arXiv:2203.10366v1 [cs.LG] 19 Mar 2022

Deep Learning Generalization, Extrapolation, and Over-parameterization

Roozbeh Yousefzadeh Yale Center for Medical Informatics and VA Connecticut Healthcare System roozbeh.yousefzadeh@yale.edu

1 Introduction and Summary

We study the generalization of over-parameterized deep networks (for image classification) in relation to the convex hull of their training sets (denoted by H^{tr}). Despite their great success, generalization of deep networks is considered a mystery [1]. These models have orders of magnitude more parameters than their training samples [14], and they can achieve perfect accuracy on their training sets, even when training images are randomly labeled, or the contents of images are replaced with random noise [21]. The training loss function of these models has infinite number of near zero minimizers, where only a small subset of those minimizers generalize well [13]. Overall, it is not clear why models need to be over-parameterized, why we should use a very specific training regime to train them, and why their classifications are so susceptible to imperceivable adversarial perturbations (phenomenon known as adversarial vulnerability) [15, 17, 19]. Some recent studies have made advances in answering these questions [2, 12], however, they only consider interpolation. We show that interpolation is not adequate to understand generalization of deep networks and we should broaden our perspective.

A trained network is a classification function [18] that partitions its domain and assigns a class to each partition. Partitions are defined by the decision boundaries and so is the deep learning function. During training, decision boundaries are defined in the domain such that they comply with the labels of training data. As such, the location of decision boundaries in H^{tr} can be explained by the nearby training images. But, we show that all testing images of standard datasets are outside the H^{tr} and their directions to H^{tr} relate to important features in images. Hence, the testing accuracy of models depend on how their decision boundaries extend outside their H^{tr}. But, how do we shape the extensions of decision boundaries of a model outside the H^{tr} during training? The answer is overparameterization in tandem with training regime. We need the model to be over-parameterized in order to have control over the extensions of its decision boundaries, and we should use a specific training regime in order to shape those extensions desirably.

This perspective is novel and has not been considered to explain the generalization of overparameterized deep networks. Since many recent studies have used polynomials and regression models to explain the generalization of deep networks [4, 3, 2, 11, 20, 10, 16], we consider a polynomial decision boundary and rigorously show that we need over-parameterization in order to shape its extensions outside the H^{tr}. We then study the effect of number of parameters on the output of a neural network in under-parameterized and over-parameterized regimes.

2 Geometry of image classification datasets

Domain: Pixel Space. For MNIST and CIFAR-10 datasets, we see that all testing images are outside their corresponding H^{tr}. We also see that the distribution of distances to H^{tr} resemble a normal distribution for both datasets. Moreover, we see that the shortest direction that brings each testing image to the H^{tr} relates to important features in images. For CIFAR-10, diameter of H^{tr} is 13,621 (measured by Frobenius norm in pixel space). On the other hand, the distance of farthest

Abstract accepted and presented at the Workshop on Theory of Over-parameterized Machine Learning, April 2021.

testing image from the H^{tr} is about 3,500 (about 27% of the diameter). Overall, the distance of testing data to H^{tr} cannot be dismissed as a small noise.

Wavelet transformation of images. When we convolve the images with Haar or Daubechies [6] wavelets (an operation analogous to convolutions performed by CNNs), the testing samples still remain outside the H^{tr} in the wavelet space. When we choose a small subset of wavelet coefficients for all images, still, the testing samples remain outside the H^{tr} and their distances still resemble a normal distribution.

Internal representation of images learned by deep learning. The success of deep learning models is attributed to the features they extract from images before their final classification layer. We consider a standard ResNet model [8] trained on the CIFAR-10 training set. The internal layer of network, just before the last pooling layer, has 4,096 dimensions. In that space, testing samples are still outside the convex hull of training set. The last pooling layer then projects the images to a 64 dimensional space, and consequently to a 10-dimensional space which corresponds to the 10 output classes of network. In the 64-dimensional space, all testing samples are outside the H^{tr} while their distances are significant compared to size of H^{tr}, and they resemble a normal distribution.

It may be speculated that there is a low dimensional manifold, learned by deep networks, where all (or most) testing samples are included in the convex hull of training set and the functional task of a deep network on that manifold is interpolation. We observed that there is no trace of such manifold even in the internal representations of a trained ResNet.

Random data in high-dimensional space. If we consider random points in the same highdimensional domain of CIFAR-10, (i.e., domain with 3,072 dimensions bounded between 0 and 255), the testing data will be outside the H^{tr} and much farther away. That is because the relationship between our training and testing sets are not random and for each testing image, there are a few similar training images, much closer than a random point would be. For the non-random data, we investigate which training images form the surface of H^{tr} closest to each testing image. Takeaways from geometry of data. We can conclude that with such number of training samples in such high-dimensional domains, one can expect the testing samples to be outside their H^{tr}. However, directions to the convex hulls are usually significant in size, and they contain information related to the object of interest in images. Hence, the generalization of over-parameterized image classifiers cannot be explained by mere interpolation. Instead, we have to consider interpolation in tandem with extrapolation. Interpolation defines the decision boundaries inside the H^{tr} and brings them to the surface of H^{tr}. Extrapolation helps us shape their extensions outside the H^{tr}.

