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A Neighbourhood-Based Stopping Criterion for
Contrastive Divergence Learning

Enriqgue Romero Merino and Ferran Mazzanti Castrillejo amdiiJDelgado Pin

Abstract— Restricted Boltzmann Machines (RBMs) are general if it were a single RBM [6], [7], [13]. Thus, training RBMs
unsupervised learning devices to ascertain generative mets of with CD and stacking up them seems to be a good way to go
data distributions. RBMs are often trained using the Contrastive when designing deep learning architectures.

Divergence learning algorithm (CD), an approximation to the . - . . .
gradient of the data log-likelihood. A simple reconstructon error However, the picture is not as nice as it looks, since CD

is often used as a stopping criterion for CD, although seveta IS not a flawless training algorithm. Despite CD being an
authors [1], [2] have raised doubts concerning the feasibtly —approximation of the true log-likelihood gradient [14],i&

of this procedure. In many cases the evolution curve of the piased and it may not converge in some cases [15]-[17].
reconstruction error is monotonic while the log-likelihood is Moreover. it has been observed that CD. and variants such

not, thus indicating that the former is not a good estimator - .
of the optimal stopping point for learing. However, not many &S Persistent CD [18] or Fast Persistent CD [19] can lead

alternatives to the reconstruction error have been discussd inthe 10 a steady decrease of the log-likelihood during learning
literature. In this manuscript we investigate simple altematives [2], [20]. Therefore, the risk of learning divergence impss

to the reconstruction error, based on the inclusion of infomation  the requirement of a stopping criterion. There are two main
cqntgine? inggi?hboﬁng states o the fraining set, as a sipiNg  ethods used to decide when to stop the learning process. One
t . : o .
criterion for earning is based on the monitorization of theconstruction errof21].
The other is based on the estimation of the log-likelihood
|. INTRODUCTION with Annealed Importance Samplin@IS) [22], [23]. The

Learning algorithms for deep multilayer neural networkgeconstruction error is easy to compute and it has been often
have been known for a long time [3], though they usuaIIVSEd in practice, though its adequacy remains unclear becau
could not outperform simpler, shallow networks. In this wayf monotonicity [2]. AIS seems to work better than the
deep multilayer networks were not widely used to solv&construction error in most cases, though it is considgrab
large scale real-world problems until the last decade [4]l0re expensive to compute, and may also fail [1].

In 2006, Deep Belief Networks (DBNs) [5] came out as a In this work we approach this problem from a completely
real breakthrough in this field, since the learning algonigh different perspective. Based on the fact that the energy is a
proposed ended up being a feasible and practical methodc@tinuous and smooth function of its variables, the close
train deep networks, with spectacular results [6]-[9]. BBNneighborhood of the high-probability states is expected to
have Restricted Boltzmann Machines (RBMs) [10] as the®cquire also a significant amount of probability. In thissen
building blocks. we argue that the information contained in the neighborhood

RBMs are topologically constrained Boltzmann Machine@f the training data is valuable, and that it can be incorfeata
(BMs) with two layers, one of hidden and another of visibl#h the learning process of RBMs. In particular, we propose
neurons, and no intra|ayer connections. This property gake use it in the monitorization of the |Og-|ik8|ih00d of the
working with RBMs simpler than with regular BMs, andmodel by means of a new quantity that depends on the
in particular the stochastic computation of the log-liketbd information contained in the training set and its neighbors
gradient may be performed more efficiently by means of Gibiigirthermore, and in order to make it computationally traleta
sampling [4], [11]. we build it in such a way that it becomes independent of the

In 2002, theContrastive DivergencéCD) learning algo- partition function of the model. In this way, we propose a
rithm was proposed as an efficient training method for predud€ighborhood-based stopping criterion for CD and show its
of-expert models, from which RBMs are a special case [12].performance in several data sets.
was observed that using CD to train RBMs worked quite well
in practice. This fact was important for deep learning sincell. L EARNING IN RESTRICTEDBOLTZMANN MACHINES
some authors suggested that a multilayer deep neural deter

