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Artificial networks have been studied through the prism of statistical

mechanics as disordered systems since the 80s, starting from the simple

models of Hopfield’s associative memory and the single-neuron perceptron

classifier. Assuming data is generated by a teacher model, asymptotic gen-

eralisation predictions were originally derived using the replica method and

the online learning dynamics has been described in the large system limit.

In this chapter, we review the key original ideas of this literature along with

their heritage in the ongoing quest to understand the efficiency of modern

deep learning algorithms. One goal of current and future research is to

characterize the bias of the learning algorithms toward well-generalising

minima in a complex overparametrized loss landscapes with many solu-

tions perfectly interpolating the training data. Works on perceptrons, two-

layer committee machines and kernel-like learning machines shed light on

these benefits of overparametrization. Another goal is to understand the
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advantage of depth while models now commonly feature tens or hundreds

of layers. If replica computations apparently fall short in describing gen-

eral deep neural networks learning, studies of simplified linear or untrained

models, as well as the derivation of scaling laws provide the first elements

of answers.

24.1 Statistical physics approaches to learning problems

The replica method of spin glass theory has been successfully applied since

the 80s to characterize the computational capacity of simple neural net-

work models, starting with Hopfield’s associative memory model and the

simplest of neural classifiers, the perceptron. From the perspective of spin

glass physics, the quenched disorder is given by the data, the patterns to

be stored or classified. In the theoretical analysis of supervised learning

scenarios, the data are often produced by a generative process, the teacher,

of which the learning system, the student, may have prior statistical infor-

mation. These studies concerned mainly the generalization error, that is,

the expected error produced by a trained network when a previously unseen

data item is presented. The results are derived in the asymptotic regime,

in which the number of data points, the dimension of the input and the

number of parameters are sent to infinity while maintaining a sensible scal-

ing relationship between them. The statistical mechanics studies of the 80s

and 90s have lead to important advances, providing results on the storage

and generalization capacity of nontrivial systems that were out of reach for

mathematically rigorous techniques.

As far as the dynamics of learning processes is concerned, the contribu-

tion were mainly limited to the so called online setting, where the patterns

are presented only once and the learning dynamics can be described in the

continuous time limit by a set of differential equations. When multiple

passes over the dataset are involved instead, gradient descent and stochas-

tic gradient descent on the perceptron model have been analyzed using the

much more complicated set of equations given by dynamical mean field

theory.

In the conceptual framework of the 1980s-1990s, the role of replica sym-

metry breaking was key. It allowed to establish the limit of the learning

capacity of non-convex classifiers and shed light on the geometrical struc-

ture of the loss landscape.

On the algorithmic side, the cavity method has led to the design of an

efficient message-passing algorithm that can be used to obtain Bayesian or
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maximum likelihood predictions in simple neural architectures for which

the method is exact (perceptrons, tree-like networks). The fixed points of

the algorithm are related to the stationary points of the replica free energy,

and the dynamics can be tracked statistically with a simple set of scalar

equations called state evolution. More complicated, and of much greater

generality and relevance, is the analysis of algorithms such as gradient de-

scent and stochastic gradient descent in non-convex landscapes and their

link with good generalization. This is a complex challenge which requires

understanding the interplay between complex algorithmic dynamics and

the geometry of the learning landscape. The out-of-equilibrium dynamics

of algorithms that implement learning processes represents an open con-

ceptual challenge that is only minimally understood and that appears to

be essential for a thorough understanding of contemporary neural systems.

Effective algorithms do not uniformly sample the solution space but seem

to be biased toward configurations that generalized well.

24.1.1 The storage problem

The modern application of statistical physics to artificial neural networks

had its origins in 1982, with the seminal introduction of the Hopfield model

(HM) [Hopfield (1982)]. The HM was created as a toy biological model

of an associative memory, whose goal is to store P binary configurations,

called memories or patterns, that represent the firing or non-firing state of

N neurons. The prescribed memories xµ ∈ {−1,+1}N , for µ = 1, . . . , P ,

are by definition successfully stored if the neural network dynamics has a

fixed point very close to each pattern. In particular, Hopfield modeled the

neural network dynamics as the zero temperature, greedy MCMC dynamics

of an Ising spin system: σt+1
i = sign(

∑
j 6=i Jijσ

t
j). The synaptic connec-

tivity matrix J is chosen to store the memories via the Hebb rule [Hebb

(1949)]: Jij =
∑P
µ=1 ξ

µ
i ξ

µ
j . With a simple signal-to-noise argument, in Ref.

[Hopfield (1982)] it is argued that network can store up to P ≈ 0.14N ran-

dom patterns, yielding an extensive memory capacity proportional to the

number of neurons.

Note that the Hopfield dynamics corresponds to minimizing the en-

ergy function E(σ) = − 1
N

∑
i<j

∑P
µ=1 ξ

µ
i ξ

µ
i σiσj . Amit, Gutfreund and

Sompolinsky [Amit et al. (1987)] then precisely characterized the phase

diagram of the statistical mechanics system associated with this energy

function using replica theory, within a replica symmetric (RS) ansatz. In

the temperature T vs memory load α = P/N plane, they found at low α
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and low T a ferromagnetic region where the memories correspond to stable

states that dominate the equilibrium Gibbs state. These states were called

retrieval states. At higher α and low T , the retrieval states still exist as

metastable states, but the equilibrium is dominated by mixtures of a finite

number of patterns. Finally, for high α and low T there is a pure spin glass

phase, while at high T there is a paramagnetic phase. In both cases the re-

trieval states are no longer present. Further analysis showing the existence

of a replica symmetry breaking (RSB) instability and the application of

the 1RSB formalism, only slightly refines the RS estimates [Crisanti et al.

(1986)].

The Hebb rule, while neurobiologically motivated, is however only one

of many possible ways to store the P memories. This raises the natu-

ral question of what might be the highest possible storage capacity over

all possible choices of connectivity J . The answer to this question, under

the statistical assumption of random and independently generated memory

patterns, was given by the seminal calculations of Gardner and Derrida

for continuous synaptic strengths [Gardner and Derrida (1988); Gardner

(1988)] and Mézard and Krauth for discrete ones [Mezard (1989)]. The

foundational idea was to consider the space of all possible connectivity

matrices J that are consistent with the memory storage fixed point condi-

tions ξµi = sign(
∑
j 6=i Jijξ

µ
j ) for every memory µ. Each memory therefore

imposes a constraint on J . Moreover, these constraints decouple, or are

independent, across every row of J . Now a single row of J corresponds

to the incoming synaptic weights onto a single neuron. Thus the problem

of calculating the storage capacity of an associative memory with pairwise

interactions reduces to that of a single neuron (perceptron).

Let w denote vector of synaptic weights onto any one neuron, corre-

sponding to some row of J . The approach pioneered by Gardner was to

compute the volume of allowed synaptic weight configurations consistent

with the storage of a dataset of P examples, D = {xµ, yµ}Pµ=1. This vol-

ume can be computed via the partition function

ZD =

∫
dP (w)

P∏
µ=1

Θ

(
1√
N
yµ

N∑
i=1

wix
µ
i

)
. (24.1)

Here Θ(x) is the Heaviside function, Θ(x) = 1 if x > 0 and 0 otherwise and

P (w) is the uniform measure on the set of allowed perceptron weights (for

continuous weights this is the hypersphere
∑
i w

2
i = N , while for discrete

weights this is the hypercube {−1,+1}N ). We are interested in the typical

volume in the high dimensional-limit P,N → ∞ with finite α = P/N .
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Therefore we consider the average entropy

S(α) = lim
N→∞

1

N
ED logZD. (24.2)

The expectation is over i.i.d. standard Gaussian inputs xµi and over uni-

form i.i.d. yµ ∈ {−1,+1} that are also independent of the inputs. As one

requires storage of more patterns by increasing α, the entropy and typical

volume both decrease. Importantly, at a critical capacity αc, the volume

of the solution space shrinks to zero, indicating more patterns cannot be

typically stored for any choice of perceptron weights. For continuous spher-

ical weights, a RS calculation gives αc = 2 and limα→2− S(α) = −∞. For

binary weights instead αc ≈ 0.83, as can be obtained from the condition

S(αc) = 0. See [Engel and Van den Broeck (2001)] for an extensive discus-

sion of the storage problem.

Some generalizations of the Hopfield model achieve super-extensive ca-

pacity: they are able to store a number of patterns polynomial [Gardner

(1987); Krotov and Hopfield (2016); Albanese et al. (2022)] or even ex-

ponential [Demircigil et al. (2017)] in the size N of the system. That is

also true when continuous variables and memories are involved, as in the

case of the modern Hopfield network of Ref. [Ramsauer et al. (2021)], a

model linked to the wildly popular transformer architecture for deep learn-

ing [Vaswani et al. (2017)]).

