(as) - (Dei(z) - v) 2 D?wist (341))”
+ ((Dai_l (.I') . ’U) | D2fl(f£1))* . D*wi+1 (xi+1 ),
whereDea; (z) - v = Df;(z;) - Daj—1(z) - v from Lemmd3Y and;,1 = f;(z;). O

Theoreni3B provides a recursive update formula({@a;_1 (z) - v) 2 D?w;(z;))", which back-
propagates the error through the tangent network via niigkition byD* f; (x;) and adding another
term. Recall that the map*w;,1 (x;+1) is calculated recursively using Theoreml 3.3. Now, the main
result for calculatingvy, R(z; 0) is presented.

Theorem 3.9. For anyz,v € Ey andie {1,...,L},

(Vo,.DF(z;0) Lv)" =V, fi(z:) - (Dai(x) - v) 3D2wisr (251))
+((Dai-1(x) -v) 3DV, fi(2:))" - D wis1 (is1),
whereF(x;0) = fr, oo f1(x), «; is defined as irf9), andw; is defined as iff1Q).

Proof. Foranyi € {1,..., L} andU; € H;,
(Vo,DF (z;0) Lv)-U; = Vo,DF(x;0) - (U;,v)
=D (Vy,F(z;0)-U;)-v
=D (Dwis1(i(x)) - Vo, fi(aima(x)) - Ui) -0
=D*wis1(zis1) - (Day(2) - v, Ve, fi (i) - Us)
+Dwis1(wi41) - DV, fi(2i) - (D1 () - v, Uy)
= ((Da;(z) - v) —'D2wi+1($z‘+1)) Vo, fi(xi)-U;
+Dwis1(wiv1) - (Dai-1(x) - v) 2DV, fi(x;)) - Us.
Since this holds for all; € H;,
(Vo,DF (2;0) Lv) = (Dai(z) -v) 1 D*wis1 (wis1)) - Vo, fi(w:)
+Dwir1(wir1) - (Dai-1(x) -v) 1DV, fi(2:)) -
Taking the adjoint of this proves the theorem. by the rewgrpiroperty of the adjoint. O

Algorithm[3.2 presents a single iteration of a gradient dasalgorithm to minimize7x directly
over the parameter sét= {6,,...,605}. This formula extends linearly to a batch of updates over
several data points. To extend thisRodefined with multiple(v,., 8,) pairs as in[(IP), then there
must be a se¥’’/ = {v],...,v},,} calculated for each pair; in Algorithin 3.2, only the one set
{v1,...,vp41} is calculated.

4 Application 1: Standard Multilayer Perceptron

The first network considered is a standard multilayer pgroep(MLP). The input data here is
x € R™, and the output ig’ € R™~+* when the MLP is assumed to hatdayers. The single-layer
function f; : R™ x (R™+1*™ x R™i+1) - R™+1 takes in the data at th&" layer —z; ¢ R™ — along
with parameter$l; e R™#+1*" andb; e R™+1, and outputs the data at the+ 1)*" layer, i.e.

Tip1 = fi(wy; Wi, b)) e R™

The dependence qf; on its parameterélV;, b;) will often be suppressed throughout this section,
i.e. fi(x;; Wi, b;) = fi(x;), for convenience when composing functions. It is assumatidhery



Algorithm 3.2 One iteration of gradient descent for a higher-order logstion
function DESCENTITERATION(x, vy, B, Yy, 01, ...,0L,1, 1)

X1 < T
V1 <+ Vg > v; = Da_1 () - v, andDag () = identity
forie{l,...,L} do D> xp1 = F(x;0) andvgq = DF(x;0) - v,
Tiv1 < fi(xi)
Vi1 < Dfi(xi) v > Lemmd3.y
end for
forie{L,...,1} do
0; < 0; > Stored); for updatingd;_,
if 7 = L then .
e <0 > e = (vis1 1 D?*win1 (zi41)) - (vie1 — Ba)
€y < Vr41 — Pr > ey = D*wiv1(@is1) - (vrs1 — Be)
€y < TLe1-Y > ey = D*wis1 (i) - (2L+1 - )
else > CalculateD* f;11 (241 ) with 6;,1 in this block
er < D*fir1(ziv1) - er + ('Ui+1 4 D2fi+1(xi+1))* -y > Thm.[3:8; use old,
ey < D* fir1(ziv1) - €y >Thm.[33
€y < D*fi‘Fl(Ii‘Fl) €y > Thm[ﬂ
end if
Vo, J(2;0) < Vi, fi(wi) ey > Thms[31 anf3]2
Vo,R(x;0) < V; fi(wi)-er+ (v; 2DV, fi(:))" - €y > Thms[36 an@ 319
0; < 0; —=n(Ve,J(x;0) + 1V, R(x;0))
end for

end function

vector space used here is equipped with the usual Euclidesn product. Thus, the inner product
of two matrices or vectord and B of equal size is computed as

(A,B) = tr(ATB).

As a corollary,(A, BC) = (BT A,C) = (ACT, B) for any matrices or vectord, B andC so that
the inner productA4, BC) is valid. Every vector in eacR™ is treated as an; x 1 matrix by default.

