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Abstract: The Probabilistic graph is a research hotspot in machine learning at present. Generative models based on probabilistic graphs
model have been widely used in image generation and speech processing. The restricted Boltzmann machines (RBMs) is a probabilistic

undirected graph, which has important research value in modeling data distribution. On the one hand, the RBMs model can be used to
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construct deep neural network, and on the other hand, it can provide statistical support of deep nets. This paper mainly summarizes the
related research of RBMs based probability graph model and their applications in image recognition. Firstly, this paper introduces the
basic concepts and training algorithms of RBMs. Secondly, this paper summarizes the applications of RBMs in deep learning; and then,
this paper discusses existing problems in research of neural nets and RBMs. Finally, this paper gives a summary and prospect of the
research on the RBMs.
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TEREZE (& b 5 s R R AR i 10 3R TR AR B AR 00 AR AT R Uy SRR I 23 S A T LR O v PR R
A 1) PR T LA 0 b 2 % T 1) (10 2% 1 A 2563 A 200 R 11 At 8 it o R 2 o [ RS TR B B 5 W (deep belief
nets, i F% DBNs)/2& i F 45 & 7 IR BE 5 ST RS i VR & PR B 21 SR T AR V8 B (explain-away) I S AR KA |
SENE T A 1) B AR i ) LA ) R SR 3 i P G 1 PR AT T R R G i PR SRR Ol T JR T R Y 3 T
RN R AT KB (Markov random fields, f&i#% MRFs),MRFs I8 2 7> A i i 35 bR 8 g (), HiP v 2
If] P K 1 PR R A s R A B, MRFs fURER 0 A5 1] AR KN P(s)=Z"" Hiwigé(vi),ﬁEP,Z FH—H T,
AR NTC o B LR T 7 (R R IR FITH 5, MRFs E‘J*@{%%?ﬁﬂU\ﬁﬂ??‘ﬂﬁiﬁﬁ’%ﬂ'ﬂ%ﬁ:ﬂ@:z'exp(ziw,.f,.(vi)),
Horf fv)=log(¢(v). BT 7 fv,) B [A e % 7 2K 0T LLAG B AS [7] (1 6 i Pl 485 280 071 3 IR 2 2 L — ol Ak 11
MRFs, H A o0 Aii 0] LR RN P(s)=Z e 2 J v E(s)FR A BE B B 5,55 MRFs #1135 RO ME A 0 B2 M 2% 3 $h &5
¥ b 3R 26 2 LT B2y R B0 RBM(exp-RBMs)®), 2 57 [ 3% /K 2% 2 HL(SRBMs)! DA 7 4538 35 1 3% /R
GNP ALK RBMs i E Exp-RBMs 7 ({454 L RBMs 3Lk, 7% B 3% /R 24 2 Ml (deep
Boltzmann machines, & #X DBMs)F1i# £ & 15 M (deep belief nets, i FX DBNs)ZE £ |2 M & e 3 TIRE IR
JRUO o DBNs A& — Pl IR £ () A8 25 RS 28 HL T30 ) 7 J2 2 G ) 1 SR B R A2, B AR 2 2 Tl B A B b
T A B DBMs 2 — Fh o [ S B H 25 0 T DU AR )2 IR A I B R 2% 2 01, B8 AN UR FE BUR 22 @ p LI —
A RE R Bk k.

RBMs. 2T RBMs 4 @ A5 7Y J H: R =2 AR SC 4538 (1 31 A\ B bR oR 8501 A B R B AR 38 T AROR B4R
il v ) RBMs H 75 B 01 5 T 43 R 4507 A8 A 284 30 B8 T 5 20 B 50 140 o 350 7% K BT A T e IR 2 SRR o
SR P W v, TR b, T R R AR SR A3 T (RS W v R AN WTAT I AE TR AT N 2R VE R KRBT A
SKRE S RN A2 4 HE B (variational inference) P i1 '61 S AR S50 vk ) JE Tk 2 T /R AT R, 3L H AR 2 AR K A LR
BR B (W /N Ak KL B ), JL R B A 25k 0 SRR T 9 A R 48 1 T /R T SR 4% (persistent Markov chain)!' 7 % Hb it
J¥ (contrastive divergence, f&iF% CD)ELVES], #5485 f % Lb BB (persistent contrastive divergence, & #k PCD)%
VRIS 7 J T B BU{E Y PCD(fast persistent contrastive divergence with, i #% FPCD)& vEl14 Sy 7 {2 3k o
IR AT R AT S, R AUA S RIS L [ K B2 gl 7 P SR v (20230 224 T i, 2 B 0 ) SRS AN T 4K A A B T A
5 R A B 3R Fr = 2 B0 8 A A0 00 SR A . RBMs 5 — Bl 280 IR B30k 2 A8 73 BT 76 78 0 HE W vy IR0 AF
TE— AL AT g, 3 B A5 2 /MY RBMs B6& M5 45 A0 A LI J5 360 20 AT g T 1) KL HORE % F I 28 4y
I W7 77 VA T 15 511 (mean-field method) %524 55— FiUE R 12 250 RBMs BRI 2R 11 H A o8 40 KU SA
i T EE AT T B /NG B 43 AT R EHE 23 AT 2 (A1) KL BGORE KL HIORE 72 B30RE ) — Fhpe R 3K, AT DU 35k 4 /s
PR 93 AT 2 [AAFTE FVOK 22 7 AH 2 AN 20 AR 18] 1 22 R 350 /N I KL 5088 A7 78 3 B ST 3 10 1) R A ot B vt
RBMs [ H A5 58 % 5 o3k, — Fh % 2 180 F Wasserstein JE B 0 8 8 KL B P, 59— Fh B 2 78 JFUE B9 BUAR
PR BRI B 5 K 2k 0,

& 4511 RBMs 177 fUIRAS 2 A 0,0 A A0 2 (B A i 308 6 T S (B A N FE A, an F AR BHE R TE 8, —E
RBMs R LLE A T P IX AN i) 8,75 RBMs (564l 5 #1488 B T 2 Fiod A T S8 2008 11 RBMs A5 2 £4,
¥ = - {5 RBMs(mRBMs)?"28 77 2 RBMs(cRBMs)?), #7522 RBMs(mcRBMs)P?), ReLu-RBMs
L& spike-and-slab RBMs(ssRBMs)Z5017331 DL RBM Jy 3 il 40 &35 23 1 5h 4 i 2% (variational autoencoders, [ F%
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VAEs)"%, ¥ RBMs £ VAEs (955, 77 DUAT 002 B000 v A7 76 1 20 W 53415 L RBMs Sy B Al ) 7 i [l 52 7
FERGRA . BB E FERE . BUAAL BE DL BB A AR AT i (KR A T, AR SCEH X B3 s R4l
AR R A DL R B0 B J5 ARS8 T RBMs S0 A7 1 T

