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Learning and predicting tim e series by neural netw orks
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A rti cialneuralnetworks which are trained on a tin e serdes are supposed to achieve two abilities:
rstly to predict the seriesm any tin e steps ahead and secondly to leam the rule w hich has produced
the series. It is shown that prediction and leaming are not necessarily related to each other. C haotic
sequences can be lramed but not predicted while quasiperiodic sequences can be well predicted but
not leamed.
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Neuralnetworksare able to leam a rule from a set ofexam ples. Thisparadigm hasbeen used to construct adaptive
algorithm s { nam ed arti cial neural networks { which are trained on a set of input/output pattems generated by
an unknown function. A fter the training process, the network can reproduce the pattems, but is also has achieved
generalization: it has obtained som e know ledge about the unknow n function.

In the sin plest case the unknown function is a neural network itself, the \teacher". A di erent neural network
w ith an identical architecture, the \student", is trained on a set of exam ples produced by the teacher. This so ca]Jed
"student/teacher" scenario has been Jntens:lye]y st:ud:ed using m odels and m ethods of stat:sl:cal phys:cs [Z 'f.'].

The main result of these theoretical nvestigations is that as the student network receives m ore Jnﬁmn ation it
Increases its sin ilarity to the welghts of the teacher network. W hen the num ber of training exam ples ism uch larger
than the num ber of param eters of the teacher, the student is aln ost identical to the teacher and the generalization
error is close to zero. In this article we show that this fundam ental relation between laming and generalization
is violated when a neural network is trained on a tin e series. W e present a class of networks w ith aln ost perfect
prediction of the series and aln ost zero inform ation about the rule. T he opposite case is found, aswell: A netw ork
cannot predict a tin e serdes although it is alm ost identical to the rule generating the serdes.

Hence the intuiive deduction that laming a rule leads to good generalization and good generalization indicates
good know ledge about the rule is violated both ways when a neuralnetw ork is trained on a tim e serdes.

W e nd this phenomenon already f©Or a sinple perceptron, a neural network wih a sihgl layer of synap-—
tic weights, given by the equation o = gWw S). Herew = ;wy; 5wy ) Is the vector of synaptic weights,
S = (St 1;St 27 %S n ) is the Input ofthe network (W indow of the tin e serdes), o is the output value and N is the
size of the network. In the ollow Ing we w ill study di erent transfer functions g (x). Such a perceptron can be used
as a sequence generator (teacher w ith weightsw T ) aswell as a network being trained on a tin e serdes (student w ith
weightsw S ) B].

The sequence is generated by a teacher network with random weights, starting from random Initial conditions
(Sy 7Sy 17 :%s1); hence i is de ned by the equation
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W ede neatinety n such a way that the sequence is stationary for any t> t;. Here, "stationary" m eans that the
sequence lies on its attractor. T he transient, which isofO (N ) is not included in the training exam ples.

T he training error is calculated from the absolute value of the deviation between the sequence s. and the corre-
soonding output or of the student:
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T his is the average error of a one-step-prediction of the student on the tim e serdes. P erfect training leads to zero error
, m eaning that each num ber of the sequence is correctly reproduced: sc = o.
T he student’s know ledge about the unknow n param eters ism easured by the overlap R between the weight vectors
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of the teacher and the student:
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If the transfer fiinction is continuous, it is also in portant that the two vectors coincide in their length Q% = QT with
Q= F3
, F'stl: we discuss the Boolean peroceptron, g (X) = sign x), of size N which has generated a periodic bit sequence
E_:Jx, f}]. T he teacher perceptron has random weights w ith zero bias, and the cycl is related to one com ponent of the
power spectrum of the weights. T he student netw ork is trained using the perceptron lraming rule:

wi =0 else: @)

Forthisalgorithm there existsam athem aticaltheorem ig:]: Ifthe set ofexam ples can be generated by som e perogptron
then this algorithm stops, ie. i nds one out of possbly m any solutions. Since we consider exam ples from a bit
sequence generated by a perceptron, this algorithm is guaranteed to leam the sequence perfectly.

T he network is trained on the cycle until the training error is zero. Hence the student network can predict the
stationary sequence perfectly. It tums out that the overlap between student and teacher rem ains an all, in fact it is
zero for in niely large networks, N ! 1 . A lhough the network predicts the sequence perfectly, i does not gain
much inform ation on the param eters of the netw ork which has generated this sequence.
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FIG.1: Finaloverlap R between student and teacher network after training, as a function of the size N of the network. The
standard errorbars result from M = 100 individual runs. A linear t ofR vs.N '~? supports the statement that R ! 0 for
N ! 1.

T his situation seem s to be di erent in the case of a continuous perceptron. Inverting Eg. @) for a m onotonic
transfer function g(x) gives N lhear equations for N unknowns wf . If all pattems are linearly independent then
batch training, ushg N w Indow s, leads to perfect leaming.

