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Abstract

Abstract

To get more knowledge of the loss landscape of classical neural networks, the theo-
ries about the Fisher information matrix (or simply “Fisher”) have made great progress.
However, the characteristics of a quantum system bring some difficulties in calculating
the Fisher for quantum neural networks. This paper aims to find a way to calculate the
Fisher and compare classical neural networks and quantum neural networks. By training
these two kinds of networks, we find that they yield quite different results. We use the
method developed here to calculate the Fisher and find that the largest eigenvalues of
the Fisher vary for classical and quantum networks in the training processes. It means
that the training processes and the loss landscapes are different for these two kinds of

networks.

Keywords: Quantum neural networks, Loss landscape, Fisher information matrix

I



KA SRR BT A 2% Tk

v



B R
1= 2 = = =Y 1
T == 1
12 ST ARG STEEZRHE -« v e et 2
% 2 E éé.ﬂﬂ. Fisher 1%1%\§E|§$|E”Eﬁ ............................ 5
2.1 1%[%\)11ﬂ$q:| E’\J Fisher 1%[%\%E|Z$ .................................. 5
22 WBRFESIHRBY Fisher SBEEE . - - - - - oo oo 6
2.3 Fisher 1%,%\%E|§$E’\]i+§_ﬁjf ....................................... 8
2.4 Fisher 1%[%\%E|§$5 Hessian %El‘$ E,\]%% ............................. 9
FI3E EFIEBPH Fisher E2FERE - ovovvvieinn 11
31 B RFHERMNLR - o et e e 11
32 BEFEIE SRS 12
3.3 Fisher EEREFERITTEDRR - oo oo 14
3.4 ZRH0 softmax BB TTIE o i 15
35 5,71‘%\7][] softmax }%E'{l?—zurﬂ ............................................ 18
AT SCOGIZR - oo e 21
41 T RIE - oo 21
42 BHIER - i e 22
43 EFIET oo e e e 28
4.4 BB E  TRPELE R .- - 29
FESE I EREE i e 35
Bfisk A @ik Fisher (S 2XERERTNAUIERR -+ o ovveeeieeienn e 37
o = v (R PR 41



SRAE 5> R 1) ) BT AR N 2% 05

VI



SUZIES

ERSIsR
3.1 BHIPENIBEERITREE o v v vvrrrrrrr e 12
32 EFHARMEBENIIRER. - - 12
33 BMEHERBRHEMNBLENTRER . v 17
34 BHEHE FHRAEMBLENTER e v 17
3.5 FRIMEE TN TEEMEINIGTFZPHEA Fisher FEHERF K
] o [ =T 19
4.1 BT ZE ) R, oo o v et e 21
42 FEIMETNME TEARERINGEGLER . o 23
43 3NMHETHZEHMFELEEPENNELE R, oo 24
44 FEHAETANHTREHEMLE Fisher 15 25BN R A4S IEE IS IE
= 1 25
4.5 8 NMRZITTRIMLZINZI 2P Rk R B ENS Fisher [F 2R K
R =1 L AP 26
4.6 NEIMZTNET Fisher R IEMFEEEINGIREPATK. - 27
47 FEIRB T ETFMEHINIGRLETR . - vveveennnnnnnnnnnann. 28
48 AEIEMTEFMHZINEITIEPHRKRRBAENS Fisher (5256
AN 1 = = 2 S 29
49 AEIR TR SGD X EFMEFHITINZER. v 30
4.10 AEIBRH T EFMLE SGD YIZIIZH MK RBHIES Fisher (52
L 1 o O L A 31
411 FERHZ TN TR ML SGD 2T 72 P IRsk iF M AL 5 Fisher
U] e o= o i 32
412 AEIEMTEFME SGD THEINGIIZF KRB T IERMEN
5 Fisher (E BB RAFFHEENTL. oo 33
413 FEIMHAETANH T EEMEE SGD T[T FE P IR 5K R B RREZR
ML S Fisher (ERIEMF R RFHEEMNTL. -0 34

