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Abstract— When training deep neural networks, it is typicaly
assumed that the training examples areuniformly difficult to
learn. Or, to restate, it is assumed that the training or will be
uniformly distributed across the training examples. Based on
these assumptions, each training example is used asqual
number of times. However, this assumption may notédvalid in
many cases. “Oddball SGD” (novelty-driven stochasti gradient
descent) was recently introduced to drive training
probabilistically according to the error distributi on — training
frequency is proportional to training error magnitude. In this
article, using a deep neural network to encode a deo, we show
that oddball SGD can be used to enforce uniform error across the
training set.

Index terms—Deep learning, Oddball SGD, video coding, Yin
and Yang, DSP Interpretation.

I. INTRODUCTION

When training a deep neural
stochastic gradient descent (SGD), some assumptoas
made of the training data with respect to the legrnhat is
necessary. In particular, it is assumed that legrshould be
performed uniformly across the training set. Thisams that
all the examples of the training set receive arakgumber of
steps to update the weights during training. Howewe
practice, there is no reason that this assumptiamiformity
should hold for DNN whose learning is arbitrarilgmconvex
and whose training data are arbitrarily distributed

A recent approach to this problem [1, see 2] idrige the
path of SGD according to the evolving error disitibn
across the training set. Each training examplesggaed a
selection probability that is proportional to thearoe
magnitude. The result of this isnavelty-driven SGD known
as “oddball SGD” [1]. This can also be seen as ranfof
negative feedback.

It has been demonstrated thoaidball SGD can speed up
learning by a large factor [1] with respect to femeralisation
error on the test set. However, it is not knownoctlyawhat

network (DNN) wit

usually uniformly distributed in their abstract fiee space.
Using the video frames, each DNN is independentinéd
with either traditional non-batch SGD or witHdball SGD. In
order to robustly enforce uniformity of learningavaddball
SGD [1], we raise the error magnitudes (across thaitrgiset)
to a large power prior to normalised applicationsakection
probability during oddball SGD. We then characterise the
evolving distribution of training error across ttraining set
for both independent (but identical) models. Ousutes
demonstrate thabddball SGD may be used to strongly
enforce uniform learning across the training set.

Original video frame

Synthesised video frame

Fig. 1. Example video frameWe took the 32x32 pixel images (frames) and
unpacked them into a vector of length 1024 to ftrenoutput at the last layer
of the synthesiser DNN. Each video frame was thssigaed a unique class at
the input layer. On the left is plotted the oridimaleo frame and on the right
is plotted a video frame synthesised using a nétwmined usingoddball
SGD

Il. METHOD

We consider a video sequence featuring 1000 framies,
32x32 pixels per frame. Each pixel consisted ofraygcale
intensity, normalised to the range [0,1]. We assigreach
frame a unique class, giving 1000 classes. Thi ferm of
arbitrary associative memory [2]. We then traineDNN to
synthesise each video frame (image) from the reispec
(unigue) class. Thus, we used the DNN as a deepifgpo
encoder/decoder.

The input layer to the DNN was a vector of lengdoQ

effectoddball SGD has on the distribution of error across thEOr €ach training example (frame) the respectisescivas set
training set. In this article, we illustrate thepaaity of this t0 1 and the remainder set to 0. For the outpuerlaye
learning algorithm to enforce uniformity of leargimcross a unpacked the images of 32x32 pixels into vectorsenfth
training set. 1024. An example video frame (and correspondinghstit
We train two identical instances of an associatieep fecreation) is given in Fig. 1. Pixel intensitiesere
neural network [see 2] to synthesise the frames ofdeo. hormalized to the range [0,1]. We built a fully oected
This video case study is relevant because videndsaare not network of size 1000x100x1024 units with sigmoitieation



functions and sigmoid output layer. In terms ofgpaeters, between the prediction of the model and the trgirdata for
the original video is of dimension [1000x1024 =24M00] the output layer) was then computed, for eachitrgislement,
and the synthesiser DNN features ~200,000 weights,the output layer with respect to the trainingadd hen, for
representing a compression (dimension reductionfofaof each element of the training set, the sum of trsslabe error
around 5x with respect to the original video. (across the 1024-unit output layer) was computeti @aced
Oddball SGD. Each training iteration ofoddball SGD in a vector (length 1000) corresponding to the nirgy
began with a feed-forward pass over the 1000-elemexamples. This vector represents the stateow#lty of each
training set. Absolute prediction error (the abseldifference training element [1].
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Fig. 2. Uniform Learning via oddball SGD. Summary statistics for synthesis error across rthieihg set (1000 video frames). For each
video frame, the absolute error is computed atotitput layer (with respect to the original videadasummed. This gives an overall error
measure for each video frame. The distributiondsgithe 1000 frames) is then summarised with a raedrSTD. The mean is consistent
with typical measures of training error. The STptoaes the uniformity of error across the trainggg.a plots mean error as a function of
cumulative SGD steps (1000 steps = a full sweegréafitional non-batch SGDI plots error STD as a function of cumulative SGBpst
(1000 steps = a full sweep for traditional non-heB&D).

