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Abstract

In this paper we consider posterior Bayesian fully connected and feedforward deep neural
networks with dependent weights. Particularly, if the likelihood is Gaussian, we identify the
distribution of the wide width limit and provide an algorithm to sample from the network.
In the shallow case we explicitly compute the distribution of the output, proving that it is a
Gaussian mixture. All the theoretical results are numerically validated.
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1 Introduction

The theoretical study of Bayesian neural networks was initiated by Neal [29] who proved that if a
shallow Bayesian neural network is initialized with independent Gaussian parameters (i.e., biases
and weights), then the output of the network converges in distribution to a Gaussian process, as the
number of neurons grows large (i.e., in the wide width limit). This result was extended to Bayesian
deep neural networks two decades later (see [16, 22, 26]) and only recently it has been made
quantitative by the use of the optimal transport theory (see [6] and [33]), by the Stein method
for Gaussian approximation (see [3, 4, 8, 13]), and by alternative techniques ([7, 11]). Another
promising approach to analyze Bayesian neural networks is through the lens of large deviations.
First results in this direction are given in [23]. These findings have been successively generalized
in [2, 34]. A different perspective is provided by the so-called mean field analysis of networks
(see [27, 15]).

The advantage of the Bayesian framework is that it allows to include in the model both prior
knowledge and observed data through a prior distribution on network’s parameters and a likelihood
function, respectively. The emergence of Gaussian processes helped to understand how large neural
networks work, how to make them more efficient, and motivated the use of Bayesian regression
inference methods, see [22]. However, as noticed by [28] and [21], the connection with Gaussian
processes also highlighted the limitations of wide width neural networks with independent and
Gaussian distributed weights. Indeed, there are at least three drawbacks with the choice of an
uncorrelated Gaussian prior on the weights: (i) Hidden layers do not represent hidden features
that capture important aspects of the data; (i7) In the infinite width limit the coordinates of
the output become independent and identically distributed Gaussian processes, which is usually
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unsuitable; (7ii) The assumption of independent Gaussian weights is often unrealistic, as estimated
weights of deep neural networks show dependencies and heavy tails (see [25, 35]).

To circumvent these problems, some authors ([5, 12, 19]) proposed to initialize the neural
network with independent and identically distributed non-Gaussian weights. However, due to the
independence assumption, in the wide width limit, the output of the neural network still converges
to a stochastic process with independent coordinates. A more structured statistical assumption
on the weights have been proposed by [1, 21]. Letting W,%H) denote the random weight between
the node h at the hidden layer ¢ + 1 and the node j at the hidden layer ¢, in [21] it is assumed

ng,J ny,J
Gaussian distributed centered random variables with variance Cyy > 0. Note that, for fixed ¢ and

that Wh(;ﬂ) =4/VYN ,E?, where V, are i.i.d. random variances and N }(L? are independent and

j, the weights {W}(Lﬁﬂ)}h are stochastically dependent (we refer the reader to Section 2.2 for a
rigorous description of the model). It is proved in [21] that a fully connected and feedforward deep
neural network, with dependent weights (as previously described) and suitable chosen random
variances, in the (sequential) wide width limit behaves as a mixture of Gaussian processes (see
Theorem 4.1 for the precise statement). The reference [1] provides an algorithmic framework to
approximate a neural network of finite width and depth, and with not necessarily independent and
identically distributed parameters, with a mixture of Gaussian processes with error bounds on the
approximation error.

To the best of our knowledge, progresses in the study of posterior Bayesian neural networks
refer to models with a fixed variance for the Gaussian prior, see [10, 17, 18, 30, 33]. An exception
is the recent work by [9] where it is proved that, if the parameters of the Bayesian neural network
follow a Gaussian prior and the variance of both the last hidden layer and the Gaussian likelihood
function is distributed according to an Inverse-Gamma prior law, then the posterior Bayesian
neural network converges to a Student-t process in the wide width limit. In this paper we are
concerned with posterior Bayesian neural networks with dependent weights {W,E?rl)} n as described
above. Under mild assumptions on the likelihood we prove the existence of the wide width limit
(extending Proposition 1 in [17]). Also, more significantly, for a Gaussian likelihood we identify the
limiting distribution showing that it is a mixture of Gaussian (see Theorem 5.2). This result holds
assuming that the covariance random matrix of the last layer is almost surely invertible under the
prior distribution. Remarkably, we provide quite general sufficient conditions which guarantee a
such invertibility assumption (see Theorem 6.1).

For a fixed number of neurons at each layer, we propose the use of rejection sampling to sample
from the posterior Bayesian deep neural network with a Gaussian likelihood. The rejection sam-
pling algorithm is constructed through a number of intermediate steps, in which we compute the
conditional distribution of the output at each layer under the posterior (see Section 7.2 and The-
orems 7.2 and 7.3). Since the acceptance probability involved in the proposed rejection sampling
algorithm is not known in closed form, we prove the consistency of the simulation when the accep-
tance probability is approximated by a Monte Carlo estimator (see Theorem 7.4). To sample from
the distribution of the posterior Bayesian shallow neural network, again in the case of a Gaussian
likelihood, we can avoid the use of rejection sampling. Indeed, in such a case we can prove that
the conditional law of the output is a mixture of Gaussian (see Theorem 8.1).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe the model of fully connected and
feedforward neural networks with dependent weights which is investigated in the article. Section 3
is devoted to preliminaries on matrices, infinitely divisible distributions and mixture of Gaussian
distributions. In Section 4 we describe the (sequential) wide width limit of the prior Bayesian neural
network, as proved in [21]. In Section 5 we study the wide width limit of the posterior Bayesian
neural network, identifying the limit in the case of a Gaussian likelihood. In Section 6 we address



the problem of the invertibility of the random covariance matrix mentioned before. Sections 7 and
8 concern the simulation of the posterior Bayesian network with dependent weights both in the
deep and shallow cases. Examples and numerical illustrations are provided in Sections 9 and 10,
respectively.

2 Artificial neural networks

In this paper, the points of R, m € N* := {1,2,...}, are view as column vectors, and so we write,
e.goy u = (Ug,...,un)" € R™in place of u = (uy,...,un) € R™, where *+" denotes the transpose
of *. Throughout this article, we denote by (-,-) and || - || the Euclidean inner product and the
corresponding norm on R™, respectively. Hereafter, we also use the notation X 2 Y to denote
that two random elements X and Y have the same law. Usually in the sequel ¢ denotes a positive
normalizing constant, which may vary from line to line.

2.1 Fully connected and feedforward neural networks

Fully connected and feedforward neural networks are defined in this paper as follows. Let L, ng,. ..,
nr+1 € N* be integers. For £ =1,..., L, we set

Ny
0+1 0+1 0+1 ¢
Z}(l )(x) = B,(L ) 4 ZW,; )O'(ZJ( )(JU))’ h=1,...,n041
j=1
no
1 1 1
Z,S )(x) = B}(l ) —i—ZW,(Lj)xj, h=1,...,m
j=1
where x = (21,...,%p,) " is the input, o : R — R (a measurable function) is the activation function,
{B }(f)} and {W}Ej)} are real parameters called biases and weights, respectively. The network consists
of L + 1 layers and, on each layer ¢ € {1,..., L + 1}, there are n, artificial neurons. The network
is called deep if L > 2 and shallow if L = 1.

By definition, the network is therefore a parametrized family of functions. In statistical learning,
fully connected neural networks are tipically used to estimate an unknown target function f : R™ —
R™+1, More precisely, for a fixed network architecture (L, ng, ...,nr+1, o) and for a given training
dataset D := {(x(7),y(i)) }i=1,...d C R™ x R"+1 d € N*, the objective is to produce an estimate
of the parameter © = ({B,(f)}, {W}sﬁ)}), say O, in such a way that the output of the corresponding
neural network is a good estimate of f, i.e.,

(A V@), 2 @) R @), =1

LA 0=6*
for a test set T := {a/(i')}ir=1,.+, t € N*. Here, for i =1,...,d we have y(i) := f(z(7)),

2(3) = (21(3)s - Tng ()T € R, and (i) = (y1(3), -, Yng.0s (3)) T € RO,
Throughout the paper we consider the ny X d matrix x := (z(1)...x(d)) and the np411 x d matrix
y = (y(1) ... y(d)).

2.2 Fully connected and feedforward neural networks with dependent weights

From now on, all the random quantities are defined on a measurable space ({2, F), on which different
probability laws will be defined. Hereon Ni(u,v) denotes the one-dimensional Gaussian law with
mean p and variance v.



The prior knowledge on the parameter © is modeled via a prior probability measure Ppyior on
(©,3). In particular, throughout the paper we assume that, under Ppyior,

e Forh=1,...,nyand ¢/ =1,..., L+ 1, B,(f) are random variables with
B ~ N, (0,Cp)
for a constant C'g > 0;
e Forh=1,...,np,j=1,....,.np1and =1,..., L+1, W}(Lﬁ) are random variables defined by

W = VD N

ng—1,J° hj?

where, for j = 1,...,ng, v .~ nal and, for j =1,...,np_yand £ =2,..., L+ 1, y b

i b Tno,j ng_1,j°
are random variables with

V(Zfl) ~ M(Z—l)

ng—1,J ng—1

being M%—_P probability laws on [0,00), and, for h = 1,...,n4 j = 1,...,n4_1 and ¢ =

1,...,L+1, N ,5? are random variables with

NAY ~ N1 (0, O,
for a constant Cy > 0;

e All the random variables {B}(f), AN

o1V, }(l?} are independent among themselves.

Under these distributional assumptions, one speaks of fully connected and feedforward neural
network with dependent weights, see the seminal paper by [21], where the model has been introduced.
Indeed, note that for a fixed ¢ and j, the random weights Wl(f), e er(LQ'
that if Véf__l{; = W{N then we recover the well-known fully connected and feedforward Gaussian
neural network.

The Bayesian appraoch allows to incorporate in the model the observed data through a like-
lihood function £(D,©). Then the posterior knowledge on the parameter is summarized by the

posterior probability measure

are dependent. Note also

dP - L((Dv @)dpprior
posterior - EpriOrL(D7 @) )
where Epior denotes the expectation under the prior probability measure and it is assumed

Eprior £ (D, 0) > 0.

If the law of © under the prior has density pprior(-), then the law of © under the posterior has
density

Pposterior (0) X L('D, e)pprior(e)a

and one estimates the parameter © by maximizing pposterior(-) (maximum a posteriori estimate).

3 Preliminaries

In this section we provide some preliminaries on real matrices and infinitely divisible distributions,
and we give the formal definition of a mixture Gaussian distribution. As general references for the
first two topics, we cite the monographs by [20] and [24], and [32], respectively.
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3.1 Matrices

Let A € RP* p,q € N*, be a p x g real matrix. We denote by vec(A) the column vector in RP?
obtained by stacking the columns of A on top of one another (starting from the leftmost column).
For A € RP*7 and V € RP*Y, we denote by (A | V) the p x (¢+v) real matrix obtained by attaching
V to the right-hand side of A. Similarly, for A € RP*? and V' € RY' %4, we denote by

A

Vl

the (p +v') X g real matrix obtained by attaching V' to the bottom of A.

