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LEARNING DEEP LINEAR NEURAL NETWORKS: RIEMANNIAN GRADIENT
FLOWS AND CONVERGENCE TO GLOBAL MINIMIZERS

BUBACARR BAH!, HOLGER RAUHUT?, ULRICH TERSTIEGE2, AND MICHAEL WESTDICKENBERG?3

ABSTRACT. We study the convergence of gradient flows related to learning deep linear neural networks
(where the activation function is the identity map) from data. In this case, the composition of the network
layers amounts to simply multiplying the weight matrices of all layers together, resulting in an overparam-
eterized problem. The gradient flow with respect to these factors can be re-interpreted as a Riemannian
gradient flow on the manifold of rank-r matrices endowed with a suitable Riemannian metric. We show
that the flow always converges to a critical point of the underlying functional. Moreover, we establish that,
for almost all initializations, the flow converges to a global minimum on the manifold of rank k& matrices for
some k < 7.

1. INTRODUCTION

Deep learning [II] forms the basis of remarkable breakthroughs in many areas of machine learning.
Nevertheless, its inner workings are not yet well-understood and mathematical theory of deep learning is
still in its infancy. Training a neural networks amounts to solving a suitable optimization problem, where
one tries to minimize the discrepancy between the predictions of the model and the data. One important
open question concerns the convergence of commonly used gradient descent and stochastic gradient descent
algorithms to the (global) minimizers of the corresponding objective functionals. Understanding this problem
for general nonlinear deep neural networks seems to be very involved. In this paper, we study the convergence
properties of gradient flows for learning deep linear neural networks from data. While the class of linear
neural networks may be not be rich enough for many machine learning tasks, it is nevertheless instructive and
still a non-trivial task to understand the convergence properties of gradient descent algorithms. Linearity
here means that the activation functions in each layer are just the identity map, so that the weight matrices
of all layers are multiplied together. This results in an overparameterized problem.

Our analysis builds on previous works on optimization aspects for learning linear networks [23, T3], 5] 4,
10, 22]. In [4] the gradient flow for weight matrices of all network layers is analyzed and an equation for
the flow of their product is derived. The article [4] then establishes local convergence for initial points close
enough to the (global) minimum. In [I0] it is shown that under suitable conditions the flow converges to a
critical point for any initial point. We contribute to this line of work in the following ways:

e We show that in the balanced case (see definition (1) the evolution of the product of all network
layer matrices can be re-interpreted as a Riemannian gradient flow on the manifold of matrices of
some fixed rank (see Corollary [I7). This is remarkable because it is shown in [] that the flow of
this product cannot be interpreted as a standard gradient flow with respect to some functional. Our
result is possible because we use a non-trivial Riemannian metric.

e We show in Theorem [5| that the flow always converges to a critical point of the loss functional LV,
see . This results applies under significantly more general assumptions than the mentioned result

of [10].

LAFRICAN INSTITUTE FOR MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES (ATMS) SOUTH AFRICA, & STELLENBOSCH UNIVERSITY, 6 MELROSE
RoAD, MUIZENBERG, CAPE TOWN 7945, SOUTH AFRICA

2CHAIR FOR MATHEMATICS OF INFORMATION PROCESSING, RWTH AACHEN UNIVERSITY, PONTDRIESCH 10, 52062 AACHEN,
GERMANY

3INSTITUTE FOR MATHEMATICS, RWTH AACHEN UNIVERSITY, TEMPLERGRABEN 55, 52062 AACHEN, GERMANY

E-mail addresses: bubacarr@aims.ac.za, rauhut@mathc.rwth-aachen.de, terstiege@mathc.rwth-aachen.de,
mwest@instmath.rwth-aachen.de.

Date: October 15, 2020.



2 LEARNING DEEP LINEAR NETWORKS

e We show that the flow converges to the global optimum of L, see , restricted to the manifold of
rank k matrices for almost all initializations (Theorem, where the rank may be anything between
0 and r (the smallest of the involved matrix dimensions). In the case of two layers, we show in the
same theorem that for almost all initial conditions, the flow converges to a global optimum of L2,
see . Our result in the case of two layers again applies under significantly more general conditions
than a similar result in [I0]. For the proof, we extend an abstract result in [I6] that shows that
strict saddle points of the functional are avoided almost surely. Moreover, we give an analysis of the
critical points and saddle points of L* and LY, which generalizes and refines results of [13, 22].

We believe that our results shed new light on global convergence of gradient flows (and thereby on gradient
descent algorithms) for learning neural network. We expect that the insights will be useful for extending
them to learning nonlinear neural networks.

Structure. This article is structured as follows. Section [2| describes the setup of gradient flows for learning
linear neural networks and collects some basic results. Section [3| shows convergence of the flow to a critical
point of the functional. Section [f] provides the interpretation as Riemannian gradient flow on the manifold
of rank-r matrices. For the special case of a linear autoencoder with two coupled layers and balanced
initial points, Section [5] shows convergence of the flow to a global optimum for almost all starting points
by building on [23]. Section |§| extends this result to general linear networks with an arbitrary number of
(non-coupled) layers by first extending an abstract result in [I6] that first order methods avoid strict saddle
points almost surely to gradient flows and then analyzing the strict saddle point property for our functional
under consideration. Section [7] illustrates our findings with numerical experiments. Appendices [A] and [B]
contain detailed proofs of Propositions [10] and while Appendices [C] and [D] collect additional results on
flows on manifolds and on the autoencoder case with two (non-coupled) layers, respectively.

Acknowledgement. B.B., H.R. and U.T. acknowledge funding through the DAAD project Understanding
stochastic gradient descent in deep learning (project number 57417829). B.B. acknowledges funding by
BMBF through the Alexander-von-Humboldt Foundation.

2. GRADIENT FLOWS FOR LEARNING LINEAR NETWORKS

Suppose we are given data points z1,. .., 2, € R% and label points 41, ..., ym € R%. The learning task
consists in finding a map f such that f(z;) ~ y;. In deep learning, candidate maps are given by deep neural
networks of the form

f(x) = fwi,. oWy br,pn () =g 0 gn—10--- 0 g1(T),

where each layer is of the form g¢;(z) = o(W,z + b;) with matrices W; and vectors b; and an activation
function o : R — R that acts componentwise. The parameters Wy, ..., Wy, b1,...,by are commonly learned
from the data via empirical risk minimization. Given a suitable loss function £ : R% xR% — R, one considers
the optimization problem

m
Wl,...,WI/nz\},%h...,bN Zl E(fWh.-.,WN’bl,m’bN (xj)’ yj)'
j=

In this article, we are interested in understanding the convergence behavior of the gradient flow (as simpli-
fication of gradient descent) for the minimization of this functional. Since providing such understanding for
the general case seems to be hard, we concentrate on the special case of linear networks (with b; = 0 for all
j) and the fa-loss £(z,y) = ||y — 2||3/2 in this article, i.e., the network takes the form

fl) =Wn -Wy_y--- Wiz, for N >2,
where W; € R%*di—1 for dy = d, dy = dyand dy,...,dy—1 € N. Clearly, f(z) = Wz with the factorization

W=Wy---Wi, (1)
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which can be viewed as an overparameterization of the matrix W. Note that the factorization imposes a

rank constraint as the rank of W is at most » = min{dy,dy,...,dx}. The £y-loss leads to the functional
1 1
LN(Wy,...,Wy) = 3 > Ny = Wi - W3 = Sy =Wy WX | E (2)
j=1

where X € R%*™ is the matrix with columns x1,...,2,, and Y € R%*™ the matrix with columns
Y1,---,Ym. Here || - || denotes the Frobenius norm induced by the inner product (A, B)p := tr(ABT).
Empirical risk minimization is the optimization problem

min LN (Wy,...,Wy), where W; € RG*%-1 j=1 .. N. (3)
Wi,....Wn

For W € R%*d= we further introduce the functional
1
LW) = Sy - WX|%. (4)

Since the rank of W = Wy --- W} is at most 7 = min{dp, d1, . ..,dy}, minimization of LY is closely related
to the minimization of L' restricted to the set of matrices of rank at most 7, but the optimization of LY
does not require to formulate this constraint explicitly. However, L" is not jointly convex in Wy,..., Wy
so that understanding the behavior of corresponding optimization algorithms is not trivial.

The case of an autoencoder [I1, Chapter 14], studied in detail below, refers to the situation where Y = X.
Here one tries to find for W a projection onto a subspace of dimension r that best approximates the data,
ie., Way =~ x4y for £ = 1,...,m. This task is relevant for unsupervised learning and only the rank deficient
case, where r := min;—o_... n d; < m is of interest then, as otherwise one could simply set W = I and there
would be nothing to learn.

The gradient of L' is given as

VwL' (W) =WXX" -YX".
For given initial values W;(0), j € {1,..., N}, we consider the system of gradient flows
W; = =V, LN (Wy,...,Wy). (5)

Our aim is to investigate when this system converges to an optimal solution, i.e., one that is minimizing
our optimization problem . For W = Wy --- W; we also want to understand the behavior of W (¢) as ¢
tends to infinity. Clearly, the gradient flow is a continuous version of gradient descent algorithms used in
practice and has the advantage that its analysis does not require discussing step sizes etc. We postpone the
extension of our results to gradient descent algorithms to later contributions.

Definition 1. Borrowing notation from [4], for W; € R%xdi—1 5 =1 ... N, we say that Wi,..., Wy are
0-balanced or simply balanced if

WL Wi =W;W/] forj=1,...,N -1
We say that the flow has balanced initial conditions if W1 (0),..., Wx(0) are balanced.
The following lemma summarizes basic properties of the flow which are well known; see [5, [, [10].

Lemma 2. With the notation above, the following holds:
(1) Forje{l,...,N},
Vw, LN(Wi, ... . Wx) =W, - WEVwW L' (Wy - W)W - W]

(2) Assume the W;(t) satisfy (@) Then W = Wy --- Wy satisfies

N

AW (¢

# == Wy W W/ - WEVw L (W)W W Wy - W (6)
j=1
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(8) Forallj=1,...,N —1 and all t > 0 we have that

¢ (1oms) - &)

In particular, the differences

WL OWia(t) - W; WS (), j=1,...,N—1,

J
and the differences
HW](t)H%'_HWZ(t)H%‘v ihwj=1,...,N,
are all constant in time.
(4) If W1(0),...,Wn(0) are balanced, then

W (W (1) = Wi ()W (1)

forallje{l,....,N—1} and t >0, and

N i—1

~ Vw LY W) (W ()W (1)~ = 0. (7)

AW (t)

R(t) == o

N
£ WEOWHD)

Here and the sequel, by the p-th root of a symmetric and positive semidefinite matrix we mean the
principal p-th root, i.e. the p-th root is symmetric and positive semidefinite again. A concrete reference for
the statements of the lemma is [5, Theorem 1] together with its proof. For point (3), see also [10, Lemma
1].

Definition 3. For W, Z € R%*d= and N > 2 let

N
Aw(2) =Y (WWT)'S" -z (WTw)'F (8)
j=1
Thus, if the W;(0) are balanced (see Definition [I]), then
dW (t
dt( L. (Vwr(w)). 9)

We will write this as a gradient flow with respect to a suitable Riemannian metric in Section

3. CONVERGENCE OF THE GRADIENT FLOW

In this section we will show that the gradient flow always converges to a critical point of LY, also called
an equilibrium point in the following, provided that X X7 has full rank. We do not assume balanced-
ness of the initial data. A similar statement was shown in [I0, Proposition 1] and similarly as in loc.

cit., our proof is based on Lojasiewicz’s Theorem and uses the fact that for j = 1,..., N — 1 the terms
Wﬁrl(t)WjH(t) - W; (t)WjT(t) are constant (cf. Lemma , but the technical exposition differs and we
do not need the assumptions d, < d, and d, < r = min{dy,...,dy_1} made in [10], which, for instance,

exclude the autoencoder case and imply that the set M, of all admissible matrices appearing as a product
W = Wy --- Wi, i.e., the variety of matrices of rank at most 7, coincides with the vector space R% X% Let
us first recall the following corollary of Lojasiewicz’s Inequality; see [II, [I'7, [10] 14} 21].

Theorem 4. If f: R" — R is analytic and the curve t — z(t) € R, ¢t € [0,00), is bounded and a solution
of the gradient flow equation &(t) = —V f(x(t)), then x(t) converges to a critical point of f ast — oo.

This result, sometimes called Lojasiewicz’s Theorem, follows from Theorem 2.2 in [I], for example (see
also Theorem 1 in [I0]). Indeed it is shown in [I] that under our assumptions z(t) converges to a limit
point z*. By continuity, it follows that also the time derivative #(t) = —V f(x(¢)) converges to a limit point
z:= =V f(z*). Then z = 0, i.e., z* is a critical point of f. Indeed, if z had a component z; # 0 then for
to large enough we would have |&y(t) — 2| < @ for all ¢ > tg and hence for to > t; > tg we would have

|k (to) — xk(t1)] = |f:12 T (t)dt| > (ta — tl)lz—"'l, contradicting the convergence of x.
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Theorem 5. Assume XX has full rank. Then the flows W;(t) defined by and W (t) given by (@ are
defined and bounded for all t > 0 and (W1, ..., W) converges to a critical point of L™ ast — oco.

Proof. Note that the right-hand sides of and @ are continuous functions so existence of solutions locally
in time follows from the Cauchy-Peano theorem. In order to show that the solutions exist for all times and
to be able to apply Lojasiewicz’s Theorem, we want to show that the ||W;(¢)||r are bounded. We will first
show that the flow W (t) given by () remains bounded for all . We observe that for all ¢ > 0 for which
W (t) is defined we have L'(W (t)) < L*(W(0)). To see this, note that

%Ll(W(t)) %LN(Wl() ZDWL Wi(t),.... W (t)Wi(t)

N
= = IV LY (Wi (), ... Wn () [ < 0.

i=1
Here the notation Dyy, denotes the directional derivative w.r.t. W;. Hence, for any ¢ > 0 we have

nwmezmvwXXUXXU—wFsmvwxmwXWXXT—wF=MWﬂX—Y+meXWXXU*m
< (WX =Y+ V) IXT(XXT) e = (VZEW@) + 1Y) IXT(XXT) e
< (VLI W) + 1Y 1) IXT(XXT) .