The explicit action of the layer-wise functiofy can be described via an elementwise functign
R™+1 — R™+1 with associated elementwise operatign R — R, as

fi(wi) = Si(Wi-z; +b;) (21)

for any x; € R™, where- denotes matrix-vector multiplication. The elementwisadtion S; :
R™+1 — R™+1 js defined as in[{3). The operation is nonlinear, saS; is known as an element-
wise nonlinearfunction, orelementwise nonlinearityThe derivative map®s,; andD?2S; can be
calculated using Propositiohs P.3 dnd 2.4, respectively.

Remark 4.1. The mapsDS; and D2S; clearly depend on the choice of nonlinearity. Some

common choices and their derivatives are given in Table 1te Noat / is the Heaviside step
function, andsinh and cosh are the hyperbolic sine and cosine functions, respectivedyple[1 is

not a complete description of all possible nonlinearities.

Table 1: Common nonlinearities, along with their first ancosel derivatives

Name Definition First Derivative Second Derivative
sinh(z cosh?(z sin 2) cosh? (z
tanh Ul(x) = cos}}i((m)) O';(.I') = (cish(;z)(+i)2 O';»’((E) =% ((:22}21(2)m)4r}11)?g :
Sigmoidal | 0i(2) = ot | 0l(z) = 0u(x) (1= 03(2)) | 0¥ (2) = 0l(x) (1 - 204(x))
Ramp | o;(z) =max(0,x) ol(xz) = H(z) o' (z)=0
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4.1 Gradient Descent for Standard Loss Function

Consider the loss functiaf given in [12). Its gradient with respect to the paramel€randb; can
now be calculated separately at each layef1,..., L}, sincelV; andb; are both independent of
each other and independent of other laygrsi. First, the derivatives of; and their adjoints are
computed:

Lemma 4.2. Consider the functiorf; defined in21)). Then, for any:; € R™ and anyU; € R™i+1*":

Vw, fi(z:) - Us = DSi(2) - Us - i, (22)
Vo, fi(xi) = DS;(2), (23)
wherez; = W; - z; + b;, and

This holds forany € {1,...,L}.

Proof. For anyU; € R™i+1 %™

d
t=0
which proves[(2R). The other equations can be proven similar O
Lemma4.3. Foranyie {1,...,L}, z; ¢ R™ andu € R™+!,
Viv, fi(zi) u=(S{(z:) ou) ], (25)
Vs, fi(xi) = DS;(2i), (26)
wherez; = W; - x; + b;, and

Proof. By Lemmd 4.2, for any, € R+ and anylJ; € R™i+1 %"

(u, Vw, fi(z:) - Ui) = (z, DS;(2i) - U; - ;)
=((DSi(z) - u)z!, Us),

which implies
Viv. fi(zi) - u=(DSi(z:) -u) ] = (Si(z) ou)x], (28)

which proves[(Zb). Equationk (26) arid](27) follow from takime adjoints of[(Z23) an(ﬂ:(]Z4) and
using the self-adjointness &fS; (z;).

The next result demonstrates how to backpropagate theiprtifoz network.
Theorem 4.4(Backpropagation in MLP) For f; defined as iff21) andw; as defined ir{10),

Dwi(:vi) = Dwi+1 (.”L'i+1) . DSZ(ZZ) . Wi, (29)

wherex;,1 = fi(x;) foralli e {1,...,L}, z; = W, - z; + b;, andwy,,1 is the identity. Furthermore,
for anyu e R™t+1,

D*wi(:ci) ‘U= WZ-T . (S{(Zl) © (D*QJHl(IiJrl) . U)) . (30)

Proof. Pick anyv € R™:. By the Theorerh 3]3 and Lemrha}4.2,

Dwi(v) = Dwis1 (fi(v)) - D fi(v)
=Dwir1(fi(v)) -DS;(W; - v+ b;) - W;

Then, setting = z;, equation[(Z0) is proven sinag,; = f;(x;).
Now, by taking the adjoint of the above equation

D w;(x;) =W/} -D*Si(z) - D wiv1(wis1),

11



whereW;* = W, Also, D*S;(z;) = DS;(2;) from Propositiod 213. Thus, applying*w;(z;) to
anyv € R"t+1 gives

D*wi(:ci) U= WiT . DSl(Zl) . D*le (le) v
=W (5{(zi) © (D*wis1 (1) - v)) -
This is true for anyi € {1,..., L}, so the proof is complete. O
The above theorem demonstrates how to calculdte; (x;) recursively, which is needed to back-

propagate the error throughout the network. This will beassary to compute the main MLP result
presented in the next theorem.

Theorem 4.5. Let J be defined as ifl2), 0 = {W1,...,Wr,b1,...,b.} represent the parameters,
x € R™ be an input with associated known outgut R™2+1, and F'(z; #) be defined as ifB). Then,
the following equations hold for any {1,...,L}:

Vi, J(2;0) = (S} () © (D*wis1(xis1) - €)) ), (31)
Vo, J(2;0) = Si(2;) © (D*wis1(zis1) - €), (32)
wherez; = o;-1(x), z; = W; - x; + b;, and the prediction erroe is given by
e=F(x;0)—yeR"+1,

Proof. By Theoreni 3.1

Vw, J(z;0) = Vi F(x;0) -e, (33)
Vi, J(2:0) = vy F(x36) -e. (34)
From Theorer 312,
V*WiF(,T;@) €= V*Wlfz(l'l) -D*wi+1(l'i+1) - e, (35)
VZIF(,T,@) €= V;lfl(wz) -D*wi+1(:§i+1)~e. (36)

Recall thaD*w;,1(z;+1)-e is calculated recursively via TheorémW.4. Thén] (31) fefidrom [33),
(35) and[(Zb), i.e.

