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An unsupervised learning procedure based on m axim izing the m utualinform ation

between the outputsoftwo networksreceiving di�erentbutstatistically dependent

inputs is analyzed (Becker and Hinton,Nature,355,92,161). For a generic data

m odel,Ishow thatin thelargesam plelim itthestructurein thedataisrecognized by

m utualinform ation m axim ization.Fora m orerestricted m odel,wherethenetworks

aresim ilartoperceptrons,Icalculatethelearningcurvesforzero-tem peratureG ibbs

learning.Theseshow thatconvergencecan beratherslow,and a way ofregularizing

the procedureisconsidered.

PACS:84.35.+i,89.20.Ff,64.60.Cn

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In unsupervised learning oneoften triesto � nd a m apping � ofa high dim ensionalsignal

X intoasim pleoutputspaceY which preservestheinterestingand im portantfeaturesofthe

signal.Thestatem entoftheproblem israthervagueand awealth ofalgorithm existforthe

taskwhich often de� nethem eaningof"interestingand im portant"in term softhealgorithm

itself[1].In search fora principled approach,itseem snaturalto turn to inform ation theory

andtorequirethatthem utualinform ationI(X ;�(X ))between thesignalX anditsencoding

�(X )should belarge.Unfortunately,thisisoften atrivialproblem .Ifonecom ponentofX ,

say the� rstone,hasa continuousdistribution,them utualinform ation between X and this

com ponentisin� niteand so I(X ;�(X ))can bem axim ized by sim ply choosing � to project

X onto its� rstcom ponent.

Toarriveatam eaningfultask onehasthusconsidered m axim izingI(X ;�(X + �)),where

� isisotropic Gaussian noise [2]. Then if� isconstrained to be linearand X isGaussian,
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theproblem becom esequivalentto principalcom ponentanalysis,butonecan also consider

nonlinearchoices for�. The drawback ofthisapproach is thatifone reparam eterizes X ,

setting X̂ =  (X ),then m axim izing I(X̂ ;�(X̂ + �)) willin generalyield quite di� erent

results even if is a sim ple linear and volum e preserving m apping. So in this approach

them eaning ofinteresting and im portantisim plicitly de� ned by thechoiceofa coordinate

system forX .

Itism uch m orenaturaltoapplyinform ation theorywhen consideringtherelated scenario

thatonehasaccesstotwosignalsX 1 and X 2 which aredi� erentbutstatistically dependent.

ForinstanceX 1 m ightbeavisualand X 2 thecorrespondingauditorysignal.Then I(X 1;X 2)

isareparam eterization invariantm easureofthestatisticaldependenceofthetwosignalsand

onecan ask fora sim pleencoding ofX 1 which preservesthem utualinform ation ofthetwo

signals.So in thisscenario onewilllook fora m apping �1 ofX 1 into a sim pleoutputspace

Y 1 for which I(�1(X 1);X 2) is large. This is the basic idea ofthe inform ation bottleneck

m ethod [3,4].

In thesam esetting,am oresym m etricapproach hasbeen proposed by Beckerand Hinton

[5,6]. The idea is to look forsim ple encodings �1;�2 ofboth signals which yield a large

value ofI(�1(X 1);�2(X 2)). An attractive feature ofthisapproach isthatto com pute the

m utualinform ation ofthe encodings one has to estim ate probabilities only in the sim ple

outputspacesY 1 and Y 2 and notin thehigh dim ensionalspaceofthesignalsthem selves.

W hile the m ain thrust ofthis paper is to analyze Becker and Hinton’s proposalusing

statisticalphysics, I shall� rst give som e generalcharacteristics ofwhat can be learned

by m axim izing I fora large class ofscenarios where the approach seem s suitable. Ithen

specialize to the case that the �i are perceptron like architectures with discrete output

valuesand setup a fram ework foranalyzing learning from exam plesin the therm odynam ic

lim it. Next,som e learning curvesobtained forspeci� c casesare discussed,and Iconclude

by addressing thelim itation ofthepresented approach and som einsightsgained from it.

