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Abstract

We propose a novel training approach for improving the generalization in neural
networks. We show that in contrast to regular constraints for orthogonality, our
approach represents a data-dependent orthogonality constraint, and is closely
related to singular value decompositions of the weight matrices. We also show
how our formulation is easy to realize in practical network architectures via a
reverse pass, which aims for reconstructing the full sequence of internal states of
the network. Despite being a surprisingly simple change, we demonstrate that
this forward-backward training approach, which we refer to as racecar training,
leads to significantly more generic features being extracted from a given data
set. Networks trained with our approach show more balanced mutual information
between input and output throughout all layers, yield improved explainability and,
exhibit improved performance for a variety of tasks and task transfers.

1 Introduction

Despite their vast success, training neural networks that generalize well to a wide range of previously
unseen tasks remains a fundamental challenge [35] [13]. A variety of techniques have been
proposed over the years, ranging from well-established ones like dropout [44], and weight decay
[33] [30]], to techniques for orthogonalization 2. While the former ones primarily
focus on avoiding over-fitting rather than generality, the latter is closer to the goals of our paper:
generalization is often seen in terms of extracting the most basic set of feature templates [43]],
similar to orthogonal vectors, that span the distribution of a data set under consideration. Here,
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Figure 1: Racecar training yields improved results for a wide range of applications: a): For difficult shape
classification tasks, our approach outperforms regular training (Stdrs) as well as state-of-the-art regularizers
(Ortrs): the RR1g model instead classifies the airplane shape with high confidence. b): Our approach establishes
mutual information between input and output distributions, retrieving intuitive and explainable dimensions. c):

A racecar model yields an improved reconstruction for stylization tasks. d): For CIFAR 10 classification with a
Resnet110, RR(, yields substantial practical improvements over the state-of-the-art Ortcjo.
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especially the dominant features [38]] that occur most often in a data set are those that have the
highest potential to be applicable in new contexts and yield generalizing capabilities. The challenge
of extracting such features is two-fold: finding the dominant features in a large and diverse data-set,
and representing them given limited computational resources. Our formulation incurs only a very
moderate computational cost, is very easy to integrate and widely applicable, while at the same time
outperforming existing methods for extracting dominant features.

Our formulation draws inspiration from the human trait to disassemble and re-assemble objects.
These deconstruction tasks serve a wide range of purposes, from a hobby for motorists, to an essential
source of learning and exploration for children [19]. We show that dominant, and general features can
be learned with a simple, yet powerful and general modification of neural network training in line with
these re-assembly tasks: in addition to a regular forward pass, we add a reverse pass that is constrained
to reconstruct all in-between results of the forward pass as well as the input. This palindromic structure
yields substantial improvements for generalization of the learned representations in a wide range of
architectures and significantly improves performance. Our results indicate that the reversible nature
of the proposed training setup, which we will subsequently refer to via the palindrome “racecar” due
to the backward-forward connectivity of the resulting network, encourages the learning of generic
and reusable features that benefit a wide range of objectives.

We will evaluate the generality of the extracted dominant features in the context of transfer learning.
For a regular, i.e., a non-transfer task, the goal usually is to train a network that gives the optimal
performance for one specific goal. This has been demonstrated in numerous success stories [32} 29|
17, 21]]. In a regular training run, the network naturally exploits any observed correlations between
input and output distribution. E.g., if the color of an object in any way correlates with its type, the
training of a classifier should find and use this information. In recent years, even networks trained
only for a very specific task were shown to be surprisingly suitable starting points when training
models for different tasks [54} |18l 8]]. Often, the original network learned representations that were
at least partially applicable to different data domains. An inherent difficulty in this setting is that
typically no knowledge about the specifics of the new data and task domains is available at the
training time of the source model. While it is common practice to target broad and difficult tasks
hoping that this will result in features that are applicable in new domains, we instead leverage the
data distribution of the inputs when training the source model.

The structure of our networks is inspired by invertible network architectures that have received
significant attention in recent years [[16} 24, 156]. However, instead of aiming for a bijective mapping
that reproduces inputs, we strive for learning a general representation by constraining the network
to represent an as-reversible-as-possible process for all intermediate layer activations. Thus, even
for cases where a classifier can, e.g., rely on color for inference of an object type, the model is
encouraged to learn a representation that can recover the input. Hence, not only the color of the input
should be retrieved, but also, e.g., its shape. In contrast to most structures for invertible networks,
racecar training does not impose architectural restrictions. We demonstrate the benefits of racecar
training for a variety of architectures, from fully connected layers to convolutional neural networks
(CNNp&s), over networks with and without batch normalization, to GAN architectures.

2 Related Work

Several prior methods employed "hard orthogonal constraints" to improve weight orthogonality via
singular value decomposition (SVD) at training time [23, 25} [37]. Bansal et al. [2] additionally
investigated efficient formulations of the orthogonality constraints. In practice, these constraints
are difficult to satisfy, and correspondingly only weakly imposed. Besides, these methods focus
on improving performance for a known, given task. This means the training process only extracts
features that the network considers useful for improving the performance of the current task, not
necessarily improving generalization or transfer performance [49]. While our racecar training shares
similarities with SVD-based constraints, it can be realized with a very efficient L?-based formulation,
and takes the full input distribution into account, leading to improved generalization.

Recovering all input information from hidden representations of a network is generally very difficult
[9} 1341, due to the loss of information throughout the layer transformations. In this context, [48]]
proposed the information bottleneck principle, which states that for an optimal representation,
information unrelated to the current task is omitted. This highlights the common specialization of
conventional training approaches. Reversed network architectures were proposed in previous work
[} 24, 116], but mainly focus on how to make a network fully invertible via augmenting the network



with special structures. As a consequence, the path from input to output is different from the reverse
path that translates output to input. Besides, the augmented structures of these approaches can be
challenging to apply to general network architectures. In contrast, our approach fully preserves an
existing architecture for the backward path, and does not require any operations that were not part
of the source network. As such, it can easily be applied in new settings, e.g., adversarial training
[[L7]. While methods using reverse connections were previously proposed [56 46], these modules
primarily focus on transferring information between layers for a given task, and on auto-encoder
structures for domain adaptation, respectively.