Vw,J(2;0) = Vi, F(x;0) e
= Vi, fi(wi) D wir1(wis1) - e
= (S{(2:) @ (D*wis1 (wie1) -€)) ;-
Similarly, (32) follows from [34),[(3b) and (26), i.e.
Vo, J(2;0) = vy, F(x;0) - e
=V, fi(xi) - D wisi (i) e
=5/(2;) © (D*wiy1(wir1) - €).
This completes the proof, which is valid for alt {1,...,L}. O

Given the above results, a gradient descent algorithm caleweoped to minimizeg with respect
to eachW; andb;, for a given data point andlearning raten. One iteration of this is given in
Algorithm[4.1. The output of the algorithm is an updated i@r®f IW; andb;. This process can be
extended additively to a batch of updates by summing thevidadal contributions of each to the
gradient ofJ(x;0).

4.2 Gradient Descent for Higher-Order Loss Function

The goal now is to perform a gradient descent iteration fagadr-order loss function of the form
(@8). Since the gradients of are already understood, it is only necessary to computerttiemts

of R, defined in[(1lr), with respect #; andb; for all 7 € {1,..., L}. This will involve forward and
backward propagation through the tangent network, andttrenalculation of VDF (x;60) L v)",

as in Theorem 3]9. First, relevant single-layer derivativél be presented as in the previous section.

12



Algorithm 4.1 One iteration of gradient descent in MLP

function DESCENTITERATION(x, y, W1,...,Wr,b1,...,br,n)
X1 < T
forie{1,...,L}do > xp1 = F(x;0)
Tip1 < Si(2i)

end for
forie{L,...,1}do
Wi « W, I> Store oldWW; for updatingiV;_;
if - = L then >e= D*wi+1(:vi+1) . (.I'L+1 - y)
e X1 —Y > wr 41 = identity
else
e« Wk (5], (zi1) @€) > (30)
end if
Vb, J (x;0) < Si(zi) @€ > ([32)
Vi, J (x;0) < (S](2:) @ e) ] > @)

bi < bi =V, J(x;0)
W; < W, - aniJ(I; 9)
end for
end function

Lemma 4.6. Consider the functiorf; defined in(ZT). Then, for anyz;,v € R™ andU; € R™+1*™i

(v 2 DVw, fi(w:)) - Ui = D2Si(2;) - (Wi -0, Us - ;) + DS;(2:) - U; - v (37)
(v 2DV, fi(2:)) = (Wi -v) 2D?Si(2)) (38)
(v_IDin(:ci)) = ((Wi-v)_lDQSi(zi))~Wi, (39)
wherez; = W; - x; + b;. Furthermore, for anyy € R™i+t,
(v 3DV, fi(w:))" -y =[S (z:) © (Wi-v) 0 y]aT +[Si(z) 0 y] v, (40)
(v 4DV, fi(zi))" = (Wi v) 9 D*Si(21)), (41)
(v aD*fi(x)) =W (Wi -v) 2D*Si()) - (42)

Proof. First, equation(37) is proven directly:
(v aDVw, fi(wi)) - Ui = D (Vw, fi(z:) - Ui) - v
=D(DSi(2i) - Ui-a;)-v
= DQSZ'(ZZ') . (VVZ -, Ui . :v) + DSZ(ZZ) . Ui -,

where the second line comes froml(22) and the last line falli’am Lemmd 22. Equations(38)
and [39) can be proven similarly.

Next, equation(40) is proven directly. For amy R™i+1,
(y, (v 2 DVw, fi(2:)) - Us) = (y, (W; -v) 2D?Si(2)) - Us -z + DS () - Ui - v)
= ([((Wi-v) aD28:(2)) -y a7 + [DSi(=0) -y]v", Us),
sinceDS;(z;) and(v 4 DQSi(zi)) are both self-adjoint. Since this is true for aliy,
(v aDVw, fi(2:))" -y =[((W; -0) 2D*Si(2)) -y 2] +[DSi(z:) -y]v”, (43)
which is equation{40) once the definitionsIdf; andD?2S; are substituted in.

