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A bstract. W epresent a connectionist architecture that can leam a m odel of the relations
betw een perceptions and actions and use thism odel for behavior planning. State representa-—
tions are lreamed w ith a grow ing selforganizing layerw hich is directly coupled to a perception
and a m otor layer. K now ledge about possible state transitions is encoded in the lateral con—
nectivity. M otor signals m odulate this lateral connectivity and a dynam ic eld on the layer
organizes a planning process. A 1lm echanian s are local and adaptation is based on H ebbian
ideas. The m odel is continuous in the action, perception, and tin e dom ain.

1 Introduction

P lanning ofbehavior requires som e know ledge about the consequences of actions in a given
environm ent. A world m odel captures such know ledge. It seem s that the brain is capabl of
planning in a way that Involves a sim ulation of actions and their perocgptual consequences
(see, eg., Hesslow ’s [1] argum ents for a sim ulation theory of cognitive brain function). H ow —
ever, the level of abstraction, the representation, on which such sim ulation occurs is hardly
the level of physical coordinates. A tem pting hypothesis is that the representations the
brain uses for reasoning and planning are particularly designed (poy adaptation or evoli—
tion) for just this purmpose. To address such ideas we rst need a basic m odel for how a
connectionist architecture can encoded a world m odel and how selforganization of inherent
representations is possible.

In the eld ofm achine lraming, world m odels are a standard approach to handle behavior
organization problem s (for a com parison ofm odelbased approaches to the classical, m odel-
free R einforcem ent Leaming see R]). O ur approach fora connectionistwordmodel CW M )
buildson the classicalnotionsofa world m odeland is fiinctionally sim ilarto existingM achine
Leaming approaches w ith selforganizing state spacem odels [3, 4]. Tt is able to grow neural
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Figure 1: Schem a ofthe CW M architecture.

representations for di erent world states and to leam the consequences of actions in tem s
of state transitions. Tt di ers though from classical approaches in som e crucial points:

T he m odel is continuous in the action, the perception, aswellas the tin e dom ain.

A 1lm echanian s are based on local interactions. T he adaptation m echanian s are largely
derived from the idea ofH ebbian plasticiy. E g., the lateral connectivity, which encodes
know ledge about possble state transition, is adapted by a variant of the tem poral H ebb
rule and allow s local adaptation of the world m odel to localworld changes.

T he coupling to the m otor system is fully Integrated In the architecture via a m echanian
ncorporating m odulating synapses (com parable to shunting m echanisn s).

T he two dynam ic processes on the CW M , the \tracking" process estim ating the current
state and the planning process (sim ilar to D ynam ic P rogram m ing), w ill be realized by
activation dynam ics on the architecture, Incorporating in particular lateral interactions,
hsgoired by neural elds [B].

T he outline of the paper is as follow s: In the next section we describe our architecture, the
dynam ics of activation and the couplings to perception and m otor layers. In section 3 we
Introduce a dynam ic process that generates, as an attractor, a valie eld over the layer
which is com parable to a state value function estin ating the expected future retum and
allow s for goaloriented behavior organization. T he selforganization process and adaptation
m echanism s are described In section 4. W e dem onstrate the features ofthem odelon am aze
problem in section 5 and nally discuss the results and the m odel in general tem s.

2 Them odel

The core of the connectionist world model CW M ) is a neural layer which is coupled to
a perceptual layer and a motor layer, see gure 1. Let us enum erate the units of the
central layerby i= 1;:3N . Lateral connectionsw jii;u'n the Jayerm ay exist and we denote a
connection from the i~th to j-th unitby (Ji).E g., \ 39 "m eans \sum m Ing over allexisting
connections (Ji)". To every unit we associate an activation x4 2 R which is govemed by the
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dynam ics
X
x 25 = X3+ Ks(8578) + ks @5158) Wi Xy 5 @)

(31)

which we willexplain In detail in the follow ing. F irst of all, x; are the tin edependent acti-
vations and the dotnotation y x = F (X) m eans a tin e derivative which we algorithm ically
inplem ented by a Euler integration step x ) = x ¢ 1)+ + F &t 1)).