In particular, ||W(t)||# is bounded. Recall that the Frobenius norm is submultiplicative.
Next, in order to show the boundedness of the ||W;(t)||r, we show the following claim: For any i €
{1,..., N}, we have

1N | =~
IW:lle < GIW @Y +C (10)
for all ¢ > 0 (for which the W;(t) and hence also W (t) are defined). Here C; and C; are suitable positive

constants depending only on the initial conditions.
Before we prove the claim, we introduce the following notation.

Definition 6. Suppose we are given a set of (real valued) matrices {X;,7 € I}, where I is a finite set. A
polynomial P in the matrices X;, ¢ € I, with matrix coefficients is a (finite) sum of terms of the form

Ay X Ao Xy, - An X, Aniy. (11)

in

The A; are the matrix coefficients of the monomial ( . (where the dlmenblons of the A; have to be such
that the product . as well as the sum of all the terms of the form in the polynomlal P are well
defined). The degree of the polynomial P is the maximal value of n in the summands of the above form
defining P (where n = 0 is also allowed).

In the following, the constants are allowed to depend on the dimensions d; and the initial matrices W;(0).
We will suppress the argument t.
To prove the claim, we observe that

Wwt =wy---wwl-..wk.
Replacing W1 Wi by WJ Wy + A1, where Ao is a constant matrix (see Lemma (3)), we obtain
WWT =Wy - - WaWoa WS WoWS Wl - W+ Wy - W AW - Wi
We now replace WoW4 by WL W3 + Aas and, proceeding in this manner, we finally arrive at
WWT = (WyWIHN + P(Wa, ..., Wx,WT, ..., W), (12)

where P(Wa,...,Wn, Wi, ...,WEk) is a polynomial in Wa, ..., Wy, W ..., W (with matrix coefficients)
whose degree is at most 2N — 2.
In the following, we denote by ox the maximal singular value of Wy . Thus

N <NWNWON e < IWWT g + |PWe, ... . W, WY W) e (13)
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Since |[Wn||% and ||W;||% differ only by a constant (depending on i), there are suitable constants a; and
b; such that |[W;||p < a;on + b; for all ¢ € {1,..., N}. It follows that

HP(W27"~7WN7Wga'~'7W§)||F SPN(UN)v

where Py is a polynomial in one variable of degree at most 2N — 2. Since the degree of Py is strictly smaller
than 2V, there exists a constant C', which depends on the coefficients of Py, such that [Py (z)| < $2*Y +C
for all x > 0. Hence we obtain from

o3 < By|[WWT|p + By, (14)
and therefore also
on < By|WIZY + By, (15)

for suitable positive constants BN,EN,ijgj\, (we can choose By = 2 by the discussion above). Since
IWillF < a;on + b;, estimate for ||W;||r follows.

The fact that all the ||W;||r are bounded now follows from the fact that ||WW|r is bounded as shown
above together with estimate (L0)). This ensures the existence of solutions W;(t) (and hence W (t)) for all
t > 0. The convergence of (Wi,...,Wx) to an equilibrium point (i.e., a critical point of L") now follows
from Lojasiewicz’s Theorem O

4. RIEMANNIAN GRADIENT FLOWS

Recall that in order to define a gradient flow, it is necessary to also specify the local geometry of the
space. More precisely, suppose that a C? manifold M is given, on which a C%-function x — E(z) € R is
defined for all z € M. Then the differential dE(z) of E at the point x is a co-tangent vector, i.e., a linear
map from the tangent space T, M to R. On the other hand, the derivative along any curve t — ~(t) € M is
a tangent vector. If now g, denotes a Riemannian metric on M at x, then it is possible to associate to the
differential dE(x) a unique tangent vector VE(z), called the gradient of E at x, that satisfies

dE(z)v =: g,(VE(x),v) for all tangent vectors v € T, M.

It is the tangent vector VE(z) that enters in the definition of gradient flow 4(¢) = =VE(y(t)).

In this section, we are interested in minimizing the functional L% introduced in over the family
of all matrices Wy, ..., Wy. This can be accomplished by considering the long-time limit of the gradient
flow of L. Alternatively, we observe that we can equivalently lump all matrices together in the product
W := Wy ---W; and minimize the functional L' defined in over the set of all matrices W having this
product form.

We consider the manifold My, of real dy, x d, matrices of rank £ < min{d,,d,}. We regard My, as a
submanifold of the manifold of all real d,, x d, matrices, from which we inherit the structure of a differentiable
manifold for M. We denote by Ty (My) the tangential space of My, at the point W € M. We have

Tw (M) = {WA+ BW: A € Ré=*de B ¢ RIv*dv}; (16)

see [12, Proposition 4.1]. We will need the following result on the orthogonal projection onto the tangent
space, which is well-known, cf. [3] Equation 9]. Below the notions self-adjoint, positive definite, and
orthogonal complement are understood with respect to the Frobenius scalar product, which we denote by
{, Yr. Recall that (A, B)p = tr(ABT).

Lemma 7. Let W € My, with full singular value decomposition W = USV™T and reduced singular decompo-
sition W = USVT, where U € R%w*% and V € R%*% qre orthogonal and U € R%W>Fk and V € R%&=*F qre
submatrices consisting of the first k columns of U and V', respectively. Let Qu = UUT = UP,UT denote
the orthogonal projection onto the range of U, where P, = diag(1,...,1,0,...,0) is the diagonal matriz
with k ones on the diagonal, and likewise define Qv = VVT = VP, VT. Then the orthogonal projection
Py : R&v>d= s Ty (My) onto the tangent space at W is given by

Pw(Z)=QuZ+ZQv — QuZQvy fOTZGRddew,
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Proof. For convenience, we give a proof. For a matrix Z = WA + BW € Ty (M), a simple computation
using UTU = I}, = VTV gives
Pw(2) =U0U0"(USVTA+ BUSVT) + (USVT A+ BUSVOVVT —UUT(USVTA + BUSVT) VYT
=UsVTA+ BUSV! = Z.
Moreover, for an arbitrary Z € R%*% we have
Pw(2)=U0U0"Z(14, — Qv)+zVVT =UsVIVveUT Z2(1,, — Qv)+ zvytUutusv?’
=wvslUTZ(1;, — Qv) + ZvetUuTw

so that Py (Z) € Tw (My). We conclude that P3, = Py,. Moreover, it is easy to verify that (Py (2),Y)p =
(Z, Py (Y))F for all Z,Y € R%w*d= g0 that Py is self-adjoint. Altogether, this proves the claim. O

Inspired by [9], we use the operator Ay, to define a Riemannian metric on M. The following lemma can
be seen as an extension of (a part of) claim 1 in the proof of [5, Theorem 1], where positive semidefiniteness
of Aw is established.

Lemma 8. For any given W € R%*%= [et k be the rank of W, so that W € My,. Let N > 2. Then the map
Aw : Rty xde _ RAvXda defined in is a self-adjoint endomorphism. Its image is Ty (My) and its kernel
is (consequently) the orthogonal complement Ty (M)t of Tw (My). The restriction of Aw to arguments
Z € Tw(My) defines a self-adjoint and positive definite endomorphism

In particular, Ay is invertible and the inverse fl;vl 1s self-adjoint and positive definite as well.

Proof. We split the proof into four steps.
Step 1. It is clear that Ay defines an endomorphism of R% X% To see that it is self-adjoint, we
calculate, for 7, Zy € R%w*d=

N N
(Aw(Z1), Zo)p =tr | S WWT) T 2WTW)'5 2T | =0 | S 2(WTW)'v ZzE(wwT)
j=1 j=1
= tr (Zl.Aw(ZQ)T) = <Z1,Aw(Z2)>F
We conclude that Ay is indeed self-adjoint. o
Step 2. Next we show that the image of Ay lies in Ty (My); see (16]). Let W = USV” be a (reduced)
singular value decomposition of W in the following form: ¥ = diag(oy,...,0,) € R¥** is the diagonal

matrix containing the non-zero singular values of W and the columns of U € R%** and V' € R%>*¥ are
orthonormal, so that UTU = I}, = VTV. For any index 1 < j < N, we observe the identity
N—j N-— N—j

(WWT)'= =025 07 = UsvTvs? = 107 = w(vsr g7, (17)

Note that the second factor on the right-hand side of is well-defined even though the exponent 2% -1
may be negative because the diagonal entries of X are all positive. Similarly, for 1 < j < N we find

WIw)y's = vy VT = vy L OT0)sv?! = (Ve LoT)w.

We observe that every term in the sum is of the form WA or of the form BW for suitable A € R% X%
or B € R%*dv. Hence Aw(Z) € Ty (My,) for any Z € R¥*d=_ Tt follows that the restriction of Ay to
Tw (M},), denoted by Ay, is a self-adjoint endomorphism. To prove that Ayy is injective, it therefore suffices
to show that all eigenvalues are non-zero. Since Ty (My) is a finite-dimensional vector space, injectivity of
Ay then implies bijectivity.

Step 3. We show that Ayy is positive definite. For Z € Ty (M), we need to establish that (A (Z), Z)r >
0if Z #0. We will first show that for all j € {1,...,N}

N—j

tr ((WWT) 5 Z(WTW)%ZT) > 0.
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Let again W = UXVT be a (reduced) singular value decomposition of W as in Step 2. If j = 1, then

N—-1

tr ((WWT)TZZT) = tr (((722

WO 27" = (R RT) 2 0,

where Ry := X~

UTZ. Similarly, for j = N we get

N—-1

tr (Z(WTW)¥ZT) _ (Z(V22 % VT)ZT) = tr(RyR%) >0,

where Ry = ZVE "~ . Finally, if 1 < j < N, then

N— N_j iz
N

ZWTW)'R ZT) = (OS2 0T) Z(VSR V) 2T) = w(RyRT) > 0,

J

tr ((WWT)

where R; := X"~ UTZVS'~ . Tt follows that (Aw (Z),Z)p > 0 for all Z € Ty (M)

Suppose now that (Aw (Z), Z)p = 0. Then ||R;||% = tr(R;RT) = 0, thus R; = 0 for every j € {1,...,N}.
Since ¥ € RF*¥ is invertible this implies for j = 1 that U7 Z = 0 and for j = N that ZV = 0. By Lemmal7]
we have

Z=Pw(Z)=U00"Z+2zvVT -U0UTZVVT =0.
This proves that Ay is strictly positive definite, therefore injective (bijective) as a map from Ty (My) to
itself.

Step 4. It remains to prove that the kernel of Ay is the orthogonal complement of Ty (My). This
follows from the general fact that for any self-adjoint endomorphism f of an inner product space, the kernel
of f is the orthogonal complement of the image of the adjoint of f. O

Definition 9. We introduce a Riemannian metriﬂ g on the manifold My, (for k¥ < min{d,,d,}) by
gw (21, Za) = (Ay' (Z1), Za) F (18)
for any W € My, and for all tangent vectors Z1, Zs € Ty (My).

By Lemma |8 the map gy is well defined and defines indeed a scalar product on Ty (My). We provide
explicit expressions for this scalar product in the next result.

Proposition 10. For N > 2, the metric g on My, defined in satisfies

(r/N) [

gw (21, Zy) = M/ tr ((tla, + WWE) 12y (41, + WIW) 1 2T) /N dt (19)
m 0

_ 1 <[ —sWWTZ —(t—s)WTWZT dst—/N+D) g4 20

~NT(1-1/N) J, Otr(e 1e 2) s (20)

for all W € My, and Zy,Z5 € Ty (My), where T' denotes the Gamma function.
In the case N = 2, we additionally have

0 1 1
gw (21, Zs) :/ tr (e‘t(WWT)2Zle_t(WTW)2Z§) dt. (21)
0
Proof. The proof is postponed to Appendix [A] O

The next result states that the Riemannian metric is continuously differentiable as a function of W € M.
Proposition 11. The metric g on My, given by is of class C*.

Proof. The proof uses the representation . The main step consists in showing that the directional
derivates with respect to W of the corresponding integrand remain integrable so that Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem can be applied to interchange integration and differentiation. The lengthy details are
postponed to Appendix O

LOur use of the term Riemannian metric does not imply any smoothness properties. Nevertheless, we will show in Propo-
sitionthat our metric g is of class C1.
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For any differentiable function f: R%*d= — R any W € M;, C R% >4 and any Z € Ty (M), we have
gw (Aw (TFV)), 2) = (A (Aw (T W))). Z) | = (VF(W), Z)5 = DFW) (),

where Df denotes the differential of f (which can be computed from the derivative with respect to W).
Note here that by Lemma the two quantities Ay (Aw (Vf(W))) and V f(W) differ only by an element in
Tyw (My)*, which is perpendicular to Z with respect to the Frobenius norm, as noticed above. This allows
us to identify Ay (V f(W)) with the gradient of f with respect to the new metric g. We write

Aw (VW) = VI f(W). (22)

In particular, we have for all Z € Ty, (My,) that gw (VI f(W), Z) = Df(W)[Z]. Let now k < min{do,...,dn}
and recall that, in the balanced case, the evolution of the product W = Wy --- W is given by @

We note that the solutions Wi (t),..., Wx(¢) of the gradient flow of LY are unique (given initial
values), since obviously satisfies a local Lipschitz condition. Therefore the tuple Wi (t),..., Wy (t) gives
rise to a well defined product W (t) = Wy(t)--- Wi(t) which in the balanced case solves equation
However, due to the appearance of N-th roots in @, it is unclear at the moment whether there are also
other solutions of (). The next proposition shows that in the balanced case (and for X X of full rank) the
solution W (t) = W (t) --- Wi(t) of (9) stays in M, for all finite times ¢ provided that W (0) € M.

