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Abstract

Thedynam icaland stationary propertiesofon-linelearningfrom �nitetrainingsetsareanalysed

using the cavity m ethod. For large input dim ensions,we derive equations for the m acroscopic

param eters,nam ely,the student-teacher correlation,the student-studentautocorrelation and the

learning force uctuation. This enables usto provide analyticalsolutions to Adaline learning as

a benchm ark. Theoreticalpredictions of training errors in transient and stationary states are

obtained by a M onte Carlo sam pling procedure. G eneralization and training errorsare found to

agree with sim ulations. The physicalorigin ofthe criticallearning rate ispresented.Com parison

with batch learning isdiscussed throughoutthepaper.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In recent years,there have been m any attem pts to analyse the dynam ics oflearning

from exam ples in classi�cation and regression [1]. Thisrefersto the dynam icalprocessof

m inim izing therisk functionsoftheclassi�erorregressor,often via gradientdescent,until

a steady state is reached. Despite progress in understanding the steady-state behavior of

learning processes[2],thedynam icsoflearning wasm uch lessunderstood.Thisisprobably

due to the high com plexity in itsanalysis,since ittypically involvesthe evolution ofm any

m icroscopic param eters,each strongly interacting with othersin a convolutionalway. Yet,

anum berofim portantissuesin im proving thelearning e�ciency depend on a betterunder-

standing ofitsdynam ics,including the speed ofconvergence,the early stopping pointfor

optim algeneralization,the shortening ofthe plateau regim e,and the avoidance ofgetting

trapped in localm inim a [3,4,5].Hence,itwould beboth usefuland challenging to analyse

thedynam icsoflearning.

On-line learning isa com m on m ode ofim plem enting learning,in which an independent

exam ple ispresented ateach learning step. Signi�cantprogresshasbeen m ade in thecase

ofon-line learning ofin�nite training sets [3,6,7]. Since statisticalcorrelations am ong

the exam ples can be ignored,the dynam ics can be described by instantaneous dynam ical

variables, leading to great advances in our understanding ofon-line learning. However,

in reality,thesam e restricted setofexam plesisrecycled during thelearning process.This

introducestem poralcorrelationsoftheweightsin thelearninghistory,renderingtheanalysis

atbestan approxim ation to thereality.

Thereweresom eattem ptsto understand on-linelearning with recycled exam ples.Early

researchers used the approxim ate Fokker-Planck equation to describe the learning process

[8,9].Theuseofperturbativeexpansionsofthem asterequation wasshown tobeinsu�cient

fora precisecalculation ofglobalpropertiesofon-linelearning [10].Thedi�erencebetween

batch learningandon-linelearningwasinvestigated tothe�rstorderofthelearningrate[11].

Forgenerallearningrates,theexactsolution forHebbian rulewasderived in Ref.[12].Exact

solutionswere found forlinearnetworks,and the generalization ability ofon-line learning

wasfound to outperform batch learning ifbiasispresentin the input[13]. The dynam ics

ofon-linelearning in m ultilayerneuralnetworkswereanalysed using thedynam icalreplica

m ethod and solutionswerefound in thelim itoflargesizesoftraining sets[14].
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A recentwork based on thegeneratingfunctionalapproach isagood step forward toward

a generaltheory ofdescribing the dynam icaland stationary propertiesofon-line learning

[15]. It illustrates the m ean-�eld character ofthe dynam ics in its description in term s of

an e�ective singleexam ple.Forrandom choicesofthesequence ofpresented exam ples,the

dynam icsischaracterized bytheappearanceofan exam pleasaPoisson eventin thelearning

sequence. Steady state propertieswere discussed by neglecting uctuationsin the learning

forces(referred to asthem ean-forceapproxim ation hereafter).

In thispaper,weproposean analysisofon-linelearningwith recycled exam plesusingthe

cavity m ethod. The cavity m ethod isa m ean-�eld analysis�rstused in m agnetic system s

[16].Itenablesustounderstand thepropertiesofasystem byfocusingon theresponseofthe

system to a singleelem entadded to it.Itwaslatergeneralized to study learning in neural

networks with the advantagesofa clearphysicalpicture and m icroscopic insightsto both

theirequilibrium and dynam icalproperties[4,5,17].Thecavity m ethod wassubsequently

applied to analyse the dynam ics ofbatch learning,in which the entire set ofexam ples is

provided foreach learning step [4],Itprovidesdynam icalequationsand obtainsim portant

resultson theovertraining,early stopping,noisee�ectsand averagelearning strategy.

To adaptthe cavity m ethod from batch learning to on-line learning in thispaper,there

isaneed toaccountforthefollowingsubtleties.(a)Averaging overthechoiceofsequencing

theexam plesisnow necessary.(b)Them easurem entsofan exam pleobserved atan instant

isnow correlated with the instantswhen itwaslearned. Thisisdue to the giantboostof

thatexam pleata learning step,which upsetstheuniform ity oftheexam plesasin thecase

ofbatch learning.

Thepurposesofthispaperare:(a)to perform an exactanalysisofthelearning dynam -

icsasfarasthe form ulation allows,so thatm inim alapproxim ationsarem ade,and deeper

physicalinsightscan beextracted;(b)to illustratetheanalyticalapproach using thesim ple

exam ple ofa linearlearning rule,which can actasa benchm ark forverifying the validity

ofthe theory,and a theoreticalfram ework form ore com plicated system s,such asnonlin-

earlearning rulesand m ultilayernetworks;(c)to explore e�cientM onte Carlo procedures

im plied by the distribution ofexam ple activations predicted by the theory,which can be

applied to them orecom plicated cases;(d)to study thedi�erence between on-linelearning

and batch learning forgenerallearning conditions.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIwedescribethedynam icsofon-linelearning.
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In Sec.III we introduce the cavity m ethod and derive the dynam icalequations for the

m acroscopic m easurem ents: (a) G(t;s) and D (t;s),the Green’s functions ofweights and

exam plesin response to stim uli;(b)R(t),the correlation between the teacherand student

weightvectors,and C(t;s),theautocorrelation between studentweightvectorsatdi�erent

tim es; (c) the uctuation ofthe learning force hF 2(t)i. The M onte Carlo procedure to

calculatethetraining errorisalso presented.In Sec.IV,wecom paretheoreticalpredictions

with sim ulation results. The average learning strategy in the long tim e lim it is proposed

and com pared with the perform ance ofbatch learning. In Sec.V,we sum m arize ourwork

and propose som e future directions. In Appendix,we describe the m athem aticaldetailsof

theprocedureofsequence averaging.

