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Algorithms of Boltzmann Machines Based on Weight Uncertainty
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Abstract: Based on the restricted Boltzmann machine (RBM), which is a probabilistic graphical model, deep learning models contain
deep belief net (DBN) and deep Boltzmann machine (DBM). The overfitting problems commonly exist in neural networks and RBM
models. In order to alleviate the overfitting problem, this paper introduces weight random variables to the conventional RBM model and,
then builds weight uncertainty deep models based on maximum likelihood estimation. In the experimental section, the paper verifies the
effectiveness of the weight uncertainty RBM. In order to improve the image recognition ability, the paper introduces the spike-and-slab
RBM (ssRBM) to weight uncertainty RBM and then builds the deep models. The experiments show that the deep models based on weight
random variables are effective.
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MR 2 S0 AR BE TR TR B 2 ST BB A ff e oy 25 1) RIS W] URAE & — M 2 B IR a iR Z T BB 4
P9 235 W S P A 8 B R T AL (R A0 G A A ZE SR P A5 000 T, 20 SR AE A2 BB AL AR B 1, 08 A W] READ 4 A 7E 3% 25 it
R Z AL E L IEE A BP B2 Rl SR 28 W 256 215 B b A 22 19 JR) 8 e A e VR B 25 0 ] DA 2
G ARX AN n] AL 38 T0 B A T o R 4 48 I 4% T LR BUE T AR A0 I 7 A B T USSR B 4 1 ) 0 s A
ﬁg[l].

ER BE 27 2T B DK (R A 22 R SR Tl 51 2 T T2 I 9 E . 28 T RBM(restricted Boltzmann machine)ff]
DBN(deep belief net)# B & i i 2% 2] s 1) 48 ML AL 2 — RBM & — PG I B B BY 2 B T 3Rk f N
B I AT P RBM 1) 52 Sl 2 A6 R BB R ¥ 22 5 28010 J vk vl AP SRR RBML {51 %o B i 4 ik
(CD). $# %) & /R 7T K4 (persistent Markov chain). #1513 75 #:(mean field method)&%. 75 RBM K4t _E Hinton
2 NAE 2006 “EFEH T DBN #8105 DBN A58 858 i 6 MBS (1132 2 W46 10, N 22 T2 40 46 I8 4R T — B 2800 7
W75 1219 56 F DBN A RBM B8 VF 22 B 70 B B3 T oK Lee 25 A K RBM A5 B 45 i 2% (CNN)AH 45
PR T — B BUE B B 15 M (convolutional deep belief network)”8), 5 CNN B it T — & 1 B E X 1A
7575 J T RBM, 53 — A48 SRR R % 35 /R 24 2 HL(DBM)PLAH L T DBN #L75S, DBM A5 84 75 P44 1 10 51
R 5 T 2 A O RBM (1S Y 3 445 1 5 R 51 40, 25 A 8 VA e 22 P 4% (RNIND) AT RBML AR Y e 22 j 2%
FEVE S PR R AR EUS T p R U R R A VR 22 At B R R DL T IR A 3T b BB 1 Bh g
28 (AE) PR SIHL(ELM)ZE 13,

SR, TE 13 R R A B AR SR AEAE — e 2, HL b o 0L ) A2 A B )1 5 b 0L F) ) R R T 7 Lk R 2

Dropout J5 ik BRAE 7> JERE FE_EIAT T 918 (3R 71 (252 Dropout RBM [ F& H Ky 52 /) H EL T 1% 48 RBM A it
FBEON TR A [ LI RBM A v 5] N BB AR Bk 5 AQ S 8 & Weight uncertainty 77 VA 44X
T REALAE 5 5T N B L G BP SLVE TR U 2R 22 00 46 I BUAE 1 L st G g R SR UT)ZE Weight uncertainty 7575
o il o A AUE B AR B AL AR B A P 22 0 25 T DL AR S — 2 0 5% 1 4R ke, o AR A I M v 487 20 A1 BE L AR
B\ FE UL 7 Dropout 77 i AR FE AL AZ B 4K B 1 A AL ROR AUE FE LS B A 2 T 0] o 2 A
ZR NN S0 S 3o R [ Bt A o M 1 o R AR S B 0, BRAT T SR BUE BE LA 5 5 ) 1) RBME H, 0k