Transfer learning with deep neural networks has been very successful for a variety of challenging
tasks, such as image classification [[L1} 31} |60]], multi-language text classification [59} 139, 58], and
medical imaging problems [40]. [54] proposed an approach to obtain task relationship graphs for
different tasks. In this context, a central challenge is to set up the training process such that it leads to
learning generic features from the data set, which are useful for both source and related tasks rather
than specific features for the source task.

3 Method

Regularization via orthogonality has become a popular tool for training deep CNNs and was shown
to improve performance [23} [2]]. The corresponding constraints can be formulated as:
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i.e., enforcing the transpose of the weight matrix M, € RS %5 for all layers m to yield its inverse

when being multiplied with the original matrix. I denotes the identity matrix with [ = (e}n, ...ef,:"),
e/, denoting the jz;, column unit vector. Minimizing Eq. (I), i.e. M, r Mm — I = 0 is mathematically

equivalent to: T
MIM, e —el =0,j=1,2,..,s", )

with rank(ML M,,) = s, and e/, as eigenvectors of M? M,, with eigenvalues of 1. This
formulation highlights that Eq does not depend on the training data, and instead only targets the
content of M,,,. Our approach re-formulates the original orthogonality constraint in a data-driven
manner: we take into account the set D,,, of inputs for the current layer (either activation from a
previous layer or the training data D; ), and instead minimize

Lrp = Y (MEMydy, —di,)? = > (MM, — I)d},)?, 3)
m=1 m=1

where d!, € D,, C Rsm . This re-formulation of orthogonality allows for minimizing the loss by
extracting the dominant features of the input data instead of only focusing on the content of M,,

We use ¢ to denote the number of linearly independent entries in D,,,, i.e. its dimension, and ¢ the
size of the training data, i.e. |D,,| = t, usually with ¢ < t. For every single datum d?,,i = 1,2, ...,
Eq. () results in

MEM,,d —di =0, 4

m m

and hence d, are eigenvectors of M M,,, with corresponding eigenvalues being 1. Thus, instead
of the generic constraint M1 M,,, = I that is completely agnostic to the data at hand, the proposed
formulation of Eq. (T3) is aware of the training data, which improves the generality of the learned
representation, as we will demonstrate in detail below.

As by construction, rank(M,,) = r < min(si", %), the SVD of M,,, yields:
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with left and right singular vectors in Uy, and Vins respectively, and X,,, having square roots of the r
eigenvalues of ML M, on its diagonal. u¥, and v% (k = 1,...,7) are the eigenvectors of M,, M
and ML M,,, respectively [S0]. Here, espemally the right s1ngular vectors in V,I" are important, as
they determine which structures of the input are processed by the transformatlon M,,,. The original
orthogonality constraint with Eq [@) yields  unit vectors e/, as the eigenvectors of M7 M,,. Hence,
the influence of Eq. (2) on V,,, is completely independent of training data and learning objectives.



Next, we shoe that Lgg facilitates learning dominant features from a given data set. For this, we
consider an arbitrary basis to span the space of inputs D,, for layer m. Let 3, : <w}n, ey W

denote a set of ¢ orthonormal basis vectors obtained via a Gram-Schmidt process, with t > g >r,
and D,,, denoting the matrix of the vectors in 5,,,. As we show in more detail in the appendix, our
constraint from Eq. (T3)) requires eigenvectors of M M to be w?,, with V;,, containing 7 orthogonal

vectors (v v2 ... v’ ) from D, and (s — ) vectors from the null space of M.

We are especially interested in how M., changes w.r.t. input in terms of D,,, i.e., we express Lgr in
terms of D,,. By construction, each input d;,, can be represented as a linear combination via a vector
of coefficients c}, that multiplies D,, sothatd!, =D,,c!,. Since M,,d,,, = UmEngdm, the loss
Lgr of layer m can be rewritten as

ERR = (Mg;Mmdm - dm)2 = (szznzmvnfdm - dm)2
= (V22 2, V.ED e — Dem)?,

where we can assume that the coefficient vector c,, is accumulated over the training data set size

t viac,, = 22:1 c,,, since eventually every single datum in D,,, will contribute to Lgg,, . The
central component of Eq. (@) is V,Z D,,,. For a successful minimization, V;,, needs to retain those w?,
with the largest c,,, coefficients. As V,,, is typically severely limited in terms of its representational
capabilities by the number of adjustable weights in a network, it needs to focus on the most important
eigenvectors in terms of c,,, in order to establish a small distance to D,,c,,. Thus, features that appear
multiple times in the input data with a corresponding factor in c,,, will more strongly contribute to

minimizing Lgrg

m

(6)

m*

To summarize, V,, is driven towards containing r orthogonal vectors w', that represent the most
frequent features of the input data, i.e., the dominant features. Additionally, due to the column vectors
of V,,, being mutually orthogonal, M,, is encouraged to extract different features from the input.
By the sake of being distinct and representative for the data set, these features have the potential to
be useful for new inference tasks. The feature vectors embedded in M,,, can be extracted from the
network weights in practical settings, as we will demonstrate below.

Realization in Neural Networks Calculating M M,,

. R X A m Layer 1 n
is usually very expensive due to the dimensionality of

M,,,. Instead of building it explicitly, we constrain in-

termediate results to realize Eq. (3) when training. A 5

regular training typically starts with a chosen network .

2| >
T

structure and trains the model weights for a given task i
via a suitable loss function. Our approach fully retains ) i
this setup and adds a second pass that reverses the initial
structure while reusing all weights and biases. E.g., for ) -
a typical fully connected layer in the forward pass with Figure 2: A visual overview of the regular
dyi1 = M,,d,, + b, the reverse pass operation is forward pass (blue) and the corresponding re-

. r / verse pass (yellow) that we employ to learn
gﬁven by ?m _de(dm+1 — by), where d,, denotes via data-depend orthogonality constraints.
the reconstructed nput.