II. FO R M U LAT IO N

W econsidera training setofp exam plesgenerated by a teachernetwork with N weights

B j,j = 1;� � � ;N .Forde�niteness,we setjB j= 1.Each exam ple �= 1;� � � ;p consistsof

an N -dim ensionalinputvector��,and a teachergenerated output ~y�. Itisconvenient to

introduce the param eter� � p=N . The inputs�
�

j are Gaussian variableswith zero m ean

and unitvariance.Theoutputsare

~y� =

8
<

:

sgn(y� + "z�) forclassi�cation

y� + "z� forregression,

where y� � B � �
� isthe teacheractivation,z� isa Gaussian variable with zero m ean and

unitvariance,and " isthenoiseam plitude.

The exam ples are learned by a student network with the sam e num ber ofinputs and

output. Ateach learning step,one exam ple in the training setisrandom ly drawn. Ifthe

exam pledrawn outattim etis�(t),then theweightsarem odi�ed according to

Jj(t+
1

N
) = Jj(t)+

v

N
[F(x�(t)(t);~y�(t))�

�(t)

j � �Jj(t)]+
1

N
�j(t); (1)

where x�(t)(t) � J(t)� �
�(t) is the student activation. v is the learning rate and � is the
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weightdecay.TheforceF(x;~y)describesthelearning rule,

F(x;~y)=

8
>>>><

>>>>:

~y forHebbian rule

~y� x forAdalinerule

~y(�� x~y)�(�� x~y) forAdatron rule;

(2)

where�isthestep function and �isthestability.Thelastterm in Eq.(1)isthedynam ical

noise term ,often added to avoid the learning procedure being trapped in localm inim um ,

with h�j(t)�k(s)i= 2T�ts=N and T isthedynam icalnoiselevel.

In the lim it ofvanishing learning rate v,the on-line dynam ics described by Eq.(1) is

equivalent to the batch learning form ulation in [4]when the tim e scale,weightdecay and

thedynam icalnoisein thelatterarem ultiplied byfactorsof�=v,1=�andv 2=�2 respectively.

However,for�nite learning rate v,the random nessofthe learning sequence addsnoise to

thedynam ics.

III. T H E C AV IT Y M ET H O D

A . T he cavity activation and the G reen’s functions

Consider a new exam ple 0 thatis not included in the originaltraining set. W e de�ne

itsactivation attim etin thenetwork trained withoutthatexam pleasitscavity activation

h0(t),i.e.,h0(t)� J(t)� �
0.Itisa random variablesince thenetwork hasnotlearned the

inform ation ofthisnew exam ple. W hen the size ofthe network N isvery large,h0(t)isa

Gaussian variablewith m ean R(t)y0 and covarianceC(t;s)� R(t)R(s),whereR(t)� B � J(t)

isthestudent-teachercorrelation attim et,and C(t;s)� J(t)� J(s)isthestudent-student

autocorrelation attim es tand s. Both R(t) and C(t;s) are self-averaging in the lim it of

largeN .

Now weconsidertheevolution ofanothernetwork J0j(t)in which theexam ple0 isadded

to itstraining set. To ensure thatthe probability ofoccurrence ofthe new exam ple 0 and

theold onesrem ain identical,thenew exam plesequence�0(t)isobtained from theoriginal

exam plesequence �(t)according to

�
0(t)=

8
><

>:

�(t) probability = 1� 1

1+ p

0 probability = 1

p+ 1
:

(3)
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In thenew exam ple sequence �0(t),ateach learning step,theweightism odi�ed according

to

J
0

j(t+
1

N
)= J

0

j(t)+
v

N
[F(x0�0(t)(t);~y�0(t))�

�0(t)

j � �J
0

j(t)]+
1

N
�j(t); (4)

where x0
�0(t)

(t) � J
0(t)� �

�0(t). Com pared the networks J0j(t) and Jj(t),we obtain from

Eqs.(1)and (4),

(Ŝ � 1+
v�

N
)(J0j(t)� Jj(t))=

v

N
[F(x0�0(t)(t);~y�0(t)(t))�

�0(t)

j � F(x�(t)(t);~y�(t)(t))�
�(t)

j ]; (5)

where Ŝ isthetim eshiftoperator.LetG (0)(t� t0)bethebareGreen’sfunction

G
(0)(t� t

0)= �(t+ � t
0
�

1

N
)(1�

v�

N
)N (t�t0�

1

N
)
: (6)

Itsatis�es

(Ŝ � 1+
v�

N
)G (0)(t� t

0)= �tt0: (7)

W e assum e thatthe adjustm entfrom Jj(t)to J
0
j(t)issm allso thatlinearresponse theory

isapplicable.Then on separating thecontributionsfrom thenew exam pleand theold ones,

wehave

J
0

j(t)� Jj(t) =
v

N

X

t0< t

G
(0)(t� t

0)��0(t0)0[F0(t
0)�0j � F�(t0)(t

0)�
�(t0)

j ]

+
v

N

X

k;t0< t

G
(0)(t� t

0)��0(t0)�(t0)�
�(t0)

j F
0
�(t0)(t

0)�
�(t0)

k
[J0k(t

0)� Jk(t
0)]; (8)

whereF�(t)(t)istheshorthand notation oftheforceactingon exam ple�(t)attim et,and F
0

representsthederivativeoftheforcewith respectto theactivation x.W ecan now interpret

thisresultfrom theviewpointofthelinearresponsetheory.The�rstterm on therighthand

sidedescribestheprim ary e�ectsofadding exam ple0 to thetraining setand isthedriving

term forthedi�erencebetween thetwo networks.Thisoccursatthediscreteinstantswith

�0(t0) = 0 by adding the force due to exam ple 0 and rem oving that due to the original

exam ple�(t0).Thesecond term describesthem any-body reactionsduetothechangeofthe

originalexam plescaused by the added exam ple,and isreferred to asthe Onsagerreaction

term .Describing theresponseto thedriving term by theGreen’sfunction,Eq.(8)reduces

to

J
0

j(t)� Jj(t)=
v

N

X

k;t0< t

G jk(t;t
0)��0(t0)0[F0(t

0)�0k � F�(t0)(t
0)�

�(t0)

k
]; (9)
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whereG jk(t;s)isthetim e-dependentGreen’sfunction with iterativeexpression

G jk(t;s)= �jkG
(0)(t� s)+

v

N

X

t0< t

X

l

G
(0)(t� t

0)��0(t0)�(t0)�
�(t0)

j F
0
�(t0)(t

0)�
�(t0)

l
G lk(t

0
;s): (10)

The Green’s function G jk(t;s) is the response ofthe weight Jj at tim e t due to a unit

stim ulus added attim e s to the righthand side ofEq.(1)corresponding to weightJk,in

thelim itofvanishing m agnitudeofthestim ulus.