BEAT TR A T 3 — D5 s BB AR ) SRR e, FRAT T A B8 B 4 1 A AR 3R A ] 9 R DG TR okt AT
A 25 A v W o3 AT B B AR 5] N B RS A 38 3 6 ] spike-and-slab Boltzmann Machine(ssRBM)AE !, JF X Bt & bR %
HEAT RO, 5 o 5 FCAVE R SR AR A 2 T A S P 3% P8 A B e o SR B0 30 HIF T A R

1 ZIRAVBERZEZEM
RBM 23 T il fk bR B0, 12T b — AT LJZE A — Bz h 4L B R RBM 715 SRS # R B ),
TR0 L i o T DA R R A R
E(v,ﬁ):—nzvaivi —nz"bjhj —inz"hj < W x v, )
i=1 j=1 j

i=1 j=1
Horp, @ T2 R b R R R W AT DL B TR R B T 2 IR BB AR B VR T R
A5 h R BBUZ RS, FARER R o fkn, R m] W23 2800, FoR B2 9 s i 4, T RE R B B, h)
FAIER A LR 0 A F] DL R I R

P(V,h) :%e’E(V’H) )
Hodr,Z R IR HL4) R B (partition function):
Z-= Ze*E(V*“) (3)
v,h
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AT H A A2 1 15 1L 3 20 A B 4L _HZS:P(V“))HE%JC,AEP ne FRPEARBVORRE | AMREA. POV) KR
P(V.h) 930 25 A, ik Rl -
P() =S P =2 e = @
h h
PRRANER o B S F
L, =1nﬁ P(V“)):iln PE") %)

Horpong RFEASLIXHE, ?ﬂaﬂ]@iﬁ%ffﬁi}ﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬂ@ijdmu% e g, A — DR 9B v S R AT B H.
5, TR BB B R 4L 4 0 = (8,0 W), BAITH:

al“a';(v) ZP(h|V)aE(V h)+ZP( v,hyELN (6)

Horp VIR — MR, 0 22 S NS HLAE RBMFFEZLEP,é% JE RIS )ﬁﬁ%?ﬁ%ﬁi%*}:ﬁ'%)ﬁ AR
A LA ST R, R A

aE(v h)

Ny

p(h, =1|V) = sigmoid [bk + sziVi] 7
i=1

p(v, =1|h) = sigmoid (ak +Zhhjwkj] ®
=1

Horh 2 R B 2V R
Hinton 28 A 7E M R AUAA AL U110 36 il 1 38 7 — Fh Xt Lh BU% (contrastive divergence, @i #% CD)& kSR BISR

it g S 251
8InP()

~ P(h; =1|[VOW? —P(h, =1|v* )y 9

oW, (hy =1V, (hy =1V, )

811'(13:(V) zVi(O) _Vi(k) (10)

§%$D“PM=HW%—PM=HWW (11)
1

Hodr k& K 255 b U 535 (K-steps contrastive divergence algorithm, {8 FX CD-K)/ [{)25 4, v RRWIIHIRS T
EI'JT JEIRA, v RIRIBAT K ‘fX]L PR BE Z SR BIAT LERES ARG BRI T A FSCRE RIS 4

W, =n(P(h =1[VO W —P(h =1]v W) (12)
Aa, = (v —v) (13)
Ab, = ah;E(V) n(P(h =11¥?)—=P(h =1|7™*))) (14)

ELIPN i@iﬁ)ﬁﬁ ?ﬂaﬂ]i%‘ﬁi)(ﬁﬂ?ﬁ%%@%&'

oo
E(V,h):z(vz - ijh] ZZ Yowh, (15)
i=1 i i=l j= 10; i
ﬁ*,dﬂ%ﬂ?ﬁﬁE@Tﬂ‘ﬁ%%ﬁﬁi.%é\,ﬁ%ﬁ?Eﬁli’gﬁ{ﬁ*ﬁ/{i—fU\‘ﬁﬁiﬁﬂTﬂﬁﬁ:
P(h, =1|V) = sigmoid (bk +.nsz“viJ (16)

L2 R A R R A e i 23 A o 3R
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1 2
- z(vi—ai ’O'iz-: thij)
L2 " 17)