A network w ith transfer fiinction g x) = tanh ( x) generates a quasiperiodic tin e series, if the param eter is larger
than a crticalvalie f_d]. The form of the sequence is characterized by an attractor of dim ension equalto one and
analytically in the leading order it is given by

st = tanh A cos@ gt=N)); ©)
w ith som egain A ( ), which isnon-zero above the bifircation point .. Note, that in the typical sequence there’sonly

a contribution of one non-integer wavenum ber g, w hich is related to one dom inant Fourier com ponent of the couplings
w?', see [4] Or details.
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FIG.2: Retum map for a quasiperiodic (left) and chaotic (right) tim e serdes used for training a perceptron as describbed in the
text

W hen trying to nd the couplingsw * by inverting the set of Eq. -';', i tums out that even professional com puter
routines offten fail to perform the required m atrix Inversion: the pattems are alm ost linearly dependent. Some
explanation for that can be found from Eq.:_ﬂ. For an allA, the tanh In Eq.[_ﬁ' can be approxin ated by its argum ent
and one can easily show that sy = s+ 20052 N )si 1. Therefore, any w indow of the sequence can be w ritten
as a linear com bination of two basis vectors. In cage wle expand the tanh In Eq.:_5 up to the ’'s tem, one can
show that thePﬁ)nn Oof Sty Isgiven by sy () = k= oBa2k+1(C0s@ N @k + 1)) sn@ gN @k + 1))), sihce
cosx)? T = Coxs1 0s((k + 1)x) where Cy and By are constants. On one hand, as long as is less than the
window size N , the inputs are linearly dependent and Eq.:g' cannot be inverted. On the other hand, the power
expansion ofthe tanh indicatesthat B dropsexponentialy with . Thus, the linear dependence ofthe N -din ensional
nputs is lifted only by the = N + 1 term in the expansion which decreases exponentially as N increases. This is
the source for the illconditioned problm of inverting Eq.'5.

Hence, in particular or large din ensionsN , batch leaming doesnot work w ell for quasiperiodic tin e series generated
by a teacher perceptron.

How does this scenario show up in an on{line training algorithm for a continuous perceptron? If a quasiperiodic
sequence is lkeamed step by step using gradient descent to update the weights, w thout iterating previous steps,

wi=g 6 gh) &h) siwihh= wise s (6)

we nd two tine scales (tin e = num ber of training steps): (i) A fast one increasing the overlap between teacher and
student to a value which is still far away from perfect agreement, R = 1and Q% = QT . D uring thisphase, the training
error goes down to nearly zero. (i) A slow one further increasing the overlap and still decreasing the training error.

Since the second tin e scale is usually several orders of m agniude larger than the rst one, we could not observe
R = 1 within ournum erical sin ulations. A though there is a m athem aticaltheorem on stochastic optin ization which
seem s to guarantee convergence to zero training error ('_2) {_l-g'], which inplies fulloverlap R = 1 wih Q% = QT, our
on{line algorithm cannot gain m uch infom ation about the teacher netw ork, at least w ithin practicaltin es.

This is com pltely di erent for a chaotic tin e series generated by a corresponding teacher network wih gx) =
sin ( x) [@]. Tt tums out that leaming the chaotic series works lke lkaming random exam ples: A ffer a num ber of
training steps of the order of N the overlap R relaxes exponentially fast to perfect agreem ent between teacher and
student, R = 1. T he sam e behavior can be observed frthe length Q ° ofthe student, which approaches exponentially
fast to the length of the teacher.

Here are som e details of the num erical calculations: O ur sin ulations were perform ed w ith the sam e (random )
teacher weights for the quasiperiodic and the chaotic case. Furthem ore, the random initialization of the student
netw orkswere dentical. T he settings di eronly In the choice of the transfer-functions g x) . Retum m aps for the two
sequences are shown in Fx_:;-'_i
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FIG .3:O0verlap R asa function ofthe fraction = t=N oftraining exam ples. T he upper curve show s the lreaming dynam ic for
the chaotic case, the lower one show s the two tin e scales for the training on the quasiperiodic series. Both settings start w ith
the sam e Initial overlap Ro 0:d6). At 05 the dynam ics of the quasiperiodic case enters the part w ith slow progress.

Starting w ith the sam e Iniial overlap, the students were trained according to Eq. (:_é) until they achieved a certain
training error ( = 0:008). In both cases this took about 25N leaming steps, the network dim ension wasN = 50.
A fter the training process however, the students ended up w ith com pletely di erent weight vectors. In case of the
chaotic sequence, the student’s weights cam e close to the one of the teacher R ! 1,0° ! QT). In contrast, the
student of the quasiperiodic sequence did not ocbtain m uch inform ation about the teacher, and its weights rem ained
nearly perpendicular to the teacher ones R 0). The tin e evolution of the respective overlaps during training is
shown in Fig.d.