II. G EN ER A L C H A R A C T ER IST IC S

In generalterm sthem utualinform ation ofX 1 and X 2 istheKL-divergencebetween the

jointdistribution ofX 1 and X 2 and theproductdistribution oftheirm arginaldistributions.

Ifthevariableshaveprobability densitiesthisde� nition reads:

I(X 1;X 2)=

Z

dx1dx2p(x1;x2)log2
p(x1;x2)

p(x1)p(x2)
: (1)

I(X 1;X 2)isnonnegativeand vanishesonlyifX 1 and X 2 areindependent.Soapositivevalue

indicatesstatisticaldependence,and theidealscenario forBeckerand Hinton’sproposalis

thatthisdependenceissuch thatforsuitablefunctions�1 and �2 wehave�1(X 1)= �2(X 2)for

any possiblejointoccurrenceofa pair(X 1;X 2).Forinstance,�1(X 1)m ightbethecom m on

cause ofthe two signals. Ishallfurtherassum e thatthe knowledge of�1(X 1)(or�2(X 2))
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encapsulatestheentirestatisticaldependency ofthetwo signals,so thatthejointdensity of

(X 1;X 2)can bewritten as

p(x1;x2)=
��1(x1);�2(x2)

z�1(x1)
p(x1)p(x2): (2)

Forbrevity Ihave assum ed thatthe �i take on discrete values,so � refers to Kronecker’s

delta and thenorm alization is

zk = Prob[�1(X 1)= k]= Prob[�2(X 2)= k]: (3)

Ifthejointdistribution ofthesignalsisgiven by (2),itm akessensetoask whetherthe�i

can beinferred by observing only (X 1;X 2).Thisnaturally leadsoneto considerthem utual

inform ation because a sim ple calculation showsthatI(X 1;X 2)= I(�1(X 1);�2(X 2)).In the

appendix Ishow,using standard inform ation theoreticrelations,thatany two m appings�i

which also preserve the m utualinform ation,I(X 1;X 2)= I(�1(X 1);�2(X 2)),are related to

the�i in a sim pleway.Nam ely,

�i(xi)= �i(�i(xi)) (4)

holds identically forsuitable m appings �i,and in this sense the �i provide a sim plest de-

scription ofthe data. Ifthe �i have the sam e num ber ofoutput values as the �i,the �i

can only be perm utations. Ofcourse,as an unsupervised learning procedure m axim izing

I(�1(X 1);�2(X 2)),doesnot� x speci� c valuesforthe outputlabels.Despite ofthis,Ishall

som etim escallthe�i teachersand takesuch trivialperm utationalsym m etriesinto account

only tacitly.

Realistically,one willnotbe able to choose the �i based on the knowledge ofthe entire

distribution of(X 1;X 2),butonly have accessto a training setD of� nitely m any exam ple

pairs (X
�

1;X
�

2) sam pled independently from (X 1;X 2). Fora given � = (�1;�2),a pair of

students,onewillthen com putetheem piricalfrequencies

pu1;u2(D;�)=
1

m

mX

�= 1

2Y

i= 1

�ui;�i(X
�

i
); (5)

where m is the num ber ofexam ples in D. Then the discrete version of(1) allow us to

determ ine the em piricalm utualinform ation I(D;�)ofthestudentpairon thetraining set

by

I(D;�)=

KX

u1;u2= 1

pu1;u2(D;�)log2
pu1;u2(D;�)

pu1;:(D;�)p:;u2(D;�)
; (6)

hereK isthenum berofoutputclassesand theexplicitform ula forthe� rstm arginalin (6)

ispu1;:(D;�)=
P K

u2= 1
pu1;u2(D;�).

