Emsc@DL Hacks

Difference Target Propagation

Dong-Hyun Lee, Saizheng Zhang, Asja Fischer, Antoine Biard, &
Yoshua Bengio

FRE AKX



Riw(C DT

HRRFS
O ICLR2015 workshop

BengioftEDEFIAZT ?

O REURIE D T TEDP > TRVLWDS, o EEMFEFNEZIEDEVNGE
TPDFRULULDEWDH®

O ;orge’r propagation&ENZHERE Uz difference target propagationZ
o

O #H(FBengiofcEDFTI )L L R— ~(arXiv:1407.7906).

AH (T "Toward Biologically Plausible Deep Learning” Z&cd+/ch D
Iz,

O mXADtarget propagationMHOMN59, Co>BEZFHEOEIC.

O RERCEHBNTUET.

KT DOFIEITHEE,



SR AL (C DU T

B DT  —T S5 —_> T (IMEREIH (credit assignment) BRE %z f#
R DI(CEREFLIE (back-propagation)ZFIFA L TULS.

O EHEISMEE  ELIBORETIHRNICHDCENTSTARVREE. /(-
T bO>DFBTORESRBBIC oo, BREP B TR,

UL UKDZEICIRTED KDBUVIEERICIRD &, KDEU\IELREA
(CTED.
O AEHYERX DorBFRN(ICAKET RSB,

I UVIHERZ(CIRRD &, BRI DT> TULED.
O AN ESKREZRIF0, ZHTBEZSFHEEAX.



s P LIRDOEY)FRIZ T

VS

R CIBEI DT DX DR TEMZFHZI NN EZE R S5NS.

®

IREP GBI K X TR TH DN, EYPERC(IHRAZ EIERRAZ.
DT ¢ — )y OWREPEIBEIR S (L, FERE R fpropst EDER
Nz EHE(CFIDINER D D.

O bpropldfporop EXFFNREH THIAINE.

O ERO— 1 —O>OIEEFINAFUE (R)SA) .

A fprop EbpropHNEEN I DS DIEHEIRETRAINNE.
O\ A DEEEN E T BRB DN ?

:> Target propagation



ARLDIBEICDNT

SIFRSEFHIOBERON M Z p(x,y) &L, RV NID—DDIEEZIRD
K D (ZECah.

h;, = fi(hi—l) — Si(Wz’hi—l)a 1=1,...,.M
O hfBHUE, hi 1 DTFDENE, Wi/\SX—4, sidERAZIETEEREER

CDEE, BHISBETDINSA—5% 0] = {(Wi,k=i+1,...,j} £ETBE,
hiZZhilC DWTCODOREERE U TSR TED.

SEREHIN (x,y) DEE Lihp(x;00),y) ZEADREREET 3.
BICEE T3S, 2AROBREFEMIRDLS(CERIRTES.

L(has(x;00:"),y) = L(hpr(hi(x;057); 0577, y)



Target®iE A

R LI CECDREZRBD/ S A —F TR U TRDIZERE
ESZT FTOECIEATWVWE, EHROFREZ/NS<T 3.

O UHDUEWVWEB(CRD EBUWIERRIZ(ICIRAD, BRENNS LSRR EDEBERUE
NIB.

C DB Z RS DI2HCEBDh(x; 0y)) ZRARDBENNE 2D
L5 h ([SEDIIDCEZEERD. IS5 h ([ IRZE/T.

L(hps(hi; 037"),y) < L(bar (hy(x;05); 057, y)

ZCDESR h,EIEDY—4 Y target) &L,



INS A= DEFh

H—4w Nh, h5ZBNEESE, h, & h, [OEDIF3TEEER B,
O CHICk> TEUOBEEESE/ NS T3,
INS A= W, ZEFI DIz (Clayer-localid’y —4w NRZE L, =%
A2, Li(hi, hi) = |[hy — hy(x; 60572
FBESCDICE D T/IISA—FIRDELS (CEHENDS.
(t+1) () OL;(h;, h,)
Wi =Wt =y

oh; )l ow;

IAIZ' (Et_}'_f |

_ o

layer-specific’®

P
FEE

SEBHDETIFIRDTRES L

BD/\SA—YZRUDIT DT
i OENSING: AT SiA AN Sy




Target®EH

TEFEDKDICULT, =T haRDODDH?

