1905.05559v2 [cs.LG] 7 Apr 2021

arxXiv

Efficient Computation of Hessian
Matrices in TensorFlow

Geir K. Nilsen!?, Antonella Z. Munthe-Kaas!, Hans J. Skaug!, and
Morten Brun'

! Department of Mathematics, University of Bergen
2 geir. kjetil. nilsen@gmail. com

Abstract

This paper deals with the practical aspects of efficiently computing Hessian matrices
in the context of deep learning using the Python programming language and the
TensorFlow library. We define a general feed-forward neural network model and show
how to efficiently compute two quantities: the cost function’s exact Hessian matrix,
and the cost function’s approximate Hessian matrix, known as the Outer Product
of Gradients (OPG) matrix. Furthermore, as the number of parameters P in deep
learning usually is very large, we show how to reduce the quadratic space complexity
by an efficient implementation based on approximate eigendecompositions.

1 Introduction

The Hessian matrix has a number of
important applications in a variety of
different fields, such as optimzation,
image processing and statistics. Ge-
ometrically, the Hessian matrix de-
scribes the local curvature of scalar
functions f : RP — R, and is for this
reason perhaps mostly known in the
field of optimization [§]. Nevertheless,
the Hessian matrix also has an impor-
tant role in statistics, since its inverse
is related to the powerful concept of
uncertainty quantification [9].

In this technical note we mostly
focus on the practical aspects of effi-
ciently computing Hessian matrices in
the context of deep learning [7] using
the Python [I0] programming language
and the TensorFlow [1] library. We de-
fine a general feed-forward neural net-
work model and show how to efficiently
compute two quantities: the cost func-
tion’s exact Hessian matrix, and the

cost function’s approximate Hessian
matrix, known as the Outer Product
of Gradients (OPG) matrix. Further-
more, as the number of parameters P
in deep learning usually is very large,
we show how to reduce the quadratic
space complexity by efficient approx-
imate eigendecompositions. Although
we here use a feed-fordward neural net-
work architecture to introduce termi-
nology, the theory and implementation
presented is still directly applicable on
more general neural network architec-
tures using convolutional layers, pool-
ing and regularization.

The paper is organized as follows:
In Section [2] we give definitions which
will be used throughout the paper. In
Section[3|we present the problem state-
ment, and discuss three complications
which need to dealt with in order to
achieve a successful TensorFlow imple-
mentation: 1) tf.hessians() is fun-
damentally inadequate since it only



calculates a subset of all the partial
derivatives (Section[3.3), 2) computing
Hessian matrices essentially requires
per-example gradients of the cost func-
tion with respect to model parameters,
and unfortunately, the differentiation
functionality provided by TensorFlow
does not support computing gradients
with respect to individual examples ef-
ficiently [2] (Section [3.1)), and 3) when
differentiating a function with respect

to several variables represented by a
list of tensors, the result is also a list of
tensors (Section [3.2). In Section [5] we
show how to overcome the aforemen-
tioned complications and introduce our
Python module pyhessian [I1] which
is released as open source licensed un-
der GNU GPL on GitHub. In Section[f]
we summarize the paper and give some
concluding remarks.

2 Deep Neural Networks

A feed-forward neural network is shown in Figure . There are L layers [ =

1,2, ...,
by the input vector x,, = [;vnﬁl Tp,2

input index. Furthermore, there are L —2 dense hidden layers, [ = 2,3, ...,

L with T; neurons in each layer. The input layer [ = 1, is represented

N is the
L-1,

T
xn,Tl] where n = 1,2, ...,

and a dense output layer [ = L, all represented by weight matrices W1 ¢
R7>Ti-1 | bias vectors b)) € R™ and vectorized activation functions o(*).
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Figure 1: A Feed-Forward Neural Network with Dense Layers

Let the cost function C coincide with
TensorFlow’s built-in softmax cross-

Ty
entropy function[] =1

1 N
N;( pof nmloggn,m).
(2)

It is defined as the average of N
per-example cross-entropy cost func-
(1 tions C,(Yn, Un), where y, represents
the one-hot target vector for the nth

1 N
n=1

ITensorFlow AP r1.13: tf.losses.softmax_cross_entropy/()
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example, and where ,, represents the
corresponding prediction vector. The
prediction vector is obtained by evalu-
ating the model function using the
input vector x, and a flat vector of
model parameters w € R defined by

