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Abstract

When training a neural network for classification, the feature vectors of the training set are
known to collapse to the vertices of a regular simplex, provided the dimension d of the feature
space and the number n of classes satisfies n ≤ d + 1. This phenomenon is known as neural
collapse. For other applications like language models, one instead takes n ≫ d. Here, the neural
collapse phenomenon still occurs, but with different emergent geometric figures. We characterize
these geometric figures in the orthoplex regime where d + 2 ≤ n ≤ 2d. The techniques in our
analysis primarily involve Radon’s theorem and convexity.

1 Introduction

A deep neural network N : Rr → Rn can be decomposed as a feature map F : Rr → Rd, followed by
an affine linear map L : Rd → Rn, and then the softmax function Rn → Rn:

N = softmax ◦L ◦ F.

When training N for a classification task, n denotes the number of classes to distinguish between. The
ideal neural network maps x 7→ ek, where ek ∈ Rn denotes the standard basis element (a.k.a. one-hot
encoding) supported on the intended classification k ∈ [n] := {1, . . . , n} of the data point x ∈ Rr. To
construct such a neural network, we collect a large training set of x’s and corresponding k’s before
training the parameters that define F and L until N(x) ≈ ek for each (x, k) in our training set.

In 2020, Papyan, Han, and Donoho [9] discovered a geometric phenomenon known as neural collapse
that emerges when training such a neural network until the training loss goes to zero. In this “terminal
phase of training,” several things occur simultaneously. First, given any pair of points x and x′ in the
training set with the same intended classification k, it holds that the corresponding features collapse:
F (x) ≈ F (x′). In particular, special points h1, . . . , hn emerge in the feature space Rd such that

F (x) ≈ hk

for every (x, k) in the training set. Furthermore, if each class is equally represented in the training set,
then these special points {hk}k∈[n] form the vertices of a regular simplex. (Of course, this implicitly

assumes d ≥ n − 1 so that it’s possible for Rd to contain an n-vertex simplex; more on that later.)
Next, if the kth entry of the affine linear map L : Rd → Rn is given by

L(h)k = ⟨wk, h⟩+ bk,

then the weight vectors {wk}k∈[n] in Rd that result from our training process form the vertices of a
regular simplex centered at the origin such that

wk ∝ hk − 1

n

n∑
i=1

hi.
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In so many words, the affine linear map L ends up geometrically aligning with the feature vectors F (x)
of our training set.

In the time since its empirical discovery, neural collapse has been analyzed theoretically under an
unconstrained features model [7]. This model decouples the analysis from the architecture of F by
treating the feature vectors of the training set as free variables. (This modeling choice is justified since
F is highly overparameterized in practice.) To date, almost all research in neural collapse focuses on
the regime n ≤ d+1 so that the feature domain can support an n-vertex simplex. But there are many
use cases (e.g., language models) in which n ≫ d. So which geometric figures emerge when n > d+1?

When d is fixed and n → ∞, [6] established that the emergent figures are uniformly distributed
on the sphere. More recent work in [4] offers a nonasymptotic analysis of the n > d+ 1 regime. This
work takes m examples from each class and denotes the corresponding unconstrained feature vectors
by H = {hk,i}k∈[n],i∈[m]. As before, the weight vectors for each class are W = {wk}k∈[n]. Finally, we
avoid the nuisance of translation and scale ambiguity by removing biases bk from L and furthermore
restricting each hk,i and wk to the unit sphere in Rd. Given a fixed temperature τ > 0, we seek to
minimize the cross-entropy loss:

minimize L(τ)
CE(W,H) :=

1

mn

n∑
k=1

m∑
i=1

− log

(
exp(⟨wk, hk,i⟩/τ)∑
j exp(⟨wj , hk,i⟩/τ)

)
subject to ∥hk,i∥ = ∥wk∥ = 1 for all k ∈ [n], i ∈ [m].