O 9—0v MIEERDBRENNS KRB X DSMETRIFNIIRSIRLN.

O FEHDFBDIZE, — B LOBDY -5 MIBASHCEARDIRZERE
DA SRDHEND.

A _OL(h),,
hy =hy — 7 éh]\;y)

1) HR0.5 CIEEREHDMSEIRSE, F—4'v MEyElZ UL RS,
O P/EETE?

[Bengio 2014] Tldapproximate inverseZzF# A LU TULB.



Approximate Inverse

TNENDRDIHCDWTRDKDIRgZEERD.

fi(gi(h;)) =~ h; or gi(fi(hi—1)) =~ h;_;
CDgZEEDT, F1EDY—TYv hZiEBDS—5wv M BIRDKDI(C

EYTE 9 D. . .
h, | = gi(hi)
Oh,_; &h_ DEEE NS UTCHIERDREEMBNNES K RBLSICT
5' hi ]AIL

fil fi gi ~ [

hz’—l ilz'_l



Approximate Inverse

EU, gh'ZR(CAOMEEEIC/RBIRS(E Li(h, fi(hi—1)) HOICRRB.
O UNMUL, ERRICEEEQFEREEERDD S E(SE U,
Ko T, gZapproximate inverse& UTEE (A—bI>O0—4—
DFI1—F—KSRU) .

gz(hz) p— gz(vzhz), ’L p— 1, ,M

O &EBDBE L™ = lgi(fi(hi-1)) —hi|; ZR/IMELTgixB3.

CDEDICTBRBTET, fithioy) = filgs(hy) [Fh (ELTRD, Li(hy, fi(hi—1))

i SUNSRGAVSE .

o
A\ ?Z: i(hy, fi(hi—1))

Fiz, JAXZANDSETHEEREZESHD.
L™ = |lgi(fi(hi—y +€)) — (h—1 +€)[|5, e~ N(0,0)



EUghMDEEREENT, it h = fi(hi—1) = Wis;(hi—1) ETRD TWLBRIRS
(X, target propagationDLJBEDEE M EREFEIED L AcDmEIE H
590° IR ETRD T ENREXATIERAETNTULS.

1+ Aq(n)
dmaz | Ay(1)

)\min

0< < cos(a) <1




Difference Target Propagation

EIR(C(X, FREMHIATZEICECNE TDrargetDEID BT TIEHEE
{EICHEIRENNRE T B.

KXDT, RDOKDSitargetzieE 9 B.

A A

h; 1 =h;_1 + gi(h;) — g;(h;)

O CHMCtarget propagationd dF L= difference target propagation&
IS
O gh\fidDFTEIRFEEIRS (EEEDIarget propagation & [REME.



Difference Target Propagation

IaE difference target propagationH L \LDH ?

TZE UlesEEtZkDDIZHICE, h; HY fli.(CiED‘K £S5h, 1B h,_,

(CEDLAENDD.

O Z5URVE, EOENFEICIED TLWBDIC, TORDI\SA—F%E
FTUCEROEENEEAETLRO>TUES.

KDTC, hj=h; = h,_1=h,_ ELWDEHFICKD>DTEEILT S.
O E@EDtarget propagation THEgHWEREER S C DA (EFE= 7.
h;_; = f;(h;) = gi(hy)

A

h; 4

O difference target propagation TIXRDBEERMRRIIL TULVSD (1 DRID
A4 ROREFICKDEASH) OTgHREFEE TR THE/KRDIL
.