In thelim itoflargeN ,wecan apply adiagram m aticanalysissim ilartothecaseofbatch

learning [4].In contrastwith batch learning,weneed to �rstaverageEqs.(9)and (10)over

thedistribution ofexam plesequence using Eq.(3).Thiscan then befollowed by theusual

averaging over the distribution ofbackground exam ples,as in the case ofbatch learning.

Theresultisthatwecan neglectthee�ectofrem oving thebackground exam plerepresented

by the second term in the square bracket ofthe right hand side ofEq.(9). G jk(t;s) is

self-averaging and diagonalin largerN lim it,so thatG jk(t;s)= G(t;s)�jk,where G(t;s)

satis�estheDyson’sequations

G(t;s) = G
(0)(t� s)+ v

Z

dt1

Z

dt2G
(0)(t� t1)hD �(t2)(t1;t2)F

0
�(t2)

(t2)iG(t2;s)(11)

D �(s)(t;s) = �(t� s)+
v

�

Z

dt1G(t;t1)F
0
�(s)(t1)D �(s)(t1;s); (12)

where G (0)(t� s) � �(t� s)exp[�v�(t� s)]is the bare Green’s function. D �(s)(t;s) is

theexam pleGreen’sFunction,and hirepresentsaverageoverdistributionsofboth exam ple

sequencesand exam ples.

W e em phasize that the average hD �(t2)(t1;t2)F
0
�(t2)

(t2)i is di�erent from the average

hD �(t1;t2)F
0
�(t2)i. The form er speci�es that the function F 0(t2) and D (t1;t2) are due to

the exam ple thatwaspicked from the exam ple sequence forlearning atthe particularin-

stantt2.Duringon-linelearning,theactivation ofthisexam plereceivesagiantboostatthe

learning instant,asm entioned laterin the textdiscussion ofFig.1. Thism akesitsdistri-

bution di�erentfrom thatofa random ly drawn exam ple�,whosepreviouslearning instant

rem ainsunspeci�ed. Hence,the form eraverage willbe referred to asan active average,in

contrastto thelatter,which isreferred to asa passiveaverage.

Nevertheless,in the case oflinearrulesused forillustration laterin thispaper,F 0(t)is

a constantindependentoft.Hence,theactiveaveragein Eq.(11)becom esidenticalto the

passive average. Thus,the Dyson’sequations(11)and (12)becom es identicalto those of

batch learning [4],afterrescaling thetim eand theweightdecay.
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In the case ofHebbian rule,F 0(x) = 0 and D �(t;s)= �(t� s). The Green’s function

becom esidenticalto thebareGreen’sfunction.

In thecaseoftheAdalinerule,F 0(x)= �1and D �(t;s)= D (t;s)independentofexam ple

�. The weight Green’s function becom es invariant under translation oftim e,and can be

written as

G(t;s)= G(t� s;0)=

Z

�(x)e�x(t�s) dx; (13)

where�(x)isthedensity ofstate

�(x)= (1� �)�(1� �)�(x� v�)+

p
(xm ax � x)(xm in � x)

2� v

�
(x � v�)

; (14)

with xm ax and xm in aretheedgesofthespectrum given by xm ax;xm in = v�+ v(1� 1=
p
�)2,

respectively.

The num ber oftim es m that the new exam ple 0 appears in tim e t follows a Poisson

distribution with m ean t=�.Iftheseappearancesoccurattim est1;� � � ;tm (tm < � � � < t1 <

t),Eq.(9)reducesto

J
0

j(t)= Jj(t)+
v

N

mX

r= 1

G(t;tr)F0(tr)�
0

j: (15)

M ultiplying both sidesby �0j and sum m ing overj,onederivestherelationship between the

cavity activation and thegenericactivation ofexam ple0,

x0(t)= h0(t)+ v

mX

r= 1

G(t;tr)F0(tr): (16)

Thisrelation enablesusto expressthe cavity activation h(t)ofany exam ple asa function

ofitsgenericactivation x(t1);� � � ;x(tm );x(t)atthepreviousand currentlearning instants,

and attributesphysicalm eaning to the single e�ective exam ple in Ref.[15]. Hereafter,we

om itthesubscriptifno confusion occurs.

The sim ulation results in Fig. 1 verify the relationship between the cavity activation

and the generic activation fora random ly selected exam ple. Up to t= 3,the exam ple is

drawn from the learning sequence �(t)9 tim es,close to the Poisson average oft=� = 10.

The solid linedescribesthe evolution ofx(t),which exhibitsgiantboostsatthe9 learning

instantsindicated by theverticaldashed lines.Thedotted linedescribestheevolution ofthe

cavity activation h(t),which isobtained in a second network which usesthesam e learning
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FIG .1: The evolution ofthe activations ofa random ly selected exam ple in a network with N =

1000;� = 0:3;� = 0:8;v = 0:1 and � = 0:1 using the Adatron rule. See text discussions for the

explanationsofthelinesand sym bols.

sequence�(t),exceptthatlearningispaused when theexam pleisdrawn.Sincetheexam ple

and thisnetwork areuncorrelated,h(t)evolvesasa random walkerwith appropriatem eans

and covariances.The�lled circlesindicatethevaluesofthecavity activationspredicted by

Eq. (16),using the Green’s functions m easured by com paring learning with and without

stim uli[18].They show rem arkableagreem entwith thesim ulated h(t).

To derive the distribution ofgeneric activations,we �rst consider the distribution of

cavity activations,which isgiven in theGaussian form atm learning stepsand tim et0(= t)

by

P(h(t0);� � � ;h(tm )jy)=
expf� 1

2

P m

i;j= 0
[h(ti)� R(ti)y](C � RR T)�1ij [h(tj)� R(tj)y]g
p
(2�)m + 1det(C � RR T)

;

(17)

whereC � RR T isasquarem atrix with sizem + 1and (C � RR T)ij = C(ti;tj)� R(ti)R(tj).