2 WIRZEMN

2.1 FIREINERZZSH
IR 2% 2 ML RE S RIE T R 58 AL G 15 3R 26 2 00 A (B0R A0 B2 A5 ) 7T LASR R v 38 S0 1)
TR P(s) o< exp(=E(s)/kT), o s J& 8T IRAS, E(s) A2 5 B 1) BE 2 B L P(s) Je AH BL I MR 20 Ak AR PR %6 2%
BT RAGRE A kT=1,F8TE T RN P(s)ocexp(—E(s)), 9 T 75 8 1H 5, 2o Ai & AT LLS Rl 5 I 4 4k (1 7%
R P(s) o e F0)Y e FO L 723 o FO T4 Pls)y=Z e B, R Z LA B BN T 7 (8, B 4
BORF LA Bin TR P(s|@)=exp(=E(s)—-A(6)), H:th ,A(0) & IE AL T, %5 B T e 4> 3 BE B R B E(o) B 2 &
TN FE 2 AN R 14 T 20t BT S (R A RS 28 &85 ), b bk mT LA 314N TR (9 B R 25 8 LR R FE 9% R 26 2 PP AR 38 5 /R
AT RASL A, — N7 S s Rk T 5 2 HHEER R AR A B ASIRES BOE AR i, AT T v
FHFSGR TG b 1A 46, A S MR 4454 4% MRFs 4 43 /R 2% 2 Hl(Boltzmann machines, {&#% BMs). 52 fR 1
I IR 7% 2 Ml (semi restricted Boltzmann machines, fi % SRBMs)!*VA1 52 R 1] 3 /K 2% 2 #l (restricted Boltzmann
machines, {# # RBMs), 5 4 JZ 7 0B 1 A4 3 TREHE.E 1 R8RS 1 ANTTZEF 1 AR
2,00 L2 S BT N B BRI Z 26 7 B N B ) SRR AE 33K £ SRBMs A (1 1 A A G TR, BT L E BT 2
8] 2 4= I B2 11, Bk /2 9 0 2 [R) AN AR AE S B2 BUE FE RS W AL T 0] L2 A R BEOE 2 39 s 2 18] AE 4R 2 ] L E T A
HI 25 AT, R TRZ 1 e RS 25 A1 ST SR T, 7E 45 58 BR U2 19 s B 25 2R T, BT L2 B0 0 A B AR, L 30 R %6 75
B AR 43 4 W 7 3k TR A I SR A R I8 SR IE LR . RBMs &5 SRBMs AR, 1] UL 2 Bt AR AR E 1
£ B FTR), % T RBMs B8 HgE & R AR R T
EW,hy=a"v+b"h+h" Wy )
Horba f1 b & RBMs B &,y R 7T W2 A 0 LR Bz a5, 0 R AUE SR RE, B2 T Re i B3 E(v.h), BX & 47
A AT AR IR N P(v,h)=Z ' exp(—E(v,h)), I I J2 B4 0 0 B8R J2 B 70 1 850 o 0T AR i
P(h, =1]v) = sigmoid(bk P wkivi) )

N

P, =1|h) = sigmoid(ak X jwkj) 3)

ok ARG kAN I) 8Ny A2 T ILJZ [ YR N, A2 BRGHUR 1R B 4E 52, RBMs [ $h 45140 T AR R A 1
1 A E 7K

Fig.1 The topologies of Boltzmann machines, semi restricted Boltzmann machines, restricted Boltzmann machines

K1 3R ZVIIR NG, AL B4 4558 BMs. SRBMs. RBMs
7E RBMs F4h &5 ¥y vh BUE AR B w7 32482 T iU JZ B G MBSt 2 B 6. 24 RBMs {1 0 —{H B i, FL s
PR H AT LR IR A sigmoid 3K 45 5 AT L JZ ST BR U 5 00 R B0 A2 25 AR ST L B B ) £ BE R H AR R
Hor] LLR S NSRBI T 20 SR R B UM L, = 1nHj:1P(v") :H:’:llnp(v’), A O=(a,b, W) R K ALIR AL
TH AR BR BE T S B0 B0 FE T LR ORI R
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OlnP(v) 3 OE(v,h) OE(v,h)
oo - LPhIN T T L PO =0T @)
W N(@)F N Y T S 2
OL OE(v,h OE(v,h
65 :EP(v,h)|: é‘; ):|_EP(h\v)|: (g‘; ):| ®)

W RS, AT 5 1 SRR R RSB 5 2 TR A B A BB I = e T AR BR BOK
TZHIE L B A B R G T S H0E IR IR 2% 10 BRI SR O 1 IR AC R0 28 10 26 A B AUk AT,
Hys 191 B AR TR S R 120, RBMs (1)1 5 Bl 5 A T A8, BU I ,RBMs 5L 7R AL 17 g A A (1 20 AT g . 2R
T AE A AR T A 8 b T 503K 7 A ST 2 A TR M (), JE R B R B TR, O T B IR RBMs INZRI R 4 L,
S ABLAR R 01096 P AT AL, 3 ot A [ L i ) B S W] AR R U R

(1) T 2 ASUER B B30 2 1) 58 HE O, 2 Ak 8 PR SRR SRS, 3 ALLALL AR o 5006 2 v #7991 U0 B R SR s 2
Ly IR AT R S R T 1 SRR I R AT AR A — A S R AT B R A T R R R Tl R i, 24 B R AT R B T AR
JE ISR FEAT B A9 RE A T LAOARCER % 20 A R A B A 2 13X Ff 8 A8 Persistent Markov Chain 75 4% 5] A\ £

NS T NSO B2 2 AT (0 1 FE RN T ARAIE B 7R BT R BE U SR TR G 2 RBMs % S R TN T 5
IR ] B B VR A 28 AR T, L R T SR VR G ZR AR AME Ak, T R UE WS, VIR T AR A AR A A AR /N B 2 3] 2K
TEARKFERE Ls2mm 7 RBMs FOUIZRIT [A].09 1 G2 AR A 1) 8, 22 35 AT 14 T PR R oG 192 (19 JEL gt

o 1 FURERENN DR W] REE R A TR, SN i 5 /R mT SRk 1 W S B R 1 T vE R AR ARLIR ORISR AU, [E]
KA B ORI ] KRR IR S B, S R W] SR A AT DU 5 K 1Y) 2 S 32 R S Sk B RS AR T, ROVE I v SR AR BE L
B, AR AETE K HUBERE AT I 2k RBMs 45 B4 DUAR e 52 B il /38, H 117,38 K B K B9 22 F T B /R 0] 8% 1) P4

o i/ RBR S AE D R AT SR ABE R A b eE A B A — 2P B Bl AR IR AR AN R D R AT R BRI BIRR A,
TR K UGEARG KL BUREAE RS ST R R 5 % BIERR A K 25T EEBIURE (K-step contrastive divergence,
fAI AR CD-K)SL% BB B T B (T 0 # BE  ,CD S0k BARTEIEAR P20 K _LAE T 3 — 2D iiE AL (B FEALLA R 2
B BE 77 1A b, CD Bk B 22 1R/, T H. CD R 5540 1 5 /R AT SR AE AW Sk 4 RBMs AT DU — AN BLBOR 1
SJEEAE CD BERERA BN T i — PR AR BB B 2, PCD 87, FPCD A AH 4k 2 H IR BB ETE CD
SR b R R % D R T G E, B3 RBMs I R4 00X REREAE — @ AR B B ARIE T BEZY (Il 2R 3 e, SO
1 EORIE T B S

(2) MALER bR B50BE B 1) AR B HE R, SR P A8 3-8 W 170 JEL AR 30 ot ) s A8 3 TR 5 R FH A ABAJS 36 90 A ¢ 18 3 RBMs
PR 43 AT B P 7% 43 HE T 14 D7 2500 LA G 43 B 450 AR 978 1 ok S AR E B TR 3 HE T F) RBMEs A58 e K S0]
DLy A3k T F 335 77 72 0 RBMs B 8 1AL T 38 BR T 43 6 £ ) RBMs 5 7Y

o TEFET P13 0 77 ALK Bk 0RT DA 55 A8 20 46 B0 6 4 S U347 3 ol el 5| NI Loy i 0,19
ZILAR R AL 1) T AR BRI R AT LR R

mPW)=Y | OH [v)in P(H |v)~ Q(H [V)In Q(H |v) ©)

B A R (6) T LLE H R AR B 85 Sl A @ BT P 2 T KL 5088 /2 S ). ik AR R ALL AR A 11 1
THE A D EM 8095, 353 BE MR 3B AE T B AH HE Gibbs SRR N Z Al R SRR R IR 2 R, F 35
37 SRR TR T8 T B Y T B A A8 R S S AR DR S B 2 ) B R 22 RS 1 (mwlti-modeal), T ST 35 3% S AR W 4 AR
R BTSN T G ARIXAN A LA 8 B KT 35 3% 500 B T el s 28 A6 e 0 1) 5 R T R SR B A
BUHAEE; S AME 28 W P33 Bk S & CD B0 H 5 5 18 [P Y35 Bk i Bl b 4 — B i Aul, B0 78~ 33
s bk — 2 S BT 24

o FEHETIBFRAL /) BREH) RBMs BB RBMs FIAC 7 iR B2 e 5t bR HOET 0T BT A DIRES B AN, 1T LSRR v
THEE R
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7= poyie= | B qod ™)

Hoh, px) NIEBE AR AL R R, T LR RN 5O 0 FHe 20 B 3L, 7T DUE I S 5L A 5 0 A g SRITBLARAR
TIIREE BREL p(x), SRE M qo) kI8 BREC 7 BR 20 U 77 VA M LE TP 383 77 v AR R AE 1, AT AR B R b AL
ZWES TSR SR TR B AR RS, T E 2 IEAL AT () HRFE I T p(x) A (o)A BEELAF LU AR
HIIE AR R.