(4)

— (=1 O
l£12at3tenL(W b))

W = [wl Wa wp]T

The function flatten(-) denotes a row-
wise flattening operation to transform
the collection of model parameters rep-
resented by the weight matrices W (=1
and bias vectors b1 =23, ..., L into
a flat column vector of dimension P =
T\ To+To+...+T;,_1Tr,+Ty,. Further,
the activation function in the output
layer is the vectorized softmax function
oB)(z) = softmax(z)

(6)
_ exp(z) .
e ©XP(2m) "

where z € Rt and where exp(-) de-
notes the vectorized exponential func-
tion. Finally, training of the neural
network can be defined as finding an
‘optimal’ parameter vector @ by mini-
mizing the cost function 7

@ = arg min C'(w).
w€ERFP

(®)

3 Computing Hessian
Matrices in Tensor-
Flow

Given the cost function C defined in

Section [2] the Hessian matrix H €

RPXP is defined?
B 9°C
T QwdwT

9)

w=w

2The notation used means that H; ;=

-0(2)(W(1)a¢n + b(2)) +o )+ b(L)) (3)

(10)

The approximation to the Hessian ma-
trix, known as the Outer Product of
Gradients (OPG) matrix G € RF*F,
is defined

1 XL oo, 0,

== 11
¢ N = ow Ow |, _g (11)
T

oc oc 12

Oow dw |,_,
Letting J = [%C;l %%2 88%1\’],

yields
G=L1yy (13)
a N w=w

We notice that H in Equation
is formed by summing over N per-
example Hessian matrices, and that G
in Equation is formed by summing
over N per-example OPG matrices.
We also note that H can be obtained
by differentating the cost function di-
rectly, whereas this property does not
hold for G as seen by . Finally, we
note that G can be written as a per-
example cost Jacobian matrix product
(13).

In order to proceed, we now need
to consider three complications regard-
ing gradients and Hessians in Ten-
sorFlow: the limitations of Tensor-
Flow’s built-in tf.hessians() func-
tion is discussed in Section [3.3] per-
example gradients will be discussed in
Section [3.1] and gradient representa-
tion will be discussed in Section

e R
Ow; 0w |Wi=wi

wi=w;



3.1 Per-Example Gradi-

ents

A per-example gradient of the cost
function with respect to model param-
eters means to differentiate C,, in
and with respect to model param-
eters for a single example n. However,
when TensorFlow compute gradients

(e.g. tf.gradients()) it performs
back propagation, which never actu-
ally computes the per-example gradi-
ents, but instead directly obtains the
sum of per-example gradients. To
see what this means, consider the fol-
lowing dummy multiple linear regres-
sion model (for simplicity with no bias
term):

In [1]: import tensorflow as tf

In [2]: import numpy as np

In [3]: W= tf.Variable([3., 4., 5., 2.])

In [4]: X = tf.placeholder(’float32’, shape=(None, 4))
In [5]: yhat = tf.tensordot (X, W, axes = 1)

In [6]: init = tf.global_variables_initializer ()

In [7]: sess = tf.InteractiveSession ()

In [8]: sess.run(init)

We have model parameters represented by the variable tensor W (In [3]), and
we use the placeholder tensor X (In [4]) as the model input. For simplicity, we
do not define a cost function here, but instead conduct several differentiation
experiments directly on the scalar model function yhat (In [5]) with N = 2:

In

[9]:

[1]:

We get back two values (Out [1]) corresponding to the two inner products as
expected. We now take the gradient of the model function with respect to the
model parameters for a single example:

sess.run(yhat, feed_dict={x:np.array ([[1.,2.,3.,4.],

[2.,3.,4.,5.]11)})

Out array ([34., 48.], dtype=float32)

In [10]: sess.run(tf.gradients(yhat, W),
feed_dict={X:np.array ([[1.,2.,3.,4.]])})
Out [2]: [array ([1., 2., 3., 4.], dtype=float32)]

We get back the per-example gradient as expected (Out [2]). We do the same
for the second example:

In [11]: sess.run(tf.gradients(yhat, W),
feed_dict={X:np.array ([[2.,3.,4.,5.]])})

Out [3]: [array ([2., 3., 4., 5.], dtype=float32)]

But when we try to feed two examples:

In [12]: sess.run(tf.gradients(yhat, W),
feed_dict={X:np.array ([[1.,2.,3.,4.],

[2.,3.,4.,5.]])})
Out [4]: [array([3., 5., 7., 9.], dtype=float32)]

we notice that we do not get back two per-example gradients, but rather the
sum of the two per-example gradients (Out [4]). The important observation
is here that in order to obtain per-example gradients we seemingly need to run
tf.gradients() once per example, which in turn is well known to be very



inefficient when N grows large. We will get back to this and discuss solutions

in Sections (5.1)) and [5.2).