Equations[(411) and (42) are direct consequencds of (38)3H)drespectively, using the reversing
property of the adjoint and the self-adjointnes®d; (z;) and(v 1 D?S;(z;)). O

Theorem 4.7. For f; defined as ir21), «; defined as iff9), andz, v € R™,
Da;(z) v =Si(2i) @ (W;-Da,_1(z) -v),
wherez; = ;-1 (x), z; = W; - x; + b, andi e {1,..., L}. Also,Dag(z) - v = v.
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Proof. Forallie {1,...,L}, by Lemmd3.J, Propositidn 2.3 and equation (24),
Da;(z)-v=Dfi(a;i—1(x)) -Day_1(z) -v
= S!(2) ® (W;-Day_1(z) -v),
whereap () = z andz; = a;_1 (x). FurthermoreDayg () is the identity sincey is the identity. [

This is an explicit representation of the forward propagathrough the tangent network. The next
lemma describes the backpropagation through the tangemorie

Theorem 4.8 (Tangent Backpropagation in MLP)Let «; and w; be defined as irf9) and (10),
respectively. Lef; be defined as i@1)). Then, foranyi € {1,..., L}, x,v; € R™, andvy € R™2+1,

((Dai,l(:zr) . ’Ul) _I DQwi(xi))*~v2 = WiT . {S{(Zl) © I:((DOQ(I) . ’Ul) _I D2w1‘+1($1‘+1))* . ’02]}
+ WlT{Sl”(ZZ) © (WZDOZZ,l(I) . 1}1) © (D*wiJrl («ri+1)'v2)} ’

wherez; = o;_1(z) andz; = W; - x; + b;. Also,
((DaL(:zr) ‘vp) DQ(,LJLH(:ELH))>+ -9 = 0.

Proof. Theoreni3.B states that for any {1,..., L},

((Dai_l (,T) . ’U1) | Dzwi(:vi))* * Vg = D*fz(l'l) . ((Dal(x) . ’Ul) - Dzwi+1 (xi+1 ))* * Va2
+ ((Dai,l (ZC)”Ul) _I DQfZ(Il))* . D*wi‘Fl(Ii‘Fl) * V9. (44)
By (22),
Furthermore, by((42),
((Dai-y (@) -v1) 3D fi(:))" = W] - (Wi Doy (z) - v1) 4D Si(2)) -
These results can be substituted into equalioh (44) torotiteifinal result:
((Dai—l(fr) vy) D2wi($i))*'v2 = WiT -DS;(z) - ((Dozi(x) -v1) _lDzwiu(ZHl))* " V2
+ WZ-T . ((VVZ -Da;—1 (.I') . ’Ul) - Dzsz(zl)) . D*wi+1(:vi+1) %)
= WZ-T . {S{(Zl) © I:((DOQ(I) . ’Ul) _ D2w1‘+1($1‘+1))* . ’02]}
+ WZT{S;’(ZZ) © (Wi'DOéi,l(I)'Ul) O] (D*wiJrl(IiJrl) . 1)2)} .
This is true even foi = 1 sinceqy is the identity. Fori = L + 1, w4 is also the identity, so

((ar(z)-v1) 9D?wri1(x41))* is the zero operator. Thus, the result is proven. O

Note that the first term in the tangent backpropagation esspoa in Theorern 418 is the recursive
part, and the second term can be calculated at each stageDdnge (z;,1) is calculated. The
maps(Vw,DF (x;0) L v)* and(V,,DF (x;0) L v)* are calculated in the next theorem as the final
step in the gradient descent puzzle.

Theorem 4.9. Letv € R™ ande ¢ R"+1, Then, witha; and w; defined as inf@) and (I0),
respectively, and; = a;—1 (),

(Vw,DF(z;0)Lv)" -e= {Sz'(zl) o) [((Dai(gc) -v) _lDszl(le))* ~e]}:v;fp
+ (87 (z) © (Wi -Day_1(x) -v) © (D*wis1(zi41) -€)) ] (45)
+ (8i(2i) © (D*wis1 (wi1) - €)) (Daiz () -v) T,
(Vo DF(2:0) L v)* -e = Sj(2:) © [ (Dai(2) - v) 3D (wi41))” - e]
+5(2;) © (W;-Day-1(z) -v) © [D*wis1(zi41) - €], (46)

foranyie {1,...,L}, wherez; = W, - x; + b;.
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Proof. Theoreni 3.D says that for amy R™2+t,
(Vo,DF(2;0) Lv)" - e =V}, fi(:) - (Devi(x) -v) 3D w1 (zi41)) - e
+((Day_1(2) -v) 3DV, fi(x:)) - D*wis1(wi11) - e, (47)
whered; is a generic parameter at layiefor i € {1,...,L}.
When#; = W;, equationd(28) and (#3) can be substituted intd (47) toimbta
(Vw,DF(z;0)Lv)" -e= {DSi(zi) . ((Dai(:zr) -0) JDwisy (:Ci+1))* . e} xl
+ {((VVZ ‘Daj-1(x) - v) 1 DQSi(zi)) ‘D*wip1(@iv1) - e} x;[ (48)
+(DSi(2) - D*wir1(wi41) - €) (Daiy (z) - v) " .
Equation [4b) is then obtained upon substituting the exgivas forD.S;(z;) andD?S;(z;) into
@8).
Similarly, whend; = b;, equations(26) and(#1) can be substituted inid (47) tombta
(Vo,DF(;0) Lv)" e =DS;(2) - (Dai(z) - v) 3D?wis1 (i21)) -
+ ((Wl ‘Da-1(x) -v) 2 DQSZ'(ZZ')) ‘D*wip1(wiv1) - €. (49)
As before, equatioi (46) is obtained by substituting theesgions foD.S;(z;) andD?2S;(z;) into
“9). O
From Theorer 316, for, ¢ R™ andg, ¢ R"L+1
Vo,R(x;0) = (Vo,DF(2;0) Lvy)" - (DF(x;0) - vy — Be),

for 6; equal to one of¥; or b;. Substitutev = v, ande = (DF(x;0) - v, — 3;) in the formulas

in Theoreni4.B to computew, R(z;0) andv,, R(x;6). Thus, one iteration of a gradient descent
algorithm to minimizeJr = J + R can now be given, sincey, J(z;0) andVy, R(z;6) can both
be calculated. This is described in Algorithm]4.2.