W hen learning,onehastorestrict�1 and �2 toliein aprede� ned setoffunctionsand the

obviousstrategy isto choose a pairm axim izing I(D;�). Ofcourse,Eq. (4)willthen only
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hold in thelim itm ! 1 ofan in� nitetraining set,and a key issueisto quantify thespeed

ofthisconvergence.Thisseem sespecially im portantsincethenum berofvaluestaken on by

the�i isin generalnotknown.So itisquitepossiblethatK ischosen too large.Then,even

in thein� nitetrainingsetlim it,therecan bem any di� erentfunction pairswhere�itakeson

alloftheK values,I(�1(X 1);�2(X 2))ism axim ized,but�i(�i(X i))= �i(X i)can satis� ed by

m appings�i which m ergeclasslabels.Thusonewillnotexpectthatthenum berofclasses

in thedata isautom atically inferred by m utualinform ation m axim ization and willhave to

experim entwith di� erentvaluesofK ,considerably increasing therisk ofover-� tting.

III. STAT IST IC A L P H Y SIC S

Letusnow assum ethatthe�i areperceptronswhich yield outputvaluesin 0;:::;K � 1,

and each �i ischaracterized by an N dim ensionalweightvectorB i ofunitlength and scalar

biases�ki,k = 1;:::;K � 1.On an N -dim ensionalinputX i theoutputof�i then is

�i(xi)=

K �1X

k= 1

� (B
T
i xi� �

k
i); (7)

where� isthe0;1step function.W hileEq.(7)isinvariantw.r.t.perm utationsofthebiases,

forbrevity,Ishallalwaysassum e thatthe biasterm sare in ascending order(�ki � �
k+ 1
i ).

Them arginaldensitiesp(x1)and p(x2)which areused tode� nethejointdensity ofthedata

(2),are assum ed to have independent Gaussian input com ponents with 0 m ean and unit

variance.Then,tosatisfy condition (3),thebiasesof�1 and �2 m ustbeequal,�
k
1
= �k

2
= �k.

W e assum e that the generalarchitecture ofthe teachers is known,and focus on pairs

ofstudents �i perform ing a classi� cation analogousto Eq. (7)butwith weightvectorsJi

and biases�ki.Notethatwhileform ally Iassum ethatthenum berofbiasesisthesam efor

teachersand students,thisdoesnotrestrictgenerality. Forinstance,a scenario where the

teachershavefeweroutputclassesthan thestudentsisobtained by choosing som eofthe�k

to beequal.

The perform ance ofa student pairisthen assessed using (6)to determ ine I(D;�). To

investigate,in the therm odynam ic lim it,the typicalpropertiesofm axim izing I(D;�),one

has to � x a priorm easure on the param eters ofthe students. Forthe weight vectors,we

assum e thatthe Ji are drawn from the uniform density dJ on the unit sphere. As there

areonly � nitely m any �ki theresultsforN ! 1 do notdepend on thepriordensity d� on

the biasesaslong asthe density vanishes nowhere. One could now considerthe partition

function

Z =

Z

dJ

Z

d� e
�N I(D;�)

(8)

for the Gibbs weight e�N I(D;�) on the space ofstudents. But a key technicaldi� erence

to m any other learning paradigm s is,that this Gibbs weight does not factorize over the
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exam ples. There are,however, som e specialcases, nam ely ifthere are just two output

classes and no biases,where one can replace I(D;�)by an equivalent costfunction which

isjusta sum overexam ples[7].Then m axim izing I(D;�)isclosely related to a supervised

learning problem forparity m achines.

Here,Iwantto analyzem oregeneralscenariosand itiseasiernotto startwith e�N I(D;�)

buttointroducetargetvaluestu1;u2 fortheem piricalfrequenciespu1;u2(D;�)which determ ine

I(D;�).W enow considerthepartition function

Z =

Z

dJ

Z

d�
Y

u1;u2

exp

�

�
�N

2
(tu1;u2 � pu1;u2(D;�))

2

�

: (9)

Analyzing the divergence oflnZ for� ! 1 ,then tellsusifthe targetvaluesare feasible,

i.e.whetherstudentnetworks�i existwith tu1;u2 = pu1;u2(D;�).