3.2 Gradient Representa- pass to the differentiation function
tion (tf.gradients()) must be kept in
their original form as upon defining the

In practice, the P model parameters g5 One can still pass on the whole
are represented by a list of tensors (e.8.  collection of variables as a list to get

.[tf.Variab.le() »---1)  correspond- 014 of the full gradient, but the re-
mg t‘o the different layers of the model 1t will not be a flat gradient vector —
architecture. On the other hand, the ¢ Wil rather be a list of sub-gradients

Hessian matrix is iny one (P, P)- yepresented by multiple tensors. This
shaped tensor (matrix) formed by ev- | .o0¢ that in order to end up with

ery single variable element contained 4}, (P, P)-shaped Hessian matrix we
in the list of variable tensors. . want, we need to keep all the variables
When  differentiating a function ;) , jje¢ during differentiation, and only

represented by a computatif)nal graph afterwards reshape the result into the
with respect to some variable(s) in  Jagired flat form.

that graph, the variable tensors we

3.2.1 Flattening of Gradients

To illustrate the concept of lists of sub-gradients vs. flat gradients, consider a
dummy multinomial logistic regression model:

In [13]: import tensorflow as tf
In [14]: T1 = 64
In [15]: T2 = 32
In [16]: P = T1«T2 + T2 # Total number of model parameters
In [17]: W= tf.Variable(tf.ones((T1, T2)), ’float32’)
In [18]: b = tf.Variable(tf.ones((T2,)), ’float32’)
In [19]: params = [W, b]
In [20]: params
Out [5]: [<tf.Variable ’Variable...’ shape=(64, 32) ...>,
<tf.Variable ’Variable...’ shape=(32,) ...]
In [21]: X = tf.placeholder (dtype=’float32’, shape=(None, T1))
In [22]: y = tf.placeholder (dtype=’float32’, shape=(None, T2))
In [23]: def model_fun (X, params):
return tf.add(tf.matmul(X, params[0]), params[1])
In [24]: yhat_logits = model_fun (X, params)
In [25]: yhat = tf.nn.softmax(yhat_logits)
In [26]: def cost_-fun(y, yhat_logits , params):
return tf.losses.softmax_cross_entropy (y,
vhat_logits)
In [27]: cost = cost_fun(y, yhat_logits, params)

We thus have model parameters W (In [17]) and b (In [18]) with shapes (T1,
T2) and (T2,), respectively. We can differentiate the cost function represented
by the tensor cost (In [27]) with respect to the individual variables, or the
full list params (In [19]):

In [28]: tf.gradients(cost, W)
Out [6]: [<tf.Tensor ’gradients...’ shape=(64, 32) ...>]



In [29]: tf.gradients(cost, b)

Out [7]: [<tf.Tensor ’gradients...’ shape=(32,) ...>]

In [30]: tf.gradients(cost, params)

Out [8]: [<tf.Tensor ’gradlents.., ’ shape=(64, 32) ...>,
<tf.Tensor ’'gradients ...’ shape=(32,) ...>]

But if we try to reshape our parameters into a flat vector and then differentiate:

In [31]: params_flat = tf.concat ([tf.reshape(W, [—1]), b],
axis=0)

In [32]: params_flat

Out [9]: <tf.Tensor ’concat...’ shape=(2080,) ...>

In [33]: tf.gradients(cost, params_flat)

Out [10]: [None]

We get [None] (Out [10]) because the new tensor params_flat (In [31]) is
not part of the cost function graph (In [27]). We solve the issue by first
differentiating with respect to the full list, and then flattening the resulting
tensor:

In [34]: grads = tf.gradients(cost, params)

In [35]: grads

Out [12]: [<tf.Tensor ’gradients_...’ shape=(64, 32) ...>,

<tf.Tensor ’gradients_...’ shape=(32,) ...>]