24.1.2 Teacher-student scenarios

From the theoretical analysis of the storage limits of neural networks, we

move to learning problems, where the main interest is in characterizing the

behavior of the generalization error. The theoretical analysis requires the

statistical definition of: 1) a data generating process; 2) the model whose

parameters have to be learned from the data. This framework is referred

as the teacher-student model in the literature. In the simplest scenario,

both the teacher and the student are perceptrons, characterized by weight

vectors w∗ and w respectively. In an ideal Bayesian framework, the learner

has access to the probability distribution from which the teacher weights

w∗ are generated and to the likelihood of producing a certain label y given

w∗ and an input x. The data generating process is the following:

w∗ ∼ PW , (24.3)

xµ ∼ PX , (24.4)
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yµ ∼ P
(
y

∣∣∣∣ 1√
N

∑
i

w∗i x
µ
i

)
µ = 1, . . . , P. (24.5)

In this Bayesian setting, the associated free energy is the log-

normalization factor of the posterior distribution of the weights:

φ = lim
N→∞

1

N
ED log

∫
dw P (w)P (D |w). (24.6)

This can be computed using the replica method. The calculation involves

the introduction of a n × n overlap matrix qab for the student and of a

student-teacher overlap vector ra:

qab =
1

N

∑
i

wai w
b
i ; ra =

1

N

∑
i

wai w
∗
i . (24.7)

One then proceeds with a replica symmetry ansatz for these order param-

eters and sends the number of replicas n to 0 as usual. In this optimal

Bayesian setting, where the student is statistically matched to the teacher,

the Replica Symmetric ansatz is the correct one, thanks to the Nishimori

condition [Nishimori (1980); Iba (1999); Zdeborová and Krzakala (2016)].

The free energy is simply expressed in terms of a few scalar integrals and

obtained through saddle point evaluation of the order parameters.

The expected generalization error is defined as the expectation (over

the realizations of the dataset, the test example (x, y), and the prediction

ŷ(x) from the model) of a cost function c(ŷ, y) comparing the true target

and the prediction:

Egen = ED Ex,y Eŷ |x,D c(ŷ, y) (24.8)

In classification tasks, the cost function is typically the 0-1 valued error-

counting function, while in regression instead it is the mean square er-

ror. Crucially, the expected generalization error for the Bayesian predic-

tion P (ŷ|x,D) =
∫

dwP (ŷ|w)P (w|D) can be simply expressed in terms of

the saddle point order parameters. The whole RS replica picture for the

Bayesian-optimal perceptron model has been rigorously established in Ref.

[Barbier et al. (2018)].

In Section 24.2 we discuss the generalization of this approach to

some simple models of two-layers multi-layer perceptrons [Monasson and

Zecchina (1995); Schwarze and Hertz (1993)] and other simple models.

Reaching out to more complex teacher and student architectures, e.g.

deeper and with proportional widths for all layers, is a major challenge

for the statistical physics analysis of neural networks.
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24.1.3 Message passing algorithms

24.1.3.1 Belief Propagation equations

The Belief Propagation (BP) algorithm [Yedidia et al. (2002); Mézard and

Montanari (2009)] is a message passing algorithm for computing marginal

and free energies in sparse graphical models. Prominent applications are

in coding [Kabashima and Saad (1998)] and combinatorial optimization

[Krzakala et al. (2007)] among others. BP has been used to efficiently solve

the problem of training a perceptron with binary weights [Braunstein and

Zecchina (2006)] where the iterations of the node-to-factor and factor-to-

node messages take the form:

m
(t+1)
i→µ = tanh

(∑
ν\µ

ξνi m̂
(t)
ν→i

)
(24.9)

m̂
(t+1)
µ→i = f

(∑
j\i

ξµj m
(t+1)
j→µ ,

∑
j

(
m

(t+1)
j→µ

)2)
(24.10)

with f a simple function. With respect to the standard BP prescription,

the equations here have been simplified exploiting the central limit theorem

since the factor graph is dense. This approximation goes under the name of

relaxed Belief Propagation [Mézard (2017)]. Fixed points of the algorithm

give the estimated marginals and can be used to make a Bayesian prediction

for a given input. In order to produce a single binary configuration instead,

one has to apply a decimation or reinforcement heuristic [Braunstein and

Zecchina (2006)] on top of BP.

24.1.3.2 Approximate Message Passing and State Evolution

It turns out that on dense graphical models such as the perceptron and

under certain statistical assumptions on the disorder, the BP equations

can be further simplified in what is known as the Approximate Message

Passing algorithm (AMP). AMP was first proposed in a seminal paper by

Donoho and Montanari [Donoho et al. (2009)] building on the rigorous

analysis of Bolthausen of the TAP equations for the SK model [Bolthausen

(2014)]. Compared to BP, AMP has lower memory complexity since it

involves the computation of only node-related quantities instead of edge

ones. Moreover, in the high-dimension limit, the statistics of the AMP

messages can be rigorously tracked by a dynamical system involving only

a few scalar quantities, known as State Evolution (SE). Remarkably, SE
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involves the same quantities appearing in the RS replica calculation, and

its fixed points correspond to the stationary points of the RS replica free

energy [Barbier et al. (2018)]. Due to this connection, AMP has also been

used as a proof technique for replica results in convex models [Loureiro

et al. (2022a)]. See also [Advani and Ganguli (2016b,a)] for both replica

and AMP perspectives on deriving optimal loss functions and regularizers

for high dimensional regression.

While Ref. [Donoho (2006)] analyzed linear models, AMP was later

extended to generalized linear models (where it is called GAMP) [Rangan

(2011)], and committee machines with few hidden nodes (see Section 24.2).

In inference settings, AMP has been applied to multi-layer architectures

with an extensive number of hidden nodes but fixed weights [Manoel et al.

(2017); Fletcher et al. (2018)]. The deep learning setting is much more chal-

lenging though, and there have been only limited attempts so far [Lucibello

et al. (2022)]. Being able to scale message passing to deep learning scenar-

ios would allow to perform approximate Bayesian estimation, train discrete

weights for computational efficiency and energy saving, have analytically

trackable algorithms, and perform cheap hyperparameter selection.

24.1.4 The geometry of the solution space

Learning in Neural Networks (NNs) is in principle a difficult computational

task: a non-convex optimization problem on a huge number of parame-

ters. However, the problem seems to be relatively easy to solve, as even

simple gradient-based algorithms convergence to solutions with good gener-

alization capabilities. NNs models are evolving rapidly through a collective

effort shared across many labs. It is thus difficult to define a unifying theo-

retical framework, and current NNs are in a sense similar to complex, highly

evolved natural systems.

A major question in deep learning concerns understanding the non-

convex geometry of the error landscape as a function of the parameters,

and how this geometry might facilitate gradient based learning. Motivated

by the geometry of random Gaussian landscapes [Bray and Dean (2007);

Fyodorov and Williams (2007)] (derived via replica theoretic methods),

Ref. [Dauphin et al. (2014)] numerically explored the statistics of extrema

of the error landscape of deep and recurrent networks, finding that higher

error extrema were typically higher index saddle points, not local minima.

Thus high error local minima need not confound deep learning, though low

index saddle points might, and [Dauphin et al. (2014)] developed an al-
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gorithm to rapidly escape these saddle points. The authors of [Baity-Jesi

et al. (2018)] undertook a careful comparison of the dynamics of stochas-

tic gradient descent on neural networks versus the p-spin spherical spin

glass energy function, finding interesting ageing phenomena indicative of

the prevalence of more flat directions as once descends the training error.

Ref. [Geiger et al. (2019)] found an interesting analogy between jamming

and the error landscape of deep networks with a hinge loss, building on a

prior analogy for the perceptron [Franz and Parisi (2016)]. As the network

size transitions from overparameterized (with many weight configurations

at zero error) to underparameterized (with many isolated minima), the er-

ror landscape undergoes a jamming transition. Finally Ref. [Maillard et al.

(2020)] provided another interesting exploration by extending the Kac-Rice

method to count critical points in generalized linear models.

A complementary view comes from some recent works that focus on

the role played by rare attractive minima. At least for non-convex shallow

neural networks classifying random patterns, it is possible to derive a theo-

retical description of the geometry of the zero training error configurations

(so-called ”solutions”). The most immediate result is that the solutions

that dominate the zero-temperature Gibbs measure of the error loss (i.e.,

the most numerous) do not match those found by the efficient learning al-

gorithms. Numerical evidence suggests that in fact the solutions found by

the algorithms belong to particularly entropic regions, i.e., with a high den-

sity of other nearby solutions [Baldassi et al. (2015, 2016a)]. These types

of solutions are often referred to as flat minima in the machine learning

literature.

In deep learning settings, numerical results consistently show that flat-

ness of a minimizer positively correlates with generalization ability (see e.g.

[Jiang et al. (2020)]). Different algorithms explicitly targeting flat minima

have been proposed [Chaudhari et al. (2016); Pittorino et al. (2021); Foret

et al. (2021)].

The analytical study of flat minima and their generalization properties

can be done by resorting to a large deviation technique introduced in Ref.

[Baldassi et al. (2015)] and based on the Franz-Parisi potential [Franz and

Parisi (1995)]. In order to introduce this framework, name Local Entropy

(LE), it is useful to consider the simplest model displaying a rich geome-

try of the solution space, i.e. the binary perceptron. The LE framework

can be applied to more complex architectures and continuous variables as

well. The local entropy function is defined as the (normalized) logarithm

of the number of solutions w′ at some intensive distance d from a reference
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solution w:

SLE (d,w) =
1

N
ln
∑
w′

X (w′) δ
(
dH(w′,w)− dN

)
(24.11)

where dH is the Hamming distance and X is the data-dependent indicator

function for the solutions. The analysis of S (d,w) for uniformly sam-

pled solutions to the training set reveals that typical solutions are isolated

[Huang et al. (2013)], meaning that no near solutions exist at small d. This

is the analogous of sharp minima in continuous networks. It turns out that

by sampling solutions according to the LE itself, that is from

PLE (d,w) ∝ eyNSLE(d,w), (24.12)

it is possible to uncover the existence of rare (according to the flat measure)

regions containing an exponential number of solutions (a large volume in the

case of continuous variables). By analogy, these are the flat minima found

in continuous and deep architectures. In the last equation y has the role of

an inverse temperature conjugated to the local entropy. For large values of

y the probability focuses on the w which are surrounded by an exponential

number of solutions at distance d, therefore suppressing isolated solutions

when d is small enough. Fig. 24.1 displays the coexistence of isolated and

dense solutions up to a certain value of α when the dense region (in blue)

disappears. In Ref. [Baldassi et al. (2015)] it is analytically shown that

dense solutions generalize better than isolated ones. It must be also noted

that isolated solutions cannot be algorithmically accessed by polynomial

algorithms. Rigorous results on the geometry of the symmetric variant of

the binary perceptron have been obtained in Ref. [Abbe et al. (2022)].