Thecorresponding distribution ofgenericactivationscan bewritten as

P(x(t0);� � � ;x(tm )jy;~y)= P(h(t0);� � � ;h(tm )jy)

�
�
�
�
@(h(t0);� � � ;h(tm ))

@(x(t0);� � � ;x(tm ))

�
�
�
�; (18)

where h(ti)isa function ofx(ti);� � � ;x(tm )de�ned by Eq.(16),and the dependence on ~y

m ayarisefrom thelearningforces.Since@h(ti)=@x(tj)= 0fortj > ti,and @h(ti)=@x(ti)= 1,

theJacobian reducesto1.Therefore,thedistribution ofgenericactivationscan beexpressed

9



as

P(x(t0);� � � ;x(tm )jy;~y)=
expf� 1

2

P m

i;j= 0
[h(ti)� R(ti)y](C � RR T)�1ij [h(tj)� R(tj)y]g
p
(2�)m + 1det(C � RR T)

:

(19)

Ingeneral,h(ti)canbeanonlinearfunction ofx(ti);� � � ;x(tm ).Hence,thegenericactivation

distribution in Eq.(19)isno longerGaussian,although thecavity activation distribution in

Eq.(17)is.Thischaracteristic ofon-linelearning isdem onstrated in num ericalsim ulation

forAdatron rulein Ref.[22].

W e now illustrate how the above result can be applied to speci�c cases. For Hebbian

rule,Eq.(16)im pliesthath(t)isnotan explicitfunction ofx(tr)atthe previouslearning

instantstr,

h(t)= x(t)� ~y

mX

r= 1

exp[�v�(t� tr)]: (20)

Thisenablesusto writedown theinstantaneousactivation distribution,given thelearning

instantst1;� � � ;tm oftheexam ple,

P(x;t0jy;~y;t1;� � � ;tm )=
expf� 1

2
(C(t;t)� R 2(t))�1 [x(tj)� ~y

P m

r= 1
e�v�(t�t r)� R(t)y]2g

p
2�[C(t;t)� R 2(t)]

:

(21)

Thedistribution isthen averaged overthetim edistribution and thePoisson distribution of

learning instants

P(x;tjy;~y)= hP(x;tjy;~y;t1;� � � ;tm )i�: (22)

The sequence average ofan instantaneousquantity  attim e tdepending on the previous

learning instantst1;� � � ;tm is

h (tjt1;� � � ;tm )i� =

1X

m = 0

e�
t

�

�m

Z t

0

dt1� � �

Z tm � 1

0

dtm  (tjt1;� � � ;tm ); (23)

where the factorofm !in the Poisson distribution iscancelled by the num berofperm uta-

tionsin ordering t1;� � � ;tm .Using theHubbard-Stratonovich identity,we can factorizethe

integralsovertr(1� r� m ).W earriveattheresult

P(x;tjy;~y) =

Z
dx̂

2�
exp

n

îx[x� R(t)y]�
1

2
[C(t;t)� R

2(t)]̂x2

+
1

�

Z t

0

ds[exp(� îx~ye�v�(t�s) )� 1]

o

; (24)
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which agreeswith therule-speci�c derivation in Ref.[12].

ForAdalinerule,substitutingF(x;~y)= ~y� x intoEq.(16)yieldsalinearrelationbetween

thestudentactivation and thecavity ones,

x(t0)=

mX

r= 0

(1+ vG)�1
0r

"

h(tr)+ v

mX

s= r+ 1

G rs~y

#

; (25)

whereG isa squarem atrix with sizem + 1 and G rs = G(tr � ts;0)fortr > ts and G rs = 0

fortr � ts.Inserting them ean and variance ofthe cavity activation,we see thatx(t0)isa

Gaussian variablewith m ean and variance

hx(t0)i =

mX

r= 0

(1+ vG)�1
0r

"

R(tr)y+ v

mX

s= r+ 1

G rs~y

#

� 2(t0) =

mX

r;s= 0

(1+ vG)�1
0r (1+ vG)�1

0s [C(tr;ts)� R(tr)R(ts)]: (26)

Toobtain theactivation distribution in such an application astheaveragetrainingerror,we

need to furtheraveragetheGaussian distribution in Eq.(26)overthelearning sequences.

In general,for nonlinear learning rules,the linear inversion ofEq.(16) to obtain the

student activation is not possible,and the activation distribution becom es non-Gaussian,

even fora given sequence oflearning instants.Nevertheless,a usefulidentity existsforthe

sequence averagepertaining to an exam ple,asderived in Appendix A,

hx(t)i� = h(t)+
v

�

Z t

0

dt
0
G(t;t0)hF(t0)i�: (27)

Thisequation ofthesequence-averaged activation isthesam easthatoftheself-consistent

equation oftheactivation in batch learning,afterrescaling thetim eand weightdecay [4].

B . T he student-teacher correlation

To analysethestudent-teachercorrelation,wem ultiply both sidesofEq.(1)by B j and

sum overj,yielding in thelim itoflargeN ,

�
d

dt
+ v�

�

R(t)= vhhy�F�(t)i�i�; (28)

whereh�i� representsaveraging overthedistribution ofexam ples.
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ForAdalinerule,thesolution ofR(t)in Eq.(28)involveshx�(t)i�.By virtueofEq.(27),

and exploiting theexam pleGreen’sfunction in Eq.(12),weobtain

hx�(t)i� =

Z t

0

dt1D (t� t1)

�

h�(t1)+
v

�

Z t1

0

dt2G(t1 � t2)~y�

�

: (29)

Applying Laplacetransform to Eq.(29)and then Eq.(28),

h~x�(z)i� = ~D (z)

�

~h�(z)+
v~y�

�z
~G(z)

�

;

(z+ v�)~R(z) = v

n
a

z
� ~D (z)

h
~R(z)+

va

�z
~G(z)

io

; (30)

where

a � hy�~y�i� =

8
<

:

q
2

�(1+ "2)
forclassi�cation;

p
1+ "2 forregression:

Here ~G(z) �
R1

0
dte�ztG(t;0) and ~D (z) �

R1

0
dte�ztD (t;0). Inverse Laplace transform

yields

R(t)= a

Z

dx�(x)(x � v�)
1� e�xt

x
; (31)

which isthesam easthatin batch learning afterrescaling.

C . T he student-student autocorrelation and the force uctuation

To analyse the student-student autocorrelation,we m ultiply both sides ofEq. (1) by

Jj(s)and sum overj,thusobtaining in thelim itoflargeN ,

�
d

dt
+ v�

�

C(t;s)= v


hx�(s)F�(t)i�

�
�
�(t)= �

�

�
: (32)

W erem ark thathx�(s)F�(t)i�j�(t)= � ,isan activeaverage,which isdistinctfrom thepassive

averagehx�(s)F�(t)i�,wheretheexam plelearned attim etisnotnecessarily �.