In [36]: grads_flat = tf.concat ([tf.reshape(grads([0],[—1]),
grads [1]] ,
axis=0)

In [37]: grads_flat

Out [13]: <tf.Tensor ’concat...’ shape=(2080,) dtype=float32>

3.3 The built-in TensorFlow function tf.hessians()

The fundamental question is, why can we not simply use the built-in TensorFlow
function tf.hessians()? To see why, consider the following:

In [38]: tf.hessians(cost, params)
Out [14]: [<tf.Tensor ’Reshape....’ shape=(64, 32, 64, 32) ...>,
<tf.Tensor ’Reshape_...’ shape=(32, 32) >
We observe that we get back two ten- R”2*72. In other words, we get no in-

sors (Out [14]). Let us name the formation about the full Hessian’s two

two Hy and Hp, respectively. Their off-diagonal block matrices € RT172 %12
respective shapes are (Ti, T2, Ti, and R”>XT1T> Equation illus-

T2) and (T2, T2). Firstly, if we
reshape Hy into a (T1*T2, T1xT2)-
shaped tensor, it will correspond to the
full Hessian’s upper block diagonal ma-
trix € RN T2xTiT2 - Gecondly, the ten-

trates the concept.

?c RTlTQXTQ

Hp € RT2xT2
(14)

HU c RT1T2><T1T2

H = ? eRTQXTlTQ

sor Hj corresponds to the full Hes-
sian’s lower block diagonal matrix &

The two missing off-diagonal block ma-
tricesE| represented by question marks

3The two matrices are equal up to transposition, since H is symmetric



in Equation correspond to the
partial derivatives involving variable
entities from different tensors in the
parameter list params (In [19]). The
same principle applies for all params
with len(params) > 1.

4 Approximate Hes-
sian Eigendecompo-
sitions

In deep learning, the number of param-
eters P is usually so large that the full
Hessian matrix will be prohibitively
expensive to compute and store. In
this section we present methodology
addressing the issue in terms of ap-
proximate eigendecompositions based
on K eigenpairs. Thus leading to
a space complexity of O(KP) rather
than O(P?). As the time complexity is
somewhat more involved, we leave this
discussion for Sections 5.3 and (.4

4.1 Low-rank Approxima-
tion

A low-rank approximation of the Hes-
sian matrix can be obtained by a eigen-
decomposition utilizing only K eigen-
pairs corresponding to the K largest
eigenvalues of H (or G),

H=QAQT e RP*F  (15)

where Q € RP*X is the matrix whose
kth column is the eigenvector g of H
(or G), and A € REXK is the diagonal
matrix whose elements are the corre-
sponding eigenvalues, Agr = Ag. We
assume that the eigenvalues are alge-
braically sorted so that Ay > Ay >
o> Ak

4.2 Full-rank Approxima-
tion

A full-rank approximation of the Hes-
sian matrix can be obtained by an ex-

trapolation of its smallest eigenvalues.
Assuming that Ag 11 = Agq0 = ... =
Ap = A > 0, a full-rank approximation
is given by

H =+ XI-0QT) e RP*P, (16)

where H is the low-rank approxima-
tion and where we have used that
@ is an orthonormal basis. Details can
be found in the Appendix One
particular choice for A is to set it equal
to the smallest eigenvalue in the low-
rank approximation, e.g. A = A\g.

5 Implementation

We will now address how to overcome
the basic complications discussed in
Sections and The cur-
rent section is divided into four parts:
we first discuss how to compute the
matrix H in Equation , and af-
terwards move on to the matrix G in
Equation . Finally, in Sections
and we address how to compute
the aforementioned approximate eigen-
decompositions of both H and G.

5.1 Computing H

We compute the matrix H based on
Hessian vector products [6]. A prac-
tial implementation of Equation
is essentially to form P Hessian vector
products using the full set of basis vec-
tors in RP. As a bonus, the resulting
implementation can easily be paralel-
lized because the columns of the Hes-
sian matrix can be computed indepen-
dently.

In the following we describe the es-
sential parts of this paper’s accompa-
nying Python module pyhessian [I1].
The Hessian vector product function
get Hv_op(v) can be described as fol-
lows:

1. Differentiates the cost function
with respect to the model param-



eters contained in the list params
and flattens the result

2. Performs  elementwise  mul-
tiplication of the flattened
gradient and the vector v;
tf.stop_gradient () ensures
that v is treated as a constant
during differentiation. This is
important if the vector v is a
function of the model parame-
ters w.