Novelty-driven selection statistics. In order to specifically characterise both the overall learning (mean) ahd t
enforceuniformity of learning, the novelty vector was raised uniformity of learning (STD). For theddball SGD model,
to the power of 100. Theovelty vector was then normalisedSGD steps are counted cumulatively (a full swee@@D is
so that it summed to 1 (i.e., it could be interpdein terms of 1000 steps) and are compared like for like (onep-bty-step
instantaneous probabilities). The resulting norseali basis). For reliable comparison, both instancethefmodel
selection probability vector was then used to assignwere trained from the exact same random startinghte A
instantaneous selection probabilities to each itrgirlement learning rate (SGD step size) of 1 was used fotralhing.
(so that selection probability was proportionaltte novelty). Dropout [4] and dither [5-7] were not used (forgeas that

During each iterative step afddball SGD, an element of are beyond the scope of this article).
the training set was randomly selected accordingth®
selection probabilities. Traditional non-batch S@Rs also

used to train a separate model. In this case, kalcbweep 1. RESULTS
iteration of training featured a random orderingtloé 1000 Our DNNs are tasked with learning a deep encodfrth®
training examples. video frames such that they are able to synthesish frame

Each separate instance of the model (traditionatbaich on demand with as little error as possible. Théalily is that
SGD and oddball SGD) was trained for 10 full-sweepmany of the video frames are very similar, whils¢ tmost
iterations (10,000 cumulative update steps of SCdalient frames (e.g., featuring movement) are verysual.
respectively). Momentum was not used. At each steperror Hence, by the law of averages, the significanctheferror in
was computed (over the 1000 video frames) and #mnnand these ‘oddball’ frames is small. However, in term$
standard deviation (STD) computed. This allows s perception (or information), these frames are pesthe most



important in the video. Furthermore, non-uniformoer(over
time, in the video case) is perhaps more likelpegerceived.
Hence, uniformity of error is critical for this dpgation.

We quantify DNN performance in terms of video syis
error (the sum of the absolute error in pixel isignin the
synthesised image, with respect to the originahing image).
Taking this error measure across the training s&ihg the
mean we are able to capture the dynamics of leguimirour
two respective regimes. Using the STD, we are &btapture
the uniformity of learning for comparison.

Fig. 2 plots the mean and STD, of summed-absolute;e
across the training examples (video frames), far thvo
models trained with traditional non-batch SGD auidiball
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respectively. Fig. 2a plots the mean summed-abs@uubr
across the video frames. Theddball SGD mean error
function drops more quickly than that of the motteined
with the traditional non-batch SGD method.

Fig. 2b plots the respective STD functions. As Gpéted,
the STD falls rapidly for theoddball SGD model,
demonstrating the enforcement of uniformity of teag.
However, the STD function actually rises, initialfior the
model trained with traditional non-batch SGD andsimot
recover to the level of theddball SGD model. Overall, the
oddball SGD model shows a much smaller STD of error
across the training set and this advantage petsisisghout
(and beyond 100 full sweep training iterations -tadaot
shown).
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Fig. 3. Uniform Learning via oddball SGD: Waterfall error distribution plots. These plots show the sum-of-absolute error (y)axss
distributed over the training examples (in sequrdider of frames, x-axis) as a function of curtiue SGD steps (z-axisp shows the

evolution of the error distribution for the modedihed with tradition

al non-batch SGDB.plots the same for the model trained watidball

SGD. NB: These error functions are not raised to any power, hence they do not linearly correspond to the raised novelty vector which drove

the oddball SGD algorithm.



Fig. 3 provides ‘waterfall’ plots showing the adtuaror
distributions for the respective models as theyhevmver
time (cumulative SGD steps). Fig. 3a shows the wiai of
the distribution of error over the training exanplerideo [
frames) for the model trained with traditional noai:ch SGD.
There are clear non-uniformities which persist tigtwout the [
10 full-sweep iterations (10,000 cumulative SGD psje
Generally, these error peaks in the distributiorrespond to 3
groups of frames in the video featuring movemeitsus, ]
these distributions capture novelty and show thist mnovelty
persists over time in a relative sense.

Fig. 3b plots the same evolution for the modehtdi using 5]
oddball SGD (with the novelty vector raised to the power of
100 before normalisation to create theection probability  []
vector). The error distribution is markedly uniform by
comparison to that of the model trained using tiadial non- 7]
batch SGD. The enforcement of uniformity is clead aobust
— any peaks in the error distribution are suppikssa the
negative feedback afddball SGD.

IV. DISCUSSION ANDCONCLUSION

In this article, we have demonstrated tbddball SGD [1]
may be used to enforce uniformity of learning asra@s
training set. We have also noted how this mightuseful for
deep encoding of video or other data of non-unifomure.
In principle, the power of 100 (to which tm®velty vector
was raised) is arbitrary and acts as a tunablenpetea that
provides control over the uniformity of learningathis
enforced.
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