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T he pem utation sym m etry of the hidden units in m ultilayer perceptrons causes the saddle struc—
ture and plateaus of the lraming dynam ics in gradient leaming m ethods. The correlation of the
weight vectors ofhidden units in a teacher netw ork is thought to a ect this saddle structure, result-
Ing In a prolonged leaming tin e, but thism echanisn is stillunclear. In thispaper, we discuss i w ith
regard to soft comm ittee m achines and on-line leaming using statistical m echanics. Conventional
gradient descent needs m ore tin e to break the symm etry as the correlation of the teacher weight
vectors rises. O n the other hand, no plateaus occur w ith natural gradient descent regardless of the
correlation for the lin it of a low laming rate. Analytical results support these dynam ics around

the saddle point.

PACS numbers: 07.05M h, 05.90 4+ m
I. INTRODUCTION

O ne ofthe biggest problem s ofneuralnetw ork leaming
is the plateau ofthe lraming curve. C onsidering the gra—
dient leaming m ethod and its generalization error, this
plateau ismainly caused by the saddle structure of the
error finction. T he pem utation symm etry prevents the
denti cation of the hidden units in multilayer percep—
trons if they have the sam e w eight vectors, and produces
this saddle structure , E]. In the lraming scenario ofa
teacher and a student network, the saddl is thought to
be a ected by the strength of the correlation of the hid-
den units in the teacher network, which m ay be closely
related to the length of the plateau. M ore speci cally,
in the conventional gradient descent (GD ), the weight
vectors in the student network are known to approach
the saddlke before reaching their nal states IEZ]. Since
the saddle is located between the weight vectors of the
teacher hidden units, their stronger correlation is sup-—
posad to force the student weight vectors closer to the
saddle, resulting in a longer plateau.

N aturalgradient descent WGD ), however,m ay beable
to avoid the saddle because it can update the network
param eters to the optim al direction in the R iem annian
space E]. NGD isa fairly generalm ethod fore ectively
adjisting the param eters of stochastic m odels, but is
validity in m ultilayer perosptrons is uncertain because of
three Intrinsic problem s: 1) NGD needs prior know ledge
of the input distrbution to calculate the Fisher infor-
m ation m atrix, 2) NGD is unstabl around the sihgular
points of the F isher inform ation m atrix, 3) m atrix inver—
sion is tin e consum ing, w hich m ight be criticalespecially
In realtin e lraming. Them ethod proposed by Yang and
Amariﬂ] can be used to calculate NGD e ciently in the
case ofa lJarge Input din ension in m ultilayer perceptrons.

A Iso, the adaptive m ethod can be used to approxim ate
the inverse of the F isher nform ation m atrix asym ptoti-
cally w ithout prior know ledge orm atrix inversion E]. In
this paper, we discuss the problem of sihqgulariy; since
the saddl is one of the singular points, how NGD works
around there is one of ourm ain topics.

O n-line leaming is one of the m ost popular ©om s of
training. Analysis of the network dynam ics in on-line
lraming is much easier than for batch leaming because
the state of the network and the lraming sam pls are
Independent ofeach other. In this fram ew ork, the statis—
ticalm echanics m ethod proposed by Saad and Solla can
be used to analyze the GD dynam ics exactly at the large
lin i of the input dinension []. Rattray and Saad ex—
tended thistechnique to NGD and reported that i works
e clntly in m ultilayer perceptrons E]. In thispaper, we
also use this m ethod and contrast the dynam ics for GD
and NGD , focusing on the corrupted saddle structure un—
der a strong correlation ofthe hidden units in the teacher
network.

II. MODEL

Soft comm itteem achines F ig. ) are considered w here
the teacher network has M hidden units while the stu—
dent has K units. To apply NGD, G aussian noise n
N (0; ?) isadded to the output of the student;
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FIG .1l: Teacher and student netw orks. E ach weight between
any hidden unit and the output is xed to 1.

where 2 RY denotes the nput vector while B ; 2 RY
and J; 2 RY are the ith weight vectors of the teacher
and the student netw orks, respectively. Here, T m eans
the transposition whil g is an activation function.