3. Differentiates the resulting el-
ementwise vector product with
respect to the model parame-
ters (to get second order deriva-
tives) and flattens the result. As
this step can appear subtle, see
the Appendix [7.]] for a rigorous
derivation.

Note that the function get_Hv_op(v)
uses the function flatten() which is
based on the insights from Section
and the mathematical operation
defined in Equation . Furthermore,
we have defined a parallellized func-
tion get_H_op() to create the full Hes-
sian matrix operation based on form-
ing P Hessian vector products using
get Hv_op(v) for all v’s in RP. The
function get H_op() sets up a parallel-

lized operation using tf.map_fn() to
get hold of all the P columns of the full
Hessian matrix as defined in Equation
(10). It works by applying Hv_op on
all basis vectors in R” represented by
tf.eye(self.P, self.P), where P is
the total number of parameters in the
model.

The important remark is now to re-
alize that, by definition, the matrix H
in Equation is the sum of per-
example Hessian matrices. It means
that we can directly leverage from
the fact that tf.gradients() returns
the sum of per-example gradients dis-
cussed in Section [3.I] In other words,
when we run the resulting H op in a
graph session, we get per-example Hes-
sians (below In [43]) if we feed sin-
gle examples, and the average of per-
example Hessians if we feed more than
one example. Thus, we can get a mini-
batch (below using size batch_size H)
Hessian matrix if we feed a mini-batch
(below In [45]), or we can obtain the
full Hessian matrix directly by feed-
ing the complete training set. How-
ever, to avoid excessive memory con-
sumption for large N, we can sum
over mini-batch Hessians and divide by
the number of mini-batches (In [46]
- In [56]):

1)

feed_dict={X: X_train [: batch_size_H],

y:y-train [: batch_size_H]})

dtype=’'float32 )

(b+1)*batch_size_H],

y-train [bxbatch_size -H: \

(b+1)*batch_size_-H]})

In [39]: from pyhessian import HessianEstimator

In [40]: hest = HessianEstimator (...

In [41]: H_op = hest.get_-H_op ()

In [42]: # Per—exzample

In [43]: H = sess.run(H.op, feed_dict={X:[X_train [0]]
y:[y-train[0]]

In [44]: # Mini—batch

In [45]: H = sess.run(H.op,

In [46]: # Full

In [47]: B = int(N/batch_size_H)

In [48]: H = np.zeros ((hest.P, hest.P),

In [49]: for b in range(B):

In [50]: H =H + sess.run(H_op,

In [51 feed_dict={ \

In [52 X: X_train [bxbatch_size_H: \

In [53]:

In [54]: y:

In [55]:

In [56]: H = H/B

Listing 1: Computing H



5.2 Computing ¢

Due to the inequality sign in Equa-
tion , the computation of G (unlike
H) cannot exploit the implicit sum of
gradients as discussed in Section [3.1
Instead, we will pursuit another ef-
ficient technique based on parallized
per-example gradients. Although the
technique we present here has been re-
formulated and adapted to our needs,
the original implementation idea is to
our knowledge originating from the au-
thor of [2]. The OPG matrix operation
function get_G_op() can be described
as follows:

1. Creates batch_size_G copies of
the model parameters

Splits the model input variable
X, and the model output vari-
able y into respective lists of
batch_size_G elements

4. Creates a list of batch_size_G el-
ements holding cost output ten-
sors resulting from evaluating
the cost using respective labels,
model outputs and parameter
copies

Stacks up a flat per-example gra-
dient tensor by paralell differ-
entiation of per-example costs
with respect to the correspond-
ing model parameter copy

Forms the OPG matrix opera-
tion by matrix multiplication of
per-example cost Jacobians as in

Equation

Note that the function get_G_op () uti-
lizes the function flatten() which
is based on the insights from Sec-
tion [3.2.1] and the mathematical op-
eration defined in Equation . Also
note that the function get_G_op() re-
quires itself to maintain redundant
model parameter copies which size