Proposition 12. Assume that XXT has full rank and suppose that Wy (t),...,Wx(t) are solutions of the
gradient flow of LN with balanced initial values W;(0) and define the product W (t) :== Wy (t) - -- Wi (t).
If W(0) is contained in My, for some k < min{dy,...,dn} then W(t) is contained in My, for all t > 0.

Proof. Tt follows from Theorem [5| that for any given ¢y € R and initial values W1y (o), ..., Wi (o), a (unique)
solution Wy (t),..., Wx(t) of is defined for all ¢ > ¢y. By the Picard—Lindeldf theorem, there also exists
g > 0 such that the solution Wy(t),..., W (t) is defined and unique on (ty — &, 0], hence on (tg — €, 00).

Since the initial values W;(0) are balanced, for any ¢t > 0 the matrices W1 (t), ..., Wy (t) are balanced as
well, c¢f. Lemmal[2] It follows that for any ¢ > 0, we have

WHW )" = (Wx(6)Wa ()™)Y and W ()" W (t) = (Wi (t)" Wi (1),

compare also the proof of Theorem 1 in [5]. Both equations are directly verified for N = 2 and easily follow
by induction for any N > 2.

Let now P(t) = Wi(t)"Wi(t) and Q(t) = W ()W (t)T. Tt follows that P(t) = (W(t)TW(t))"/N and
Q(t) = W (YW ()T)MN for all t € [0,00). Using Viy LY (W) = WXXT — Y X7 together with the explicit
form of the gradient flow (5)) for W7 and Wy given by Lemma point (1), and substituting P = (WTW)/N
and Q = (WWT)Y/N in the flow equation (7)) for W, we obtain the following system of differential equations
for P,Q,W.

P=-wWrwxxT -vxT) - wxxT -vxTTw,

Q=-WxxT—yx"yw?r —wwxx? -yx™)T,
N (23)
W=-> Q" IWxXx"-vx")pi-.
j=1

Since the right hand side of the system is locally Lipschitz continuous in P, @, W, it follows in particular

that W (t) (and also P(t) and Q(t)) is uniquely determined by any initial values P(to), Q(to), W (o).
Assume now that the claim of the proposition does not hold. Then there are tg,t; € [0,00) with

rank(W (t1)) > rank(W (tp)). Since W (t) = Wi (t) - - - Wi (t), it follows that

min(dp, . ..,dy) > rank(W(¢1)) > rank(W (¢g)).

We define £ = rank(W (t)) and distinguish the cases £ = 0 and ¢ > 0.

Case 1. ¢ = 0. Then W(ty) = 0 and hence also Wi(ty) = 0. Due to balancedness it follows that
Wi(to) = 0 for all ¢+ € {1,...,N}. But then it follows that W;(t) = 0 for all ¢ € [0,00) and for all
i €{1,...,N}, hence also W(t) =0 for all ¢ € [0,00), so the rank of W is constant.

Case 2. / > 0. We assume first that t; > t¢ and will discuss the case tg > t; below.
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We replace the first hidden layer (which has size dl) by a new hidden layer of size ¢ (all other layer
sizes remain as before) and define new initial values Wl, Wy (at to) for our new layer sizes in such a
way that Wl, ...,Wnx are balanced and W := Wy --- W, = W(to) and P := WlTI/Vl = Wi (to)TWi(to) and
Q:=WyWFk = WN(tO)WN (to)T. Fort € [tg,00), let Wi(t),..., Wx(t) be the corresponding solutions of the
gradient flow for the new layer sizes with initial values at to given by Wl(to) Wi, ..., Wn(ty) = Wi.
Similarly, let W( ) = Wi (t)---Wi(t). Assuming that we can construct Wi, ..., Wy as above, it follows
in particular that W( ) = W (¢t) for all t € [ty,0), since, as discussed before, W(t) is uniquely determined
by P(ty) = P,Q(to) = Q,W(ty) = W for all t € [0,00). But our new minimal layer size is £, so it
follows that the product W (t) = Wy (t)---Wi(t) has rank at most ¢ for any t € [tg,00). In particular,
rank(W (1)) = rank(W (t;)) < £. This contradicts our assumption rank(W (t1)) > rank(W (t)) = £.

Assume now that tg > t;. Here we cannot directly argue as above since backward in time we only have
local existence of solutions of (). However, since the set {W € R%*%= : rank(W) < rank(W (t;))} is closed
in R%>d= it follows that the set {t > t; : rank(W (t)) < rank(W (1)} has a minimum 79, which is larger
than t;. Then for any € > 0, there is a 7 € (19 — €, 79) with rank(W (7)) > rank(W (7).

Now replace to by 70, define as before ¢ = rank(W (Zo)) = rank(W(70)) and assume that we can construct
Wi,...,Wx as above. Then for some £ > 0, the flows Wl( ),..., Wn(t) solving the gradient flow for
the new layer sizes and with initial values at to given by Wi(to) = Wa, ..., W (to) = Wy are defined (and
balanced) on the interval (o — e, 00). Next we replace ¢; by a suitable 71 € (179 — €, 79) with rank(W (7)) >
rank(W (7)) = £. Now we can argue as above: On the one hand, the rank of W (t,) = Wy (t)--- Wy (t1) is
at most £, on the other hand, we have W (t,) = W (t,), so the rank of W (t;) is also at most ¢, giving the
desired contradiction.

It remains to construct I/Tfl~ o, Wy as announced. First, we introduce some notation. Let di = ¢ and
for j € {0,...,N}\ {1} let d; = d;. (Thus the d; are our new layer sizes.) Given integers a,b > ¢ and
c1,-..,c0 € R, we denote by S p(c1,...,¢0) € R**b the a x b diagonal matrix whose first ¢ diagonal entries
are ci,...,cy and whose remaining entries are all equal to 0.

Now write W := W(ty) = USVT, where U € O(d,) = O(dy) and V € O(d,;) = O(dp) and S =
Sdy.do(01,--.,0¢), where 07 > ... > o, > 0. Let Wy = Wy(to) and W7 = Wi(ty). Then since
WIW = (WEW)XN, we can write Wy = UySa,.a0 (01", ..., 0,V )VT for some Uy € O(dy). Similarly,
since WWT = (WyWE)N | we have Wy = USgy ay_, (01", ... 1/N)VT for some Vi € O(dy—1). Define

1/N 1 N 1/N 1/N )
now Wl_Sdllio( N e WT and WN—USdeN 1(01/ ) 0/ )and,Nforj €~{2,...,N—1},
W; = S(Zj,dj,l(U}/N7 ce ;/N) Note that this construction is possible since min(dp,...,dy) = ¢. (Com-

pare [4, Section 3.3] for a similar construction of balanced initial conditions.z Then obviously, the W; are
indeed balanced, and we have WlT Wy = WlT W1 and WNWK; = WNWK; and Wy --- Wy = W. This ends the
proof. O

Remark 13. Assume again the situation of Proposition [I3 Then in the limit t — oo, the rank of W
still cannot increase, i.e., if W(0) has rank k then the rank of tlim W (t) is at most k. This follows from
— 00

Proposition together with the fact that the set of matrices of rank at most k is closed in R%* % However,
it can happen that the rank of tlim W (t) is strictly smaller than k, see Remarkfor an explicit exzample.
— 00

Remark 14. Propositzbn may fail if the initial values W;(0), j = 1,..., N, are not balanced, i.e., the
rank of W (t) may then drop or increase in finite time. An example for such behaviour can be easily given
in the case N =2, dy=dy =da =1, X =Y = 1. Choosing W1(0) = 0 and W5(0) = 1 gives W(0) =
Moreover £W1(0) = W5(0) = 1 and £W,(0) = W1(0) = 0. This means that for t # 0 and |t| sufficiently
small we have Wi(t) # 0 and Wa(t) # 0, hence rank W(t) = 1. In other words, for small enough ¢ > 0,
when moving with t from —e to 0 the rank of W (t) drops from 1 to 0 and when continuing from t = 0 to
t = € the rank increases again to 1.

The statements of Lemma |[15[and Corollary [16] below are probably well known, but we include them here
for completeness.
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Lemma 15. Let M be a C%-manifold which carries a Riemannian metric g of class C* and let L : M — R
be a C%-map. Then —V9(L) is a Cl-vector field.

Proof. In local coordinates, we have —V9(L) = 72@‘,3‘ g7 gi %, compare [6, Lemma 4.3]. Since by

assumption the matrix with entries g; ; is C 1 also the inverse matrix (gm)m is C'. Since also by assumption
L is a C%-map, the partial derivatives % are C1. Tt follows that —V9(L) is indeed a C'-vector field. [

Corollary 16. In the situation of Lemma for any xo € M, there is a unique maximal integral curve
¢ J — M with $(0) = xg and _
o(t) = =VI(L(g(t))) Vt € J.

Here maximal means that the interval J is the maximal open interval containing 0 with this property.

Proof. This follows from Lemma together with Theorem [44] in appendix [C] For the existence of J, see
also appendix [C| or directly [15, Section IV, §2]. O

Corollary 17. Suppose that XX has full rank and that Wy(t),...,Wn(t) are solutions of the gradient
flow of LN, with initial values W;(0) that are balanced; recall Definition . Define the product W (t) :=
W (t)---Wi(t). If W(0) is contained in My, (i.e., has rank k), then W (t) solves for all t € [0,00) the
gradient flow equation

W =-VILY (W) (24)

on My, where V9 denotes the Riemannian gradient of L' with respect to the metric g on My, defined in
(18). Further this is the only solution of in M.

Proof. Proposition shows that W (t) € My for all ¢ € [0,00). Lemma [8 and the discussion below
Proposition [11] show that W () solves indeed equation with the particular choice of g as in as the
metric. (Note that then is a reformulation of @) By Corollary |16| there are no other solutions in
M. (]

Theorem 18. Assume that XX 7T has full rank and let N > 2. Then for any initialization W (0) € Rdv>d=
denoting by k the rank of W(0), there is a uniquely defined flow W (t) on My, for t € [0,00) which satisfies

(24).

Proof. Any W(0) € M, can be written as a product W(0) = Wx(0) - - - W1(0) for suitable balanced W;(0) €
Rdixdi-1 j = 1,...N, where dy = d, and dy = d,, and the remaining d; (i.e. for i € {1,...,N —1}) are
arbitrary integers greater than or equal to k; compare the proof of Proposition or [4 Section 3.3]. If
Wi(t),..., Wn(t) satisfy equation with initial values W1(0), ..., Wx(0), then W () solves on My;
see Corollary Since the W;(t) are defined for all ¢ > 0 by Theorem [5| the claim follows (see again
Corollary |17 for the fact that W is well defined, i.e., there are no other solutions on My). O

Remark 19. Our Riemannian metric is (in the limit N — oco) similar to the Bogoliubov inner product of
quantum statistical mechanics (when replacing A;Vl with Aw ), which is defined on the manifold of positive
definite matrices; see [9].

5. LINEAR AUTOENCODERS WITH ONE HIDDEN LAYER

In this section we consider linear autoencoders with one hidden layer in the symmetric case, i.e., we
assume Y = X and N = 2 and we impose that Wy = W{. The nonsymmetric case with one hidden layer
will be discussed in Appendix [D}

For V := Wy = Wil € R™" (where we write d for d, = d, and r for dy), let

1
EV)=L*VT V)= 5||X —VVTX|%.

We consider the gradient flow: )
V ==VEWV), V() ="V, (25)
where we assume that Vil Vo = I.. Computing the gradient of E gives

VEV)=—(I;—VVDHXXTV - XXT(I, - vVT)V.
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Thus the gradient flow for V is given by
V=>U—VVDHXXTV + XXT(I, - VvVT)V,  V(0) =V, ViVy=1,. (26)
This can be analyzed using results by Helmke, Moore, and Yan on Oja’s flow [23].

Theorem 20. (1) The flow (@) has a unique solution on the interval [0, 00).
(2) Vi)'V (t) = I, for all t > 0.
(3) The limit V = lim;_,o, V(t) exists and it is an equilibrium.
(4) The convergence is exponential: There are positive constants c1,co such that

V() = Vlr < cre™

for allt > 0.
(5) The equilibrium points of the flow (@) are precisely the matrices of the form
V=(ul...lv)Q,
where vy, ..., v, are orthonormal eigenvectors of XX and Q is an orthogonal r X r-matriz.

Proof. In [23] it is shown that Oja’s flow given by

V=>U-VVDHXxxTv
satisfies all the claims in the proposition provided that V' (0)TV(0) = I,.. In particular, by [23, Corollary 2.2],
all V(¢) in any solution of Oja’s flow with V(0)TV(0) = I, fulfill V(¢)TV (t) = I,.. It follows that under the
initial condition V (0)TV(0) = I, the flow is identical to Oja’s flow because the term X X 7T (I, —VVT)V
then vanishes for all ¢ if V' is a solution to Oja’s flow.

Hence, (2) follows from [23, Corollary 2.2]. In [23] Theorem 2.1] an existence and uniqueness result on
[0,00) is shown for Oja’s flow and thus implies (1). Statements (3) and (4) follow from [23, Theorem 3.1]
(which states that the solution to Oja’s flow exponentially converges to an equilibrium point). Point (5)
follows from [23, Corollary 4.1] (which shows that the equilibrium points V of Oja’s flow satisfying VIV = I,
are of the claimed form). O

Remark 21. Choosing vy,...,v, orthonormal eigenvectors corresponding to the largest r eigenvalues of
XXT, we obtain (for varying Q) precisely the possible solutions for the matriz V in the PC A-problem.

