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Learning and predicting tim e series by neuralnetw orks
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Arti�cialneuralnetworkswhich aretrained on a tim eseriesaresupposed to achievetwo abilities:

�rstly topredicttheseriesm any tim estepsahead and secondly to learn therulewhich hasproduced

theseries.Itisshown thatprediction and learning arenotnecessarily related to each other.Chaotic

sequencescan belearned butnotpredicted whilequasiperiodic sequencescan bewellpredicted but

notlearned.

PACS num bers:05.20.-y,05.45.TP,87.18.Sn

Neuralnetworksareableto learn a rulefrom a setofexam ples.Thisparadigm hasbeen used to constructadaptive

algorithm s { nam ed arti�cialneuralnetworks { which are trained on a set ofinput/output patterns generated by

an unknown function. After the training process,the network can reproduce the patterns,butisalso hasachieved

generalization:ithasobtained som eknowledgeaboutthe unknown function.

In the sim plest case the unknown function is a neuralnetwork itself,the \teacher". A di�erent neuralnetwork

with an identicalarchitecture,the\student",istrained on a setofexam plesproduced by the teacher.Thisso called

"student/teacher" scenario has been intensively studied using m odels and m ethods ofstatisticalphysics [2,3,4].

Recently these m ethodshavealso been applied to learning and generation oftim e series[5,6,7,8,9].

The m ain result ofthese theoreticalinvestigations is that as the student network receives m ore inform ation it

increasesitssim ilarity to the weightsofthe teachernetwork.W hen the num beroftraining exam plesism uch larger

than the num berofparam etersofthe teacher,the studentisalm ostidenticalto the teacherand the generalization

error is close to zero. In this article we show that this fundam entalrelation between learning and generalization

is violated when a neuralnetwork is trained on a tim e series. W e present a class ofnetworks with alm ost perfect

prediction ofthe seriesand alm ostzero inform ation aboutthe rule. The opposite case isfound,aswell:A network

cannotpredicta tim e seriesalthough itisalm ostidenticalto the rulegenerating the series.

Hence the intuitive deduction thatlearning a rule leadsto good generalization and good generalization indicates

good knowledgeaboutthe ruleisviolated both wayswhen a neuralnetwork istrained on a tim e series.

W e �nd this phenom enon already for a sim ple perceptron, a neural network with a single layer of synap-

tic weights, given by the equation o = g(w � S). Here w = (w1;w2;:::;wN ) is the vector of synaptic weights,

S = (st� 1;st� 2;:::;st� N )isthe inputofthe network (window ofthe tim e series),o isthe outputvalue and N isthe

size ofthe network. In the following we willstudy di�erenttransferfunctionsg(x). Such a perceptron can be used

asa sequencegenerator(teacherwith weightsw T )aswellasa network being trained on a tim e series(studentwith

weightsw S)[5].

The sequence is generated by a teacher network with random weights,starting from random initialconditions

(sN ;sN � 1;:::;s1);hence itisde�ned by theequation

st = g

0

@

NX

j= 1

w
T
j st� j

1

A (1)

W e de�ne a tim e t0 in such a way thatthe sequence isstationary forany t> t0.Here,"stationary" m eansthatthe

sequencelieson itsattractor.The transient,which isofO (N )isnotincluded in the training exam ples.

The training erroris calculated from the absolute value ofthe deviation between the sequence st and the corre-

sponding outputot ofthe student:

�= lim
T ! 1

1

T

t0+ TX

t= t0+ 1

jst� otj (2)

Thisistheaverageerrorofa one-step-prediction ofthestudenton thetim eseries.Perfecttraining leadsto zero error

�,m eaning thateach num berofthe sequenceiscorrectly reproduced:st = ot.

Thestudent’sknowledgeabouttheunknown param etersism easured by theoverlap R between the weightvectors
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ofthe teacherand the student:

R =
w

T � w
S

jw T jjw Sj
(3)

Ifthetransferfunction iscontinuous,itisalso im portantthatthetwo vectorscoincidein theirlength Q S = Q T with

Q = jw j.

First we discuss the Boolean perceptron,g(x) = sign(x),ofsize N which has generated a periodic bit sequence

[5,7]. The teacherperceptron hasrandom weightswith zero bias,and the cycle isrelated to one com ponentofthe

powerspectrum ofthe weights.Thestudentnetwork istrained using the perceptron learning rule:

�w S
i = 1

N
st st� i if st

NX

j= 1

w
S
j st� j < 0;

�w S
i = 0 else: (4)

Forthisalgorithm thereexistsam athem aticaltheorem [2]:Ifthesetofexam plescan begenerated by som eperceptron

then this algorithm stops,i.e. it �nds one out ofpossibly m any solutions. Since we consider exam ples from a bit

sequencegenerated by a perceptron,thisalgorithm isguaranteed to learn the sequenceperfectly.