3. Creates a list of batch_size G scale with batch_size_G. To avoid ex-
elements holding model output cessive memory consumption, we can
tensors resulting from evaluating sum over mini-batch OPGs and di-
the model function using respec- vide by the number of mini-batches (In
tive inputs and parameter copies [64] - In [68]):

In [57]: hest = HessianEstimator (..., batch_size_G)
In [58]: G_op = hest.get_-G_op ()
In [59]: # Per—exzample
In [60]: sess.run(G_op, feed_dict={X:[X_train[0]],
y:[y-train [0]]})
In [61]: # Mini—batch
In [62]: sess.run(G_oop, feed_dict={X:X_train[:batch_size_-G],
y:y-train [: batch_size_G]})
In [63]: # Full
In [64]: B = int(N/batch_size_G)
In [65]: G = np.zeros ((hest.P, hest.P), dtype=’'float32’)
In [66]: for b in range(B):
In [67]: G = G + sess.run(G_op,
feed_dict={ \
X: X_train [bxbatch_size_G:\
(b+1)*batch_size_G],
y: y-train[bxbatch_size_-G:\
(b+1)xbatch_size_G]})
In [68]: G = G/B

Listing 2: Computing G



5.3 Computing Eigenpairs
of H

The Lanczos iteration [5] can be ap-
plied to find K < P eigenvalues
(and corresponding eigenvectors) in
O(SNP) time and O(K P) space when
Pearlmutter’s technique [6] is applied
inside the iteration. Pearlmutter’s
technique can simply be described as
a procedure based on two-pass back-
propagations of complexity O(NP)
time and O(P) space to obtain exact
Hessian vector products without re-
quiring to keep the full Hessian ma-
trix in memory. The number S de-
notes the number of Lanczos iterations
to reach convergence. Typically the
convergence of the Lanczos algorithm
will be fast enough so that S is orders

of magnitude less than P.

Essentially, we select the number of
eigenapirs K and use LinearQOperator
from the scipy distribution in com-
bination with the Lanczos imple-
mentation eigsh, and setup the
former to compute Hessian vector
products using get Hv_op() from
pyhessian (In [69] - In [74]). The
LinearOperator (In [83]) is initial-
ized with a callback function Hv() (In
[75] - In [82]) where the actual
graph session is executed. The eigsh
argument which=’LA° (In [84]) en-
sures that the eigenpairs returned cor-
responds to the algebraically largest
eigenvalues of H, and the lines In
[85] - In [87] sorts the eigenpairs in
descending eigenvalue order.

In [69]: from scipy.sparse.linalg import LinearOperator

In [70]: from scipy.sparse.linalg import eigsh

In [71]: K = 10

In [72]: hest = HessianEstimator (...)

In [73]: _v = tf.placeholder (shape=(hest.P,), dtype=’'float32’)

In [74]: Hv_op = hest.get_Hv_op(-v)

In [75 def Hv(v):

In [76 B = int (N/batch_size_H)

In [77 Hv = np.zeros ((hest.P))

In [78 Bs = batch_size_H

In [79 for b in range(B):

In 80 Hv = Hv + sess .run(Hv,op,
feed_dict={X: X _train [bxBs:\

(b+1)*Bs],
y:y-train [b*Bs:\
(b+1)*Bs],
_v:np.squeeze (v)})

In [81]: Hv = Hv / B

In [82]: return Hv

In [83]: H = LinearOperator (( hest.P, hest.P), matvec=Hv,

dtype=’'float32 )

In [84]: L, Q = eigsh(H, k=K, which="LA")

In [85]: sinds = np. flip (np.argsort (L))

In [86]: L = L[sinds]

In [87]: Q = Q[:,sinds]

Listing 3: Computing the Eigendecomposition of H

5.4 Computing Eigenpairs
of G

For the OPG approximation 7 a
slightly different approach can be ap-
plied. Since the OPG matrix can be
written as a Jacobian matrix product
, we get by the singular value de-
composition that its eigenvectors will

10

be the right singular vectors of the Ja-
cobian, and its eigenvalues the squared
singular values

NG =J'J = UxvhHTusv?®
=vxutuzv?