Our goal with the reverse pass is to transpose all operations of the forward pass to obtain identical
intermediate activations between the layers with matching dimensionality. We can then constrain
the intermediate results of each layer of the forward pass to match the results of the backward pass,
as illustrated in Fig. Due to the symmetric structure of the two passes, we can use a simple L?
difference to drive the network towards aligning the results:

L2
Eracecar = Z )\m Hdm - dm ’F' (7)
m=1

Here d,,, denotes the input of layer m in the forward pass and d;n the output of layer m for the
reverse pass. A, denotes a scaling factor for the loss of layer m, which, however, is typically constant
in our tests across all layers. Note that with our notation, d; and d,1 refer to the input data, and the
reconstructed input, respectively.

Next, we show how this setup realizes the regularization from Eq. (3). For clarity, we use a fully
connected layer with bias. In a neural network with n hidden layers, the forward process for a layer
m is given by:

dm+1 = Mmdm + bm7 (8)



with d; and d,, 1 denoting in- and output, respectively. For racecar training, we build a layer-wise
reverse pass network with transposed operations and intermediate results d,, , ;:

d;n = Mnj;(derl - bm>7 (9)

.2
which yields Hdm -d,, H = Mg‘Mmdm — d,,. When this difference is minimized via Eq. (]ZI)
F
we obtain activated intermediate content during the reverse pass that reconstructs the values computed
in the forward pass, i.e. d,,, ;| = dp, 11 holds. Replacing d,,, 41 with d,,, 1" in Eq. (), yields a full
reverse pass from output to input, which we use most racecar training runs below. This version is
preferable if a unique path from output to input exists. For architectures where the path is not unique,
e.g., in the presence of additive residual connections, we use the layer-wise formulation from Eq. (9).
The full formulation instead gives:

dm = Mrjr;(dm+1 - bm) - Mgr;(dm—kl - bm) = Mngdm ) (10)
which is consistent with Eq. @, and hence satisfies the original constraint Mf,: M,.d,, —d,, =0.
Up to now, the discussion focused on simplified neural networks without activation functions or
extensions such as batch normalization (BN). While we leave incorporating such extensions into the
derivation for future work, our experiments consistently show that the inherent properties of racecar
training remain valid: even with activations and BN, our approach successfully extracts dominant
structures and yields improved generalization. In the appendix, we give details on how to ensure
that the latent space content for forward and reverse pass is aligned such that differences can be
minimized.

To summarize, we realize the loss formulation of Eq. (7) to minimize > _, (M M,, — I)d,,)?
without explicitly having to construct ML M,,,. We will refer to networks trained with the added

reverse structure and the additional loss terms as being trained with racecar training. We consider
two variants for the reverse pass: a layer-wise racecar training Eq. (9) using the local datum d,,, 41,

and a full version via Eq. (T0) which uses d,, , ;.

Experiments We will use the following naming

(a) Linear model

scheme to differentiate variants in the experiments be- | a4, 4, :
low: Stdyp, RRy, Ortr for base models trained for a 7 v
task T. Here, Std denotes a regular training run (in or- , ¥
ange color in graphs below), while RR denotes models

trained with our racecar training (in green). While We | ) with By and ReLt e, 5
typically use all layers of a network in the racecar con- ! LR %%0.50
straints, a special reduced variant that we compare to e oo
below only applies the constraint for the input data, |ERAEA<™ ob ' |
i.e., m=1 in our notation. A network trained with this ]
variant, denoted by , is effectively trained to only ~Figure 3: Column vectors of Vy;, for different
reconstruct the input. It contains no constraints for the ~trained models 5id, Ort and RR: (a) MNIST
inner activations of the network. Ort additionally de- 2d (b) for peaks. Input features clearly are
notes models trained with Spectral Restricted Isometry successfully embedded in the weights of RR.

Property (SRIP) orthogonal regularization [2]] (in blue). We verify that the column vectors of V,,,
of models from racecar training contain the dominant features of the input with the help of two
classification tests. Both cases employ a single hidden fully connected layer, i.e. do = M;d;. In the
first MNIST test, the training data consists only of 2 different images. After training, we compute the
SVD for M;. Qualitatively, RR shows v that have obvious similarity with the two inputs, while the
vectors of Std and Ort contain no recognizable structures (Fig. [Bp). To quantify this similarity, we
compute an LPIPS distance [57] between v’ and the training data (lower values being better). These
measurements confirm that the singular values of the RR model with 0.282 £ 0.82 are significantly
more similar to the input images that Std and Ort, with 0.411 £ 0.05 and 0.403 £ 0.031, respectively.

For the second classification test, we employ a training data set that is constructed from two dominant
classes (a peak in the top left, and bottom right quadrant, respectively), augmented with noise in the
form of random scribbles. Based on the analysis above, we expect the racecar training to extract
the two dominant peaks during training. Our results confirm this: the peaks are clearly visible for
racecar training, an example is shown in Fig. [3(b), while the other models fail to extract structures
that resemble the input. The LPIPS distances confirm the visual similarity with 0.217 £ 0.022 for
RR, 0.500 £ 0.002 for Std and 0.495 =+ 0.006 for Ort. Thus, our training approach yields a way for
humans to inspect the structures learned by a neural network.



(c) After fine-tuning for A (d) After fine-tuning for B
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Figure 4: MI plane comparisons for different models. a) Visual overview of the content. b) Plane of task A.
Points on each line correspond to layers of one type of model. All points of RR,, are located in the center of the
graph, while and Orta, exhibit large I(D»,;Y), i.e., specialize on the output. c,d): After fine-tuning for

A/B. The last layer D7 of RR,, builds the strongest relationship with Y.

The results above experimentally confirm our derivation of the racecar loss, and its ability to extract
dominant and generalizing structures from the training data. We have focused on relatively simple
setups here, as this allows us to quantify similarity via the training data. Our results below indicate
that racecar training similarly extracts dominant structures from the activations for the deeper layers
of a network. However, due to the lack of ground truth data, it is not easy to evaluate these structures.
Thus, we turn to measurements in terms of mutual information in the next section.

The constraints of Eq. (7) intentionally only minimize differences in an averaged manner with an L2
norm, as we don’t strive for a perfectly bijective mapping between in- and output domains. Instead,
racecar training aims at encouraging the network to extract dominant features that preserve as much
information from the input data set as possible, given the representative capabilities of the chosen
architecture. Hence, while regular training allows a model to specialize its extracted features to
maximize performance for a given task, our approach considers the full data distribution of the input
to represent its dominant features.