Adapting the LE definition to generic architectures and continuous

weights, one can try direct optimization of SLE instead of the original

loss. Estimation and optimization can be done within a double-loop al-

gorithm known as Entropy-SGD [Chaudhari et al. (2016); Pittorino et al.

(2021)]. Second order approximation of SLE leads to the Sharpness Aware

Minimization algorithm of Ref. [Foret et al. (2021)].

Other algorithmic approaches for the generic deep learning setting are

obtained as follows [Baldassi et al. (2016a)]. Starting from Eq. (24.12),

relax the constraint on the distance with a Lagrange multiplier γ, replace

the indicator function in Eq. (24.11) with a Boltzmann weight involving

a loss L(w′), take integer y, and unfold the exponential in Eq. (24.12) by
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Fig. 24.1 Geometrical transitions in the solution space for the storage problem of the
binary perceptron at increasing load α = P/N . Finding a solution in the connected

cluster is easy, while finding a solution after the cluster disappears at α = αalg becomes
computationally hard since all of them are isolated. Above α = αc no zero energy

configurations exist.

introducing y replicas of the original system. We end up with a replicated

system with an effective energy

LR (w, {w′a}a) =

y∑
a=1

L (w′a) + γ

y∑
a=1

d (w,w′a) . (24.13)

We thus have a central replica interacting with y peripheral ones that

also resent from the data-dependent loss function. As discussed in ref. [Bal-

dassi et al. (2016a,b, 2020)], several algorithmic schemes can be derived in

a straightforward way by optimizing the replicated loss function LR, for

example with gradient-based algorithms, or by sampling the space of so-

lutions with a Markovian process or with Belief Propagation equations.

One of these, the flat-minima-seeking algorithm known as rSGD, has been

applied to deep neural architectures in Ref. [Pittorino et al. (2021)].

24.1.5 Learning dynamics

With neural network models, the dynamics of gradient descent takes place

in a high-dimensional non-convex landscape, therefore its theoretical de-

scription is highly non-trivial. For the perceptron and in the continuous

time limit, dynamical mean-field theory has been used to provided such de-

scription in terms of low-dimensional integro-differential equations involv-

ing two-times correlations functions and responses [Agoritsas et al. (2018)].

Such description has been extended to stochastic gradient descent as well

[Mignacco et al. (2020)]. Numerical solution of the equations is particularly

challenging, and the framework has not been extended to deeper architec-

tures so far.
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In the simpler online setting, where only a single pass over the data

points is allowed, a much simpler set of ODE can be derived. For the

committee machine architecture detailed in Section 24.2 the quantities to

be evolved are the student-student and teacher-student overlaps among the

hidden perceptrons, Qk,k′ and Rk,k∗ respectively [Saad and Solla (1995a,b);

Saad (1999); Goldt et al. (2019a)]. In terms of these overlaps, the evolution

of the generalization error can be described at each time step. In the

same setting, but assuming infinitely wide networks with finite input size,

the authors of Ref. [Mei et al. (2018)] obtained a mean-field description

in terms of a PDE characterizing a diffusion process for the perceptrons’

weights.

24.2 Studying over-parametrized models

The repeated breakthroughs of deep learning starting from the 2010’s pro-

pelled neural networks to the forefront of machine learning [LeCun et al.

(2015)]. Moreover these neural networks increased rapidly in size; one of

the first convolutional networks for document recognition, LeNet-5, had

around 61, 000 trainable parameters [LeCun et al. (1998)], while today’s

GPT-3 has around 175 billion [Brown et al. (2020)]. This proliferation of

trainable parameters leads to highly flexible models, which begs the ques-

tion of why they don’t overfit to their training data and why they can still

generalize well to new input examples. Explaining their success in this so-

called over-parametrized regime constitutes a key theoretical question in

machine learning, as it seemingly violates the classical picture of the bias-

variance trade-off [Spigler et al. (2019); Belkin et al. (2019)]. In this section,

we describe how over-parametrization has been tackled by the statistical

mechanics approach.

24.2.1 Committee machines

Gardner’s program for the perceptron, described above, was soon extended

to multi-layer networks. The first analyzed model consisted of summing

the outputs of multiple perceptrons with non-overlapping inputs [Mato and

Parga (1992)]. This tree-like architecture was called committee machine.

Soon after, this analysis was extended to full connectivity to the input

[Schwarze and Hertz (1993); Schwarze (1993)]. These architectures are cases

of a generic one-hidden layer neural-net, which passes a linear combination

of the outputs of K perceptrons, each with non-linearity σ(·), through an
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random features

<latexit sha1_base64="sWM+nmhkt6EpDzMMmFCeUDvXr+s=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBahp5KIoseCF48t2A9oQ9lsJ+3azSbsboRQ+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikreNUMWyxWMSqG1CNgktsGW4EdhOFNAoEdoLJ3dzvPKHSPJYPJkvQj+hI8pAzaqzUzAbliltzFyDrxMtJBXI0BuWv/jBmaYTSMEG17nluYvwpVYYzgbNSP9WYUDahI+xZKmmE2p8uDp2RC6sMSRgrW9KQhfp7YkojrbMosJ0RNWO96s3F/7xeasJbf8plkhqUbLkoTAUxMZl/TYZcITMis4Qyxe2thI2poszYbEo2BG/15XXSvqx51zW3eVWpV/M4inAG51AFD26gDvfQgBYwQHiGV3hzHp0X5935WLYWnHzmFP7A+fwB4T2M5w==</latexit>

y
<latexit sha1_base64="sWM+nmhkt6EpDzMMmFCeUDvXr+s=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBahp5KIoseCF48t2A9oQ9lsJ+3azSbsboRQ+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikreNUMWyxWMSqG1CNgktsGW4EdhOFNAoEdoLJ3dzvPKHSPJYPJkvQj+hI8pAzaqzUzAbliltzFyDrxMtJBXI0BuWv/jBmaYTSMEG17nluYvwpVYYzgbNSP9WYUDahI+xZKmmE2p8uDp2RC6sMSRgrW9KQhfp7YkojrbMosJ0RNWO96s3F/7xeasJbf8plkhqUbLkoTAUxMZl/TYZcITMis4Qyxe2thI2poszYbEo2BG/15XXSvqx51zW3eVWpV/M4inAG51AFD26gDvfQgBYwQHiGV3hzHp0X5935WLYWnHzmFP7A+fwB4T2M5w==</latexit>

y

<latexit sha1_base64="lMorjC6TI8O2Xh90M+Ry6AxVXBs=">AAACFXicbVA9SwNBEN2L3/ErammzGIQUEu9E0VKwsVQwJpCEsLeZS5bs7R27czHhyJ+w8a/YWChiK9j5b9xcUmjig10e780wM8+PpTDout9ObmFxaXlldS2/vrG5tV3Y2b03UaI5VHgkI13zmQEpFFRQoIRarIGFvoSq37sa+9U+aCMidYfDGJoh6ygRCM7QSq3CUQNhgGn2+0EqgWkF7RF9ANHpIg0ZajE47gPHSI9ahaJbdjPQeeJNSZFMcdMqfDXaEU9CUMglM6buuTE2U6ZRcAmjfCMxEDPeYx2oW6pYCKaZZleN6KFV2jSItH0Kaab+7khZaMww9G2lXbNrZr2x+J9XTzC4aKZCxQmC4pNBQSIpRnQcEW0Lbe+VQ0sY18LuSnmXacbRBpm3IXizJ8+T+5Oyd1Z2b0+Ll6VpHKtknxyQEvHIObkk1+SGVAgnj+SZvJI358l5cd6dj0lpzpn27JE/cD5/AJvdoEE=</latexit>

learned weight matrix/vector
<latexit sha1_base64="ZTuAXTXBHiWWXL2UnyOz7IxcnFs=">AAACDXicbVDLSgMxFM34rPVVdekmWIWuyowouiy4cVnBPqAtJZPeaUMzmSG5I45Df8CNv+LGhSJu3bvzb0wfC209kHA451ySe/xYCoOu++0sLa+srq3nNvKbW9s7u4W9/bqJEs2hxiMZ6abPDEihoIYCJTRjDSz0JTT84dXYb9yBNiJSt5jG0AlZX4lAcIZW6haO2wj3mE1uP8h6wob7QvVH1IgHoJKloEfdQtEtuxPQReLNSJHMUO0Wvtq9iCchKOSSGdPy3Bg7GdMouIRRvp0YiBkfsj60LFUsBNPJJtuM6IlVejSItD0K6UT9PZGx0Jg09G0yZDgw895Y/M9rJRhcdjKh4gRB8elDQSIpRnRcDe0JDRxlagnjWti/Uj5gmnG0BeZtCd78youkflr2zsvuzVmxUprVkSOH5IiUiEcuSIVckyqpEU4eyTN5JW/Ok/PivDsf0+iSM5s5IH/gfP4AMb2czg==</latexit>