The rsttemn in (1) induces an exponential relaxation while the second and third tem s are
the inputs. kg (s5;8) is the forward excitation that unit j receives from the perceptive layer.
Here, sy is the codebook vector (receptive eld) ofunit j onto the perception layer which
is com pared to the current stim ulus 8 via the kemel finction ks. W e w ill choose G aussian
kemels as it is the case, eg., Or typical R adialB asis fiinction netw orks.

T he third temm , F (31 ks @yi78) w41 X, describes the Jateral interaction on the central layer.
Nam ely, unit j receives lateral nput from unit i i there exists a connection (ji) from 1ito
j. This Jateral nput is weighted by the connection’s synaptic strength w ;. Additionally
there is another tem entering m ultiplicatively into this lateral interaction: Lateral inputs
are m odulated depending on the current m otor activation. W e chose a m odulation of the
Pollow Ing kind: To every existing connection (ji) we associate a codebook vector a;; onto
the m otor layer w hich is com pared to the current m otor activation a via a G aussian kemel
function k; . Due to the m ultiplicative coupling, a connection contributes to lateral inputs
only when the current m otor activation \m atches" the codebook vector of this connection.
The m odulation of inform ation transm ission by m ultiplicative or divisive interactions is a
fundam ental principle In biological neural system s [6]. O ne exam ple is shunting inhibition
w here Inhibitory synapses attach to regionsofthe dentritic tree nearto the som a and thereby
m odulate the tranan ission ofthe dentritic input [7]. In our architecture, a shunting synapse,
receiving input from them otor layer, m ight attach to only one branch ofa (lateral) dentritic
tree and thereby m ultiplicatively m odulate the lateral inputs sum m ed up at this subtree.

For the follow ing it is helpfil if we brie y discuss a certain relation between equation (1)
and a classical probabilistic approach. Let us assum e nom alized kemel functions

K. o:59) 1 GRS K ) 1 @i &)’
8yi8) = P—— &X i @ii;8) = p— ex]
s (85 r’z _ P 2 2 a @5 EZ R P 2 2

T hese kemel functions can directly be interpreted as probabilities: ks (s4;8) represents the
probability P (s]j) that the stin ulus is s if j is active, and k, (a4;;a) the probability P @jj; i)
that the action isa ifa transition i! j occurred. A s for typicalhidden M arkov m odels we
m ay derive the prior probability distrdbution P (i), given the action:

. PP aD P (33
p )= —————— = ka @33; ;
R P @i @3178) T e
X P (i
PORI= K legie) o :;i; P :

i

P @7) can be com puted by nom alizing P @7j;1) P (ji) over j such that F jP O=r;1) = 1.
y hat we would lke to m ention here is that in equation (1), the lateral nput

(31) ks (@5178) w41 X3 can be com pared to the priorP (j3) under the assum ption that x; is
proportionalto P (i) and ifwe have an adaptation m echanism forw y; Lyhjd'l converges to a
value proportionalto P (ji) and w hich also ensuresnom alization, ie., 3 ka @ji7@) wyp =1
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for all i and a. This insight will help to judge som e details of the next two section. The
probabilistic iInterpretation can be furtherexploited, e g., com paring the input ofa unit j (or,
In the quasistationary case, x4 itself) to the posterior and deriving theoretically grounded
adaptation m echanism s. But this is not w ithin the scope of this paper.

3 The dynam ics ofplanning

To organize goaloriented behavior we assum e that, In parallel to the activation dynam ics
(1), there exists a second dynam ic processw hich can bem otivated from classicalapproaches
to Reinforcem ent Leaming [B, 9]. Recall the Belln an equation

X X h i
vV o@= @i P (Jfza) @+ VvV @) ; @)
a j
P
yvielded by the expectation V (1) of the discounted future retum R (t) = 1: 1 st ),

which yieldsR (t) = $(t+ 1)+ R (t+ 1), when situated in state i. Here, is the discount
factor and we presum ed that the received rewards % (t) actually depend only on the state
and thus enter equation (2) only in tem s of the reward function r (i) we neglct here that
rew ards m ay directly depend on the action). Behavior is described by a stochastic policy
(@1), the probability of executing action a in state i. K now ing the property (2) ofV i is
straight-forward to de ne a recursion algorithm for an approxin ation V. ofV  such that Vv
converges to V. T his recursion algorithm is called Value Tteration and reads
X X
v V. D= VvV @O+ @i P (Jza) r@+ VvV @) 3)

a j

wih a \reciprocal leaming rate" or tin e constant . Note that (2) is the =xed point
equation of (3).