In the limit as τ → 0, Lemma 3.1 in [4] gives that the minimizers of L(τ)
CE converge to minimizers of

the so-called hardmax problem:

minimize LHM(W,H) := max
k∈[n]

max
i∈[m]

max
k′ ̸=k

⟨wk − wk′ , hk,i⟩

subject to ∥hk,i∥ = ∥wk∥ = 1 for all k ∈ [n], i ∈ [m].

We call (W,H) a hardmax code if it minimizes LHM(W,H). In this hardmax setting, [4] observed a
generalization of the neural collapse phenomenon in which the emergent geometric objects generalize
the regular simplex. To make this explicit, given a spherical configuration X = {xk}k∈[n], denote

δ(X) := min
j∈[n]

dist(xj , conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j}).

We call X a softmax code if it maximizes δ(X). It turns out that for every hardmax code (W,H), it
holds that W is a softmax code, and conversely, every softmax code W can be extended to a hardmax
code (W,H); see Theorem C.7 in [4]. Furthermore, one may frequently take hk,i = wk for every k ∈ [n]
and i ∈ [m] (e.g., whenever d = 2 or n ≤ d+ 1), and it is conjectured that this is always possible.

To date, softmax codes have been characterized in two settings: d = 2 and n ≤ d + 1. In these
settings, softmax codes form the vertices of an origin-centered regular polygon or simplex, respectively.
We are particularly interested in the orthoplex regime in which d + 2 ≤ n ≤ 2d. In this regime, it
is known that any n of the 2d points ±e1, . . . ,±ed ∈ Rd form a softmax code. Curiously, all of these
are examples of spherical codes, namely, solutions to the Tammes problem of finding n points on the
sphere that maximize the minimum pairwise distance.

In this paper, we characterize all softmax codes in the orthoplex regime. See Figure 1 for a
schematic that illustrates how our results relate to each other (and to the work of [4]). Much like the
d = 2 and n ≤ d+ 1 regimes, we establish that softmax codes are precisely the spherical codes in the
orthoplex regime; this characterization is the subject of Section 2. Next, in Section 3, we establish that
for every softmax code W in the orthoplex regime, taking H = W delivers a hardmax code (W,H).
In Section 4, we observe that for positive temperatures τ , certain softmax codes W have smaller

values of L(τ)
CE(W,W ) than others, meaning not all softmax codes are created equal. Interestingly, the

best softmax codes W have “low entropy” when τ is sufficiently small and “high entropy” when τ is
sufficiently large. We conclude in Section 5 with a discussion.
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Figure 1: Schematic of our main results on neural collapse in the orthoplex regime. Theorems 2, 5,
and 12 appear in Sections 2, 3, and 4, respectively.

2 Softmax codes in the orthoplex regime

Given a spherical configuration X = {xi}i∈[n], we denote

α(X) := max
i,j∈[n]
i̸=j

⟨xi, xj⟩.

We call X a spherical code if it minimizes α(X). Spherical codes have long been studied due to
their application to analog coding. Since α is nonconvex with many local minimizers, spherical codes
are generally hard to come by, but they are fully understood in the orthoplex regime:

Proposition 1 (Rankin’s orthoplex bound; see Theorem 1 in [11], cf. [8]). Fix d ≥ 2 and n ≥ d+ 2.
For every configuration X = {xi}i∈[n] in Sd−1, it holds that

α(X) ≥ 0.

Furthermore, equality is achievable if and only if n ≤ 2d.

What follows is the main result of this section, which identifies spherical codes in the orthoplex
regime with softmax codes:

Theorem 2. Fix d ≥ 2 and n ≥ d+ 2. For every configuration X = {xi}i∈[n] in Sd−1, it holds that

δ(X) ≤ 1.

Furthermore, δ(X) = 1 if and only if α(X) = 0. That is, in the orthoplex regime, the softmax codes
are precisely the spherical codes.

Before we can prove Theorem 2, we first prove a couple of lemmas.