A

h, 1 —h;_; = g;(h;) — gs(hy)



Ditference Target Propagation

BEDtargetldZ ]

h-llCEULIEECSD
Ztarget&E I B




fEgMEEVWMEBRMFDIT T, h; & h; OEBSEINE, b A h,_
ERRDIEEE, h; B h ([TAL 2B, ?JZIKE’J(L_(J/AOD_WJ\ESZD_LD

|h; — fi(hi—1)||3 < [|h; — hy|]3



Difference Target Propagation®J7)LI 1) X/

Algorithm 1 Training deep neural networks via difference target propagation

Compute unit values for all layers:

for i = 1to M do /i\j_:“/ I\%jk&)g
h; + fi(hi—l)

end for R i

Making the first target: hy; | < hy; 1 — 9 é)h(f\f_l’ (L is the global loss)

Compute targets for lower layers: X .

for: = M —1to2do . £ TV hRDD
h;_; < h;_; — gi(h;) + gi(h;)

end for

Training feedback (inverse) mapping:

fori: =M —1to2do -
Update parameters for g; using SGD with following a layer-local loss L:™" feedbackds ”ﬁiﬁ
L = gi(fi(hi-1 +€)) — (hi—1 + €)[[3, €~ N(0,0)

end for

Training feedforward mapping:

for: = 1to M do -
Update parameters for f; using SGD with following a layer-local loss L; feedforwardDilll#E
L; =||fi(h;—1) — h;||3 ifi < M, L; = L (the global loss) if i = M.

end for




Difference Target Propagation(C k2D

dA—hIT> -5 —DFE

FA— b2 —ZREPCETITRKARFETEE T B.
O ABDEEFREEIC A XZEANIEETIL.
h = f(x) = sig(Wx + b)
z = g(h) = sigW'(h+¢)+c), e~ N(0,0)
L=z —x|3+[|f(x+€) =h|3, e~ N(0,0)

FEDHRN >
1. BHDI—=5Y b= ABROTHHEDRZE \
(& Ly = llg(h) — x[|3 &£/2B. A
2. BNEDY—4Y MIRDESICRD g ‘ ‘
(flxgDapproximate inverse) . @ @
h=h+ f(z) - f(z) = 2h — f(2) @Eﬁ’_’g,’;*-}fff}‘ﬂﬂ]

LD TRNBDEE Ly = ||f(x +¢) — hlf3 /



IRDTY NI—2DTEER
EBEDERN_1—JI)LRY NDJ—5

d—w MEICEERRMEEN DD RY KD —D
WR_1—-J)LRxvy NDJD—0
A—bI>O-%4—

FIERMEIEEH NS A LIRER T, /A7 X(F0
10[alDEE T 5l

b=

iR FE(Idifference target propagation&E 93



LEDEN_"_1—JI)L=RY NDJO—2D

7}Z_C§)Z 2401=w b~

RER
O Qtyl\ MNIST
O
O EI‘%I:BEJ&& tanh
O

10" trammg cost 40 i , cIa55|f|cat|on error
—  diff target prop 35| — train err : diff target prop ||
— back-prop — train err : back-prop
5 102 | 3.0 8 — test err : diff target-prop
Q
=] ~— ) ~
£ 25t \ test err : back-prop
YV _—
= £ . .
g 10° 5 201 —f— ]
|
o
o
¢ 10% 10}
10° . ‘ : , : . » . 0.0k i
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 % 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 % 100
epoch epoc ch