The pint probability distrdbution of the nput and
the output ° ofthe student netw ork is given by
, 0 sy,
ps(i ) pOR(73); 3)
0 2
pr (%)) e 50 @)

T he param eter vector of E), J Ul ;07 ;0505 T 2
REN | is updated iteratively to approxin ate the pint
probability distribution of the Input and the output
of the teacher netw ork,

p(; ) p()  sE()); ©)

where is the delta function. The loss function for a
given set of a lraming sampl £ ; g, de ned using the
logarithm ic loss of the conditional probability distrdbu-—
tion of @), is

1
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where ¢ In 2 2 is constant. The generalization
error is then de ned as the expected loss:

g(J) hJ(; )jf;g: (7)
Thede nitionsof|p) can bew ritten, by applying ) and
), as
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W e consider on-line leaming in this paper, where the
param eter vector J is updated for each set of an inde-
pendently given sampl £ ; g. The updating rule, the
di erentialofJ, HrGD isde ned wih a lraming rate
as

J = N_rJJ(;); 9)

w here
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where g° denotes the derivative ofg. One HrNGD isalso
de ned as

J = N_GlrJJ(;); 11)
where G denotes the Fisher nform ation m atrix of the
param eter vector J :

G ohps (7 Vo ps (; OF ¢, 050 (12)
The G can be written, in block fomm , as
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In the case ofthe standard m ultivariate nom aldistriou—

tion Input, N (0;I), the nverse of the F isher mfor-
m ation m atrix is also given by
2 1 ;3
Gia 1;KG7
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where J°
a scalar and

Ji;u5Jx 1isaN by K matrix, while 5 is
i isaK by K matrix {].

III. THEORY
A . O rder param eters and generalization error

At the them odynam ics lim i, the Iim it ofN ! 1 ,the
dynam icsofthe netw ork can be analyzed using statistical
m echanics. Here, the order param eters that represent
the correlations of the w eight vectors are used Instead of
the N din ensional vectors , B j, and J;. To m ake the
present paper selfcontained, we brie y summ arize the
derivation of the order param eter equations of the soft
com m itee m achine E, 1.

From here on, the input vector is assum ed to obey
a N din ensional m ultivariate G aussian noise w ith zero
mean and a unit covariance m atrix: N (0;I). The
correlation between the input and each weight vector,
denoted by x; J and yi B! , is then dis-
trbuted as a nom al distrbution; x; N (0;J J;)
and y; N (0;BB;), whilk each covariance of them
is gjyen by hXj_infg = Jf Jj, h}(j_yj'ifg = JEB jr and
hyiyjieg = B | B y. Therefore, a new vector, de ned as

K+M

z  Baiuyxe jyiiouym I 2 R ; 15)



is distrdbuted as a multivariate nom al distrdbution
N ©0;C):

1
p(Z) = p:.e}ip

1. 1 .
-z C zZ ; (16)
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where C is the varance-covariance m atrix :
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are the order param eters of this system .
U sing these order param eters, the generalization error

n ), 5@) hy(; ), 4 can be calulated by
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from here on, the generalization error is given by
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w hich depends on only the order param eters.

B . D ynam ics of the order param eters

Here we substitute the dynam ics of the order param —
eters for those of the system . First, we can replace the
updating rule E) w ith

Ji= i 23)

w here
( )

®! *®
g (k) g&k) : @4)

k=1 k=1

i §ezp)

T hus, the updating rule of the order param eters is given
by

Riyy = Pi+ J:FB3 J By
= oy W 25)
and
_ T T
Qiyy = Wit Jil U5+ J31 9 Jy
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Here we Introduce the tine ; a short period, =
1=N , is de ned to be consum ed or each lkaming itera—
tion. At the large lim it 0of N , the di erential dynam ics
ofR iy and Q i3 are calculated as

@Rij

- = ]Irno = N]T;iml N le = _Zhinifzg
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and
clop® 2
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where T | N is applied, while the new variables are
de ned as

i3 hiVilegs 13 hiXylegi 13 hi 3iggs 9)

Thedynam ics ©orNGD can be provided in the sam eway:

X
Ji= 2N kG
k=1

. (30)

T hus, the dynam ics of the order param eters are
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where  denotes the kth row of the matrix

f 504;9= 1;:::3% » while R 5 denotes the jth colum n of the
m atrix R , and so on @].
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FIG .2: T in e evolution ofthe generalization errorin GD (@) andNGD (o). A llthe tra ctories are alm ost com pletely overlapped
in ©). The plateau periods In (@) were m easured and are shown In (c). M CS denotes the num ber of M onte C arlo steps.
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FIG .3: Tin e evolution of the order param eters
teacher weight vectors T1;; = 0:75. Start points:

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we discuss how the lraming dynam ics
depend on the correlation of teacher weight vectors Ty, .
T he resuls are also contrasted between GD and NGD .