The network is trained on the cycle untilthe training error is zero. Hence the student network can predict the

stationary sequence perfectly. Itturnsoutthatthe overlap between studentand teacherrem ainssm all,in factitis

zero for in�nitely large networks,N ! 1 . Although the network predicts the sequence perfectly,it does notgain

m uch inform ation on the param etersofthe network which hasgenerated thissequence.
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FIG .1: Finaloverlap R between studentand teachernetwork aftertraining,asa function ofthe size N ofthe network. The

standard error-barsresultfrom M = 100 individualruns. A linear �tofR vs.N
� 1=2

supportsthe statem entthatR ! 0 for

N ! 1 .

This situation seem s to be di�erent in the case ofa continuous perceptron. Inverting Eq.(1) for a m onotonic

transfer function g(x) gives N linear equations for N unknowns w T
i . Ifallpatterns are linearly independent then

batch training,using N windows,leadsto perfectlearning.

A network with transferfunction g(x)= tanh(�x)generatesa quasiperiodictim eseries,iftheparam eter�islarger

than a criticalvalue �c [6].The form ofthe sequenceischaracterized by an attractorofdim ension equalto oneand

analytically in the leading orderitisgiven by

st = tanh(A cos(2�qt=N )); (5)

with som egain A(�),which isnon-zeroabovethebifurcation point�c.Note,thatin thetypicalsequencethere’sonly

a contribution ofonenon-integerwavenum berq,which isrelated to onedom inantFouriercom ponentofthecouplings

w
T ,see [6]fordetails.
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FIG .2: Return m ap fora quasiperiodic (left)and chaotic(right)tim eseriesused fortraining a perceptron asdescribed in the

text

W hen trying to �nd the couplingsw T by inverting the setofEq.1,itturnsoutthateven professionalcom puter

routines often failto perform the required m atrix inversion: the patterns are alm ost linearly dependent. Som e

explanation forthatcan be found from Eq.5.Forsm allA,the tanh in Eq.5 can be approxim ated by itsargum ent

and one can easily show thatst+ 2 = � st+ 2cos(2�q=N )st+ 1.Therefore,any window ofthe sequencecan be written

as a linear com bination oftwo basis vectors. In case we expand the tanh in Eq.5 up to the �’s term ,one can

show that the form ofst+ m is given by st+ m (�) =
P �� 1

k= 0
B 2k+ 1(cos(2�q=N (2k + 1))� sin(2�q=N (2k + 1))),since

cos(x)2�+ 1 =
P

C2k+ 1 cos((2k + 1)x) where Ck and B k are constants. O n one hand,as long as � is less than the

window size N ,the inputs are linearly dependent and Eq.5 cannot be inverted. O n the other hand,the power

expansion ofthetanh indicatesthatB � dropsexponentialy with �.Thus,thelineardependenceoftheN -dim ensional

inputsislifted only by the �= N + 1 term in the expansion which decreasesexponentially asN increases. Thisis

the sourceforthe ill-conditioned problem ofinverting Eq.5.

Hence,in particularforlargedim ensionsN ,batch learningdoesnotworkwellforquasiperiodictim eseriesgenerated

by a teacherperceptron.

How doesthisscenario show up in an on{line training algorithm fora continuousperceptron? Ifa quasiperiodic

sequenceislearned step by step using gradientdescentto update the weights,withoutiterating previoussteps,

�w S
i =

�

N
(st� g(h))� g

0(h)� st� i with h = �

NX

j= 1

w
S
j st� j (6)

we�nd two tim escales(tim e = num beroftraining steps):(i)A fastoneincreasing theoverlap between teacherand

studenttoavaluewhich isstillfarawayfrom perfectagreem ent,R = 1and Q S = Q T .Duringthisphase,thetraining

errorgoesdown to nearly zero.(ii)A slow onefurtherincreasing the overlap and stilldecreasing the training error.

Since the second tim e scale isusually severalordersofm agnitude largerthan the �rstone,we could notobserve

R = 1 within ournum ericalsim ulations.Although thereisa m athem aticaltheorem on stochasticoptim ization which

seem sto guarantee convergenceto zero training error(2)[10],which im pliesfulloverlap R = 1 with Q S = Q T ,our

on{linealgorithm cannotgain m uch inform ation aboutthe teachernetwork,atleastwithin practicaltim es.

This is com pletely di�erent for a chaotic tim e series generated by a corresponding teacher network with g(x) =

sin(�x) [9]. It turns out that learning the chaotic series workslike learning random exam ples: After a num ber of

training stepsofthe orderofN the overlap R relaxesexponentially fastto perfectagreem entbetween teacherand

student,R = 1.Thesam ebehaviorcan beobserved forthelength Q S ofthestudent,which approachesexponentially

fastto the length ofthe teacher.