O B4 EEEEZEReLUICT D ET R MrEMtarget:3.15%(Cxt Uback:1.62% & 73D,
ReLUIFZEREFGIB(ICBFITH D Z E(FF5NTULD
(RFEC (@I TIRWVY)



| EBORN_1—T)LxRY KO-

EERELTE

O >—45twv b CIFAR-10

O EERESTE : MNISTERIU

O ®Rv NJ—2#iE : 3072-1000-1000-1000-10
O AAZ[01]CIEME, ENUNDEILIE(E/R L

O ZOMDI\SA—SEF(FRNSHA.
EERTGR
O > X NEf#ESR

target:50.37%

back:53.72%

[Krizhevsky and Hinton 2009](EfEMN/E1/E+1000 12w hCT49.78%,
10000 1=w ~C51.53%

[Konda+ 2015] (Fstate-of-the-art ©64.1%



2.1=w PREICEFEIIIMEN D RY KD —0

EYIFRNREBR 1 —OBOBEIRX MRS I 2HIC, ROE
(CIEHDESITESZEIRET B.
O SEMHEREEZE X5 W TEEERIC T 30T TIFR0N.

EERRTE @ )
O >—4twv bk MNIST Bl
" o ho)-+(7)
O Ry hD— i 1 784-500-500-10 L
O 1EEH S208E THEL DJ'ifcrete
| :12 — {2(h1) = tanh(Wasign(hy)) (500(-,;1}"_@
signl3 T = EEX af
O 2EBEOUREIEEERIEIDEDLDICTS. 784(3:)

g2(hy) = tanh(V5sign(hy))
Ly = ||g2(f2(h1 + €)) — (hi + €)][5



2.0 —"vw MNEICEEERIIMmENNHDRY NDO—D

A DIHE, BREPCIBOAENOXIZ (I ARIEE(C/RD

KDT, MD2DDNR—RASAFEELERT D,

O Straight-through estimator [Bengio+ 2013]+32Z& ¥ {niE
RERIBICHNT, Ry ITEABOEREMZEET D.

O BEEED KD LoBEZREF CECEE (1BREFELIEWN)



2.1=w PREICEFEIIIMEN D RY KD —0

ES TUEES

10° training cost of discrete networks 010 train error of discrete networks 40 test error of discrete networks
— diff target-prop — diff target-prop — diff target-prop
102 — back-prop baseline 1| 0.08 back-prop baseline 1 — back-prop baseline 1
3 — back-prop baseline 2 — back-prop baseline 2 35 back-prop baseline 2 ||
=3
g oosl [ 1 [T
: . -~ 1 I
i: 10° 34— 3 = g % 30! [ I | } 1 I
o> . [
2 I € 004 g
z 10° 1 v s
) — _— 25 1
2 —_— 0.02 — ﬂ%_
10° — S | |
I — I i
0.00 + : 20 L i -+ { %
10100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
ennch epoch epoch

O Baoselinel : SIFEEZPETOICUNER L7RUAY, SFABTEBE(ZU N,
OICUER LR UL\ (dbiased gradient TeRiBA TE 3.

O Baseline? : dlfEEREYC TS — MRV, T XA RTIEL LSRN,
1IBEETRKRDOS DRI ZFE TETRALT.

O Target propagation : IFREZPETDUR (FIEAY, O(CUNER L TULVD.
Fiz, TARNIS—BRUVMERER DT,

ARy RO — DT TCEZDITFEB TS DT ENDOMOLL.



3MERRY KNDJ—72

EEDOEEPGIE T, ERRyY NI —O LB T v b ZEIRR TR

moJz.
Ry NI —J3&mFE TN TLYB[Bengio 2013][Tang+ 2013]
[Bengio+ 2013].

O YILFE—HIVEERHITEDP(Y | X)Z2FEBTED.
BELSNIZTE D OTFAIICER.

RN\ FUI Y MIEMZERNCEIEDITEND.
O R)\AF>2 021 —0O0> EDFELUE.



