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Abstract

W e study the on-line AdaTron lkaming of lnearly non-separabl rules by a
sin ple perceptron. Training exam ples are provided by a perosptron w ith a
non-m onotonic transfer fiinction which reduces to the usualm onotonic rela—
tion In a certain lim it. W e nd that, although the on-line A daT ron laming is
a powerful algorithm for the leamabl rule, it does not give the best possble
generalization error for unlkamable problem s. O ptin ization of the lraming
rate is shown to greatly in prove the perform ance of the A daT ron algorithm ,
Jleading to the best possbl generalization error for a wide range of the pa—
ram eter w hich controls the shape of the transfer function.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The problem of kraming is one of the m ost interesting agpects of feed-forward neural
networks [l{B]. R ecent activities in the theory of laming have gradually shifted toward the
issue of on-line lreaming. In the on-lne lkaming scenario, the student is trained only by the
m ost recent exam ple which is never referred to again. In contrast, in the o —line (orbatch)
leaming schem e, the student is given a set of exam pls repeatedly and m em orizes these
exam ples 0 as to m Inin ize the global cost function. Therefore, the on-line lraming has
several advantages over the o —linem ethod. For exam ple, it is not necessary for the student
to m em orize the whole set of exam ples, which saves a ot of m em ory space. In addition,
theoretical analysis of on—line leaming is usually m uch less com plicated than that ofo -lne
leaming which often m akes use of the replica m ethod.

In m any ofthe studies of lkaming, authors assum e that the teacher and student netw orks
have the sam e structures. Theproblam iscalled kamable in these cases . However, in the real
world we nd Innum erable unleamable problem s where the student is not able to perfectly
reproduce the output of teacher In principle. It is therefore both in portant and interesting
to devote our e orts to the study of kaming unkamable rules.

If the teacher and student have the sam e structure, a natural strategy of lkeaming is to
m odify the weight vector of student J so that this approaches teacher’'sweight J° asquickly as
possbl. However, ifthe teacher and student have di erent structures, the student trained to
satisfy J = J° som etin es cannot generalize the unleamable rule better than the student w ith
J6 J°. Severalyears ago, W atkin and Rau [] investigated the o -line laming ofunkamable
rule where the teacher is a perosptron with a non-m onotonic transfer function while the
student is a sim ple perceptron. T hey discussed the case where the num ber of exam ples is of
order uniy and therefore did not derive the asym ptotic form of the generalization error In
the lin it of large num ber of training exam ples. Furthem ore, asthey used the replica m ethod
under the replica symm etric ansatz, the result m ay be unstabl against replica symm etry

breaking.



For such a type of non-m onotonic transfer fiinction, a lot of interesting phenom ena have
been reported. For exam pk, the critical oading rate of the m odel of Hop eld type B{[1]
or the optin al storage capacity of perceptron [d] is known to Increase dram atically by non-—
m onotonicity. It is also worth noting that perceptrons w ith the non-m onotonic transfer
fuinction can be regarded as a toy m odel of a m ultilayer perceptron, a parity m achine 1.

In this context, Inoue, N ishin oriand K abashin a [L(] recently investigated the problem
of on-line lreaming of unleamable rules where the teacher is a non-m onotonic perosptron :
the output of the teacher s T, (v) = signfv@ V) @+ v)], where v is the input potential
of the teacher v N (J° x),wih x being a training exam ple, and the student isa simplk
perceptron . For this system , di culties of lraming for the student can be controlled by the
width a ofthe reversed wedge. Ifa= 1 ora = 0, the student can leam the rule perfectly
and the generalization errordecaysto zero as '™ forthe conventional perceptron leaming
algorithm and ! forthe Hebbian laming algorithm , where isthe num ber of presented
exam ples, p, divided by the number of input nodes, N . For nite a, the student cannot
generalize perfectly and the generalization error converges exponentially to a non-vanishing
a-dependent value.

In this paper we investigate the generalization ability of student trained by the on-—
line AdaTron leaming algorithm with exam ples generated by the above-m entioned non-—
m onotonic rul. The AdaTron leaming is a powerfiil m ethod for leamabl ruls both in
on-lne and o -line m odes in the sense that this algorithm gives a fast decay, proportional
to !, of the generalization error [L1{f[3], in contrast to the ' and ' decays of
the perceptron and Hebbian algorithm s. W e Investigate the perfom ance of the AdaT ron
leaming algorithm in the unlkamable situation and discuss the asym ptotic behavior of the
generalization error.