) . . : E -based Probabilistic Model
is better trained when each layer is pre-trained separately nergy-hased Frobabllistic Mode's

Energy-based probabilistic models define a probability dis

Enrique Romero Merino is with the Departament de Ciencies dripution from an energy function, as follows:
la Computacid, Universitat Politecnica de Catalunya, ai8p (e-mail:
eromero@cs.upc.edu). efEnerg;(m,h)
Ferran Mazzanti Castrillejo is with the Departament deicBis En- P(:I:,h) — T , (1)

ginyeria Nuclear, Universitat Politecnica de Catalungpain (e-mail: fer-
wherex andh stand for (typically binary) visible and hidden

ran.mazzanti@upc.edu).
Jordi Delgado Pin is with the Departament Ciencies de la iidatio, - . Ty !
Universitat Politécnica de Catalunya, Spain (e-mailigddo@cs.upc.edu). variables, respectively. The normalization factéris called


http://arxiv.org/abs/1507.06803v1

partition function and reads x1 ~ P(x|h)

z=3 e Erem@hy, @ by~ P,
z.h z, ~ P(xz|h,) .
_Si_nce_only:c is observed, one is interested in the marginal Usually, Ep(h\m) %ﬁwah) can be easily computed.
distribution Several alternatives to GDare Persistent CD [18], Fast

Zh e—Energ)(:I},h)
= Z 5
but the evaluation of the partition functiafi is computation- Monitoring the Learning Process in RBMs
ally prohibitive since it involves an exponentially largember

of terms. In this way, one can not measure diredtlyr).
The energy function depends on several paramétetisat

P(z) ©) Persistent CD [19] or Parallel Tempering [20].

Learning in RBMs is a delicate procedure involving a lot of
data processing that one seeks to perform at a reasonabl spe

are adjusted at the learning stage. This is done by maxim% order to be able to handle large spaces with a huge amount

ing the likelihood of the data. In energy-based models, t states. In_doing s_o,_drastic approximations that can baly
derivative of the log-likelihood can be expressed as understood in a statistically averaged sense are perfo2bé¢d
One of the most relevant points to consider at the learning
_ Olog P(x;0)

_ OEnergyx, h) stage is to find a good way to determine whether a good
06 phiz) 06 solution has been found or not, and so to decide when the
5 OEnergy %, h) 4 learning process should stop. One of the most widely used

P@) | Ph|®) 00 ) criteria for stopping is based on the monitorization of the

reconstruction error, which is a measure of the capabifith®

where the first term is called the positive phase and the $ecqpu.(y o to produce an output that is consistent with the data
term the negative phase. Similar to (3), the exact commutati,, + since RBMs are probabilistic models, the reconsionc

of the derivative of the Iog—IikeI?hood is qsually unfedsib .0 ¢ 2 data point( is computed as the probability af?
because of the negative phase in (4), which comes from en the expected value & for :(9):

derivative of the partition function.

- F

R(z®) = —log P (m<i>|E [h|w(i)D , @)

B. Restricted Boltzmann Machines which is a probabilistic extension of the sum-of-squares re

Restricted Boltzmann Machines are energy-based prokanstruction error for deterministic networks
bilistic models whose energy function is: _ _ .
e(@?) = |lz@ — x> . (8)
Energyx,h) = —b'x — c'h — h'Wx . (5) _ _
Some authors have shown that, in some cases, learning
RBMs are at the core of DBNs [5] and other deep architecturggiuces an undesirable decrease in likelihood that goes-und
that use RBMs for unsupervised pre-training previous to thécted by the reconstruction error [1], [2]. It has been show
supervised step [6], [7], [13]. [2] that the reconstruction error defined in (7) usually de-
The consequence of the particular form of the energyeases monotonically. Since no increase in the recotistnuc
function is that in RBMs bothP(h|z) and P(x|h) factorize. error takes place during training there is no apparent way to
In this way it is possible to comput&(h|z) and P(x|h) detect the change of behavior of the log-likelihood for,CD
in one step, making it possible to perform Gibbs sampling
efficiently, in contrast to more general models like Boltzma I1l. PROPOSEDSTOPPINGCRITERION