P(V‘H)ZHG 2n

BEI Y RBM R 9 i 87 RBML i #548 RBMIU,

2 RBM 5 BM B9 E %

5T RBM V1145 51377 1R % 719 Hinton %5 A GEJF 7430 69 5 4% T 5k B I ASCIRLIR 2K 77 LA 00 4 57
RIS AR BN HL LT B XTI K B G SR RO 003 72021, 58 8 FELE R [ 055 T B MO
L4 B L JR 8 K I K 5 55 4 L i, R 7 A 58 K S L PR . 53— 77 8,9 7 45 RBM
FEY VL4506 6D, 950 77 31 BB 5 Gibos SREREC2E ¥ 50 5 e o W U215 00 B P S U2 £ JOAR 6 1,
2677 B T A RIBM A 0 25 0 265K 1 45 AL 7 56 B o L4 50 50 g PR 028 7 VA £ 0
AP H.2002 45 Hinton 21 T A He B 5835, 15 7 B8 FE 5 AR K LR B MM (L0 RAE 7 B 7
{9 TE P, 36 LA B0 1 25 B2 B 7 CD S0 I ERY 1 PCD §1 v B JEC# FPCD SRR T o320,
E DBM {1 457, Salakhutdinov 1 495735 77 VR S48 R S0 2, 6 PR R 0 ™ /% T B A M0 4
VIR IR T R IR
21 ¥EHH®

TN B TR v 35 50 37 4 B P — AN IE ALK 5 580 A Q(h|v; A)K 8 0 IS K J5 36 43 A P(hlv; 6). Bl 3% —
AR S 504 Q(hiv; )k /MEIn T KL B :

A" =argmin KL[Q(h [V) | P(h| V)] (18)
A
sty P e S 1 Q(h|v)
Horp KL #UEE 5 SCRH KLQ(h V) [ P(h[v)] =D Q(h[v)In :
o P(hlv)
X FHEZR R P(v), A
B B P(h,v) P(h,v)
InP(v) _lnzh:P(h,v) = lnzh:Q(h|v) o) = Zh:Q(hv)ln[Q(hv)] (19)
XTS5 BUR % 2L A
Q(h|v,u)y=]Tu¥-up"® (20)
ieH
A4 KL #RE ] LS &
KLIQ | P1= 3" (u;Inu; + (1-u)In(1-u;)) - > 6uu; —Zefui +InZ, 1)

i i<j

{H}

Hrip,Z R R, Z, = Z[exp[ 6;S:S; + Zefsij}af =0+ 6;S,.Si M SR ML AL A B, R B K
i<j i jev

Uy}

T, S 20 59009 1 A g 45 RN KL HIRE SR 50 T ug ) 0 5 80, 0F 4 He 0 0,8 A1145% 1 u; = sigmoid [20 u+ eij.
i

SRV T 5137 07, AT DS EM 503 SR SR R AT ARSI S 7 6k A 1R () D B i A P 48 20 3% 7 9 B b
FH Gibbs FAEER 10~30 £521 L1 RBM LR T LLE A S k&R
InP(v;0) = > Wyviu; + > by, —InZ =" (u; Inu; + (1-u;)In(1-u;)) (22)
ij i j

W 2 A B A O A T AR R A

u, = sigmoid (ZWU-VJ» +bi] (23)
j
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2.2 FERDREKRE

FREH) 7R A] R AE SORR A BEALIE I 503k 2 — AR S /R AT R BEBEAT 70 B Gibbs SRR L. L T /R A]
FRAE R WA, HHT P AN RO, By /K AT R s mT LIS B A2 35 KRR 2 K B 2R AT I T DU 24 36 30 5 40 4 57 17 39
B/ RBM BB o 3o T4 — M FEAR (01, R°), J3HIE 17— Uk Gibbs SRFE 133 (0, A0, Jort R IEAR A i 1] 25
BOERPP BRI 1.

Table 1  Algorithm of persistent Markov chains
R1 R SRATRERE LR
FRER I 5 R AT RS
BEHLITA AL 6 A1 M ASREAS (R0 3OM .
for t=0:TGEA )
for i=1:M(parallel Markov chains %{ H)
KM OREE xR T, (R 3
End for

. o1 ’
Update: 9! = ¢' + ¢, [qa(x)fﬁz::lcp(x‘”“)}

N .
End for.