5 Application 2: Deep Autoencoder

Now, a2L-layer autoencoder (AE) of the form given in Murphy, Cha®8r[2] is described in
the framework of Sectiohl3. The layerwise functifnis slightly more complicated in this case
because there is weight-sharing between differernt layktise network. Introduce a functicf:
{1,...,2L} - {1,...,2L} to aid in network representation, defined as follows:

€(i)=2L-i+1, Vie{l,...,2L}. (50)

This function has the property thé&f o £)(i) = 4, for all i. Then, the layerwise functioyf; :
R™ x (R™+1*"i x R™i+1) — R™+1 can be represented in the following manner:

fi(wi; Wiy b)) = Si(Wi - w5 + by), ie{l,...,L}
fil@is Wegay, b)) = Si (1i(Weiy) - @i + b;) ie{L+1,...,2L},
wherez; € R™ is the input to theé'” layer,TV; ¢ R™#+1*" is the weight matrixp; € R™ is the bias
vector at layet, S; : R™#+! - R™+! js the elementwise nonlinearity with corresponding eletwese
operatiorns;, andr; € L(R™«+1*"e@; R *<(h+1) governs how the weights are shared between

layeri and&(7). The structure of the autoencoder is to encode for thefitayers, and decode for
the nextL layers, with the dimensions being preserved according to:

nL+j:nL_j+2’ V]€{2,,L+1}

In [2] and other similar examples; is the matrix transpose operator at each layer, although it i
kept general in this paper. However, for that particulaec#ise adjoint is calculated according to
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1. LetT € L(R™™; R™*") be defined as(U) = U7 for all U e R™*™. Then,
™ (W)=w"
forall W e R™*™.
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Algorithm 4.2 One iteration of gradient descent for higher-order loss irPM
function DESCENTITERATION(x, Uy, B, 4, Wi, ..., Wp,b1,...,br,m, 1)

Tl < T
V1 <+ Vg > v; = Dag_1 () - v, andDay () = identity
forie{l,...,L} do > xp1 = F(x;0) andvgq = DF(x;0) - v,

zi <« Wi x; +b;
Ti+1 < Sz(Zz)

Vit+l < S{(Zl) © (Wl : Ui) > Theorenf 4.7
end for
forie{L,...,1} do
Wi « W; > StorelV; for updatingiv;_;
if 7= L then .
er <0 > e = (vis1 1 D*win1 (zi41))  (vie1 — Ba)
€y < Vr41 — Pr > ey = D*wis1(ir1) - (vpe1 — Bz)
€y < Tri1—Y > ey =D*wiv1(@is1) - (TL+1 - y)
else ~ ~
e « ng . (S{+1(Zi+1) O©ep + S{il(zﬂl) O} (Wi+1 . ’l)i+1) © ev) > Theorent4.B
ey < WE (80, (2i41) @ ey) > (30); Update:,, after update oé,
ey < Wiy - (811 (zin1) @ey) > (30)
end if
Vo, J(2;0) < Si(2:) © ey > (32)
Vi, J(x;0) < (Si(2:) @ ey) xl > (1)

Vi, R(z;0) < S!(z;) @e; + S(z) © (Wi-v;) @e, > Thm.[Z9 for this and next line
Vi, R(2;0) < (Si(2z:) @ e + S (2:) @ (Wi -v;) @ ep)zl + (Si(2:) @ ey)vl
Wi < Wi =n(Vw,J(%;0) + uVw, R(x;0))
b < b; —n(V, J(x;0) + uVyp, R(x;0))
end for
end function

Proof. For anyU € R™™ andW e R™*",
(W, 7(U)) = (W, UT) = tx(WU) = tx(UW) = (U, WT),
which proves the result by the symmetry(of). O

Now, introduce the following notation to represent ifién a more compact manner:
K - {Wi 1<i<L
o (Wewy), L+1<i<2L
Then, the action of layer— f; — can be simply represented as
fi(xi) = Si(K; - w; +b;), (51)

where the explicit dependence on the paramekgrandb; are suppressed and implied when dis-
cussingf;. The network prediction is given by

F(x;0) = far, 00 fi(x), (52)

wheref = {W1,..., Wg,by,...,bor.} anda € R™. Notice that layers and (i) both explicitly
depend on the paramef@f;, for anyi € {1, ..., L}, and their impact o’ can be shown by writing
I as follows:

F(2;0) = fap o0 feyo o fioro fi(x). (53)
In this sectiong; andw; are defined analogously fd (9) and](10) respectively, i.e.
a;(z) = fioo fi(z) and wi(y) = far oo fi(y) (54)
forall z e R"', y e R™, andi € {1,...,2L}. Note again that, andw-y,,1 are identity maps.
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5.1 Gradient Descent for Standard Loss Function