=yt (17)



However, even the N x P-dimensional
Jacobian matrix J is prohibitively ex-
pensive to store. Luckily, mini-batches
of J can easily be obtained, and so
an incremental singular value decom-
position [3} 4] can be applied to each
mini-batch. The computational cost is
thus O(K N P) time and O(K P) space.
We select the number of eigenapirs
K and use IncrementalPCA from the
sklearn distribution (In [88] - In
[94]). We then make use of J in
(17) which is available via the func-

tion get_J_op(). The get_J_op() im-
plementation is similar to get_G_op()
except from that it excludes the final
matrix product J7.J and just returns
J (In 95). Essentially, the rest of the
details are tied to filling up the buffer J
in a mini-batch fashion and also ensur-
ing that the number of examples per
mini-batch is large enough to support
the selected K (In [96] - In [103]).
Finally, the eigenpairs are computed

based on (In [104]).

dtype=’'float32 )

feed_dict={X: X_train [b*Bs:\

(b+1)*Bs],
y-train [b*xBs:\
(b+1)%Bs]})

In 88]: from sklearn.decomposition import IncrementalPCA

In 89]: K= 10

In 90]: Bs = batch_size_G

In 91]: hest = HessianEstimator (...)

In 92]: _N = int(np.ceil (K / Bs))

In 93 assert N % _N != 0, ’'N must be divisible by \
K/batch_size_ G !’

In [94]: ipca = IncrementalPCA (n_components=K, batch_size=BsxN,
copy=False)

In 95 J_op = hest.get_J_op ()

In 96 J = np.zeros ((Bs*_N, hest.P),

In 97 B = int (N/Bs)

In 98]: for b in range(B):

In [99]: sl = Bsx(b%-N)

In [100] s2 = Bsx(b%N¥1)

In [101] J[sl:s2] = sess.run(J_op,

y:

In [102] if (b+1) % N == 0:

In [103]: ipca.partial_fit (J)

In [104]: L, Q = np.float32(ipca.singular_values_*%2 / N),\

np. float32 (ipca.components_.T)

Listing 4: Computing the Eigendecomposition of G

5.5 Low-Rank Approxima-
tions

Given the implementations of the
eigendecompositions of H and G in

Sections and low-rank approx-
imations can be computed by

Q@np. diag (L)@Q.T

Listing 5: Computing the Low-Rank
Approximation

However, the primary motivation of
this approximation is to avoid stor-
ing the full Hessian in memory. For
example, if the intent is to evaluate
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y = 2T Hz for x € RY then we can
use

y (x.T@QQ)@np. diag (L)Q(Q.TAx)

Listing 6: Implicit Application of the
Low-Rank Approximation

where we have intentionally introduced
superfluous parenthesis to illustrate
that this expression avoids to form a
full P x P matrix as an intermediate
step.



5.6 Full-Rank Approxima-
tions

Given the implementations of H and

G in Sections[5.3 and [5.4] full-rank ap-
proximations (using A = Ag) can be
computed by
Q@np. diag (L)@Q.T \
+ L[—1]*(np.eye(hest.P) \

— QaQ.T)
Listing 7: Computing the Full-Rank
Approximation

Analogously to the low-rank example,
if we wish to evaluate y = 7 Hx us-
ing the full-rank approximation with
no intermediate formation of the full
Hessian (nor I), we can use

y = (x.T@Q)@np. diag (L)Q@(Q.Tax)\
+ L[—1]xx.T@x \
— L[—1]*(x.T@Q)@(Q.Tax)
Listing 8: Implicit Application of the
Full-Rank Approximation

6 Summary and Con-
cluding Remarks

We have presented a practical and ef-
ficient TensorFlow implementation for

computing Hessian matrices in a deep
learning context. The naive methods

7 Appendix

have a complexity of O(NP?) time
and O(P?) space where N is the num-
ber of examples in the training set
and P is the number of parameters in
the model. Furthermore, we have in-
troduced means for efficient computa-
tion of approximate Hessian eigende-
compositions based on K eigenpairs,
and shown how these can be applied
as both low-rank and full-rank opera-
tors. The complexity of the approx-
imate eigendecompositon of the Hes-
sian is O(SNP) and O(KP) space
where S represents the number of re-
quired Lanczos steps, whereas for the
OPG approximation O(KPN) time
and O(K P) space. The novelty of the
naive methodology presented promi-
nently lies in the implementation tech-
nique rather than in the asymptotic
bound analysis point of view. As noted
by [2], a naive method running back
propagation N times with a mini-batch
of size 1 is very inefficient because
TensorFlow’s back propagation imple-
mentation will not be able to exploit
the parallelism of mini-batch opera-
tions by efficient matrix operation im-
plementations. An usage example of
the pyhessian module [II] applied on
a feed-forward neural network Tensor-
Flow model can be found in the in-
cluded file pyhessian_example.py.