Machines [24]. The proposed stopping criterion is based on the monitoriza-

tion of the ratio of two quantities: the geometric averag#ef
C. Contrastive Divergence probabilities of the training set, and the sum of probabiit
The most common learning algorithm for RBMs uses a@f points in a given neighbourhood of the training set. More
algorithm to estimate the derivative of the log-likelihootla formally, what we monitor is

Product of Experts model. This algorithm is called Contvast N q1/N
Divergence [12]. [Hi:l P(m(z))}
Contrastive Divergence GDestimates the derivative of the a = 1 S Ply@) ©)
log-likelihood for a given pointc as _ 1Dl _ jep _ _
9log P(a: 0) whereD is a subset of points at a Hamming distance from the

training set less or equal thah The idea behind the definition
is that the evolution of,; at the learning stage is expected to
p(h|z.) [%M} . (6) closely resemble that of the log-likelihood for certai_nueﬂ pf _
' d and D. For that reason we propose as the stopping criterion
wherex,, is the last sample from the Gibbs chain starting frony find the maximum of¢,, which will be close to the one
x obtained aften steps: shown by the log-likelihood of the data, as shown by the
hy ~ P(h|x) experiments in the next sections.

~ E OEnergyx, h)
90 — Tphiz) 90

- F



The reason for that is twofold. On one hand the numeratilack image), thus producing x 2% — 2 = 30 different
and denominator monitor different things. The numeratdmages (avoiding the repetition of fully back and fully wit
which is essentially the likelihood of the data, is sensitie images) out of the space aft® possible images with black
the accumulation of most of the probability mass by a reduced white pixels. The second problem, namieabeled Shifter
subset of the training data, a typical feature of ,COFor EnsemblgLSE), consists in learning 19-bit states formed as
continuity reasons, the denominator is strongly correlatgh follows: given an initial 8-bit pattern, generate three rstates
the sum of probabilities of the training data. Once the probl concatenating to it the bit sequences 001, 010 or 100. Thie fina
has been learnt, the probabilities in a close neighborhbtitko 8-bit pattern of the state is the original one shifting onetdi
training set will be high. The value @f; results from a delicate the left if the intermediate code is 001, copying it unchahge
equilibrium between these two quantities (see section IMjthe code is 010, or shifting it one bit to the right if the ed
which we propose to use as a stopping criterion for learninig. 100. One thus generates the training set using all passibl
On the other hand, due to the structure&gf the partition 28 x 3 = 768 states that can be created in this form, while
functions Z involved in both the numerator and denominatahe system space consists of all possidl& different states
cancels out, which is a necessary condition in the desigheof tone can build with 19 bits. These two problems have already
guantity being monitorized. In other words, the computatidbeen explored in [2] and are adequate in the current context

of £&; can be equivalently defined as since, while still large, the dimensionality of space alofer
o /N a direct monitorization of the partition function and thedo
Hf;l >h e~ Enero(x ’h)} likelihood during learning. For the sake of completeness, w

&d

1 e (10) have also tested the proposed criterion on randomly gesterat
1 —Energyy), h) o= : )
D] ZjED Yhe problems with different space dimensions, where the number

The particular topology of RBMs allows to compute®! States to be learnt is significantly smaller than the size
Sh o—Energyx.h) efficiently. This fact dramatically decreaseéjf the space. In particular, we have generated four difteren
the computational cost involved in the calculation, whicH2t@ Séts (RAN10, RAN12, RAN14 and RAN16) consisting

would otherwise become unfeasible in most real-world mef Ny =10,12,14,16 b|nary.|nput units an@™+/* examples
lems where RBMs could been successfully applied. to be leamnt, as .suggeste(_j in [26]. .