diverging size layer
<latexit sha1_base64="4VK7fxfJeL0y6hd07DInS8Qx4Cw=">AAACCXicbVC7SgNBFJ31GeNr1dJmMAipwq4oWgZsLCOYByQhzE7uJkNmH8zclcQlrY2/YmOhiK1/YOffONlsoYkH7uVwzr3M3OPFUmh0nG9rZXVtfWOzsFXc3tnd27cPDhs6ShSHOo9kpFoe0yBFCHUUKKEVK2CBJ6Hpja5nfvMelBZReIeTGLoBG4TCF5yhkXo27SCMMc2656e+GEN/SrV4ACrZBNS0Z5ecipOBLhM3JyWSo9azvzr9iCcBhMgl07rtOjF2U6ZQcAnTYifREDM+YgNoGxqyAHQ3zS6Z0lOj9KkfKVMh0kz9vZGyQOtJ4JnJgOFQL3oz8T+vnaB/1U1FGCcIIZ8/5CeSYkRnsdC+UMBRTgxhXAnzV8qHTDGOJryiCcFdPHmZNM4q7kXFuT0vVct5HAVyTE5ImbjkklTJDamROuHkkTyTV/JmPVkv1rv1MR9dsfKdI/IH1ucP1oGa9w==</latexit>

fixed size layer
<latexit sha1_base64="QVWKMhkrEpDOum9lFlzg1sLEvt4=">AAACCXicbVA9SwNBEN3zM8avU0ubxSCkCneiaBmwsYxgPiAJYW8zlyzZ+2B3ThOOa238KzYWitj6D+z8N26SKzTxwcDjvRlm5nmxFBod59taWV1b39gsbBW3d3b39u2Dw4aOEsWhziMZqZbHNEgRQh0FSmjFCljgSWh6o+up37wHpUUU3uEkhm7ABqHwBWdopJ5NOwhjTNOO51NfjKGf0QcQgyHSgKES46xnl5yKMwNdJm5OSiRHrWd/dfoRTwIIkUumddt1YuymTKHgErJiJ9EQMz5iA2gbGrIAdDedfZLRU6P0qR8pUyHSmfp7ImWB1pPAM53mvqFe9Kbif147Qf+qm4owThBCPl/kJ5JiRKex0L5QwFFODGFcCXMr5UOmGEcTXtGE4C6+vEwaZxX3ouLcnpeq5TyOAjkmJ6RMXHJJquSG1EidcPJInskrebOerBfr3fqYt65Y+cwR+QPr8wc7zJqX</latexit>

fixed weight matrix

<latexit sha1_base64="t8Y/Zs6fkYQzC27JjysxitMBFEg=">AAACB3icbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY+CDAYhF8OuBPUY8OIxgnlAEsLsbCcZMju7zPSKYcnNi7/ixYMiXv0Fb/6Nk8dBEwsaiqpuurv8WAqDrvvtZFZW19Y3spu5re2d3b38/kHdRInmUOORjHTTZwakUFBDgRKasQYW+hIa/vB64jfuQRsRqTscxdAJWV+JnuAMrdTNH7cRHjAdiCAAdRYy60UyoAiMD0CPu/mCW3KnoMvEm5MCmaPazX+1g4gnISjkkhnT8twYOynTKLiEca6dGIgZH7I+tCxVLATTSad/jOmpVQLai7QthXSq/p5IWWjMKPRtZ8hwYBa9ifif10qwd9VJhYoTBMVni3qJpBjRSSg0EBo4ypEljGthb6V8wDTjaKPL2RC8xZeXSf285F2UyrflQqU4jyNLjsgJKRKPXJIKuSFVUiOcPJJn8krenCfnxXl3PmatGWc+c0j+wPn8Aaotmb4=</latexit>

hidden-manifold teacher

<latexit sha1_base64="OFGmerLx9t690BBSDrWcAxvLmeY=">AAAB73icbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRahXsquFPUiFLwIHqxgP6BdSjbNtqFJdk2yQln6J7x4UMSrf8eb/8a03YO2Phh4vDfDzLwg5kwb1/12ciura+sb+c3C1vbO7l5x/6Cpo0QR2iARj1Q7wJpyJmnDMMNpO1YUi4DTVjC6nvqtJ6o0i+SDGcfUF3ggWcgINlZq36IrdFf2TnvFkltxZ0DLxMtICTLUe8Wvbj8iiaDSEI617nhubPwUK8MIp5NCN9E0xmSEB7RjqcSCaj+d3TtBJ1bpozBStqRBM/X3RIqF1mMR2E6BzVAvelPxP6+TmPDST5mME0MlmS8KE45MhKbPoz5TlBg+tgQTxeytiAyxwsTYiAo2BG/x5WXSPKt455XqfbVUK2dx5OEIjqEMHlxADW6gDg0gwOEZXuHNeXRenHfnY96ac7KZQ/gD5/MHn9iOUg==</latexit>

K = O(1)

<latexit sha1_base64="JaQ0D4hKgeVOe2/BRcEXAzXXE/I=">AAACFHicbVBLSwMxGMzWV11fqx69BIulotRdKepFKNiD0IMV7AO6pWTTbBuazS5JViilP8KLf8WLB0W8evDmvzFt91BbBwKTme8jmfEiRqWy7R8jtbS8srqWXjc3Nre2d6zdvZoMY4FJFYcsFA0PScIoJ1VFFSONSBAUeIzUvf7N2K8/EiFpyB/UICKtAHU59SlGSktt66QEXRVCl3JfDbKnsDxzha4LzfJZCWav4V3OOW5bGTtvTwAXiZOQDEhQaVvfbifEcUC4wgxJ2XTsSLWGSCiKGRmZbixJhHAfdUlTU44CIlvDSagRPNJKB/qh0IcrOFFnN4YokHIQeHoyQKon572x+J/XjJV/1RpSHsWKcDx9yI8Z1LnHDcEOFQQrNtAEYUH1XyHuIYGw0j2augRnPvIiqZ3nnYt84b6QKeaSOtLgAByCHHDAJSiCW1ABVYDBE3gBb+DdeDZejQ/jczqaMpKdffAHxtcvZXaahw==</latexit>

D ! 1, K ! 1
K/D = O(1)

<latexit sha1_base64="hsDRmZhYFLj/4T85Hoq7AHFxe2c=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBahp5KIqMeCF48t2A9oQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikreNUMWyxWMSqG1CNgktsGW4EdhOFNAoEdoLJ3dzvPKHSPJYPZpqgH9GR5CFn1Fip2RmUK27NXYCsEy8nFcjRGJS/+sOYpRFKwwTVuue5ifEzqgxnAmelfqoxoWxCR9izVNIItZ8tDp2RC6sMSRgrW9KQhfp7IqOR1tMosJ0RNWO96s3F/7xeasJbP+MySQ1KtlwUpoKYmMy/JkOukBkxtYQyxe2thI2poszYbEo2BG/15XXSvqx517Wr5lWlXs3jKMIZnEMVPLiBOtxDA1rAAOEZXuHNeXRenHfnY9lacPKZU/gD5/MHr1GMyg==</latexit>

W
<latexit sha1_base64="hsDRmZhYFLj/4T85Hoq7AHFxe2c=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBahp5KIqMeCF48t2A9oQ9lsJ+3azSbsboQS+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikreNUMWyxWMSqG1CNgktsGW4EdhOFNAoEdoLJ3dzvPKHSPJYPZpqgH9GR5CFn1Fip2RmUK27NXYCsEy8nFcjRGJS/+sOYpRFKwwTVuue5ifEzqgxnAmelfqoxoWxCR9izVNIItZ8tDp2RC6sMSRgrW9KQhfp7IqOR1tMosJ0RNWO96s3F/7xeasJbP+MySQ1KtlwUpoKYmMy/JkOukBkxtYQyxe2thI2poszYbEo2BG/15XXSvqx517Wr5lWlXs3jKMIZnEMVPLiBOtxDA1rAAOEZXuHNeXRenHfnY9lacPKZU/gD5/MHr1GMyg==</latexit>

W
<latexit sha1_base64="KMqLFGPhyD8mZknMnTegbh3hNTU=">AAAB8XicbVBNTwIxFHyLX4hfqEcvjcSEE9k1RD2SePGIiYARCOmWLjR0u5v2LQnZ8C+8eNAYr/4bb/4bu7AHBSdpMpl5L503fiyFQdf9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikbaJEM95ikYz0o08Nl0LxFgqU/DHWnIa+5B1/cpv5nSnXRkTqAWcx74d0pEQgGEUrPfVCimM/SKfzQbni1twFyDrxclKBHM1B+as3jFgScoVMUmO6nhtjP6UaBZN8XuolhseUTeiIdy1VNOSmny4Sz8mFVYYkiLR9CslC/b2R0tCYWejbySyhWfUy8T+vm2Bw00+FihPkii0/ChJJMCLZ+WQoNGcoZ5ZQpoXNStiYasrQllSyJXirJ6+T9mXNu6rV7+uVRjWvowhncA5V8OAaGnAHTWgBAwXP8ApvjnFenHfnYzlacPKdU/gD5/MH9UuRCQ==</latexit>v <latexit sha1_base64="KMqLFGPhyD8mZknMnTegbh3hNTU=">AAAB8XicbVBNTwIxFHyLX4hfqEcvjcSEE9k1RD2SePGIiYARCOmWLjR0u5v2LQnZ8C+8eNAYr/4bb/4bu7AHBSdpMpl5L503fiyFQdf9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikbaJEM95ikYz0o08Nl0LxFgqU/DHWnIa+5B1/cpv5nSnXRkTqAWcx74d0pEQgGEUrPfVCimM/SKfzQbni1twFyDrxclKBHM1B+as3jFgScoVMUmO6nhtjP6UaBZN8XuolhseUTeiIdy1VNOSmny4Sz8mFVYYkiLR9CslC/b2R0tCYWejbySyhWfUy8T+vm2Bw00+FihPkii0/ChJJMCLZ+WQoNGcoZ5ZQpoXNStiYasrQllSyJXirJ6+T9mXNu6rV7+uVRjWvowhncA5V8OAaGnAHTWgBAwXP8ApvjnFenHfnYzlacPKdU/gD5/MH9UuRCQ==</latexit>v