T hispaper is organized as follow s. In the next section, we explain the generic properties
ofthe generalization error for our system and fomm ulate the on-line A daTron leaming. Som e
of the results of our previous paper [[(] are collected here conceming the perceptron and

H ebbian lraming algorithm s which are to be com pared w ith the A daTron laming. Section



ITT deals w ith the conventional A daTron lkaming both for lkamabl and unlkamabl rulks.
In Sec. IV we investigate the e ect of optin ization ofthe leaming rate. In Sec. V the issue
of optim ization is treated from a di erent point of view where we do not use the param eter
a, which isunknown to the student, in the leaming rate. In last section we summ arize our

results and discuss ssveral future problem s.

II.THE M ODEL SYSTEM

Let us rst x the notation. The Input signal com es from N input nodes and is repre—
sented by an N -din ensional vector x. The com ponents of x are random Iy drawn from a
uniform distrbution and then x is nomn alized to unity. Synaptic connections from input
nodes to the student perceptron are also expressed by an N -din ensionalvector J w hich isnot
nom alized. T he teacher receives the sam e Input signal x through the nom alized synaptic
weight vector J°. T he generalization error is g ( TS W) ,wherreS @)= sign@)
is the student output w ith the intemal potentialu P N x)=9jand stands for

the average over the distribbution function

#
@?+ v  2Ruv)

1
Pgr (u;v) = ;Pﬁ exp 3 : @)

Here R stands for the overlap between the teadcher and student weight vectors,
R (? J)=%7 3. This distrbution hasbeen derived from random ness of x and is valid in
thelimiN ! 1 .

T he generalization error 4 is easily caloulated as a function ofR as ollow s [L0]
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! DtwithDt exp( &2)= 2 . It is inportant that this expression is

X

where H x)
Independent of speci ¢ lkraming algorithm . M inin ization of E R) wih resoect to R gives
the theoretical low erbound, or the best possible value, ofthe generalization error forgiven a.

InFig.lweshow E R) for ssveralvaluiesofa. This gure indicates that the generalization



error goes to zero if the student is trained so that the overlap R becomes 1 fora= 1 and

R = 1 fora= 0. Iftheparam etera is largerthan som e criticalvalue a; = P 2log2 = 14177,

E R) decreases m onotonically from 1 to 0 asR ncreases from 1tol.W hen a is an aller
S

than ag, a bcalm ninum appears at R = R Rlog2  &)=2log2, but the global

mininum isstillat R = 1 as long as a is larger than a,, = 0:80. Ifa is lss than a., the
glbalm ninum is found at R = R , not at R = 1. This situation is depicted In F igs.
2 and 3 where we show the optin al overbp R giving the an allest value of E R) and the
corresoonding best possble value of the generalization error as functions of a. From these
two gures, we see that the optin al overlap which gives the theoretical lower bound show s
a rstorder phase transition ata= a..

T herefore, oure orts should be directed to nding the best strategy which gives the best
possbl value of the generalization error for a w ide range of the param eter a.

Tt may be ussful to review som e of the results of, Tnoue, N ishin ori and K abashin a @]
who studied the present problem under the perceptron and Hebbian algorithm s. For the
conventional perosptron leaming, the generalization error decays to zero as = ifthe rule
is kramablk (@ = 1 ), whereas it converges to a non-vanishing valuieE R = 1 2 ), where

exp ( &£=2), exponentially for the unleamable case. This value of E R) is Jarger than
the best possbl value as seen In Fig. 3. Introduction of optin ization processes of the
leaming rate in proves the perfom ance signi cantly In the sense that the generalization
error then converges to the best possble valuie when a > a, . For the conventional H ebbian

1=2

leaming, the generalization error decays to the theoretical lower bound as not only

In the lamabl Imit a! 1 but fora nite rangeofa,a > ay. However, fora < ag, the

generalization error does not converge to the optim alvalue.