In order to make this more precise and to see this claim, we recall the PCA-Theorem, cf. [I§]. Given:
Z1,...,Tm € R% and 1 < r < d, we consider the following problem: Find v1,...,v, € R? orthonormal and

hi,...,h;, € R” such that

1
E(Vihy ) = — > i = Vhll3 (27)

i

is minimal. (Here V = (v1]...|v,) € R¥*".)

Theorem 22 (PCA-Theorem [18]). A minimizer of is obtained by choosing v1,...,v, as orthonormal
eigenvectors corresponding to the r largest eigenvalues of ), vzl = XXT and hy = V7Tz,.

The other possible solutions for V are of the form V = (v1]...|v,) Q, where vy,... v, are chosen as above
and Q is an orthogonal r X r-matriz. Again h; = V7' x;.

Let Ay > ... > \g be the eigenvalues of X X T and let v1,...,vq be corresponding orthonormal eigenvec-
tors.

Theorem 23. Assume that X X7 has full rank and that A\, > \.y1. Then limy_,o V(t) = (vi] ... |v,) Q for
some orthogonal Q if and only if Vi (v1]...|v,) has rank r.

Proof. This follows from [23, Theorem 5.1] (where an analogous statement for Oja’s flow is made) together
with [23, Corollary 2.1]. O

Corollary 24. Under the assumptions of Theorem for almost all initial conditions (w.r.t. the Lebesque
measure), the flow converges to an optimal equilibrium, i.e., one of the form V. = (v1]...|v.) Q in the
notation of Theorem [23
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Proof. This follows from Theorem cf. also the analogous [23, Corollary 5.1]. O

In Section [ we extend this result to autoencoders with N > 2 layers using a more abstract approach.
The following theorem shows that the optimal equilibria are the only stable equilibria:

Theorem 25. Assume V = (vy]...|v;,) Q, where the orthonormal eigenvectors v;,,...,v; are not eigen-
vectors corresponding to the largest r eigenvalues of X XT. Then in any neighborhood of V there is a matriz

V with E(V) < E(V) (and VTV = I,.).

Proof. Let v;; be one of the eigenvectors v;,,...,v; whose eigenvalue does not belong to the r largest
eigenvalues of X X7, Let v be an eigenvector of X X7 of unit length which is orthogonal to the eigenvectors
Viy,---,v;, and whose eigenvalue A belongs to the r largest eigenvalues of X XT. Now for any ¢ € [0, 1]
consider v;, (€) := ev + V1 —2v;;. Then V(e) := (vi,|...|vi,(g)]...|v;,) Q satisfies E(V(e)) < E(V) for
e €(0,1] and V(e)'V (¢) = I,. To see that indeed E(V (¢)) < E(V), we compute E(V) = | X-VVTX|} =
Ltr(XXT = XXTVVT) and E(V(e)) = 2 tr(XXT — XXTV(e)V(e)T). Writing X X7 v;, = A, vy, we note
that tr (XXTVVT) =37 ) Ai, and tr (XXTV(e)V(e)T) = e2A4 (1 =) Ni; + 24—y sy Aig- Since A > Xy,
the claim follows. O

6. AVOIDING SADDLE POINTS

In Sectio we have proven convergence of the gradient flow a to critical point of LY. (Together with
Proposition [34] below, this also implies that the product W converges to a critical point of L' restricted to
M, for some k < r.) Since we will remain in a saddle point forever if the initial point is a saddle point, the
best we can hope for is convergence to global optima for almost all initial points (as in Corollary [24] for the
particular autoencoder case with N = 2).

We will indeed establish such a result for both LY and L' restricted to M, in the autoencoder case. We
note, however, that we can only ensure that the limit corresponds to an optimal point for L' restricted to
My, for some k < r for almost all initialization. We conjecture k = r (for almost all initializations), but this
remains open for now.

We proceed by showing a general result on the avoidance of saddle points by extending the main result
of [I6] from gradient descent to gradient flows. A crucial ingredient is the notion of a strict saddle point.
The application of the general abstract result to our scenario then requires to analyze the saddle points.

6.1. Strict saddle points. We start with the definition of a strict saddle point of a function on the
Euclidean space R¢.

Definition 26. Let f : @ — R be a twice continuously differentiable function on an open domain Q C R?.
A critical point z¢ € Q is called a strict saddle point if the Hessian H f(xo) has a negative eigenvalue.

Intuitively, the function f possesses a direction of descent at a strict saddle point. Note that our definition
also includes local maxima, which does not pose problems for our purposes.

Let us extend the notion of strict saddle points to functions on Riemannian manifolds (M, g). To this
end, we first introduce the Riemannian Hessian of a C2-function f on M. Denoting by V be the Riemannian
connection (Levi-Civita connection) on (M, g) the Riemannian Hessian of f at € M is the linear mapping
Hess f(x) : T,M — T, M defined by

Hess? f(x)[€] := V¢ VI f.
Of course, if (M, g) is Euclidean, then this definition can be identified with the standard definition of the
Hessian. Moreover, if 2z € M is a critical point of f, i.e., VIf(x) = 0, then the Hessian Hess? f(z) is
independent of the choice of the connection. Below, we will need the following chain type rule for curves ~
on M, see e.g. [19, Eq. (3.1)],

S 0(0) = g G0 Hess? SO +9 (30,77 00) ) (28)

where £4(t) is related to the Riemannian connection that is used to define the Hessian, see [2, Section 5.4].
We refer to [2] for more details on the Riemannian Hessian.
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Definition 27. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with Levi-Civita connection V and let f : M — R
be a twice continuously differentiable function. A critical point zp € M, i.e., VI f(xg) = 0 is called a strict
saddle point if Hess f(z) has a negative eigenvalue. We denote the set of all strict saddles of f by X = X(f).
We say that f has the strict saddle point property, if all critical points of f that are not local minima are
strict saddle points.

Note that our definition of strict saddle points includes local maxima, which is fine for our purposes.

6.2. Flows avoid strict saddle points almost surely. We now prove a general result that gradient flows
on a Riemannian manifold (M, g) for functions with the strict saddle point property avoid saddle point for
almost all initial values. This result extends the main result of [I6] from time discrete systems to continuous
flows and should be of independent interest.

For a twice continuously differentiable function L : M — R, we consider the Riemannian gradient flow

d
79t = =VIL((1)), 4(0) ==z € M, (29)
where V9 denotes the Riemannian gradient. When emphasizing the dependence on xg, we write
V(o) = B(t), (30)

where ¢(t) is the solution to with initial condition zg.
Sets of measure zero on M (as used in the next theorem) can be defined using push forwards of the
Lebesgue measure on charts of the manifold M.

Theorem 28. Let L : M — R be a C?-function on a second countable finite dimensional Riemannian
manifold (M, g), where we assume that M is of class C? as a manifold and the metric g is of class C*.
Assume that ¥, (zo) exists for all zo € M and all t € [0,00). Then the set

Sy = {.1'0 e M: lim wt(.’Eo) eX = :X:(L)}
t—o0
of initial points such that the corresponding flow converges to a strict saddle point of L has measure zero.

The proof of this relies on the following result for iteration maps (e.g., gradient descent iterations) shown
in [16].

Theorem 29. Let h : M — M be a continuously differentiable function on a second countable differen-
tiable finite-dimensional manifold such that det(Dh(x)) # 0 for all x € M (in particular, h is a local C*
diffeomorphism). Let
Ay ={z € M : h(z) = z,max |\;(Dh(z))| > 1},
J

where \j(Dh(x)) denote the eigenvalues of Dh(x), and consider sequences with initial point xo € M, x, =
h(zg—1), k € N. Then the set {xg € M : limy_oo z € AL} has measure zero.

Proof of Theorem[28 By Lemma [I5] and Theorem [45] in appendix [C] the map
h: M — M, To ¢T($0)

defines a diffeomorphism of M onto an open subset of M. In particular, Dh = D7 is non-singular, i.e.
det(Dh(x)) # 0 for all x € M.

Because of the semigroup property ¥:4s(20) = ¥:(s(x0)) the sequence x = ¥rr(x0), k € N, satisfies
2 = h(zr—1) and lim;_, o ¥:(z0) € X implies limg_, o0 25 € X.

By Theorem [29] the set

{zo e M: Jim Yrr(To) € Ay}

has measure zero. We need to show that if Z is a strict saddle point of L, then T € .A;ZT for suitable (i.e.,
sufficiently small) T > 0. We will work with a sequence of parameters T = % with n € N.

Let & € X(L) be a strict saddle point of L. If we choose local coordinates giving rise to an orthonormal
basis with respect to the Riemannian metric at z, then it follows from that, for all n € N,

Dipy () =1 — %Hessg L(z) + o(1/n),
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where lim¢_,o o(t)/t = 0. Compare also [0, Lemma 4.4] for the fact that we can identify here the differential

of VIL(z) with Hess? L(Z). (More precisely, it is shown in loc. cit. that the the differential of VIL(Z)
9 L(z)
SILBZDJ
rise to an orthonormal basis at this point. Using again that z is a critical point, we see that this matrix
is the Riemannian Hessian at T in our local coordinates.) Since Z is a strict saddle point of L, the matrix
Hess? L(Z) has at least one strictly negative eigenvalue. It follows that there exists N € N such that for all

n > N the differential D)y, (Z) has an eigenvalue larger than 1. Hence T € Ay, and

coincides with the matrix (

)i,; at the critical point Z, if we assume that the local coordinates give

{zo € M lim ¢y (o) = T} C {xo € M: g (20) = zp C{zo € M: lim ¢y €AY, }
for all n > N. It follows that

{zo € M : lim ¢ (x0) € X(L)} C UN{xo € M: lim ypn(wo) €47, ).
ne
The set on the right hand side is a countable union of null sets and therefore has measure zero. This implies
the claim of the theorem and the proof is completed. O

Remark 30. The proof of Theorem uses the center and stable manifold theorem, see, e.g., [20, Chapter
5, Theorem IIL.7]. If the absolute eigenvalues of Dh(x) are all different from 1, i.e., if all eigenvalues of
the Hessian Hess? f(x) are different from 0 at a saddle point x, then slightly stronger conclusions may be
drawn, including the speed at which the flow moves away from saddle points. We will not elaborate on this
point here.

6.3. The strict saddle point property for L' on M,. In this section we establish the strict saddle point
property of L' on My, by showing that the Riemannian Hessian Hess L' at all critical points that are not a
global minimizer has a strictly negative eigenvalue. We assume that X X7 has full rank d, = dy and start
with an analysis of the critical points. We first recall the following result of Kawaguchi [13].

Theorem 31. [I3, Theorem 2.3] Assume that XXT and XY7T are of full rank with d, < d, and that the
matriv Y XT(XXT)1XYT has d, distinct eigenvalues. Let r be the minimum of the d;. Then the loss
function LN (W1, ..., W) has the following properties.

(1) It is non-convex and non-concave.

(2) Ewery local minimum is a global minimum.

(3) Every critical point that is not a global minimum is a saddle point.

(4) If Wy_1 ---Wa has rank r then the Hessian at any saddle point has at least one negative eigenvalue.

Below we will remove the assumption that XY has full rank and that Y X7 (XX7)~'XY7 has distinct
eigenvalues. Moreover, we will give more precise information on the strict saddle points.

The following matrix, which is completely determined by the given matrices X,Y that define L' and LY
(see and ), will play a central role in our discussion. We define

Q:=YX"(xx")"2 (31)

and let ¢ := rank(Q) be its rank. We will use a reduced singular value decomposition
q
Q=UsV" =Y o],
i=1

of @, where o1 > ... > o, > 0 are the singular values of @ and U € R%*4 V € R%*4 have orthonormal
columns ug, ..., uq and vy, ..., vy, respectively. Clearly, it holds ¢ < n := min{d,,d,}.

Let k < n and let g be an arbitrary Riemannian metric on the manifold My, of all matrices in R *d=
of rank k, for example it could be the metric induced by the standard metric on R%*% or the metric g
introduced in Section (4| for some number of layers N.

The next statement is similar in spirit to Kawaguchi’s result, Theorem and follows from [22].

Proposition 32. Let Q be defined by and q = rank(Q).
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(1) The critical points of L' on My, are precisely the matrices of the form
W =3 oul (XXT)73, (32)
jeJ
where J C {1,...,q} consists of precisely k elements. Consequently, if k > q, then no such subset J

can exist and therefore L' restricted to My, cannot have any critical points.
(2) If W is a critical point of L (so that W has the form (B2))), then

1 1 Ty
LWy = [t (YY JEZJU
It follows that the critical point W is a global minimizer of L* on My if and only if
{o;:je€J}=A{o1,...,0k},
e., the set J picks precisely the k largest singular values of Q. In particular, if k = q, then there

cannot be any saddle points. Recall that there are no critical points if k > q because of (1).

Proof. For X = I see the proof of [22] Theorem 28]. To obtain the general case we observe that
1 1 1 1 1 1
LYW) = S [WX — Y[} = SW(XXT)E -y XT(XXT) 4|3+ C = S [W(XXT)} - Q|3+,

where C' := 1||Y||% — £[|Q[|% does not depend on W. Since X X has full rank, the map W > W(XXT)2 is
invertible (on any My). Therefore the critical points of the map W %HW(XXT)% —Q||% restricted to My,
are just the critical points of the map W — Z||W — Q||% (restricted to M) multiplied by (XXT)~z. Now

we substitute the results of [22, Theorem 28] on the critical points of the map W — $||W — Q||% restricted
to My, (which are just as claimed here in the case X = I) and we obtain the claim of the proposition. O

Proposition 33. The function L' on My, for k < n satisfies the strict saddle point property. More precisely,
all critical points of L' on My, except for the global minimizers are strict saddle points.

