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Abstract

We introduce a novel framework of reservoir computing. @all automaton is
used as the reservoir of dynamical systems. Input is rangdprojected onto the
initial conditions of automaton cells and nonlinear congpion is performed on
the input via application of a rule in the automaton for a peief time. The evo-
lution of the automaton creates a space-time volume of ttanzaton state space,
and it is used as the reservoir. The proposed framework abiapf long short-
term memory and it requires orders of magnitude less cortipaotaompared to
Echo State Networks. Also, for additive cellular automatoles, reservoir fea-
tures can be combined using Boolean operations, which gies\a direct way for
concept building and symbolic processing, and it is muchemaficient compared
to state-of-the-art approaches.

1 Introduction

Many real life problems in artificial intelligence requireet system to remember previous inputs.
Recurrent neural networks (RNN) are powerful tools of maeHearning with memory. For this
reason they have become one of the first choices for modelingrdical systems. In this paper
we propose a novel recurrent computation framework thah#&#ogous to Echo State Networks
(ESN) but with very low computational complexity. The pregd algorithm uses cellular automata
in Reservoir Computing (RC) architecture and is capable afid-Short-Term-Memory (LSTM).
Additionally, the binary nature of the feature space andtadgly of the cellular automaton rules
enable Boolean logic, and provides a great potential fortmlim processing. In the following
sections we review reservoir computing, cellular autonaatd neuro-symbolic computation, then
we state the contribution of our study.

1.1 Reservoir Computing

Recurrent Neural Networks are connectionist computatimoaels that utilize distributed represen-
tation and nonlinear dynamics of its units. Information NN is propagated and processed in time
through the states of its hidden units, which make them gpjate tools for sequential information
processing.

RNNs are known to be Turing complete computational modélsafl universal approximators
of dynamical systems [2]. They are especially appealingofoblems that require remembering
long-range statistical relationships such as speechraldunguage processing, video processing,
financial data analysis etc.

Despite their immense potential as universal computeffigulties in training RNNs arise due to
the inherent difficulty of learning long-term dependen®:&,[5] and convergence issugs [6]. How-
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ever, recent advances suggest promising approaches icoovieig these issues, such as utilizing a
reservoir of coupled oscillators|[7, 8].

Reservoir computing (echo state networks or liquid statethimes) alleviates the problem of train-
ing in a recurrent network by using a static dynamical resieef coupled oscillators, which are
operating at the edge of chaos. It is claimed that many ofetiygse of dynamical systems pos-
sess high computational powér [9,] 10]. In this approach,tdugch dynamics already provided
by the reservoir, there is no need to train many recurrerd@riagnd learning takes place only at
the output (or read-out stage) layer. This simplificationl#as usage of recurrent neural networks
in complicated tasks that require memory for long-rangeh(ispatially and temporally) statistical
relationships.

The essential feature of the network in the reservoir isedadicho state propertyl[7]. In networks
with this property, the effect of previous state and presimyput dissipates gradually in the network
without getting amplified. In classical echo state netwptie network is generated randomly and
sparsely, considering the spectral radius requiremerttseofveight matrix. Even though spectral
radius constraint ensures stability of the network to sorterg, it does not say anything about the
short-term memory or computational capacity of the netwdtie knowledge about this capacity is
essential for proper design of the reservoir for the givek.ta

The reservoir is expected to operate at the edge of chaosdettze dynamical systems are shown
to present high computational power at this mdde [9, 10]. hHigemory capacity is also shown
for reservoirs at the edge of chaos. Lyapunov exponent isasune edge of chaos operation in a
dynamical system, and it can be empirically computed forsemair network[[10]. However, this
computation is not trivial or automatic, and needs expeetrirention[[11].

Itis empirically shown that there is an optimum Lyapunovexgnt of the reservoir network, related
to the amount of memory needed for the task [12]. Thus, finéatuthe connections in the reservoir
for learning the optimal connections that lead to optimahpynov exponent is very crucial for
achieving good performance with the reservoir. There angyrygpes of learning methods proposed
for tuning the reservoir connections (seel[11] for a revidvawever optimization procedure on the
weight matrix is prone to get stuck at local optimum due tchhigrvature in the weight space.

The input in a complex task is generated by multiple diffemmocesses, for which the dynamics
and spatio-temporal correlations might be very differ@re important shortcoming of the classical
reservoir computing approach is its inability to deal withltiple spatio-temporal scales simultane-
ously. Modular reservoirs have been proposed that contanymecoupled sub-reservoirs operating
in different scales, however fine tuning the sub-resenascording to the task is not trivial.