3 REEGEMSREBREEN

3.1 REEREW

DBN & — il & 1 VRS B L Ty 1) 79 J22 A2 G 1) PR P SR 3 R R B2 R N INE = — N 1 L M R — A
B 5 M.DBN Ml g2 — AN 02 10 E Z P aa 10 i 75, 1 26, 8 DBN & —ANEIR 2 2 s 2L i B — 21
B TR 8 sk AR TR AU W SRATT AR Ak AN I 285, LI i A58 R0 25 1T LU R 2 25— A S 1 RBML T
Gre s B 5 12 IRUE Wo A28, H A 2 I BUE AT F W ok B 36, 28 5 U1 SR80 42 1R I 485 703X R A% 0 R, Se 3615
BBl 51— 2 B UI 2R AN W 5081 Hinton 258 AE B AR IX A& 0,48 — X RBM A 2028 T 2520 0T DA 5628
H T R UL Inp(v]W,, W) = Inp(v|W). TR F2 0 B 1 froR, o, B 1(a)#R R4 DBN BE— N EREM
S, It BLIE SEBUE N Wo, T4 DBN Il 25220 T RBM (Il 254985 [ B 45 1 2 RUE AR, 3F BLAE V A W, (13
FUEA T —/> DBN [N SIS TR, 5 G — 2B N 2 EF 20 E 1(0) s (A5 R 2514 A5 %8 8 1
2 4 L 38 S22 B T A 2 (45 21 T DBN R R 28 I 2% 25 14).

H H,

S —————————

H H,

v H, Output

(®)
Fig.1 Shows the diagram of training process in DBN
K1 DBN lIZud 2R K
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MR Z TSR 2 5, NG W25 1) A KR, AT DU BP9 06 0 2% 138 4T BUE G, S s 3 22 1Y
LA A0S 7 B S DBN AT S I BOE — BB 2 MM R R, ZE A B E R T 2 2
TERAN R T NI 22 1) S 0 o AU A B0 15 L, J R RS 5 =) ) 48 LBV,

32 REBIRILZEN

DBM A [5] 5 DBN, 2 W 2% 25 ¥ 415 4R /& 3 /K 24 2 H1.7E DBM I Za b 8 — 235 S B0 F Bk T 5% A
) TR E 7T L AT DU A S 0 3 R 28 2 ML GRSV SR VI 2R DBML M 3501 A 248 Salakhutdinov 48
R RE AT DU T3 2 D128 8 7 X146 48 DBMLAS AT DBN,ZE4F — 2 TR ZR 45 0 G AN 2 B B i A S5 06 T 2 1%
Lk 384T % #2. Salakhutdinov #8781 BAAS[A] LU A3 5 46 5 36 7T DLEAS B9 A TR RUCR, BL 3 )2 1) DBM I T LA 33948 R 51,

T RN JZ A A RN ARSI B 1 A BRGEUZE A S 2 ANFRGEUE 2 18] FBUE WL E DBM T ZRid FE
B L9 0.5.DBM 5 DBN [/ 2% 25 - ] 2 Fioi.

P
/ \

Fig.2 Structure of DBN and DBM
K2 DBN Il DBM [f) %44 45 {4 [
ANFA T DBN,/E DBM Hi, 8 — A 550 S0 A B ok T 5 e ELHNE A A 55 5, BLDBM. Hh [0k = 715 5 1
WO IR T B RS AR 2 R, DBM A 2 B8 AT PAN R SRR b, _EARRIR JE L, N AR IR 4E BE AL FR):

p(h} =1|V,h?) = sigmoid (Zwi;vi +>Wphe +b}j (24)
p(h2 =1|h',h*) = sigmoid [wamh} + > Wah'+ b;] (25)
j 1
p(h =1/h?) = sigmoid (Zwmﬂ h? + bﬁ) (26)
p(v, =1|h") = sigmoid (Zwij‘h} +bj] 27)
j

XFF DBM, AT LA F Bl ATLIE 32 55035 A0 22 20 3 00RO v 5 20 AR 22 X 2% (1 £y 2 7 ,DBML /] U 12—
it 22 J2 RS 4 WL I AN [R) T DB, BEGEUZ 5 (3G #2275 18 5 HOR AR B R )=.