viI



KA SRR BT A 2% Tk

VIII



#
I
<u
o

8
ok
i

1.1 fiRE=

UTUBAE, AWML, FEHRIREENE WL, 161 2 M0 B T Rt
(LeCun %%, 2015). 1B YATA #4025 e IS i b A8 7 1) B Gt LA R AEAH A 16 350 R
MR I 2 el ISR ISR A B 3R . T BRI R W 2% (1 &3 7772, LA
Lo e oy BRI R A e 2, RATHR LS H IR BN R . FR, X5
AH AR A AU S A ST I E SRR e — D7 T, TS [ R S B 1) 8, e ek 5
LMK, WA EXTEREAT T, RATCEKB] VIR S AR E BT
TARRR I B 28 Sl ke, P SR AR ARG R 2 R 2% (LeCun, 1989) AIiE
B (Vaswani 45, 2017) 550 53— J71H0, R T #h & 4453 5% it T 1) 43 17 .5
AL TARZ ORI o 422 X 286 451 2k 1 T 100 23 BT A1 0 £ 430 % R HUEE S 807 ) (R TR,
FER) 7B A Hessian FEFF (Sagun %%, 2016, 2017) 8% Fisher 15 541
B (Kunstner 4%, 2019) SK3RAFR TS S o REAIHI, 2T Fisher {5 B AEFEM
OIATAET SRS VAR Z SR . JAZERER, X Fisher {5 B AERE (115 18 2 2045
PANJTE: — T2 E 5 Fisher {5 SAEFERHEME S, AT 13371810
() Fisher {5 A0 MERFAEAE G vt P B i) THER T 7% (Karakida 4%, 2019), Z& TBEHLAE
W 2E 12 () Fisher {5 S MEAFAEAE B TH 57772 (Pennington 4%, 2018) %; 75— 771
R UL Fisher 15 240 FE A FERE 10 #0 2 28 (K2 AL BE J1. I ZRAE J1% 07 T #EAT T
iR, HFEA UAEFE B (Abbas 5%, 2020), Fisher-Rao FEH#I (Liang %%, 2019)
B o PR I £ 45 i T 55 Fisher (5 B MR I R BUS TR 2 000, BN P
AT LR INFRAT TR S22 X 2 1) T i o

B T AR N 2% 2 A, LRI SEAF [ R S SRR e 1) ST B 4 R T A
(Nielsen 2%, 2010). = T 115 I LE AT NISQ (Noisy Intermediate-Scale Quantum)
AR (Preskill, 2018), BRI T H2JLEME TR TIER . REE TR
AN SR, AR 0 2% BN TSR . H T 2 0 2% 1 B 12
CEFiE 2R . R E TR A5 = AN f (Pérez-Salinas %7,
2020): AT 2 AR RN B T AL A N R TS T XX SR S R
AT AFEIZ Y X B4R B & AT IR &2 KT EA 8 A &V
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2 ZAFEMEE, W T AR E AL A, KT X0 4%
S5 R PR A A R R T 0] D00 288 A B 1) 5 K 1EAT R IR RO NHZ 54 2 15 RE % S I &2
B2 2R D BE I A S E o b, TR T BT MM se IR E e o4, BLEIRZ
BN AT LB BRI A AT A 4 R = . RS —8, UEEE T MR
ST SR, TSR FF Z4E B Hessian FiFE AN Fisher /5 S HFFERIHE B . X € &
TR I 25 5 22 B 25 [¥) Hessian FFE ) LLEL DR UL T PP & M 2% 5 24 ML
LI O i T B 2 5 (Huembeli 2%, 2021). 1M 5% T Fisher 18 246 H8, 1Y
AT Fisher {5 AR 10 R0 4EE B 18 (Abbas 4%, 2020), 1ZFRR4 H—Fb
Eb 5 28 RN 4 28 IR 28 )R] 47 792 o Fisher 15 SR BEAE R AIF F0 40 28 X 45 1) 5
—3, MRHWEE AN I PO — 3, N4 TR E
Mo fH2 2T EFMEM % 1) Fisher (5 BAEFETHRE AR RISHA M TTE, X2
S BRI A, 2R g B . EARAE A MLATUE Fisher 15 B AR FERHIE
E A& 2 SO IR, (HEAF N B IS F AL, LIS M T
BRSNS 5N, BRSNS W28 (1) Fisher 5 SR FE I HE
TEAE AT LR AT B L

12 MRBRSXERHE

T, AR LR T A SR 4 5 ) (Pérez-Salinas %%,
2020) HyREft, FiHH 2 S ) Fisher {3 LB L5107 4 BRI BB TAS 2
BB T KA Fisher {2 BUARFFI LU R 2 R F IS 1022 5k, o
ST B B SRR T IS (054, 2 G H — R8T 550 R e i e
S8, I IR AR T SR R DA B TR R L. 7RG R, A SCH A
7V LB SRR RIR 22 M4 ) Fisher 5 BUARBERFIEA, JFE47 HUER,
DR 2 =AW —, VISR R Fisher {2 8B R ROAHAE (A HLAT A4
BTS2 SRR, 3 R T SR A A SOk A . I
o 7 o 5 B R 5 26 ST ) Fisher £ BUBESHE(AEFENT 4 2572 =,
S PR O A ST 15, 28 SR 2 FISSOR R T4 R BRI A 4 2 32
530 D BB 2 L E 35 0 225 2250 4 502 5 o 00 46 8 .