3MERRY KNDJ—72

EERESIE

O >—45tw bk MNIST

O R*v hJ—U1iE @ 784-200-200-10 ([Raiko+ 2014](ICHRED)

O BENEEHEXRN/\rFUI1-wv k

O 1=v hORNERISTEA REE W) = P(H; = 1|h;—1) = o(W;h;_1)

NR—RXTAFE
O Straight-through biased gradient estimator [Bengio+ 2013]
BEERENIR T > T 0 X 5w T DB RGN AR,

h?

i (9hp ~ 0'/(Wihi_1)WiT5hf
1—1




3MEXRRY KNDJ—72

Target propagation TIIEFEERRY N —TJZIIIETE 3.

O 5—70wv &, 2BHEIBEHTEZENEN

~ 0L A .
hg = hg - 778—112 & hzf — hﬁ) + gz(hg) - Qz(hg)

O FREAEUE g:(h?) = tanh(V;h!) T, ROBEEHN SR T S.
L™ = [lgi(fi(hi—1 +€)) = (hima +)[l3, €~ N(0,0)
O layer-localidd—4y 82 L; = ||h? — h?||3



3MERRY KNDJ—72

= =+
ESTIRES
O ¥ X M5 —ToOFHi
Method Test Error(%)
Difference Target-Propagation, M=1 1.54%
Straight-through gradient estimator (Bengio et al., 2013) + backprop, M=1
as reported in Raiko et al. (2014) 1.71%
as reported in Tang and Salakhutdinov (2013), M=20 3.99%
as reported in Raiko et al. (2014), M=20 1.63%

O Target propagation TOFER(E, MNISTICKBHERRY M TRERUE
RERDOLE.

REFEL, #HEEN/AFUI Ty MEFATNDRY NI—DTEIFE(C
BETHDIZEN DM DT



A A—FIT>0—4—

EERESTE

O >—45twhk: MNIST

O Rv hJ—U181E : BNE10001=w b+

O ZOMOREIFRIOR—THIBLIZEEDD.

: 7 -~
il

EERFEER
O BOXDRTqILF—=FEH
O > AMIS—: 1.35%

r)
3
Y

FRELIBC K DBEEDOA— IO - ERAIUIDRFERERD L.



RemX ClE, FTULEsEILFEE U Ctarget propagationzi&E A.
O REVGBORLSZHE, EMENCEZEELNKIDEL).

leference Torge’r propogohon(iﬁ'méfd PN CHE DTS K

EERTIX, RO =R U

O BEDOFRVNRY ND—0&EA— NI O—4 —TREFGEEESOMRE
O 1—v MEICEEEIIMEEN S DRY ND—DOZBEBEFE TS,

O HX_"31—3)LRv NDJ—2UTIX, MNISTCstate-of-the-art.



Toward Biologically Plausible Deep Learning

Hinton®2007FDtalkeR—X & L TLB.

ANAF>2 T —a1—0O0EFTILTEZISNTVWBRIRKR THDR/I\ A0S
A =2 OKFS T X084 (STDP) (CER.
0 —21—0OOANEHEATDORNGTBZIEYAZ2IT, EFNBHREIND

L]
250 5

7 b ™
synaptic  pre-spike  change in S
change post-potential £
0 COEFXOZEILZEBNRZIORMD ERIITD. §°°
AV] ~ _8J 0300 150 100 80 0 50
e Pre/post spike interval (ms)
IV

CDE@NX TlIIEZE5FEMDvariational bound& L TULS.
log p(z) > Eg«(H|x)log p(z, H)]
CDFEZT, target propagationSMENINTLNB.



O New York University invited talk: Towards Biologically Plausible Deep
Learning
hitp://www.iro.umontreal.ca/~bengioy/talks/NYU 12March2015.pdf

O Montreal Institute of Learning Algorithms (MILA) tea-talk: Towards
Biologically Plausible Deep Learning
hitp://www.iro.umontreal.ca/~bengioy/talks/MILA 20Feb2015.pdf

O NIPS'2014 MLINI workshop : Towards a biologically plausible
replacement for back-prop: target-prop
http://www.iro.umontreal.ca/~bengioy/talks/NIPS-MLINI-workshop-targetprop-13dec2014.pdf