It has been argued that location of decision boundaries may not be important in the pixel space, but how can the domain of our function not be important? Previously, [7, 9] have shown that pushing the decision boundaries away from the training samples, in the pixel space, improves the generalization of models. Adversarial examples are also created in the pixel space. Another line of research is trying to push the decision boundaries away from samples to make the models less vulnerable [5]. Therefore, the training samples, testing samples, and decision boundaries of the models are closely related to each other in the pixel space, and the location of decision boundaries in the domain actually explain the main functional traits of our deep networks.

3 Learning outside the convex hull of data: A polynomial decision boundary

We study a polynomial decision boundary to separate 2 classes of points. Using the orthogonal system of Legendre polynomials, we show that we must over-parameterize the polynomial to have control over its extensions outside the H^{tr} (over-parameterization is necessary). And we show that once the polynomial is over-parameterized, we need to train it with a specific training regime in order to obtain the decision boundary that we want. This broadens the perspective of previous studies that use interpolation and regression models in order to explain deep learning generalization.

4 Effect of over-parameterization on the output of neural networks

We see that in the under-parameterized regime, the main struggle is to minimize the training loss and find the best shape of the decision boundaries inside the H^{tr}. In the over-parameterized regime, decision boundaries perfectly separate the data inside the H^{tr}, but depending on the training regime, they can have very different shapes outside the H^{tr}, showing that over-parameterization gives us control over the behavior of model outside H^{tr} by using specific training regimes.

References

[1] Sanjeev Arora, Nadav Cohen, Wei Hu, and Yuping Luo. Implicit regularization in deep matrix factorization. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, pages 7413–7424, 2019.

[2] Mikhail Belkin, Daniel Hsu, Siyuan Ma, and Soumik Mandal. Reconciling modern machinelearning practice and the classical bias–variance trade-off. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 116(32):15849–15854, 2019.

[3] Mikhail Belkin, Daniel J Hsu, and Partha Mitra. Overfitting or perfect fitting? Risk bounds for classification and regression rules that interpolate. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, pages 2300–2311, 2018.

[4] Mikhail Belkin, Siyuan Ma, and Soumik Mandal. To understand deep learning we need to understand kernel learning. In International Conference on Machine Learning, pages 541– 549, 2018.

[5] Jeremy Cohen, Elan Rosenfeld, and Zico Kolter. Certified adversarial robustness via randomized smoothing. In International Conference on Machine Learning, pages 1310–1320, 2019.

[6] Ingrid Daubechies. Ten Lectures on Wavelets. Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, Philadelphia, 1992.

[7] Gamaleldin Elsayed, Dilip Krishnan, Hossein Mobahi, Kevin Regan, and Samy Bengio. Large margin deep networks for classification. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, pages 842–852, 2018.

[8] Kaiming He, Xiangyu Zhang, Shaoqing Ren, and Jian Sun. Deep residual learning for image recognition. In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition, pages 770–778, 2016.

[9] Yiding Jiang, Dilip Krishnan, Hossein Mobahi, and Samy Bengio. Predicting the generalization gap in deep networks with margin distributions. In International Conference on Learning Representations, 2019.

[10] Joe Kileel, Matthew Trager, and Joan Bruna. On the expressive power of deep polynomial neural networks. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, pages 10310–10319, 2019.

[11] Tengyuan Liang and Alexander Rakhlin. Just interpolate: Kernel “ridgeless” regression can generalize. Annals of Statistics, 48(3):1329–1347, 2020.

[12] Chaoyue Liu, Libin Zhu, and Mikhail Belkin. Toward a theory of optimization for overparameterized systems of non-linear equations: The lessons of deep learning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2003.00307, 2020.

[13] Behnam Neyshabur, Srinadh Bhojanapalli, David McAllester, and Nati Srebro. Exploring generalization in deep learning. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems, pages 5947–5956, 2017.

[14] Behnam Neyshabur, Zhiyuan Li, Srinadh Bhojanapalli, Yann LeCun, and Nathan Srebro. Towards understanding the role of over-parametrization in generalization of neural networks. In International Conference on Learning Representations, 2019.

[15] Nicolas Papernot, Patrick McDaniel, Somesh Jha, Matt Fredrikson, Z Berkay Celik, and Ananthram Swami. The limitations of deep learning in adversarial settings. In IEEE European Symposium on Security and Privacy (EuroS&P), pages 372–387. IEEE, 2016.

[16] Pedro Savarese, Itay Evron, Daniel Soudry, and Nathan Srebro. How do infinite width bounded norm networks look in function space? In Conference on Learning Theory, pages 2667–2690, 2019.

[17] Ali Shafahi, W Ronny Huang, Christoph Studer, Soheil Feizi, and Tom Goldstein. Are adversarial examples inevitable? In International Conference on Learning Representations, 2019.

[18] Gilbert Strang. Linear Algebra and Learning from Data. Wellesley-Cambridge Press, 2019.

[19] Dimitris Tsipras, Shibani Santurkar, Logan Engstrom, Alexander Turner, and Aleksander Madry. Robustness may be at odds with accuracy. In International Conference on Learning Representations, 2019.

[20] Vikas Verma, Alex Lamb, Christopher Beckham, Amir Najafi, Ioannis Mitliagkas, David Lopez-Paz, and Yoshua Bengio. Manifold mixup: Better representations by interpolating hidden states. In International Conference on Machine Learning, pages 6438–6447. PMLR, 2019.

[21] Chiyuan Zhang, Samy Bengio, Moritz Hardt, Benjamin Recht, and Oriol Vinyals. Understanding deep learning requires rethinking generalization. In International Conference on Learning Representations, 2017.