T he practicalm eaning of the statevalue function V is that it quanti es how desirable and
prom ising it is to reach a state i, also accounting for future rew ards to be expected. In
particular, if one know s the current state i it is a sin ple and e cient rule of behavior to
choose that action a that will lead to the neighbor state j with m axin alV (j) (the greedy
policy). In that sense, V (i) providesa an ooth gradient tow ards desirable goals. N ote though
that direct Value Tteration presum es that the state and action spaces are known and nite,
and that the current state and the world m odelP (jji;a) is known.

How can we transfer these classical ideas to ourm odel? W e suppose that the CW M is given
a goal stinulus g from outside, ie., it is given the comm and to reach a world state that
corresoonds to the stimulus g. This stim ulus induces a reward excitation r; = kg ®8;;9) or
each unit i. N ow , besides the activations x;, we Introduce another eld overthe CW M , the
valie eld vj, which is in analogy to the statevalue finction V (i). T he dynam ics is

vW= vitrnt m(jaif((wjivj); “)
and well comparabk to (3): A slight di erence is that v; estim ates the \currentplus—
future" reward $ (@) + R () rather than the future reward on]y| In the upper notation
Ehjs oorreaoonds to the slightly modied value teration , V @ = V @O+ r@ +
a @i jP (Jiya) V (J) .Asit iscommonly done for Value Tteration, we assum ed
to be the greedy policy. M ore precisely, we considered only that action (ie., that connection



M arc Toussaint| D ecember 27, 2021 5

(ji)) that leads to the neighbor state j w ith m axim alvaluew 4; v5. In e ect, the sum m ations
over a aswell as over j can be replaced by a m axin ization over (ji). Fially we replaced
the probability factor P (jii;a) by wj-1| we will see in the next section how w4; is leamed
and w hat it w ill converge to.

In practice, the value eld will relax quickly to its xed point v, = 3+ max i W5y vy)
and stay there if the goaldoes not change and if the world m odel is not re-adapted (see the
experin ents). T he quasistationary valie eld v; together w ith the current (typically non—
stationary) activations x; allow the system to generate a m otor signal that guides tow ards
the goal. M ore precisely, the value eld v; detemm ines for every unit i the \best" neighbor
unit k; = argm axy w; vy. T he output m otor signal is then the activation average
X
a= Xy 8k,1 )

i

ofthem otor codebook vectorsay, ; that havebeen leamed for the corresponding connections.
Hence, the inform ation ow between the central layer and the m otor system is in both ways:
In the \tracking" process as given by equation (1) the nform ation ows from the m otor
layer to the central Jayer: M otor signals activate the corresponding connections and cause
lateral, predictive excitations. In the action selection process as given by equation (5) the
signals ow from the central layer back to the m otor layer to induce the m otor activations
that should tum predictions into reality.

D egpending on the speci ¢ problem and the m otor system , a post-processing of the m otor
signala, eg.a com petition between contradictory m otor units, m ight be necessary. In our
experin ents we w ilLlhave two m otor units and w illalw ays nom alize the 2D vectora to unit
length.

4 Selforganization and adaptation

T he selforganization process of the central layer com bines techniques from standard self-
organizingm aps [L0, 11] and their extensionsw xr.t. grow ing representations [12, 13] and the
Jleaming of tem poraldependencies in Jateral connections [14, 15, 16]. T he fiee variables ofa
CW M sub Ect to adaptation are (1) the num ber ofneuronsand the lateralconnectivity iself,
(2) the codebook vectors s; and aj; to the perceptive and m otor layers, respectively, and
(3) the weights w y; of the Jateral connections. T he adaptation m echanisn s we propose are
basad on three generalprinciples: (1) the addition ofunits for representation of novel states
(novely), (2) the ne tuning ofthe codebook vectors of units and connections (plasticity),
and (3) the adaptation of lateral connections in favor of better prediction perform ance
(orediction) .