Lemma 3. Fix d ≥ 2 and n ≥ d + 2. Given a configuration X = {xi}i∈[n] in Sd−1, suppose there
exists a partition [n] = A ⊔B with both A and B nonempty such that the intersection

K := conv{xi}i∈A ∩ conv{xi}i∈B

is nonempty with 0 ̸∈ K. Then δ(X) < 1.

3



Proof. Let v denote the projection of 0 onto K. (Notably, v is nonzero since 0 ̸∈ K.) Since v ∈ K ⊆
conv{xi}i∈[n], we may express v as a convex combination:

v =

n∑
i=1

aixi.

It follows that

∥v∥2 = ⟨v, v⟩ =
〈 n∑

i=1

aixi, v

〉
=

n∑
i=1

ai⟨xi, v⟩ ≤ max
i∈[n]

⟨xi, v⟩,

i.e., there exists j ∈ [n] such that ⟨xj , v⟩ ≥ ∥v∥2. This in turn implies

∥xj − v∥2 = 1− 2⟨xj , v⟩+ ∥v∥2 ≤ 1− 2∥v∥2 + ∥v∥2 = 1− ∥v∥2.

Without loss of generality, we have j ∈ A, and so

v ∈ K ⊆ conv{xi}i∈B ⊆ conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j}.

As such,
δ(X) ≤ dist(xj , conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j}) ≤ ∥xj − v∥ ≤

√
1− ∥v∥2 < 1,

where the last step uses the fact that v is nonzero.

Lemma 4. Fix d ≥ 2 and n ≥ d+ 2. For every configuration X = {xi}i∈[n] in Sd−1, it holds that

α(X) > 0 =⇒ δ(X) < 1.

Proof. By Radon’s theorem [10], there exists a partition [n] = A ⊔ B with both A and B nonempty
such that the intersection

K := conv{xi}i∈A ∩ conv{xi}i∈B

is also nonempty. By Lemma 3, we may assume 0 ∈ K. Fix j, k ∈ [n] such that ⟨xj , xk⟩ > 0, and
denote θ := arccos⟨xj , xk⟩ ∈ [0, π

2 ). Without loss of generality, we have j ∈ A, and so

0 ∈ K ⊆ conv{xi}i∈B ⊆ conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j}.

Since conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j} contains both xk and 0, by convexity, it also contains the entire line segment
conv{xk, 0}. Thus,

δ(X) ≤ dist(xj , conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j}) ≤ dist(xj , conv{xk, 0}) = sin θ < 1.

Proof of Theorem 2. The bound δ(X) ≤ 1 is given by Lemma C.9 in [4]. Meanwhile, the “only if”
direction of the “Furthermore” statement follows from combining Rankin’s orthoplex bound (Propo-
sition 1) with Lemma 4. It remains to prove the “if” direction. To this end, suppose α(X) = 0. Then
for each j ∈ [n], it holds that every xi with i ̸= j resides in the halfspace

Hj := {z ∈ Rd : ⟨z, xj⟩ ≤ 0}.

Since Hj is convex, it follows that conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j} ⊆ Hj , and so

dist(xj , conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j}) ≥ dist(xj , Hj) = 1,

where the last step follows from the projection theorem. Minimizing over j ∈ [n] then gives δ(X) ≥ 1,
but since δ(X) ≤ 1 in general, we conclude that δ(X) = 1.
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3 Self duality from lack of rattlers

In this section, we show that hardmax codes in the orthoplex regime enjoy a notion of self duality :

Theorem 5. Every hardmax code (W = {wk}k∈[n], H = {hk,i}k∈[n],i∈[m]) in the orthoplex regime
satisfies hk,i = wk for every k ∈ [n] and i ∈ [m].

Our proof uses an important result from [4], which we state below after a requisite definition.

Definition 6.

(a) A softmax rattler of X = {xi}i∈[n] is an index j ∈ [n] such that

dist(xj , conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j}) > δ(X).

(b) A Tammes rattler of X = {xi}i∈[n] is an index j ∈ [n] such that

max
i∈[n]\{j}

⟨xi, xj⟩ < α(X).