IIT.LEARNING DYNAM ICS

T he on-lhe training dynam ics of the A daT ron algorithm is

JtI=0"  g()u ( T.&S W)x; 3)



where m stands for the number of presented pattems and g( ) is the leaning rate. Ik is
straightorward to obtain the recursion equations fr the overlap R™ = @ Y=7™ §7°7
and the kngth of the student weight vector I' = §7° j=pN_. Inthe lmi N ! 1 ,these two
dynam ical quantities becom e selfaveraging w ith respect to the random training data x. For
continuoustine = m=N InthelmiN! 1 ,m! 1 with kept nite, the evolutions of

R and lare given by the llow ing di erential equations [LJ]:

dl  gEaqg
— = E 4
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Equations @) and () detem ine the leaming process. In the rest of the present section we

restrict ourselves to the case of g = 1 corresponding to the conventional A daT ron laming.

A . Learnable case

W e rstoonsiderthecassofg( )= landa= 1 ,the kramablk rule. W e investigate the

asym ptotic behavior of the generalization errorwhen R approaches1,R =1 ", "! 0 and



P_
1= L, a constant. From Egs. @) and @), we ndEaqy c®?and G,y (€ 22= )"

P_
withc=8=@ 2 ).ThenEq. {§) issolved as"= (=k)* ? wih
P_
2, 1 22 ¢
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U sing this equation and Eq. @), we obtain the asym ptotic form of the generalization error

©)

as

s=ER) === (L0)

T he above expression of the generalization error depends on 1y, the asym ptotic value of 1,
through k. Apparently 1 is a function ofthe nitialvalile of las shown in Fig. 4. A soecial
case is |y = 1=2 In which case 1does not change as lkaming proceeds as is apparent from

Eqg. {4) aswellas from Fig. 4. Such a constant-1problm was studied by B iehland R iegler

11 who concluded
= — 11)

for the AdaTron algorithm . Our ormula {J) reproduces this result when }, = 1=2. Ifone
takes 1y as an adjustable param eter, it is possible to m inin ize § by m axim izing k in the

P_
denom inator ofEq. Q). The anallest value of 4 isachieved when = o2 2, yielding
g= — 12)

which is snaller than Eq. () ora xed 1. W e therefore have found that the asym ptotic
behavior of the generalization error depends upon w hether or not the student weight vector
is nom alized and that a better result is obtained for the un-nom alized case. W e plot the
generalization errvor for the present leamable case w ith the initialvalie of 1, = 01 ;n Fig.
5. W e see that the H ebbian laming has the highest generalization ability and the A daT ron
leaming show s the slowest decay am ong the three algorithm s in the initial stage of kraming.
H owever, as the num ber of presented pattems increases, the A daTron algorithm eventually
achieves the an allest value of the generalization error. In this sense the AdaTron leaming
algorithm isthem ost e cient leaming strategy am ong the three in the case of the kramable

nule.



B .Unlearnable case

For unlkamabl case, there can exist only one xed point 1y = 1=2. This reason is, for
nite a, E 54 appearing in Eq. {4) does not vanish i the lin it of large and E o4 has a
nie value ora® 1l .Forthis nieE ,4, the above di erential equation has only one xed

point I = 1=2. Th contrast, or the lramable case, Ep4 behaves asE,q c¢™2 in the Iim it
of ! 1 and thusdl=d becom es zero irresgoective of 1 asym ptotically. W e plot tra fctories
In the R-1lplane fora = 2 In Fig. 6 and the corresoonding generalization error is plotted
In Fig. 7 asan exampl. From Fig. 6, we see that the destination of 1 is 1=2 for all initial
conditions. Figure 7 tells us that for the unlkamabl case a = 2, the AdaTron kaming has
the lowest generalization ability am ong the three. W e should notice that the generalization
error decays to is asym ptotic value, the residual eror 41, @S ¢ min =2 ®r the
Hebbian leaming and decays exponentially for perceptron leaming [[d]. T he residual error
of the Hebbian lkaming i = 2H (@) is also the best possblk value of the generalization
error fora > ap asseen in Fig. 3. In Fig. 8 we also plot the generalization error of the
AdaTron algorithm for ssveral valies of a. For the AdaTron laming of the unkamabl
case, the generalization error converges to a non-optin alvaluie E R () exponentially.

For allunleamabl cases, the R-1 ow is attracted into the xed point R ¢;1=2), where

R is obtained from

o g

=  2GagRp)= 0: 13)

== $;R=Ro

T he solution R o of the above equation is not the optim alvalie because the optin alvalue of

q
the present leaming system iSRor = 1 ora> ag and Roge = R = Rlog2  &)=2log2

ra< ag, [41.