In thetherm odynam ic lim itonewillexpectto � nd two regim es:Aslong asthenum ber

oftraining exam plesm issm allcom pared to N ,itwillbe possible to � nd studentswhich

achievetheglobalm axim um log2K ofthem utualinform ation.In term softhetargetvalues

thism eansthattu1;u2 = K �1 �u1;u2 isfeasible,and we need to study the partition function

(9)forthischoice oftu1;u2. Once the ration � = m =N becom eslarge enough,there willin

generalbenostudents� such thatI(D;�)= log2K and weneed todeterm inetheachievable

em piricalfrequenciesby � nding feasible targetvaluesoftu1;u2 using Eq. (9). W e can then

search forthefeasibletargetvalueswhich yield them axim alm utualinform ation I(�).

Forboth regim esthe starting pointisto factorize (9)overthe patterns,linearizing the

exponentby an integraltransform with GaussiansLu1;u2 of0 m ean and unitvariance:

e
�

� N

2
(tu1;u2�p u1;u2

(D;�))
2

=

D

e
iLu1;u2

p
�N (tu1;u2�p u1;u2

(D;�))

E

Lu1;u2

: (10)

One now em ploysstandard argum entsto calculate the quenched average in the therm ody-

nam iclim itand � nds,within a replica sym m etricparam eterization,

lim
N ! 1

N
�1
hlnZi

D
= m ax

R ;�
m in
q;L

�G 0(L)+ �G 1(R;�;q;L)+ G 2(R;q);

G 0(L) =
X

u1;u2

L2
u1;u2

2�
+ Lu1;u2tu1;u2

G 2(R;q) =
1

2

X

i

qi� R 2
i

1� qi
+ ln(1� qi): (11)

HereR i= JTi B iisthetypicaloverlap with theteacherofastudentpicked from theGibbs

distribution (9)and qi isthesquared length ofthetherm alaverageofJi.Further

G 1(R;�;q;l)=

*

f
fR iq

� 1

2

i
g
(y1;y2)ln

X

u1;u2

e
�L u1;u2

Y

i

H ui(�i;qi;yi)

+

y1;y2

(12)
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wheretheyi areindependentGaussianswith 0 m ean and unitvariance.Further

f
fR iq

� 1

2

i
g
(y1;y2)=

X

k

1

zk

Y

i

H k(�;R iq
�

1

2

i ;yi) (13)

with

H ui(�i;qi;yi)= H

�
�
ui
i � qiyi
p
1� qi

�

� H

�
�
ui+ 1

i � qiyi
p
1� qi

�

: (14)

Here H (z)isGardner’sH -function and to de� ne Eq. (14)forui = 0 and ui = K � 1,we

adopt the convention that �0i = �1 and �Ki = 1 . The de� nition ofHk(�;R iq
�

1

2

i ;yi) is

entirely analogous,also using �0 = �1 and �K = 1 .

Note thatthe physicalinterpretation ofthe auxiliary variablesLu1;u2 isthata student

pair� picked from the Gibbsdensity willyield em piricalfrequenciespu1;u2(D;�)= tu1;u2 +

Lu1;u2=�.Reasonably,onewillonly considertargetvaluestu1;u2 forthesefrequencieswhich

sum to 1,and then the stationary valuesofLu1;u2 m ustsum to 0. Thiscan ofcourse also

beobtained by directm anipulation ofEq.(11).