Novely. M echanisn s sin ilar to those of FuzzyARTM AP s [12] or G row ing NeuralG as [13]
account for the insertion of new units when novelty is detected. W e detect novelty in a
straight-forw ard m anner, nam ely when the di erence between the actualperception and the
bestm atching unit becom estoo large. Tom ake this detection m ore robust, we use a low -pass

Ter (leaky integrator). At a given tim e, ket z be the best m atching uni, z = argm ax; X;.
For this uni we integrate the errorm easure e,

e = e+ (1 ks(s:58)) :
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W e nom alize kg (8,;8) such that it equals 1 In the perfect m atching case when 8, = =s.
W henever this error m easure exceeds a threshold called vigibnes, e, > , 2 [D;1], we
generate a new unit j with the codebook vector equal to the current perception, sy = s,
and a connection from the last best m atching unit 2 w ith the codebook vector equalto the
current m otor signal, Ay = a. T he errors of both, the new and the old unit, are reset to
Zero, e, 0,e5= 0.

P lsticity. W e use sinple Hebbian plasticity to ne tune the representations of existing
units and connections. O ver tin e, the receptive elds ofunits and connectionsbecom em ore
and m ore sin ilar to the average stim uli that activated them . W e use the update rules

s8 = 8,1 8; a @z = aZZY-'-a;

w ith leaming tin e constants ¢ and .

Prediction and a temporal Hebb mike. A lthough perfect prediction is not the actual
ob fctive of the CW M , the predictive power is a m easure of the correctness of the leamed
world m odeland good predictive pow er is one-to-one w ith good behaviorplanning. The rst
and sin ple m echanism to adapt the predictive power is to grow a new lateral connection
between two successive best m atching units 2 and z if it does not yet exist. The new
connection isnitializedwithw,, = landa,, = a.Thesecond, m ore interestingm echanisn
addresses the adaptation ofw ;; based on new experiences and can be m otivated as follow s:
The tem poral H ebb rul strengthens a synapse if the pre—and post—synaptic neurons spike
iIn sequence, depending on the inter-spike-interval, and is supposed to roughly descrioe LT P
and LTD (see, eg.,[l7]). In a population code m odel, this corresponds to a m easure of
correlation between the pre-synaptic and the delayed post-synaptic activity. In our case we
additionally have to account for the action-dependence ofa lJateral connection. W e do so by
considering the tem k, (asi;a) x; Instead of only the pre-synaptic activity. A s a m easure of
tem poral correlation we choose to relate this temm to the derivative x4 of the post-synaptic
unit instead of its delayed activation | this saves us from specifying an ad-hoc \typical'
delay and directly re ects that, In equation (1), Jateral inputs relate to the derivative of x5 .
Hence, we consider the product x5 k, (@5:;a) X; as the m easure of correlation. O ur concrete
In plem entation is a robust version of this idea:

w Wii= 4i Gi W 31 4i]; where
Gi= CHit X5 ks @yi78) Xi S5i= 51t ka(@sisa) xs:

Here, cj; and 5; are simply low pass Itersofxy ki (@5:17a) X3 and ofk, (@5i;a) X;. T he term
W4 51 ensures convergence (@ssum ing quasistatic cj; and  53) ofwy; towardscy;  5i. The
tin e scale of adaptation ism odulated by the recent activity ;; ofthe connection.

5 Experim ents

To dem onstrate the functionality of the CW M we consider a sinple m aze problem . The
param eters we used are

2 2
x 2 2 a v e s a w

2 01 001 05 2 08 10 20 5 10 100
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F igure 2a displays the geom etry ofthem aze. T he \agent" is allow ed to m ove continuously in
thism aze. T hem otor signalis 2-din ensionaland encodes the forces £ In x—and y-directions;
the agent has a m om entum and friction according to x = 02 (£ x). As a stinulus, the
CW M isgiven the 2D position x.