Proof. It k > q = rank(Q) then there are no saddle points by Proposition so that the statement holds
trivially. Therefore, we assume k < ¢ from now on. By Proposition [32] it is enough to show that the
Riemannian Hessian of L' has a negative eigenvalue at any point of the form

W =3 oul (XXT)73,
jeJ
where J C {1,...,q} consists of precisely k elements and has the property that there is a jo € J with
0j, < og. Thus there is also a ¢, € {o1,...,01} with o, > 0;, and j1 & J. We define for ¢t € (—1,1):
wj, (t) = tuj, + V1 —t2ujy and vj, (t) = tvj, + V1 — t2vj,.
Now consider the curve v : (—1,1) — My, given by

_1
Y(t) = | ojous, v+ D o] | (XXT)72
Jj€J,i#jo

Obviously we have v(0) = W. We claim that it is enough to show that

d

—L t 0.

mhow)| <
Indeed, by (28) it holds (for any Riemannian metric g) that

2
S 00) =g (0) Hess” L )3(0) +9 30, 72 (0.

and since VIL'(v(0)) = VILY (W) = 0, it follows that g (§(0), Hess? L'(W)#(0)) < 0 if 4 dtg LY ((t)) <0
=0
and hence that Hess? L' (W) has a negative eigenvalue in this case. (Note that Hess? L*(W) is self-adjoint
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with respect to the scalar product g on Ty (My) and that it cannot be positive semidefinite (wrt. g) if
g (%(0), Hess? L' (W)#(0)) < 0, hence it has a negative eigenvalue in this case.)
We note that

LA(1(0)) = 20X ~ Y[ = 3 tr( ()3 (X XT —2(0)XYT + YY), (33)

‘We compute

Ujovjo( u]o E : UJUJ Jjoujo( vjo § : oju;v J
JEM#JO J€JJ75J0
2 T 2 T
E o5 vv; +Ujovj0(t)1}j0(t)
J€I\{jo}
so that

_1 _1
()T (OXXT) =t [ (XXT) 3 (30 oBupel 402 v, (0, ()7 | (XXT) X XT

jeI\{jo}
2
= g oj.

jed
In particular, this expression is independent of ¢. Further,

tr(_2’7(t)XYT) = —2tr Ujoujo( UJO Z o u;v JT (XXT)_%XYT
JEJ.j#Jo
= =2tr | | ojuj, (t)v, (¢ Z o’ | QT
JEJ.J#Jo
q
= =200 | | g (uin )T+ > ouv] | 3 oguug
JEJ.J#Jo j=1
= —2tr (Ujoujo(t)vjo(t)T(O-JO'UJUU +UJ1UJ1 ]1 Z O'
J€J,j#jo

= 72(03240(1 — t2) + tQO'jUO'jl) -2 Z UJZ-
JE€Jj#jo
= 2t20j0 (0j, —0j,) — 2 Z O'JQ-.
jeJ
Together with equation it follows that

d2
142 = 20}, (Ujo - Jj1) <0.

This concludes the proof. O

We note that a construction similar to the curve constructed in the preceding proof is considered in the
proof of [22] Theorem 28]. However, it is not discussed there that this implies strictness of the saddle points.

6.4. Strict saddle points of LY. Before discussing the strict saddle point property, let us first investigate
the relation of the critical points of L and the ones of L! restricted to M,, where

r = min{do, ds,...,dn}.
Throughout this section we assume that X X7 has full rank.

Proposition 34. (a) Let (Wy,...,Wy) be a critical point of L~. Define W = Wyx ---Wy and let
k:=rank(W) < r. Then W is a critical point of L' restricted to My.
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(b) Let W be a critical point of L' restricted to My, for some k < r. Then there exists a tuple
(Wy,...,Wy) with Wy --- Wy =W that is a critical point of L.

Proof. For (a), let Z € Ty (M) be arbitrary, i.e., Z = WA + BW for some matrices A € R%*% and
B € R%*dy Tt suffices to show that for a curve v : R — M;, with 4(0) = W and 4(0) = Z that
%Ll(’y(t))|t:0 = 0. We choose the curve

'y(t) =Wy +tV,) Wn_q1--- Wy - (W1 +tV7), (34)

where Vi = W1 A and Viy = BWy. Then, indeed v(0) = Wy --- W7 = W and 4(0) = WyWy_1--- W1 A+
BWy --- Wy = Z. Next, observe that

d d
—L*(y(t)) = —LNWy + Vi, Wa, ..., Wi_1, Wy + tVy)
dt o dt o
= (VLY (Wy,...,Wy),(V1,0,...,0,Vy)) = 0,
since (Wy,...,Wy) is a critical point of L. Since Z was arbitrary, this shows (a).

For (b) we first note that by Lemma for a point (W1,..., W) to be a critical point of LY, it suffices
that

WXXT -yXT Wl =0 and WIWXXT-vXxT)=o0. (35)
This is equivalent to
WXXTWT =Q(XXT):w]l and WEWXXT =WEQ(XXT). (36)
Since W is a critical point of L' restricted to M, we can write
W = Z ajujva(XXT)*%,
Jje€J
where J C {1,...,q} consists of k elements, see Proposition We write J = {j;,,-..,Ji,} to enumerate

the elements in J. For i, € N with ¢ <[ we denote by egl) the i-th standard unit vector of dimension  (i.e.,

it has [ entries, the i-th entry is 1 and all other entries are 0). Now we define

k
Wi:= Zegdl)vﬁ(XXT)fé,
i=1
k
W;:= Zegdl)(e(d’_l))T foril=2,...,N —1,

i
i=1
k
. (dn—1\T
Wy = E oj,u;,(e; ).
i=1

Since k < r this is well defined and one easily checks that
Wy Wi =Y ojupl (XXT)"2 =W
jeJ

and that the conditions in [36| are fulfilled (recall that @ = "7, ou;0! ). O

Let us now analyze the Hessian of LY in critical points.

Proposition 35. Let (Wy,...,Wy) be a critical point of LN such that W = Wy --- Wy has rank(W) = k.
If W is not a global optimum of L* on My, then (Wy,..., W) is a strict saddle point of L™ .

Proof. Since (Wy,...,Wy) is a critical point of LY, the matrix W = Wy ---Wj is a critical point of L!
restricted to My, by Proposition (a). Since W is not a global optimum of L' on M}, it must be a strict
saddle point of L' on My, by Proposition Therefore, there exists Z € Ty (M) such that (for some
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Riemannian metric g) it holds g(Hess? LY(W)Z, Z) < 0. Write Z = WA + BW and choose again the curve
(34) with V3 = W1 A and Viy = BWy. Then
d

L1 = gw(Hess” L'(W)Z,2) < 0.

t=0
On the other hand
& d?
0> —=L'(v(t))| = 5 LN(Wi+tVi,Wa,... . Wy_1,Wx +tVy)
dt o  dt —o

= (Hess L™ (W)(V4,0,...,0, Vi), (V1,0,...,0,Vy)),

which implies that Hess LY (W) is not positive semidefinite, i.e., has a negative eigenvalue. In other words,
(W1,...,Wpy) is a strict saddle point. O

We note that the global minimizers of L! restricted to My for some k < r are not covered by the above
proposition, i.e., the proposition does not identify the corresponding tuples (Wi,..., Wy) (such that the
product W = Wy ---Wj is a global minimizer of L' restricted to M) as strict saddle points of LY. (In
the language of [22] such points are called spurious local minima and they may lead to saddle points of LV,
see also Propositions 6 and 7 in [22].) The above proposition does not exclude that such points correspond
to non-strict saddle points of L. In fact, in the special case of k = 0, the point (0,...,0) is indeed not a
strict saddle point if N > 3 as shown in the next result, which extends [I3, Corollary 2.4] to the situation
that X X7 does not necessarily need to have distinct eigenvalues.

Proposition 36. If XY £ 0, the point (0,...,0) is a saddle point of L™, which is strict if N = 2 and not
strict if N > 3.

Remark 37. Note that if XY T =0, then (0,...,0) is a global minimum of L.

Proof. For convenience, we give a different proof than the one in [I3] Corollary 2.4]. It is easy to see that
Vw, LN(0,...,0) = 0 for every j = 1,..., N so that (0,...,0) is a critical point of L. Consider a tuple
(V1,...,Vy) of matrices, set Z = Viy--- V5 and

Y(t) = (V) - (tVn—1) - (tV1) =tV Z.
Note that by

LN(Vi, . V) = L) = 5 (0 9D XXT —29()XYT 4 YY)

1 1
= §t2N tr(ZTZXXT) -tV tr(ZXYT) + 3 tr(YYT).
Hence,
d? d?
ELN(Wl, L HVN)) = ﬁLl(y(t)) =NC@N - D)t*N 24027 Z2XXT) - N(N — )tV 2 tr(Z2XYT).

Note that tr(ZTZXXT) > 0. Recall also that N > 2. Since XY7T # 0, there clearly exist matrices
(Vi,...,Vn) such tr(ZXYT) > 0 for Z = Vy--- Vi, so that LN (tV4,...,tVn) < LY(0,...,0) for small

enough ¢. Hence, (0,...,0) is not a local minimum, but a saddle point. Moreover,
d2
(Hess LN (0,...,0)(Va,..., VN),(Vi,...,VN)) = ﬁLl(y(t))
t=0

_f —2tr(ZXYT) ifN=2

10 iftN>3
If N =2, we can find matrices V7, V5 such that tr(ZXY7T) > 0 for Z = V,V; so that (0,0) is a strict saddle
for N = 2. If N > 3 it follows that Hess L™V (0,...,0) = 0 so that (0,...,0) is not a strict saddle. O

In the case N = 2, the following result implies that all local minima of L? are global and all saddle points
of L? are strict.
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Proposition 38. Let N = 2 and k < min{r,q}, where r = min{dy, d1,ds} and ¢ = rank(Q). Let W be
a global minimum of L' restricted to My, i.e., W = ZjeJajujva(XXT)’%, where |J| =k and {o; : j €
J} ={01,...,01}. Then any critical point (Wy, W) € Ré1xdo 5 RdzXdv sych that Wy - Wy = W is a strict
saddle point of L*.

Proof. For k € R\ {0} and u € R%, v € R4, w € R% with u’u =1 and vTv = 1 we define the curve
y(t) = (Wy + tkuv?) - (W1 + te tow®) = W + t(kun Wy + 67 Wovw™) 4 t2uw®.
Then by
LWy + te~tow™, Wy + tkuv™) = LY(y(t)) = %tr(’y(t)Tfy(t)XXT —29()XYT +YYT).
We compute
()T (t) =12 (WlTvuTngwT + (Wl ou Wovw™T + 2W o Wy + k20 Wi Wavw™ + wu™ W
—|—WTuwT) + terms which are not of order 2.

It follows that

dQ
ﬁLl(fy(t)) =tr (W vu Wovw” + (W vu Woow™)T + &> W v W

t=0

+r 2wt W Wovw” +wu W+ Whuw) X XT — 2uw” XYT) .

Let us now choose the vectors u, v, w. Note that since (W7, W) is a critical point of L2, we have W (WX X T —
YX7T)=0 by Lemma point 1, and hence

q
WE(Z ojuvl — Zajujv]r)(XXT)% =0.

jeJ j=1
Since XX has full rank it follows that for any jo € {1,...,q} \ J we have W] u;, = 0. Since k < g such a
Jo exists. Thus we may choose jo € {1,...,q} \ J and define u = u;, and w = (XXT)_%%.

If the kernel of WlT is trivial then d; < do and W7 has rank d;. It follows that then the kernel of Wy
cannot be trivial since otherwise W5 would be injective and the rank of W = W5W; would be d;. But the
rank of W is k < r < d;. Hence we may choose v as follows: We choose v to be an element of the kernel of
Wi with |Jv]|2 = 1 if such a v exists and otherwise we choose v to be an element of the kernel of Wy with
o]z = 1.

With these choices for u, v, w we have Wi vu? Wavw? = 0 and WTuw? = W W] u; w? =0 so that

d2
ﬁLl(’y(t)) =tr ((K,QWIT’UUTwl + k2wt WI W) X XT — 2uwTXYT) ,
t=0

where at least one of the terms W vo? Wy and wo? Wi WavwT vanishes. We have

q
tr(uw? XYT) = w? XyTu = v;‘g (XXT)_%XYTUJ-0 = v;‘-C)QTujO = v;‘g Z Ujvju?ujo = 0j,-
j=1
Hence
d2
@Ll('y(t)) = k2 tr (W oo Wi XXT) + 572 tr (w0 Wi Wavw” XXT) — 20y,
=0
Since o, > 0 and since at least one of the terms W{ vo? W1 X X7 and wo? Wl Wovw? X XT vanishes, we
can always choose x > 0 such that j—;Ll(’y(t))‘ < 0.
t=0
As in the proof of Propositon this shows that (W5, W) is a strict saddle point. O
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6.5. Convergence to global minimizers. We now state the main result of this article about convergence
to global minimizers. Part (b) of Theoremfor two layers generalizes a result in [10] Section 4], where it is

assumed that d, > d, and d, < min{dy,...,dy_1} on top of some mild technical assumptions on matrices
formed with X and Y (see Assumptions 3 and 4 of [10]).
Theorem 39. Assume that X X7 has full rank, let ¢ = rank(Q), r = min{do, . ..,dn} and let ¥ := min{q, r}.

(a) For almost all initial values W1(0), ..., Wy (0), the flow (5) converges to a critical point (W1, ..., Wy)
of LN such that W := Wy --- Wy is a global minimizer of L' on the manifold My of matrices in
RiN*do of rank k := rank(W), where k lies between 0 and 7 and depends on the initialization.

(b) For N =2, for almost all initial values W1(0),..., Wn(0), the flow (5) converges to a global mini-
mizer of LN on R%0>d1 x  x RIN-1xdnN

By “for almost all initial values” we mean that there exists a set N with Lebesgue measure zero in
Roxdi 5 x RIN-1XdN guch that the statement holds for all initial values outside N.