W earem ainly interested in evaluating (11)for� ! 1 .The stationarity conditionsfor

the orderparam eters yield thatthe scaling ofa conjugate Lu1;u2 in thislim itwilldepend

on whethertu1;u2 ispositive orzero. Denoting by St the supportoft,i.e. the setofpairs

u = (u1;u2)forwhich tu1;u2 > 0,the stationarity conditionsyield thatLu1;u2 divergeswith

� asln� ifu 62 St.Butforpositivetu1;u2,iftisfeasible,Lu1;u2 divergesas� ln�,whilefor

two pairsu;̂u 2 St,thedi� erencebetween theconjugates

Lu1;u2 � L û1;̂u2 = lu1;u2 � l̂u1;̂u2 (15)

stays� niteforlarge�.Thusoneobtainsforthelim it� ! 1

lim
N ! 1

N
�1
hlnZi

D
= m ax

R ;�
m in
q;l

�
X

u2St

lu1;u2tu1;u2 + �Ĝ 1(R;�;q;l)+ G 2(R;q)

Ĝ 1(R;�;q;l) =

*

f
fR iq

� 1

2

i
g
(y1;y2)ln

X

u2St

e
�lu1;u2

Y

i

H ui(�i;qi;yi)

+

y1;y2

:

(16)

W hen them utualinform ation ism axim ized by m arginally feasibletargetvaluesrealized by

only a single pairofstudents,we need to considerthe lim itqi ! 1 in (16). Asusual,the

thesum overu in Ĝ 1 isdom inated by itslargestterm in thislim it.Setting

H
�
ui
(�i;yi) = 2 lim

qi! 1
(1� qi)lnH ui(�i;qi;yi)

u
g
(y1;y2) = argm ax

u2St

�
gu1;u2 + H

�
u1
(�1;y1)+ H

�
u2
(�2;y2)=


	
(17)

where,forqi! 1,
 istheratio
1�q 1

1�q 2

and gu1;u2 = lu1;u2(1� q1),oneobtains:

tu1;u2 =


ffR ig(y1;y2)�(u1;u2);ug(y1;y2)

�

y1;y2

1� R
2

i = ��

D

ffR ig(y1;y2)H
�

u
g

i
(y1;y2)

(�i;yi)

E

y1;y2

: (18)
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FIG .1:Learning curvesforstudentswith K = 2 outputclasses.Thegrey linesarefortherandom

m ap problem ,the thin black linesfora pairofteacherswith two outputclassesand �(1) = 1.

The interpretation ofthe above equations is that the target values tu1;u2 are m arginally

feasible for som e value of� ifone can � nd Ri,�i,gu1;u2 and 
 such that (18) holds for

ui= 0;:::;K � 1 and i= 1;2.

Using theabove results,thelearning curvesform axim izing I(D;�)in thelargeN lim it

can be calculated. In the regim e where I(�)= log2K we use (11)with the targetvalues

tu1;u2 = K �1 �u1;u2.Butaboveacriticalnum berofexam plesI(�)willbesm allerthan log2K .

The using (18)to � nd the feasible targetstu1;u2 which m axim ize the m utualinform ation,

am ountsto solving a constrained optim ization problem .

IV . LEA R N IN G C U RV ES

Before considering exam ple scenarios,som e words on num erically solving Eqs. (16)or

(18)arein order.Thisturnsoutto bea non trivialtask sinceaveragesoffunctionshaveto

com puted which are quite non-sm ooth,once the qi are close to 1 in Eq. (16),and becom e

discontinuousforEq.(18).To achieve reliable num ericalresults,Ihave found itnecessary

to explicitly divide the two dim ensionaldom ain ofintegration into sub-regions where the

integrand is both continuous and di� erentiable. The num ber ofsub-regions one has to

considerincreasesquiterapidly with K .

Further,Ihavegenerally assum ed sitesym m etry,R i= R;�i= �;qi= q,although Idid

num erically check the localstability ofthe solution thus obtained forsom e points on the

learning curves.