Let A = (a;;) € RPX9, A € R™%, C € RP*¢ and C' € R"**. We define the tensor product
A ® A’ as the pr x gs real matrix A ® A’ = (a;;A’)1<i<p, 1<j<q- Two elementary properties of the
tensor product of matrices that will be used throughout the paper are the following:

AANT =AT® (AT and, forg=p and s=1", (A®A)C®C)=ACxA'C’ (1)

We recall a couple of properties of the operator vec(-) which will be extensively used later on.
For A € RP*? and A’ € R7*P, we have

Tr(AA’) = vec(A") "vec(A), (2)
where Tr(-) denotes the trace operator. For A € RP*? A’ € R?*" and Ac R™** we have
vec(AA’A) = ((A)T @ A)vec(A'). (3)

Let Id, denote the p x p, p € N*, identity matrix. By (3) we have that the i-th column of A’ € R7*"

can be written as
(Id, ® e; Jvec((A)T), i=1,...,r (4)

where e, ..., e, are the (column) vectors of the canonical basis of R".

For A € RP*Y we denote by rk(A) the rank of A, i.e., the number of linearly independent
columns or rows within A. We set 0, := (0, ... ,0)T € RP and 1,:=(1,..., )T € RP, p € N*, and
denote by diag,(a1,...,a,), r € N*  a diagonal r x r matrix with diagonal elements aq, ..., a,.

The following elementary lemma holds. We include a proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.1. Let ay,...,a, € RP, with n > p, be p-dimensional (column) vectors and let ¢y, ..., c,
be positive numbers. Then the p x p matriz ;. ciaiaiT is positive definite if and only if the p x n
matriz (ai,...,an) has rank equal to p.

Proof. Since
n
> ] = (Veray,. .., Venan)(Veran, ... v/enan) T
=1

for any u € RP we have

n
u' Z ciaza; u=||(\/c1a1, ..., \/Cnn) ul?
i=1

and this quantity is strictly positive if and only if (\/c1a1, ..., \/Cnan) u # Oy, i.e., the rows of the
matrix (ai,...,ay,) are linearly independent, i.e., rk((a1,...,a,)) = p. O



3.2 Infinitely divisible random variables and Gaussian mixtures
3.2.1 Infinitely divisible random variables

Let d € N*. An R%valued random vector Y (seen as usual as a column vector) is said to have
an infinitely divisible law if, for each n € N*, there exist independent and identically distributed

R?-valued random vectors Yy, ..., Yy, such that Y 4 Y1+ ...+ Y,,. It turns out that Y has an
infinitely divisible distribution if and only if there exists a triple (a, A, p), where a € R4 (column
vector), A is a d X d positive semi-definite real matrix and p is a Borel measure concentrated on
R4\ {04} satisfying

/ min{1, 2?}p(dz) < oo,
Rd
such that .
Eel* ¥V =¥ ™ 4 eRY =1

where .
W) = iuTa — Lu” Au +/ (@7 1= iuT 21 ||z < 1})p(dz).
]Rd

The measure p is unique and it is called the Lévy measure. The law of Y is uniquely determined
by the triple (a, 4, p).
If Y is a non-negative random variable it turns out that

U(u) = iua + /(0 )(ei“m —1)p(dx),

where a > 0 is a non-negative constant and p is a Borel measure on (0, 00) such that
/ min{1, z}p(dz) < oo;
(0,00)
in such a case the law of Y is uniquely determined by (a, p) and we write Y ~ ID(a, p).

3.2.2 (Gaussian mixtures

Let N, (¢, C) denote the m-dimensional Gaussian distribution with mean ¢ € R™ (a column vector)
and covariance matrix C. For later purposes, we recall that if X ~ N,,(¢,C), A € RF*™_ and
a € R*, then

AX +a~Ng(a+Ac,ACAT). (5)

Let  be a random vector with values on R™ and let K be a positive semi-definite and symmetric
random matrix with values on R™*™, We say that a random vector X with values on R™ has the
Gaussian mixture distribution with parameters (k, K), denoted by X ~ MG(x,K), if X | (r,K) ~
N (k, K).

4 The wide width limit under the prior

We start introducing some notation. For £ =1,...,L+1and¢=1,...,d, we set

29 (i) = (2 (2(0)), .., 20 (2 (i) T,

4

and we consider the ny, x d random matrix

Z\ (x) := (28 (2(1)) ... 2 (x(d))).



Here we explicited the dependence on B since throughout the paper, for the sake of clarity, we
distinguish the cases Cp > 0 and Cp = 0. For later purposes, we vectorialize the ny, x d random
matrix Zg) (x) defining the nyd-dimensional random vector

ZW(x) = vec((ZW(x)T), €=1,...,L+1.

The following Theorem 4.1 is one of the main results in [21] (see Theorem 16). It extends to
the case of dependent weights the Gaussian behavior of fully connected and feedforward neural
networks with independent Gaussian weights, in the infinite width limit (see the seminal paper
by [29] and the more recent contributions by [16, 22, 26]).

Theorem 4.1. Assume that:
(i) The activation function o is continuous and such that

V z €R, |o(2)| < a1+ ag|z|* for some positive constants ai,as,as > 0.

(@) Ve=1,....,L, >0, Vrffj — ID(a®, pO) in distribution as ny — oo, for some non-negative
infinitely divisible random variable ID(a (f), pl).
Then, under Pprior, we have

lim ... lim Z(L+1)( ) = GEH(x) in distribution.
np—roo nip—roo

Here G (x) is the npy1d-dimensional random vector G (x) 1= vec((GEHD(x))T), where
GUA(x) is the np1 x d random matriz

G (x) = (G (2(1)) ... G (a(d))),
GED (i) = (G (@(@), ..., GED@@)T, i=1,....d

are ny+1-dimensional (column) random vectors, and
G(L+1)(X) ~ Mg(onm—ld’ IdnL+1 ® K(L+1)(X))-

Here {K(é) (X)}e=1,...+1 15 a Markov chain, with state space the space of d x d positive semi-definite
and symmetric matrices, defined recursively by the following stochastic recurrence:

K(l)(x) = (K(l)(w(i)7x(i,)))lgi,i’gd, (6>
where .
KW (x(i), (i) == Cp + CWW’
and

K@@yzcmﬂ;+chﬂ*mm@ddéWww«?”@»WKW”@n

N¢—1((0,00))

+ Z Tj(éfl)o_(gj('ffl) (X))U(CJQI)(X))T) ’ (7)

=1

fort=2,...,L+1.



Here, o acts componentwise on vectors, {CJ(-I)(X)}]-Zl is a sequence of independent and iden-
tically distributed random vectors with Cfl)(x) ~ Ng(0g, KD(x)), for £ = 3,...,L + 1, given
K (x), {C;Z_l)(x)}jzl is a sequence of independent and identically distributed random vectors
with C{é_l)(x) ~ Ng(04, KD (x)), and, forl =2, ..., L+1, given K1 (x), {Tj(e_l)}j=1,.,.,Ng,1((0,oo))

(=1

are the points of a Poisson process on (0,00) with mean measure p , independent of the sequence

(SamiCI) ey

5 The wide width limit under the posterior, and identification of
the limiting distribution

Theorem 4.1 provides the wide width limit of the fully connected and feedforward neural network

with dependent weights at the start of the training, i.e., under the prior probability measure Ppior.

We aim at studying the asymptotic behavior of the network in the wide width limit, under the

posterior distribution specialized by the likelihood function £(D,0) = g(ZJ(BLH)(X),y), where
g(-,y) : R™+19 — [0, 00) is a measurable function such that

IEprior [g(Z(BL+1) (X)v y)] >0 (8)

and y := vec(y "). In other words, we will analyze the network under the posterior distribution

L+1
deosterior = Cg(Z(B + )(X), y)dpprior (9)

where, as usual in this paper, ¢ denotes the normalizing (positive) constant.
We will also study the wide width limit G(**1(x) under the posterior distribution

dﬁposterior = EQ(G(L+1) (X), y)dppriora (10)
and so we assume that g satisfies

Eprior[9(G 7 (x), )] > 0. (11)

5.1 The wide width limit under the posterior

Hereafter, for a p-dimensional random vector Y defined on a probability space (A, A, A) we denote
by Ay the probability law induced by Y on RP.
The following theorem holds.

Theorem 5.1. Assume the conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 4.1 and suppose that the likelihood
g(-,y) is bounded and continuous and satisfies (8) and (11). Then

niigloo e n}gnoo Pposterior,Z(BL+1)(x) = Pposterior,G(LH)(x) weakly.
Proof. Let f : R"2+1% 5 R be a bounded and continuous function. To avoid confusion, we remind

that
¢ = Eprioelg(Z5 TV (%), 9)) 7" and T = Epriorlg(GED(x),3)]))



are the normalizing constants appearing in (9) and (10), respectively. By the definitions of the
posterior laws we have

/RnL+1d f(g)dpposterior,Zg‘Jrl)(x) (5) - /R"L+1d f(f)d@posterior,G(L+1)(x) (5)
o | FOUEDIE, i O =F [ DIy (O
= ¢ /RnL+1d f(f)g(&, y)(derior,Zj(gL+1)(x) (5) o derior,G(L+1)(x) (5))

+(c—70) /]R"L+1d f(©)g(&, y)dpprior@(ul)(x)(f) =tcly+ (c—¢) Lo

Therefore (using a standard notation)

‘ /R"L+1d f(f)dpposmrior,zgﬂ)(x) & - /R"L+1d f({)d@posterior,guﬂ)(x) &) < ||+ |c —¢| |I2]
< ¢ I + ([ fllocllgCs ) lloo [e =€

Note that the quantity ||f||ec|/g(*,¥)||co is finite and does not depend on nq,...,nr. Since g(-,y)
and f(-)g(-,y) are bounded and continuous functions (not depending on nq,...,nr), by Theorem
4.1 it follows

lim ... lim ¢=¢ and lim ... lim I; =0,
ng—00 n1—00 ng—o0 n1—00
and the proof is completed. O

5.2 Identification of the limiting distribution

In this section we compute the distribution of G(L‘H)(X) under the posterior law ]?Dposterior, when
the likelihood function takes the form

d
9(&,y) = exp (— Z 1€(8) — y(i)!!2> ) (12)

with & := vec(€"), where & := (£(1)...&(d)) and the £(i)’s are column vectors in R™:+1,

Suppose that the symmetric random matrix K&+ (x), defined in the statement of Theorem 4.1,
is positive definite with probability 1 under the prior. Hereafter, we consider: the nyi1d X np41d
positive definite and symmetric random matrix

AL (%) = 1d,, , @ DEF(x)1

NL+1

where DUH1 (x) is the d x d positive definite and symmetric random matrix
DD (x) = 21d, + KD (x) 71

and the nyyid-dimensional random vector

AED (x, y) == vee AL (x,y)T),

(LH)(X, y) is the nz 41 X d random matrix

where A
)\(L+1)(x,y) = 2yD(L+1)(X)_1.

The following theorem holds.



Theorem 5.2. Assume the conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 4.1. If g(-,y) is of the form (12)
and
Pprior (det (KD (x)) > 0) =1, (13)

then, under ﬁposterior, we have
G (x) ~ MGAE (x,y), AL (x)).