One Inportant question rem ains: How well can the student predict the tin e series? In order to evaluate the
training success, we have de ned a one-step-error in Eq. (:_2) . Now we are interested in the long-term prediction ofthe
students. T herefore, the student perceptrons have to act as sequence generators them selves, using their own output
to com plte the next input window . Starting from a window of the teacher’s sequence, ie. (©t;0r 1730t N +1) =
(St;St 17:St n +1), the student’s prediction  steps ahead is given by iterating Eg. @) up to
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The prediction error ( ) is the average absolute deviation of this value w ith the respective item of the teacher’s
sequence,
1 X
()= lin — B+ O+ J 8)
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N ote, that the average is perform ed by changing the initial tim e w ndow . Again, ty is used to indicate any tim e step
of the stationary part of the sequence. To calculate ( ) In the sinulations, we have chosen T = N = 50. The result
is shown in Fig.4.

T he graph show s the prediction error as a fiinction of the tim e interval over which the student m akes predictions.
Both curves coincide in the rst value, which is equalto the training error at which leaming was stopped.

T he student network which has been trained on the quasiperiodic sequence can predict it very well. The error
Increases lnearly with the size of the interval, even predicting 25N steps ahead yields an error of less than 5% of
the total possble range. On the other side, the student trained on the chaotic sequence cannot m ake long-term
predictions. T he prediction error iIncreases exponentially w ith tin e until i is of the order of random guessing.
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FIG . 4: P rediction error asa function oftim e steps ahead m easured n muliplesofN : = =N ), forthe quasiperiodic (lower)
and the chaotic (upper) series.

O foourse, if the student would reproduce the series perfectly, it would also predict it w thout errors. But shce we
stop our algorithm when the training error is close but not identical to zero, we achieve two di erent states: For the
quasiperiodic sequence the weight vector of the student recovers the m ain Fourder com ponent of the teacher which
reproduces the sequences reasonably well. T here rem ains a large space of weight vectorsw hich can generate the sam e
sequence. For the chaotic sequence, how ever, all the weights of the students com e extrem ely close to the ones of the
teacher; but due to sensitivity to m odel param eters, any prediction of the sequence is In possble.

A1l of our results stem from num erical sin ulations. W e nd that the quantitative details of our results strongly
depend on the param eters of our m odel. Hence we did not succeed to derive quantitative resuls about scaling of
lraming tim es w ith system size N or the L juapunov exponent as a function of the fractal din ension of the chaotic
tin e serdes.

In summ ary we obtain the follow ing result:

(i) A network trained on a quasiperiodic sequence does not cbtain m uch inform ation about the teacher netw ork
w hich generated the sequence. B ut the network can predict this sequence overm any (ofthe order ofN ) steps ahead.
(i) A network trained on a chaotic sequence, how ever, ocbtains alm ost com plete know ledge about the teacher network.
But due to the chaotic nature of the sequence, this netw ork cannot m ake reasonable predictions.

[l1A .W eigand and N . S. G ershenfeld: T in e Series P rediction, Santa Fe, (A ddison W esley, 1994)

Rl Hertz, J.and K rogh, A ., and Palm er, R G .: Introduction to the T heory ofNeuralC om putation, A ddison W esley, R edw ood
C iy, 1991)

B] Engel, A . and Van den Broek, C .: Statistical M echanics of Leaming, (C am bridge U niversity P ress, 2001)

A1M .Bichland N . Caticha: StatisticalM echanics of O n-line Leaming and G eneralization, T he H andbook of Brain T heory
and NeuralNetworks, ed.by M .A .Ab M IT Press, Berlin 2001)

B] E. Eisenstein and I. Kanter and D A . Kesskr and W . K inzel: Generation and P rediction of Tin e Series by a Neural
Network, Phys.Rev. Letters 74, 69 (1995)

[b] I.Kanterand D A .Kesskr and A .Prieland E . E isenstein: Analytical Study of T Im e Series G eneration by Feed-Forward
Networks, Phys.Rev.Lett. 75, 26142617 (1995)

[71M .Schroder and W .K inzel: Lim it cycls of a perceptron, J.Phys.A 31, 91319147 (1998)

B] L.Ein-Dorand I.K anter: T In e Series G eneration by M ulti-layer networks, Phys.Rev.E 57, 6564 (1998)

P] A .Prieland I.K anter: Robust chaos generation by a perceptron, Europhys. Lett. 51, 244250 (2000)

[10] C .M .Bishop: NeuralN etworks for P attern Recognition (O xford University P ress, New York 1995)