4 ETHRESHEMORERRIEZSN

41 BUERFHEMSE

£ RS BUE AN i B IX PSS B0 3 1 S 32 5, XA 00 T 2 M2 iU 25T e B8 B 0L
F L 7E LA RBM 2Rl ) 90 2% 1 Dropout 757325 AT AAT 28 figf th i 400 ), A5 R0ty SEBIL 17 22/ 2 I 245 1) 4R B
W] LAY Dropout J7 v [ I 253 A2 A2 — AN BRI i W 75 F L 7. B8 2R Dropout RBM & — Al 3 47 28 ) 70 R 5
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2 AE R T BB R T ORI AN BEAEL BATTAE I - e e 2 e G R B L A A — S R
RBM ()3 32 i LA, 33K 7 s 70 1 A1 VF 2 2 S50 00 4 A4 PRI 0 22 1 i

N T G LR 1)L BATT 5N REALAR B 1 SEAR K BUE 1 Al A et 397 20 A1 ) AL AR £ SR A5 L B A 5
72 I8 AR 12 B RN T 22 A R SRAE A R AN 8 AR TR I 5 — COBUAEL PR SR R 7T AR AR 2 — A TR
He e 2 K] e, 25 T AL A AL A B ) ) 2% A8 8 e ] DL AR 2 A I 246 RO SR A

£ Blundell %5 A\ FIHFFE b 06T T 28 00 28 B0 B A BUABL A0 48 2 s D BE AL . B Ao 22 R 25 1) 1 A b 4K
A EAIN R 2R

0= argomin KL[qW |0)[|PW | 0)] = arg;nin KL[QW | ) || P(W)] = E;)[log P(D [W)] (28)

FR A B K S5 36 ik v AR, 4

f(W, &)=logq(W|6)-logP(W)P(D|W) (29)
Forr e A sUnT DARIA A S #7041 72 RBM 1,09 T 3R 15 58 11 €20 1 BG40 R R AN 43 83801, BRAT 5T N T AL
B BE AL AR £, 1X ¥, RBM HIAR 0 2R 45T LS AR K ABVAA Al T p(vIW) Bl AR K5 B il 1oF p(Wv) B T% 3 0.RBM B & 1)
HARR A p(v), IR 22 8 5 B R (R AR R ALLSR ok 250, DRI kG, Dl T 7 (58 ok B0 sl /> 168 2 01 B AE B L AR = )
FUHE T, 3RAE ARG T 7732k 0 B RBM BSOS R O BUE W 255G & 40 10 19, 23 E A b
HEZE N o=log(1+exp(p)), IR &~N(0,1). 8 T B TH 5, A A T LS Al W=g+Hlog(1+exp(p0))o elfI T 2. bh i) R 45
AR LN, R T AL N

MX W :[P(hj =1|V)y, - Y P(V)P(h, :1|\7)vi}><1 (30)
EiWij v,h
x ” _[P(hj_uv)vi %‘,P(V)P(hj—1IV)vi}xl+eXp(_p) GD

W,

TE S ER 4y, AT T PUEBENZ B 2 T DBM MR SR 5 5 401 DBM #E4T EL . [F i, T 5 Dropout

J7 AT X6 E, AT TAE SE 5 TP T Dropout DBN Al WDBN 12325 8 /7 DL K RS 1) B2 4 457 22 B i Se3 A1 1 &

L AUEREHL AR B AR 435K S LA 3] T 5 Dropout J7 yEUT AL FI AR R, BATH U7 vk B A BRI EMG EA R 2.
4.2 Boosted CDE %

Boosted CD &y —Fg 24 i IE WAL 5 A, 1% B0k 8 Je 4R 0 B T4 DNA #5517 2% 7€ Boosted

CD S, HAR R T LA S A D p(\7n)+%zr;° (Vnik(i)fmj —1)2, Hrp, v FoREM M AR, VO KR E AN

N A BN RO AREA F O 1AL K, DA 7 2UREAT I 4k, 782 B AR 6 JEE A A SIS J5E 8k 25 o KT DA Al
e

;Vb ~Eq.(2)+ ﬁz:ﬂ f (v®)yhtkD (32)
e T O T+ £ ) (33)