(3) M\ E 5 bR B 1) A B A5 2 RBMs B B I 251 B A bR 40,7 4 1) RBMEs B SR FH 1 B s b B # J 2 T
DG A HALSR BR B, UL KL BRSO T 3R 30 (H & KL RS FUAE AU BT RBMs B I 4545 30 1 7 A7 AH b T4
oA R UL TP N T O A 1) L 2= 35 AT B AR BB T, 5508 B A iR T 2R e KL BB AR AE )
i R —F 5 24 1 BB A B R i Y KL WU %5 44 Wasserstein 5 25, T A RBMs 15 21 88 F1 (1) A il 1% ; 55 — Fil
SR TE JE A AR BR B FE Al b in N X T4 O R S P AR R 4% (generative adversarial nets, i X GANSs)fH)
JAE SR I 25 RBMs A% 284 ) 06 45 2 22 i RBMs 458 284 5k B ~P- 3 1) [ .

2.2 RBMHIIZGEE
22.1 SR

DR T B BB T DR = Er| S |- By | PEC) | g 3 032
TGy H5 b 1 B8 A0 SEBR S FH AR B0 B A TE SR AT 2 B R AT AT 1L (ER SR B TR R AL Z BT TR T R R
T B Ik v O T R IE SRV P B Ak, T A P U B B v SR A AR R S R e KA LA BR TR AR AN T i /MK
RBMs i [ H1 8. 5 2 %6 B, B /ME B HRE J2 — A P-Hard 0] 31.CD 235 T Gibbs ke AR KW 44 40 A = 9 PO,
—VCIRAE R (1 25 Gibbs REE)JE 150 Mii 7 Ay P, T IR AT Fe Bk ik BRI (1 404 hy P,POFI PO KL #%E
FR A KLPO, PN, POFT PO KL 8% R Ry KL(PY,P™), 4 CD By o b BIUE B B T LR A

_i(KL(P(O)’P(w)) —KL(P",P@)) = E,,,, [GE(V,h)}_ . [GE(v,h)}_'_ oPM O(KL(PW,P)) ®
20 20 20 00 oP®

R SCHR[15], A (@) B 5 — W™ LAZWE B CD Hik M i # RBMs BRI % e e A& vOrt,
FIH W i B2 BT I 0SB R A RS RO SR 5 2T w8 vIOR O BB O ) E N5 CD &
VEITIRZS B, R bR SRS B A oF AT LR RN

onP@y) P(h, =1[vOW® — P(h, =1|v" ) ©)
o,
OPG) o _yo (10)
Oa,
TP < Pl =11 - PO =112) an

CD SRR KL B/ TR R IR, 8 T EMR R CD Sk S e A SO ks 5 K
22 2 .

Hidden units] #© O O0-0
OO -0 [Visibile units | j0
W W /
OO0 O 0.0
| Visibile units | v [ Visibile units | v

Fig.2 The diagram of training process in RBMs
2 JET CD B RBMs Il Z5oR =
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CD 5342 H1 3] RBMs 524 (Il 4R ep Al F — 25 CD S92k i TR B B0 86 B2, AT 4 FH — MK il 2
13RI 2R RBMs 81 SR T CD Bk — > A6 5 RURE Ry b, i B0 mT LA A B 7Rk vl SR 4 110) AR 3R AT R4k
2.2.2 PCD Hi%EF FPCD B ik

BAR CD FIRBRAR T AR o i B 1 S 00 B 44 B (H 2 CD SAE RS K L ME T — A HRE LA T
TIUUKS e 18 A AL AR R B 6 F8E , R BV 1 T B R A P 5 I HE & B YE I 9 ,PCD 8095 A1 FPCD BLIE G R T H
¥, A AT CD 5%, PCD BEAE YI ZRad 2 ih 4 RF 1 52 8 10 5 /R 7] K4, D /R AT K46 1 802 %5 T 5 — > mini-batch
FREARSL DR AT REERPREH RS E - BEAFIIISTREE R A H PCD HREHEHH LTS CD HE
R T R T e R R AT SR AR, SV LR BRI SE N A FPCD BLVE IR T ST MR A S
IR AT KA VA T 2R ) 5% AR 4 HHAUAE I E T I AR T T B R W] B B TR A (R B R T KRR S B AR S
I, FPCD B9 51 N HUdEBUE S i s 1 /R 7] < B U k.

223 RS

T35 3% B A AR 4 HEWT O R 16— B, AR 43 HEWT O v 5 NS 1S BOR SR UL AR o £ 1 LB BN
Aoy q(hlx), ZEA0 G 35> A 1R I 5 TR T S SRS 7E RBMs AP f 2 16748 2y 4k W 7 V22 P 38 3%
B0 P B8 SR AR B AR T s O MR T 2 B SRR, uf! FORBETBUR 1158 j A~ S 78 B0, o) RoR T L2
AR 7 A BT IR S ST B R AR A - A2 v DU EM SRVR S, 24 45 8 1LSR eR O DAL w 453 3 180 o
BN sigmoid TER:

uf' =sigmoid(Y" 6,uf +6,) (12)
Hreb ONSH N T PAFPR IR T, 75 ZOR AR b8 Bk T S B 2
AG, o (uqu;" —Ep(v,h)[siys;" ]) 13)

NARA)MEE 2 M ERIRTC IR B AR5, 7T GRS ) 1 2937 75 VR 3 20 AR, P 2 3 i B
TR SR A KE T RO RE S 2.1 T C % th A Re N T SR I A 1), 22 25 AN 4LV 37 J5 v i 2 i B
P 7RI

S5 1Rl BT LR SR SR R 2 T 0 LU SO BB AR T B35 B

565 2 Fh 7 VER V353 R AR 4 58 R B Persistent Markov Chains SRUZ AU RHEE %7775 5 PCD &
AT B3R

55 3 MRS A AEJRUA (T 23 HR R A L P RO 0 S 8w R R A R BE LA
SIN u 5656 53 A, AT 8 A7 A 2T 32 82 3k LASEE D) 25 W6 A £ o R D7)

54 FhUSBEGR ] TR ORGP 235 77 . B E A T BLAE — e AR B n
4939 75 1A 2 V53 A B E
224 FTIBEREC ) B HUK AR 73 HHE ik

& G5 (722 7 4 W 5 A AR 73U AT q(hbe) KA BLE B ER p(hlx), X RV AE RBMs g fal f6 o134
Wy 73 A AR GE 10T 32037 BEAR AT 6 XE DL 0L 25 V8 5 A 1 5k, BRI Lk, 0 17 B8 S TN AT RO I AU 2 e O3 A1, 2
AT 5 07 1) P55 L O, R0 FH A 48 B 17 R AR Bl RBMs 588 FF) TC 3 B 450,388 1o 3 B RBMEs (1 TC 4 B 40, 1A 3
IEAABAER B H R H AN R T A% S A2 70 HEWT, 22 20 ST 0L qOe) B T3 AR AR 73 (R BR 2 p(x), B 12 73 B K RT DA
5 cn g

Z=[ pyds = L%q(x)dx (14)

Forr, p() A TR BO 2 1 B B e& K AR 1205 1% 38 I 3T DU A fE B ek 5 A YT R 3045 21 TS 0 BB 3
AL, H1 T FRC 73 BR H019 3 7D SU0 B2 B 52 BRI v A2 4 B, DR G G R LR E 20 R B 1 5 B R B Z B R S —F
R T
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Ey {sgﬂ =277 (15)
A AN RBMs #5284 A7 45 2040 R ALl 2R s £ - 5+
In p(x) = max— Z Oxt — [ Bg))z} ] (16)

Hha BEBSE LT % BIRRENE A BRI AL 2 HE W 1R T V2208 BETC 43 R A (B AT) SR A7 AE — 28 i) 81 72 I 25 0 72
RO T AT B p(x) AT (), R LR T S A R
2.2.5 3T Wasserstein #F 55 [1) RBMs 455 284 Fl1 3L T 145 2% ) RBMs #H 7