Proof. By Theorem [5, under the flow (B)), the curve (Wi(t),..., Wx(t)) converges to some critical point
(Wi,...,Wy) of LY. Let k be the rank of W := Wy ---Wj. Then k < r, by construction. But also k < ¢
because, if (Wy,...,Wy) is a critical point of LYV, then W as above is a critical point of L' restricted to
Mj,, by Proposition [34] (a). But we know that there are no critical points of L' in My, with rank larger than
q because of Proposition [32| (a). This proves that 0 < k < 7.

If W is not a global minimizer of L' restricted to My, then (W1, ..., Wx) must be strict a saddle point of
LY because of Proposition By Theorem [28| only a negligible set of initial values W1 (0), ..., Wx(0) con-
verges to a strict saddle point of LY. All other initial values therefore converge to a limit point (W1, ..., Wy)
for which W = Wy - - - W is a global minimizer of L! restricted to M. This proves part (a) of Theorem
Note that W being a minimizer of L' restricted to M}, does not imply that the corresponding matrix tuple
(W1,...,Wy) is a minimizer of L. This happens only if the rank of W is as large as possible, i.e., if k = 7.

In the case N = 2, Proposition [38| shows that if the limit (W7, W5) has the property that W = WyW;
is a global minimizer of L' in My, but k < 7, then (W7, W) is a strict saddle point of L?. But we already
know that the set of initial values W;(0), W5(0) that converge to a strict saddle point of L? is negligible.
We conclude that generically the solution of converges to a limit (W7, Wa) for which W = WaWV; is a
global minimizer of L' on Mj, with k = 7, which implies that (W;, W) is a global minimizer of LV. O

Balanced initial values (W1(0),...,Wx(0)) are of special interest as they give rise to a Riemannian
gradient flow on Mj. Unfortunately, Theorem does not allow to make conclusions about the set of
balanced initial values because this is a set of Lebesgue measure zero in R4 >0 x ... x RINXdn-1  VWe
are nevertheless able to derive the following convergence result by applying Theorem [28| to the Riemannian
gradient flow on M.

Theorem 40. Assume that X XT has full rank and let N > 2. Then for almost all initializations W (0) €
R *ds on My, the flow W (t) on My solving (cf. Theorem@ converges to a global minimum of L'
restricted to My, or to a critical point on some My, where ¢ < k. Note that for k > rank(Q) there is no
global minimum of L' on My, so that then the second option applies. Here “for almost all W (0)” means for
all W(0) up to a set of measure zero.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem [18| we write W (t) = Wi (t)--- Wi (t), where the W;(t) € R4*di-1 (for
some d; > k with dy = d, and dy = d,)) are balanced and solve (f]). Since the tuple (Wi (t),..., Wy(t))
satisfies (5)), it converges to a critical point of LY by Theorem hence the flow W (t) converges for all initial
values to some W that is a critical point of L' on some M, where ¢ < k; see Proposition Since by
Proposition [33] all critical points of L' on M, except for the global minimizers are strict saddle points, the
claim follows from Theorem whose assumptions are satisfied by Proposition [11] and Theorem O

The reason why we cannot choose k = 7 in Theorem [39] (a), i.e., state that the flow for N > 3 converges
to the global minimum of L' on M; for almost all initializations is that not all saddle points of LYV are
necessarily strict for N > 3. Nevertheless, we conjecture a more precise version of the previous result in the
spirit of Theorem Part (a) below is a strengthened version of the overfitting conjecture in [10], where
additional assumptions are made.
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Conjecture 41. Assume that XX7 has full rank.

(a) The statement in Theorem[39 (b) also holds for N > 2.
(b) Consider the autoencoder case X =Y and let d =dy =dy. Let r = min—y . nd;. Let Ay > ... >

Aa be the eigenvalues of XXT and let uq,. .., uq be corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors. Let U,
be the matriz with columns uy,...,u,. Assume that N\, > A\.11. Assume further that W(0)U, has
rank v and that for all i € {1,...,r} we have

ul W(0)u; > 0, (37)

where W (t) = W (t)--- Wi(t). Then W(t) converges to > ;_, uul .
(c) In Theorem if k < rank(Q), convergence to a critical point on some My, where £ < k, happens
only for a set of initial values that has measure zero.

Remark 42. Without the condition that ul W(0)u; > 0 for all i € {1,...,7}, the above conjecture (b) is
wrong.

Proof. Indeed, in the autoencoder case with N = 2 and r = 1 with W;(0) = u? and W5(0) = —u; (which is
a balanced starting condition and W (0)U; has obviously rank 1), we show that Wi, W5 and W all converge
to the zero-matrix of their respective size. Write W, = (a1,...,aq) and Wo = (B1,...,84)7. We may
assume that X X7 is a diagonal matrix with entries Ay > ... > Ay > 0. (In particular, the u; are given by
the standard unit vectors u; = e;.) Then the system , see also , becomes

d
= =Njoy Y B7+NBy, ;(0) =61,

i=1

, (38)
Bj= =By Nai +Ajag, B;(0) = =31
i=1
This system is solved by the following functions:

1 .

(t) = oy () =0 forall 22, "
-1

Bi(t) = ——=—=—=—=, pB;(t)=0forall j>2.

V2e2hat — 1’
Obviously, all o; and §; converge to 0 as ¢ tends to infinity. From this the claim follows. (By Theorem
this equilibrium is not stable, so this behavior may not be obvious in numerical simulations.) O

7. NUMERICAL RESULTS

We numerically study the convergence of gradient flows in the linear supervised learning setting as a
proof of concept of the convergence results presented above in both the general supervised learning case and
the special case of autoencoders. Moreover, in the autoencoder case the experiments also computationally
explore the conjecture (Conjecture of the manuscript.

7.1. Autoencoder case. We study the gradient flow in the autoencoder setting, where Y = X € R%x™
in (3)) for different dimensions of X (i.e., d,, and m) and different values of the number N of layers, where we
typically use N € {2,5,10,20}. A Runge-Kutta method (RK4) is used to solve the gradient flow differential
equation with appropriate step sizes t,, = tg + nh for large n and h € (0,1). The experiments fall into two
categories based on initial conditions of the gradient flow: a) balanced — where the balanced conditions are
satisfied; and b) non-balanced — where the balanced conditions are not satisfied. Under a) we investigate
the general case in these balanced conditions where condition of Conjecture [41|is satisfied, but also a
special case were the balanced conditions are satisfied but condition of Conjecture [41]is not satisfied.

The results in summary, considering W = Wy --- W7 as the limiting solution of the gradient flow, that
is W = limyoo W(t), where W(t) = Wi (t)---Wi(t): We show that with balanced initial conditions,
the solutions of the gradient flow converges to U,U!, where the columns of U, are the r eigenvectors
corresponding to the r largest eigenvalues of XX7. The convergence rates decrease with an increase in
either d or N or both. We see similar results for the non-balanced case.
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7.1.1. Balanced initial conditions. In this section and Sectionthe data matrix X € R% *™ ig generated
with columns drawn i.i.d. from a Gaussian distribution, i.e., z; ~ N(0,02%I,,), where o = 1/1/d,. Random
realization of X with sizes d, = d and m = 3d are varied to investigate different dimensions of the input
data, i.e., with 2N < d < 20N. For each fixed d, the dimensions d; of the W; € R%*di-1 for j =1,..., N

are selected as follows: We set di = r = [d/2], where [-] rounds to the nearest integer, and put d; =
[r+(d-=7)(G—-1)/(N-=1)],j =2,...,N (generating an integer “grid” of numbers between d; = r and
dy =d, =d).

In the first set of experiments, we consider a general case of the balanced initial conditions, precisely
W (0)W;41(0) = W;(0)W](0), j=1,...,N — 1, where condition of Conjecture [41|is satisfied. The
dimensions of the W} and their initializations are as follows. Recall, W; € R%*di-1 for j =1,..., N where
dy = dy = dy = d and d; = r is the rank of W = Wy ---W;. We randomly generate d; x d; orthogonal
matrices V; and then form W;(0) = Vj1y,4, Uijl for j=1,...,N, where U; € R% x4 is composed of the dy
columns of Vj, and I, is the (rectangular) a x b identity matrix. For all the values of N and the different
ranks of W considered, Figure [1| shows that the limit of W(t) as t — oo is U,U!, where the columns of
U, are r eigenvectors of X X7 corresponding to the largest r eigenvalues of X X7. This agrees with the

theoretical results obtained for the autoencoder setting.

W) - U.U I
[IW(t) = UU] ||

o0 [——d, —d =4, r =2 ] 1010 [[——d, =d =10, r =5
——d, =d=13, 7 =T ——d, =d =33, r=17
d, = d =22, r =11 d, =d =55 r=28

E| 102 F| g —d—78 r=39
d, = d =100, r =50

1022 F

—d,=d= =

N 1
——d, = d =40, r =20

107 L . 1014 . . I
10° 10t 102 10° 104 10° 10t 102 10° 104 10°

W) - U0 |y

10—
——d,=d=40, r=20
——d, = d =130, r =65
104k dy = d =220, r =110
——d, = d =310, r =155 \

——d, = d =400, r =200

1020

1012
10

FIGURE 1. Convergence of solutions for the general balanced case. Error between W(t)
and U,UT for different r and d values. Top left panel: N = 2; top right panel: N = 5;
bottom left panel: N = 10; bottom right panel: N = 20.

In addition, when W (t) converges to U,U; then || X — W (t)X|r converges to \/>,., 0Z. This is also

tested and confirmed for N = 2,5, 10,20, but for the purpose of saving space we show results for N = 2
and N = 20 in Figure [2l This depicts convergence of the functional L'(W (t)) to the optimal error, which
is the square-root of the sum of the tail eigenvalues of X X7 of order greater than r. Moreover, in the
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F1cURE 2. Convergence of solutions for the general balanced case. Errors between X and
W (t)X for different r and d values. Left panel: N = 2; right panel: N = 20.
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FIGURE 3. Difference between Wy(t) and Wa(t)T in the N = 2 settings, for left panel:
general balanced case; right panel: special balanced case.

autoencoder setting when N = 2 we showed in Lemma [46| that the optimal solutions are W5 = W{. This
is also confirmed in the numerics as can be seen in the left panel plot of Figure
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=
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FIGURE 4. In the special balanced case, left panel: norm of W (t); right panel: errors
between W (t) and U,U? for different r and d values.

In the second set of experiments, we attempt to test Conjecture [dI] by constructing pathological examples,
where we have balanced initial conditions, but W (0) violates condition of Conjecture Precisely, in
the case N = 2 we take W1(0) = VT and W5(0) = —V,., where the columns of V,. are the top 7 eigenvectors
of XXT. Such W(0) clearly violates the condition of the conjecture u? W (0)u; > 0 for all i € [r].
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The hypothesis is that in such a setting the solution will not converge to the optimal solution pro-
posed in Conjecture Remark showed that in such a case the solution should converge to 0, that is
lim;_, oo W(¢) = 0. This can be seen in the left panel plot of Figure El The dip in the left panel shows that
W (t) is approaching zero in a first phase. However, probably due to numerical errors the flow escapes the
equilibrium point at zero. In fact, zero is an unstable point (a strict saddle point), so that, numerically, the
flow will hardly converge to zero. The right panel plot of Figure [4| shows very slow convergence to U,U!.
Moreover, the limiting solutions (despite slow convergence) satisfy Wy = Wi as shown in the right plot of

Figure [3

7.1.2. Non-balanced initial conditions. For W;(0), j = 1,..., N, we randomly generate Gaussian matrices.
The two plots in Figure [5| and the left panel plot of Figure |§| show that W (t) converges to U,UL. As in the

balanced case we can confirm that || X — W ()X || r converges to /> .., 07?. On the other hand, for N = 2

in this case we see that Wa(t) does not converge to Wi (¢)T in contrast to the balanced case, as can be seen
in the right panel plot of Figure [0}
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F1GURE 5. Non-balanced case convergence of solutions of the gradient flow. Errors between
W (t) and U,U! for different r and d values for left panel: N = 2, right panel: N = 5.
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FIGURE 6. Non-balanced case convergence. Left panel: Errors between W (t) and U, U! for
different r and d values for N = 10. Right panel: Errors between Wa(t) and Wi (t)7.
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7.1.3. Conwvergence rates. Here the data matrix X € R%*™ is generated with columns drawn i.i.d.from a
Gaussian distribution, i.e., z; ~ N(0,02%1,,), where o = 1/1/d,.. Random realization of X with two different
values for d,; (as in above m = 3d) and different r, the rank of W (t), are used. For each fixed d, the dimensions
dj of the W; € R%*%i-1 are selected using an arbitrarily chosen 7 and setting d; = [r+(d—r)(j —1)/(N —1)]
for j = 1,...,N. The value of r is stated in the caption of the figures. The experiments show very rapid
convergence of the solutions but also the dependence of the convergence rate on N, d,, and . We investigate
this for different values of N, d, and r, in both the balanced and non-balanced cases. Convergence plots
for the balanced initial conditions are shown in Figure [7} depicting smooth convergence. Similarly, we have
convergence rates of the non-balanced case in Figure 8] These plots also show a slightly faster convergence
for the balanced case than for the non-balanced case.
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FicURE 7. Convergence rates of solutions of the gradient flow in the autoencoder case with
balanced initial conditions — errors between W (t) and W (T) for different N values, where
T is the final time. Dimensions Left panel: d, = 20, r = 1; Right panel: d, = 200, r = 10.
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FicURrE 8. Convergence rates of solutions of the gradient flow in the autoencoder case with
non-balanced initial conditions — errors between W (t) and W(T) for different N values,
where T is the final time. Dimensions Left panel: d, = 20, r = 1; Right panel: d, = 200,
r = 10.