Hob, f v =ve1-v)eg(v),9(v); = ﬁnF%—yW%ﬁﬁiﬁ&ﬁ%%%R

4.3 ssRBM

A5 T 2% A v 20 23 A % MR AT @A I U vk £ BT - A SZ PR Y 3% /K 2% 2 Hl(mRBM). Factored 3
way Boltzmann Machine(cRBM)*"'LL & spike and slab Boltzmann Machine(ssRBM)2*2?) Hidt mRBM #4512
2 e 0 23 AT BB, 28T mRBM (1 @A A8 77 EU A2 A BR AR B 30380 J5L i N 0388 1) 23 A . cRBML ALK 2 2% 11 5
Y753 A5 B W 7 22 LI IR KRS 2 AH LE GRBM A P4 i AR 10, 7E cRBM. A, B 07 22 6 F 2 — AN XS A R, AN BE
K53 PLE) Gibbs SRAF, K ML AE cRBM 1, {58 H R 22 VR A I 57 R K FE(HMC) 77125, 2R 1T HMC J7 v B R st 2
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it £ | BT (Al AE ssRBM H AT L[R5 i 307 29 A RO SS(E R B 7 22,08 17 BRAE /T WL JZ 5876 BT AR A 29+ A )
P77 ZRE R — A A A FE,ssSRBM 5l N T HIANRENLAS &2 s A h,7E45 € s A1 h FRPIRZS I,y IR SR 14 & 8 o A,
F B AT PAd H 2r B[ Gibbs SRAE & 2 10 B 5 2R E0a] L R s

E(V,s,h) = %VTAV - ZL(VTWiSihi —%siTaisi + bihiJ = %ZilvjAd - Zi’il(vaisihi —%siTaisi +ahs, + bihij (34)

Forb AR o ) RERE W D AT LR B0 5 R 2 B e 2 18] BB B R — AN BEORUR 1 T R 2 AR s
A hi e — NS HRRA R s EE. L 2 AF B AT DL IA R

P(V’Sah) —1 N 1
P(v|s,h)= =N ) -~ (Wsh), A 35
(v]s,h) PGs.h) (A Wish), A (35)
P(h; =1|v) = sigmoid (%VTWihioci"WiThiv+vTWiyi +bi] (36)
N
P(s|v,h) = H N (ai_lvTWihi + uhy ’ai_l) (37

AT ssRBM 1 [ 4A (AR AR S Atk AT 142 18 A58 ] 2 B [RS8 i 2 I 2 A i o8 T
S A AR KA AT LR BT A 2R R AT DAEAT T T B

p(v; =1|s,h) = sigmoid [Zwijsihi + /LJ (38)

¥ ssRBM /ENIRATHET 25 1 2,34 2 28 WRBM AT # N 448 25 S 41 1 ) i, 250 46 14> ssRBM
2 JE fH AR BT h FRRASTE N 2 /> WRBM W6\ AR 5 B 5 1% 46 3 0 72, 1 3 72 T 45

5 SLWROH

SZHG PR 40 R :CPU:Intel i7 4710hq, P 77:16g,GPU:GTX 970m. i1 T 2 B 3 % A AUE B WL AS & 78 RBM 1 3
FI) S50, BT LARAT T #5673 7 7 RBM AT WRBM (153 2K 6 73 0 44 68 ) A8 FH AN AN 5] DR /N ) MINIST #0408 485K
i RBM Al WRBM )73 A0 E A4 BE 3.0 1 07 (8 LU BOBUAE B AL A & 4 L AT A 522 1) RBM Al WRBM
PLE BP S350 T T A LS — 3 T R 1 SE40 H BP ik R A FH L S8R B2 723, AR IR B 100 7E 7R E R AL
FRAVEE F (R B LE 5 Ry 1 000, B2 (12 ST A SRk £ 05 0.005, TIN5 AR IR # v 200,78 52 = RBM (1)
SEag b FRATTAE P AN B s 45, 4 1) 9 MNIST-Basic #1 Rectangles. 7 % J2 46 7Y () %6} b 5236 4 B4l H 3 T Dropout
J7 R ST IR AR A 4 LA 2 A Dropout DBM Al Dropout DBN & 7E DBM £ A1 DBN #5284 {1t 3 fif I
51\ Dropout J7 724 1 [ B A 2 K40 4R 10 & M L3R 2.