L4 1) RBMs HE 8 f T LL IR of Hi i ALL AR BR i ST DU )2 88 76 1 30 2% 23 A0 T8 2R A LR R 30554 T
o /MR B 73 AT AR 43 A 2 18] KL SR KL BB B0 I — PR R T 20, 25 °F 5% () RBMEs 55 B 7E )11 25
R AETE I P A 1) 1) R, AT 20 T A AT AR TE I — S IR LG ON T AR PO AN )L AT SR
RBMs [ H b bR FN F, G088 19 B AR R ECRAL AL RBMs A5 B A7 LE 1 ) 35 15 50, B A% 3 43 A7 AR08 4 A 2 (1)
F) R 2 AT DA BN A R 7 2ok B . — F R % AR SO AR B O B T Wasserstein B 25 ) RBMs
(WRBMs),7E WRBMs H, {8 ff} Wasserstein 2 12 >k F5 545 84 45 A0 R EHE 2 A0 2 18] 1) 22 5 iX Fo =X 00 H b o 200
AR BB 7 1 PRI AN 73 A0 2 [8) 22 S OO W0 2, 0 BB 8 F 40 70 A 2 TRV /N I 282 e 2% /i RBMIs A58 B AZ7E I o B2 ST 1
AT e .

F—FERX RBMs H A B8 200 008 2 A @ 2 T X Judii 2k (1) RBMs B 54 (GAN-RBMs), £ GAN-RBMs H, H
i R BUAE LSRR B B AL B BTN 40 R BRI RBMs 1 DS 37 R 48 B4 A2 il 3, TR I s 2 BA 0 R BT 1
X PUAE B 28 ¥ critic B, R0 0 RT D2 B 00 0 2 SR B T3R8 22k B T RBMs 158 8 1) 2 44, 2k T 31X o
SAEFE H bR R B I A 45 2%, 1T EUAE RBMs *%iﬁx&iﬂﬁlAﬁﬁ/\?ﬁﬁF‘ﬁffﬂﬁgm Gy A0 X BT D Sk
RUIE TV S 2R PR, T RBMs A58 Y A7 7E 1) 55 K 10) Rl A2 FL I 25 bU st R 3 30— 5 19 5 RBMEs 454 Y 1) i 15
J1FF B RBMs VI ZRBV5 I 5 2% FE 75 SR A2 A 7 ) 2 A0 I‘Eﬂ .
22,6 ARINGHEENEER S L

MR RACL SR At 31 (¥ #71 )2 SR &, PCD 1% F1 FPCD HiZJ2 CD HikMy B, MA 134 7E T ,7E CD Bk
fitlh b 2 RF 7 SE R IR W] R BE SR IE AR 1) 43 A A B T CD B9, PCD HE A FPCD BVELEAS H 80D iy 4b
THE I AR AT R T, 7T DUE RO B 24 S 2 T I0A B (V008 AT Bh 28 R R 6 2 S 253 B 5 X 3 Bl BV AN [,
T HE W ()3 AL T 9 SRV T B SRR I R DR I3 B R R AEL A T A TR B 5 A ST R R SRR TR A
AR ZY A BB I R RO A I — R 5, P T E N RE & J‘EU%UE@% T SR T v B0 & 1T A Y A
H 1E DBMs FIIl 457, 5t A FH 1 33% 77 7 Rl Persistent Markov Chain 43 751 5K 38 1t B4 4 28 Fsi A4 #2260 2 48
53 1A TR 2 SRR 025, #8291 A ABMAGE AL 23 A LA KA AL A3 AT T 3 B T 42 1% 07 32k AR Y A EE VR T 40 o 4, TR
BELTE 2017 4F S H 3 75T 0 7 B Sk B B8 I IE 2 R IR B2 5 2.2.4 TN A B
AR 5y 300 FE T I8 I T 43 bR B AR A TE T 0T LASRAR B8 A5 2K AR KSR il 1 Bk i A2 A X F CD A J% PCD ik, %
TV AT A R B v, T R 2 (I RN )L DL R O VR R T AR R ARLAR A T B, 6 T RBMs T & IR BLAR
il TS T e MU 23 A AR BY 43 A7 2 (B 1) KL B0 AE 2 KL B30 S AN W R I B /M 0808 23 A AR BY 43 A7
Z ) KL 805 7 — B R E b o BB o) A RO 0 A 2 18] 1) KL 5% 3K, 1% 2 5 30 RBMs B8 7= Az (1 5 1Y
I3 A7 1 S ¥ (over-smoothing), 4 T i IX A 18] 8L A BT BTHUR BINE] RBMs B HR #EE T (Boltzmann
embedded adversary machines, & #X BEAMs)fx | }J\j'::'l*/l\ﬁ% B L K KL R B oy Hoth il 2R 25 0 3,
A] DL RBMs B 43 A7 i 8 3 0 [ A, 22 - 1 A B %, Wassertein BE 254 5] Al RBMs F1,iX 5 /2 26 2.2.5
HIPI2ERT BE 0 B R LS A ARVE AR IR AL log W\%Hﬂ”lﬂ'ﬂ*%lﬁ,%%ﬁﬁ FPCD Sk i) SEe, AT FN 28 740 F i1
Xf gt AL

T Wasserstein RBMs K [ ] 1oss #2 20AS [R], ERL b 2 i N5 BE &1L | WL 3 T 6, B AR 3128 43 7 5 1) VRBM
YR FEIT K (E R X F R B 46 L1 log fLAR 48 45, VRBM R ILE L.
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2.3 SC{ERBMsiEH!

545 1f) RBMs [¥1 52 7045 P RO 7500 SR 1, 33 b 0 2 0 B0 o 703 A A 34— 308 i 550308 500 1) RBMEs B A
~{ RBMs(binary-RBMs). 148 —{H ] RBMs #F MNIST 25 — {8 th B 4 _E 940 JSRIEHE R BUER IS T 4 Nk
R HIRCR RBMs 498 P ok P 78 3% JEE 4SS TR Bl g 4% FEE o 428 W) 4% (1) B 2 4 Rl 30 4, 1L ot T S 4 PR A A A8, — B F)
RBMs FHUEFEASELAR, X N 7E 50 N B0 B0 B AL AR P, — S0 B B4 ROl & K A B, AT i % RBMIs A7,
{55 LB 5@ A A S AE B, RBMs BIF 70 1% 59— > 2 2 1) A,

-120 ¢
-
g 130
;* FPCD
£ -140 +
2
2150 -
g CD-
_g
7 -160 +
' MF CD
I?D 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]

325 64s 1285 d4m 8m 17m 34m 68m 2h 4h 9h 18h

Fig. 3 Modeling MNIST data using an RBM with 25 hidden units
B3 R REVESE MNIST S 4 Lt
23.1 8405 RBMs
L2 B 1) £ 76 RBMs & — PG 1) B BT 3G v A — )23 B IR IR0 2 2% AR AL 1) A5 48 1) {1 RBMs 45
BT LLE R H RBMs(Exp-RBMs) {4545, 7E Exp-RBMs H B4 7% #E % A LAF) ] Bregman Divergence i
wmr:
P(h; | 7;) = exp(=D, (1, || b)) + g (h,) (17)
PO, | 1) =exp(=D, (s, || v,) + g(v)) (18)
Hrb,g REBIC by I ZEIC v BTN ,g REMSE 1T & (base measure),D, £ WIS R4 f ] Bregman
Divergence, 1] LA Dy hy)=—mh tF () +F " (h),F 9 f By 8L dF () d=fin), F 2 f R E 1 IR
SRR BB G B LB g(h)=c, 84,50 AT R E P(hy) ;) W7 LA 1 0 43 A SR ol
exp(=D,(n; | b)) +c) = N(h, | f(1)). f'(1,)) (19)
BT 2(19), T AR LUE HAS [ JE 2 000 o6 B0R 7= A A 81 20 v 3 o0 3 B AR B0 s R
5> %L Exp-RBMs ) fig & iR 8 0] LR R A
E@, ) ==Wh+ Y, (F* () +g0))+ X (F*(h) +g(h))) (20)
£ 1512 T A EFE R BB 50 A Exp-RBMs H i A2 A 2 18] B 6t B2 9% 2R