For Adaline learning rule, the average di�erence W �(s;t) � hx�(s)F�(t)i�j�(t)= � �

hx�(s)F�(t)i� can beexpressed in term sofGreen’sfunctionsand learning force,

W �(s;t)= v

Z s

t

dt0D (s;t0)G(t0;t)hF 2

�(t)i�; (33)
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asshown in Appendix B.A sim ilarequation forthepassiveaverageisalso derived therein,

hx�(s)F�(t)i� =

Z s

0

dt1D (s;t1)

�

h�(t1)hF�(t)i� +
v

�

Z t1

0

dt2G(t1;t2)~y�hF�(t)i�

�

�
v2

�

Z
m in(t;s)

0

dt1

Z s

t1

dt2

Z t

t1

dt3D (s;t2)G(t2;t1)D (t;t3)G(t3;t1)hF
2

�(t1)i�:

(34)

Therefore,onecan perform theLaplacetransform s

~C(w;z) �

Z 1

0

ds

Z 1

0

dte�w s�zt C(s;t):



h~F�(w)~F�(z)i�

�

�
�

Z 1

0

ds

Z 1

0

dte�w s�zt


hF�(s)F�(t)i�

�

�
:

Aftersubstituting Eqs.(33)and (34)into Eq.(32),and perform ing elaboratealgebra,one

obtainsan equation oftheweightcorrelation

~C(w;z) =

"

v2a2[~D (w)+ ~D (z)� 1]

wz
+

v2b

�zw
+ v

2


h~F 2

�(w + z)i�
�

�
+

2T

(w + z)~D (w)~D (z)

#

�
~G(z)~D (z)� ~G(w)~D (w)

w � z
; (35)

and an equation oftheforceautocorrelation



h~F�(w)~F�(z)i�

�

�
=

~D (w)~D (z)

wz
�
va2

wz
~G(w)~D 2(w)~D (z)�

va2

wz
~G(z)~D (w)~D 2(z)

+ ~D (z)~D (w)~C(w;z)+
v2

�
~G(w)~G(z)~D (w)~D (z)



h~F 2

�(w + z)i�
�

�
:

(36)

Here

b� h~y2�i� =

8
<

:

1 forclassi�cation

1+ "2 forregression.

W enotethepresenceoftheforceuctuation term


h~F 2(w + z)i�

�

�
in Eqs.(35)and (36).

Thisterm isabsentin thecorrespondingequationsin thecaseofbatch learning.Thiscan be

seen by observingthescalingsz�1 � ~G(z)�


h~F 2

�(w + z)i�
�

�
� v�1 in Eqs.(35)and (36),so

thatthecoupling ofweightcorrelation ~C(w;z)and forceautocorrelation


h~F�(w)~F�(z)i�

�

�

via the force uctuation


h~F 2

�(w + z)i�
�

�
willapproach zero when v is vanishingly sm all,

which indicatesthatthistem poralcorrelation isunique to on-line learning. In contrastto
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batch learning,the presence ofthe force uctuation term increases the weight correlation

via Eq.(35),which in term increasesthe force uctuation itselfvia Eq.(36). Aswe shall

see,thiscoupling leadsto a collective relaxation m ode.

Perform ing theinverse Laplacetransform ,onecan obtain theautocorrelation

C(s;t) =

Z

dx�(x)(x � v�)

�
bv

�
+ a

2

�

x� v��
v

�

���
1� e�xs

x

��
1� e�xt

x

�

+v

Z

dx�(x)(x � v�)

Z
m in(t;s)

0

dt0e�x(t+ s�2t
0)
hF

2(t0)i

+T

Z

dx�(x)
e�xjt�sj � e�x(t+ s)

x
; (37)

where hF 2(t)i� hhF 2
�(t)i�i�. In Eq.(37),the �rstand third term sare sim ilarto those in

theautocorrelation function in batch learning.Thesecond term representsthecontribution

induced by the force uctuations arising from on-line learning. It vanishes when v ! 0.

However,for�nite learning rate v,one can see that this term plays a sim ilar role as the

dynam ic noise. Thiscan be seen by considering the asym ptotic lim itofthe second term ,

wherehF 2(t0)iapproachesthesteady-statevalueofhF 2i,yielding

v

2
hF

2
i

Z

dx�(x)(x � v�)
e�xjt�sj � e�x(t+ s)

x
: (38)

Com paring with thedynam icalnoisein thethird term ,weseethathF 2iisa m easureofan

e�ective tem perature,and the two noise contributions di�erent slightly in their spectrum

ofrelaxation rates. Therefore,in practice,force uctuations can also assist the learning

dynam icsin avoidingbeingtrapped in m etastablestates,playingthesam eroleasdynam ical

noisesto batch learning.Hereafter,weletT = 0 in our�nalresults.

Toobtain theforceautocorrelation


hF�(s)F�(t)i�

�

�
,wesubstituteEq.(35)intoEq.(36)

and perform theinverse Laplacetransform ,which yields,



hF�(t)F�(s)i�

�

�
= b+

1

v

Z

dx�(x)

�
bv

�
+ a

2

�

x� v��
v

�

��
"

(x� v�)2
�
1� e�xt

x

�

�
1� e�xs

x

�

� (x� v�)

�
1� e�xt

x

�

� (x � v�)

�
1� e�xs

x

� #

+

Z
m in(t;s)

0

dt0hF 2(t0)i

Z

dx�(x)(x � v�)2e�x(t+ s�2t
0)
: (39)

Equating tand s,theforceuctuation isgiven by theinverse Laplacetransform of



h~F 2

�(z)i�
�

�
=

b

z
+ 1

v

R
dx�(x)x�v�

x2

�
bv

�
+ a2

�
x� v�� v

�

���
x�v�

z+ 2x
+ 2v�

z+ x
� x+ v�

z

�

1�
R
dx�(x)

(x�v�) 2

z+ 2x

: (40)
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The�nalexpression consistsoffourcontributions.First,thepoleatz= 0 givesthesteady

statevalueof

hF
2
i=

b� 1

v

R
dx�(x)

�

1� v2�2

x2

��
bv

�
+ a2

�
x � v�� v

�

��

1�
R
dx�(x)

(x�v�) 2

2x

: (41)

Thesecond and third contributionscom eform therelaxation spectrum offorceuctuations

ranging through (xm in;xm ax) and (2xm in;2xm ax),respectively. The fourth contribution is

described by the existence ofa collective relaxation m ode arising from the force-weight

coupling,which isa novelphenom enon ofon-linelearning.Itsrelaxation rate�� isgiven by

thepole

1�

Z

dx�(x)
(x � v�)2

2x � ��
= 0: (42)

This is called slow m ode in Ref.[13]. W hen �� approaches zero,the steady-state force

uctuation and studentweightwilldiverge. The criticallearning rate atwhich the weight

divergesin given by

vc =
4

2� �[1+ �+ ���
p
(1+ �+ ��) 2 � 4�]

; (43)

which isalso derived through thespectralanalysis[13].