4 Evaluation in Terms of Mutual Information

As our approach hinges on the introduction of the reverse pass, we will show that it succeeds in terms
of establishing mutual information (MI) between the input and the constrained intermediates inside a
network. More formally, MI I(X; Y) of random variables X and Y measures how different the joint
distribution of X and Y is w.r.t. the product of their marginal distributions, i.e., the Kullback-Leibler
divergence I(X;Y) = Dk r[Px v)||Px Py]. [48] proposed MI plane to analyze trained models,
which show the MI between the input X and activations of a layer D,y,, i.e., I(X;D,,) and I(D,,;Y),
i.e., MI of layer D,,, with output Y. These two quantities indicate how much information about the in-
and output distributions are retained at each layer, and we use them to show to which extent racecar
training succeeds at incorporating information about the inputs throughout training.

The following tests employ networks with six fully
connected layers with the objective to learn the map-
ping from 12 binary inputs to 2 binary output digits
[42], with results accumulated over five runs. We
compare the versions , Orta, RR,, and a vari-
ant of the latter: , 1.e. a version where only the
input d; is constrained to be reconstructed. While
Fig.[I7|(a), visually summarizes the content of the MI
planes, the graph in (b) highlights that racecar train-

Accuracy Comparisons of Source & Transfer Tasks
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Zoom-in
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ing correlates input and output distributions across N

all layers: the cluster of green points in the center
of the graph shows that all layers contain balanced
MI between in- as well as output and the activations
of each layer. fares slightly worse, while

and Ort, almost exclusively focus on the output with
I(D,,,; Y) being close to one. Once we continue fine-
tuning these models without regularization, the MI

Accyy

Figure 5: Performance for MI source and trans-
fer tasks for the models of Fig. Due to the
large standard deviation of Ort, we show min/max
value ranges. The dashed gray line and region
show baseline accuracy for . The top-left inset
highlights the stability of the high accuracy results
from racecar training.

naturally shifts towards the output, as shown in Fig. 17| (c). RR, , outperforms others in terms of
final performance. Likewise, RR ,; performs best for a transfer task B with switched output digits, as
shown in graph (d). The final performance for both tasks across all runs is summarized in Fig.[5] It
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Figure 7: (a) Examples from texture-shape data set. ~ Figure 8: Left: Examples from CIFAR 10.1 data
(b, c, d) Texture-shape test accuracy comparisons of  set. Right: Accuracy comparisons when applying
Ortrs, Stdrs and RRg for different data sets. models trained on CIFAR 10 to CIFAR 10.1 data.

is apparent that our approach gives the highest performance and very stable results. These graphs
visualize that racecar training succeeds in robustly extracting reusable features.

MI has received attention recently as a learning objective, e.g., in the form of the InfoGAN approach
[S]] for learning disentangled and interpretable latent representations. Interestingly, a side-effect of
the racecar training is that it successfully establishes mutual information between inputs and outputs,
as shown in the previous paragraphs. And while Ml is typically difficult to assess and estimate [31]],
our approach provides a simple and robust way for including it as a learning objective. In this way,
we can, e.g., reproduce the disentangling results from [5], as shown in Fig.[TT[c). A generative model
with racecar training extracts intuitive latent dimensions for the different digits, line thickness, and
orientation without any additional modifications of the loss function.

5 Experimental Results

To illustrate that racecar training is a practical approach that can be employed in real-world deep
learning scenarios, we now turn to a broad range of complex network structures, i.e., CNNs, Au-
toencoders, and GANSs, with a variety of data sets and tasks. We provide quantitative and qualitative
results to show our approach succeeds in improving the generality of neural networks.

Transfer-learning Benchmarks We first evaluate our [ output
approach with two state-of-the-art transfer learning bench-
mark data sets. The first one uses the texture-shape data set
from [[15], which contains challenging images of various
shapes combined with patterns and textures to be classified.
The results below are given for 10 runs each. For the styl-
ized data shown in Fig. |Z| (a), Stdrs yields a performance
of 44.2%, and Ortrg improves the performance to 47.0%,
while RR ¢ yields a performance of 54.7% (see Fig. ).
Thus, the accuracy of RR is 23.76% higher than Stdys,
and 16.38% higher than Ortrg. To assess generality, we
also apply the models to new data without retraining, i.e.
an edge and a filled data set, also shown in Fig.[7] (a). For
the edge data set, RR¢ outperforms both Stds and Ortrs
by 50% and 16.75%, respectively, It is worth pointing out
that the additional constraints of our racecar training lead
to increased requirements for memory and additional computations, e.g., 41.86% more time per
epoch than regular training for the texture-shape test. On the other hand, it allows us to train smaller
models: we can reduce the weight count by 32% for the texture-shape case while still being on-par
with Ortrg in terms of classification performance.

Figure 6: Example output and reconstructed
low resolution results, with the reference
shown right. Only RR, successfully recovers
the input, Std, produces a black image.

As a second test case, we use a CIFAR-based task transfer [41] that measures how well models
trained on the original CIFAR 10, generalize to a new data set (CIFAR 10.1) collected according to
the same principles as the original one. Here we use a Resnet110 with 110 layers and 1.7 million
parameters, In terms of accuracy across 5 runs, Ortcjo outperforms Std¢; by 0.39%, while RR,
outperforms Ortco by another 0.28% in terms of absolute test accuracy (Fig.[24). This increase for
racecar training matches the gains reported for orthogonality in previous work [2]], and thus shows
that our approach yields substantial practical improvements over the latter. It is especially interesting
how well performance for CIFAR 10 translates into transfer performance for CIFAR 10.1. Here,
RR, still outperforms Ortcjg and Stdcjg by 0.22% and 0.95%, respectively. Hence, the models



from racecar training very successfully translate gains in performance from the original task to the
new one, which indicates that the models have successfully learned a set of more general features. To
summarize, both benchmark cases confirm that racecar training benefits generalization. As racecar
training consistently outperforms orthogonalization, we focus on comparisons with regular training
in the following.