W e set the num ber of the hidden units and the lengths
of the teacher weight vectors as follow s:

K=M= 2; Tl;]_ = Tz;z: (33)
W e also restrict the initial conditions to
Q1,1 = Q2p2; Ri;1=R2p; Rip=Rza: (34)

Because ofthe sym m etry ofthe system , these restrictions
are preserved throughout the leaming. Speci cally, we
use

(335)

R1;17R1;2) and R2;1;R2;2) N GD
; tuming points: 4 ; the saddle:

Rl,ll I:\)2,1

@) and NGD (o). The correlation of the
; and goals: }

T herefore, we have four free param etersQ 1;1,Q 1,2, R1;14
and Ri;; In thissystem . Note that Q and T are always
sym m etricm atrices from the de nitions of) and ) .
O ther param eters are set as T1, = 1, 102, and

2=5 102. Varius values for T;,, are em ployed to
exam ine the In uence of the correlation of the teacher
hidden units. W e som etin es use

angle of the teacher weight vectors, Instead 0f Ty, .

In this case, iy and i3 In the Inverse of the F isher
Inform ation m atrix ) can be sinpli ed as

o p-
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FIG .4: T in e evolution of the generalization error for the case of N = 1000 In GD (@) and NGD (o).
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FIG .5: T in e evolution of the order param eters R1;:;R1;2) and Rz;1;R2;2) for the case ofN =
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1000 in GD (@) and NGD (b)

asinh Fig. j§.
_ 55 afQi1,41+1g B aQ i, . rose. In NGD Fig. Eb),a]mostno plateau occurred at
aQi, afQ1a+1g B’ any T1, if was set snallenough relative to the initial
R1;1, and the generalization error was exponentially de—
w here creased. T he plateau periods of F ig. a were m easured
£ f1g 5 b 2 i1 and areshownjnFjg.Ec,wherewede ned a plateau as
a Qi p_Ql;Z' Quat 1i occurring if @én ¢ > 0:0005. The order of the plateau
c 722 d % (37)  lngthswasaboutO ( *) n GD.
Here we summ arize the order of each vayiable to N . Fjgureﬁshowstl'leUajector:iesoftl'leorderparameters

Since the length ofthe input vector isO ( N ), x; and
y; are O (1). This guarantees that the argum ents of the
activation function g O (1). Therefore, the lengths
of the weight vectors, Qi; and ~ Ty, are O (1). Ifthe
direction of the initial J; is chosen random ly, th% size
ofR i, the correlation between J; and B, isO (1= N ).
T he Initialnum erical values in @) arede ned according
to these sizes.

Figure E show s the tin e evolution of the generaliza—
tion error. n the GD Fi. Ea), the plateau was greatly
prolonged as the correlation ofthe teacher w eight vectors

R1;17R12) and R2;17R2;2). Because of the symm etry,
the latter plots arem irror in ages of the former. AsR;;
is the correlation between the rst student and the cor—
resgoonding teacher, the initial value is aln ost 0 and the
goalis1; R, isthe correlation between the st student
and the not corresponding teacher, and the nitial value
is aln ost 0 and the goalis T;;; . T herefore, the target lo—
cation ofthe plotsare (1;T12) and (T1;2;1), respectively
(shown as} ). The other orderparam etersQ 1;; and Q 1;,
are not shown. In the case 0ofGD FI. Ea), the plots
start at , tum back at 4 , then approach (the sad—



dle, as explained in the next section), and nally reach
} . Actually, the param etersnever pass through the sam e
place again because Q 1;; and Q1 are updated. In the
case of NGD Fig. Eb), the plots start at and reach }
w hile avoiding