Proof. Since

deosterior,G(L+1)(x) = texp ( Z H€ H2> prlor,G’(L'H)(x) (E)?

by Theorem 4.1 and the assumption (13), we have

dﬁposterior,G@*l)(x) = cexp < Z 1€(2) H2>
1
X Eprior [(det(ldnm @ K (x)) 7 2 exp <—2£T<Idm+l ® K<L+”<x>)‘1£)] 3

(detK 1) (x)) e /2

=cE prior

X exp ( D) =yl - S€7 0, @ KE(x)- f)] . (14)

Since 4
> lg() =y = Trl(€ - y)(E =), (15)

=1

we have
- Z IG) — y@)? — 5€T (W, ., KD ()¢

- —% (Tr[26 =3) (€ = 9)T] + € My, @ KED () 7Ng) (16)

By (3) we have

(Idn,,, @ KD (x)) 7 Pvec(€ ) = (Idn,,, © (KED(x)71/2)vec(€ ")
= vee((K"V (x))1/2¢T)

and so

(vec(KP V()27 T = €7 (Idn,,, @ KEHD(x)) 712 = ((Idn,,, @ KD (x)) 7120 T,

NL+1

Thus

@ KD (30) 71 = (vee (K (x)) /26 T)) Tvee( (K (x)) 71/2%¢T)
= Te(K () €T, (17)

¢'(1d

NL+1
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where the latter equality follows by (2). Combining this relation with (16) we have

- Z I6) ~ y() | ~ 5€7 (.., @ KD ()¢

= T 26~ y)(E -y +HEKI)NET] )

Hereafter, we often use the shorthand notation A = A& (x,y), A = AU (x,y), A = AL (x),
D = DUAD(x) and K = K+ (x). We have
(E=N"AT(E=N
= (vec(€") —vec(AT))TA  (vec(€T) — vec(AT))
)

= (vec(€") —vec(A"))T(Id,,,, ® D)(vec(¢") — vec(AT))
= (vec(£") — vec(AT)) Tvee(D(£ = A)T) (19)
=Tr((€—A)DE-AN)T), (20)

where in (19) we applied (3) with A =D, A’ = (£ — )T and A = Id
(2) with A =¢ —Xand A’ =D(£ — A)". We also have

Tr((€ —A)DE-N)T) = Tr(éDET) — Tr(€DAT) — Tr(ADE ") 4+ Tr(ADAT)
= Tr(¢DET) — 2Tr(ADE ") + Tr(ADAT) (21)

and in (20) we applied

NL+1

and
ADeT = 2yeT.

By these relations and (20) we have
Tr¢DE" —4y€'] = (€= 1) ATHE = 2) = TH(ADAT). (22)
A straightforward computation shows
Te[2(€ —y) (€ —y)" + €K €T = Tr[¢DE" —4€y ]+ 2Tu(yy ).
On combining this latter relation with (22) we have
Tr2(6 —y)(€—y)" +EKTIET] = (€= NTATHE = A) = Tr(ADAT) + 2Tr(yy ). (23)
By this equality, (14) and (18) we have

dﬁbposterior,G(L‘*‘l) (x) (f)

= CEprior

(det KD (o)) 741 exp (;Tru(””(x, y)DED ) AED (x, y>>T>)
X exp (—é(& = A e y) A () 7HE = AT (x, y)))] dg

= Eprior (27r)_("L+1d)/2det(A(L+1)(X)>—1/2

1 _
X exp (—2@ = A e y) (AT ()T € - A@“)(x,y)))] g, (24)
and the proof is completed. O

11



6 Sufficient conditions for (13)

Clearly, condition (13) is crucial to identify the distribution of the wide width limit of the posterior
Bayesian neural network (see Theorem 5.2).

The following theorem provides mild sufficient conditions on the activation function o which
guarantee (13). Hereafter, for a Borel set A € B(R?), we set

o(A):={o(x): =€ A},
where, as usual, o acts componentwise.

Theorem 6.1. Assume conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 4.1 and that
3 A € B(RY) such that A and o(A) have positive Lebesgue measure. (25)
If moreover
The data x(1),...,x(d) are linearly independent vectors of R™, with ng > d, (26)
and, for each ¢ € {2,...,L + 1},
a =0 = Ppior(N1((0,00)) = 00) =1, (27)
then (13) holds.

Note that condition (7) of Theorem 4.1 and the assumption (25) are satisfied by all the activation
functions usually used in the applications (ReLU, Sigmoid, etc.).

The proof of Theorem 6.1 is based on the following proposition which is proved later on in this
section.

Proposition 6.2. Assume conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 4.1, (25) and let ¢ € {2,...,L + 1}
be fized. If

Pprior(det(KV(x)) > 0) = 1 (28)
and (27) holds, then

Pprior(det(K(x)) > 0) = 1. (29)

Proof of Theorem 6.1. The statement immediately follows by Proposition 6.2 noticing that the
assumption (26) guarantees that det(K®)(x)) > 0 by Lemma 3.1. O

The proof of Proposition 6.2 exploits the following lemmas, which are proved at the end of this
section.

Lemma 6.3. Let X be a real-valued m-dimensional (column) random vector and suppose that its
law and the Lebesgue measure on R™ are not singular and that E[XX ] < co (i.e., all the entries
of the matriz E[XX "] are finite). Then the matriz E[XX ] is positive definite.

Lemma 6.4. Let X1,..., X, be r (column) random vectors with values in R, 1 <r <d. If the
law of vec((X1,...,X,)) is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure on R,
then the random vectors {X1,...,X,} are linearly independent almost surely.

12



Proof of Proposition 6.2. We assume Cpg > 0. The proof in the case when Cg = 0 is similar. We
divide the proof in two steps: in the first step we prove that, under the foregoing assumptions, we
have that

The law of O'(Cyil) (x)) K¢V (x), under Pprior,

(30)
and the Lebesgue measure on R? are not singular;

in the second step we conclude the proof.
Step 1: Proof of (30). Recall that, under Pyior, given K1 (x), Cl ( ) ~ Ng(0g, KD (x)).

Let ¢¢—1 denote the (Gaussian) density of C(f 1)( ) | K1 (x), under the prior (which exists since
by assumption K~V (x) is invertible). We have

l— _ /— _ _
Porior(0(¢ V(%)) € 0(A) | KV (%)) = Porion (1Y (%) € 07} (0(4)) | KD (x))
> Porior (¢ 7V (x) € A KV (%)) (31)
wr—1(x)dz >0 Pprior-a.s. (32)
A
where in (31) we used that 0= (c(A4)) 2 A and in (32) we used that A has positive Lebesgue

measure. The claim follows noticing that by assumption o(A) has positive Lebesgue measure.
Step 2: Conclusion of the proof. Recall that, for £ =2,..., L + 1,

KO (x) = Cp141] + Cy <a<f—1>1apm (V) x)) T KD (x)]

NelQo) o -1 -1
> e e ><x>>T>. (33)
j=1
Here, under Ppioy: if ¢ = 2, then {C}l)(x)}jzl is a sequence of independent and identically

distributed random vectors with Cl(l)(x) ~ Ng(04, KD (x)), if ¢ € {3,...,L + 1}, then, given
K1 (x), {Q;Z_l)(x)}jzl is a sequence of independent and identically distributed random vectors
with sz_l)(x) ~ Ng(0g, KD (x)), and, if £ € {2,..., L + 1}, then, given K1 (x),

{Tj(g_l)}j=1,...,N¢,1((0,oo)) are the points of a Poisson process on (0, 00) with mean measure p(¢=1),

independent of the sequence {Cj(-g_l)(x)}jzl.
Observe that the matrix C'BldldT is positive semi-definite. Since by assumption (27) we have
that Ppior(Ne_1((0,00)) = 00) = 1 when a1 = 0, the claim follows if we prove that

Eprior[o(dzfl)(x))a( féil)(x))—r | KD (x)] is positive definite, Pprior-a.s. (34)
and that

ZT“ (N VDT | >0, oo s, %)

Proof of (34). By (30) we have that the law of U(C ( ) KD (x) under Ppor and the
Lebesgue measure are not singular. By condltlon (1) of Theorem 4.1 and the Gaussianity of
))o

Cy—l)(x) | K1 (x) all the entries of Epyior[c ( ( ( ( NTIKED(x)] are finite Pprior-
s. . The claim then follows by Lemma 6.3.

13



Proof of (35). Note that, for n > d arbitrarily fixed, by Lemma 3.1 we have

{rk(((cf ) o () = d}
{rk (iT}f RaEaC >>a<c§“><x>>T> = d

{ T.(K_l)g(gj(g_l)(x))a(g(.é_l)(x))T is positive deﬁnite}

3

J J
Jj=1

C { Z zﬂj(‘*l)a(gj("*l) (x))a((j(»g*l)(:»c))T is positive deﬁnite}.
—
Therefore ]
( ( Tj‘ ) “><x>>a<c§“)<x>>T> > o)
>1
- V%)), LoD (x)))) = d) . for each n > d. (36)

By (30) there exists a Borel set A C R? with strictly positive Lebesgue measure such that

P ="Poior(0(V(x)) € A|KED (%)) >0 Pprigras. (37)
Let 1 <r < min{n,d} and define the event
D,, , := {the matrix (o( {e_l)(x)), ...,0(¢V(x))) has at least r columns in A}.
We will prove later on that
Porior(Dnr N {rk((o(¢i (), o (€0 () < 7 = 1}) =0 (38)
Thus, by assuming (38),
Ppsior(Dn.r) = Ppsior(Dnp 0 {rk((o(¢f Y (x )) o () > 1)
+ Pprior(Dnp 0 {rk((o(¢f V(). o (D (X)) <7 = 1})
= Pprior(Dny N {rk((0(¢{ 7V (x), ... o(¢V(x))) = )
< Pprion(rk( (¢ (0), - o (G0 (0))) = 7).

Taking r = d in this latter relation, we have

Pprior(Dn.a) < Porior (rk((o(¢{ 7V (%)), ..., 0 (¢Y "V (x))))) = d)
= Porion (rk((0(¢ V(%)) .. o (¢V (%)) = d).

So (35) follows by (36) and this latter relation if we prove that

lim Pprior(Dpa) = 1.

n—oo

Due to the dominated convergence theorem, in turn, this latter limits holds if

lim Pprior(Dn.d | K(e_l)(x)) =1, Ppior-a.s.

n—00

14



In order to prove this latter relation holds, we note that since, under Ppior, the random vectors
J((y—l)(x)), . ,a(g}(f_l)(x)) are independent and identically distributed given K(¢~1)(x), recalling
the definition of p in (37), we have

Porior(Dra | K~(30)) = Posor (o (0) -, (6070 0)

has at least d columns in A | K(Ll)(x)>

= zn: <Z>p"“(1 —p)"

k=d
Since
d n
k _ n—k __
T}g]goz% <k>p (1-=p)" " =0, Ppior-a.s
we have

_‘nnk_n—k_-nnk_n—k
= lim <k>p (1-p) —nlggok_d<k>p (1-p)

k=0
= lim Ppior(Dpa | KV (x)), Pprior-a.s.

n—

and the proof is completed.
It remains to prove (38). We start noticing that

Dy 0 {rk((o(¢ V), o (VX)) <7 - 1)

= {Elje {r,...,n} and iy,....i; € {1,...,n} such that o(¢{ V(x)) € AV h=1,....]
and rk((o(C V%)), o (VX)) <7 - 1}

<l U {a(g§fl>(x))eAVh:1,...,]
o "

]

and O'(C(e 1)(X)), e ,U(C(_efl)(x)) are linearly dependent}.

Set
Lj:={(z1,...,2j) €RPI: 2y, ... 2; are linearly dependent}.