Generative Adversarial Models In this section, we em- e,
ploy racecar training in the context of generative models  #%2° 3

for transferring from synthetic to real-world data from the . 1.80 156
ScalarFlow data set [12]]. As super-resolution task A, we first - ﬁ

use a fully-convolutional generator network, adversarially ‘ YR

trained with a discriminator network on the synthetic flow %% St Stle. - Stdan, [

Figure 9: L? loss comparisons for two
different smoke transfer learning tasks (av-
eraged across 5 runs each). The RR models
show the best performance for both tasks.

data. Fig. [fldemonstrates that the racecar network structure
works in conjunction with the GAN training. As shown in
the bottom row, the trained generator succeeds in recover-
ing the input via the reverse pass without modifications. A
regular model Std,, only yields a black image in this case.

We now mirror the generator model from the previous task to create an autoencoder structure that
we apply to two different data sets: the synthetic smoke data used for the GAN training (task By),
and a real-world RGB data set of smoke clouds (task Bs). Thus both variants represent transfer
tasks, the second one being more difficult due to the changed data distribution. The resulting losses,
summarized in Fig.@ show that racecar training performs best for both autoencoder tasks: the L? loss
of RR 5 is 68.88% lower than Std 4 53, for By, and 13.3% lower for task Bs. The latter is especially
encouraging, as it represents a transfer from training with fully synthetic images to real-world images.

VGG19 Stylization To provide a qualitative evalu-
ation in a complex visual scenario, we turn to image
stylization. We use VGG1g networks [43] with more
than 142 million parameters [[7], and train models with
and without racecar training, i.e. RR and Std. Both
networks are then used for stylization tasks [14]. As
this task strongly depends on the features of the base
network, it visualizes the differences of the learned
structures.

source

Several results of such stylizations are shown in Fig. [TT]
and Fig. While the former highlights improved
reconstruction of the leaf structures of the flower, the
latter shows the popular setup of transforming a horse
into a zebra. In Fig.[T0] the regular model has difficul- Figure 10: Stylization cases from horse to
ties distinguishing the background and the horse, and zebra.

inserts green patches into the body, In contrast, the VGGg network with racecar training yields
a significantly better output. While these images only provide qualitative information about the
properties of racecar training due to the lack of a ground truth result, we have found across a wide
range of tests that performing stylization with models from racecar training yields more intuitive and
robust results. This is most likely caused by the improved representation these networks form of the
input data distribution, which allows them to more clearly separate salient objects and visual styles.

6 Conclusions

We have proposed a novel training approach for improving neural network generalization by adding
a constrained reverse pass. We have shown for a wide range of scenarios, from singular value
decompositions, over mutual information, to transfer learning benchmarks, that racecar training
yields networks with better generalizing capabilities. Our training approach is very general and
imposes no requirements regarding network structure or training methods. As future work, we believe
it will be very interesting to evaluate our approach in additional contexts, e.g., for temporal structures
[22.16], and for training explainable and interpretable models [55} 3 [10].



Supplemental Material for Data-driven Regularization via Racecar
Training for Generalizing Neural Networks

Below, we provide additional details regarding derivation, data sets, network architectures, and
experiments mentioned in the main paper. We additionally show results that could not be included in
the main document due to page restrictions: an MNIST classification case (Sec. , natural image
classification (Sec.[C.2), and additional generation and stylization results in Se% and Sec.[D.4]
respectively.

To ensure reproducibility, source code for all tests will be published, in addition to all data sets that
are not readily available. The runtimes below were measured on a machine with Nvidia GeForce
GTX 1080 Ti GPUs and an Intel Core i7-6850K CPU.

A Method

A.1 Racecar Loss and SVD

In this section we give a more detailed derivation of our racecar loss formulation and extends on
the information given in Section 3 of the main paper. As explained there, the racecar loss aims for
minimizing
n
T ' i \2
Ly =) (M Mpd,, —d;,)%, (1

m=1

where M,,, € R *sm denotes the weight matrix of layer m, and data from the input data set D,,, is

denoted by d’, C RS ,4 =1,2,...,t. Here t denotes the number of samples in the input data set.
Minimizing Eq. (TT) is mathematically equivalent to

MIM,,d, —d =0 (12)

for all d?,. Hence, perfectly fulfilling Eq. (TT) would require all d’, to be eigenvectors of M2, M,,
with corresponding eigenvalues being 1. As in Sec. 3 of the main paper, we make use of an auxiliary
orthonormal basis B, : <w,1n, e w$n>, for which ¢ (with ¢ < t) denotes the number of linearly
independent entries in D,,,. While B,,, never has to be explicitly constructed for our method, it can,

e.g., be obtained via Gram-Schmidt. The matrix consisting of the vectors in B,, is denoted by D,,.

Training Images d; ! Right Singular Vectors of Weight Metrix
A Z U S < SN O O T <A S

Labels d,
(1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0)

B

(0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0)

Figure 11: An example of the intuitive analysis of network weights enabled by racecar training: we show the
singular vectors for a conventional model Std, a model trained with orthogonal constraints Ort, and a racecar
version RR. The singular vectors from racecar training show clear structures that resemble the inputs, while
the other variants contain no visible structures. The evaluation via LPIPS of d1 versus all v confirms this: it
yields 0.316 for RR on aveage, which is significantly better than Ort with 0.504) and Std with 0.484. Details
and further exampels are given in Sec. [A-3]below.



Since the w” (h = 1,2, ...q) necessarily can be expressed as linear combinations of d,, Eq. (TT)
similarly requires w” to be eigenvectors of M M,,, with corresponding eigenvalues being 1, i.e.:

MEM,wh —wh =0 (13)

We denote the vector of coefficients to express d, via D,,, with ¢!, i.e. d’,, = D, c’,. Then Eq. (12)
can be rewritten as:
M M,,D,,ct — D¢t =0 (14)

Via an SVD of the matrix M,, in Eq. (I4) we obtain
MY M, DyCpy — Do,

q
_ T h h
= E My MW, Cmyy — Wi Con

h=1 (15)

q
T T h h
= E Vi X XV, W Cmy, — Wi Com
h=1

where the coefficient vector c,, is accumulated over the training data set size ¢ viac,, = Y ,_, c},,.