While the numerator ig, is directly evaluated from the data In the followmg we discuss the 'ea”?'”g Processes .Of
in the training set, the problem of finding suitable values fgh.ese problems W.'th binary R.BMS' employing the Contrastive
y still remains. Indeed, the set of points at a given Hammi@wergence_ algor!thm CPpwih n = 1andn = 10 as
distanced from the training set is independent of the weight _e_scnbed in se_ctlon II-C_:. n the BS case the RBM had 16
and bias of the network. In this way, it can be built once é’fs'ble and 8 hidden units, while n the LSE problem these
the very beginning of the process and be used as requi bers were 19 and 1_0' respe_ctlyely. For the random data
during learning. Therefore, two issues have to be sorted Sts we have used 10 hidden units in each case.
before the criterion can be applied. The first one is to decide

Every simulation was carried out for a total of 50000
a suitable value ofi. Experiments with different problemsepOChS’ with measures being taken every 50 epochs. Moreover
show that this is indeed problem dependent, as is illugtrate

every point in the subsequent plots was the average of ten

the experimental section below. The second one is the choffifierent simulations starting from different random vesuof
of the subsetD, which strongly depends on the size of thdhe weights and bias. Other parameters affecting the sesult

space being explored. For small spaces one can safely use_tlﬂz?'é were change_d along the analysis are the Iea_rnlng rates
complete set of points at a distance less than or equalbat involved in the weight and bias update rules. No weight decay

that can be forbiddingly large in real world problems. Fdsth was used, and_ momentum was set to 0.8. The Iear.nlng rates
reason we explore two possibilities: one including all pein Were chosen in order to make sure that the log-likelihood

and another including only a random subset of the same sffegenerates, in such a way that it presents a clear maximum

as the training set, which is only as expensive as dealing wH'at should be detected [y _ ,
the training set. In the following we perform two series of experiments that

are reported in the next two subsections. In the first one

(section IV-A) we analyze the case where all stateslin

are included. In the second one (section IV-B) we relax the
We performed several experiments to explore the aforemewmputational cost of the evaluation &f by selecting only a

tioned criterion defined in section Il and study the behawio small subset of all the states in.

&q in comparison with the log-likelihood and the reconstruc-

tion error of the data in several problems. We have explored ,

problems of a size such that the log-likelihood can be e)(act‘ﬁ' Complete Neighborhoods

evaluated and compared with the propogggarameter. We present the results for the problems at hand, showing
The first problem, denoteBars and StripegBS), tries to for each analyzed instance different plots correspondirtge

identify vertical and horizontal lines in>44 pixel images. The actual log-likelihood of the problem argg for different values

training set consists in the whole set of images containihg af d, among other things. In order to identify the contributions

possible horizontal or vertical lines (but not both), rangi to £; from the different neighborhoods of the training set, we

from no lines (blank image) to completely filled imageslefine two different setsb 4 containing all states at a distance

IV. EXPERIMENTS
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Fig. 1. Results for the RAN10 problem. The first column sholes lbg-likelihood (top) and the reconstruction errors (@)l 8) (center and bottom). The
other columns in the first, second and third rows degjcfor D = D 4, the sum of probabilities in the denominator&ffor D = D 4, and§; for D = Dg
ford = 0,1 2 R resnectivelv. The x-axis is the number of epochs along ithelation divided by 50 in all plots. All data in the v-axiseain arbitrarv units.
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Fig. 2. Results for the RAN14 problem. The first column shohes fbg-likelihood and the reconstruction error (7) (top dmitom panels). The other
columns in the upper and lower rows sh@wfor D = D4 and&, for D = Dg for d = 0, 1, 2, 3, respectively.