Using the union bound, it follows

Porior(Dnr 0 {rk((o(¢f V() o(¢E70(0)) <7 = 1))
= Zn: > IP>prior< U(Cffffl)(x)) €EAVh=1,...,j
n}

J=r {1,111,

and U(C(Z_l)(x)), e J(Qi(f_l)(x)) lin. dep.)

=3 > Puial(o(C V) oV ) € A0 L),

Jj=r {217 7]}C{1 }
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where A7 is the j-th Cartesian power of A. Let

Pprion(a(cif‘”(x»,...,o(cij‘”<x>>> =F prior, (¢}~ (0)),.0 (¢ TV ()<
Forior (¢ 60), .o (¢ V000 L

be the Lebesgue decomposition of P » being

prior, (o/(¢j; " (). (¢ ()

and

Forior, (#(c 7 60) (¢ G0 M0 Fprion (0(¢ 7 60D ) L

the part absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and the singular part, respec-
tively. Since the Lebesgue measure of A7 is strictly positive (by the choice of A) we necessarily

j frd
Bave B o, (¢ ) (D L (A7) = 0 and s0

Prsior (D 0 {rk((o(¢f 0 (30)), ... o (¢ V() < 7 — 1))

= Z . Z Pprior,(a(ci(f71)(x)),_._,g(gi(f*U(x)))7<<(Lj)' (39)
J=r {i1,...,i; }C{1,....,n} :

Let
F = {0V ®),. . 0TV ) THE) : E Borel set of R},

i1 i

i.e., the o-field generated by (o (C(Z 1)( ), - ..,O'(C»(Z_l)<x)>). Let Q be the probability measure on
(Q,F") defined by

for

Obviously

=P

Q(a(cif‘”<x>>,...,a<<§j‘“(x))) prior (o(¢] ™ (0) .0 (¢ T () <

Therefore the law of (U(C-(f_l)(x)), e U(C-(_g_l)(x))) under Q is absolutely continuous with respect

7 15

to the Lebesgue measure, and so by Lemma 6.4 the random vectors O'(CZ-(IZ_I)(X)),. ey O'(CZ-(J_Z_I)(X))
are linearly independent Q-a.s. Thus

Qo e 0).ar(cl D 1) = 0
Combining this with (39) we finally have (38). O

Proof of Lemma 6.3. We start noticing that the matrix E[X X '] is positive semi-definite. Indeed,
for any u € R™, we have
uw EXX"u=Elu"X|?>0.

Reasoning by contradiction, suppose that there exists v € R™\{0,,} such that E[v" X|? = 0. Hence,
v' X = 0P-as., ie. Px(H,) = 1, where by H, we are denoting the hyperplane {y € R™ : vy = 0}.
Let A€ denote the complement of a set A. Since Px and the Lebesgue measure are not singular,
letting Px « denote the continuous part in the Lebesgue decomposition of Px with respect to
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the Lebesgue measure, we have that there exists a Borel set B C R™ such that Px «(B) > 0.
Therefore, since Px «(H,) = 0, we have

0=1-Px(Hy,) =Px(Hy) > Px «(Hy) > Px «(BNHy)
=Px «(BNHy)+Px «(BNH,) =Px «(B)>0.

This is a contradiction, and the proof is completed. ]

Proof of Lemma 6.4. Recall that, for 1 < r < d, the vectors a1, . .., a, of R? are linearly dependent
if and only if every r x r submatrix of A := (ay,...,a,) has determinant equal to zero. Let J,
be the collection of subsets of {1,...,d} with cardinality equal to r. For J € §J,, J = {j1,...Jr},
let p; : RY — R” be the projection (z1,...,24)" ~ (2j,,...,2;)". Clearly, for every J € g,
ps(A) = (ps(ai),...,ps(a;)) is an r X r submatrix of A, and every r X r submatrix of A arises in
this way for some J € J,. Note that ay,...,a, are linearly dependent if and only if f(A) = 0 where
[ R¥*" 5 [0,00) is defined by

FA) = ldet(5(A))]

JEJr

It is easily realized that f is a continuous function (as composition of continuous functions), and
so f is measurable. Set X = (Xy,...,X,) and

E := {the random vectors Xy, ..., X, are linearly independent}.

We have
P(E) =1-P(f(X) =0) > 1 — P(det(pyy,... (X)) = 0).

Since det(pyy,... .4 (+)) is a polynomial function, by the absolute continuity of the law of vec((X1, ..., X;))
with respect to the Lebesgue measure and by the classical fact (see [14]) that every non-identically
zero polynomial function p : R”™ — R is non-zero almost everywhere, we have

P(det(py,....,1 (X)) = 0) = 0.

Therefore P(E) = 1, and the proof is completed. O

7 Simulating the neural network under the posterior distribution

7.1 Some more notation and useful relations

Hereon, for £ =1,...,L + 1, we consider: the ny X d random matrix

BO — (BO . BO),

where
BO = BY,....BO)T,
and the ny, x ny_; random matrix
l l -1 l
W = (W;Ej))ls%w,ls;'s@m W/Ej) = Vn(z_l,i» }(zj);
for £ =2,..., L, we consider: the ny, X d random matrix



where , ,
o(Z0 (i) == (0(2(2(0))), ..., o (ZO (@), i=1,....d.
We note that, for £ =2,..., L + 1, it holds
z¥(x) = BY + WOz (x)).

Setting
eV .= ((BO WY =2 . . L+1

and defining

bgn 0o (2 V(%) =BY +WOe(z( V(x), £=2,....L+1 (40)
we have
2y ) = B 4 W o (2 ()
— Do 0 o(Zf (x)
—dguinooo...0bgwoa(ZhV(x), £=2... L+ (41)
Since Z](BLH)(:c(i)), i =1,...,d, is the i-th column of the ny1 x d random matrix ZSBLH)(X), by

(4), for ¢ =2,..., L + 1, we have

-
23 (2(i)) = (1d,,,, ® (€P) T )vec ((‘I’(-)<L+1> 00 0...0Bgu o a<z§§—1>(x))) ) . (42)
where egd), el egld) are the column vectors of the canonical basis of R?.

For ¢ =2,..., L+ 1, we have

Zi (x) {2}V (x) = 2V} = BO + WO (20) | {2 (x) = 21}

O.(Z(K—l))
= (W(z) ’B(f)) ( _ ) ‘ {Zg_l)(x) _ Z(Zfl)}
Id,
O.(Z(E—l)
= (W' |BY) ( - ) {zh Vx) =2}, (43)
1d

where z() denotes a realization of Zg)(x) and the relation (43) follows noticing that B() = B)1] .
Similarly,

X X
Zg)(x) =BW + Wiix = (WO | BD) ( _ ) = (WO | BO) (T) .
1d
Hereafter, we make the convention that if Cg = 0 then

0V =W | By .=wW® =1, L+1,

O.(Z(E—l))
( - =o(zY), (=2, L+1,

1
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and

For £ =2,...,L + 1, we clearly have

o (z(-D) T o (z(t1) T
((W(Z)B(E)) ( _ )) — ( _ ) (W(z) ‘B(K))T
1) 17
d d

(WO)T
= (o)) 1) ( - ) ,

where if Cg = 0 we set

(BO)T

WENHT
(O-(Z(E—l))'l' 114) := U(Z(Z—l))T and (( _ ) ) — (W(f))‘l'.

(BO)T

For £ =2,...,L+ 1, by (43), (44), the definition of Z\)(x) and (3) with

(W)
A= (U(zM?l))T ’ 1d)7 A= ( ) )

we have

Z9(x) {24V (x) = 2D} = (Id,,, ® (02T 1)) W |{Z% ) (x) = 213,

(BO)T

where Wg ) is the ng(ne—1 + 1)-dimensional column vector

W = vec(WO | BYT),

IfCg=0,for ¢ =2,...,L+ 1, we clearly have

— _ — J4 l— —
25 () 1420 (x) = A} = (o, @ o (2 WY {2 ) = 270,

0) . . .
where Wé ) is the nyny_1-dimensional column vector

Similarly,

W = vec(W)T),

ZW(x) = (d,, @ (x| [1)W5,

where Wg) is the nj(ng + 1)-dimensional column vector

If Cp =0, we clearly have

W = vee(WN | BO)T),

720 (x) = (Id,,, @ x YWY,

19
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where Wél) is the nyng-dimensional column vector
W = vec(WINHT).

By the statistical assumptions on the model, we have that, under Py,

1 Cw
W(g ) ~ anno <0n1n07 nIdn1n0> 9
0

BY ~ N, (0,,,CpId,,), £=1,...,n
and, for £=2,...,L+1,

W ~ MG (Ongny Co Ty, @ diag,,, (VAo VD))

ne_1,1’ > Tne_1,mp—1

Hereon, we assume that
0-1)

Poioe(V >0)=1,  forallf=2,...,L+1. (49)
Note that, since the random variables V,ff__i)l, cee Véf__ll,)w_l are independent and identically dis-

tributed, this condition is equivalent to

ne—1
/-1
j=1
which, in turn, is equivalent to

det (Idne ® diagnﬁl(V(hl) R VA Sl )) >0, Pprior-almost surely.

ng—1,17 » Ymg_1,np—1

Since, for £ =1,..., L+ 1, WO(Z) and B® are independent, we have
l ¢
Pprior,W](;) (dwl() )) = Pprior,Wél) (dw(() ))Pprior,B(f) (db(z))a (50)
where )
(y _ _ Mo (1) (<, (DNT (1)
priorw (400 ) = (2nCyymg Dy mno)/2 P ( 20y W WED ) ) duyg (51)

for 6 =1,...,L+1,

1 1
. 0y — N OO T qp®
Forions0 (A7) = L1C0) o e eXp( 20y, 00 )]) @

+ 1y =300, (db9). (52)
and, for £=2,...,L+1,
¢
]P)prior,Wél) (dwé ))
—(ngng— . (-1 — _
= Eprior | (27) "=/ (det(CryId,,, © diag,,, (Vo ..., v - )12
L . -1 - 1 (t ¢
X exp (—2<wé )T (Cwld,, @ diag,, (Ve 1. Vi, ) g >)] dug).  (53)
Here, for¢ =1,..., L+1, wl()e) is the ny(ny_1+1)-dimensional column vector wl(f) = vec((w(® [pO)T),
w((f) is the nyny_i-dimensional column vector w((f) = vec((w(@)—r), w® is the ny X ny_; matrix
w(l) = (w,(fj)), w® is the nyny_i-dimensional column vector w® := vec((w(®)T), b is the -
dimensional column vector b(¥) := (bgf), cee b%g)—r, and 6, (-) denotes the Dirac measure at x.
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7.2  On the neural network under the posterior distribution

For¢=1,...,L+1, set
Hp:=of{BY W 1<r<f}cF

i.e., the o-algebra generated by the random weights and biases up to the ¢-th layer, and consider
the measurable space (2, Hy1). Letting g denote the likelihood function defined in (12), by e.g.
Corollary 10.2.1 p. 422 in [31], there exists a unique probability measure Pposterior 00 (€2, Hp41)
such that

Vi=1,...,L+1, Pyosterior a0 = cEprior[g(ZgL-&-l)(x),y) | Ho]dPprior,

4
where, as usual, ¢ denotes the normalizing constant (which clearly varies from ¢ to ¢). Note that,
by measurability,

Pposterior = ]P)posterior on g-CL-i-l)

where Pposterior i defined by (9).