Here we assume that over the course of a typical training run eventually every single datum in D,,

will contribute to Lrg,, . This form of the loss highlights that minimizing Lrr requires an alignment
T T yrh }

of Vi, 2o XV, Wi C,, and Wit Copy,

By construction, ¥,,, contains the square roots of the eigenvalues of M M,, as its diagonal entries.
The matrix has rank r = rank(M, M,,), and since all eigenvalues are required to be 1 by Eq. (T3),
the multiplication with 3,,, in Eq. (TI3) effectively performs a selection of  column vectors from V/,,.
Hence, we can focus on the interaction between the basis vectors w,,, and the r active column vectors
of V,,:

VmEﬂZmVTZW’,}ncmh — wfncmh

=y, (Vi 2T 8, VIwh — wh)

T

= e, (Y (Vi) Wi vl — wi).
f=1

(16)

As V,, is obtained via an SVD it contains r orthogonal eigenvectors of M. M,,. Eq. (T3) requires
wl  ...,w? tobe eigenvectors of ML M,,, but since typically the dimension of the input data set is

m>

much larger than the dimension of the weight matrix, i.e. 7 < ¢, in practice only r vectors from B,,
can fulfill Eq. (T3). This means the vectors v}, ..., v%, in V,, are a subset of the orthonormal basis
vectors By, : (wr,, ..., wd ) with (w”)? = 1. Then for any w’, we have

" a7

(vi)Twh =1, ifv) =wh
(vi)Twh =0, otherwise.

h

m?

Thus if V,,, contains w’* , we have

S ) whvl =wh, (18)
f=1
and we trivially fulfill the constraint
Cm, (Y_(vh) Wil —w) = 0. (19)
f=1

However, due to r being smaller than g in practice, V,, typically can not include all vectors from 5,,.
Thus, if V;,, does not contain w”,, we have (v;,)Tw" = 0 for every vector v/, in V;,,, which means
s
> ()Wl =o. (20)
f=1



As a consequence, the constraint Eq. (I2)) is only partially fulfilled:

Cm,, (D (VI Wi vl — W) = e, W), 1)
f=1

As the wfn have unit length, the factors c,, determine the contribution of a datum to the overall loss.
A feature w! that appears multiple times in the input data will have a correspondingly larger factor
in c,;, and hence will more strongly contribute to Lgg. The L? formulation of Eq. (TT)) leads to the
largest contributors being minimized most strongly, and hence the repeating features of the data, i.e.,
dominant features, need to be represented in V,;, to minimize the racecar loss.

In summary, to minimize Lgg, Vj, is driven towards containing r orthogonal vectors w”, which
represent the most frequent features of the input data, i.e. the dominant features. It is worth
emphasizing that above B, is only an auxiliary basis, i.e., the derivation does not depend on any
particular choice of B,,.

A.2 Examples of Network Architectures with Racecar Training

To specify NN architectures, we use the following notation: C(k, 1, q), and D(k, [, q) denote con-
volutional and deconvolutional operations, respectively, while fully connected layers are denoted
with F'(1), where k, [, ¢ denote kernel size, output channels and stride size, respectively. The bias
of a CNN layer is denoted with b. I/O(z) denote input/output, their dimensionality is given by
z. I,. denotes the input of the reverse pass network. tanh, relu, lrelu denote hyperbolic tangent,
ReLU, and leaky ReLU activation functions (AF), where we typically use a leaky tangent of 0.2 for
the negative half-space. UP, M P and BN denote 2x nearest-neighbor up-sampling, max pooling
with 2 x 2 filters and stride 2, and batch normalization, respectively.

Below we provide additional examples how to realize the racecar 10ss L ycecar in @ neural network
architecture. As explained in the main document, the constraint Eq. (IT)) is formulated via

2
’F’ @2)

Eracecar = Z >\m Hdm - d/m
m=1

with d,,,, and \,,, denoting the vector of activated intermediate data in layer m from the forward
pass, and a scaling factor, respectively. d;n denotes the activations of layer m from the reverse pass.
E.g., let L,,() denote the operations of a layer m in the foward pass, and L, () the corresponding
operations for the reverse pass. Thend,, ,, = L;,(d,,), and d, =1 (d;n+1).

When Eq. (22) is minimized, we obtain activated intermediate content during the reverse pass that
reconstructs the values computed in the forward pass, i.e. d,,, ;| = dy, 41 holds. Then d,,, can be
reconstructed from the incoming activations from the reverse pass, i.e., d;n 11, or from the output

of layer m, i.e., d;;,+1. Using d;n 41 Tesults in a global coupling of input and output throughout all
layers, i.e., the full racecar loss variant. On the other hand, d,, 1 yields a variant that ensures local
reversibility of each layer, and yields a very similar performance, as we will demonstrate below. We
employ this layer-wise racecar loss for networks without a unique, i.e., bijective, connection between
two layers. Intuitively, when inputs cannot be reliably reconstructed from outputs.

Full Racecar Training: An illustration of a CNN structure with AF and BN and a full racecar loss
is shown in Fig.[T2] While the construction of the reverse pass is straight-forward for all standard
operations, i.e., fully connected layers, convolutions, pooling, etc., slight adjustments are necessary
for AF and BN. It is crucial for our formulation that d,,, and d;n contain the same latent space content
in terms of range and dimensionality, such that they can be compared in the loss. Hence, we use the
BN parameters and the AF of layer m — 1 from the forward pass for layer m in the reverse pass. An
example is shown in Fig.

To illustrate this setup, we consider an example network employing convolutions with mixed AFs,
BN, and MP. Let the network receives a field of 322 scalar values as input. From this input, 20, 40,
and 60 feature maps are extracted in the first three layers. Besides, the kernel sizes are decreased
from 5 x 5 to 3 x 3. To clarify the structure, we use ReLLU activation for the first convolution, while
the second one uses a hyperbolic tangent, and the third one a sigmoid function. With the notation
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Figure 12: Left: An overview of the regular forward pass (blue) and the corresponding reverse pass (yellow).
The right side illustrates how parameters are reused for a convolutional layer. conv/deconv denote convolu-
tion/deconvolutional operations. f,, and BN,, denote the activation function and batch normalization of layer
m, respectively. Shared kernel and bias are represented by M,,, and b,,,.

outlined above, the first three layers of the network are
1(32, 32, 1)= d;, — C’1(57 20, 1) +b; - BN; — relu
—dy = MP — (C5(4,40,1) + by — BNy — tanh
—ds — MP — (C3(3,60,1) + b3 — BN3 — sigm
—dy — ...