We are now ready to reveal our proof technique for Theorem 5, which factors through the following:

Proposition 7 (Theorem 3.7 in [4]). Fix d and n for which every size-n softmax code in Sd−1 has no
softmax rattler and every size-n spherical code has no Tammes rattler. Then the following statements
are equivalent:

(a) Every hardmax code (W,H) satisfies hk,i = wk for every k ∈ [n] and i ∈ [m].

(b) The size-n softmax codes in Sd−1 are precisely the size-n spherical codes in Sd−1.

In [4], it was established that the softmax codes and spherical codes in both the d = 2 and n ≤ d+1
regimes are identical and rattle-free (in both senses), and so Proposition 7 gives that these codes are
self dual. We will replicate this approach to prove self duality in the orthoplex regime. It remains to
prove that these codes are rattle-free in both senses.

Lemma 8. Every softmax code in the orthoplex regime has no softmax rattler.

Proof. Fix a softmax code X = {xi}i∈[n] in the orthoplex regime, meaning δ(X) = 1. By Radon’s
theorem [10], there exists a partition [n] = A ⊔ B with both A and B nonempty such that the
intersection

K := conv{xi}i∈A ∩ conv{xi}i∈B

is also nonempty. By Lemma 3, we have 0 ∈ K.
Consider any j ∈ [n]. Without loss of generality, we have j ∈ A, and so

0 ∈ K ⊆ conv{xi}i∈B ⊆ conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j}.

It follows that
1 = δ(X) ≤ dist(xj , conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j}) ≤ ∥xj − 0∥ = 1,

and so
dist(xj , conv{xi}i∈[n]\{j}) = δ(X).

Since j was arbitrary, we conclude that X has no softmax rattler.

Lemma 9. Every spherical code in the orthoplex regime has no Tammes rattler.

Our proof of Lemma 9 makes use of a classification of spherical codes in the orthoplex regime:

Proposition 10 (Theorem 2 in [5]). Fix d ≥ 2 and n ∈ [d + 2, 2d], and consider any configuration
{xi}i∈[n] in Sd−1 that achieves equality in Rankin’s orthoplex bound. Then there exists a possibly empty
subset S0 ⊆ [n] and a partition S1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Sl = [n] \ S0 with l ≥ n− d such that

(a) |S0| = dim span{xi}i∈S0
,

5



(b) |Sj | = dim span{xi}i∈Sj + 1 for each j ∈ [l], and

(c) span{xi}i∈Sj ⊥ span{xi}i∈Sj′ whenever j ̸= j′.

Proof of Lemma 9. Fix a spherical code X = {xi}i∈[n] in the orthoplex regime, meaning α(X) = 0.
Consider any j ∈ [n]. By Proposition 10, there exists i ∈ [n]\{j} such that ⟨xi, xj⟩ = 0 = α(X). Since
j was arbitrary, we conclude that X has no Tammes rattler.

Proof of Theorem 5. Fix d and n such that d+ 2 ≤ n ≤ 2d. By Lemma 8, every size-n softmax code
in Sd−1 has no softmax rattler, and by Lemma 9, every size-n spherical code has no Tammes rattler.
By Theorem 2, the size-n softmax codes in Sd−1 are precisely the size-n spherical codes in Sd−1. The
result then follows from Proposition 7.

4 Not all softmax codes are created equal

At this point, we know all softmax codes in the orthoplex regime, and we know they are self dual,
meaning they each extend uniquely to a hardmax code. In this section, we return to the original
nonzero temperature setting. It turns out that in this setting, some softmax codes are preferred over
others, and the preference is determined by the temperature. We start with a definition.

Definition 11.

(a) A softmax code is said to be low-entropy with parameter p if it consists of the vertices of a
p-point regular simplex along with an orthoplex, both of which are orthogonal to each other and
together span the ambient space.

(b) A softmax code is said to be high-entropy with parameter p if it consists of the vertices of
mutually orthogonal p- or (p+ 1)-point regular simplices that together span the ambient space.