7.2. General supervised learning case. Experiments were also conducted to test the results in the
general supervised learning setting to support theoretical results in Theorem and Propositions and
We show results for N = 2,5,10,20, and two sets of values for d, and r (rank of W(t) and W,

the true parameters). The data matrix X is generated as in the autoencoder case and Y = WX, where
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W = Wy --- Wy, with W; € RE*4-1 for j = 1,..., N with dy = do = d, = d and dy = r is the rank of
W. The entries of Wj are randomly generated independently from a Gaussian distribution with standard
deviation o = 1/\/@ The dimensions d; x d;j_; of the W; for j = 1,..., N, are again selected respectively in
an integer grid, i.e., d; = [r+(dy —r)(j —1)/(N —1)], where r is arbitrarily fixed. The initial conditions are
generated as was done in the autoencoder case. We investigate the convergence rates for the balanced and
non-balanced initial conditions of the gradient flows. The results of the experiments are plotted in Figures
|§| and In these plots k is the rank of Q € R%*% defined in , and @ = UpX;Vj is the (reduced)
singular value decomposition, i.e., U, € R%** and V}, € R%** have orthonormal columns and ¥ € RF*F
is a diagonal matrix containing the non-zero singular values of Q.
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g o)
= S
/“3 10710 /L 1010 | =
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10° 10? 102 10° 104 10° 10° 10t 102 10° 10% 10° 108
t t

FiGUurE 9. Convergence rates of solutions of the gradient flow of the general supervised
learning problem depicted by convergence to W in (1) of Proposition with balanced
initial conditions for left panel: d, = 20, r = 2; right panel: d, = 200, r = 20.

With balanced initial conditions the plots of Figure [J] show convergence rates of the flow to W in (1)
of Proposition [32] With non-balanced initial conditions the plots of Figure [I0] show convergence rates to
W in (1) of Proposition These results show rapid convergence of the flow and the dependence of the
convergence rate on IV, r and d, with either balanced or non-balanced initial conditions. Note that IV in
(1) of Proposition [32]is the same as the true parameters W. This can be seen by comparing the left panel
plot of Figure [J] to the left panel plot of Figure [II] and the left panel plot of Figure [I0] to the right panel
plot of Figure
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Ficure 10. Convergence rates of solutions of the gradient flow of the general supervised
learning problem depicted by convergence to W in (1) of Proposition [32| with non-balanced
initial conditions for left panel: d, = 20, r = 2; right panel: d, = 200, r = 20.
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Convergence is slower for larger IV, and it seems not to depend on the initial conditions, balanced or
non-balanced, see the plots of Figures [J] and Equivalently, this can be seen from the error of the
supervised learning loss shown in the plots of Figure for balanced initial conditions. There is much
stronger dependence on N in this setting than in the autoencoder setting.
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F1GURE 11. Convergence to the true parameters W for (dy = 20, r = 2) with left panel:
balanced initial conditions; right panel: non-balanced initial conditions.
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FIGURE 12. General supervised learning errors with balanced initial conditions for dimen-
sions left panel: d, = 20, r = 2; right panel: d, = 200, r = 20.

7.3. Conclusion. To conclude the numerical section we summarise our results as follows. In the autoen-
coder case we confirmed that the solutions of the gradient flow converges to U,U!, while in the general
supervised learning case we confirmed convergence of the flow to W in (1) of Proposition Such con-
vergence occurs with either balanced or non-balanced initial conditions albeit a slight faster convergence in
the balanced than in the non-balanced. Secondly, in the autoencoder case we numerically confirmed the
hypothesis of Conjecture |41)and that Wy (t) = W1 (¢)T as claimed for N = 2 with balanced initial conditions,
which does not necessarily hold with non-balanced initial conditions. Moreover, in both the autoencoder and
the general supervised learning setting we see that as the size (N, d,,r) of the problem instance increases
the convergence rates decrease. In the autoencoder case we saw stronger dependence in d, and r than in
the general supervised learning case. On the other hand the dependence on N seems to be stronger in the
general supervised learning case than in the autoencoder case.
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [10]

The proof is based on the next lemma, which follows from [§].

Lemma 43. Let A € R™*™ B € R"*"  be positive definite matrices and Y € R™*"™. Then, for p € N,
p > 2, the solution X € R™*"™ of the matriz equation

APTIX 4 AP2XB 4+ AXBPT2 4 XBPTL =Y (40)
satisfies
x = 2nla/e) / (tm + A7) 'Y (1, + BP) ' /Pt (4D
7T 0
1 <t A (t—s)B (1+1/p)
_ 0" pYe_ t—s pdst_ + P)dt. 42
pl'(1—1/p) /0 /0 "

Proof. The first formula is shown for n = m in [§], for matrices with eigenvalues in {z € C : z #
0,—m/p < argz < 7/p}. Positive definite matrices clearly have their eigenvalues in this set. Formula
extends to squares A, B of possibly different dimensions m,n. In fact, [8] first proves for A = B, see
[8, eq. (8)] and then extends the solution by the “Berberian trick” which introduces the block matrices

T (A0 = _(0 Y s (X1 X
A‘(o B)’ Y‘(o 0)’ X_<X21 X22>'
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If X solves P AP=iX A= = Y then the submatrix X = X2 solves and one obtains ({I)). This
argument works for general m,n so that holds under the conditions of the lemma.

In the case that A = B, [8 eq. (15)] implies . The general case of possibly different A, B is then
established again by the Berberian trick as above. O

Proof of Proposition[I0} We aim at applying Lemma for the matrices A = (WWT)Y/N and B =
(WTW)YN in order to obtain a formula for fll},l. Unfortunately, in the rank deficient case, these ma-
trices are only positive semi-definite and not positive definite. We will overcome this problem by using an
approximation argument. For u > 0, the matrices (ulg, + WWTYN and (uly, + WITW)YN are positive
definite and hence, the linear operator

N -
A s RWXde o RAvxde - Ay (7) = S (uly, + WWT) T Z(uly, + WIW)'F
j=1

is invertible by Lemma |[43| with inverse .A‘jvlu : RIvxde _y RdyXda

At (2) = sin(m/N) /OOO ((t+u)La, + WWT) ' Z (¢ +u)Ta, + WW) /N, (43)

™

Furthermore, A, maps Tw (My) into Ty (M) for all u > 0. Indeed, let W = USVT be the full singular
value decomposition of W with U, V' being (square) orthogonal matrices and ¥ = diag(o1,...,0%,0,...,0).
If Z=WA+ BW € Ty (My) then for o, 8 > 0,

(ulq, + WWT)*Z(uly, + WIW)?
= Udiag((u+02)%, ..., (u+02)*u®, ..., u)VUTUSVT A(uly, + WTW)?
+ (uly, + WWT)*BULVTV diag((u + 03)?,..., (u + 02)?,u”, ... ,uP))VT
= UXdiag((u+ 02)%, ..., (u+02)%,0,...,00VT A(uly, + WTW)?
+ (uly, + WWT)*BUE diag((u + 07)?, ..., (u+07)?,0,...,00V7T
=WV diag((u+ o), ..., (u+0)*,0,...,00VT A(uly, + WTW)»
+ (uly, + WWT)*BU diag((u + 03)?, ..., (u+ 07)?,0,...,0)UTW.

The last expression is clearly an element of Ty (M) and by the formul_a for Ay, this implies that this
operator maps the tangent space Ty (My) into itself. Let us denote Aw,, : Tw (M) — Tw (My) the
corresponding restriction and by frl Ty (Mk) — Tw (M) the restriction of the inverse map to Ty (My).
Clearly, still holds for the restriction A . Lemma implies that the restrictions flw,u and fl;vlu
are both Well defined also for © = 0 with .AWO = Aw and A flfl Moreover, the map u — flwu is

continuoub in w > 0 and, hence, also u +— Awlu is continuous in u > 0. We claim that also the right hand
side of ( With Z € Tw(My,) is well-defined and continuous for all w > 0, which will give an inversion
formula for A ! by setting u = 0.

In order to show continuity of the right hand side of (43) in u, we investigate uniform integrability of the
integrand for Z € Ty (My). By Lemmalzl we can write Z Pw(Z)=UPUTZ(1y, —-VPVT)+ ZVP VT,
where P, is the diagonal matrix from the lemma and W = UXV7 is the (full) singular value decomposition
of W. In particular, the matrix ¥ € R%*% has the singular values o, > ... > o3 > 0 on the diagonal, with
all other entries equal to zero. For simplicity we write E = I, — VP, V. Denoting

1 1 1 1
Apw = ((t+u)ly +25T)"1 = di : € R,
to = (U4 Wla, + 27 1ag<t+u+a% ttu+ol ttu t+u>
- 1 1 1 1
Ao = (t+ )y, + 3791 = di : € R¥xde,
tw = ((E+u)la, +275) lag(t+u+a§ t+u+tol t+u t+u)
1 1

Kiw = ((t+u)ly, + S57) 7' P, = diag ( 0,..., o) € Rdv>dy

t+u+ol’ Tt+u+tol’
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1 1
t—|—u—&—o'%"”7t—|—u—|—a,€7

Kiy = Pu((t +u)ly, +27%)7! = diag ( 0,... ,0) € R=xds

we have
((t+u) Ly, + WWT) ' Z ((t+u)la, + WTW) ' = UK, UTZEVA, VT + UM, UTZVE, V7.
Taking the spectral norm gives
I ((t 4+ u)Iay + WWT) " Z (4 u) g, + WTW) " ass < 20122007 2(t + 0) ™" < 2|/ Z]Ja 0072t
This estimate will be good enough for ¢t — 0, for any u > 0. For t — 0o we need a second estimate
I ((t+w) sy + WWTD) ' Z ((t+ s, + WTW) ™ [l
<N+ s, + W) flaosal|Zllzosall (¢ +w) o, +WTW) ™ 2
< Zll2s2(t +u) ™2 < | 2|22t ™2,
which holds uniformly in u > 0 and follows from the fact that WW? and WTW are positive semidefinite.
Altogether, for Z € Ty (My,) the integrand in satisfies
(¢ + w)Iay + WWT) ' Z (¢4 u) g, + WTW) ™ 1V|5 sy < || Z]|ap minfoy 26 FUN =2H1/N Y

The latter function is integrable over t € (0,00) since N > 2, and hence, for all u > 0, the integrand in
is uniformly dominated by an integrable function. By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem and
continuity of u — ((t+u)lg, + VVVVT)f1 Z((t+u)lg, + WTW)f1 t1/N for all t € (0,00), the function
U fl;vl’u(Z) is continuous for all Z € Ty (My). Altogether, we showed that
A7) = sin(mw/N)
™

and this implies .
A similar argument based on proves . In the case N = 2, it can be shown as in [7, Theorem
VII1.2.3] and with the approximation argument above that

fl;vl(Z) = /OO eft(WWT)%Zeft(WTW)% dt,
0
which implies . O

(e}
/ (tly, + WWT) ' Z (t1p, + WIW) " £/Nat, 7 € Ty (M),
0

APPENDIX B. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [I]]

Given a system {~1,...,7,} of sufficiently smooth local coordinates on My, where n is the dimension of
My, the vectors &;(W) := B%j(W)7 j=1,...,n, form a basis of the tangent space Ty (My). We need to
show that the maps

W s Fuy(W) = gw (&(W), & (W)
are continuously differentiable for all ¢, j. Note that the vector fields £; (W) are smooth in W. We consider
the representation and introduce the functions

Kiji(W) = tr (t+WWH'GW) (¢ + WIW)~lef (W),

where we write (£ + WWT) for (t1s, + WW7T) and likewise (t + WIW) = (tI, + WTW). For a function
f we denote the differential of f at A applied to Y by Df(A)[Y]. Denoting ¢;(W) = (t + WWT)~! and
(W) = (t + WITW) =1 the product rule gives, for W € My and Y € Ty (My),

DE; j(W)[Y] = tr(Dey(W)[Y1E (W) (W)E] (W) + tr(¢p(W)DEW)[Y e (W)EF (W) (44)
+ tr(oe(W)EW) Doy (W) [Y]E] (W) + (s (W)E(W )y (W)DES (W)[Y]).  (45)
The differential of the function ¢(A) = A~! satisfies Dp(A)[Y] = —A~Y A~! so that
Doy (W)[Y] = —(t+WWH) ' WYT + YWt + Www')~ 1,
Dy (W)[Y] = -t +WIW)T(WTy + YITW)(t + wTw)~L.
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Let W = UXVT be the (full) singular value decomposition of W, i.e., U € R%*d ¥ ¢ R¥&=Xd with
UTU = Iy, VTV =1, and ¥ = diag(oy,...,0%,0,...,0) € R%*% with g; > --- > o} > 0. The first term
on the right hand side of satisfies

tr((Dgy(W)[Y1&(W ) (W)E] (W)
=—tr (E+WWH)TTWYT + YWt + WWT) LW (E+ WEW) e (W)
Note that (t + WWTD) "L WYT + YWT)(t + WWT)~1 = Q + QT with
Q=t+wWwhH='wyTt+wwh)~!