7.2.1 Markovianity of {Zg) (x)}¢=1,...+1 under the posterior
The following proposition holds.
Proposition 7.1. Under Pposterior; {Zg)(x)}gzl’m’LH is a Markov chain.

Proof. We give the proof only in the case Cp > 0. The proof when Cp = 0 is similar. Let
¢ € {2,...,L + 1} be arbitrarily fixed. By the definition of the posterior, for A € B(R™(-1+1))
and AU) € B(R™?), j =1,...,£ — 1, we have (recall that in general ¢ denotes a constant which
may be different from line to line)

Poosterior(Z0) (x) € A| 29 (x) € AV, j=1,....0—-1)
= Eposterior| 1{ 21V (x) € A}1{ZP(x) € AV j=1,... 0—1}]
= /Q {29 (x) € A}1{Z2P(x) € AV, j =1,... 0 — 1} Epion[g0(Z5 T (%), ) | H (AP rior

- cEpﬂoru{Z“) (x) € AY{ZE (x) € AP, j =1, L= 1}g(Z (), y)]
Eprior[1{Z (x) € A}g(Z4 ™V (x),9) | 2% V(x) € AU, ... 20 (x) € AW

= Eprior[1{Z5) (%) € A}g(Z5 V() ) | 25 (x) € ¢V, (54)
where the latter equality follows noticing that, under Pprior, {Zg) (x)}o=1,..+1 is a Markov chain.
Similarly, one has

Posterion( 25 (x) € A| Z6 V) (x) € ACY)
= TEprior[1{Z (x) € AYg(Z5 ) (x),9) | 25 (x) € AV,
Taking A = R™ (ne—1+1) it follows ¢ = ‘¢, and the proof is completed. ]
By this proposition we clearly have that, for each A € B(R”L+1d),
Pposteriorn(Z5 T (x) € A)

(L+1)| (L) (L) ,(L-1)
/ / / posterior, Z(L+1)( )|Z ( )(dz ’Z )PposterlorZ (x )\Z(L 1>( )(dz |Z )
A Rrrd Rm1d

(d=2)]:1)P (d=0), (55)

]':’posterior,Z;B2> (x)] Zg> (x) posterior,Zg) (x)
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U (x)

and therefore, to sample from the distribution of Z
in sequential order from the laws:

under the posterior, one has to sample

and (=2 ..., L+1.

Pposterior,Zj(Bl) (%) Pposterior,Z](;) (x)|Z](3£_1) (x)=2(-1)’

7.2.2 The law of Zg)(x) under the posterior

The next theorem shows that Zg)(x) (resp., Zél)(x)) has the same Gaussian law both under the
prior and under the posterior.

Theorem 7.2. The following claims hold:
(1) If Cp > 0, then, under Ppioy and under Pposterior, we have

ZG (%) ~ Ny (0,0, Idn, © (x7 | 1g)diag,,, . (5 Cow, .., n5 ' Cwr, Cp) (x| 14)7),
(73) If Cp =0, then, under Pprior and under Pposterior, we have

Z(()l)(x) ~ Np,a(0n,q, Idp, ® deiagnO(nalCW, . ,nalCW)X).

Proof. We prove the theorem in the case Cp > 0. The proof when Cp = 0 follows similar lines.
By the definition of the posterior, (42) with ¢ = 2, the independence, under the prior, of Zg)(x) =

(Id,, ® (x| [12)) WS (see (47)) from {©O},—y 1.1, for 20 = vee((zM)T),

Pposterior Z(l) (x) (Z(l) )

d
L . .
exp( STzt y(z)\|2> (zg><x> :z(l)] d]Pprior,Zg)(x)(z(l))
=1

exp ( Z |(Tdn,,, ® (ef”) )vee(Bguin 0T 0. 0 Bgu 0 a(z))T) - y(i)H2>]

=E prior

(1)
d]P)prior,(Idn1 @(xT | ld))Wg) (Z )

1y — (1)
IIEI)pl"ior,(:[dnl®(xT | ld))Wél) (Z ) - dpprior,Z(Bl) (Z ) : (56)

Note that the normalizing constant must be equal to 1. On the other hand, under Ppyior,
1 . _ _
WJ(B) ~ Ny (no+1) Ony (no+1), Idn, @ diag, .1 (ng 'Cw,...,ng'Cw,CBg)).
By this relation and (5) we have
(Id,, © (7 [10)WY

~ n1d(0n1da (Idnl ® (XT | 1d))(Id7L1 Y diagng—i—l(nalCWa s 7n610W7 CB))(IdTbl ® (XT ‘ 1d))T)
= nld(Onlda Idn1 & (XT ‘ 1d)diagn0+1(n51C’W, - ,nglCW, CB)(XT ‘ ].d)T),

where the latter equality follows by the second relation in (1). The claim follows combining this
relation with (56). O

7.2.3 Sampling from the transition distributions under the posterior

In the following theorem we (basically) compute the transition probabilities of the Markov chain
{Zg) (x)}e=1,...L+1, under the posterior distribution.
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Theorem 7.3. Let £ € {2,...,L + 1} be fized, let 2(=Y = vec((z'"NT) and assume (49). The
following claims hold:

1) If Cg > 0, then, under Pposterior, we have that W(K) 7D (x) = 21 has probability density
p B 14B
with respect to the Lebesque measure on R™ (=111 equal to

(€ ‘ Z(Z—l)) _

© 0 (-1
pposterior,Wg) | Zg_l) (wb ¢ pprior,Wg) (wb )IB (wb yZ ) y)7

where P, W(z)( ) is the probability density of the Gaussian mizture distribution

Mg(ong(ne_1+l)v Id’fl( ® dia“g'ru_l—l-l(C’VVVY(Z U SO CWV(Z Y CB))? (57>

Ng—1,"0—1" ng—1,Mp—1"

i.e., the density of Wg) under Pprior, and, for ¢ =2,...,L,

exp( Zn w ® (e)T)

T
vec <<¢®(L+1) OO o... (I)@(Z-H) (X0 2] <I>0(e) o O'(Z(é_l))> > — y(l)H2>] 5

I5(w, 2. y) == Eprior

where, using an obvious notation, 8 = (b® w0), wl(f) = vec((wO [ 6T and
IB(wl(,L“),z(L),y)
(d T
= exp ( >, @ (e (ef) Tvee ((@9<L+1> 0 o(zH)) ) —yli >||2> (58)
(79) If Cp =0, then, under Ppogsterior, we have that WO(E) | Zégil)(x) = 2= has probability density
with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R™"™~1 equal to

J4 — 4
pposterior,W(gé) |Z(()£71) (w(() ) ‘ Z(Z 1)) - cpprionw(gz) (w((J ))IO (w(() )’ (=) Y),

where P rior, W(z)( ) is the probability density of the Gaussian mizture distribution
. — ¢
MSG(Onyng_y, Idp, @ diag,, (Cw VD o Cw VD ),

i.e., the density of Wéz) under Pprior, and, for ¢ =2,...,L,

d
exp< ZH per ® ()T

vec <(I>W(L+1) 0o o. (I)W(g+1) 00 O fbw(e o O'(Z(f—l))—r) _ y(z)||2>] 7

I()( () (@ 1) ) EpI‘IOI'

To(wiF™ 28 y) = exp (- S (Idn, ., @ ()T vec (@w(L+1) ° a(z<L>)T) - y(i)||2> .
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Proof. We prove the theorem in the case Cg > 0. The proof when Cg = 0 follows similar lines.
For ¢ =2,...,L+1, by the definition of the posterior, for A € B(R”Z(”‘*lﬂ)) and A’ € B(R™-19),
we have (along a similar computation as for (54))

Poosterion(WE € 41 28 V(%) € A) = Bposterion[1{W Y € A31{2¢ D (x) € A'}]
= ¢Eprioe[1{W}) € A}1{Z5 V(x) € A'}g( Z4 (%), )]
= ¢Eprior[1{ZY V(%) € AYEprioe[L{W) € A}g(Z4 (%)) | 25V (x)]].

By (42) and the independence, under the prior, between Zg_l)(x) and {WJ(BT)}r:&...,LH,
(€ (L+1 -1 _
Epror 1{W' € A}9(Z5 " (). ) | 235~ (x) = 27

= Eprior ll{wg> € A}

p< > I -d>>T>vec((<I>@@+noao...o%moa(z“-”))T)—y(z')rQ)].

Using (50), (52) and (53), by independence we have

Eprior 1{W5 € A}g(Z ™ (0,9 | 255 (0) = 27

(0)
= . 1 A
C/an(n[ 141) /R"L+1<"L+1) {wb S }
.
X exp < Z [(Xdn, ., @ (e ))T)vec <<<I>0(L+1) ogo...0o®u 0 a'(z(z_l))) ) - y(z)|2>

L+1
x H prior, W(T) (dw(() )) prlor B (db( )) (59)

r=~_

Therefore WB ]Z (=1) ( ) = 2= has a probability density Pposterior, ) | 24 b (| 27), with

respect to the Lebesgue measure on R7(me—1+1) which is proportional to

. /— B _
Eprior | (det(CyyId,, ®dlagn[71(v7§lill7)17”‘7‘/;557117)” e
1 ' ' , .
cexp (= ()T (O, @ ding (VS VI, ) )+ ) >)]
T

X / / eXp< ZH npy1 @ .d))T)vec <<(I>0(L+1) 0do...0P,0 00(z (e— 1))> )

R+1 (g +1) prpp1(ng+1)

L+1
- y(Z) ’2> H Pprlor W (r) (dw(() ))Pprior,B(T) (db(T))
r={+1
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The claim follows noticing that an elementary computation yields

¢ . _ 1\ (¢ 1
(wy) (1, @ diag,,,_, (Cw V=0, )7 (Cw VT, )7l + -0 e)T)
¢ . _ _ ¢ 1
= (wg)" (I, @ ding,,_, (Cw Vi, )7 CwVE )™ + 50 Tl
Y4 . — 4
= (wl() ))T(Idnl ® dla‘gng_l-i-l (CWV’I’Ef 11,?(7,5 1700 CWVrgf 11,)712 17CB)) 1wl(; ) (60>
O
In view of this theorem, to sample from the distribution of Zg) (x) | ngl)(x) =D ¢ =
2,...,L+1, under the posterior, one may proceed as follows (mutatis mutandis one samples from
the distribution of Z0 (x) ] Z (-1 ( ) = A0 ¢ =2 .. L+1, under the posterior). In practice,

(=1 under the posterior, using rejection

Z(f—l)’

one first samples from the law of WBZ ) | Zg_l)(x) =z

sampling, and then uses the relation (45) to sample from the law of Zg)(x) | ngl)(x) =
under the posterior.
To be more specific, this is the algorithm:

e Step I: Sample from the Gaussian mixture law (57) and let )¢ denote the realization; sample
from the uniform law on [0, 1] and let x denote the realization; accept x)g as a realization
of Wg) ]Zg_l)(x) = 2= under the posterior, if condition xy < Ig(*yq, 2z, y) holds.
Else, *yq is not accepted as a realization of Wg ) | ngl)(x) = 2(=1 under the posterior,
and one repeats the whole Step 1.

e Step 2: Due to relation (45), a realization of the random variable Z ( ) | Z ( ) =261,
under the posterior, is obtalned multlplylng by (Id,, ® (o (21 )T 114)) the realization of

the random variable W | Z ( ) = 2= obtained in the previous Step 1.