See Figure 2 for an illustration of low- and high-entropy softmax codes. The vertices of every
orthoplex (in which n = 2d) are simultaneously low-entropy with p = 2 and high-entropy with p = 2.
Similarly, the vertices of a triangular bipyramid (in which d = 3 and n = 5) are simultaneously low-
entropy with p = 3 and high-entropy with p = 2. For an example in which these notions do not
coincide, we need to go up to d = 4 and n = 6. Here, a low-entropy softmax code (with p = 4) is
obtained by taking the vertices of a tetrahedron in a 3-dimensional subspace and a pair of antipodal
points in the orthogonal complement. Meanwhile, a high-entropy softmax code (with p = 2) is obtained
by placing the vertices of an equilateral triangle in each of two orthogonal planes.

In what follows, we let SMC(d, n) denote the set of all n-point softmax codes in Sd−1. We are now
ready to state the main result of this section.

Theorem 12. Fix d and n such that d+ 2 ≤ n ≤ 2d. There exist thresholds

0 < τ−(n) < τ+(n) < ∞

such that for each temperature τ < τ−(n) (resp. τ > τ+(n)), the minimizers of L(τ)
CE(W,W ) subject to

W ∈ SMC(d, n) are low- (resp. high-) entropy softmax codes.

By Theorem 2, we may view Proposition 10 as a decomposition of our feasibility region SMC(d, n).
Using the notation of Proposition 10, we make use of the partition S0 ⊔ S1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ Sl = [n] so that the
batches {wk}k∈Si for i ∈ {0, 1, . . . , l} are mutually orthogonal. Then the quantity to minimize is

L(τ)
CE(W,W ) =

1

n

n∑
k=1

− log

(
exp(⟨wk, wk⟩/τ)∑
j exp(⟨wj , wk⟩/τ)

)

=
1

n

l∑
i=0

∑
k∈Si

log

( n∑
j=1

exp(⟨wj , wk⟩/τ)
)
− 1

τ

=
1

n

l∑
i=0

∑
k∈Si

log

(
n− |Si|+ e1/τ +

∑
j∈Si
j ̸=k

exp(⟨wj , wk⟩/τ)
)
− 1

τ
.
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(d, n) = (2, 4)
low-entropy, p = 2
high-entropy, p = 2

(d, n) = (3, 5)
low-entropy, p = 3
high-entropy, p = 2

(d, n) = (3, 6)
low-entropy, p = 2
high-entropy, p = 2

⊕ ⊕

(d, n) = (4, 6)
low-entropy, p = 4

(d, n) = (4, 6)
high-entropy, p = 2

Figure 2: Smallest examples of low- and high-entropy softmax codes.

In particular, by decomposing into mutually orthogonal batches, our objective splits batch-wise into
terms of the form

Lτ,c(X) :=
∑
k

log

(
c+

∑
j ̸=k

exp(⟨xj , xk⟩/τ)
)
,

where c > 0 is given by n− |Si|+ e1/τ when applied to the ith batch. Taking inspiration from [6], we
show that Lτ,c(X) is minimized by the vertices of an origin-centered regular simplex.

Lemma 13. Fix d and n such that 2 ≤ n ≤ d + 1, along with τ, c > 0. The n-point configurations
X = {xi}i∈[n] in Sd−1 that minimize Lτ,c(X) satisfy

n∑
i=1

xi = 0 and ⟨xi, xj⟩ = − 1

n− 1
∀ i, j ∈ [n], i ̸= j.

Proof. Put s :=
∑

i xi and β := 1/τ . Then for each k ∈ [n], Jensen’s inequality gives

1

n− 1

∑
j ̸=k

exp(⟨xj , xk⟩/τ) ≥ exp

(
1

n− 1

∑
j ̸=k

⟨xj , xk⟩/τ
)

= exp

(
β

n− 1

(
⟨s, xk⟩ − 1

))
.