Table 1 The Gaussian approximation of different activation functions'™

R ANIE A B0 A T AL TR xR O R KL

LV BOE RS i T3 B AR
Sigmoid unit (1+e ! None exp(n7h-log(1+exp(7)))

Noisy Tanh unit (1+e"’)’]—1/2 N m),(fAn)-12)(f(n)+1/2)) exp(nh-log(1+exp(n))+ent(h)+g(h))
Linear unit 7 N(7,1) exp(nh—n*12—h*12-log(\21))
Softplus unit log(1+e™) N(f(n),(1+eD ™) exp(17h—2Liy(—e")—hlog(1-¢"y+ylog(e"—1)+g(h))

ReLU max(0,7) N(f(m),I1(m) None

Exponential unit e’ N(e",e") exp(nh—e"-h(log(y—1)+g(h))
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£ Exp-RBMs H 25 5 571 /5 i EEMTE I TE 11 AN, 5 i SAZE A 09 H AT 2R &AL 1) 38 T A
[0 2R 4, R A Exp-RBMs 1T LAAS 3 A [F] 1) 2% 4 5 391 73 A1 A8 1T Exp-RBMs [R1RE A7 7E — 44 o) B B AR S A v
43 A 2 S AE A (B BT DL )2 B0 0 AR 2 2% A T G ZE ST MR B R Exp-RBMs ANRERIE T ILE AT s 2
V) )R A, T SR P ] 6 P A — S 512 o i) 00 R S DG B 42 TR oM, AR SO0 40 — S S RBMs A5 Y 1K S A5 70 43K
P 2% A4 w8 37 o AT AR VT L SR G IR R M SR ATAE O R &R
232 HABEAKISZ{H RBMs

N T RS 15 N B, 22 A S 8 R SEE PR T B 4 RBMs A K B oG B T X — AL & 8 RBMs
(mRBMs) & H R 45 58 B 82 15 a0, o7 L2 58 G (R 38 IR AN 2% 14 w5 397 43 A ,mRBMs - 1) F I 8 = [ A5 A1 0 i
BSHL A m Wi A 8 IR B 7 2 R — NS B 5 FE, LR mRBMs [ 88 & 1R 50 0] LR OR
R

"wh (v—a)?

E(w,h) =———2 —pTh+-2 @21
o 20
Hrd, ol W 7 2 ,a,b 2 I B, W0E R AT LR R v in IR
1 1
Py, | h)= O_imexp(_w(vi —4 _o-izjwzjhj)] (22)
P(h, =1|v) = sigmoid[zl_v"W,j +b,} (23)
O;

M R(22) 0T LA P (v ) B 050 A S0 TN @, + 0,3 Wohy, 157 % 05 o, IR CD-K 5%,
mRBMs )5 HH il f il AR 0 R

wwan (), -2 o) ) @49
a=a+n [ZN Ly VﬁK)j/N 25)

a n:lo. n=1 o
b=ban, (X0 k- Yo HO) /N (26)

HF mRBMs {8 75 22 58 F 2 — AN % A R, O AN BRE0Z 5 a5 AR A I, T L2 50 0 P 0 2 6 A kST 1.
M Exp-RBMs [fiEE mRBMs & —Fsk %01 Exp-RBMs, Ju 2 S B8 ReLU 5 Softplus i,
Exp-RBMs ] L2 1 65802 B 70 5 A2 S48 Ak 1 B8 4R 1, 1 22 S8 $00% 2 1) 2 77 16 AR 5 M 10 90 4 1 4R AR,
PR (1945 25 A 2 1) 2 AF 2 14, 7 220 B 33 b A 54 14 ) mRBMs 1 Exp-RBMs #57 A8 AR 17 b g 8 sz f =144 S8 A
XL AT T — 288 H9 RBMs 554 : 1) 5 2 RBMs(cRBMs)Hll (spike-and-slab RBMs, f#j #% ssRBMs).7E
cRBMs HY, AT L2 5058 IR M 46 & 1 20 A, AR A T mRBMs,cRBMs 7EREGHE 7 51 NN T f BT @i 44 v
W oA AE T F BB 7 2 R L RE B R AT LR R I R
F (D 2
E(V’h):_Z[ZviCifj [ihjfij—ibjhj (27)
f=1\li=1 Jj=1 j=1
oo F 2 B0 D87 ) H0iE, C=(Cy) e R”F AT WL BRI 1 f 22 18] BB HE B P=(P,) e R 2 B ol 2% B oG A
TRl - 22 ] PR BUAE R BB e R 3R v LSRR i

P(hg =1]v)= sigmoide TPy (Z,»D:IC[/-V,-)Z + bfj (28)

P(v| h¢) = N(0, Cdiag(Ph<)C") (29)

EH T AT L2 B0 B0 e SR JEXT A BB 7 ZE AR B, 4 B Gibbs SRR IE A TR AR AT L Z G HPIRAS

1. 2T B B RTR & 545 K B 5k (hybrid Monte Carlo, B8 HMC)# 51 A 2 0] WL 2 86 i SRR i #2 ,
cRBMs f) H HHAERT DL IR Q1
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F(v)= —zj_llog{l + exp(zj_lpjf [iv,.qu +b jB (30)

-1

7E cRBMs H 0% B4 5 B 1188 F(v) I e P(v) o< exp(=F(v)), Fe v, 90 77 Z5 3 2 500 AR T, 6 357 40 A6 1 01 28

TE UG R A R AR BB, T B S 500 218 & o A 3R S AN 5 22, 0% B R AR R 1
HE AR ssRBMs #5321 Hi 2k, ssRBMs [ fit & R AT LR R T :

E(v,s,h) = %vTAv—ijl(vajsjhj +%sjajsj + bjth (1)
o, w; RABUE R 2E j 51, 0fl A JZXT A HERS, ssSRBMs (1) 2% {305 2 T LR 7R i T
P(h; :1|v):0'[%vTWjaijv+bj] (32)
P(s; |v.)=N (ha;'Wv.a;") (33)
P |5, =N(AS W5, A7) (34)

7 RBMs R Lt b AR i 2w i thml LAgk 31 2 31 ssRBMs .38 2 B R T ssRBMs 5 Hiflh RBMs Hik
(mRBMs. cRBMs. mcRBMSs)7E 42 F ST EL 45 3.

Table 2 The classification accuracies of RBM models

%2 mRBMs. cRBMs. mcRBMs. ssRBMs 7& CIFAR-10 I [#] 4 ke i

Bk c¢RBM mRBM mcRBM ssRBM
I R IEH (%) 59.7+1.0 64.7+0.9 68.2+0.9 69.940.9

RBMs £ ¥ £ &1 %6 RF 5 1) #5145 AL AR 4 5] i1 :Mixed-variate RBMs %! Cumulative RBMs™*?), Thurstonian
RBMs!*, correspondence RBMs*Y. Relevance RBMs*. 2 1 4 ¥ B # B 45, Tran 25 A3 T Mixed-variate
RBMs 15 ) g 855 & 75 L JE Ak B Tran 558 A EF X () 2 AR BEALHE 28 80 32 Y T Cumulative RBMs; 7 #5 LA AT 45
7, Feng %5 N $E H correspondence RBMs 1%, Zhao 5 A $2 Hi Relevance RBMs 3R AbHE B G ML A5 A 11 43 2 il 7.
5 R,V 2 5 3 6 RBMs (10458 7R 45 4 AN BE B bR B0 T SR R ) 1 B, 49 W0 :Discriminative
RBMs!*®l, Boosted Categorical RBMs!*7), Fuzzy RBMs!*®) H: i1 Larochelle 1 Bengio ¥ 1k % ¥ /3 (discriminative
component) 5| A ¥ RBMs 5% /1 132 H T Discriminative RBMs #5541 X} AN P16 $ 4% 7] @, Lee Al Yoon £ CD
FEHEAE E3EH T Boost CD 5i%.Chen %5 A#&H T Fuzzy RBMs LA =) RBMs & 1.