S A T e 55 55 N2 L) Fisher {3 BB RE, I 1B 25 3 )
BB = SR BT I SR, R8BS Z S Fisher
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SRJE TR — R R BE AR R T4 R Y

B RERE TR 1 T I HORE 18 21 1 ) A
A N AT W45 Y Fisher 15 B AEFERAIEME, FFREE R AT 94T

S LT 25 R AT B A 18, IR M AR FTHE A 1)
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$£2EF 28 Fisher {52 5EM DI

A T AE 2 LA UK Y Fisher 15 B AR 15 SCHGES,  PASR {2 4tsk ) R
WWATE S o 85K Fisher {5 SAEFE G AMLER 2 208, Baid MR IE, —
Jithl, ARG EIBHLMAEE T Fisher (5 BAEFEAIE 30 IR EENE; 55—
JiMl, £ 4t Fisher {5 RAEFEHITHE 53200+ 2755 2 t2 OV S 2 .

2.1 E2JLAIZ Y Fisher 15 2565

Amari (1985) 34 T —E44 MO LTSI NG BRI S, 5 2SR HO4TE
WRRR TS BILT . SR BN S = (p(x, 0)) ££BA 0 B HUTMER AT, x JoK
FEZ MBI, 2506 = 0,6, ..., 6,) MIBUATEEDY R" P T4, JifEie
Wy MO x. 0 SRS RREL xo 0%, RN T BT R RS H A 4R
HREREE . SR — MR BT 0 MG, JUR R0 — AUk B
A0, B —MER M p(x, )

TEIR NG L (08— 0 T LUE SUYD A8 T, 2 V)22 60— 4L SR JE A
{2} =10, xmig 2 5N 0, FILUERYIAR A TUFEN A = T, 40,

FE S AR A T, %5 — 4L R (9,1}, FrF 1 = log p(x, ),
B A% ) EAERE — AP R LS (E ACo) = 3, Aol BAAVIZIA T, 5iZ251]
T)FM. EEERIR, VR T, 560 A%, T, 156 Uk x HA%.

25, FERY FE R — )% T, L) A R B AR (A, B, 5E X
WAUE, ZRIRRRARE . mTEE T, 5 T) A, TE LN

(A, B) = E[A(x)B(x)], L2

HAEf(0)] = [ f()p(x, 0)dx 7EX %A 0 KT x L7040 p(x, 0) FIIRE. R
PEAARIE L, W] LAAS I EE SR R R TN

g, = (9,,0;) = E[9,19,1], .. (22)

ZHERE A2 Fisher {5 245 . W] A4S 21 Fisher 5 EAEFE IS — N5 U2 E
2 Al R TR
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TR, ERCLRAF A, R 0 AR IR A B AME, AR
R BE B L LA B R . MAER S5, a0 0 BRI
p(x, 0), FTEATHSEE A k2 [ O B Bt 7 M 5K (2.2) o SUIER 2 JE R, X
BE T S AL X T2 23 2 R RO (Kullback-Leibler #5) . ##5, %2
ZHEM g =6, M, BEEMSIILEGEM B

2.2 HlEFF S)HRY Fisher 18 2B /&

FENLES A S R, B x SN,y IZHIAN x SRS, f(x, 0) /&
P 0 NZHEIHLER S IR AN x AT TR S5 R . Bk kg L 2 H B
FCERYE f(x, 0) BEAT TR A 45 2R 5 H S tE il y AHARRE s, Hlass > H
Pl 2 PR 2R R A, B RIAE YN Zhrboadi i R RE S8 0 A 7945 0 i L ) TN 25 SR
5y BT AU R TR OB T R B R R, R R L R
AT BT 2% R 11 1 8 B AR N SR (R S B aR B