(23)

The reverse pass for evaluating the racecar loss re-uses all weights of the forward pass and ensures
that all intermediate vectors of activations, d,,, and d,,,, have the same size and content in terms of
normalization and non-linearity. We always consider states after activation for L scecar- Thus, d,p,

denotes activations before pooling in the forward pass and d;n contains data after up-sampling in the
reverse pass, in order to ensure matching dimensionality. Thus, the last three layers of the reverse
network for computing L, ycecor take the form:
.. —dy = —bs — D5(3,40,1) — BN, — tanh — UP
— dy — —by — D5(4,20,1) — BN; — relu — UP
—dy — —by — Dy(5,3,1)
—d; = 0(32,32,1).

(24)

Here, the de-convolutions D, in the reverse network share weights with C', in the forward network.
Le., the 4 x 4 x 20 x 40 weight matrix of C5 is reused in its transposed form as a 4 x 4 x 40 x 20
matrix in Dy. Additionally, it becomes apparent that AF and BN of layer 3 from the forward pass do
not appear in the listing of the three last layers of the reverse pass. This is caused by the fact that both
are required to establish the latent space of the fourth layer. Instead, d3 in our example represents

the activations after the second layer (with BN> and tanh), and hence the reverse pass for d;, reuses

both functions. This ensures that d,,, and d;n contain the same latent space content in terms of range
and dimensionality, and can be compared in Eq. (22).

For the reverse pass, we additionally found it beneficial to employ an AF for the very last layer if the
output space has suitable content. E.g., for inputs in the form of RGB data we employ an additional
activation with a ReLU function for the output to ensure the network generates only positive values.
The architectures in Tab. 11, 13, 15, 19, 22, and 24 use such an activation.

Layer-wise Racecar Training: In the example above, we use a full racecar training with d;n 11 to

reconstruct the activations d;n. The full racecar structure establishes a slightly stronger relationship
among the racecar loss terms of different layers, and allows earlier layers to decrease the accumulated
loss of later layers. However, if the architecture of the original network makes use of operations
between layers that are not bijective, we instead use the layer-wise racecar loss. E.g., this happens
for residual connections with an addition or non-invertible pooling operations such as max-pooling.
In the former, we cannot uniquely determine the b, c in a = b + ¢ given only a. And unless special
care is taken [4], the source neuron of an output is not known for regular max-pooling operations.
Note that our racecar loss has no problems with irreversible operations within a layer, e.g., most
convolutional or fully-connected layers typically are not fully invertible. In all these cases the loss
will drive the network towards a state that is as-invertible-as-possible for the given input data set.
However, this requires a reliable vector of target activations in order to apply the constraints. If the
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Figure 13: SVD of the M; matrix for five tests with random two digit images as training data. LPIPS distances
[37] of RR are consistently lower than Std and Ort.

Repeated Peak Test with BN, and ReLU AF
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Figure 14: Five repeated tests with the peak data shown in Sec. 3 of the main paper. RR, robustly extracts
dominant features from the data set. The two singular vectors strongly resemble the two peak modes of the
training data. This is confirmed by the LPIPS measurements.

connection betweeen layers is not bijective, we cannot reconstruct this target for the constraints, as in
the examples given above.

In such cases, we regard every layer as an individual unit to which we apply the racecar loss by
building a layer-wise reverse pass. For example, given a simple convolutional architecture with

d1 — 01(5, 20, 1) + b1 = d2 (25)
in the forward pass, we calculate d/1 with
(d2 —by) = D1(5,3,1) = dj, (26)

We, e.g., use this layer-wise loss in the Resnet110 network shown in Tab. 17.

A.3 MNIST and Peak tests

Below we give details for the (" (@) One hidden layer, without BN, without AF : N
MNIST and peak tests from Sec. ;;; R Mbiémzwa' 4z ;‘;Z: ' : (c) Two hidds;)l(alyers,with il:),(:vgi;h ReLU AF
3 of the main paper. TS I e 17 i :;EERRZXH;AE EED:« -
% 0114 ! 2 ,ds

MNIST Test : For the MNIST oz | o sy O vy
test, additional SVDs of the | — —— — i V) [ 056 0231
weight matrices of trained mod- (b) One hidden layer, with BN, with ReLU AF : ot B 4y 0243
els can be seen in Fig. [T1] and o SR R e R Y " ...
Fig.[I3] The LPIPS scores (lower WSy | vf ' '
being better) show that features o :
embedded in the weights of RR o202

; y

are significantly closer to the
training data set than Std and Ort. Figure 15: Right singular vectors of M; for peak tests with different
All MNIST models are trained hetwork architectures: from a single linear layer to two layers with
for 1000 epochs with a learning BN and AF. Across the three architectures, RR, successfully extracts
rate of 0.0001, and A = le — 5 dominant features. In contrast to Std and Ort, the singular vectors contain

for RR,. The NN architecture of salient structures.
the tests in this section is given
in Tab. 8.
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Peak Test : For the Peak test we generated a data set of 110 images shown in Fig. 55 im-
ages contain a peak located in the upper left corner of the image. The other 55 contain a peak
located in the bottom right corner. We added random scribbles in the images to complicate the
task. All 110 images were labeled with a one-hot encoding of the two possible positions of
the peak. We use 100 images as training data set, and the remaining 10 for testing. All peak
models are trained for 5000 epochs with a learning rate of 0.0001, with A = le — 6 for RR,.
To draw reliable conclusions, we show
results for five repeated runs here. The
neural network in this case contains
one fully connected layer, with BN
and ReLU activation. The results
are shown in Fig.[14] with both peak
modes being consistently embedded
into the weight matrix of RR,, while Figure 16: Data set used for the peak tests.
regular and orthogonal training show

primarily random singular vectors.

tralnmg data test data

We also use different network architectures in Fig. [I3] to verify that the dominant features are
successfully extracted when using more complex network structures. Even for two layers with BN
and ReLU activations, the racecar training clearly extracts the two modes of the training data. The
visual resemblance is slightly reduced in this case, as the network has the freedom to embed the
features in both layers. Across all three cases (for which we performed 5 runs each), the racecar
training clearly outperforms regular training and the orthogonality constraint in terms of extracting
and embedding the dominant structures of the training data set in the weight matrix.