D . T he training and generalization errors

Theperform anceoflearning ism easured by thetraining and generalization errors.Here

weprovidetheirexpressionsofnoiselessexam ple.Expression forothercasescan bederived

sim ilarly. In classi�cation,the generalization errorisde�ned asthe probability thata new

exam ple presented to the network is m isclassi�ed, E g(t) = h�[�(B � �)(J(t)� �)]i�. It

is determ ined by the m agnitude ofthe student vector C(t;t) and its correlation with the

teachervectorR(t)[4],thatis,

E g(t)=
1

�
cos�1

R(t)
p
C(t;t)

: (44)

Analyticalexpressions ofR(t) and C(t;t) are derived in previous subsections for Adaline

rule.
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The training error is de�ned as the fraction ofexam ples in the training set that are

classi�ed wrongly,i.e.

E t(t)=

Z

dy

Z

d~yP(y;~y)

1X

m = 0

e�
t

�

�m

Z t

0

dt1� � �

Z tm �1

0

dtm

Z

dx(t)

P(x(t)jy;~y;t1;� � � ;tm )�[� ~yx(t)]: (45)

Thiscan becom puted by a M onte Carlo sam pling procedure,which hasbeen shown to be

freefrom �nitesizee�ects[19].Forgenerallearning rules,weadopttheprocedurewith the

following steps:

1) For a given training exam ple,generate the teacher activation y and ~y according to

P(y;~y).

2)Fortim e t0(= t),generate the num beroftim esm the exam ple appearsin a training

sequence from tim e0 to t0 according to a Poisson distribution with m ean t0=�.

3) Generate the instants t1;� � � ;tm that the exam ple appears in the training sequence

according to a uniform distribution between 0 and t0,with 0< tm < � � � < t1 < t0.

4)Generate the cavity activationsh(tr),r = 0;� � � ;m according to the Gaussian distri-

bution with m ean R(tr)y and covarianceC(tr;ts)� R(tr)R(ts).Thiscan becarried outby

generating theindependentGaussian variableszik (k = 0;� � � ;m )with m ean 0and variance

1,and transform ing them to h(ti)via

h(ti)= R(t)y+

mX

k= i

A ikzk; 0� i� m (46)

and them atrix elem entsA ik areobtained from therecursion relations

A m m =
p
C(tm ;tm )� R 2(tm ) (47)

and for1� j< i� m ,

A m �i;m �j =
C(tm �i;tm �j)� R(tm �i)R(tm �j)�

P j�1

k= 1
A m �i;m �k A m �j;m �k

A m �j;m �j

A m �i;m �i =

"

C(tm �i;m �i )� R
2(tm �i)�

i�1X

k= 1

A
2

m �i;m �k

#1

2

: (48)

5) Com pute x(ti) according to Eq.(16). This enables us to collect sam ples for the

distribution P(x(t0)jy;~y),and henceestim atethetraining error.

6)Steps1)to 5)arerepeated to yield su�cientam ountofstatistics.
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For Adaline learning,step 5) ofthe M onte Carlo sam pling procedure can be further

sim pli�ed by exploiting the Gaussian nature ofthe generic activation distribution. Using

Eq.(26)to �nd them ean hx(t0)iand variance�
2(t0),thecontribution ofa exam ple to the

training errorisgiven by erfc(hx(t0)i~y=
p
2�(t0)).

Theaboveprocedureassum esthattheGreen’sfunction G(t;s)and thecorrelationsR(t)

and C(t;s)areknown a priori.Forgenerallearningrules,G(t;s)can beobtained by solving

the Dyson’sequationsEqs.(11)and (12). Since the equation involvesan average overthe

distribution oflearning sequence and exam ples,itcan again beobtained by a M onteCarlo

sam pling procedure. Sim ilarly,R(t)and C(t;s)can be obtained by solving Eqs.(28)and

(32)byM onteCarlosam pling.Thesewillbeleftforfurtherstudies.Here,fortheexposition

ofthecavity m ethod,wefocuson Adalinelearning,where these functionscan beobtained

analytically asdescribed in theprevioussubsections.

Forthe purpose ofconsistency check,one can also obtain these functionsdirectly from

sim ulationsand plug into theM onteCarlo sam pling procedureto check whetherthegener-

ated activation distribution agreeswith sim ulations.

The proposed M onte Carlo procedure is sim ilar to the e�ective single pattern process

in Ref.[15]. The di�erence lies in the generation ofthe learning instants ofan exam ple

accordingtothePoisson distribution.In Ref. [15],an individualPoisson num berwith m ean

�=� isgenerated forevery tim e increm ent � in the learning history. Here,the sam pling

e�ciency isim proved by asinglePoisson num berm with m ean t0=�and m learninginstants

with uniform distributions. For generallearning rules,even ifthe Green’s functions and

correlation functionshave to be generated from the M onte Carlo sam pling procedure,itis

possibleto usesim ilare�cientsam plings.Thiswillbeleftforfurtherstudies.

W hiletheM onteCarlosam plingprocedureisusefulin studyingthetransientbehaviorof

learning,itcan alsobeused toextractthestationary properties.Atavery largeobservation

tim et,welook back atthelearning history ofan exam pleby thenetwork.Reasonably,only

thoselearning eventsoccurrecently havedetectablecontributionsto thedistribution ofthe

student activation x(t) in Eq.(26). Therefore,we can calculate this distribution to any

desired precision by adding the earlier learning events one by one,untilcertain stopping

criteria are satis�ed. Since the tim e intervals between successive learning events obey an
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exponentialdistribution,wehave

P(xjy;~y)= lim
m ! 1

lim
t! 1

mY

r= 1

�Z 1

0

dsr

�
e
�

sr

�

�

P(x;tjy;~y;t� s1;� � � ;t�

mX

r= 1

sr): (49)

ForAdaline learning,the distribution P(x;tjy;~y;t� s1;� � � ;t�
P

m

r= 1
sr)is replaced by a

Gaussian distribution with m ean and variance given in Eqs.(26).W e �nd thatthe contri-

bution ofearliereventsapproacheszero very quickly asm increases.Thus,weonly need to

invertsm allm atricesin evaluating thetraining erroratsteady state.

IV . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

Figure 2(a)showsthe transientbehaviorofthe three m acroscopic param eters,student-

teachercorrelation,studentautocorrelation and forceuctuation fortypicallearningparam -

eters. The training errorand generalization errorare shown in Fig.2(b). The theoretical

predictionshavean excellentagreem entwith sim ulations.