By (58), we know the analytic expression of IB(wl(,LH), z1) | y). However, for { = 2,...,L+1, we
0 _(e—1)

are not able to compute exactly the quantity Ip(w, ',z ,¥). Therefore, the rejection sampling
algorithm described above has to be applied replacing Ip by a suitable estimate, say 1) B, and we
will speak about approrimate simulation of the posterior neural network. In Section 7.3 we will
show that the approximate simulation is consistent. More precisely, we will prove that, for each
¢ =2,...,L, the total variation distance between the posterior law of Zg) (x) and the law of the
random variable sampled by the approximate simulation converges to zero, as suitable parameters
grow large. As we will see in Section 8, in the case of a shallow neural network, i.e., L = 1, the
omputations in the proof of Theorem 7.3 can be put forward, and one can prove that, under the
posterior, Z ( )|Z ( ) = z(1) has an explicit Gaussian mixture distribution. So, in the case
of a shallow neural network, we are able to produce a perfect simulation of the posterior neural
network without exploiting rejection sampling.

7.3 Consistency of the approximate simulation of the posterior neural network

Hereafter, for ease of notation we set a A b := min{a, b} and a V b := max{a, b}, a,b € R.

In this section we assume C'g > 0, but clearly, mutatis mutandis, all continue to hold if Cp = 0.
Let £ € {2,...,L} ({ # L +1) and consider the Monte Carlo estimator of I5(*,z¢"1),y) defined
by

~

N
Ig(x,z Y y) .= Z (1=8) vEOLt) . e 4« o=z) y)Adl,
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where N € N*, ¢ € (1/2,1),

d
d
= exp (— > ld,,, @ (e)7)
=1
=N 2
vec <(I)®(L+1) 0o o0...0 <I>®(g+1) (o) o 2Ne) @0(4) o O'(Z )) — y(Z)H

and, for s =/ +1,...,L+ 1, {955)}19@ are N independent replicas of ©) = (BG), W)
under Pprior. Note that, under Ppior, the quantity I B(*,z(ﬁ_l)

Ip(*, z(1), y), indeed setting, for ease of notation,

,y) is a consistent estimator of

U(y) = w(@ . e 4y o) y), Tp(+ 2"V, y) i= Epior[{(1 - 8) V U (x)} A J],
we have

lim lim Tp(x, 2"V, y) = lim Ip(x, 27, y) = Bprior[¥(#)] = Ip (.21 y),

6—1 N—oo

where the first equality follows by the law of large numbers and the second one by the dominated
convergence theorem. Note also that

1—-6<Ig(x2z"Y y), Ig(x2z"" y) < uniformly in all the variables (61)

For ¢ =2,..., L, under Ppiqr, let {(Wg))n}nzl be independent replicas of Wg), i.e., independent
ng(ng—1+1)-dimensional random vectors distributed according to the Gaussian mixture law (57); let
{Un }n>1 be a sequence of independent random variables with the uniform law on [0, 1], and suppose

that the families of random elements {(Wg))n}nzl, {Up}n>1 and T := {@gs)}lgrgN’g+1§5§L+1 are
independent. For ¢ = 2,..., L, define the random variable

D) = inf{n > 1: U, < Ig(W ), 2070, y)1.

In the next theorem d7y denotes the total variation distance between probability laws.

Theorem 7.4. For any ¢ € {2,...,L+ 1}, it holds

lim lim sup d7v

0=1 N—oo (Pposterior,zg>(x)(’)v Pposterior,R?(X)(.)) =0,

¢ . .
where RSB) (x) is a random vector which, under Pposterior, has law

posterior,Rg) (%) (C)

(£-1)
/]Rnéld Pprior,(ldw@(a(z(f—l))—r | 1d))(Wg));(Z(e—1)) (C)Pposterior,Zg_U(x) (dZ )’

Ce B(RW(”L’*H)), i.e., Rg) (x) is the random vector simulated by the rejection sampling algorithm
when Ip is replaced by Ip.

The proof uses the following lemma, which is proved at the end of this section.
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Lemma 7.5. Let (A, A) be a measurable space and let A be a probability measure on it. Let X and
Y be two random vectors with values on R™ and S a random vector with values on R™, m,n € N,
We assume that X,Y and S are defined on (A, A). Then

m

dry (Ax (), Ay () < / A1y (B 5—s()s Ay | 52s()As(ds).

Proof of Theorem 7.4. Let £ € {2,...,L} be arbitrarily fixed. Hereon, for ease of notation, we

simply write 7 in place of 7(2("Y) and, for v = (v1,...,vm),0 = (V},...,0v),) € R™, we write
v < v in place of v; < v} for each ¢ = 1,...,m; moreover, we write W, in place of (Wg) )n. For

w = vec(w'), we have

IP>p1ri0r(vV7A- <w ’ T) = Z]Pprior(Wn < w,? =n ‘ ‘I)
n>1

= Prrior(Wn < w, Ui > Ip(Wi, 2D, y)), k=1,...,n =1, Uy < Ip(W,, 2"V, y)|T)

n>1

= prrior(Wn < w, Un < fB(WnaZ(£_1)7Y) ‘(‘T)Pprior(Uk > fB(kaZ(Z_l)aY))a k= 17 ceey = 1 |T)

n>1

= ]P)prior(Wl < w, Ul < TB(lez(Z_1)7Y) |“T) Z(ﬁ({‘T))n_l

n>1

1 ~
= mpprior(wl < w, U < IB(WMZ(Zil)ay) |‘I)7
where R
ﬁ(‘I) = IP)plfimf(Ul > IB(le Z(£_1)7y) “J’)
Since
Pprior(Wl < w, Ul < fB(Wl, Z(£71)7y) ‘ T)
1
_ < < T (£-1)
/R"f<"e—1+1> 1y < w}pprior’wém (v) dy/o Hu < Ip(y,z" ",y)}du
= 1{y < . 1, =1 y)d
Lo M = 030, 0 0 02 3
and

T, (-1

1-P) = /anelﬂ) Pprior, W) W)sy, 25 y) dy

we have that, under Ppior, W-T—(z(l*l)) has probability density

pprior,W?(ZM,l)) (y) = IEprior [/E(Z(Zil)v ‘I)IB (y7 Z(eil)a }’)}p ) (y),

prior,Wg

where

-1
A0 T) .= f (1) d .
e 2 </Rne(ne_1+1) ppri0r7W§>(y) B(y,2 ¥)dy

Setting
(VY = inf{n > 1: U, < Ig(W,, 2"V, y)},

similar arguments show that, under Ppior, the probability density of WT( 2e-1)) is given by pposterior,Wg) | 2D (|2

So, defining

-1
C(Z(gil)) = (/]Rne(nz1+1) pprior,Wl(g[) (y)IB (y7 Z(Zil)’ y) dy) 7
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-1
(D) = < /R rrtoe 141y Priorw® W) Ip(y, 2" ,y) dy)

and, suppressing, for ease of notation, the dependence on 21 of 7, 7, ¢ and ¢ , we have
v (P o 29 (912D (x)=20-1 () Porior, (1, @ (0 (2 ) T | 10w (1))

= drv (Ppior, (1d,,, (o (2= 0) T [12)W; () Pprior, (1d,, @ (0 (2= 1) T | 1,))w ()

= sup IPprior(Idn, @ (a(z"1) T | 14))W; € C)
Ceg(R"z(w—1+l))

— Pprior(Idn, @ (o(z"V) 7 |19))W5 € O)]

" penb o) / H(1dy, ® (0(z“") T [1g)y € C}
CeB(R™(me—111) Rre(ng_1+1)

—
x (pposterior,Wg) |Zg_l) (y ’ Z( 1)) — Pprior,W; (y)) dy

/—1
< /Rne(ne_1+l) ’pposterior,W](;) \ngl) (y | Z( )) ~— Pprior,W; (y)‘ dy.

We continue this chain of relations noticing that

/—1
/Rne(’ﬂg_1+l) ’pposterior,Wg) |z (| 2 )) — Pprior, Wz (¥)| dy

oo 6080027 .5) = By A T2 )l

B /]Rne(n£1+1)

(y) dy

; (©)
prior,Wp

EWMrﬁc—faT»IB@hz“U7y>

+:aTXIBuhz“—”,y>—fg@hz“—”,y»}

P prion, ) (4) Y-
Setting

o= [ Pt @Il y) d
it holds

/Rng(n£_1+1)

IEprior |:(c - ?(7))13 (ya Z(£_1)7 Y)

+/E((‘T) (IB(ya Z(Z_l)v Y) - TB(ya Z(e_l)a Y)):|

<(1- p)Eprior |c _/C\((-T)’

-%EmmrUaTH 150y 2“0, y) = Ta(y, 2 9)Ip o e (1)

Rng(n[71+l)
. -1 > —1
S2AMWﬁnﬁmﬁM®W@mﬂ 3) = To 20 9)| | By o W)y,

where the latter inequality follows noticing that

1 1
1—p_1—ﬂ®’
&AT)(p —BT))|

(1- p)Eprior’C — (T =(01- P)Eprior

fﬂ’ _E.
1— ]/7\(7) prior

= IEprior
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By the Cauchy-Schwarz and the Minkowski inequalities we have

e (€-1) _T (£-1)
2 [ o RO (02 3) = a2, 9] By i ()
o 1/2
S 2 (Eprior UC ’2])
1/2

X /an(w o Eprior [|IB(y’ Z(Z—l), y) — Ip(y, Z(f—l)v y)|2} pprior,W}(gZ) (y)dy

2 (£-1) _ T, (€-1)
<2 pr10r‘ ‘ /1@”%"2 1+1) (ya ) Y) Ip (yy z s Y) ’pprior,W(BZ) (y) dy

(e— 1) T, (e-1) 211/2
+ / o 1+1>IEpmrHIB(yz y) = Ip(y, 2", y)|7] ppﬁor’Wé@(y)dy). (63)

Noticing that

115(y, 2"V, y) = Ip(y, 2", y)| < Epriae[[{(1 = 6) V U (y)} A 5 — B (y)]]
= Eprior[[{(1 = 6) V¥ (y)} Ad — (y)[1{¥(y) <1 -6}
+ Eprior[{(1 = 6) VU (y)} A S — ¥(y)[1{6 > ¥(y) > 1 —6}]
+ Eprior[{(1 = 8) V¥ (y)} A6 — U (y)[1{¥(y) > J}]
= Eprior[(1 =6 = ¥(y))H{¥(y) <1 =0} + Eprior[(¥(y) — ) 1{¥(y) >} <1-46

and that ~
Varprior(Ip(y, 2, y)) < 62/N,

we have that the rightmost expression in (63) is less than or equal to

2 EpriOrH/c\(‘I)P] (1 -0+ /R”é("zﬁl) Varprior(fB (y7 Zw_l)? y))l/2pprior,Wg) (y) dg)

< 24/ Eprior [[¢(T)|?] (1 — 0+ 5/x/JV> .