For the deep autoencoder, the standard loss function erelift. It is of the form
J(:0) = %(x—F(x;@), - F(:0)). (55)

Notice that they from (I2) has been replaced byin (85). This is to enforce the output, which is
the decoding of the encoded input, to be as similar to theér@ignput as possible. The equation
for vy, J(«;0) is then updated from the form iR (13) to

Vo, J(2;0) = Vg, F(x;0) - (F(x;0) - ), (56)

for any parameteé;. Note that calculatingry, F'(x;0) for i € {1,...,L} in this case is more
difficult than in [3%), since layers and £(i) both depend orWV;. This will be shown towards
the end of this section after single-layer derivatives aadkpropagation are presented. There is
a very strong correspondence between this section andb8EEfl because of the similarity in the
layerwise-defining functiorf;, and this will be exploited whenever possible.

Before proceeding into gradient calculation, however, i yarticular instance of the chain rule
will be introduced for parameter-dependent maps.

Theorem 5.2. Let E, E, H,, and H, be generic inner product spaces. Consider a linear map
7€ L(H;; H), and two parameter-dependent mapsE x H; - E andh: E x Hy - E, such that

g(x;0) = h(z;7(0))
forall x € £ andf € Hy. Then, the following two results hold for dfl € H; andy ¢ E
Vy(z;0)-U =Vh(z;7(0)) 7(U),
Vig(a;0) -y =7" (V'h(z;7(0)) -y)-

Proof. This is a consequence of the chain rule, the linearity,afnd the reversing property of the
adjoint. O

Then, single-layer derivatives for a generic functjoare presented as corollaries to Theokem 5.2.
Corollary 5.3. Consider a functiorf of the form

f@; W) =S5 (W) -z +b),

wherez € R” b € R™ W ¢ R™™ 7 ¢ L(R™™;R™™), andS : R™ - R™ is an elementwise
function. Then, the following hold: for arty ¢ R™*™,

Vw f(z;W)-U=DS(2)-7(U) -z, (57)
Vo f(x; W) = DS(2), (58)
Df(x;W) =DS(2) - 7(W), (59)
wherez = 7(W) - z + b. Furthermore, the following hold: for anye R™,
Vi f (@ W) -y =7"((8'(z) o y)a”) (60)
Vi f(z; W) =DS(2) (61)
D*f(z; W) =7"(W)-DS(2). (62)

Proof. In Lemmag$ 4.2 and 4.3, the derivatives and correspondiragrasjof
f(x; W) = S(W -z +b)
were calculated, whefd ¢ R™*". Then, equation$ (57) and (60) are consequences of Lémina 5.2

Equations[(5B) and ($9) also follow from derivatives cadcatl in Lemmak 412 and 4.3, along with
the chain rule. Equationg (61) arid{62) follow from the reimg property of the adjoint and the
self-adjointness ob.S(z). O
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Since the single-layer derivatives can be calculated nbis shown that backpropagation in a deep
autoencoder is of the same form as backpropagation in a MLP.

Theorem 5.4(Backpropagation in Deep AEWith f; defined as in(&1l) and w; given as in(G4),
then for anyz; e R™ andi e {1,...,2L},

Dw;(x;) = Dwit1(@is1) - DSi(2) - K,
wherez; = K; - x; + b; andwr, 1 is the identity. Furthermore, for anye R"2L+1,

D*wi(:vi) ‘U= KZT . (S:(ZZ) © (D*wi+1 (.”L'i+1) . U)) .

Proof. Sincef;(z;) = K; - z; + b;, whereK; is independent of;, this result can be proven in the
same way as Theordm 4.4, replacifg with K;. O

The derivatives of the entire loss function can now be coewputith respect tdV,; for anyi e
{1,...,L}, and with respect to; for anyi € {1,...,2L}.

Theorem 5.5. Let J be defined as iff58), F' be defined as iif52), andw; be defined as iif54).
Then, foralli € {1,...,L} andx € R™,

Vw,J (2;0) - = (5](2:) © (D*wis1 (wi1) - €)) x]
78 (St (Ge) © (D weqiy o (ze(iya) - €)) iy | (63)
wheree = F(z;0) —zandz; = K;-x; +b; forall 1 < j <2L.
Furthermore, for alli € {1,...,2L},
Vi J (230) = Si(2:) © (D wis1 (wis1) - €).- (64)

Proof. Proving equatior[(84) for anie {1,...,2L} is the same as proving (32), and is omitted. As
for equation[(6B), recall that only two of the functions caisimg F in (53) depend odV;: f; and
fei)- Hence, by the product rule of differentiation,

Vw, F(2;0) = Dweiye1(@eiye1) - Vw, fe(iy (Te(y) + Dwivi (@in1) - Vs fi(@i).
Taking the adjoint of this implies
Vi, F(2;0) - e = Viy, feiy (Teiy) - D weiyar (Teiye1) - € + Viy, fi(xi) - D wir1 (w441) -e. (65)
Equation[(2b) gives
Viv, fi(w:) -u=(S)(z) @ u) x| (66)
for anyu € R™+! and anyi € {1,...,L}. Sincei € {1,...,L} implies¢(i) ¢ {L+1,...,2L},
equation[(6D) implies
Viv, fe (ze@)) v = 700y ((Seqoy (2e) ©v) (i) (67)

for anyv e RSW*! and anyi € {1,...,L}, wherezg;) = 7e(iy(Wi) - @e(s) + beqy- Hence, [(6B)
follows from (58) and[(6b) -I{G7). O

One iteration of a gradient descent algorithm to minimizavith respect to the parameters is
given in Algorithm[5. As before, the output of this alghrit is a new parameter sét =
{Wy,...Wg,b1,...,bar} that has taken one step in the direction of the negative gnadif .J
with respect to each parameter.