233 SE{A RBMs Z [a] f¥1 5 & A0 X 1

T 56T E AR W B2, = - Z {5 RBMs(mRBMs) 2 7 1% RBMs 4 &, H il 5 5 2% B 5 RBMs A 24, 2 i &
FH B SE RBMs HE8Y (H 2 B T A8 S AE R B BOR A JE 2 B AT AR A v 0 20 AR o il A 4k fe e T
cRBMs. mcRBMs. ssRBMs S545 B 35X Lo Y (1) = A 5 ) g o R Wi & 4 P,

RBM

Fig.4 The diagram of the relationships among the models
K4 %50 RBMs B2 [A] ) 5% 7m0

HARK UL, AE RBMs NI HY AR {5 A58 8 AN 5 5 Ak 2 A 5008 3 AR AR KR P L BR i) T RBMs A58 24 ) i A0
HET™ N T R ARIZAS e, 2 2 TDT 30 B FT s RBMs A6 8 87 ] 21 S8 #0408 b e 90 Hinton 55 A2t {3 1
RBMs H1 45 s B0 M 2 K 375 1Y mUIRZS XA RBMs 1] LR X TAJ[0, 1722 18] ) H 8 A Al HY X A e 7 v
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U3 B RCR A BAR O T R LI A 1) /B, mRBMs #2& H i BB RBMs BT L2715 s 7R 45 € B2 709 s B
A AF T 37 e IR AN v 307 43 A e e S A T 4 AT I B SR R A AR 3R /0 A mRBMs 2 RBMs B[ B3RS
J&& 72 FL A B A ) A P S AE 4 1Y) RBMs A8 SRR % BE AN 3, R A U AR )2 M A5 FH A 7 R TR R )
i SR T, mRBMs AR 1% 7T L J2 5 70 42 2% AR b 7 0 0 T X Rl M 8 1) U5 SR ME 28 R FH 21 Gibbs SRAE L, &
FHECERE AR T AT RS T 4 hoar v AT B2 T RBMs 8 458 S8 B0808 A0 200, 0 2 sl g, R o IR 4G
B3 R AR A R AR AE — 58 AHOCVE I, R Ik ,mRBM s B S 4505 1) RE 138 A TE SR T (0 25 (R ZE LR Rl B8 T
AR A W o A ) B 77 22 ,cRBMs FI1 ssRBMs 3 HY 7E cRBMs [{3&ERE I, mcRBMs ##2 i ,mcRBMs F - [d]
i S A 4% 14 1 30 o0 A R B R AN 5 2 AR T ,cRBMs Al meRBMs I Z5 A7 7E F 1) /8 2, 75 B0 F VR & 5205 R 18 A
et S AT W2 BT BSOS BE R A T ReAf A 4 BRIK) Gibbs SKAE,ssRBMs K HLBe iR L 5] N T & A A IR T A4
2 T A O ) v BT 20 A AR, B BT 9 A S RBMs M Heilll 2R B3 A7 AE — 2 A 2 3 T 8 1) BRI Y ey
T 75 BB T 43 R 0™ A AR 2R A B DR GOS0 PR T R AN R AT Y, R0 B0 AR 2 DAS A AN [R] i el 92
SR T8 T A T HA R R B AT U ) S RBM A B 0t 6 T SRR SRR 1) SRR SRR 1) — A 1) B2 TR B 4R R 5 /R
A B, I B AR BB A0 v A Bl RBM AR AR R B — DR AT 9T A A L O B R

Kol RG A ST 55, 5 — 7 T, 2 3 T T AE BT 78 04T 58 in A5 2t il 2% RBMs A5 7Y
3 RBMs 5#HZ M4

20 22 80 424K, Hinton F LeCun 5527 $ t 1 [ [0 A% & 55 (BP) F R I 25 22 J2 1 22 0 2% 56 T B0 BE T P 1)
48 (gradient descent),BP %2 —Fhsk B 47 bk HUvk B I I SR 5005, Z 800 T 5 4% 22 R BOC T S 500 B B A
K:0;0,1—V gLoss I FEAIE N, BP FIAE T H Z E M %54 — R IR V gLoss I =2 5 XU, H 2,3 T BP &
IR P 22 DR 28 A7 A — 8 ) L v A R ARV T BE TR FE T B ) TERR SR T B I OR — A v B R L 3 L
e R ERIR AL, AR AAEFEIEZIR T R R SUE5 N8 RIGREMNS RN T Rz EM%
BT I 25 ) R A 5 5 DA ol 222 9 2% ) i 22 ot T 61 350 53 0 A 100 0 B2 40 T 00 D O DU A 55 5 B X A 40 T 4% [ D 4
AAAE A % 22 1 T A B 1) B, AT A 22 J2 1ol 428 TN 6% S 255 5 WAL S0 81 2 - 11 s 3 B A AR 7 A 4o 22 X 4% 15 2
—ANEF A AERUE, B T Boltzmann 431 Al Dy /R W] R B ALIZ BHAG I R 22 2 LR T H R BUR 22 2 HUF
RE B B Z50R 1 3 0P 8 X 485 (1) G TH R A T A 2 I 4% T DA O D — A RR IR 2 300 3K 2% 2 HL:RBMs. i i
RBMs f A1 fH 22 W 25 0] LATE Gi 11 772 B3RS R, 3 T RBMs IR E B 15 W (deep belief nets, fij #X DBNs), 5| H
RPN R ) S AR SR R h LI 5 T 2 )2 M 4 W0 4% BE 5, TR BE 2 ST MR A 38 T HE BAE A A AL A mT A
Ui, RBMs A& R BE 5 =) 1) 46 0K 75 35 18 1R T A58 47 440 190 2% 1) R it 4 B P ME S RBMs A8 A0 A DL 7= A B R AS (7] 1) ¢
£ 4544 :DBNs Fl DBMs, 45 & 45 £ WX 4% 45 44,746 B I8 £ & 15 M (convolutional neural networks, f&j # CNNs)7E 4b 2 [
AR I R A ) H T RBMs A58 B 4 45 4 3124 R 5 0728 3 HE T RS B (0 A5 3 1 G B 3% ) DA Rk
Z M4 H RBMs FIHHE W45 (1 454 — D7 THAREE T 1652 )2 B0 2% 10V 45, 13 I 245 16 2 3075 DLy R 2B I TP e T
PRBE 22 S IR 53— J7 T, BH T RBMs [RHE 32 00 [a) (14, 4+ 22 ) 25 Al RBMs 4545 75 21 (R Y B W] LA T 540500,
4 R] DA T 2F A, 1T AR ARS8 H R BUIR B 2 ST AL 5 — A A
3.1 DBNs#IDBMs

DBNs & — i iR & I B AL T003 S 6 1n) (9 S BT A2, 42 F B2 2 1 i R B9 2R % 2 DBNs 1] LLER
RBMs & 2 HE & SR Al 2,38 2 o 28 Hh i)l 25 RBMs B2 4% 1 — 4 RBM 1% /£ 8 F — > RBM 5N\, E &
9015 5] DBNs.DBNSs 1 LUFH T 444 Mo 28 19 46 F AL, LA — /T AL F0 3 J2HE78 At 1 DBN's %2 57 UK A 2 43
Aii A LLR R R

P,k 1, 8D = P(v| AV)P(h" | K?)P(h® 1) (35)
Hodr, P(h® 1) 3R RBMs A 40 A Pl )R P(hV|h D)y RBMSs 15 A 53 #ii AR 4 RBMs 1) 5341 66 4 £ :
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PO [hen) =TT P | e+ = simgoid(zzgl) BEWD & b}”) (36)
Horp pORIRE | AN I B WOR RS -1 JERE 2 2 B AR B, 2 I 45 16 7 125, 7T DA 280
WItE L —~ DBNs #i% DBMs & 2 AL M HESR TG ] AR AL & — R ST M OE I T 5  BEAHIE R B
THZRIT s ESR DBMs 1T H E 24 ¥ =T DBNs,(H/2E H T DBMs & — 25t EiE 44 7 5 I04h 5 104
fIE,DBMs [ BG4 peag B8 i €. LA 2 ANFaIUZ 1) DBM AL 6], L B8 & bR 0nT LR R T R
{0 W) 3 R AR5 DS S
HRH ik 5 bR K, DBMs HJG (¥ 0 26 A

P(H" =1]v,h) =simgoid( Y. v + 3 WP +b) (38)
P(RP =11h0) = sigmoid( Y h"W + b2 | (39)
Py, =1 h0) = sigmoid(zjm;”h;‘) & c,.) (40)

DBNs #1 DBMs 5% 5 #51] DL 15 1l 15 4 22 [ 22 J2 4 0 1 2% 1 5 4 F RBMs W) 4R 46 (¥ DBNs #1 DBMs #&
— TG B AR B I B AT 2 A T o 0 X % R 5 M B A S R AT 55, D D 2B A ST ARRAIE S A T TR LB SR &R
FET I )5 1) DBNs #1 DBMs, 25 & W8 5= ST 1 77 35, 1T LA 58 i SR AT 55, 3 I s B 5 31 v

(1) T BP SLiLFIRUE A,

(2) #T wake-sleep S iZ PN FIAE BT FE.