7.1 Derivation of the Hessian Vector Product Implemen-

tation

Let y be the product between the Hessian matrix and an arbitrary vector v,

T P
y=v" HWw)|y=c € R", (18)
9%C(w) 9%C(w) 9%C(w)
02w Ow10ws Ow1 0wy V1
9*C(w)  9°C(w) 8%2C (w) vy
2
H(W)|w=w _ 8&)2.80.)1 02w 8w28wp c RPXP, v = c RP,
9*C(w)  9°C(w) 9%C(w) vp
dwpdwi  Ow,Ows Puwp =g
(19)
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where C(w) is the scalar cost function , w € R denotes the model parameter
vector, and where @ is the point in parameter space where we would like to
evaluate the Hessian. The implementation of get Hv_op() in pyhessian is as
follows

y = flatten (tf.gradients (tf.math. multiply (flatten (tf.gradients(C, @)),
tf.stop_gradient(v)),
params ) )

Listing 9: get_Hv_op() implementation

The inner-most differentiation (e.g. tf.gradients()) will return the gra-
dient of the scalar function C'(w) evaluated at w = @, which we will denote by
VoC(W)|w=e € RY. Furthermore, this gradient is multiplied element-wise by
the vector v, and we get

0C (w)

8(4)1

0C (w) )
VoC(W)ovlws = | 2 . (20)

U1

9C (w)
80&)[’ P w=w

Therefore the first argument of the outer-most differentiation (e.g. tf.gradients()),
will be a vector function rather than a scalar function as was not the case in the
inner-most differentiation. Since differentiation of tensors in TensorFlow will
evaluate to the sum of the gradients of the individual elements (of the tensor
which is differentiated), we get
9 9C(w)

aC (w) 9C(w)

) 1%}
Twlag‘*(fl)vl + TMS%“(J2)U2 + ...+ Twlaacw(}))vp
0 w o w o) w
0 vy + 2 vy 4.+
vawC(w) o U|w:w _ Owsz  Owy Owz  Owsa Owz Owp
o 0C(w) o 0C(w) o 0C(w)
L3wr 0o Y11 3up 0w V2T T 3up aws VPl
(21)
[ 9°C(w) °C(w) 8°C(w)
Ty g g
0°C(w 0°C(w 0°C(w
— Owo Owq U1 + 02wq U2 +oF Owo 0w p vp (22)
9%C(w) 9%2C (w) ' 9%2C(w)
| 9or0w; V1 T Bapow; V2 T - T 520, —s
[0°Cw) 8°Cw) = 9°C(w)
32(.01 3&)180.)2 8w16wp ’Ul
8%C(w) 8%C (w) 8%C (w) v
_ Owo Owq 82(4.12 e BUJZaWp 2 (23)
BZC;(w) Bzé(w) 826.'(00) vpl| .
L OwpOwy OwpOwsy e 02wy w=w
=0TH(W)|y=p O (24)
7.2 Derivation of the Full-rank Approximation
The full eigendecomposition of the Hessian matrix can be written
H = QrArQ7 + QrArQE, (25)
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where Q7 € RP*X is the matrix whose kth column is the eigenvector q; of H,
and A; € REXE ig the diagonal matrix whose elements are the corresponding
eigenvalues, Appr = Ap. Further, Qr € RP*X(P=K) ig the matrix whose kth
column is the eigenvector g, of H, and Ag € RE—FIX(P=K) 5 the diagonal
matrix whose elements are the corresponding eigenvalues, Apyr = Ax+r. We
assume that the eigenvalues are algebraically sorted so that Ay > Ao > A >

... > Ap. Assuming that the eigenvalues Ax 11 = Agj2 = ... = Ap = A > 0,
we get

H=QrALQT + QrAIQ% (26)

= QLALQT + \QrQ% (27)

Since the columns of @), and Qi forms an orthonormal basis, it follows that
I=QLQF + QrQ%, and thus

H=QuALQT + I —Q.QF). (28)

Consequently, H will be full-rank since all its eigenvalues are greater than zero.
O
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