W e perform ed a num erical sinulation to con m the
dynam ics at the above them odynam ics lin it. The nput
din ension wasN = 1000, the teacherw eight vectorsw ere

st as
213 Zoos 3
0) sin
B1=§Oé; Bz=§ 0 é; (38)
45 4 . 5
0 0

and every niialJ; was random ly and independently cho—
sen from N (0;I=N ) foreach try. T hus, the order param —
etersQ and R wereno longer lin ited by the restriction of
@) . The lraming wasperform ed using these realweight
vectors and the original equations: (E) forGD and )

for NGD . FjguresE and E show the tin e evolution of
the generalization error and the tra fctories of the order
param eters in the sam e m anner as F igs. E and E, re—
spectively. Both gures support the statistical dynam ics
well, which suggests the constraint of @) isa ratherm i-
norproblem and the system retainsm ost of its generality

even w ith that restriction.

V. SADDLE

Here, we discuss why NGD is so e ective even w ih
a strong correlation between teacher hidden units. W e
consider the dynam ics around the saddle of the general-
ization error under the conditions of @) and @) . This
point, where allthe di erentials of the order param eters
are zero and the Hessian m atrix is not positive de nite
nor negative de nite, isshownas I Fjgs[l3 anc[|5:

Tl.l + T1.2
Q11 =Qip = ———————;
171 12 Tin Tpt 2 ;
Tia+ Tip
Rip=Rip = P : (39)
2fT1;1 T1;2 + 2g

This saddle is a special point because 1) i corresponds
to the goalboth In the case 0f T1;; = Ti;; (the teacher
isa smallernetwork: f5 ( )= 2gB 7] )) and in the case
that the student isa sm allernetwork: £5 ( ) = 2gJ{ ),
2) In GD, the plateau occurs around i, and n NGD the
student vectors avoid it, 3) it coincides w ith one of the
singular points of the Fisher nform ation m atrix since
Q11 = Qi1;2. W e sinplify the situation as shown In Fig.
E; the two student weight vectors belong to the plane
m ade by the two teacher weight vectors. This sin pli ca-
tion is usefil because we are now interested In how fast
the student vectors leave this point for the goals. The

B1 B2

Ji Jo

FIG . 6: The student weight vectors J; and J,; belong to the
plane m ade by the teacher weight vectorsB; and B, .

correlations are reparam eterized by and as

Ti1;2= T1; 1008 ;

v

Q12=Q1;1008 ;

Rig= Q14Ti1;1008——;
I,
Riz= Q11T 05— (40)
Now ,wehaveonly two free param etersQ ;;; and . Since

the mstderivativeof canbewrittenwith Q;;; andQ i
as

@Q 1,1 @Q 1,2
@ ; Q1; - Qip—%—
G aroos S 2 = S W& )
Ql;l Ql;l Q%;l Q%;Z

we can form ulate the angular velocity of at 0 <
1. Thetem 2 included in 2% can be ignored if the
laming rate  is set am allenoudh.

T he angular velocity for GD is
@
i sin® ; 42)

where ¢ 4 >T1;1fT1;,f1 cos gt2g %fT1;1f3+oos gt

29 Z. W e notice that the order of ¢ is not greatly
changed by The velocity converges to zero in the

rst order of . M oreover, it decreases as  decreases.
T herefore, this equation supports the sim ulation resuls
show ing that the plateau is prolonged as the teacher cor-
relation rises. T he angular velocity orNGD is

1
S_z o= tan® —; @3)

2

wherec, 2 .Thisvelocity divergesto in nity as goes
to zero. A though it decreasesas decreases, thise ect
would be canceled by ! near the saddlke. Therefore,
this equation m eans that the student weight vectors are
repelled by the saddle. In addition, this also supports
the simulation results show ing that the student weight
vectors avoid the saddle and that the plateau does not
occur even in the case of strongly correlated teacher hid-
den units.



VI. CONCLUSION

W e have studied the on-line leaming of soft comm it
tee m achines under correlated teacher hidden units. The
plateau in GD is largely prolonged at about O ( ®) as
the correlation ofthe teacher w eight vectors rises, but al-
m ost no plateau occurs in NGD with a Iow laming rate

and this does not depend on the correlation. O ur ana-—
Iyticalresults for around the saddle revealthat the NGD
avoided the saddle, even though the strong correlation
of the teacher weight vectors forced the student weight
vectors close to the saddle w here the F isher inform ation

m atrix is singular.
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