By the monotonicity of log, it follows that

Lτ,c(X) ≥
n∑

k=1

log

(
c+ (n− 1) exp

(
β

n− 1

(
⟨s, xk⟩ − 1

)))
=

n∑
k=1

log
(
c+ aeb⟨s,xk⟩

)
,

where a = (n − 1)e−β/(n−1) and b = β/(n − 1). Since the function t 7→ log(c + aebt) is convex and
monotone, another application of Jensen’s inequality gives

1

n
Lτ,c(X) ≥ 1

n

n∑
k=1

log
(
c+ aeb⟨s,xk⟩

)
≥ log

(
c+ aeb

1
n

∑n
k=1⟨s,xk⟩

)
= log

(
c+ aeb∥s∥

2/n
)
≥ log(c+ a).

We conclude by characterizing when X achieves equality in this lower bound. Equality in the last
step requires s = 0, which in turn ensures equality in the penultimate inequality. The remaining
inequality is saturated precisely when every k has a constant ck such that ⟨xj , xk⟩ = ck for every
j ̸= k. Considering 0 = ⟨s, xk⟩ = 1 + (n− 1)ck, we necessarily have ck = −1/(n− 1).

7



As such, for each minimizer of L(τ)
CE(W,W ) subject to W ∈ SMC(d, n), the batches S1, . . . , Sl index

the vertices of origin-centered regular simplices. It turns out that the remaining batch S0 is empty,
and furthermore, l = n− d:

Lemma 14. Fix d and n such that d + 2 ≤ n ≤ 2d, along with τ > 0. Consider any minimizer of

L(τ)
CE(W,W ) subject to W ∈ SMC(d, n), and consider any partition S0 ⊔S1 ⊔ · · · ⊔Sl = [n] as described

in Proposition 10. Then S0 is empty, W spans Rd, and l = n− d.

Proof. Suppose S0 is nonempty. If S0 is a singleton set, then applying Lemma 13 to the spherical

configuration X := {wk}k∈S0∪S1
in spanX gives that W does not minimize L(τ)

CE(W,W ) subject to
W ∈ SMC(d, n). Otherwise, we may apply Lemma 13 to the spherical configuration X := {wk}k∈S0

in spanX to reach the same conclusion.
Next, suppose W does not span Rd. Then applying Lemma 13 to the spherical configuration

X := {wk}k∈S0∪S1 in spanX + (spanW )⊥ gives that W does not minimize L(τ)
CE(W,W ) subject to

W ∈ SMC(d, n).
Finally, for each i ∈ [l], let di := |Si| − 1 denote the dimension of the span of {wk}k∈Si

. Then

d =

l∑
i=1

di and n =

l∑
i=1

(di + 1) = d+ l,

i.e., l = n− d.

Overall, every minimizer consists of the vertices of mutually orthogonal origin-centered regular
simplices. Next, we determine the best tuple of simplex sizes. For each i ∈ [l], let di := |Si| − 1 denote
the dimension of the span of {wk}k∈Si . Our task is to determine the positive integers d1, . . . , dl, all of
which sum to d by Lemma 14, that minimize

L(τ)
CE(W,W ) =

1

n

l∑
i=0

∑
k∈Si

log

(
n− |Si|+ e1/τ +

∑
j∈Si
j ̸=k

exp(⟨wj , wk⟩/τ)
)
− 1

τ

=
1

n

l∑
i=1

(di + 1) log
(
n− (di + 1) + e1/τ + die

−1/(τdi)
)
− 1

τ

=
1

n

l∑
i=1

fn,τ (di)−
1

τ
,

where the first equality is given by our original simplification of L(τ)
CE(W,W ), the second equality applies

Lemmas 13 and 14, and the last equality comes from defining fn,τ : [1, n− 1] → R by

fn,τ (x) = (x+ 1) log
(
n− x− 1 + e1/τ + xe−1/(τx)

)
.