<latexit sha1_base64="+//hS78thvp5UIxjRs5VOtVL2vQ=">AAAB8XicbVDLSgMxFL1TX7W+qi7dBIvQVZkRUZcFNy4r2Ae2pWTSTBuayQzJHbEM/Qs3LhRx69+482/MtLPQ1gOBwzn3knOPH0th0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmSjRjDdZJCPd8anhUijeRIGSd2LNaehL3vYnN5nffuTaiEjd4zTm/ZCOlAgEo2ilh15IcewH6dNsUK64NXcOskq8nFQgR2NQ/uoNI5aEXCGT1Jiu58bYT6lGwSSflXqJ4TFlEzriXUsVDbnpp/PEM3JmlSEJIm2fQjJXf2+kNDRmGvp2Mktolr1M/M/rJhhc91Oh4gS5YouPgkQSjEh2PhkKzRnKqSWUaWGzEjammjK0JZVsCd7yyaukdV7zLmsXdxeVejWvowgncApV8OAK6nALDWgCAwXP8ApvjnFenHfnYzFacPKdY/gD5/MH+FWRCw==</latexit>x <latexit sha1_base64="+//hS78thvp5UIxjRs5VOtVL2vQ=">AAAB8XicbVDLSgMxFL1TX7W+qi7dBIvQVZkRUZcFNy4r2Ae2pWTSTBuayQzJHbEM/Qs3LhRx69+482/MtLPQ1gOBwzn3knOPH0th0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmSjRjDdZJCPd8anhUijeRIGSd2LNaehL3vYnN5nffuTaiEjd4zTm/ZCOlAgEo2ilh15IcewH6dNsUK64NXcOskq8nFQgR2NQ/uoNI5aEXCGT1Jiu58bYT6lGwSSflXqJ4TFlEzriXUsVDbnpp/PEM3JmlSEJIm2fQjJXf2+kNDRmGvp2Mktolr1M/M/rJhhc91Oh4gS5YouPgkQSjEh2PhkKzRnKqSWUaWGzEjammjK0JZVsCd7yyaukdV7zLmsXdxeVejWvowgncApV8OAK6nALDWgCAwXP8ApvjnFenHfnYzFacPKdY/gD5/MH+FWRCw==</latexit>x

<latexit sha1_base64="Sq3w/If0iN5Lq58vwcWolbHPp10=">AAAB+nicbVBNS8NAEN3Ur1q/Uj16CRahp5KIqMeCF48V7Ae0oWy2k3bpZhN2J2qJ/SlePCji1V/izX/jts1BWx8MPN6b2Z15QSK4Rtf9tgpr6xubW8Xt0s7u3v6BXT5s6ThVDJosFrHqBFSD4BKayFFAJ1FAo0BAOxhfz/z2PSjNY3mHkwT8iA4lDzmjaKS+Xe4hPGKWgHkuQRXLad+uuDV3DmeVeDmpkByNvv3VG8QsjUAiE1Trrucm6GdUIWcCpqVeqiGhbEyH0DVU0gi0n81XnzqnRhk4YaxMSXTm6u+JjEZaT6LAdEYUR3rZm4n/ed0Uwys/4zJJESRbfBSmwsHYmeXgDLgChmJiCGWKm10dNqKKMjRplUwI3vLJq6R1VvMuaue355V6NY+jSI7JCakSj1ySOrkhDdIkjDyQZ/JK3qwn68V6tz4WrQUrnzkif2B9/gBTa5Sf</latexit>

perceptron

<latexit sha1_base64="sWM+nmhkt6EpDzMMmFCeUDvXr+s=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBahp5KIoseCF48t2A9oQ9lsJ+3azSbsboRQ+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikreNUMWyxWMSqG1CNgktsGW4EdhOFNAoEdoLJ3dzvPKHSPJYPJkvQj+hI8pAzaqzUzAbliltzFyDrxMtJBXI0BuWv/jBmaYTSMEG17nluYvwpVYYzgbNSP9WYUDahI+xZKmmE2p8uDp2RC6sMSRgrW9KQhfp7YkojrbMosJ0RNWO96s3F/7xeasJbf8plkhqUbLkoTAUxMZl/TYZcITMis4Qyxe2thI2poszYbEo2BG/15XXSvqx51zW3eVWpV/M4inAG51AFD26gDvfQgBYwQHiGV3hzHp0X5935WLYWnHzmFP7A+fwB4T2M5w==</latexit>

y<latexit sha1_base64="KMqLFGPhyD8mZknMnTegbh3hNTU=">AAAB8XicbVBNTwIxFHyLX4hfqEcvjcSEE9k1RD2SePGIiYARCOmWLjR0u5v2LQnZ8C+8eNAYr/4bb/4bu7AHBSdpMpl5L503fiyFQdf9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikbaJEM95ikYz0o08Nl0LxFgqU/DHWnIa+5B1/cpv5nSnXRkTqAWcx74d0pEQgGEUrPfVCimM/SKfzQbni1twFyDrxclKBHM1B+as3jFgScoVMUmO6nhtjP6UaBZN8XuolhseUTeiIdy1VNOSmny4Sz8mFVYYkiLR9CslC/b2R0tCYWejbySyhWfUy8T+vm2Bw00+FihPkii0/ChJJMCLZ+WQoNGcoZ5ZQpoXNStiYasrQllSyJXirJ6+T9mXNu6rV7+uVRjWvowhncA5V8OAaGnAHTWgBAwXP8ApvjnFenHfnYzlacPKdU/gD5/MH9UuRCQ==</latexit>v<latexit sha1_base64="+//hS78thvp5UIxjRs5VOtVL2vQ=">AAAB8XicbVDLSgMxFL1TX7W+qi7dBIvQVZkRUZcFNy4r2Ae2pWTSTBuayQzJHbEM/Qs3LhRx69+482/MtLPQ1gOBwzn3knOPH0th0HW/ncLa+sbmVnG7tLO7t39QPjxqmSjRjDdZJCPd8anhUijeRIGSd2LNaehL3vYnN5nffuTaiEjd4zTm/ZCOlAgEo2ilh15IcewH6dNsUK64NXcOskq8nFQgR2NQ/uoNI5aEXCGT1Jiu58bYT6lGwSSflXqJ4TFlEzriXUsVDbnpp/PEM3JmlSEJIm2fQjJXf2+kNDRmGvp2Mktolr1M/M/rJhhc91Oh4gS5YouPgkQSjEh2PhkKzRnKqSWUaWGzEjammjK0JZVsCd7yyaukdV7zLmsXdxeVejWvowgncApV8OAK6nALDWgCAwXP8ApvjnFenHfnYzFacPKdY/gD5/MH+FWRCw==</latexit>x

<latexit sha1_base64="sWM+nmhkt6EpDzMMmFCeUDvXr+s=">AAAB6HicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBahp5KIoseCF48t2A9oQ9lsJ+3azSbsboRQ+gu8eFDEqz/Jm//GbZuDtj4YeLw3w8y8IBFcG9f9dgobm1vbO8Xd0t7+weFR+fikreNUMWyxWMSqG1CNgktsGW4EdhOFNAoEdoLJ3dzvPKHSPJYPJkvQj+hI8pAzaqzUzAbliltzFyDrxMtJBXI0BuWv/jBmaYTSMEG17nluYvwpVYYzgbNSP9WYUDahI+xZKmmE2p8uDp2RC6sMSRgrW9KQhfp7YkojrbMosJ0RNWO96s3F/7xeasJbf8plkhqUbLkoTAUxMZl/TYZcITMis4Qyxe2thI2poszYbEo2BG/15XXSvqx51zW3eVWpV/M4inAG51AFD26gDvfQgBYwQHiGV3hzHp0X5935WLYWnHzmFP7A+fwB4T2M5w==</latexit>

y
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N/D = O(1)

Fig. 24.2 Scaling comparison of models’ dimensions in the thermodynamic limit.

output activation function f(·), yielding a final output y given by

y = f

(
K∑
k=1

vk σ

(
N∑
i=1

Wki xi

))
. (24.14)

The input to hidden layers weights are parameterized by a matrix W ∈
RK×N and the hidden to output weights are parameterized by a vector

v ∈ RK . K denotes the number of hidden neurons.

Remarkably, any smooth function on RN can be arbitrarily well ap-

proximated by (24.14) with a finite, but possibly large, K [Hornik (1991)].

This universal approximation theorem motivates the one-hidden layer neu-

ral network as a simple yet far-reaching learning model to be studied. Also,

these one hidden layer networks allow a study of over-parametrization by

considering large student networks with K hidden units learning from data

generated by small teacher networks with M < K hidden units.

