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Scaling law: under compute budget

scaling law [ ]

test loss = A x Model Size=@ + B x Data Size ? + C
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Figure 1: Scaling law under
compute-optimal configuration [21].



Model size is a “right” complexity?

e double descent [4] (Belkin, Hsu, Ma, Mandal, 2019)
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e Empirically: neural network pruning [16], lottery ticket hypothesis [11],
fine-tuning with large dropout [28]

e Theoretically: how much over-parameterization is sufficient? [7, 26]
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name definition rank correlation
Parameter Frobenius norm {'_:1 w2 0.073
Frobenius distance to initialization [17] S Iwe — w2 —0.263
3/2\ 2/3
) L L w3
Spectral complexity [3] TTi, Wil -1 w, \\3,/2 —0.537
Fisher-Rao [14] L“ S (W, Vwl(hw(x), vi)) 0.078
b
Path-norm [19] Z(,o T (Wi ) 0.373

Table 1: Complexity measures compared in the empirical study [12], and their
correlation with generalization



Two-layer neural networks, path norm
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Two-layer neural networks, path norm

hidden layer

input 6 = olw;, ) P = {fg(') = %Zz;l ak¢(<wkv’>)}
x e R? .
, ¢1-path norm
Wi
m
@ Wa1 ||9HP = % Zk:l |ak|||wk||1

™ )
ai  output
\ \

Tnl ad;’

@



Two-layer neural networks, path norm
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Consider a random features model [22, 15]
o first layer: w X we P(W); only train the second layer

infinite many features f,(x) = [,,, a(w)o(x, w)du(w)

Definition (RKHS and Barron space [, '])

pi=A{f: ||a||LP(u) < oo}, ||f||f,,,,l, = 21; ”aHLP(M)
For any 1 < p < 0o, we have
B=U Fos fllz= inf |f
peromyFous  Iflls N 11l ..

e RFMs = kernel methods by taking p = 2 using Representer theorem [23]
e RFMs = kernel methods if p < 2
o function space: Fo , C Fpu € Fqpu S Fiuifp>gq
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Our results: statistical guarantees

For the class of two-layer neural networks Gg = {fg € P, : |0]|p < R}

fg = argmin — E — fo(xi))
fo€Gr n, 1

Theorem (Liu, Dadi, Cevher, JMLR 2024)

Under standard assumptions (bounded data, f* € B), for two-layer
over-parameterized neural networks, we have
R2

H@—f*”igx hS ;—I—RZd%n*zdd;fz w.h.p.

_d+2 . _1 . q o
n~2d+z is always faster than n=2: No curse of dimensionality!



Sample complexity

Proposition (metric entropy)
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Proposition (metric entropy)
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entropy of G1 can be bounded by
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The “best” trade-off between € and d.



Computational-to-statistical gaps

Optimization in Barron spaces is NP hard: curse of dimensionality!

10



Computational-to-statistical gaps

Optimization in Barron spaces is NP hard: curse of dimensionality!

- Kernel methods - Neural networks
- RKHS

- Approximation

- Barron spaces
- Optimization
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Computational-to-statistical gaps

Optimization in Barron spaces is NP hard: curse of dimensionality!
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Optimization in Barron spaces is NP hard: curse of dimensionality!
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Computationally-efficient

{ Computationally-inefficient

Do some Barron functions can be learned by two-layer NNs, both
statistically and computationally efficient?
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Learning with multiple ReLU neurons

Can we learn multiple ReLU neurons by two-layer NNs, both
statistically and computationally efficient?

Zaj vi,x)),k=0(1)

[ — |12, < € from {x;, F*(x;)}1_; with x; ~ N(0, 1)

Theorem ([] PAC learning f* under Gaussian measure)

There exists an algorithm that requires time/samples at (d/e)©(<*)

o correlational statistical query (CSQ): |§ — Ex , [¥(x)y]] < T
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How does student(s) become teacher(s) under GD training?

Learning multi ReLU neurons by two-layer NN via online SGD

L(w) = 1x~m,d<2 (wi, X)) — F*(x ))2

e Gaussian initialization w; ~ N(0,0214)

angle: 0;; = Z(w;, v))

diverse teacher neurons: {VJ-}J’-‘:1 are orthogonal and ||vj||> = const

e warm start: the angle not close to orthogonal
o weak recovery: (Wi, vi+) > (wj, vj)

12
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How does student(s) become teacher(s) under GD training?

e align-. 0 =0 norm converge then fit
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Theorem (Zhu, Liu, Cevher, 2024)

For sufficiently small initialization and step-size o, = o(m_"z), then there
exists such that VT € N and i € [m],
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e model size -> size of weights -> path norm -> Barron spaces
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Take-away messages

e model size -> size of weights -> path norm -> Barron spaces

e statistical guarantees with improved sample complexity
e computational-statistical gap -> learning with multiple ReLU neurons

We’'re organizing one workshop at NeurlPS 2024!

Fine-Tuning in Modern Machine Learning: Principles and Scalability
https://sites.google.com/view/neurips2024-ftw/home

Invited speakers
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(UW-Madison) (Princeton) (Stanford/DeepMind) (UCLA)
Panelist
B> = y i
j 2
=W E ;
Taiji Suzuki Tri Dao Azalia Mirhoseini  Quanquan Gu Dangi Chen Yuandong Tian
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