1.2 Cellular Automata

Cellular automaton is a discrete computational model stingj of a regular grid of cells, each in one
of a finite number of states. The state of an individual cedless in time according to a fixed rule,

depending on the current state and the state of neighboesinfdrmation presented as the initial
states of a grid of cells is processed in the state transitibaellular automaton and computation is
extremely local. Cellular automata governed by some of tifesrare proven to be computationally
universal, capable of simulating a Turing maching [13].

The rules of cellular automata are classified [14] accortntpeir behavior: attractor, oscillating,
chaotic, and edge of chaos. Some of the rules in the last atasshown to be Turing complete
(rule 110, Conways game of life). Lyapunov exponent of autatlautomaton can be computed
and it is shown to be a good indicator of computational powehe automata [15]. A spectrum
of Lyapunov exponent values can be achieved using differelhtlar automata rules. Therefore a
dynamical system with specific memory capacity (i.e. Lyapuexponent value) can be constructed
by using a corresponding cellular automaton.

Cellular automata have been previously used for assoeiatiemory and classification tasks.
Tzionas et al. [[16] proposed a cellular automaton basedifitzgion algorithm. Their algorithm

clusters 2D data using cellular automata, creating bouesi&etween different seeds in the 2D
lattice. The partitioned 2D space creates geometricattsire resembling a Voronoi diagram. Dif-
ferent data points belonging to the same class fall into #mesisland in the Voronoi structure,
hence are attracted to the same basin. Clustering profer&fiolar automata is exploited in a fam-



ily of approaches, using rules that form attractors indatSpace [17, 18]. The attractor dynamics
of cellular automata resembles Hopfield network architestil9]. These approaches have two
major problems: low dimensionality and low computationaMer. The first problem is due to the
need for representing data in 2D space and the need for iviad-&igorithms in higher dimensions.
The second problem is due to limiting the computationalesentation of cellular automata activity
with attractor dynamics and clustering. The time evolutibithe cellular automata has very high
computational representation, especially for edge of sligmamics, but this is not exploited if the
presented data are classified according to the convergedib@b space.

Another approach is cellular neural networks| [20]. It hasrbghown that every binary cellular au-
tomata of any dimension is a special case of a cellular naeetalork of the same neighborhood size
[21]. However, cellular neural networks impose a very sfiespatial structure and they are gen-
erally implemented on specialized hardware, generallymf@ge processing (see [22] for a recent
design).

1.3 Symbolic Processing on Neural Representations

Uniting the expressive power of mathematical logic andegpatrecognition capability of neural
networks has been an open question for decades, althougtaksuccessful theories have been
proposed([23, 24, 25]. Difficulty arises due to the very dif@ mathematical nature of logical
reasoning and dynamical systems theory. Recently Jaegeoged a novel framework called "Con-
ceptors” based on reservoir computing architecture [26g Conceptors are linear operators learned
from the activities of the reservoir neurons and they candmlined by elementary logical opera-
tors, which enables them to form symbolic representatibtieeneural activities and build semantic
hierarchies. In a similar flavor, Mikolov et al. [27] succisly used neural network representations
of words (language modeling) for analogical reasoning.

1.4 Contributions

We provide a very low computational complexity method foplementing reservoir computing
based recurrent computation, using cellular automatdul@ehutomata replace the echo state neu-
ral networks. This approach provides both theortical ad{iral advantages over classical neuron-
based reservoir computing. We show that the proposed frankels capable of accomplishing
long-short-term-memory tasks such as the famous 5 bit armit20emory, which are known to be
problematic for feedforward architecturés [5]. Addititlpave show that the framework has great
potential for symbolic processing such that the celluldomata feature space can directly be com-
bined by Boolean operations, hence they can represent gznaed form a hierarchy of semantic
interpretations. The computational complexity of the feavork is shown to be orders of magnitude
lower than echo state network based reservoir computingpappes. In the next section we give
the details of the algorithm and then provide results onglatiical learning tasks.

2 Methods

In our reservoir computing method, data are passed on alarelutomaton instead of an echo
state network and the nonlinear dynamics of cellular automprovide the necessary projection
of the input data onto an expressive and discriminativeesp&@ompared to classical neuron-based
reservoir computing, the reservoir design is trivial: gkt automaton rule selection. Utilization of
edge of chaos automaton rules ensures Turing complete datiguuin the reservoir, which is not
guaranteed in classical reservoir computing approaches.