See Figure 3 for an illustration of our discrete optimization problem in the special case where n = 10.
In general, it turns out that fn,τ is concave (resp. convex) when τ is sufficiently small (resp. large),

which in turn dictates which choice of (d1, . . . , dl) minimizes L(τ)
CE(W,W ).

Lemma 15. For every integer n > 1, there exist thresholds

0 < τ−(n) < τ+(n) < ∞

such that for every τ < τ−(n) (resp. τ > τ+(n)), it holds that fn,τ is strictly concave (resp. convex).

The proof of Lemma 15 is a technical calculus argument that we defer to the end of this section.
For now, we use this lemma to prove the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem 12. Suppose W is a minimizer of L(τ)
CE(W,W ) subject to W ∈ SMC(d, n). Then

as discussed above, Lemmas 13 and 14 imply that W consists of the vertices of l := n − d mutu-
ally orthogonal origin-centered regular simplices, with the ith simplex having dimension di such that∑l

i=1 di = d, and furthermore,

L(τ)
CE(W,W ) =

1

n

l∑
i=1

fn,τ (di)−
1

τ
.
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τ
0.3916 0.5847

concave convex

τ
0.4968

(3, 1, 1, 1) (2, 2, 1, 1)

τ
0.4713 0.4968

(5, 1, 1) (3, 3, 1) (3, 2, 2)

τ
0.4588

(7, 1) (4, 4)

Figure 3: Fix n = 10. The first plot reports when fn,τ is concave or convex. The next three plots
report the best choice of (d1, . . . , dl) as a function of temperature τ . Here, we take d to be 6, 7, and 8,
respectively. We omit the d = 5 case since the corresponding softmax code is unique up to rotation.

As such, it suffices to determine the tuple (d1, . . . , dl) of positive integers that sum to d and minimize
the right-hand side above. Consider the thresholds τ−(n) and τ+(n) reported in Lemma 15.

Case I: τ < τ−(n). We claim that the optimal d1 ≥ · · · ≥ dl has d2 = 1, and therefore the
corresponding softmax code is low-entropy with parameter p = d1+1. To prove this, we will show that
d2 > 1 implies (d1, . . . , dl) is suboptimal. It suffices to verify that (d′1, . . . , d

′
l) defined by d′1 := d1 + 1,

d′2 := d2 − 1, and d′i := di for all i > 2 is an improvement. First,

l∑
i=1

fn,τ (di)−
l∑

i=1

fn,τ (d
′
i) =

(
fn,τ (d2)− fn,τ (d2 − 1)

)
−

(
fn,τ (d1 + 1)− fn,τ (d1)

)
.

By the mean value theorem, there exist c1 and c2 satisfying

d2 − 1 < c2 < d2 ≤ d1 < c1 < d1 + 1

such that
f ′
n,τ (c1) = fn,τ (d1 + 1)− fn,τ (d1), f ′

n,τ (c2) = fn,τ (d2)− fn,τ (d2 − 1).

It follows that
l∑

i=1

fn,τ (di)−
l∑

i=1

fn,τ (d
′
i) = f ′

n,τ (c2)− f ′
n,τ (c1) > 0,

where the last step follows from the fact that fn,τ is strictly concave by Lemma 15.

Case II: τ > τ+(n). We claim that the optimal d1 ≥ · · · ≥ dl has d1 − dl ≤ 1, and therefore the
corresponding softmax code is high-entropy with parameter p = dl + 1. To prove this, we will show
that d1 − dl > 1 implies (d1, . . . , dl) is suboptimal. It suffices to verify that (d′1, . . . , d

′
l) defined by

d′1 := d1 − 1, d′l := dl + 1, and d′i = di for all 1 < i < l is an improvement. First,

l∑
i=1

fn,τ (di)−
l∑

i=1

fn,τ (d
′
i) =

(
fn,τ (d1)− fn,τ (d1 − 1)

)
−
(
fn,τ (dl + 1)− fn,τ (dl)

)
.