5.2 Gradient Descent for Higher-Order Loss Function

Now, as in previous sections, a loss functiga = J + pR is considered, withR(z;0) defined
as in [17T) or[(IB). To perform gradient descent to minimjzg it is only necessary to determine
the gradient ofR with respect to the parameters, since the gradient cdin already be calculated.
Again, forward and backward propagation through the tahgetwork must be computed in the
spirit of [4], as well agy VD F'(x;0) L v)*.
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Algorithm 5.1 One iteration of gradient descent in an autoencoder

function DESCENTITERATION(x, W1,..., W, b1,...,bar,n)
X1 < T
fOfiE{l,...,2L} do D$2L+1=F($;9)
if 7 <= L then
Ki <~ Wl
else
K; < 7;(Weesy)
end if
Tiv1 < Si(2i)

end for
forie{2L,...,1} do
if i =2L then > war+1 = identity
€g < ToL41 — X > ey = D*wiy1 (2441) - (ap+1 — )
else
ex < Kby - (S](zi41) @ €x) > Thm.[5.4
end if
Vo, J (2:0) < Si(2:) @ eq > (64)
if 7> L then
Ve (2:0) < 77 ((S](2i) @ ) z]) > Second term i {83)
else
Vi, J(2;0) < Vw, J(2;0) + (S](2i) © e;) ] > Add first term in [63)
Wi < Wi =nVw,J(z;0)
end if
end for

end function

Lemma 5.6. For f; defined as if51), «; defined as irf(54), and anyz,v € R™,
Da;(z) v =5}(2) © (K; -Da;-1(x) -v),

wherez; = a;1(z) andz; = K; - a; + b;, forall i € {1,...,2L}.
Proof. This result is proven similarly to Theordm#.7 sinéz;) = S;(K; - x; + b;). O

Now, tangent backpropagation must be computed.

Theorem 5.7(Tangent Backpropagation in Deep AH)et o; andw; be defined as ig4). Let f;
be defined as il). Then, forany € {1,...,2L}, x,v; € R™, andvy € R™2+1,

((DOLi,l (.CC) . 1}1) _'DQWZ'(I»L'))*'UQ = K;T . {S;(ZZ) © I:((DOZZ(ZC) . 1}1) _IDQQJHl(IiJrl))* . 1)2]}
+ K;T{Sl”(zl) © (Ki'DOéi,l (I) . ’Ul) © (D*wi+1(517i+1)"02)}7

Where:vz- = Q-1 (,T) andzi =K; x;+b;. Also,

((Dazp(z)-vy) 2 D2W2L+1(~T2L+1))* v = 0.

Proof. Sincef;(x;) = S;(K; - z; + b;) andK; is independent af;, this result can be proven in the
same way as Theordm 4.8. O

Since the tangents can be backpropagated, the final stedcinatang the gradients oR is to
calculate( vy, DF (z;6) L v)*, whered; is a generic parameter.
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Theorem 5.8. Leta; andw; be defined iffc4), and F be defined as i6d). Then, for any € R™2L+t,
xeR™, andie{l,...,L},

(Vw,DF(z;0) Lv)" -e
- {8120 © [ ((Das(2) -v) s DRwi (wi)) e o]
+ (57 (2:) © (K- Daj-1(z) -v) © (D*wisa (wis1) - €)) 7
+(S](z1) © (D*wis1 (wis1) - €)) (Davia (2) -v) " (68)
+720 ({St Gey) @ [((Daggsy (@) - v) 3 DPwe(iyn (zeiyin)) -]} o))
+ 7200y L(S¢00) (7e(1y) © (Ke(sy - Daggiy1 () - v) © (D weiyer (e(iyen) - €)) (s ]
+ 7800 [(Seqo) (2e) © (D wegiy (ze(iy1) - €)) Daggiy-1 (2) - 0) "],
wherez; = o;_1 () andz; = K; - x; + b;. Furthermore, forany € {1,...,2L},
(Vo, DF(2:0) L) - e = Si(2) © [((Das(x) - v) 1 D*wisa (:41)) " -]
+5(2) @ (K; - Daj—1(x) -v) © (D*wis1(wis1) - €) . (69)

Proof. Equation[(€D) is proven similarly to (#6) and is omitted. Btjon [68) is now derived.
Consider the case whér {1, ..., L}. Recall from the proof of Theorem3.5 that
Vw, F(2;0) = Dwiy1(2is1) - Vw, fi(2:) + Dweiyer (Teiy1) - Vwi feiy (Tey)-
Then, as in the proof of Theordm B.9,
(Vw,DF(z;0) Lv) = ((Dai(:v) V) D2wi+1(xi+1)) -Vw, fi(2;) (70)
+Dwis1 (ir1) - (Da—1(2) - v) 2 DV, fi(2i))
+((Dag(y - v) 3D we(iyan(Te(iyn)) - Vv feqiy (zei))