Here are som e details ofthe num ericalcalculations: O ur sim ulations were perform ed with the sam e (random )

teacher weights for the quasiperiodic and the chaotic case. Furtherm ore,the random initialization ofthe student

networkswereidentical.Thesettingsdi�eronly in thechoiceofthetransfer-functionsg(x).Return m apsforthetwo

sequencesareshown in Fig.2.
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FIG .3:O verlap R asa function ofthefraction �= t=N oftraining exam ples.Theuppercurveshowsthelearning dynam icfor

the chaotic case,the lowerone showsthe two tim e scalesforthe training on the quasiperiodic series.Both settingsstartwith

the sam e initialoverlap (R 0 � � 0:16).At�� 0:5 the dynam icsofthe quasiperiodic case entersthe partwith slow progress.

Starting with thesam einitialoverlap,thestudentsweretrained according to Eq.(6)untilthey achieved a certain

training error(� = 0:008). In both casesthis took about25N learning steps,the network dim ension wasN = 50.

After the training processhowever,the students ended up with com pletely di�erent weightvectors. In case ofthe

chaotic sequence,the student’s weights cam e close to the one ofthe teacher (R ! 1,Q S ! Q T ). In contrast,the

studentofthe quasiperiodic sequence did notobtain m uch inform ation aboutthe teacher,and itsweightsrem ained

nearly perpendicular to the teacherones (R � 0). The tim e evolution ofthe respective overlapsduring training is

shown in Fig.3.

O ne im portant question rem ains: How wellcan the student predict the tim e series? In order to evaluate the

training success,wehavede�ned a one-step-errorin Eq.(2).Now weareinterested in thelong-term prediction ofthe

students. Therefore,the studentperceptronshave to actassequence generatorsthem selves,using theirown output

to com plete the next input window. Starting from a window ofthe teacher’s sequence,i.e.(ot;ot� 1;:::ot� N + 1) =

(st;st� 1;:::st� N + 1),the student’sprediction � stepsahead isgiven by iterating Eq.(1)up to

ot+ � = g

0

@ �

NX

j= 1

w
S
j ot+ �� j

1

A (7)

The prediction error �(�) is the average absolute deviation ofthis value with the respective item ofthe teacher’s

sequence,

�(�)= lim
T ! 1

1

T

t0+ TX

t= t0+ 1

jst+ � � ot+ �j (8)

Note,thatthe averageisperform ed by changing the initialtim e window.Again,t0 isused to indicateany tim e step

ofthe stationary partofthe sequence.To calculate�(�)in the sim ulations,wehavechosen T = N = 50.The result

isshown in Fig.4.

The graph showsthe prediction errorasa function ofthe tim e intervaloverwhich the studentm akespredictions.

Both curvescoincidein the �rstvalue,which isequalto the training erroratwhich learning wasstopped.

The student network which has been trained on the quasiperiodic sequence can predict it very well. The error

increases linearly with the size ofthe interval,even predicting 25N steps ahead yields an error ofless than 5% of

the totalpossible range. O n the other side,the student trained on the chaotic sequence cannot m ake long-term

predictions.The prediction errorincreasesexponentially with tim e untilitisofthe orderofrandom guessing.
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FIG .4:Prediction errorasa function oftim estepsahead (m easured in m ultiplesofN :�= �=N ),forthequasiperiodic(lower)

and the chaotic (upper)series.

O fcourse,ifthe studentwould reproducetheseriesperfectly,itwould also predictitwithouterrors.Butsincewe

stop ouralgorithm when the training errorisclosebutnotidenticalto zero,we achievetwo di�erentstates:Forthe

quasiperiodic sequence the weightvector ofthe student recoversthe m ain Fouriercom ponent ofthe teacherwhich

reproducesthesequencesreasonably well.Thererem ainsa largespaceofweightvectorswhich can generatethesam e

sequence.Forthe chaoticsequence,however,allthe weightsofthe studentscom e extrem ely close to the onesofthe

teacher;butdue to sensitivity to m odelparam eters,any prediction ofthe sequenceisim possible.

Allofour results stem from num ericalsim ulations. W e �nd that the quantitative details ofour results strongly

depend on the param eters ofour m odel. Hence we did not succeed to derive quantitative results about scaling of

learning tim es with system size N orthe Ljuapunov exponentasa function ofthe fractaldim ension ofthe chaotic

tim e series.

In sum m ary weobtain the following result:

(i) A network trained on a quasiperiodic sequence does not obtain m uch inform ation about the teacher network

which generated thesequence.Butthenetwork can predictthissequenceoverm any (oftheorderofN )stepsahead.

(ii)A network trained on a chaoticsequence,however,obtainsalm ostcom pleteknowledgeabouttheteachernetwork.

Butdue to the chaoticnatureofthesequence,thisnetwork cannotm akereasonablepredictions.
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