Figure3showsthegeneralization and trainingerrorsatthesteady state.Thetheoretical

predictions agree wellwith the sim ulation results. The learning dynam ics diverges atthe

criticallearning rate vc. Itisalso observed thatstrong weightdecaystend to restrain this

divergence atlarge learning rate,pushing vc to highervalues. On the otherhand,strong

weightdecaysincreasethegeneralization errorwhen v issm all.

In Fig.3,wealso presenttheresultsobtained by them ean-forceapproxim ation adopted

in Ref.[15].Aswehaveshown above,in steady state,thesequencenoiseduetotherandom

drawing ofexam ples at each learning step is equivalent to the externaldynam icalnoise

in batching learning. Thus,the dynam icalvariables willuctuate around their tem poral

average even without otherexternalnoises. As a result,the m ean-force approxim ation is

only valid when the learning rate and the sequence noise issm all. Asshown in Fig.3,it

hasan increasing discrepancy with sim ulationswhen v becom eslarge.Thecriticallearning

ratevc = 2(1+ �)estim ated by them ean-forceapproxim ation islargerthan thesim ulation

result.Thisdiscrepancy can beattributed to theom ission oftheforceuctuationstherein.

An im portantquestion iswhetheron-linelearning can perform aswellasbatch learning

[20,21].W ehaveproposed an averaged strategy in thecontextofbatch learning,predicting

that dynam icalnoise can be averaged over to yield perform ances approaching noiseless

learning [4].Sincesequence noisein on-linelearning hassim ilare�ectsasdynam icalnoise,
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FIG .2:The evolution of(a)teacher-studentcorrelation R(t),studentautocorrelation C (t;t)and

force uctuation hF 2(t)i,(b) training error E t and generalization error E g for Adaline learning

at � = 1:2;v = 1:9, and � = 0:8. Solid lines: the cavity m ethod,with analyticalresults for

R(t);C (t;t);hF 2(t)i;E g and M onte Carlo resultsforE t averaged over500,000 sam ples. Sym bols:

sim ulationsaveraged over100 sam pleswith N = 500.

weadoptthesam estrategy to im proveperform anceofon-linelearning.

In average learning,we �rstwaitforthe system to settle to the steady state,and then

m onitor the student weight vector for an extended period oftim e. W e use the weight

vectoraveraged overthem onitoringperiod �, �J = lim t! + 1
1

�

Rt+ �

t
J(t0)dt0,astheestim ated

studentvector.Theaverageweightam plitudeisgiven by

�C(�)= lim
t! 1

1

�

Z t+ �

t

dt0C(t;t+ t
0): (50)
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FIG .3:Thedependenceof(a)thetraining errorE tand (b)generalization errorE g on thelearning

ratev for�= 0:5.Solid lines:steady-stateresultsofthecavity m ethod for�= 0:4.Dashed lines:

steady-stateresultsofthecavity m ethod for�= 0:8.Correspondingsym bols:sim ulationsaveraged

over 100 sam ples with N = 1;000 and t= 20. Dotted lines: the m ean-force approxim ation for

�= 0:8.

Using Eq.(37),weobtain

�C(�) =

Z

dx�(x)
x � v�

x2

�
bv

�
+ a

2

�

x � v��
v

�

��

+
v

2
hF

2
i

Z

dx�(x)

�
x� v�

x

��
e�x� � 1+ x�

x2�2=2

�

; (51)

wherehF 2iisgiven by Eq.(41).W enotethatwhen � becom esvary large,thecontribution

due to force uctuationsvanishes,m aking �C(�)approaching the resultforbatch learning.

Hence,theaverage learning strategy yieldsa generalization perform ance asgood asthatof

the batch m ode,independentofthe learning rate,as long as itis below the criticalvalue

for divergentlearning. Figure 4 shows that the generalization error ofon-line learning is

equalto that ofthe batch m ode at v = 0,and gradually grows larger when v increases.

W hen the m onitoring tim e � increases,there isan im pressive reduction ofthe generaliza-

tion errorcom pared with itsinstantaneousvalues. The longerthe m onitoring tim e �,the

sm allergeneralization error. In the lim itofvery long m onitoring tim e,the generalization

ability becom es equalto that ofthe batch m ode for allvalues ofv below vc,and jum ps

discontinuously to divergence atvc.
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FIG .4:Thesteady-stategeneralization errorE g averaged overdi�erentm onitoring tim esat�= 2

and �= 0:2. Sym bols:sim ulationsaveraged over10 sam pleswith N = 1000;� = 0 (●),2 (■),5

(◆),10 (▲)and 20 (▼).Corresponding lines:theory.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

W e have analysed the dynam ics of on-line learning with restricted sets of exam ples,

which are random ly recycled. Using the cavity approach,we can derive equationsforthe

m acroscopicparam etersdescribing thelearning dynam ics.They aresolvableforlinearrules

such asthe Adaline rule,yielding resultswhich agree with sim ulations.W e also show that

thestudentin on-linem odecan learn aswellasthatin batch m ode,afteritisaveraged over

a m onitoring period atthesteady state.

Ourwork representsa step forward from two recenttreatm ents[13,15].Com pared with

[13],we have found that a functionalrelationship exists between the generic and cavity

activations,and m ade explicit the distribution ofactivations,which is a superposition of

Gaussians forAdaline rule and each weighted by a Poisson distribution. Asa result,our

fram ework can be used to analyse the training error E t. M ore im portantly, it has the

potentialtobeextended toanalysenonlinearand m ultilayernetworks.Com pared with [15],

wehavebased ouranalysison a m orephysicalpicture.Forexam ple,wehavem adeexplicit

thedi�erencebetween theactiveand passiveaveragesinvolvingtheactivation ofan exam ple

and itslearningforceatapreviousinstant.Thisenablesustoanalysecorrectly thenetwork

behavioratlarge learning rates,where the m ean-force approxim ation doesnotapply. The
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physicalinsightswillbeusefulwhen analyticalapproxim ation schem esaredevised form ore

com plex networks.

W ehaveachieved ourobjectiveofbenchm arkingthecavityapproach usingAdalinelearn-

ing. The next step willbe to extend the m ethod to m ore com plicated situations such as

nonlinear and m ultilayer networks. W e m ay devise e�cient M onte Carlo sam pling pro-

cedures to solve num erically the equations for the Green’s functions,the teacher-student

correlationsand thestudentautocorrelations,m aking useofthePoisson distribution ofthe

learning eventsforasingleexam ple,theGaussian distribution ofthecavity activations,and

theircausalrelationswith thegenericstudentactivations.