By the definition of the law of Rg) (x) under Pposterior Wwe have
P osterior, RO () | 24D () =201 EPprion(ldnz@(a(zwnﬁ|1d>>W?<z<u>>(')‘
Therefore, combining all the previous relations with (62), we have
dTV(Pposterior,zg> ()25 (x)=2(¢-D) (), Pposterior,3g>(x)\zg‘”(x)=z<f—1> ()
= drv (Pprior,(mn,_,®(a(z<f—1>)T \ 1d))(wg>)7(z([_1)) (), Pprior,(ldw(@(a’(z(é—l))'r \ 1d))(wg>)?(z([_1)) ()

< 24/Eprin [R(=0, T) 2 (1-6+6/VN). (64)

Applying Lemma 7.5 with A = Q, A = Hr11, A = Pposterior, X = Zg)(x), Y = Rg)(x) and
S = Zg_l)(x), we have

dry (Pposterior,Zg> (x) ()’ ]':)posterior,RS_%,é> (x) ())
< /Rné—ld drv (Pposterior,2g>(x) \ Zg_l)(x):z“—l) ()’ Pposterior,R(é) (%) ] Zg_l)(x):z(f—l))

(d=11) (65)

Pposterior,Zg7 D (x)
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By (65) and (64) we deduce

drv (Pposterior,Zg) (x) ()’ Pposterior,Rg) (x) ()>

<2 (1 — 5+ 5/\/JV) / \/Eprior[yaz(m), DIAP peion 20D (=),

Rnéfld

By (61) and the definition of ¢(2~1),T) we have
Y, 7)< (1—6)"!, uniformly in all the variables

and so, applying three times the dominated convergence theorem, we have
h]l\}l_i:lop dry (IJposterior,Zj(BZ> (x) ()’ Pposterior,Rg) (%) ()>
_ G (e=1)
< 2(1 5) /R"Z—ld C(Z ) Pposterior,Zg_l)(x) (dZ )

Note that
(1—-0)&(z"Y) <1 uniformly in 20~V

and that by the dominated convergence theorem
(1-0)ez)y s 0xe(zV) =0, asd— 1.

Therefore, applying again the dominated convergence theorem, we have

hl?j}lp h]{,nj;lop drv <Pposterior,Zg) (x) ()’ Pposterior,Rg) (x) ()> =0,
which gives the claim. O

Proof. Lemma 7.5 Let C' € B(R") be arbitrarily fixed. We have
Ax(€) = Ar(C) = [ (hx|5(C) = Ay |5=4(C)s(ds).

Therefore, taking the modulus and then the supremum over all the Borel sets C', we have

drv(Ax(), Ay()) < sup / Ay 15-s(C) — Ay 5_s(C)]As(ds)
CceB(Rn) JrRm

< / dry (A 5—s(), Ay | 5—s()A5(ds). 0
-

8 The distribution of the posterior shallow neural network

In this section we consider the neural network in the shallow case, i.e., for L = 1, and compute the
laws of Zg) (x) ] Zg)(x) =21 and Z(()Q) (x) ] Zél)(x) = z(1) under the posterior.

We start introducing some further notation. Hereon we assume that condition (49), with ¢ = 2,
is in force.
o If Cp > 0 we consider: the na(ny + 1) x na(ny + 1) random matrix

»p5(z) :=1d,, ® Sp(zM) 71,
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where Sp(z(1))~! is the inverse of the (n; 4+ 1) x (ny + 1) matrix

o(zV)\ [o(zD) T 1
SpzV) =2 — - +diag,, 1 (CwV, .. ow VY, Cp)!

1 1
and the na(n; + 1)-dimensional random vector

pp(zW,y) = vec(up(zM,y) "),

where pg(zM,y)T is the transpose of the ny x (ng + 1) random matrix

o If Cp = 0 we consider: the nony X noni random matrix
So(zV) := Id,, ® So(zV) ",
where Sg(z1))~! is the inverse of the n; x n; random matrix

So(z(l)) = 20’(z(1))0'(z(1))T + diag,,, (CWVTS’)l, L, Oy VD) )7L

ni,n1
the noni-dimensional random vector
no(z,y) i= vee(po(zM,y) 1),
where uo(z(l), y) " is the transpose of the ny x n; random matrix
po(z,y) = 2yo (V) "So(z) 7.
The following theorem holds.

Theorem 8.1. Assume (49) with £ = 2 and let 2 = vec((zV)T). The following claims hold:
(1) If Cp > 0, then, under Pposterior, we have

Z3x) 25 (x) = 21 ~ MG (21, y), Id,, ® (0(z21) T [12)SpE") " (a(z)T [14)7T),

where
vp(z",y) = vec((up(z",y)(a(z") T |19)T)").

(ZZ) If CB = 0; then, under Pposterior, we have
Zé2)(x) \ Zél)(x) =2 ~ MG((zV,y),Id,, ® o(zM)TSo(zM) Lo (z 1)),

where
vo(zM,y) = vee((po(zM, y)o(z) 7).
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Proof. We prove the theorem in the case Cg > 0. The proof when Cg = 0 follows similar lines.

We start noticing that for L =1 (and so ¢ = 2), given Zg

T T
vec (((I)(-)(L+1) 00 o0...0 (I)e(g) o O-(Z(f—l))) > — vec <(¢(B(2),W(2)) ° U(Z(l))) >

= vee (Z§(x)7) = (1, @ (0(z) T |1,

)(X) =z, we have

where the latter equality follows by (45). On combining this with (59) and (60), for any A €
B(R™2("+1) we have

Eprior L{W} € A}g(Z5) (x),9)| 2}y (x) = 2]

(det(CyTd,, ® diag,, (V. ..., V(1) ))=1/2

niy, 1> Yngng

—¢ / 1{w'? € A}Epsior
Rnr2(n1+1)

d
x exp<—; (22 (T, ® () ) (T, ® ((2") T L)y —y(0)]1

=1

ni,ni’

+ (@) (Idy, ® diag,, . (Cw V., Cw VD) CB))—lwlS”)]dwé”db(Z)- (66)

Along a similar computation as for (17) we have

()T (Idy, ® diag,,, 1 (Cw V... Cw VD, Cp)~

ni,mni?
= Tr[(w® [b®)diag, 1 (Cw V., Ow VD, Cp) L (w® 63T,

ni,ni’

Since
(Idn, ® (€T (I, @ (a(z)T | 14))w”

is the i-th column of (w(® |b®)(a(zM)T|1,)T, as in (15) we have

d

S (I, @ (€)Y (Adn, ® (0(2)T | 1a))w” — y(i)]?
=1

= Tr (W 6P) (o (z") " [1) " = y) (W [6P) (=) [10)" —3) 7).

Therefore the term inside the exponential in (66) equals
1
3 <<w<2> [6@) [2<a<z<1>>T 10) (o) | 1)

+ diagn1+1(Cerz(11,)17 e va(l) C’B)fl (W(2) ‘ b(2))T _ 4(W(2) ’ b(2))(a-(z(1))T | 1d)TyT>

~ Tr(yy")
=2 (Tr <<w<2> 16@)85(20)(w [52)T — 4w @) (a(zD)T | 1d)TyT>>
— Tr(yy"). (o7
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From now on, we often use the shorthand notation y in place of up(z!),y), p in place of pg(z™),y),
¥ in place of Xp(zM) and S in place of Sp(z(1)). Along similar computations as for (20) we have

(wy? = T2 g — ) = Tr((wW? [62) = wS((w [B) = o) T).
Elementary computations yield (see the analogous calculation in (21))
Te(((w [0®) — w)S(w® [62) — ) ")
— Te((w® [6)S(w® [6®)T) - 2Te(uS(w [4C)T) + Te(uSpT)

oz
puS(w® b T = 2y ((W(2) 152)) ( _ .
1

(w)T o(z)
(w® [b)Sp(zM) _ —4(w® | p?) _ yT]
()T 1

= (w” — up(eV.¥) 2u@") " (w? — ps(a?y))
~ Tr(pp (2", y)Sp(E)upE",y)").
By this relation, (67) and (66) we then have

Eprior L{W} € A}g(Z5) (x),9)| 2}y (x) = 2]
(2)
=c 1 cA
/an(nlm fwy }

(det(CyyId,, ® diag,, (V") Vi)

ny, 1yt Fngng

and

Therefore

Tr

X IEprior

1
oxp (3T ap e )S0a us(a.3)"))

1 _
X exp (_2(71’1(,2) — up(2D,y) T Sp(z) " (w? - MB(Z(U’y)>>] -
Therefore, under Pposterior,

WJ(;) | Zg)(x) =21 ~ MG(up(zV,y), Zp(z"))

(see the first lines of the proof of Theorem 7.3). By this relation, (45) and (5) we have that, under
P osterior; Zg) (x) | Zg)(x) = 2 follows the distribution

MG ((Idm @ (o(zZM 7 | 12)) (2D, y),
(Idy, ® (0(z2M) 7 [12)2p(z")(Id,, @ (o(zM) 7| 1d))T)-

The claim follows noticing that by (3) we have

(Idy, © (0(2") T [ 10)up (2", y) = vee((pp(", y)(@(z") " 1) 1)) = vp(z".y)
and by (1) we have

(Idy, © (0(z)) " [14)Ep(2")(Idn, © (o))" 1))
=1d,, ® (0(z") " |19)Sp(=") " (a (=) [14)". O
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9 Examples

In this section we analyze two specific models of fully connected and feedforward neural networks
with dependent weights, for which the existence of the wide width limit under the posterior is
guaranteed (see Section 9.3). Although in the following models one can consider any classical
activation function, for simplicity we focus on the ReLU function o(z) := max{0,z}, x € R.

9.1 Model 1

The first model that we analyze is a fully connected and feedforward neural network with dependent

weights, as defined in Sections 2.1 and 2.2, with Cp > 0 and Vn(f)] = Y /’I’lg, = 1,...,ny,
¢ =1,...,L, where, under Ppior, {Yj }jzl,ézl,n-,L are independent random variables and {Yj(z) bist

are identically distributed with Pprior(Yl(e) > 0) =1 and EpriorYl(Z) € (0,00). By the law of the

large numbers, for each ¢ =1,..., L, we have

(©)
Z e J — EpriorY] s Pprior-a.8., as ny — 00.

Therefore, the assumption (ii) of Theorem 4.1 holds with all) = EpriorYl(g) > 0 and p(g) =0 If
the data are such that (26) is satisfied and the activation function o is e.g. the ReLU function,

then condition (i) of Theorem 4.1 holds and assumption (25) is satisfied. So all the hypotheses of
Theorem 6.1 are fullfilled and (13) holds with

KO(x) = Cp141] + Cal DEpior[o (¢ (x))o (¢ (x))T]

for £ =2,...,L +1, and K (x) given by (6). Here, under Ppyior, C{l)(x) ~ Ny (04, KD (x)), and,
for £=3,... L+1, "V (x) ~ Nyg(0g, KD (x)).

To make the model more realistic, under the prior, the weights should be heavy-tailed (see the in-
troduction and the references [25, 35]). For instance, this happens if, under Ppyior, {Yj(@ }isi=1,..L
are independent and identically distributed random variables with Yl(l) g (WE)?, where WE has

the Weibull distribution with parameters (1,1/2), i.e., it has density (with respect to the Lebesgue
measure)

fwe(z) = %x_me_ﬁ, z>0.

(Obviously, we could work with a general Weibull density, however, since we are interested in
simulating the model, we prefer to make a specific choice of the parameters soon at this stage.)
Indeed, in such a case, the Laplace transform of Wl(f) on R\ {0} is equal to infinity, as the following
simple computation shows. For each 6 > 0, we have

(2)
IEprior [e g)] = IEprlor [e 1 (WE)N ]
0
= Bpierlert VPN LND < 01) 4+ Eypioalemt VN LND > 0] =00, (68)

The latter relation follows noticing that: () the first addend in (68) is finite, (ii) letting f, 2 denote
11

the Gaussian density of Nl(?, by independence and the fact that the Weibull law with parameters

(1,1/2) is heavy-tailed, for the second addend it holds

6
(WE)N
IEprlor [enl !