From Figs. 3 and 7, we see that the residual error , i, ofthe AdaTron leaming is larger
than that ofthe conventionalperceptron lkaming. T herefore, we conclude that ifthe student
leams from the unleamable rules, the on-line A daT ron algorithm becom es the w orst strategy

am ong three leaming algorithm s as we discussed above although for the kramabl cass, the



on-line A daT ron lraming is a sophisticated algorithm and the generalization error decays to

zero as quickly as the o -line kaming [L4]).

Iv.OPTIM IZATION

In the previous section, we saw that the on-line A daTron laming fails to get the best
possbl value of the generalization ervor for the unlkamable case and is residual error i,
is Jarger than that of the conventional perceptron leaming or Hebbian lraming. W e show
that it ispossble to overcom e this di culy.

W enow consideran optim ization the laming rateg( ) [[]. T hisoptin ization procedure
is di erent from the technique of K inouchi and Caticha [[5]]. A s the optin al value of R
which gives the best possible value of the generalization error isRo,e = 1 fora > ap, we
determ ine g( ) so that R is acoelerated to become 1. In order to detemm ine g using the
above strategy, we m axin ize the right hand side ofEq. {§) with respect to g( ) and cbtain
opt = EagR  Gag)=REa4. Using thisoptin alleaming rate, Egs. @) and (§) are rew ritten

as follow s

dl R G R+ G
dal Earg nd) Eag Ad)l 14)
d 2R E , 4

15)
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d 2REaqg )

For the kamabl cass, we obtaln the asym ptotic form of the generalization error from

Egs. [4) and {J) by thesamerchationR = 1 ", "! 0 asweused forthe case ofg= 1 as

4
o= (L6)

T his is the sam e asym ptotic behavior as that obtained by optin izing the initial value of 1
aswe saw in the previous section.
N ext we investigate the unleamabl case. T he asym ptotic form sofE g and EagR  Gag

inthelmiof ! 1 are obtained as
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4a"
EagR  Gag —192::

Then we get the asym ptotic solution ofEq. {IJ) with respectto ",R = 1

P__
"_2H(a)+ 2 a 1

432

A s the asym ptotic behavior ofE R) iscbtained asE R) = 4= 2H @) +

nd the generalization ervor n the lmitof ! 1 asPollows

S

2 2H@+ 2a 1
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432
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18)

" as

19

P on= @], we

20)

where 2H (a) isthe best possibl value of the generalization error fora > a., . T herefore, our

strategy to optim ize the leaming rate sucoeeds in training the student to obtain the optin al

overlbp R = 1 fora> ay.

For the perceptron lkaming, this type of optin ization failed to reach the theoretical

Jower bound of the generalization error fora exactly ata= ay = P 2log2 in which case the

generalization error is 4 = 1=2, equivalent to a random guess because fora = a, optimal

leaming rate vanishes [[(]. In contrast, for the AdaTron laming, the optin al lkaming rate

has a non—zero value even at a = ay . In this sense, the on-lne AdaTron lkaming wih

optin al lraming rate is superior to the perceptron leaming.

V.PARAMETER-FREE OPTIM IZATION

In the previous section, we were able to get the theoretical low er bound of the generaliza—

tion error fora > a., by Introducing the optim al leaming rate g, . However, as the optin al

leaming rate g, contains a param eter a unknow n to the student, the above result can be re—

garded only asa lower bound of the generalization error. T he reason is that the student can

get Infom ation only about teacher’s output and no know ledge ofa orv =

10

lON_(JO x)=5%.



In realistic situations, the student does not know a or v and therefore has a larger value
of the generalization error. In this section, we construct a lkeaming algorithm w ithout the

unknown param eter a using the asym ptotic form ofthe optin al lkeaming rate.