Algorithmic flow of our method is shown in Figuté 1. The resncomputing system receives the
input data. The encoding stage translates the input intmiti@ states of a 1D or multidimensional
cellular automaton (2D is shown as an example). In resecaoiputing stage, the cellular automa-
ton rules are executed for a fixed period of iteratiafls {0 evolve the initial states. The evolution
of the cellular automaton is recorded such that, at each sty a snapshot of the whole states in
the cellular automaton is vectorized and concatenateds diitput is a projection of the input onto
a nonlinear cellular automata state space. Then the cellukmaton output is used for further
processing according to the task (eg. classification, cesgion, clustering etc.).
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Figure 1: General framework for cellular automata baseerved computing.
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Figure 2: Two options for encoding the input into cellulat@unaton initial statesa. Each cell
receives a weighted sum of the input dimensidnsEach feature dimension is randomly mapped
onto the cellular automaton cells.

In encoding stage there are two proposed options dependitigednput datal. For non-binary in-
put data, each cell of cellular automaton might receive tteid input from every feature dimension
of the input (FiguréRa). The weighted sum is then binarizedeich cell. In this option, instead
of receiving input from the whole set of feature dimensiansingle cell can receive input from a
subset of feature dimensions. In that case, the weight vémta cell is sparse and a subspace of
the input is processed by specific cells. In general, the hitgigan be set randomly as in echo state
networks.2. For binary input data, each feature dimension can randomin&pped onto the cells
of the cellular automaton (Figulré 2b). The size of the CA #théallow the input feature dimension.

The cellular automaton evolves according to a prespecifital (Figure[8). It is experimentally
observed that multiple random mappings are needed for acgurhere ard: number of different
random mappings, i.e. separate CA reservoirs, and theyoanbined into a large reservoir feature
vector. The computation in CA takes place when cell actigitg to nonzero initial values (i.e. input)
mix and interact. Both prolonged evolution duration andsterice of different random mappings
increase the probability of long range interactions, heémgrove computational power.

Cellular Automaton Reservoir

Reservoir Feature
[1001000111 ...] ——| Classifier
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Figure 3: Cellular automaton (CA) reservoir which is the cgtime volume of the automaton
evolution using Rule X. The whole evolution of the CA is vetted and it is used as the reservoir
feature for classification.




3 Reaults

In order to test for long-short-term-memaory capability loé oroposed framework, 5 bit and 20 bit
memory tasks were used. In these tasks, a sequence of bawoyvare presented, then following a
distractor period, a cue signal is given after which the ougould be the initially presented binary
vectors. Input-output mapping is learned by estimatinglithear regression weights via pseudo-
inverse (see [28] for details). These tasks have binarytjignce it is possible to randomly map
the input values onto cells as initial states (Figure 2b}hBid elementary CA rules and 2D Game
of Life CAis explored. The total computational complexiydetermined by the number of different
random mappingsk, (i.e. separate reservoirs, Figlile 3) and the number ofteeditionsI. The
success criteria provided by [28] is used in the experiments

3.1 Gameof Life

5 bit task is run for distractor peridfy 200 and 1000. The percent of trials that failed is shown for
variousRz andI combinations in Tablel1. 20 bit task is run for distractoief;, 200 and 300, and
again percent failed trials is shown in Table 2. It is obsditheit Game of Life CA is able to solve
both 5 bit and 20 bit problems and for very long distractoiqus.

To =200 | R=4| 16 | 32

|64 T, =1000 | R=4 | 16 |32 | 64

1=4 100 | 100 | 100 | 4 =4 100 | 100 | 100 | 100
16 100 | 28 | O 0 16 100 | 100 | 100 | 14
32 100 | O 0 0 32 100 | 100 | 100 | O
64 100 | O 0 0 64 100 | 100| 22 | O

Table 1: Percent failed trials for 5 Bit Task, Game of Life C&,= 200 (Left) T, = 1000 (Right).
Rows are number of iteratiods and Columns are number of random permutations.

T, = 200 | R=192| 256 | 320 | 384
=12 100 | 100 100 32
16 100 |84 |12 |0

T, = 300 | R=192| 256 | 320 | 384
=12 100 | 100 | 100 | 60
16 100 | 100| 20 |0

Table 2: Percent failed trials for 20 Bit Task, Game of Life B = 200 (Left) T, = 300 (Right).
Rows and columns are the same as above.

3.2 Elementary Cdlular Automata

5 bit task ([ = 200) is used to explore the capabilities of elementary cellaldomata rules. Rules
32, 160, 4, 108, 218 and 250 are unable to give meaningfultsefr any [R, I] combination.
Rules 22, 30, 126, 150, 182, 110, 54, 62, 90, 60 are able giveobfer some combination. Best
performances are observed for rules 90, 150, 182 and 22cieasing order (Tablg 3). It is again
observed that computational power is enhanced with inagrg&itherR or I, thus multiplication of
the two variables determine the overall performance.