OOgiyx
N > ol = [T fyp ity [T fwsa)de = o
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If & < 0 one can reason in a similar manner. Note also that a standard computation shows
Eprior (W E)? = 24, and so in this specific case a® =924, ¢0=1,..., L.

9.2 Model 2

The second model that we analyze is a fully connected and feedforward neural network with de-
pendent weights, as defined in Sections 2.1 and 2.2, with Cg > 0 and v .- Z—EY]-(Z), j=1,...,ny,
4

ng,Jj

¢=1,...,L, where, under Pprior, {Y }J>1 ¢=1,...,r, is a family of independent and identically dis-

tributed random variables with Y(l) 4 (HC)?, where HC denotes a random variable distributed
according to the half-Cauchy law, i.e., with probability density (with respect to the Lebesgue
measure)

fuc(z) = 1{z > 0}.

2
m(1+2?)
Note that Pprior(Y( ) > 0)=1,¢=1,...,L. Under Ppor, it turns out (see Appendix E in [21])
that, for / =1,..., L,

Z v ID(0 ( )), in distribution, as n;, — oo,

ng,j

where
pM(dz) = z731{z > 0}dz. (69)
Therefore, the assumption (i) of Theorem 4.1 holds with a() := 0 and p(® = p) for each . Note
that, for any € > 0,
pM((e,00)) =272 and  pV((0,¢]) = +o0,
and therefore a Poisson process with mean measure p(!) have infinitely many points on (0,c0).
Consequently, the assumption (27) is satisfied. If the data are such that (26) is satisfied and the

activation function o is e.g. the ReLU function, then condition (i) of Theorem 4.1 holds and
assumption (25) is satisfied. So all the hypotheses of Theorem 6.1 are fullfilled and (13) holds with

KO (x) = Cpla1] + Cw > T Vo( Y x)a(c P x) T,
j=1
for £ = 2,...,L + 1, and K(x) given by (6). Here, under Ppyior, {Q(-l)(x)}jzl is a sequence
of independent and identically distributed random vectors with C(I)( ) ~ Ng(0g, KM (x)), for
¢ =3,...,L+1, given K (x), {C (6= 1)( x)}j>1 is a sequence of independent and identically
distributed random vectors with C(é 2 (x) ~ Ng(04, KD (x)), and, for £ = 2,...,L + 1, given
K1 (x), {sz 1)}]2 are the points of a Poisson process on (0,00) with mean measure p(‘=1),

independent of the sequence {Cj@_l)(x)}jzl.

Here again, to make the model more realistic, under the prior, the weights should be heavy-
tailed (see the introduction and the references [25, 35]). This is the case for the Model 2. Indeed,
the Laplace transform of Wl(f ) on R \ {0} is equal to infinity, as the following simple computation
shows. For each 6 > 0, we have

(2) o (N2
IEprior [60W11 } = IEprlor [e 1 (HEING ]
o7 (HC)N. o (HC)N
= Eprlor[e n (HON H 1{N11 <0} + prlor[e n (HON 11 1{N1 > 0}] = oo. (70)
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The latter relation follows noticing that (7) the first addend in (70) is finite, (i) letting f,(2) denote
11
the Gaussian density of Nl(?, for the second addend we have
o (HO)NE > % omy
Bprode®t " NG > 0)) = [T fye ity [ R fuo()de = oc.
0 0

If & < 0 one can reason in a similar manner.

9.3 Model 1 and 2: wide width limit and simulation, under the posterior

By Theorems 5.1 and 5.2, we have that, under Pposterior With g(-,y) given by (12), the output of
the fully connected and feedforward neural network with dependent weights corresponding to both
Models 1 and 2 converges in law to

G (x) ~ MGAD (x,y), A (x)),

in the sequential limit as ny — oo,...,ny — o0; since, for £ = 2,..., L + 1, condition (49) holds
for both models, we have that:

(a) Under Pposterior, the corresponding fully connected and feedforward deep neural network with
dependent weights can be simulated exploiting Theorem 7.2(7) to sample from the “initial”
distribution and exploiting the rejection sampling algorithm described at the end of Section
7.2.3 to sample from the laws of the “intermediate outputs”.

(b) Under Pposteriors the corresponding fully connected and feedforward shallow neural network
with dependent weights can be simulated exploiting Theorem 7.2(i) to sample from the “ini-
tial” distribution and exploiting Theorem 8.1(i) to sample from the law of the output.

The details on the numerical simulation of Models 1 and 2 are given in the forthcoming Section
10.

10 Numerical illustrations

In this section we provide some numerical simulations of the Models 1 and 2.

10.1 Simulation of Model 1

We consider Model 1 specified by setting Cg :=1,Cy =1, L:=2,n9:=4,n3:=1,n1 =ng =n¢€
{4,8,16,32}, (1) := (1,0,0,0) 7, z(2) := (0,1,0,0) 7, z(3) := (0,0,1,0) 7, d := 3, y(1) := f(z(1)),
y(2) := f(2(2)), y(3) := f(x(3)) where f(v) = 107!||v||?>+5, activation function o(z) := max{0, z},
{Yjé }j>1,=1,2 random variables which, under Pp,;o, are independent and identically distributed

with Yl(l) 4 (WE)?, where W E has the Weibull distribution with parameters (1,1/2). As noticed
in Section 9.1, we have a(® =24 and p¥ =0, £=1,2. So

KW (x) == (KW(2(i), 2(i")1<i i <ds
where

KO (a(i), 2(1)) = 1+ J2(i) Ta(?),

K (x) = 1317 + 24E pyior[max{¢{" (x), 0} max{(¢\V (x),0} 7],
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and
K® (x) = 1317 + 24Epior[max{¢? (x), 0} max{¢? (x)} 7],

with dé) (x) ~ N3(03, K¥)(x)), £ = 1,2. If the likelihood function is of the form (12) and the
number of neurons at hidden layers grow large (sequentially), then the posterior Bayesian deep
neural network converges in law to

G (x) ~ Ns(A®)(x,y), A®)(x)),

where
AP (x) =D® )", DO(x):=21d; + KO (x) 1,

and
A (x,y) = vee A (x,3)T),

where A®)(x,y) is the 1 x 3 matrix
A (x,y) == 2yD® (x) 71,

Under Pposterior With g(-, y) given by (12), the corresponding fully connected and feedforward neural
network is simulated according to Section 9.3(a). So we sample

Z0 (x) ~ N, (039, I, @ (x| 1g)diags(47",..., 47 1)(x" [13)7), me{}  (71)
and then we simulate the random variables
7W(x), =23

according to the rejection sampling algorithm described in the Steps 1 and 2 at the end of Section
7.2.3. We implemented this algorithm estimating Ip(x, z), y) (which comes into play to simulate

Zg) (x)), with the Monte Carlo estimator

~

N
Toteay) o= 5 Y10 = 0) v W@+, o(ah), y)] A3,
r=1

where N = 100, 6 = 0.99,

3 T
= exp (— Z |(Id,, ® (62(3))T)Vec (<<I>®<3> 00 0®y0) 0 a'(z(l))> ) - y(z)‘2>
i=1

(recall the definition of the operator ® in (40)) and {G),(ns)}lg,aSN are independent replicas of
(B®), W) where {B}(LS)};L:L,,.7”2 are independent standard Gaussian random variables, {Wl(?)}lgjgm

are independent for different j’s with WS) = \/Yj@) / ngNl(?) and {NS)} are independent standard
Gaussian random variables, independent of the {Yj@)}. Note that the acceptance probability which

comes into play to sample from the law of Zg’) (x) is known in closed form and given by

3 T
Ip(+,2®,y) = exp ( S 1Ty ® () T)vec ((q)* 0o(2?)) ) = y<¢>||2> .
=1

See Figure 1 for a numerical illustration.
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Figure 1: Model 1. Distribution function of the marginals of the 3-variate posterior Bayesian
neural network for different widths (n = 4,8,16,32) compared to the corresponding marginal
distribution functions for the wide width limit. All the parameters are specified in Section 10.1.

10.2 Simulation of the Model 2

We consider the Model 2 specified by: Cp := 1, Cw =1, L = 1, ng := 4, n1 € {2,4,8,16},
ny =1, d = 3, z(1) := (1,0,0,0), x(2) := (0,1,0,0)T, =(3) := (0,0,1,0)7, y(1) := f(x(1)),
y(2) := f(2(2)), y(3) := f(x(3)) where f(v) = 10~!||v||2 +5, activation function o(z) := max{0, z},
{YJ 1)}]21 random variables which, under Ppor, are independent and identically distributed with

We have
KW (x) == (KW (2(i), 2(¢")1<i<ds
where .
KD (x(i),z(i') =1+ ZI(Z)T%"(Z'),
and

K?(x) = 151] + Y 7MoY (x)a (¢ (x))7,
j=1

Here, {C}l)(x)}jzl is a sequence of independent and identically distributed random vectors with
C{l)(x) ~ N3(03, KM (x)), independent of {Tj(l)}jzl, which are the points of a Poisson process on
(0, 00) with mean measure p(!) defined by (69). If the likelihood function is of the form (12) and

the number of hidden neurons grows large, then the posterior Bayesian shallow neural network
converges in law to

G (x) ~ MS(A?(x,y), AP (x)),

where

A (x):=DPx)!,  DP(x):=20ds+ K (x)" !,

and
A (x,y) == vee(AP (x,y)T),

where A (x,y) is the 1 x 3 matrix
A (x,y) = 2yD®(x)7".

To sample the random matrix K (x), we note that letting {T((jl))}jzl, Ty > T2y > ..., denote

the sequence of points {Tj(l)}jzl ordered in decreasing way, one has

> 1o Dol o) £ 3T (G o)

Jj=1 Jj=1
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Figure 2: Model 2. Distribution function of the marginals of the 3-variate posterior Bayesian neural
network for different widths (n = 2,4, 8,16) compared to the corresponding marginal distribution
functions for the wide width limit. All the parameters are specified in Section 10.2.

and, as noticed in Appendix E.3.2 of [21],

T 4+
() (Zizzl E,)?
where {E}; }1>1 is a sequence of independent random variables with the exponential law with mean

1.
To sample the shallow neural network specified by the Model 2, we simulate Z](Sl) (x) according to

the Gaussian law (71) and then, using Theorem 8.1, we sample from the law of Zg) (x) | Zg)(x) =
2(1) according to the Gaussian mixture

MS(vp(zM,y), (0(2M) " 13)Sp(z1) (e (=) 15)7),

where

vp(2W,y) = vec((up(zV,y)(a(zM) T |15)T)7),

o(zW)\ [o(zD)\
SB(Z(l)) =2 - - +diagn1+1(ﬁ2(HC)%/n%7”'77T2(HC)3L1/n%71)71

13 13

and -
U(z(l))
pp(zVy) =2y | - Sp(z).
13

Here {(HC);}j=1,. n, are independent random variables distributed according to the half-Cauchy

law. We lastly observe that HC' < tan (3U), where U follows the uniform law on (0,1). For a
numerical illustration, we refer to Figure 2.
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