less than or equal td, and D accounting for those states at ¢he neighborhood of the data contains valuable information
distance exactly equal th We have computeg, for D = D4  The second row shows the denominatorégfcorresponding
and D = Dg in all our experiments that are commented ito the first row, that is, the sum of probabilities of the state
the following. included in each case. Notice that fér= 3 this sum equals
Figure 1 shows our results for the RAN10 data set. TH#e andS, is exactly equal to the likelihood of the data. More
upper left panel shows the log-likelihood of the data durinigiterestingly, even when the sum is still far away from one,
training. As it can be seen, there is a clear maximum thas it happens forl = 1, {; consistently finds the desired
should be identified as the stopping point. The panels bel@®int. This behavior is also observed in the rest of the data
show the reconstruction errors (7) and (8) which clearlytéai sets analyzed. Finally the third row shogs for Dg, thus
identify the desired extremum. The rest of the columns sha@howing the behavior of the criterion applied to different
results for distanced = 0,1, 2 and 3. The first row depicts shells. Ford = 1 and2 the criterion detects reasonably well
¢4 for D4, where all states at the required distances are takié¢ maximum of the log-likelihood and can be used to identify
into account. As it can be seen, startinglat 1 the criterion the desired stopping point. Notice, though, that the datael
is robust and consistently detects the maximum of the logntirely contained atl = 0, is not capable to reproduce this
likelihood at the right place, thus reinforcing the ideatthdehavior. Moreover, ford larger than2 the criterion also
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Fig. 3. Same as in figure 2 for the BS data set.

0,000
1,5e-05]
2,5e-05
0,0005] 7,5¢-05| e
0,0004
0,0003- 5e-05| 1e-05
0,0002

0,0001F 2,5e-05

0,0005 0,0001

4e-05-
0,0004F

7,5e-05]

0,0003- 3e-05r|

75 ] 0,0002F 4 se-05l
2e-05F
0,0001- q
sl ]
2,5e-05F

. n n n 0 . . . . . . . . 16-05 . . . . . . . L1
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000

Fig. 4. Same as in figure 2 for the LSE data set.

fails, as it is expected that starting at a certain distahee tB. Uncomplete Neighborhoods
information regarding the model is lost. Please notice that

L . . . Despite the success of the criterion built as proposed, it is
the initial transitory behavior of some of the plots above is . T
. . : Clear that for large spaces it can be unpractical if the numbe
meaningless and can be omitted so it has been cut.

of states in the neighborhood of the training set is verydarg
Equivalent results for the RAN14 case are shown in figure POr that reason, we have tested the criterion on randomly

The log-likelihood and the probabilistic reconstructiomoe Selected subset®4 C D, of the same size as the training
in (7) are depicted in the upper and lower panels in the fir8¢t, which is always computationally tractable. In thissgen
column, respectively. The other panels shgwfor D, and We denote by, the evaluation of, on D 4. Figure 5 shows
Dg, with d = 0,1,2, 3 (top and bottom rows, second to fif—th&? compared with; from the previous figures for the _BS
columns). As in the previous case, the reconstruction éaitsr  (first row) and LSE (second row) problems. More precisely,
to detect the maximum of the likelihood, thus not being verf€ first column shows the log-likelihood of the data alorg th
useful in the present context. On the contrary, a stoppiriigt po{raining process, while the rest of the columns plot bgth
obtained from¢, selects a near-optimal model. Notice tha@nd &« for d = 0,1,2 and 3. Notice that the absolute scales
the criterion is robust along all distances explored, ages ©Of o and&a may vary mainly due to the value of the sum of
Similar results are found for the RAN12 and RAN16 caseRrobabilities in the denominators. However, since the ipeec
As it can be inferred from these results, the optimal value ¥flue of these quantities is irrelevant, we have decidedates

d can not be fixed beforehand and is problem-dependent. them properly for the sake of comparison. Althougtis built
from a much smaller set thaf, it captures all the significant

The same plots for the BS and LSE problems are found fieatures of¢; and can therefore be used instead of it. In this
figures 3 and 4. Once again, the reconstruction error dezseasense¢, provides a good stopping criterion for GPalthough
monotonously and is therefore useless in the present dontéxis not as robust ag,; due to the strong reduction of states
while &, for d larger than 1 successfully does the task farontributing tof; as compared with those enteringgn This
D = D4, while for D = Dg the criterion does not work in reduction is illustrated in table |, where we show the number
the BS problem. of neighboring states to the data set at different distafmes



Data Set Hamming Distance
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9] 10
Bars and Stripes 480 | 3216 | 11360 | 20744 | 19296 | 8688 | 1632 | 90 - -
Labeled Shifter Ensemble 8434 | 41160 | 110326 | 165088 | 132976 | 54160 | 10368 | 966 | 40 | 2
TABLE |

NUMBER OF NEIGHBORS AT DIFFERENTHAMMING DISTANCES FOR THEBS AND LSE DATA SETS.