+ Dawe(i)41 (Te(iye1) - (Dagy-1(2) -v) IDVw, fe(ay(2e(ay))

where the third and fourth terms come from the second temin/'(x; 6). Then, taking the adjoint
of the first two terms of (70) works as i (45), replaciig with K;. Taking the adjoint of the final
two terms of[[7D) can be done using Theofen 5.2 (45), wduotpletes the proof. O

Corollary 5.9. Let «; andw; be defined inG4), and F' be defined as iifc2). Then, for any «
R™2r+1 e R™,andie {1,...,L},

(Vw, DF(2:0) L v)" - ¢
= ((V5,DF(z;0) Lv)" -e)z)
+(8i(21) © (D*wis1 (wi1) - €)) (D (x) -0) " (71)
+ T () [((wa)DF(:c; 0)L v)* . e) xg(i)]
+ 70 [(Stry () © (D we(iy e (e(iy ) - €)) (Daggay-1 (x) - 0) ],

WhereIi = Oéi,l(I) andzi =K; x;+b;.
Proof. This result can easily be obtained by substituting (69) (68). O

Recall the following for,,, 5, € R™2L+1:

VOlR($79) = (V@TDF(?L‘,Q) L ’Um)* ' (DF(.’L‘,@) *Ug — Bm)a
for a generic parametéf. Now, gradient descent can be performed to miningize= J + R since
the gradient of? is known. One iteration of this is given in AlgoritHm5.2.
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Algorithm 5.2 One iteration of gradient descent for higher-order lossiaatoencoder

function DESCENTITERATION(x, Uy, Bz, W1, ..., Wr,b1,...,bar,m, 1)
X1 < T
V1 <+ Vg > v; = Dag_1 () - v, andDay () = identity
forie{l,...,2L} do > xar+1 = F(x;0) andvar1 = DF(x;0) - v,
if ¢ <= L then
else
K < 1i(Weiy)
end if
Zi < Kl X+ bi
Ti+l < Sz(Zz)

Vit+l < S;(Zl) O} (Kz : Ui) > Lemmd5.6
end for
forie{2L,...,1} do
if 2 = 2L then > wor 1 = identity
€r < Tap41 — T > ey = D*wi+1(£€z‘+1) (w2p41 — )
et <0 > e = (vis1 1D w1 (zi41)) - (Va1 — Be)
€y <+ V2r4+1 — Ba > ey = D*wir1(wir1) - (V2r+1 — Be)
else
er < KLy - (Sh (2in1) @ez) > Thm.[5.2
et < K;‘Zl . (S£+1(zi+l) ©e;+ S{il(zﬂl) © (Ki+1 'Ui+1) © ev) > Thm, olde,
ep < KL (S, (2is1) @ey) > Thm.[5.4
end if
Vi, J(x;0) « Si(z) © ey > (64)
Ve, R(2;0) < Si(z;) @er + 5] (2:) 0 (K;-v;) © ey > (69)
bi < b =1 (Vy,J (2;0) + uVe, R(x;0))
if ¢ > L then
Ve, S (2:0) < 77 ((Si(2:) @ €g) aT) > Second term in(83)
Ve, R(2:0) < 77 (Vo, R(w30)) z + (S](zi) @ e,)v]) > Terms3&4in[71)
else
Vw, J(2;0) <« Vw, J(2;0) + (S!(z) @ ep) xT > Add first term in [63)

Vw,R(x;0) « Vw, R(z;0) + (VbiR(a:;G))xZT +(S{(z) ®ey) viT
> Terms 1 & 2 in[(71), add to previously computed result.
Wi < Wi =n(Vw,J(z;0) + uVw, R(z;0))
end if
end for
end function

6 Conclusion and Future Work

In this work, a concise and complete mathematical framev@rlONNs was formulated. Generic
multivariate functions defined the operation of the netwatleach layer, and their composition
defined the overall mechanics of the network. A coordinede-§radient descent algorithm, which
relied heavily on derivatives of vector-valued functiomgs presented and applied to two specific
examples. It was shown how to calculate gradients of nettemkfunctions over the inner product
space in which the parameters reside, as opposed to indlyduth respect to each component. A
simple loss function and a higher-order loss function wenesiered, and it was also shown how
to extend this framework to other types of loss functionse @pproach considered in this paper
was generic and flexible and can be extended to other typestwbrks besides the ones considered
here.

The most immediate direction of future work would be to raprd the parameters of a DNN in
some sort of lower-dimensional subspace to promote spansithe network. Finding meaningful
basis representations of parameters could help limit theuatrof overfitting, while still maintaining
the predictive power of the model. Also, more sophisticatgiiimization methods become tractable
once the number of dimensions is sufficiently reduced, anbitld be interesting to apply these to
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neural networks. Another direction for future work is to Bipthe discrete-time dynamical system
structure presented for the layerwise network, and to dansiow to use control and dynamical
systems theory to improve network training or output.
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