Rule90 | R=8| 16| 32| 64  Rulel50 | R=8 | 16 | 32 | 64
1=8 100 [ 78 12| O 1=8 100 | 80| 8 0
16 74 4 0 0 16 84 6 0 0
32 4 2 0 - 32 8 0 0 -
Rulel82 | R=8] 16| 32| 6 Rule22 | R=8| 16 | 32 | 64
1=8 100 | 82| 18| O 1=8 100 | 78| 20| O
16 92 14| 0 0 16 86 16 | O 0
32 12 0 0 - 32 16 0 0 -

Table 3: Percent failed trials for 5 Bit Task, Elementary CAé%,7, = 200. Rows and columns

are the same as above.

We further examined the performance of elementary celmldomaton rule 90 foB bit memory
task (B is a variable), using different reservoir sizés X I) and distractor periodg{). The Figure
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Figure 4: Minimum resevoir size needed for zero error as atfan of number of bits to be remem-
bered. The experiment is repeated for 3 different distrgmtoiods.

[4 gives the minimum reservoir size to achieve zero error fibergnt B values. It is observed that
there is a polynomial increase in the minimum required resesize with number of bits to be
remembered and but a logarithmic increase with distracaog.

In summary, the cellular automaton state space offers aamchflexible reservoir of dynamical
computation, that is capable of long-short-term-memolgs€3 CA ruled[14], which show random
behavior, seem to give best performance in these type af.task

3.3 Symbolic Processing with Additive Cellular Automaton Rules

Some of the best performing CA rules explored above showtisddiehavior: the evolution for
different initial conditions can be computed independetitien the results are combined by simply
adding[29. 14]. For example, rule 90 is additive under esigkior (XOR) operation such that, when
two separate initial conditions are combined by XOR (showrbl, their subsequent evolution can
also be combined by XOR. Although the combination logic fder150, and 22 (because it simulates
rule 90) can also be derived, we will focus on rule 90.

Suppose we have two separate inpdtsB. Let us assume that the nonzero entries in the input (i.e.
initial states of the CA) represent the existence of caiegbobjects, as in 5 bit and 20 bit tasks. We
compute the CA reservoir by applying the rule (i.e. 90) foeaiqd of time steps and concatenating
the state space, call the@y andCg. We are interested in a new concept by combining the two
inputs: A v B. This new concept should represent the union of objectstiagiseparately inl and

B, thus it is more abstract. Due to the binary categoricalatdir nature of the input feature space,
definition of logical combination rules are straightfordakVe define OR operation by computing
the reservoir ofd v B:

OR(A,B) =CavB=Ca®CPCaprp=CaCp_a4.

The representation of the new concept obtained by union mtirex concepts, can be computed
directly on the cellular automata reservoir feature space via XORadp@, which is equivalent to
addition operation on Galois Fields. 4

If the pattern is already stored in a concept, a repetitivhtenh does not make a change:
Cavyvp = Cavp ® Co = Cavs,
and this is essential for incremental storage.

Concept generated through NOT operation will arise frona @dtich co-vary inversely:

NOT(A) =C_p =Ca.

Y(R,I) parameter combination in our framework is analogous tetapeparameter in Conceptors.



AND operation will generate a concept that consists of dbjtat co-exist in bottd and BA. :
AND(A,B) =Capp =Ca®Ca_p.

XOR’ing and multiplication (inF5) of existing concepts can be done:
XOR(A, B) = OA b CBa
MULT(A,B) = C4 ACp.

The classical rules of Boolean logic hold for this systeno@is not given). Overall the framework
has great expressive power: availability of XOR and AND fettite wholeF;, field and it is possible

to represent any logic obtainable by (OR , AND), with the éiddial benefit of algebraic operations.

H However it should be noted that, the nice symbolic compamatroperties of the cellular automa-
ton framework is applicable when the non-zero featuretaiteis of the CA initial states represent
the existence of a predefined object/conBeptaving said that, any input feature space can be trans-
formed into this categorical indicator space by quantimatir encoding using weighted summation
(Figurd2a), even though it might not be practical. Propgegixnents should be designed to test the
properties given above as (n |26].

3.4 Computational Complexity

There are two major savings of cellular automata frameworkgmared to classical echo state net-
works:

1. Cellular automaton evolution is governed by bitwise atiens instead of floating point multipli-
cations.

2. Since the reservoir feature vector is binary, matrix iplitation needed in the linear classifica-
tion/regression can be replaced by summation.