Table 2 Attributes of data sets
F2 WBIEMRIE
HoE NGRS WA B %

MNIST-Basic 10 000 50 000 784 10
Rectangles 1000 50 000 784 2
MNIST 60 000 10 000 784 10

FATE S MK T A E AR R B8 E B A BE ML AR B A ROV AR X P I SR A A HOHE 4R % MINIST-
Basic fl Rectangles.
I BRRS FE L3R 3,108 3 B2 20908 1 70 B R IR .
Table 3 Number of misclassifications in shallow models

™3 RRBAL NGRS X L

MNIST-Basic (%) Rectangles (%)
RBM-BP 3.628 5.172
Dropout RBM-BP 3.266 4.350
WRBM-BP 3.134 3.958
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B R FRATIN TR 1) R F A RE 7,0 SR AR B (B AR
MFE 4 hRATATLLE 1A% T Dropout RBM F1 RBM,WRBM (15 T % {51 1% #4923 Dropout RBM
A WRBM HE B F A 3 Fios.
Table 4 Reconstruction errors of RBM and WRBM
4 RBM HI WRBM [ 1 5 jg 15 2
MNIST-Basic MNIST Rectangles

DBM 153 577 975 660 307
WDBM 144 311 949 322 324
DBN 237271 1571 184 1324
WDBN 201 227 1513921 1109
Dropout DBN 261735 1580317 1511
Dropout DBM 170 205 979 243 692
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Fig.3 Reconstructed images of Dropout RBM and weight uncertainty RBM
K| 3 Dropout RBM #1 weight uncertainty RBM ] 25 #4 [&] % %} bt

TE2 JE BB A I 2% 58425 784-1000-1000-10,24 T J7 8 FLAE, R ATTAE A BP BB SEAT AUE I 0R, 16
HRHCH 100,MNIST-Basic HIUIZRFEAECN 10 000, XA KA 50 000,MNIST HiHfE 4 il Fh ke A Hh
60 000, X FHE A% 10 000.

M5 P FATAT LLE A% T DBM,WDBM 7t 3 N34 b 1043 25 68 139 B I [F I, % T DBN
A, WDBN £ 2| "5 Dropout DBN AHIZ ¥ 73 2 6 /7. 85¢ 5, AT WSDBM 7E MNIST #4521 43 25 ik 77 A &
B E R ) HEE G 4 Pros.

Table 5 Number of misclassifications of DBN and DBM
%5 DBN I DBM 43 2K BEXT L

MNIST-Basic (%) MNIST (%) Rectangles (%)
DBM 2.23 0.156 2.618
WDBM 2.03 0.153 2.278
DBN 2.56 0.175 2.556
WDBN 2.50 0.168 0.734
Dropout DBN 2.51 0.165 1.556
Dropout DBM 2.09 0.151 2.309
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TE B 5 (1 9256 AT BEAE S 1 A RBM H BE AT DU BUR 3 A TR (AR S A5 S8, T LT RAEAT RS 1 1 4
LR I, FATTIN ssRBM AE RS 1 2,15 T BUE BEHLAL & 1R B8 WSDBML L3 6.
Table 6 Classification accuracies of the algorithms
R"6 KGNS

MNIST-Basic (%) MNIST (%) Rectangles (%)

DBM 2.23 0.157 2.618
WDBM 2.032 0.153 2.278
DBN 2.566 0.175 2.556
WDBN 2.502 0.202 0.734
Dropout DBN 2.514 0.165 1.556
Dropout DBM 2.09 0.151 2.309
WSDBM 1.964 0.153 1.514

Iy R FEROR LE AN 5 TR,

I3 RREFEXT EL
——MNIST Busic  ——MNIST Roctangles
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1350 . N N
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Fig.5 Figure of accuracies

5 rRKEEENS A

AL AT LLEE & B AR B AR 5 T AR B ST ROE 1) P FRAT TR A AR R 0 1 28 F R AL 4R R RE 0 7E
AE B B B I B AR AR K RBM. Hhgn At S5 AUE F SR AU o 6 8 RBM i AR5 BUE 96 R B
JE I ITGHON 40,8 % RSE O 5%5. LA MNIST #odia 5 09 51, i & s i 4 B, B AT D45 20 G 181 6 Bl (KR AL P (FE 1T
SRy FRATEA R B R AT AR A A B T R A SE B BEAT RO,

features of MMEST dataset

Fig.6 Features of real-valued data

Bl 6 S B R S
6 4 i

AL T A 22 I 2% A0 A 0 T L 3 v RBM SR ) 70 SR BE 0 A MR B R E 0, R ATT5I N T WRBM.
FERATHI S, 5 Dropout J5 i A b BUE BEAL AR B A R B T 5256 AR DL, AT R 3t — 0 otk 5N
sSRBM 45 2 3xf 5 52 R 25030 AT W Al 8, T DA e Dy e S A S B PR 4R (L PRI R 5 26 AP MG 7 v B, 31D T B
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