A . Learnable case

For the leamabl case, the optin al lkaming rate isestinated n thelmitof ! 1 as

EagR Gag 3
= ———°1" -1 21
gopt REAd 2 ( )

T his asym ptotic form of the optin al lraming rate depends on  only through the length 1
of student’s weight vector. W e therefore adopt g( ) proportionalto 1, g( ) = 1, also In
the case of the param eter-free optin ization and adjust the param eter so that the student
cbtains the best generalization ability. Substituting this expression into the di erential

equation §) orR andushgR =1 "wih "! 0,weget

d" B

F ()2 22
3 () 22)
where we have st
p_
2 2 4
F () = 23)
3 2
This kadsto " = E ( )=2)? ?. Then, the genemalization error is obtaied from 4 =
2"= as
P_
221 o
S F ()

In order to m inin ize ¢, wemaximize F ( ) with respect to . The optim al choice of in

thissense is o« = 3=2 and we nd In such a case
— 4 . (25)
9= 3 ¢
T his is the sam e asym ptotic form as the previous a-dependent result (§).

11



B .Unlearnable case

Next we consider the unkamabl case. The asym ptotic form of the leaming rate we

derived In the previous section for the unlamabl case is

r—
EAdR GAd , 43" :ﬁ 2 1= l. (26)
- —_ _ N — - 7

REaq 2H @)+ 2= a

Gopt =

where we used Eq. (19) to obtain the right-m ost equality and we set the a-dependent

prefactor of 1as . Using this laming rate [24) and the asym ptotic orms of Exq R =
S — P__

1 """ 0)andGagR =1 ";"! 0)asEag 2H @)+ 2= a andG pq 4a "= 2 +Eag

inthelimit of ! 1 , we obtan the di erential equation w ith respect to " from Eq. () as

follow s
2 s 3
4" 1 2 4a "
— = Z42H @+ ~a 5— — 27
T -Gl e ;P @7)

This di erential equation can be solved analytically as
q —

2 2H (a) + 2= a 1 4a = 2

"_ — —+A — ; 28)

where A is a constant determ ined by the initial condition. Therefore, if we choose  to
P
satisfy 4a = 2 1> 0, the generalization error converges to the optin alvalue 2H (@) as

w

g= 2H @)+

[grefefely

2H @) + = a 1 -
_ —: (29)
m -2 17

=2H @+ —

In order to obtain the best generalization ability, we m Inin ize the prefactor of 1=p ~ In the

second tem of Eq. £9) and cbtain

= ——: (30)

P
Forthis ,theocondition 4a = 2 1> 0 issatis ed. In general, ifwe take independent

p— b
of a, the condition 4a = 2 1> 0 isnot always satis ed. The quantity b 4a = 2

P
takes themaxinum valuie 4= 2 eata= 1. Therefore, whatever value of a we chooss, we

12



P
=2 convergence if the product of thism axinum valie 4= 2 e and

cannot obtain the
isnot larger than uniy. Thism eans that <hould satisfy > P 2 e=4' 1033 orthe rst
term ofEq. @§) dom inate asym ptotically, yielding Eq. £9), for a non-vanishing range of
a. In contrast, ifwe choose to satisfy b 1 < 0, the generalization error is dom inated by

the second tem ofEq. @) and behaves as
p— P
— : (31)

g=2H @)+

In this case, the generalization error converges less quickly than @9). For example, ifwe
choose = 1, we nd that the condition b > 1 cannot be satis ed by any a and the
generalization error converges as in Eq. @I). Ifwesst = 2 (¢ p2—e=4 = 1:033) as
another exam ple, the asym ptotic form of the generalization error is ether Eq. €9) orEqg.

(1) depending on the value of a.

VI.CONCLUSION

W e have Investigated the generalization abilities of a sin ple perceptron trained by the
teacher who is also a sin pl percsptron but has a non-m onotonic transfer function using
the on-line AdaTron algorithm . For the lramable case @= 1 ), ifwe x the length ofthe
student weight vector as 1= {J j:p N = 1=2, the generalization error converges to zero as

3= ) as Bihland Riglr reported [[[1]. However, if we allow the tin e developm ent
of the length of student weight vector, the asym ptotic behavior of the generalization error
show s dependence on the iniial value of 1. W hen the student starts the training process
from the optim allength ofweight vector 1, we can obtain the generalization error 4 4=@3 )
which is a little faster than 3=(2 ). A s the student is abl to know the length of its own
weight vector in principle, we can get the better generalization ability 4 4=@ ) by a
heuristic ssarch of the optin al initial value of 1. On the other hand, if the width a of

the reversed wedge has a nite value, the generalization error converges exponentially to a

non-optin al a-dependent value. In addition, these residual errors are larger than those of

13



the conventional perceptron leaming for the whole range ofa. T herefore we conclude that,
although the A daT ron laming is powerful for the lramabk case [[]]] including the situation
in which the input vector is structured [I3], i is not necessarily suitabl for leaming of the
non-m onotonic input-output relations.