AT DL E—5 B 5 AMLER 22 2T (Amari, 1998), 5 EMEREA (p(z,0)},
Hz = (x,p)0 x BLRMNEZ e XN, A— N E. H2E y AR
FLIHE, 1 RE NI T B EUE, RN R, BT, HLEs S IR
R — MRS R — NS4 0 FIHUE, BN N — MR A1

p(z,0) = pp(x, y) = p(x)p(y| f (x, 0)), .. (2.3)
b p(x) RN x 20 AT, SRR p(y| £ (x, 0)) = po(ylx) 245 x Fai N B =
RIS R f(x, 0) T HAE T 1280 t P00 R 45 RS T3 — e REHUE y IBER

p
S
SR PRI 2 BRI (Amari, 1998) 7] LB $25E N
L) = Ex,pr(x,y)[— log py(x, y)]

= Ex~p(x) [— log p(X)] + Ex,y~p(x,y)[_ log pe(yl.X)], cee (24)
X HERA x AR REBUE y 96 2 B SRR A MR 701 p(x, y) = p(o)p(y]x) K
B, ERXAEm AR TR S 0, EINGERETHS TR, TUE
Feng 2, 15 2B B RHR R

L) = E, p(x [~ 10g py(y1)]. .. (25)

B SRR R AR R pCx, y), FFRAZR LTS, 75 RUSERRBE T,
SURGAS B E N AL A FIOR L 20 (LA T BE A (G y )Y, T AZE VI 2Rt

@)}
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Hh A T B 2 B 40 2K R

10) = Y, ~log p(31/ (3, 0). . 26)

1

B (2.5) FTRLE H, HLEES 20 b B 25 bR 200 H A 5 35K Tog py(vlx) 1
Hbrad st a—50, HHE R MR BB AR -

EREEN— U, BIHACNIE, BT py(ylx) SHUK R RIE—HEH,
po(yIx) AEBH MR, Frehe B Ue A e . b, A
ST VTE py(ylx) TERRIE LO) B, MR, AR & L) #
F T SR TR AT RL po(ylx) BITERR. 52, W4 e, R ek
BREUS, ERESLE H py(vlx) B,

LR REL LAEH 0 IR, LR 4R 1 HEE R I3 0 3 T PR
PR BREL? — PR L0 552 HARBARE R % (Amari, 1998): 7EF%3)1H B AH
[, EITE |d6)> = €*, e — 0 MR, f#15 L+ d6) F/].

4 d0 = ea, |al* = a'ga = 1, 1 g /& Fisher 15 BHFE, tht 2 M
skiE, MO IR 2.2) 8 L. a REFEH TR RE. FTEL LO +
d0) = L(0) + eVL(O) a. MHTTE a'ga = 1 FIRHEIZMT, FHK a KR
LOHO-LO = vL(O) a fi/h. ARG AT, BT a 1771 5ME

VLO)a-4i(a'ga-1). .. (27)
Xt aRT, ATLGE]

vum—zgazo:azgﬁAVL . (28)

FITCARE R 7 17 @ 525073 18] (1) Fisher {5 S5 AR K 0 180 5B % [ 45 2% Ry Kb 2 ofe
FARI T FIAH S o 4 Fisher {5 B AL REREIN, 1207 R0l 2 40 2% o 250 90p6 2
JTTE), RN HIBEEE SRR AE ARG UL T, Fisher {5 BAEFERY] T HRE T
B s DRI 5 1), IX J2 Fisher {5 SRR M8 A X
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2.3 Fisher {5 B4E6PEHIHE /53X
LB S HEZE T, #E4E R (2.2) & X, Fisher {2 B4 FERIE LA

F(6) = Ey opyxy |V 102 pg(x, )V 10g py(x, y)']
=E, py(ey) |V 102 pp(y|X)p(x)V log po(y|x)p(x)"]

= Ex yopp(xy |V 108 Po(y1X)V log pp(y1)"] - ... (2.9)

5 AT logp(x) XF 0 KSRGS RN 0, WLLEEZER ., IR
SRR x, y AR HR B AT py(x, ¥) = p(x)pe(y]x) KYTEE . (HEAE SR ]
HOIEAFIER AR 24T p(x), 75 ZEE A A R A RIEALZ 7 A o BT A
— NS Fisher /5 B HFER & (Kunstner %5, 2019) N