Multiplication in echo state network is replaced with bigeilogic (eg. XOR for rule 90) and mul-
tiplication in classification/regression is replaced wsthmmation. Overall, multiplication is com-
pletely avoided, both in reservoir computation and in éfaséregression stages, which makes the
CA framework especially suitable for FPGA hardware implatagons.

Task | ESN (Floating Point)| CA (Bitwise) | Speedup
5bit7Ty =200 | 1.03M 0.43M 2.4X
5bit7Ty = 1000 | 13.1 M 8.3M 1.6X
20 bitTy =200 | 17.3 M 95M 1.8X

Table 4: The comparison of the number of operations for thw estate networks (ESN) and the
Cellular Automata (CA) framework. Operation is floating pidfior ESN, but bitwise for CA.

The number of operations needed for the reservoir computafi5 bit and 20 bit tasks is given in
Table[4, both for Echo State Network (ESN) in[28] and for akelt automata (CAf] There is a
speedup in the number of operations in the order of 1.5-3Xve¥er, considering the difference of
complexity between floating point and bitwise operatiohsré¢ isalmost two or der s of magnitude
speedup/energy savinds.

For symbolic processing, therens additional computation for CA framework, reservoir outputs
can directly be combined using logical rules. However, @mtars [26] that are built upon ESN
require correlation matrix computation and matrix multiption of large matrices, for each input.
As an example, for 20 bit task, = 200, 1760 M floating point operations are needed for correlation
matrix computation. Then there is a matrix inversid®i0 x 2000 size, 68 M operations) and matrix
multiplication (two2000 x 2000 size matrices, 16000 M operations) to obtain the Concepadrixn

All these computations (about 18 billion) are avoided bygsin additive CA rule in our framework.

2Derived using De Morgan’s rule and experimentally verified.

Hence, Galois Linear Feedback Shift Registers (LFSR) dlizadt.

“Binary coding is another option but logical operations aeaningless in this case.

®For ESN, it is assumed that the number of floating point opersaiis equal to 2*NNZ.

8CPU architectures are optimized for arithmetic operatidniisvise logic takes 1 cycle and 32 bit floating
point multiplication takes only 4 cycles, on 4th generatitaswell Intel™ core. Therefore the speedup/energy
savings due to the bitwise operations will be much more igsiim hardware design, i.e. FPGA.



4 Discussion

We provide a novel framework of recurrent computation thaigpable of long-short-term-memory
and symbolic processing, which requires significantly Essputation compared to echo state net-
works. [1 In the proposed reservoir computing approach, data aregassa cellular automaton
instead of an echo state network, and similar to echo stdteorles with sparse connections, the
computation is local (only two neighbors in 1D) in the cadluhutomata space. Moreover, the best
performing cellular automata rules are additive. How dodseenely local, additive and bitwise
computation gives surprisingly good performance in a patfioal machine learning task? This
guestion needs further examination, however the expetssaiggest that if a dynamical system has
universal computation capability, it can be utilized foifidult tasks that require recurrent process-
ing once it is properly used. The trick that worked in the megd framework is multiple random
projections of the inputs that enhanced the probabilitpafjirange interactions. However it is use-
ful, this expansion is expected to vastly increase the featimension for more complicated tasks,
and curse with dimensionality.

Cellular automata are very easy to implement in paralletiivare such as FPGAL([31]) or GPU

(unpublished experiments on_[32]). 100 billion cell opemas per second seem feasible on mid-
range GPU cards, this is a very large number considering libmbperations are needed for

20 bit task. Several theoretical advantages of the celmldomata framework compared to echo
state networks are mentioned, in addition to their prachieaefits. Cellular automata are easier to
analyze, have insurances on Turing completeness and a@Bowaiean logic as well as algebra on

Galois Field.

There are a few extensions of the framework that is expeotedyrove the performance and com-

putation time:

1. A hybrid [33] and a multilayer automaton can be used to ledifferent spatio-temporal scales

in the input.

2. The best rule/random mapping combination can be seatohau unsupervised manner (pre-

training). The rank of the binary state space can be usedg®=itiormance of combinations.

3. The problems due to the large dimensionality of the featypace can be alleviated by using a
bagging approach that also selects a subset of the featace speach ba@ [34].

4. GPU programming can be devised to significantly (arourtX32]) speed up processing.

As a future work we would like to test the framework in realadttsks such as language modeling,
music and handwriting prediction. Also symbolic proceggierformance of the cellular automata
reservoir needs to be evaluated.
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