— D, (x 30000)

25
20
0,02 15

10

-8500 T T T T 0,0005

0,001 T T T T 0,002

Fay — D, (x175)
\ 5 ]

— D, (x50) 0,003 /
N )
] \'1,_ "

N
0,0004+ 0,0008f/ *

-9000 |
0,0003- 0,00086|
0,002 i

0,0002 0,0004-

-9500

0,0001+ 4 0,0002- 0,001}

-10000! L L L L 0 L n L L 0 L L n L 0 L n . L L L . L
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000

Fig. 5. Comparison betweefy; (black curves) and, (red curves) for the BS and LSE data sets (upper and lower)rdvedice that since the magnitude of
these parameters is irrelevant, some curves have beerml $oalhe sake of clarity. The first column plots the loa-likelod of the data alona the simulation.
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Fig. 6. Same as in figure 5 for the LSE problem in D

the BS and LSE problems. By increasing the number of statesvs) obtained from the RBM trained with GCand stopped
included iné;, convergence tg, is expected at the expense ofafter 5000 epochs, around the maximum shown &y,
an increase in computational cost. However, the preseualtseswhich approximately coincides with the optimal value of the
indicate that, at least for the problems at hand, a numberlo§-likelihood. It is important to realize that, ultimayelthe
examples similar to that of the training set in the evaluatiqquality of the model is a direct measure of the quality of,CD
of £, is enough to detect the maximum of the log-likelihootearning, and that the model used to generate the plots is the
of the data. one with largest,, which is quite close to the one with largest

All the results presented up to this point show the goodné%e"hOOd-
of the proposed stopping criterion for learning in CHow-
ever, the underlying idea can be applied to different leayni V. CONCLUSIONS
algorithms that try to maximize the log-likelihood of thetdla | this work we have introduced the contribution of neigh-
In this way we have repeated all the previous experimergring points to the training set to build a stopping criterfor
for CD,o with very similar results to the ones above. As afearning in CQ. We have shown that not only the training set
example, figure 6 shows the log-likelihoog} and & with byt also the neighboring states contain valuable inforomati
d =0,1,2,3 and CD, for the LSE data set, which is thethat can be used to follow the evolution of the network along
Iargest one analyzed in this work. As it is clearly seen, theaining.
quality of the results is very similar to the G[rase, thus  Based on the fact that learning tries to increase the contri-
stressing the robustness of the criterion. bution of the relevant states while decreasing the corttabu

As a final remark, we note that for the BS problem thef the rest, continuity and smoothness of the energy functio
trained RBM stopped using the proposed criterion is able &ssigns more probability to states close to the training.dat
qualitatively generate samples similar to those in theningi This is the key idea behind the proposed stopping criterion.
set. We show in figure 7 the complete training set (two uppbr fact, two different but related estimators (dependingloan
rows) and the same number of generated samples (two lomember of states used to compute them) have been proposed
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Fig. 7.
point detected by, with d = 1.

and tested experimentally. The first one includes all statds]
close to the training set, while the second one takes only a
fraction of these states as small as the size of the training
set. The first estimator is robust but may require from the use]
of a forbiddingly large amount of states, while the second
one is always tractable and captures most of the features
of the first one, thus providing a suitable stopping learnirgo]
criterion. This second estimator could be used in largea dat
set problems, where an exact computation of the log-likeith
is not possible. Additionally, the main idea of proximityttoe
training set will be explored in other aspects related torliegy
in future work.
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