1
FO) =+ Z E, sl [V 108 po(y1x)V log pa(y1x)T] . ... (2.10)
]

FERG, BEAL y 36 I 43 A HEAS IR ELSE A A1 p(y]x), T2 5 R RIS 40 O 4
7 pe(ylx,) = pOV1 £ (x,, 0))c WIRTFTIE . 448 547K B4 L I, 7T DAL p(yl £ (x,, 0))
MO, FTAFERRS b %A AT LA R AR (BfESEhR ISRt R, T 2
HE e T P2 (0 £ (x0TSR SR04 3, AR TP iR R
BESRARA . — R AT AT 1O J7 v R R AR Fisher {2 SR BRI 285435 L (Martens 4%,
2015; Kunstner %, 2019), Bl R34 —AREA x, HEEA A p(y] £ (x;, 0) FRE—A
& 5. WIFIHH

1 5 3
F(0) = ~ Z V log py(51x,)V log pp(F|x)T. . (2.11)

SR BT R LR RS M . 2488, T LU HRAE 45 p(y1 £ (xy. 0))
TR 5, IS E KR RS EAERT FO).

5 —FT LSRR F(0) (77 I T p T3 R AS 4 1 (Martens,
2014): 4 p(y|f(x, 0)) HFT BB £ IOIEE RS, Fisher {3 BT AA
fi] BT R

F(0) = % 3 - [0/ . 0] V2 log p(yil £ (x,. 0)) [T/ (x,.0)) . e (212)

HoH T, £ (x; 0) 35 £ X 0 SR SO HARE . (AT, BT pOl S (x, 0) H
ST FRBHL £ ORI, 90 BT £ kR SRS y Tk,

8
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FTBAXT y M A 1. HET, FiAaeP i y ATLLRE R R, K y,
L. MR, X (2.12) METI LA ROE I A .

AURTIE, X T C- 3B, 4K C ME (1)
S S R R, B

L=-t 2 2 4y = elxp log p(y = el x:.0), - (213)

HApxt e WsRARAER y SR RS I IF AT R g(y = c|x;) NN x;
J& T ¢ ISR, p(y = el f(x;,0)) AL RSN x; fi T
J& TR ¢ MIREAR Ao TXRE IR 5% o8 30T AT B AR 4 Ao 22 o 24 i 4 24T S0
TR IMER AT 5 LA Z [ 2 R T REA TSN x;, — BN
SRR y, MR RE. B H e =y, I, gy =clx) N 1, B0, B
A3 pR BRI A

L:—% Zlogp(yzyi|f(xi,9)). L (214)

ZAERMEAEN 2.6) WEA—2.
I p(y = c| f(x;,0)) AFHEM LI { £} £33 softmax BREE 45 R (Kun-

stner %, 2019), HJ

ele
) eft’
softmax FRECK AT {f.} HWRNE T ARBEKEME M. ¥z A (2.12)
Al LIS 3| Fisher {5 B FERITHR A X

p(y=cl|f(x;,0)) =

... (2.15)

F(0) = % D oG, 0)|" (diag(r,) — mx)) Pof (x,0)] , ... (2.16)

Hr 7, 8RS TAFRN x;» H {p(y = c|f(x;,0))} HEHIFIFE. diag(x;) 15
K Hm i m, F AR R O AR . BARTH B R e B o A R B 2 9mI,
ZAN N —F I TS PLA G S B R SRt

2.4 Fisher 5§ 2% 5 Hessian ZEfEHI X &R

Hessian #EF% A1 Fisher {5 2 K2 HIF 7E 45 2% # T PR D OC B2 Hessian £EF%:
RFURRE L MM S8 H = V2L, Rl BRI R B0 Bt 2. miAd

9
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b2 N, Fisher {5 SAEFERZ SR (po(x, y)} HIIIER 2 25 [0 AL, L ROAT
SR 5%

X P AN 5 35 i S WAt ok il TR 19T, 17 HL Fisher {5 S50 7] L5 Hessian
RO P v 40 2 A0 ABLEBG R AT R (Kunstner 45, 2019), {HIX AR LA Fisher 5 2
R IR — 2 2RI 5 Hessian 6 I REE 5 A FINAT . BRI
M SETER Z G0 N A IAARIAT . (HR 35 2 18] 14 56 R [A0KS 400 200 1 5 75 30—

DT

10
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F3I3IEF ETFERDH Fisher 5254