Thesim plestcaseisthatthestudentshaveK = 2 outputclassesand itisusefulto � rst

consideradegeneratescenariowheretheteachershavejustasingleoutput.SoI(X 1;X 2)= 0

and thetwo signalsarein factindependent.Thisisanalogousto therandom m ap problem

in supervised learning,since nothing can belearned,and any pairofstudentswillperform

equally badly on the whole distribution ofinputs. Butfor� nite �,up to � = 11:0 ,one
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FIG .2: Learning curvesobtained when the studentsand the pairofofteachershave two output

classesbut�(1) = 0:5.

can � nd studentpairsachieving them axim alvalueI(D;�)= 1,asshown in Fig.1.Above

thiscriticalvalue the m axim alem piricalm utualinform ation I(�)startsto decay to zero,

thefeasibletargetm atrix tbecom esnon-diagonalbutthevalueofthebias�(1) isstillzero.

W hile above � = 11:0 student pairs with a diagonaltdo exist,and have a nonzero �(1),

thesepairsdo notm axim izeI(D;�).

The random m ap problem is relevant for learning since the students always have the

option ofignoring the structure in the data. Form ally,when R = 0 a learning problem

with I(X 1;X 2)> 0 is equivalent to the I(X 1;X 2)= 0 case. This is illustrated (also Fig.

1)by a scenario where the teachershave two outputclassesand �(1) = 1. Thisyieldsthe

m oderatevalueI(X 1;X 2)= 0:631.Butup to � = 22:3 thestructure presentin thedata is

notrecognized atalland weobservethesam ebehaviorasforrandom exam ples.At� = 22:3

a � rstorderphase transition occurswhere R and �(1) jum p from zero to valueswhich are

already closeto 1.

W hen choosing�(1) = 0:5,stillforK = 2,adi� erentbehaviorisobserved sinceI(X1;X 2)

is now quite close to 1. The phase where I(�) = 1 is now a bit longer,extending up to

� = 11:1. But already in this phase the order param eters show a non trivialbehavior.

The value ofR becom es positive above � = 3:0 but is not m onotonic in �. So,while

som e structure isrecognized in thisphase due to entropic e� ects,the recognition israther

unreliable.Thisisalsohighlighted bythebehaviorof�(1).W hileitisnonzeroabove� = 3:0,

itinitially even hasvery sm allnegativevalues(notvisiblein Fig.2).Above� = 11:1,when

I(�)< 1,robustconvergence oftheorderparam etersto theirasym ptoticvaluessetsin.

TurningtoK = 3(outputs0,1or2),weagain � rstconsiderthecaseofrandom exam ples.

Forallvaluesof� thebiasterm satis� esthesym m etry �(2) = ��(1).ThephasewhereI(�)

hasthem axim alpossiblevalue,which now equalslog23,isshorterthan forK = 2,extending

till� = 6:96 asshown in Fig.3.Above� = 6:96 thet-m atrix isstilldiagonalinitially.

In thisinitialphase�(2)decreaseswith �,thisnarrowsthegap between theoutputclasses
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FIG .3:Learning curvesforstudentswith K = 3 outputclasses.Thegrey linesarefortherandom

m ap problem ,theblack linesforapairofteacherswith threeoutputclassesand �(2) = � �(1) = 1:21
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FIG .4: Feasible tvaluesfor3 outputlabelsand random exam ples,a = t00;b= t02;c= t11 asin

Eq.(19).

0and 2,m aking iteasierto� nd astudentpairwith t02 = 0.Rem arkably,beyond � � 8one

� nds�(2) = �(1) = 0 butt11 > 0 asshown in Fig. 4. Thisvergeson the paradoxicalsince

by de� nition a studentwith �(2) = �(1) willneverproducetheoutputlabel1.However,we

have taken the disorder average for�(1) < �(2),so the observed result willnaturally arise

ifthe weight vectorsofthe optim alstudent pairsatis� es JTi X
�

i = 0 on a subset ofD. In

addition,sincewehavetakethetherm odynam iclim it� rst,�(2) = �(1) m ay only hold in the

largeN lim itand notfor� niteN .