Thecavity analysisoflinearnetworksisalso thefoundation ofapproxim atedescriptions

ofthe stationary behavior ofnonlinear and m ultilayer networks. One m ay describe the

steady stateby uctuationsaboutan averaged state.Theuctuationscan beapproxim ated

by lineardeviationswhich can beanalysed by thecavity approach analogoustotheAdaline

benchm ark.Presentwork in progressism oving along thisdirection.

Recently,variousapproxim ation schem eshavebeen proposed in di�erentlearningregim es

ofcom plicated networks [13,20,22],yielding results with varying degree ofsuccess. For

exam ple,the conditionally Gaussian approxim ation cannotcapture the sharp peaksin the

activation distribution developed atthelatelearning stageofnonlinearrules(e.g.Adatron

learning). On the other hand,from the perspectives ofthe cavity m ethod,the nonlinear

m apping from the Gaussian cavity activationsto the generic activationscan lead to sharp

peaksin anaturalway [5].Itishoped thatthecavity fram ework can provideusefulinsights

to im proved approxim ationsin thefuture.
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A P P EN D IX A :SEQ U EN C E AV ER A G E O F T H E ST U D EN T A C T IVAT IO N

According to the Eq.(23)and Eq.(16),the sequence average ofthe studentactivation

ofan exam pleis

hx(t)i� = h(t)+ v

1X

m = 1

e�
t

�

�m

Z t

0

dtm � � �

Z t2

0

dt1

mX

r= 1

G(t;tr)F(tr): (A1)

Reordering thesum m ationsand theintegrationsbeforeand aftertr,

hx(t)i� = h(t)

+v

1X

m = 1

e�
t

�

�m

mX

r= 1

Z t

0

dtr

Z t

tr

dtr�1 � � �

Z t

t2

dt1

�Z tr

0

dtr+ 1� � �

Z tm � 1

0

dtm G(t;tr)F(tr)

�

;

(A2)

where we have m ade im plicit the dependence ofF(tr) on the previous learning instants

tr+ 1;� � � ;tm . Since the integrand in the square bracket does not depend on the values of

t1;� � � ;tr�1 ,theintegrationoverthesevariablesthensim plygivesthefactorof(t� tr)
r�1 =(r�

1)!.W efurthernotethat

1X

m = 1

mX

r= 1

e�
t

�

�m
� �

1

�

1X

m �r= 0

e�
tr

�

�m �r

1X

r�1= 0

e�
t� tr

�

�r�1
�; (A3)

and then derive

hx(t)i� = h(t)+
v

�

Z t

0

dtrG(t;tr)

"
1X

m �r= 0

e�
tr

�

�m �r

Z tr

0

dtr+ 1� � �

Z tm � 1

0

dtm F(tr)

#

: (A4)

From Eq.(23),the sum m ation in the square bracket is just the sequence average ofthe

activation attim etr,yielding Eq.(27).

A P P EN D IX B :SEQ U EN C E AV ER A G E O F A C T IV E A N D PA SSIV E C O R R E-

LAT IO N S

From Eqs.(16)and(23),theactivesequenceaverageattim esoftheactivationofexam ple

�thatislearned attim etis

hx�(s)i�j�(t)= � = h�(s)+ v

1X

m = 0

e�
t

�

�m

Z t

0

dt1� � �

Z tm � 1

0

dtm

1X

n= 0

e�
s� t

�

�n

Z s

t

dtm + 1� � �

Z tm + n� 1

t

dtm + n

"
m + nX

r= 1

G(s;tr)F�(tr)+ G(s;t)F�(t)

#

:

(B1)
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Using sim ilarargum entsasin Appendix A,theaveragefortheAdalinerulecan bewritten

asa self-consistentequation fors> t,

hx�(s)i�j�(t)= � = h�(s)+
v

�

Z t

0

dt0G(s;t0)hF�(t
0)i� + vG(s;t)hF�(t)i�

+
v

�

Z s

t

dt0G(s;t0)[~y� � hx�(t
0)i�j�(t)= � ]: (B2)

Note that hx�(s)i�j�(t)= � = hx�(s)i� when s � t. Subtracting Eq.(27) from the above

equation,onecan derive

hx�(s)i�j�(t)= � � hx�(t)i� = vG(s;t)hF�(t)i� �
v

�

Z s

0

dt0G(s;t0)[hx�(t
0)i�j�(t0)= � � hx�(t

0)i�]:

(B3)

Ifwe m ultiply F�(t) to both sides ofEq.(16) at tim e s,and perform sequence averages

analogousto Eqs.(B1)and (B2),weobtain equationsfortheactiveand passiveaveragesof

theactivation-forcecorrelation,

hx�(s)F�(t)i�j�(t)= � = h�(s)hF�(t)i� +
v

�

Z t

0

dt0G(s;t0)hF�(t
0)F�(t)i�j�(t0)= �

+vG(s;t)hF 2

�(t)i� +
v

�

Z s

t

dt0G(s;t0)hF�(t
0)F�(t)i�j�(t)= �; (B4)

hx�(s)F�(t)i� = h�(s)hF�(t)i� +
v

�

Z
t

0

dt0G(s;t0)hF�(t
0)F�(t)i�j�(t0)= �

+
v

�

Z s

t

dt0G(s;t0)hF�(t
0)F�(t)i�: (B5)

Subtracting Eq.(B4)with Eq.(B5)leadsto

W �(s;t)= vG(s;t)hF 2

�(t)i� �
v

�

Z s

t

dt0G(s;t0)W �(t
0
;t): (B6)

M ultiplying theexam pleGreen’sfunction D (r;s)to both sidesofEq.(B6),integrating over

s,and applying Eq.(12),oneobtainsEq.(33).

To obtain Eq.(34),onereplaceshF�(t
0)F�(t)i�j�(t0)= � in therighthand side ofEq.(B5)

with hF�(t
0)F�(t)i� � v

R
t

t0
dt1D (t;t1)G(t1;t

0)hF 2
�(t

0)i�,and arrivesat

hx�(s)F�(t)i� = h�(s)hF�(t)i� +
v

�

Z s

0

dt0G(s;t0)h~y�F�(t)i� �
v

�

Z s

0

dt0G(s;t0)hx�(t
0)F�(t)i�

�
v2

�

Z t

0

dt1

Z t

t1

dt2G(s;t1)D (t;t2)G(t2;t1)hF
2

�(t1)i�: (B7)

M ultiplying both sideswith D �(r;s),integrating overs and applying Eq.(12),one �nally

reachesEq.(34).
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