Scaling and specialization transition – The statistical mechanics

analysis of committee machines in the teacher-student scenario mirrors that

of the perceptron. Given a dataset D = {xµ, yµ}Pµ=1 generated by a teacher

committee machine with M hidden units of the form

yµ = f∗
(

M∑
k=1

v∗k σ

(
N∑
i=1

W ∗ki x
µ
i

))
, (24.15)

one can derive learning curves in the usual high dimensional limit P,N →∞
with α = P/N held to be O(1). Also the number of hidden units in the

teacher (M) and student (K) are both kept O(1) (see Figure 24.2). The
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Fig. 24.3 Adapted from [Aubin et al. (2018)]. Overlap parameters and generalization

for matched teacher-student committee machines with M = K = 2 hidden units as a

function of the ratio α = P/N between sample size and input dimension, with first layer
weights either Gaussian (left) or binary (right). As α grows beyond a critical value, the

overlaps account for the specialization of the student hidden units to the teacher’s.

order parameters are the teacher-student and student-student overlaps, as

for the perceptron, except now they become matrices for the input layer:

R =
WW ∗,>

N
∈ RK×M , Q =

WW>

N
∈ RK×K . (24.16)

For simplicity we assume the teacher output v∗ ∈ RK to be the all 1 vector.

A remarkable phenomenology was identified using annealed and

quenched replica computations [Schwarze and Hertz (1993); Schwarze

(1993)] as well as an online learning analysis [Saad and Solla (1995a,b);

Biehl and Schwarze (1995)]. Considering matched teacher and students

(M = K) with fixed student output weights v = v∗, the Bayes optimal

student weights were shown to specialize to the teacher weights only if a

critical amount of data was available (i.e. α > αc, see Figure 24.3). This

specialization transition was derived rigorously recently in [Aubin et al.

(2018)], through AMP and SE. Non-linear hidden units are necessary for

specialization to set in, and in scarce data regimes (α < αc) committee

machines act no differently than linear models such as perceptrons.

Denoising solution – The online analysis of the specialization transi-

tion was also made rigorous recently by [Goldt et al. (2019a)]. In this

work, Goldt and co-authors further extended the analysis to include learn-

able student output weights v and uncovered one mechanism of improved

generalization by over-parametrization. Focusing on committee machines

with sigmoidal non-linearities, they showed that the generalization error
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(b2)

Fig. 24.4 Adapted from [Goldt et al. (2019a)]. (a1) and (b1) Generalization error as a

function of the over-parametrization for sigmoidal committee machines with K hidden
units learning from data generated with teachers with M hidden units (L = K −M).

Generalization deteriorates with over-parametrization when the output weight vector v
is fixed (a1) and improves when v is learned (b1). This behavior is traced back to the

specialization of multiple hidden units for each of the teacher’s hidden unit in this second

case only as testified by the reported teacher-student overlap matrices (a2) and (b2) for
M = 2 and K = 5.

increases (decreases) with overparameterization L = K − M if the out-

put layer weight v is fixed (learned) (see Figure 24.4). The natural order

parameters, or overlap matrices R and Q, once again, elucidate the mech-

anism behind this phenomenology. With learnable output weights, several

of the K hidden units of the student can (potentially weakly) specialize

to one of the M teacher hidden units, and the student output weights can

learn to combine, or denoise, these student hidden-unit outputs to mimic

the overall teacher output. This denoising solution allows the student with

more hidden units to build a larger ensemble of regressors of each of the

teacher’s hidden units, thereby improving its accuracy with overparame-

terization. Conversely, when the student output weight v is fixed, only M

among the K student hidden units can effectively participate in the student

committee, each specializing to one of the teacher’s units. The remaining

L = K − M units only contribute noise, so overparameterization hurts

generalization.

24.2.2 Kernel-like learning

The analysis of committee machines revealed a fundamental mechanism of

generalization through over-parametrization, yet, these models operate in

an atypical regime where the input dimension diverges while the number

of hidden units is fixed. Operating in a different scaling, kernel methods

form another class of models that can be analyzed in depth (see Chap 16

[Shalev-Shwartz and Ben-David (2014)]). Kernel-based learners are non-
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linear in the inputs but linear in the parameters. While deep neural net-

works are in essence more expressive than kernel methods1, they sometimes

behave not much differently from kernels, in particular in cases where they

have infinitely wide hidden layers [Jacot et al. (2018)] (though see [Fort

et al. (2020)] for empirical differences between kernel learners and deep

networks at more natural widths). Moreover kernel models already exhibit

key features to be understood in deep learning. Notably, the generalization

performance of kernel learners undergoes a double descent [Advani et al.

(2020); Spigler et al. (2019); Belkin et al. (2019)]: after an overfitting peak

predicted by the classical bias-variance compromise, the generalization im-

proves continuously as the number of parameters increases. Therefore,

kernel methods also enjoy good generalization with over-parametrization.

Random features and Gaussian equivalence – The random feature

model [Rahimi and Recht (2017)], is a simple kernel-like model that is

closely related to the one-hidden layer model defined above in (24.14). It

only differs by fixing first-layer weights W to random values from a given

distribution, such as a Gaussian or select Fourier modes at random fre-

quencies. The only learnable parameters are in the output weight v ∈ RK ,

and the flexibility of the model can be controlled by the number of hidden

units K (see Figure 24.2). In the scaling limit where K and the sample

size P scale linearly with the dimension of input N , the generalization er-

ror can be characterized asymptotically through different methods. With

the additional assumption that the input data is Gaussian distributed and

the teacher input-output rule is a perceptron: yµ = f∗
(
v∗>xµ

)
, learn-

ing curves were derived using random matrix theory [Mei and Montanari

(2021)], replica computations [Gerace et al. (2020); D’Ascoli et al. (2021)]

and Gaussian convex inequalities [Dhifallah and Lu (2020)]. An impor-

tant insight common to these analyses is the equivalence of the non-linear

features with a Gaussian model with matching moments. That is the gen-

eralization error averaged over the teacher data distribution

Eg = Ex,y

[(
f
(
v>σ (W x)

)
− f∗

(
v∗>xµ

))2]
, (24.17)

concentrates in the thermodynamic limit around a function of the ratios

α = P/N and γ = K/N given by

Eg(α, γ) = lim
N→∞

Eg =

∫
R2

(f(λ)− f∗(ν))
2N (λ, γ ; 0,Σα,γ)dλdν , (24.18)

1Kernel models are not universal approximators.
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<latexit sha1_base64="tDwPdCLGqznnEmBHxomqQJjMEZY=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSLUS0mkqMeCF48V7Ac0oWy223bpZhN2J2IJ/RtePCji1T/jzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZemEhh0HW/nbX1jc2t7cJOcXdv/+CwdHTcMnGqGW+yWMa6E1LDpVC8iQIl7ySa0yiUvB2Ob2d++5FrI2L1gJOEBxEdKjEQjKKVfB/5E2akQi/ItFcqu1V3DrJKvJyUIUejV/ry+zFLI66QSWpM13MTDDKqUTDJp0U/NTyhbEyHvGupohE3QTa/eUrOrdIng1jbUkjm6u+JjEbGTKLQdkYUR2bZm4n/ed0UBzdBJlSSIldssWiQSoIxmQVA+kJzhnJiCWVa2FsJG1FNGdqYijYEb/nlVdK6rHpX1dp9rVx38zgKcApnUAEPrqEOd9CAJjBI4Ble4c1JnRfn3flYtK45+cwJ/IHz+QP92JD0</latexit>

(a)
<latexit sha1_base64="xjlreKHq4DHcSBKtp4QtTuPpwA0=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSLUS0mkqMeCF48V7Ac0oWy223bpZhN2J2IJ/RtePCji1T/jzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZemEhh0HW/nbX1jc2t7cJOcXdv/+CwdHTcMnGqGW+yWMa6E1LDpVC8iQIl7ySa0yiUvB2Ob2d++5FrI2L1gJOEBxEdKjEQjKKVfB/5E2akwi7ItFcqu1V3DrJKvJyUIUejV/ry+zFLI66QSWpM13MTDDKqUTDJp0U/NTyhbEyHvGupohE3QTa/eUrOrdIng1jbUkjm6u+JjEbGTKLQdkYUR2bZm4n/ed0UBzdBJlSSIldssWiQSoIxmQVA+kJzhnJiCWVa2FsJG1FNGdqYijYEb/nlVdK6rHpX1dp9rVx38zgKcApnUAEPrqEOd9CAJjBI4Ble4c1JnRfn3flYtK45+cwJ/IHz+QMA9ZD2</latexit>

(c)
<latexit sha1_base64="/TyCRlfOM9Sft2OwNNAehU+Sl6s=">AAAB83icbVBNS8NAEJ34WetX1aOXxSLUS0mkqMeCF48V7Ac0oWy223bpZhN2J2IJ/RtePCji1T/jzX/jts1BWx8MPN6bYWZemEhh0HW/nbX1jc2t7cJOcXdv/+CwdHTcMnGqGW+yWMa6E1LDpVC8iQIl7ySa0yiUvB2Ob2d++5FrI2L1gJOEBxEdKjEQjKKVfB/5E2akEl6Qaa9UdqvuHGSVeDkpQ45Gr/Tl92OWRlwhk9SYrucmGGRUo2CST4t+anhC2ZgOeddSRSNugmx+85ScW6VPBrG2pZDM1d8TGY2MmUSh7YwojsyyNxP/87opDm6CTKgkRa7YYtEglQRjMguA9IXmDOXEEsq0sLcSNqKaMrQxFW0I3vLLq6R1WfWuqrX7Wrnu5nEU4BTOoAIeXEMd7qABTWCQwDO8wpuTOi/Ou/OxaF1z8pkT+APn8wf/X5D1</latexit>

(b)

Fig. 24.5 The double descent analyzed in random-feature models through replica com-
putation of the generalization error. (a) As an `2 regularization of strength λ is adjusted,

the overfitting peak at P/K = 1 vanishes. (b) Similarly, averaging the prediction over
an ensemble of M models mitigates the double descent pointing to the origin of the

overfitting in exploding variance, as the computed decomposition shows in (c). Adapted

from [Gerace et al. (2020)] (a) and [Loureiro et al. (2022b)] (b) and (c).

where the covariance of the jointly Gaussian scalars λ and ν are themselves

function of the overlap order parameters of the problem and constants ac-

counting for the choice of non-linearity σ and input distribution. This

so-called Gaussian equivalence principle [Goldt et al. (2020)] was first de-

scribed for square losses using rigorous random matrix theories [Pennington

and Worah (2017); Mei and Montanari (2021)] and later extended to generic

convex losses [Goldt et al. (2021); Hu and Lu (2020)]. This formulation fi-

nally allows to predict theoretically the origin of the overfitting peak in the

double descent. At the interpolation threshold, where the learning model

has just enough parameters to perfectly fit the training data, the variance

of the learned predictor explodes [D’Ascoli et al. (2020); Mei and Monta-

nari (2021); Loureiro et al. (2022b)]. Beyond the interpolation threshold,

over-parametrized models feature many minimizers of the training loss, yet

implicit or explicit regularization of the training typically selects a mini-

mizer with good generalization (see Figure 24.5).