At� = 9:2acontinuousphasetransition occurswith thet-m atrixbecom ingnon-diagonal

(Fig.4).Itthen hastheform

t=

0

B
B
B
@

a 0 b

0 c 0

b 0 a

1

C
C
C
A

: (19)
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Thisisfollowed by � rstorderphasetransition at� = 17:2with �(2) jum ping from 0to 0:55.

W hilethet-m atrix keepsitsshape(19),thevaluesofcand a changedrastically.Theclass

ofsolution the network is now exploring,stays stable with increasing � and hasa sim ple

interpretation since the values ofa and b converge. This m eans that from the point of

m utualinform ation thereisnodi� erencebetween output0and 2.In e� ectthethreeoutput

classesarchitectureisem ulating perceptronswhich havejusttwo outputvaluesbutusethe

non-m onotonicoutputfunction � (�(2)� jJTi �j).W hileperhapsnotquiteaspowerfulasthe

reversed-wedge perceptron [8],thisarchitecture willhave a very high storagecapacity,and

thisleadsto a rem arkably slow convergence ofI(�)to itsasym ptoticvalueof0.

The slow convergence forrandom exam plessuggeststhatitm ay be usefulto regularize

m utualinform ation m axim ization and one way ofdoing thisisconsidered in Fig. 3. The

teachershave three outputclasses and biases�(2) = ��(1) = 1:21 yielding I(X 1;X 2)= 1.

The students also have three output classes but the training is regularized by choosing

studentswhich m axim izethem utualinform ation undertheconstraintthatthet-m atrix be

diagonal,so the outputs ofthe two students m ust be identicalon the training set. The

constraint becom es noticeable at � = 9:4,where the achievable I(�) is now lower than

forthe unconstrained case with R = 0,i.e. the random problem discussed above. Due to

the constraintthere isa continuousphase transition to positive R atthispoint. Next,at

� = 10:9,a � rstorderphase transition to theasym ptotic regim e occurs,and the structure

in the data is recognized well. At this point the biases becom e nonzero and satisfy the

sym m etry �(2) = ��(1). Note that up to � = 43 the achievable I(�) is sm aller than for

the unconstrained random m ap problem . So,regularizing the learning by constraining the

studentoutputsto beequal,isessentialforthegood generalization observed for� valuesin

therange[10:9;:::;43].

V . C O N C LU SIO N

W e have seen thatm utualinform ation m axim ization providesa principled approach to

unsupervised learning.Interestingly,from a biologicalperspective,item phasizesthe r̂oleof

m ulti-m odalsensorfusion in perception. In contrastto m any otherunsupervised learning

schem essuch asprincipalcom ponentanalysis,m utualinform ationm axim ization cancapture

very com plex statisticaldependencies in the data,ifthe architecture chosen for the two

networksispowerfulenough.

Forthegenericdata m odelgiven by Eq.(2),Ihaveshown thatthestructurein thedata

isrecognized by m utualinform ation m axim ization ifthetraining setissu� ciently large,i.e.

the procedure isconsistent in a statisticalsense. However,the detailed statisticalphysics

calculationsyield thatm any exam plesareneeded to reach thisasym ptoticregim eand that

thelearning processiscom plicated by m any phasetransitions.Onereason forthisis,that

a seem ingly sim plearchitecturesuch asa perceptron with threeoutputclassescan,from an
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inform ation theoreticpointofview,beequivalenttoaperceptron which hasjusttwooutput

classesbutusesa non-m onotonicactivation function.

Ofcourse,when considering the num berofexam plesneeded forreliable generalization,

one has to keep in m ind that exam ples are often m uch cheaper in unsupervised than in

supervised learning.On theotherhand,thedetailed calculationshavebeen forcases,where

thestudentsarejustperceptronsand thereareonlyfew outputclasses.W hen increasingthe

num berofoutputclassesorwhen m orepowerfulnetworksareused,onewillexpectan even

slowerconvergence. So,in applications,itm ay be necessary to com prom ise the generality

ofBeckerand Hinton’sapproach by using suitableregularizations.W ehaveconsidered one

way ofdoing this,nam ely constraining the two networks to give the sam e output on the

exam plesin thetraining set.