Next we introduced the lraming rate and optim ized it. For the lramable cass, the
generalization error converges to zero as 4=3 ) which is as fast as the result cbtaned
by selecting the optin al niial condition for the case of non-optim ization, g = 1. For this
leamable case, the asym ptotic form of the optin al leaning rate isg,,«  3=2. Therefore, for
the on-lne AdaTron kaming, i seem s that the length of the student weight vector plays
an In portant role to obtain a better generalization ability. If the task is unlkamable, the
generalization error under optin ized laming rate converges to the theoretical lower bound
2H (@) as ! ora> aw. Using this strategy, we can get the optin al residual error for a
even exactly at a, forwhich the optin ized perceptron lkeaming failed to ocbtain the optin al
residual error [I{].

W e also Investigated the generalization ability using a param eter-free leaming rate.
W hen the task is leamable, we assumed g« = land optin ized the prefactor .Asa re-
sul,wecbtained 4 4= ) which isthe sam e asym ptotic form asthe param eter-dependent
case. Therefore, we can obtain this generalization ability by a heuristic choice of ;wem ay
choose the best by tral and error. O n the other hand, for the unlamable case, we used
the asym ptotic form ofthe a-dependent leaming rate in theIm it of ! 1 , gope = ,and
optin ized the coe cient . The generalization error then converges to 2H (@) as 2 for
b > 1.Ifb < 1, the generalization error decays to 2H (@) as ° =2, where the exponent
b =2 isanaller than 1=2 because b < 1. Sim ilar slow ing down of the convergence rate of
the generalization error by tuning a controlparam eter was also reported by K abashin a and
Shinom oto In the problem of kaming of tw o-din ensional blurred dichotomy [L4].

In oconclusion, we could overcom e the di culty of the AdaTron leaming of unleamable
problem sby optin izing the lraming rate and the generalization error was shown to converge

to the best possible value as long as the w idth a of reversed wedge satis esa > a . Forthe

14



param eter region a < a, this approach does not work well because the optin alvalue ofR

isR instead of 1; our optin ization is designed to accelerate the ncrease to R toward 1.
In thispaper, we could construct a lkaming strategy suiable to achieve the a-dependent

optinalvalue 2H @) fora > an. However, ora < ay, i isa very di cult but challenging

future problem to get the optin al value by In proving the conventional A daT ron laming.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Genemalization error as a finction ofR fora=1 ,2,1,05and a= 0.

FIG.2. Optimaloverbp R which gives the best possibl value and overlaps which give the

residual error for H ebbian, perceptron and A daT ron lkaming algorithm s.

FIG.3. Best possbl value of the generalization error, the residual generalization errors of
conventional H ebbian, perceptron and A daT ron laming algorithm s are plotted as fiinctions ofa.
Exosgpt fora= 1 and a = 0, the AdaTron kaming cannot lad the student to the best possble
value of the generalization error. In addition, for a nite value of a, the residual generalization

error of the A daTron laming is larger than that of the perosptron leaming.

FIG .4. R-ltrafctoriesoftheAdaTron kraming forthe lramablecasea= 1 . The xedpoint
depends on the nitial value of 1= 1l . For the special case of Ly = 05, the ow of 1becom es

Independent of

FIG.5. Generalization errors of the A daTron, perceptron and Hebbian laming algorithm s
for the kramable casea= 1 . The miialvalue of1is 14 = 0:1 for allalgorithm s. The A daT ron

leaming show s the fastest convergence am ong the three.

FIG .6. R-ltra®ctories ofthe AdaTron leaming for the unleamable cascea= 2. A1l owsofl

converge to the xed ponntat y = 1=2.

FIG.7. Generlization errors of the AdaTron, perosptron and Hebbian leaming algorithm s
for the unleamable case a = 2. The AdaTron lkaming show s the largest residual error am ong the

three.

FIG .8. Generalization errors of the AdaTron laming algorithm for the casessofa=1 ,2,1

and 05.
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