By the mean value theorem, there exist c1 and cl satisfying

dl < cl < dl + 1 ≤ d1 − 1 < c1 < d1

such that
f ′
n,τ (c1) = fn,τ (d1)− fn,τ (d1 − 1), f ′

n,τ (cl) = fn,τ (dl + 1)− fn,τ (dl).

It follows that
l∑

i=1

fn,τ (di)−
l∑

i=1

fn,τ (d
′
i) = f ′

n,τ (c1)− f ′
n,τ (cl) > 0,

where the last step follows from the fact that fn,τ is strictly convex by Lemma 15.
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Proof of Lemma 15. For convenience, we put

g(x) := n− x− 1 + eβ + xe−β/x,

where β := 1/τ . Notably, g(x) > 0 for every x ∈ [1, n− 1]. We have

f ′′
n,τ (x) =

1

g(x)

(
(x+ 1)g′′(x) + 2g′(x)− (x+ 1)

g′(x)2

g(x)

)
.

It is sometimes convenient to write u := 1/(τx) = β/x. We have

g′(x) = −1 + (1 + u)e−u, g′′(x) =
u2e−u

x
.

In what follows, we apply the following primitives without further explanation:

1 ≤ x ≤ n− 1 , 0 ≤ u ≤ β .

For the concavity claim, it suffices to show

Q := (x+ 1)g′′(x) + 2g′(x)− (x+ 1)
g′(x)2

g(x)
< 0.

For the first two terms, we have

(x+ 1)g′′(x) = (1 + 1
x )u

2e−u ≤ 2β2e−β/n,

2g′(x) = 2
(
− 1 + (1 + u)e−u

)
≤ 2

(
− 1 + (1 + β)e−β/n

)
,

and since
g(x) = n− x− 1 + eβ + xe−β/x ≥ eβ + xe−β/x > 0,

the third term satisfies

−(x+ 1)
g′(x)2

g(x)
≤ 0.

Putting everything together,
Q ≤ 2

(
− 1 + (1 + β + β2)e−β/n

)
,

which is negative for all large β, i.e., it suffices to take τ < τ−(n) for some sufficiently small τ−(n).
For the convexity claim, it suffices to show Q > 0. For the first two terms, we have

(x+ 1)g′′(x) = (1 + 1
x )u

2e−u ≥ (1 + 1
n )u

2e−u, 2g′(x) = 2
(
− 1 + (1 + u)e−u

)
.

For the third term, we have

g′(x)2 =
(
− 1 + (1 + u)e−u

)2
,

g(x)

x+ 1
=

n+ eβ

x+ 1
− 1 +

x

x+ 1
e−u ≥ 1

n
+

1

2
e−u.

Putting everything together,

Q ≥ (1 + 1
n )u

2e−u + 2
(
− 1 + (1 + u)e−u

)
−

(
− 1 + (1 + u)e−u

)2
1
n + 1

2e
−u

= 1
nu

2 + ( 13 + 1
n )u

3 + · · · ,

where the last step is the Taylor series expansion with respect to u, centered at 0. By an application of
Taylor’s theorem, it follows that Q > 0 for all sufficiently small u. Since u = 1/(τx) ≤ 1/τ , it suffices
to take τ > τ+(n) for some sufficiently large τ+(n).
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5 Discussion

In this paper, we characterized softmax codes in the orthoplex regime, we showed that they are always
self dual, and we identified which of these are preferred by cross-entropy loss under extremely low
and high temperatures. Several questions remain. First, are softmax codes always spherical codes?
This coincidence was known to hold when d = 2 or n ≤ d + 1, and now we know it also holds when
d+2 ≤ n ≤ 2d. There are only a few remaining examples of (d, n) for which the corresponding spherical
codes are known [3], so these are the natural next cases for further evaluation. Is there a generalization
of the theory of universal optimality [2] that explains this coincidence? More generally, is there any
hope of determining softmax codes with n > 2d? Finally, it would be interesting to better understand
the cross-entropy loss minimizers with positive temperatures τ > 0, and how the optimizers evolve
with τ ; this is qualitatively similar to the problem investigated in [1].
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