Universality – Beyond random features in a teacher-student scenario,

kernel-learning has been analyzed in great generality using statistical me-

chanics tools. Loureiro and collaborators first replaced shallow random

maps with learned deep feature maps [Loureiro et al. (2021a)], and then for-

mulated a universal theory for any generalized linear model trained through

the empirical risk minimization of a convex loss [Loureiro et al. (2022b)].
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Interestingly, the latter result is mathematically rigorously proven through

a novel proof technique relying on AMP [Gerbelot and Berthier (2021)].

Focusing instead on a generic formulation of kernel regression, Canatar

and collaborators developed a widely applicable theory of learning encom-

passing arbitrary training data [Canatar et al. (2021)]. A replica compu-

tation yields the generalization error as a function of the kernel spectral

decomposition, the training data distribution and the sample size. This

analysis highlights the impact of the data distribution through the eigen-

modes of the kernel and through the so-called alignment between the data

and the task to be learned. Along these lines, one can show in simple lin-

ear settings that learning curves with respect to the amount of data can

exhibit an arbitrary number of multiple descent peaks equal to the number

of scales in the data [Mel and Ganguli (2021)]. This further highlights the

importance of understanding how non-random structure in data impacts

learning properties of neural networks.

24.2.3 Studying the impact of structure in data

The question of how and when structure in data drives generalization in

neural networks is fundamental in learning theory. The sequence of above

works can be viewed as the successive addition of structure in data, starting

from random uncorrelated inputs and output labels in the storage problem,

to random i.i.d inputs that are correlated to their corresponding outputs

through the introduction of a teacher. More recent work has examined the

important generalization of going beyond i.i.d. random inputs.

A first notable step is the introduction of the hidden manifold model

assuming that the data and labels are generated from a low dimensional

representation [Goldt et al. (2019b)] (see Figure 24.2). The analytical

description of learning in committee machines, relying on the Gaussian

equivalence principle, shows that generalization is tied to the dimension of

the underlying manifold. These results are consistent with the analyses of

random-feature models trained on anisotropic Gaussian data combining a

high-variance strong subspace and a low-variance weak subspace [Ghorbani

et al. (2020); D’Ascoli et al. (2021)]. The concept of data-task alignment

is here again identified as a determinant of generalisation: it ensures that

the effective dimension of the problem is small and allows for good gener-

alisation at small sample size.

Another model of structure in data, especially relevant for classification

problems, is the Gaussian mixture model of inputs. Limits of separability
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and generalization behavior can be derived for classification of Gaussian

clusters with generalized linear models [Loureiro et al. (2021b)] and com-

mittee machines [Refinetti et al. (2021)]. In particular, the latter work

demonstrates that some configurations of clusters unlearnable with ran-

dom features (an instance of a generalized linear model) can be separated

by committee machines. The 2-layer neural network learns appropriate

features to allow for a proper task-data representation alignment, whereas

generalized linear models are limited by their fixed feature-maps, which

may not be appropriate for the task.

24.2.4 Non-convex overparametrized neural networks

Finally, in ref. [Baldassi et al. (2022)] the computational consequences of

overparameterization in non-convex neural network models are analyzed.

In the simple case of discrete binary weights, a non-convex classifier is

connected to a random features projection. The analysis shows that as the

number of connection weights increases multiple phase transitions happen

in the zero error landscape. A first transition happens at the so-called

interpolation point, when solutions begin to exist (perfect fitting becomes

possible). A second transition occurs with the discontinuous appearance of

a different kind of “atypical” structures corresponding to high local entropy

regions with good generalization properties.

24.3 Going deeper

Much of the remarkable progress in artificial intelligence over the last decade

has been driven by our ability to train very deep networks with many

successive nonlinear layers. Formally, the simplest version of a feedforward

neural network with D layers is the multi-layer perceptron, defined through

xl = φ(hl) hl = W l xl−1 + bl for l = 1, . . . , D. (24.19)

Here, x0 ∈ RN0 is the input, which propagates through the network to

generate a sequence of activity vectors xl ∈ RNl in layer l with Nl neurons.

W l is an Nl×Nl−1 weight matrix connecting neurons in layer l−1 to layer

l, bl is a vector of biases to neurons in layer l, hl is the pattern of inputs

to neurons at layer l, and φ is a single neuron scalar nonlinearity that acts

component-wise to transform inputs hl to activities xl. The final output

of the network is y = xD(x0,w) where w collectively denotes all N neural

network parameters {W l,bl}Dl=1.
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The theoretical analysis of such deep networks in full generality raises

several difficult challenges which remain open to this day [Bahri et al.

(2020); Gabrié (2020); Maillard et al. (2022)]. For example, how can we

describe their learning dynamics? What can deep networks express that

their shallow counterparts cannot? How should we initialize the weights to

optimize their learning dynamics? What does their training error landscape

look like? How can we use them for generative modeling? How does their

performance scale with network size? In the following we review some re-

cent progress on these questions that involves ideas from both equilibrium

and non-equilibrium statistical mechanics, nonlinear dynamical systems,

random matrix theory, and free probability.

24.3.1 Exact learning dynamics for deep linear networks

A gold standard of understanding deep learning would be an exact solution

to the learning dynamics of both training and generalization error as a func-

tion of training time, for arbitrarily deep networks and for arbitrarily struc-

tured data. While this is challenging for networks of the form in (24.19),

remarkably it is possible in the case of linear networks with φ(x) = x and

squared loss [Saxe et al. (2013); Lampinen and Ganguli (2018)]. Despite

the linearity of the network, the learning dynamics is highly nonlinear. Ex-

act solutions to these dynamics reveal that deep linear networks learn by

successively approximating the singular value decomposition (SVD) of the

input-output correlation matrix of the training data mode by mode. Each

mode is learned on a time scale inversely related to its singular value.

Intriguingly, while deep nonlinear networks have long been used in psy-

chology to model the developmental dynamics of semantic cognition in-

fants [Rogers and McClelland (2004)], a recent analysis [Saxe et al. (2019)]

showed that much of this developmental learning dynamics could be quali-

tatively captured by deep linear networks, thereby accounting for a diversity

of phenomena, including progressive differentiation of semantics, semantic

illusions, item typicality, category coherence, dynamic patterns of inductive

projection, and the conservation of semantic similarity across species.

Additionally, recent advances in self-supervised learning [Chen et al.

(2020); Grill et al. (2020)] yield new types of learning dynamics that can

also be well modelled by deep linear networks [Tian et al. (2020, 2021)],

even in settings where the learning dynamics do not correspond to gradient

descent on any function [Grill et al. (2020)]. Moreover, these simpler learn-

ing models have prescriptive value: analytically derivable hyperparameter
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choices that work well for training deep linear models, also work well for

their highly nonlinear counterparts [Tian et al. (2021)], thereby opening the

door to the use of mathematical analysis to drive practical design decisions.

24.3.2 Expressivity and signal propagation in random nets

Even before one trains a network, one has to choose the initial weights

and biases, for example {W l,bl}Dl=1 in (24.19), and the choice of such an

initialization can have a dramatic practical impact on subsequent learning

dynamics. A common choice is a zero mean i.i.d. Gaussian initialization

with variance σ2
w/Nl−1 for weights W l

ij and variance σ2
b for biases bli. This

relative scaling ensures weights and biases exert similar control over a neu-

ron in layer l as any previous layer width Nl−1 becomes large.

In the limit of large Nl, [Poole et al. (2016)] analyzed the propagation of

signals through (24.19) via dynamic mean field theory and found an order

to chaos phase transition in the σ2
w by σ2

b plane for sigmoidal nonlinear-

ities φ. In the ordered regime with small σ2
w relative to σ2

b , the network

contracts nearby inputs as they propagate forward through the network

and backpropagated error gradients vanish exponentially in depth. In the

chaotic phase with σ2
w large relative to σ2

b , forward propagation chaoti-

cally amplifies and then folds small differences in inputs, leading to highly

flexible and expressive input-output maps, while backpropagated error gra-

dients explode exponentially in depth. Initializing networks near the edge

of chaos in the σ2
w by σ2

b plane yields good, well-conditioned initializations.

Indeed [Schoenholz et al. (2017)] found that the closer one initializes to the

edge of chaos, the deeper a network one can train.