Figure 2a also displays the (lateral) topology of the central layer after 30 000 tim e steps of
selforganization, affter which the system becom es quasistationary. The m odel is leamed
from scratch, nitialized w ith one random unit. D uring this rst phase, behavior planning
is sw tched o and them aze is explored w ith a random walk that changes is direction only
w ith probability 0.1 at a tim e. In the illustration, the positions of the units corresoond to
the codebook vectors that have been leamed. T he directedness and the codebook vectors of
the connections can not displayed.

A fter the selforganization phase we sw itched on behavior planning. A goal stim ulus cor—
responding to a random position in the m aze is given and changed every tin e the agent
reaches the goal. G enerally, the agent has no problem nding a path to the goal. F igure 2b
already displays a m ore Interesting exam ple. T he agent has reached goalA and now seeks
forgoalB . H owever, we blocked the trespass 1. Starting at A the agentm ovesnom ally until
it reaches the blockade. It stays there and m oves slow Iy up an down in front of the blockade
fora wthe| this while is of the order of the low pass Yertine scale .During thistine,
the lateralw eights of the connections pointing to the left are depressed and after about 150
tim e steps, this change of weights has enough In uence on the value eld dynam ics (4) to
Jet the agent chose the way around the bottom to goalB .F igure 2c displays the next scene:
Starting at B, the agent tries to reach goalC again via the blockade 1 (the previous adapta—
tion depressed only the connections from right to left). A gain, it reaches the blockade, stays
there for a while, and then takes the way around to goalC. Figures 2d and 2e repeat this
experin ent w ith blockade 2. Starting at D, the agent reaches the blockade 2 and eventually
chooses the way around to goalE. T hen, seeking for goalF, the agent reaches the blockade

rst from the left, thereafter from the bottom , then from the right, then it tries from the
bottom again, and nally lamed that none of these paths are valid anym ore and chooses
the way all around to goalF. F igures 2f show s that, once the world m odel has re-adapted
to acocount for these blockades, the agent w ill not forget about them : Here, m oving from G
to H, i does not try to trespassblock 2.

The reader is encouraged to also refer to the m ovies of the experin ents, deposited at
www m arctoussaintnet/03-cwm /, which visualize m uch better the dynam ics of selforgani-
zation, the planning behavior, the dynam ics ofthe value eld, and the world m odel readap—
tation.

6 D iscussion

Them odelwe proposed is a connectionist architecture that can represent and leam the rela-
tion between m otor signals and perception. T he m odel is continuous in action, perception,
and tin e dom ain, does not presum e any a prioriknow ledge about the m otor system , and a
dynam icalvalue eld on the leamed world m odel organizes behavjorplannjng| am ethod in
principle borrowed from classicalValie Tteration. A m apr feature of ourm odel is its adapt—
ability. T he state space m odel is developed In a selforganizing way and sm allw orld changes
require only little readaptation of the CW M . G enerally speaking, the m odel is a highly
functional system based on only localm echanisn s. Tt dem onstrates w hat these m echanisn s
can accom plish when em bedded in a suitable structure, eg., the concrete functionality ofa
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Figure 2: The CW M on a m aze problem : (@) the outcom e of selforganization; (o-c) agent
m ovem ents from goalA to B to C, here, the trespass 1 was blocked and requires readapta-—
tion of the world m odel; (d-f) agent m ovem ents that dem onstrate adaptation to a second
blockade. P lease see the text form ore explanations.

tem poral Hebb rule w rit. behavior planning in our m odel, or the functionality of synapse
m odulation aswe em ployed it.

Future work w ill include the m ore rigorous probabilistic Interpretationsof CW M swhich we
already Indicated In section 2. A nother, rather straight-forw ard extension w illbe to replace
random -w alk exploration by m ore directed, Inform ation seeking exploration m ethods as they
have already been developed for classicalworld m odels [18, 19, 20]. A deeper and still open
question is the m atter of distributed representations: C an a procedure analogous to Value
Tteration be generalized to m ultim odalrepresentations or representationsthat are com posed
oftwo layers, each corresponding to another \perceptualdin ension"? T he binding problem
is touched here and it seem s that the value dynam ics w illhave to be sequential rather than

parallel.
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