A m ajorlim itation oftheabovestatisticalphysicsanalysisisthatIhaveonly considered

the replica sym m etric theory. Itis,however,evident thatin m any ofthe above scenarios

replicasym m etry willbebroken.A casein pointistherandom m ap problem fortwooutput

classes where m axim izing the m utualinform ation yields a criticalvalue � = 11:0 up to

which I(�)= 1.Thisvalueisequalto thestoragecapacity ofthetreeparity m achinewith

two hidden units [9],as one would expect,by the equivalence ofthe two problem s in the

unbiased case[7].Butonestep ofreplica sym m etry breaking,considered in [9]forthetree

parity m achine,showsthatthecriticalcapacity isin factsom e25% sm aller.

To write down the onestep sym m etry breaking equationsform utualinform ation m axi-

m ization,isastraightforward task.Butgiven thenum ericaldi� cultiesalready encountered

in solving the replica sym m etric equations,the num erics ofone step ofreplica sym m etry

breakingaredaunting.W hileonewillexpectthatsom eofthequantitative� ndingsdescribed

abovechangewhen replica sym m etry breaking istaken into account,onecan reasonably as-

sum ethatm orequalitativeaspectssuch asthenatureofthephasetransitionsaredescribed

correctly by thepresenttheory.

It is a pleasure to acknowledge m any stim ulating discussions with Georg Reents and

M anfred Opper.Thiswork wassupported by theDeutscheForschungsgem einschaft.



12

A P P EN D IX

Ourgoalisto show thatifthejointdensity ofX 1 and X 2 satis� es(2),then I(X1;X 2)=

I(�1(X 1);�2(X 2))im pliesEq.(4).W eshallneed twofactsfrom Inform ation Theory,seee.g.

[10].The� rstisthedata processing inequality (DPI),which statesthatforany m apping �

I(X 1;X 2)� I(X 1;�(X 2)); (20)

processing cannotincrease inform ation. The second isthe chain rule which allows one to

decom posethem utualinform ation ofa random variableX 1 with a pairofrandom variables

(X 2;X 3)via:

I(X 1;X 2;X 3)= I(X 1;X 3)+ I(X 1;X 2jX 3); (21)

where the last term denotes the m utual inform ation of the conditional distribution of

(X 1;X 2)given a valueofX 3,averaged overX 3.

Now,assum ing Eq.(2),and

I(X 1;X 2)= I(�1(X 1);�2(X 2)) (22)

wehave

I(X 1;X 2) = I(X 1;�2(X 2);�2(X 2))

= I(X 1;�2(X 2))+ I(X 1;�2(X 2)j�2(X 2))

= I(X 1;X 2)+ I(X 1;�2(X 2)j�2(X 2)) (23)

Here the � rstequality isa consequence ofthe DPIand (22),the second isthe chain rule,

and thethird isagain DPIand (22).

So I(X 1;�2(X 2)j�2(X 2))= 0 and thism eansthatX 1 and �2(X 2)areconditionally inde-

pendentgiven �2(X 2).In otherwords:

p(X 1;�2(X 2)j�2(X 2))= p(X 1j�2(X 2))p(�2(X 2)j�2(X 2)) (24)

or

p(X 1;�2(X 2);�2(X 2))= p(X 1;�2(X 2))p(�2(X 2)j�2(X 2)) (25)

Butfrom the de� nition ofthe jointdensity (2)we see thatp(X1;�2(X 2);�2(X 2))can only

be nonzero if�1(X 1)= �2(X 2)and in thiscase equalsp(X 1;�2(X 2)). So p(�2(X 2)j�2(X 2))

iseitherzero oroneand thism eansthat�2(X 2)isa function of�2(X 2).By sym m etry,this

isalso trueof�1(X 1)and �1(X 1).
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