11 1 1 11 1
:Udiag( S 2,,...,>UT(UEVTYT)Udiag< S 2,,...,)UT
t+ o7 t+o, t t t+ o7 t+op t t
1 11 1
=Udiag | —2,...,—%_0,...,0) VTYTU diag e = U
t+ o7 t—|—ak t+ o7 t—|—akt t

By Lemma [7] it holds
GW) = Py (&(W) =URUT W)L, — VRV + EW)VPRVT = GHW) + G(W). (46)

where P, = diag(1,...,1,0,...,0) (with k ones on the diagonal), (}(W) = UP,UT&(W)(1y, — VP.VT)
and (Z(W) = &(W)V P, VT. Note that also U and V are functions of W, which may be non-unique, but in
this case, we just fix one choice. Then we have

=:F; =:E3

GOV)(t+WIW) T (W) = W)+ WIW)"HG W) + W)+ WIW) = (G W)™

+ G W)+ WIW)THGW)T + GW)(E+WIW)HGW)T

=:F3 =:Fy

Using cyclicity of the trace, we obtain
. 01 Ok T~T . ]. 1

tr(QE1) =tr(d 0,...,0)V'Y‘Ud 0,...,0

I‘(Q 1) r<lag<t+0'%7 7t+0_]2€7 ’ ’ ) 1ag(t+0’%’ 7t+0_l%a ) ) >

1 1

t+o? " t4oit

xUT&;(W)(Ig, — VP VTV diag ( 1) v, - VPkVT)ng(W)U) ,

tr(QE;) = tr (diag (tiirf“”’ tika,%70"”70) VTYTU diag (t+1o%""’ t+1cri’0"“’0>
xUT&(W) (1, — VPVT)V diag (t jJ%,..., - +1a,3’0’ . .,0) VngT(W)U) ,

tr(QFE;) = tr (diag <tfa%,..., t—ika,%’o’ . ,0) VTYTU diag (Hlo%,..., t+la,3’ % o 1)
xUT&;(W)V diag <t I t+1a,3’0’ .. .,0) VT, — VPkVT)ng(W)U) ,

tr(QEy) = tr <diag <t+1af7”” t—ikaﬁ’o"“’()) VIYTU diag <t+1crf"”7 t—l—lai’ 1,,1)
xUT&;(W)V diag (HU%,...,HlU’%,o, .. .,o) VngT(W)U) )

Note that 1/(t + 0?) < min{1/¢,1/0?} for all ¢ > 0. Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the Frobenius
inner product, the fact that ||AB||r < ||A]l2=2||B||F, and unitarity of U and V', we obtain

[ te(QEo)| < Y IpI&W)pllg;(W)lpot™, £=1,2,3,4.

By continuity of & and &;, it follows that there exists a neighborhood U C My, around a fixed Wy € My,
(in which o, (W) > ¢ > 0 for some ¢ > 0 and all W € U) and a constant C' > 0 (depending only on the
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neighborhood) such that
| tr(Q&(W)(t + WIW) T (W) < C|Y||[pt™"  forallt>0and W e U.
In the same way, one shows the above inequality for @ replaced by @7 and hence
(D (W) Y IEW ) (W)ET (W))] < 20|V ][ pt™" for all £ > 0 and W € 1L

Moreover, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the Frobenius inner product and since WW7 as well as
WTW are positive semidefinite, it holds

| tr((Dpe (W)Y & (W )ehe(W)ET (W)

<E+WWHTWYT YW+ WWH) T p[|&W)(E+ WEW) 7 (W)lr
|

<+ WWH)THE L+ WIW) 7 ama [WYT + YW pl&(W) £ 1€ (W) ¢
<23 WY TR &W)le 1€ (W) p- (47)

Altogether, it holds, for a suitable constant Cy; > 0,
[ tr((Dge (W) Y& (W) (W)EN (W) < CollY || pmin{t ", ¢} forall t >0 and W € U.
Let us now consider the second term on the right hand side of . As in , we obtain
| tx(¢e (W) D& (W)Y [ (W)E] (W))| < t2IDEW) Y]] Pl (W)l -

By Lemma [7| we can write &;(W) = Pw (&;(W)) = ¢f(W) + (W) with ¢j(W) = UPUTE (W) (1, —
VP, VT) and CJQ(W) =& W)VPVT asin ([{#6). With E = I, — VP,V this gives

tr( e (W) DE (W) [Y b (W)ET (W)
=tr ((t+ WWH)T'DEW)[Y](E+ WIW) NG (W) + G(W)T)

1 1 1 1 1
= tr [ di 0,...,0 )| UTD&W) YTV di LS VITEES (WU
I lag(t+0%’ 7t+0']%’ ) a) gl( )[ ] 1ag(t+0'%’ 7t+0_,%at7 at> 6_]( )
+tr (diag [ — L D urpe vy dia L _o..0)vTeravy
1 e i 1 geony sUjee ey : .
S\trod el U S\ttt o tro? Z

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for the Frobenius inner product it follows that
| te(6: (W) DE&(W)[Y e (W)E] (W) < 2| DE(W)IY [P l|&; (W) | oy 2t
Since the &; are continuously differentiable there exists Co > 0 such that
| tr (¢ (W) DE(W)[Y e (W)E] (W) < Co||Y || pmin{t~',¢72}  forall t >0 and W € U.
The terms in can be bounded in the same way as the ones in , hence
|IDK; j«(W)[Y]| < C'||Y||pmin{t—',¢72} forallt>0and W € U.

It follows that [~ [DK; ;(W)[Y][t!/Ndt exists and is uniformly bounded in W € U. By Lebesgue’s dom-
inated convergence theorem, it follows that we can interchange integration and differentiation, and hence,
all directional derivatives of F; ; at W in the direction of ¥ exist and are continuous since DK ; ,(W)[Y] is
continuous in W for all Y € Ty (My). Hence, by , F; ; is (totally) continuously differentiable for all 4, j
with

DFLJ'(W)[Y] = M /OOO DKi,j,t(W)[Y]tl/th.

Hence, the metric is of class C! as claimed.
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APPENDIX C. SOME RESULTS ON FLOWS ON MANIFOLDS

Here we summarize some notions and results on flows on manifolds that can be found in [I5, Chapter
IV,§2] to which we also refer for more details.

Let p > 2 be an integer or p = oo, let M be a (finite dimensional) CP-manifold and let £ be a vector field
of class CP~1 on M. An integral curve for ¢ with initial condition o € M is a CP~l-curve

vy:idJ =M,
where J is an open intervall containing 0 such that
V() =&(y(t)) vieJ and y(0) = zo.
Theorem 44 (Theorem 2.1 in Chapter IV,§2 in [15]). If 71 : J1 = M and 73 : Jo = M are integral curves
for & with the same initial condition then v1 = vy9 on J1 N Js.
Let D(€) C R x M be the set of all pairs (¢, z¢) such that for any xg € M the set
J(xo) :={t eR | (t,x0) € D(&)}

is the maximal open existence interval of an integral curve for £ with initial condition zy. For any x¢y € M,
this interval is non-empty (locally one can argue as in the case M = R").
A global flow for £ is a mapping
a:D(E) —-M
such that for all zo € M the map ¢ — «(¢, z¢) for t € J(xp) is an integral curve for £ with initial condition
xo, 1.e. a(0,29) = xg and &(t, z9) = £(a(t, zg)) for any ¢t € J(xg). Note that by Theorem [44] there is only
one such mapping «. For t € R let

Dy(€) == {z e M| (t,z) € D(§)}
and define the map ay: Di(§) = M by au(z) = a(t, z).

Theorem 45 (Theorems 2.6 and 2.9 in Chapter IV,§2 in [I5]).
(1) The set D(€) is open in R x M and « is a CP~-morphism.
(2) For any t € R, the set D.(§) is open in M and (for Di(§) non-empty) a; defines a diffeomorphism
of Dy(€) onto an open subset of M (namely oy (Dy(€)) = D_y(€)) and a; ' = a_y).

APPENDIX D. THE NON-SYMMETRIC AUTOENCODER CASE FOR N = 2

Here we consider the optimization problem with N = 2 and the additional constraint that ¥ = X,
but we do not assume that Wy = WI. We also assume balanced starting conditions, i.e., W5 (0)TW5(0) =
W1(0)W(0)T. In this special case, we can use a more direct approach than in Section |§| to establish some
additional explicit statements below.

We write again d for d, = dy and r for d;. The equations for the flow here are:
Wy = -WIw,w XXT + wlxxT, 8)
Wy = —WoW i XXTWT + XXTwT.

Next we analyze the equilibrium points of the flow and of the product W = W)W, again assuming
balanced initial conditions. We begin by exploring the equilibrium points of the flow by setting the

expressions in equal to zero:
~WIW, W X XT + Wl xxT =0,
Ty T Ty T (49)

If Wy € R?¥*" is the zero matrix then (since X X7 has full rank) it follows that is solved if and only
if Wy is the r x d zero-matrix, hence W is the d x d zero-matrix. The following lemma characterizes the
non-trivial solutions. (The second part of the lemma is a special case of Proposition [32| below.)
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Lemma 46. The balanced nonzero solutions (i.e. solutions with Wo #0) of (@) are precisely the matrices
of the form

Wo=UVT, w,=wl=vuT, W=w,W,=0U7, (50)

where U € RY*F for some 1 < k < r and where the columns of U are orthonormal eigenvectors of X X1 and
V € R"™* has orthonormal columns.
In particular, the equilibrium points for W = WoW7 are precisely the matrices of the form

k
W = ZujujT7 (51)
j=1

where k € {1,...,7} and uy, ..., ux (the columns of U above) are orthonormal eigenvectors of X X T .

Remark 47. Note that W = 0 is also an equilibrium point of @ which formally corresponds to taking
k=0 1in .

Proof. Since Wy # 0, the rank k of Wy is at least 1. The balancedness condition Wi Wy = W;W{ implies
that W and W, have the same singular values. Since X X7 has full rank, the first equation of yields
WI = WEWw,W;. Again due to balancedness, this shows that Wi = W, W W;. It follows that all positive
singular values of Wy and of Wy are equal to 1 and that Wy = W{. The second equation of thus gives
the equation

(Ig — WoaWHXXTW, = 0. (52)
(The equilibrium points of full rank r could now be obtained using [23, Propositon 4.1] again, but we are
interested in all solutions here.) Since the positive singular values of Wy are all equal to 1, it follows that
we can write

k
WoWd = § uiul,

i=1

where the u; are orthonormal. We extend the system wui,...,u; to an orthonormal basis wuq,...,uq of
R?. From we obtain (Iy — WoWI)XXTWoW4E = 0, hence Z;l:kﬂ ujul X X7 Zle wiul = 0 and
consequently

d k
Z Z(UJTXXTui)ujuzT =0.

j=k+1i=1
It follows that for all j € {k +1,...,d} and for all i € {1,...,k} we have u] XX u; = 0. This in turn
implies that X X7 maps the span of u1, ..., u, into itself and also maps the span of ug1,...,uq into itself.
This implies that we can choose g, ..., uq as orthonormal eigenvectors of X X 7. Thus we can indeed write
the (reduced) singular value decomposition of Wy as Wo = UVT, where the columns uy,...,u; of U are

orthonormal eigenvectors of X X7 and where V is as in the statement of the lemma. Since W; = WJ and
W = WoWy, it follows that Wi = VUT and W = UU7 as claimed. Altogether, we have shown that the
equations are necessary for having a balanced solution of . One easily checks that W7, W5 defined
by also satisfy , which shows sufficiency. This completes the proof. O

Corollary 48. Consider a linear autoencoder with one hidden layer of size r with balanced initial conditions
and assume that XX7T has eigenvalues \1 > ... > Ag > 0 and corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors
Uly...,U4-

(1) The flow W (t) always converges to an equilibrium point of the form W = ZjeJW uju;F, where Jy
is a (possibly empty) subset of {1,...,d} of at most r elements.

(2) The flow Wa(t) converges to UVT =: Wy, where the columns of U are the uj,j € Jw and V € R™*F
has orthonormal columns (k = |Jw|) . Furthermore Wy(t) converges to Wi .

(3) If LY(W(0)) < %Zgzr’#rﬂ Ai then W (t) converges to the optimal equilibrium W = 377_, ujul .

(4) If A\r > Apg1, then there is an open neighbourhood of the optimal equilibrium point in which we have

convergence of the flow W (t) to the optimal equilibrium point.
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Proof. The first and the second point follow from Lemma together with Theorem (Note that if
(W7, Ws) is an equilibrium point to which the flow converges then Wi, W5 are balanced since we assume
that the flow has balanced initial conditions.) To prove the third point, note that the loss of an equilibrium
point W = 37, wjul is given by L'(W) = 3 Yieky Mi» where Ky = {1,...,d} \ Jw. This sum
is minimal for Jy = {1,...,7}. Among the remaining possible Jy, the value of L*(W) is minimal for
Jw = {1,...,r + 1} \ {r}, ie., K = {r,...,d} \ {r + 1}. Since the value of L*(W (t)) monotonically
decreases as t increases (as follows e.g. from equation ), the claim now follows from the first point. The
last point follows from the third point. O

The following result is an analogue to Theorem

Theorem 49. If k < r and uy,...,u are orthonormal eigenvectors of X X* which do not form a system
of eigenvectors to the r largest ezgenvalues of XXT (m particular for k < r), in any nezghborhood of the

equilibrium point W = Zj 1 Uju; T there is some W of rank at most r for which Ll(W) < LY(W). In
particular, the equilibrium in W is non-stable.

Proof. f k < r and W = Z] 1 Ujuj T for orthonormal eigenvectors u; of XX7 then for any additional
eigenvector u;1 orthonormal to the u; and for any € > 0, we can choose W=W+ EU]C+1'U/k+1 to obtain
LY(W) < L*(W). Let now k = r. This case can be treated analogously to the proof of Theorem let
u; be one of the eigenvectors uq,...,u, whose eigenvalue does not belong to the r largest eigenvalues of
XXT. Let v be an eigenvector of X X7 of unit length which is orthogonal to the eigenvectors w1, ..., u,
and whose eigenvalue belongs to the r largest eigenvalues of X X”. Now for any € € [0, 1] consider u;(¢) :=
ev+V1 —c?u;. Then W(e) := ui(e)ui(e)" + 377, . uju] satisfies L'(W () < L'(W) for e € (0,1]. From
this the claim follows. U

Remark 50. With the notation

WT
V= (W1 ) e R27 gnd C = X X7 € RI*4
2

and assuming that C has full rank, the flow @ can be written as the following Riccati-type-like ODE.

(e (T (290 B C E D
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