(3) =T Class-RBMs F1/3 2 88 () 4H 4.

B 1TV B R B I R A ) B, BP B R TR T R I AR b A — N A R RS R B
VEIRAS T BRI R BEHLAE FE R % (stochastic gradient descent,fijFK SGD),7E 3 T W5 B 2% ) HIVAR & M 4% (deep
neural nets, [ #% DNNs)H1,SGD A8 B T Ff i b o 17 50 1), R 17, SGD HVETE I 25 DNN I EUAS T 3 I I R8CR.
BT AT AR HRE 1 SR A 20 ) 24 1 o 52 2% [ ALK 18] RV 288 A0 88 0 — AN gt — 2B 70 1 i) L

Wake-sleep %42 — Fh 3 T J1RF 2 B B30 FE A 48 N 48 vp 2 I SR 50008 A2 18 T 1 A8 il B9 B4, 38 4 4
T B L1 F (top-down) 2E /% 14 (1 Be 5 2 B2 o R ZS 3T BLA T Il 4k B R ifi b (bottom-up) I A %1 AL {E
(reco-weights)>0) T B IRAT LIRS T B 11\ S0 32 (reco-connections), 5t 7] LM HE 7T — 2 BT IR {5 B &
BN — 2 095 B AT % ) A BROBUAE . 45 5 26 AU {E (generative  weights), 525 2% > 13 Fl A KU (recognition
weights); R ., %5 5E W HBUE, B2t 7] DL 232 3] A2 BB TE IS BE B B (“wake” phase), A FIBUE 8 T B T 3K
B4 0, A0 40 Z 10 2 0 RS B A T U252 BOBUE 76 B AR B B (“sleep” pahse), B 117 T b AR B % 845 A T-IA
FIVE R IR 2% S0, AT A CESCHE , BT A 4T 2 1 40 22 o RZS B AT T2 S A .

5 3 T2 ST Class-RBMs BA J 73 2K 35 (1) 15 B %2 2] 77 Class-RBMs J& — F 3k T FE A R A7 % ) RBMs
iR Class-RBMs # BN x FIARE y 2 WA HEZR A0 HBE R AT DLRR W T

E(x,p,h)=—h"Wx—b"x~c"h—d"e,~h"Ue, (41)
BT RE R L BOE R BT LR R A
P(h| y,x) =sigmoid(c, +U , + " W,x,) (42)
P(x, =1|h)= sigmoid(b,. + z/_Wﬁhj) (43)
BEE AT ASRAZ S AR 5% y RSN x I 26 AR
il e

Hh,F(y,x)y B B fE.Class-RBMs Z237 1 it NS FIARRE  [A) (WIBC & 70 AT X AE — AR B8 T BP Bk A
[F )2, BP Hik S THRHEZR 2R R M2 AL T Class-RBMs fEME T #E B 2 J5 B 348 F /3 2R 88, Bl W S 1A &
Hl(support vector machines, & X SVMs), 1] LLFRA5 b 42 FRAE 1 18 71 2R

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



K S FRILRE FHHR RE 2085

32 ETTHBERBMGANRESER

VAEs AT 7z H S T2 M5B 5 o) R0 UG AR i VAEs 2 25 D137 Ji 21 7 1) B TR 23 Sl 4 B 2%
I 25 P 50 43 AE A% S 1) B DB X 2 R W X— Z— X0 X3RRI, Z 2 B i 38 (1) 3 U I X2 i i R X
B — NI AR SEEL T TG B R AE 22 31T DL 2] B BR Nk 1A Z.VAEs AR T3 38 1) B 45 W 25, Ba Uk ik Z 2%
I3 BT RS ML 3 A POo) LRI KL B SRS AR BN A8 73 R L 7E VAEs 1,4 i8 25 F AR5 2% v]
DL AN 6] 1 0 20, e v e i P R TR XA 4 2 I 265, G Tl 245 R AR LD 25 8 £ 0 28 DX 0 2 e, R IR S TN x 1
FAMEZE qzp) RN mIE A, N T 5N 5 A AR BT LS Dy TR

In(p,(x)) = KL(q,(h | x) || pp(h] X)) + L(x,60,4) (45)
Forb L AR B BOh AR B0 40, BH T KLBORE RORT-46 T 0 1, R ik b 3R 4Bl 48 o e mr Ak — 282 5 et T
In(py(x)) = L(x,0,4) =—KL(q,(h | X) | po () + E, 1) [In p, (x| B)] (46)
Fort p(h) & R 275 s S i e, — MR A 0 R BBE S 56 A 23 a1 B0 18 2 AT T 2 B a3 (B D 04 05 20 1 IRbR it
TEZS5A1 , B I AN TE2S 70 A FHAE 26 AR A 25 SR A2 BOBUHE o, (HL 2 3 P v 38T 0 A1 SR A2 B 3 N B804 A7 76 — 8 (A 2 5
TG EHE VR B X 45 75 32 R AIE 1R 0 72 R R AE 2 38 0 1 Gk B AU R 22 AL AR ok @i B R = &
FERL o3 A 3 P, 9 T RSl AR A 2 il b STIARHAGE 1) 29 U 4 24 T VAEs 1 RBMs VR G R BBk 48 T
K, VAEs [T 8 RBMs 1E A58 8 etk S BAR IR 4010, 2 )2 B FA R 2% 1Y) B2 At E L5 RBMs 2
BEC I R AR, 8 S ST BT BP BRI ZRAEE Y JE -3 Fh 77 v (14 G AR R 2 T DALAS
B TEHNIE M BRI AR R A

I — Fi S 2 RBMs X $T4E BRI 45 A 45 & .GANS s B T 3EH A 2009 A8 BB Y 4% 48 1) GANs Ji i 5 i
)75 2B AR R 43 A A B HE 40 A 2 [ TS B ,WGANSs F GANs 25l 31T T ik, e /MU AR R 43 A5 A
W 73 AT 2 18] ff) Wasserstein #5525, {H /&, WGAN [l Zrid A7 7E — 52 100 il 8L, I I R A A2 e B B IR 3 35 1) AU,
H GANs 7 253k % U A4 T ZEAT K E R AT 1,4 683K 15 — A LRI 0 A U B R T 3Rk 4%
P e g FLA A GANs PR35 AR i Y G 2 30 0 o i) AR 51 N B RBMs 1, ] B 5 /N A4 5080 7 A7 RS B 43
i Z 6]/ forword KL % TR 73 415 5 04 43 A1 2 (8] 1) reverse KL 8%, %46 B it 45 45 #,GAN-RBMs 1] LA
44 VAEs BUE 3hm s a8 AL 20 il 2 2 B AR RS Y.