Subsequent work [Pennington et al. (2017, 2018)] showed that one can

go beyond i.i.d. Gaussian initializations to speed up learning especially in

very deep or recurrent networks. They considered the Jacobian

J =
∂xD

∂x0
=

D∏
l=1

DlW l. (24.20)

Here Dl is a diagonal matrix with entries Dl
ij = φ′(hli) δij and hl is defined

in (24.19). J measures the susceptibility of the network’s output to small

changes in the input. Related susceptibilities play a fundamental role in the

backpropagation of error that guides gradient based learning. Initializing

at the edge of chaos controls the mean squared singular value of J to be

1. But for very deep networks, J could still become ill conditioned with

the maximal singular value growing at a rate that is linear in the depth,
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even at the edge of chaos. [Pennington et al. (2017, 2018)] controlled this

growth by analytically computing the entire singular value spectrum of J

using free probability, exploiting the fact that J is a product of random

matrices, and then determined how and when we can ensure dynamically

isometric initializations in which the entire singular value distribution can

be tightly concentrated around 1. In particular, orthogonal weight matrices

with sigmoidal nonlinearities achieve such dynamical isometry, which was

shown to speed up training.

Building on these works [Xiao et al. (2018)] extended dynamically iso-

metric initializations to convolutional neural networks, and showed how to

train 10,000 layer models without any of the complex normalization tricks

used in deep learning. Thus overall, studies of signal propagation and ini-

tialization in random deep networks provide an example of how statistical

mechanics type analyses can guide engineering design decisions.

24.3.3 Generative models via non-equilibrium dynamics

A recent major advance in deep learning is the ability to generate remark-

able, novel photorealistic images from text descriptions (see e.g. [Rombach

et al. (2022); Saharia et al. (2022); Ramesh et al. (2022)]). Intriguingly one

component of models that can do this well was inspired by ideas in non-

equilibrium statistical mechanics [Sohl-Dickstein et al. (2015); Ho et al.

(2020)]. In particular, being able to generate images requires modeling

the probability distribution over natural images. Equilibrium methods for

modeling complex distributions involve creating a Markov chain that obeys

detailed balance with respect to the distribution. However, if the distribu-

tion has multiple modes, such Markov chains can take very long to mix.

[Sohl-Dickstein et al. (2015)] instead suggested training a finite time

nonequilibrium stochastic process to generate images starting from noise.

The method of training involved taking natural images and allowing them to

diffuse in a high-dimensional pixel space, thereby destroying their structure

and converting them to noise. Then a neural network was trained to reverse

the flow of time in this otherwise irreversible structure-destroying diffusion

process. The result is then a trained neural network that can sample images

by converting any white noise image into a particular naturalistic image

through an approximate reversal of the diffusion process. Thus this provides

another example of how ideas in statistical mechanics can eventually lead

to state of the art systems in artificial intelligence.
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24.3.4 Neural scaling laws governing deep learning

Another major shift in deep learning over the last few years has been the

immense scaling up of both dataset and model sizes. This has partially

been motivated by empirically observed neural scaling laws [Hestness et al.

(2017); Kaplan et al. (2020); Henighan et al. (2020); Gordon et al. (2021);

Hernandez et al. (2021); Zhai et al. (2021); Hoffmann et al. (2022)] in many

domains of machine learning, including vision, language, and speech, which

demonstrate that test error often falls off as a power law with either the

amount of training data, model size, or compute. Such power law scaling

has motivated significant societal investments in data collection, compute,

and associated energy consumption. However, obtaining a theoretical un-

derstanding of the origins of these scaling laws, and the dependence of their

exponents on structure in data, model architecture, learning hyperparam-

eters, etc... constitutes a major research question [Bahri et al. (2021)].

Also interesting is whether power law neural scaling can be beaten.

Recent work [Sorscher et al. (2022)] explored scaling with respect to dataset

size to analyze wether intelligent data pruning methods [Paul et al. (2021)]

that involve careful subselection of training data, could lead to more efficient

scaling of error w.r.t. pruned dataset sizes. Returning to the perceptron,

[Sorscher et al. (2022)] developed a replica calculation to compute the test

error for non-Gaussian pruned data, and showed it is possible to beat power

law scaling, and even approach exponential scaling, provided one has access

to a good data pruning metric. Then going beyond the perceptron [Sorscher

et al. (2022)] showed how to beat power law scaling in modern architectures

like ResNets trained on modern datasets, including ImageNet.

Overall, a deeper understanding of the origin of neural scaling laws,

and the emergent capabilities that arise [Wei et al. (2022)], constitutes a

major open question, which may benefit from the analysis of appropriate

statistical mechanics models capturing the essence of these phenomena.
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Gabrié, M. (2020). Mean-field inference methods for neural networks, Journal
of Physics A:
Mathematical and Theoretical 53, 22, p. 223002, doi:10.1088/1751-8121/
ab7f65, arXiv:1911.00890, http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00890https://

iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1751-8121/ab7f65.
Gardner, E. (1987). Multiconnected neural network models, Journal of Physics A:

Mathematical and General 20, 11, pp. 3453–3464, doi:10.1088/0305-4470/
20/11/046, https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0305-4470/

20/11/046.
Gardner, E. (1988). The space of interactions in neural network models, Journal

of Physics A: Mathematical and General 21, 1, pp. 257–270, doi:10.1088/
0305-4470/21/1/030, http://stacks.iop.org/0305-4470/21/i=1/a=030?
key=crossref.d0cc5de21f82288ec6af227f5aeac887, iSBN: 0305-4470.

Gardner, E. and Derrida, B. (1988). Optimal storage properties of neural net-
work models, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General 21, 1, pp.
271–284, doi:10.1088/0305-4470/21/1/031, http://iopscience.iop.org/

0305-4470/21/1/031%5Cnhttp://stacks.iop.org/0305-4470/21/i=1/a=

http://www.pnas.org/lookup/doi/10.1073/pnas.0909892106
http://www.pnas.org/lookup/doi/10.1073/pnas.0909892106
http://ebooks.cambridge.org/ref/id/CBO9781139164542
http://ebooks.cambridge.org/ref/id/CBO9781139164542
http://arxiv.org/abs/1706.06549
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.03082 https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8437792/ https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.06549
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.03082 https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8437792/ https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.06549
http://arxiv.org/abs/1610.03082 https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/8437792/ https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.06549
https://openreview.net/forum?id=6Tm1mposlrM
https://openreview.net/forum?id=6Tm1mposlrM
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/jp1:1995201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/jp1:1995201
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00890
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00890 https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1751-8121/ab7f65
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00890 https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1751-8121/ab7f65
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0305-4470/20/11/046
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/0305-4470/20/11/046
http://stacks.iop.org/0305-4470/21/i=1/a=030?key=crossref.d0cc5de21f82288ec6af227f5aeac887
http://stacks.iop.org/0305-4470/21/i=1/a=030?key=crossref.d0cc5de21f82288ec6af227f5aeac887
http://iopscience.iop.org/0305-4470/21/1/031%5Cnhttp://stacks.iop.org/0305-4470/21/i=1/a=031?key=crossref.3a7fdc7f43597f0a05464dd78e14c207
http://iopscience.iop.org/0305-4470/21/1/031%5Cnhttp://stacks.iop.org/0305-4470/21/i=1/a=031?key=crossref.3a7fdc7f43597f0a05464dd78e14c207


April 14, 2023 0:37 ws-book9x6 Replica Symmetry Breaking & Far Beyond main page 29

Bibliography 29

031?key=crossref.3a7fdc7f43597f0a05464dd78e14c207.
Geiger, M., Spigler, S., d’Ascoli, S., Sagun, L., Baity-Jesi, M., Biroli, G., and

Wyart, M. (2019). Jamming transition as a paradigm to understand the
loss landscape of deep neural networks, Phys. Rev. E 100, p. 012115, doi:
10.1103/PhysRevE.100.012115.

Gerace, F., Loureiro, B., Krzakala, F., Mézard, M., and Zdeborová, L. (2020).
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L. (2021b). Learning Gaussian Mixtures with Generalised Linear Models:
Precise Asymptotics in High-dimensions, in Advances in Neural Information
Processing Systems 35, arXiv:2106.03791, http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.
03791.

Lucibello, C., Pittorino, F., Perugini, G., and Zecchina, R. (2022). Deep learn-
ing via message passing algorithms based on belief propagation, Machine
Learning: Science and Technology 3, 3, p. 035005, doi:10.1088/2632-2153/
ac7d3b, https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/ac7d3b, publisher: IOP
Publishing.

Maillard, A., Ben Arous, G., and Biroli, G. (2020). Landscape complexity for the
empirical risk of generalized linear models, in J. Lu and R. Ward (eds.),

http://arxiv.org/abs/1606.01164
http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/articlerender.fcgi?artid=1965511&tool=pmcentrez&rendertype=abstract
http://www.pubmedcentral.nih.gov/articlerender.fcgi?artid=1965511&tool=pmcentrez&rendertype=abstract
http://www.nature.com/doifinder/10.1038/nature14539
http://www.nature.com/doifinder/10.1038/nature14539
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.08127
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v162/loureiro22a.html
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v162/loureiro22a.html
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v162/loureiro22a.html
https://proceedings.mlr.press/v162/loureiro22a.html
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.03791
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.03791
http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.03791
https://doi.org/10.1088/2632-2153/ac7d3b


April 14, 2023 0:37 ws-book9x6 Replica Symmetry Breaking & Far Beyond main page 32

32 Replica Symmetry Breaking & Far Beyond

Proceedings of The First Mathematical and Scientific Machine Learning
Conference, Proceedings of Machine Learning Research, Vol. 107 (PMLR),
pp. 287–327.
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