HITH — % A28 1 Fisher 5 S AEFERIE BPE,  FRET X 225 0] R o 28 Do 246 A5
Rgs T BARBISRAR T B ISR E T IE MG BRI, B AT AE 2
XMRARTTEERETIN, HSER FIXF I N 2E 3] — 2. ARG
[P0 B 2 o 428 PO 248 A5 200 AR — o {6 B B 1 42 I 4% 79 ALY (Pérez-Salinas %%, 2020),
SRIG VLB 4 77705k i Fisher 15 B MRS B BRI AE,  HF42 H —Fhgedfix
Tl PRI (R TR TV 5805 43 T3 ol g TR RS R PR I SR

ERAAPRZ T, AXAERME— A BARBETIHEME ML Z M,
((EbE=ER R NS PR s P S o i A P s o S/ s e i A S A N PRt R 5
. AHEE T ASCER R TR TT I, XM N MEAS 5 1) SO, RO M A
M5 4 BN T HS () R 22 50 B AE G, A DR A DR HE PR 7 VA 2 A 22 AT
BT BB X DL LA (1 R R 3

3.1 BEMZMLE

I8 C-p2RIAE, BN ILERE N ny, YRR N C, BB 2o
KON m, S5 ] SR B R Z AR 2 R 28 A AR T B 3.1 s o ABOR AR ERAPE TG
BN ¢, FHEMZEIITHRE RN

@=¢<§h%ﬁ+@>, . (3D

fi= Z Utjhj’ ...(3.2)
J

HHt (w0} (b} B {0, ) BB RIB S, S0 RAURATEIR R0 0. 1%
PR R AL B B B ORI WS4 O L, T MGk B . B 4
B nm +m+mC. KBTI 0 MIAERE . H550, % HH LRI R 2 19— 5K
B, BHGAEON Sm.

1Ak (3.1) Al (3.2) AT LAty IKRE IR B MR 2 4 AL 2 AR 2
T {x,) BN R 2 A SRR (w),), BN LS (b)), BREA %0
WS B o HEAT R B BIRRR R () ). BORUE R () PR FRUR
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& 3.1 &L N LR EE.

Figure 3.1 The structure of the classical neural network.

A4 R Z W S HOERE (v,;), REEE AR {f). IR, e
LT BEL T — IR softmax PREY, HIZIEZC (2.15) 1HE RIS 2N ZHm N g T A E 2R
AHIREZR A o 2N 28 G54 Th AR Dy B L 0 2 S IR A ¢, R BUETR Eikis
HARMARL LR . BAR LR M LR 25K AR H T 8, (HR 2S5 IR & 70 RElL bl & B
(Cybenko, 1989), B[4kl /= HIsh 2 o H 2% 2, 1% 2% 7] U ADUF ] 45
BRI

32 BETLYEn s

M Mg TR R, 1B R BT B N FF BT AR IE 5, P LA AT
A2 BN ST 2 U . IXN 2 B R AR IE B, (B X T
FERR, BT AT e RE E EE (Nielsen 45, 2010), BIAEEMG— =T LURFEHIZ X,
A M TT R R R —ANRTAT 1

Ll Lm

10)—HUuw) Uy x)Hf ] U(Wﬂw "

B 3.2 BT LN LHRER.

Figure 3.2 The structure of the quantum neural network.

BT IXANE [, Pérez-Salinas 55 (2020) £ H A H BN & LR TIZ B 1)
BN XL 5y HAS S5 o 2L 5 IR R 2 A N8 SE AL, HoR = B
K 3.2 fioRe X R BETHIAZ O AR K & A 2 N 2% h 22 VORI — M 2 e R 3
PIAT N, BIEREBIRINZ UGN S Z B NE AL, f—IX

12
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X R ATIEE E, SAEICRBEEN, DI — 2 . X B 8 S A M
MILESE Dy 2 (DL . B — R MIE XS A EURF SR HEAT — IR SUQ) ks, R )m
e N AR E R 75— SUQ) ehe 8N, HARRIEHN

L; =U (bj1x1,b;5%2,0) U (w;, wjn, w)3) .. (3.3)
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Figure 3.5 The largest eigenvalues of the two Fisher information matrices in the training

process of classical neural networks with different numbers of neurons. 4, and 4, are

the largest eigenvalues of the Fisher calculated according to Eq. (3.8) and (3.9)

respectively.
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Figure 4.2 The training results of classical neural networks with different numbers of

neurons. Points are more likely to be labeled as Class 1 (outside the cirecle) in darker

places.
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Figure 4.4 The largest eigenvalues of the Fisher in the training process of classical neural

networks with different numbers of neurons.
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