3.3 BRREEREN

A —Fh BT ) DNNs #5570 & 5 B 28 [ 2% (convolutional neural nets, f& #% CNNs), A~ [5 -T- i)l 25 A HL
fil,CNNs MM 4546 402549 LA At DNNs, I A 5 AR R AL B AR 4 5 S0 145 B AN HEAS B 5] N B #2425
R S 1815 B kb M 25 S 80 it — D RRK T 1HE 2 42 .CNNs 78 A B AL . H A0, MUIEE 7 s 7R %
50 AR 2 T S5 M M RR R 1 ,CNNs YIRS B b — e I A 1B B 2 I 245 [ B2 /015 2 8 1 I I 45 1 )11 25, 3F
TR FE D HOH 5, CNNs 7T DL ReLU 1 9¥0E 570, 316 GPU _E AT IR B AT e T R4 B T %
Fh/N) 12 2 (Residual Nets. ReLU. BatchNorm. Adam Optimizer. Dropout. GRU. GAN. LSTMs Z5)4h #4t
WA 2% 1) 3= BN 2k T vk SR 30 4R BT 1 BP 0950773 ot I 45 Ah 38 1) 5L, BP S5 JELUA 1) 52 24 G i Ak N
o 222 ) 26 1) 2 08 1 1) R RIT RR) 26 &85 ) FRD AR A ) R K B2 B 1K T DININs B FE T TR, IR 51 T B8 2 ) 22 350
£ DNN (A G 72 (R ,GPU [¥14d 42 44 T Il 2% DNNs [RE £ 555 S5 GPU VR £ 2 SIHEZE, il CAFFE.
TensorFlow &, 9%l %] DNNs 27 iH8e4t 75 8. A JJM >R H 17,7 2 X DNNs (175 55 o1 ik # 48 4 e f
25 25 (R FE AL L, A A B 245 SR sigmoid BRI BN 1E A 30E B4, SR T sigmoid BREE — PRI R L X & 5
OB P B B, ON T B R IR A 1] 3, 26 14 480 B TG (rectified linear unit, 8] FR ReLU) LA K Bt ) Leaky ReLU #%
3] N F] DNNs 13349 7 3 B8 B RS 40 47 9 A4 58 15, ELU Rl SELU $40 28 508 51\ 3] DNNs 112124 DNNs 1)
VR K RV T R R PR 3T BR B, DNNs I S50 2 2 T I A 9 2 1 i 8, o b 2 3B AT B T
highway 4% il ResNets A5 84169 Sy 7 F 5 2 $0 1 39 18 A1 7 2 BatchNorm J7 ¥4 B2 F 21 DNN B3Il 257190y
T @i 4, Dropout J5 %A1 Weight uncertainty 7% Fl T DNNs®77%,
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FEF RBMs, & R 28 W 245 0 LA FH 1 A B AR 00 R B 2B IR AT 55 Lee S22 H H A M4 F1 RBMs,
R T &R B {5 M (convolutional deep belief nets, & #% CDBNSs),# it 5] A & FUAE K £ K1k #:4F,CDBNs
SEIL T B BRI RN AR RO AR SRR BAE M AR R B AT ARIR N T

E(v,h)= —ichv,{ - th,g,n (i(m/ x v')m,n} - bekh;m (47)
=

=1 i,j k=1m,n k=1 m,n

o, ve RVl e RVNK N <N, SR N U 1 R L FoR i N MR I BB 8K R IEM 2SI H e
R™U = ws JSH 888, W FRAERE W 1080 HE . 95 4 ,CDBNs (#3805 5 50T AR A

L ~
Pt =1|v)= sigmoid(Z(W"” XV F b"j (48)
(=
K
PO =11h)= sigmoid(;(W"’/ xhk), ; + c/j (49)

Lee % N\ 7 S2BL5E T CDBNs (1) G 1), 38 Y T M2 B Kb 4k 7 725 (probabilistic max-pooling), it A Bl 15
St BRUEH S B B RBUZ B O BRI DRI CxC RN B B AN R B ot B — A L AE )it
TG pt, A4t Ak )2 p* 1R SEFAT AR IR N N,=Ny/ CNELIL 17 FE R S d Kt Ak v 24 A J2 B e e i
B A — A5 BL I a1 5 0 B00E , 24 it 4k 2 900 K 3E I o T AT PR 0 AN SRS 3 T SR KON R ik
#,CDBNs 5 i bR £ T AR R I

E(v,h) = —iZdV,{ - iz;z;m (i(pf/w x V’)m,nj - iZbkhjm
=1

I1=1 i,j k=1 m,n k=1m,n (50)
subjectto > ki <1, Vka

(mn)<a
35 B0 L, CDBNS 10 2% P00 2K 71 L3
> exp(1(ht,))
P(hm*” ! l V) 1+ Z(m’,n')ea eXp(I(h’}:"”/)) (51)
P(p =0|v)= 1 -

1+ z(m’,n')ea exp(](h,’;yn,))
o, 1(ht,) = Y0 (R xvhy, o+ bk, T L2 BT B0 30 5 2 BT CDBNs — 5135 F #3645 kit {6 ,CDBNs
A LA R0 ) FH 9 5% (14 2 0 A 45 ) 2 =T RGO 2 it B B R AL, 9 5 7 B 1 A R A

34 RBMs5HWMEZMEESHNBEIRE

E w5 A A2 RS Y AL 45 VAESs Rl GANs 25,8 A 4 B 28 5 CNNs 25,44 RBMs 15 24 Tl G545 284 37 Fi 75
CNNs H,Be 518 CNNs BEAT DL T BHE IR 3R 7T LA F BG4 5, B RBMs 1T BASl CNNs R854 20 91 46 4k
UG, AT A2 3E CNNs WS T8 A 75 16 Jo 3 i £ M B /2K RBMs 1 R T I 25 5 00 AR 77 7E — i )
%5, RBMs 1 R0 I8 2 2] 5035, FRAS e ARAIE FLRRAE 0 15 R A R 140 25100, B 36 1 40 X 4 2 B 00 19 n, 1 B RBMs
RT3 23 FE0E FE A7 K B4 T2 O BAS B 2, BT 25 2 3R B FE 0. 0T 20788 RBMs ) % & bR BURI5 2R
PR 2, AT RBMs 453 21 (R REAiE 5245 FI T 2 2 CNNs (143 284T %%, /& RBMs A& KU 7010 — A 5 050 1) L 3L Uk 1B N
AR AR T B AR RBMs AT LU RS VAEs 1 GANs 45 & (H 2 AE A4 i B K & RBMs X LA @ LR g, i+
RBMs 1125 75 2R A 3 A G002, L h B B 20 FE AR v, R RR R B2 ,RBMs I 45 52 4% 5 22578 KT VAEs Fl GANGs.
e 3t RBMs B I 25 595 A0 RBMs 0 9 26 &35 40, AT 477 F8 RBMs IR B, 440 78 B 0 238 B0 A A 22 /& RBMEs
T 9 190 2 A 0

4 RESRE

AILLRR T RBMs AMIREZE W 24 45 BEARAIT F0 AN S o )t Jie AR 3k 25 -4 v IR B 27 ST O N L RE
T LR TT R, VF 2 22 3 B0 T A0 I W R Y ) BUUR 22 5] vp L H AT A R B SO RAE N T
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RBMs 18 {7 RE AR, TS A7 AE — LU (B 45 33F — AP A 75 10 10) AL RBMs A5 Y 1) S50 y05 182 1 o 80 5 28— 2B AT 5, 0
2 f% RBMs g L& 735 Nk RBMs BERY 11125 DL & 32 =5 RBMs A5 7Y S A% S 40408 11 B 7). Carlson 55 %
& R RBMs ¥ H #5 B4 1 Shatten-oof@ # MR E, JF IR 1 7 7E MK YE 7 8] b B2 8 240K SSD &k, H B H M 22 /i
LA W AR 1) 7V BUE 98 Dropout J7¥% . DropConnect 77 7% F1 Weight-uncertainty 77 255 4 A 3k 15 15
Ab B R ) A AR AE B RBMs BF 78 (9 2 . &0 RBMs HI4FAE R IE 1T LLEE & CRFs B 2 B % 2 E A Hx
TR S, CRFs A B 23 BIATARIC 45 R 2 BT H T RBMs [FARFESR B, DL S R AE Rk (1 BE 7 23Xt
RFATA S5 W F R SR 10 8. B BT FR 7 1A 5 48 X 2 (capsule nets) 1Y 2577 3 [F] A, 10 48 ) 45 1) )11 50
F T BP BVE I, HAFAE R R AVRRAE 2% 2] 75 R & — T SR A (070 2 A il A Dy 2 56 J5 1) RBMs B3k 2K 1 4
[ () PR G4 22 RBMEs A8 o 5 NG (R 2507 0t 72 2 T SR FATTHIF 50 1) 2 A
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