Overall, our experiments confirm the theory behind the racecar formulation. They additionally show
that racecar training in combination with a subsequent SVD of the network weights yields a simple
and convenient method to give humans intuition about the features learned by a network.

B Evaluation via Mutual Information

This section gives details of the mutual information and disentangled representation tests from Sec. 4
of the main paper.

B.1 Mutual Information test

We now evaluate our approach in terms of mutual information (MI), which measures the dependence
of two random variables, i.e., higher MI means that there is more shared information between two
parameters. More formally, the mutual information I(X;Y") of random variables X and Y measures
how different the joint distribution of X and Y is w.r.t. the product of their marginal distributions, i.e.,
the Kullback-Leibler divergence I(X;Y') = KL[P x v)||Px Py ], where KL denotes the Kullback-
Leibler divergence. Let I(X; D,,) denote the mutual information between the activations of a layer
D,,, and input X. Similarly I(D,,,; Y") denotes the MI between layer m and the output Y. We use MI
planes in the main paper, which show I(X;D,,) and I(D,,,; Y) in a 2D graph for the activations of
each layer D,,, of a network after training. This visualizes how much information about input and
output distribution is retained at each layer, and how these relationships change within the network.
For regular training, the information bottleneck principle [48] states that early layers contain more
information about the input, i.e., show high values for I(X; D,,,) and I(D,,,; Y'). Hence in the MI
plane visualizations, these layers are often visible at the top-right corner. Later layers typically share
a large amount of information with the output after training, i.e. show large I(D,,,; Y) values, and
correlate less with the input (low I(X; D,,)). Thus, they typically show up in the top-left corner of
the MI plane graphs.

Training Details: We use the same numerical studies as in [42] as task A, i.e. a regular feed-forward
neural network with 6 fully-connected layers. The input variable X contains 12 binary digits that
represent 12 uniformly distributed points on a 2D sphere. The learning objective is to discover binary
decision rules which are invariant under O(3) rotations of the sphere. X has 4096 different patterns,
which are divided into 64 disjoint orbits of the rotation group, forming a minimal sufficient partition
for spherically symmetric rules [27]. To generate the input-output distribution P(X,Y"), We apply
the stochastic rule p(y = 1|z) = U(f(x) — 0),(x € X,y € Y), where U is a standard sigmoidal
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function ¥(u) = 1/(1 + exp(—yu)), following [42]. We then use a spherically symmetric real
valued function of the pattern f(z), evaluated through its spherical harmonics power spectrum [27],
and compare with a threshold 6, which was selected to make p(y = 1) = > p(y = 1|z)p(x) ~ 0.5,
with uniform p(x). v is high enough to keep the mutual information I(X;Y") a 0.99 bits.

For the transfer learning task B, we reverse output labels to check whether the model learned specific
or generalizing features. E.g., if the output is [0,1] in the original data set, we swap the entries to [1,0].
80% of the data (3277 data pairs) are used for training and rests (819 data pairs) are used for testing.
The forward and reverse pass architectures of the fully connected neural networks are given in Tab. 9.
Hyperparameters used for training are listed in Tab. 10. Models are trained using cross-entropy as the
base loss function.

For the MI comparison in Fig. 4 of the main paper, we discuss models before and after fine-tuning
separately, in order to illustrate the effects of regularization. We include a regular model ,
one with orthogonality constraints Ort,, and our regular racecar model RR ,, all before fine-tuning.
For the regular racecar model RR , all layers are constrained to be recovered in the backward pass.
We additionally include the version , 1.e. a model trained with only one racecar loss term
Arldy — d/1 |, which means that only the input is constrained to be recovered. Thus, represents
a simplified version of our approach which receives no constraints that intermediate results of the
forward and backward pass should match. For Orts, we used the Spectral Restricted Isometry
Property (SRIP) regularization [2],

Lsgip = Bo(WTW — 1), 27)

where W is the kernel, I denotes an identity matrix, and 3 represents the regularization coefficient.
o(W) = SupzeRn’Z¢o% denotes the spectral norm of .

As explained in the main text, all layers of the first stage, i.e. from RR ,, , Orts and are
reused for training the fine-tuned models without regularization, i.e. RR , ,, , Ortas and
Likewise, all layers of the transfer task models RR 5, , Ortap and are initialized from

the models of the first training stage.

Analysis of Results: We first compare the version only constraining input and output reconstruction
( ) and the full racecar loss version RR . Fig. 4(b) of the main paper shows that all points of
RR, are located in a central region of the MI place, which means that all layers successfully encode
information about the inputs as well as the outputs. This also indicates that every layer contains a
similar amount of information about X and Y, and that the path from input to output is similar to
the path from output to input. The points of , on the other hand, form a diagonal line. I.e., this
network has different amounts of mutual information across its layers, and potentially a very different
path for each direction. This difference in behavior is caused by the difference of the constraints in
these two versions: is only constrained to be able to regenerate its input, while the full racecar
loss for RR, ensures that the network learns features which are beneficial for both directions. This
test highlights the importance of the constraints throughout the depth of a network in our formulation.
In contrast, the I(X; D) values of later layers for and Ortp exhibit small values (points near
the left side), while I(D;Y’) is high throughout. This indicates that the outputs were successfully
encoded and that increasing amounts of information about the inputs are discarded. Hence, more
specific features about the given output data-set are learned by and Orty . This shows that both
models are highly specialized for the given task, and potentially perform worse when applied to new
tasks.

During the fine-tuning phase for task A (i.e. regularizers being disabled), all models focus on the
output and maximize I(D;Y). There are differences in the distributions of the points along the
y-axis, i.e., how much MI with the output is retained, as shown in Fig. 4(c) of the main paper. For
model RR , ,, the I(D;Y") value is higher than for , Ortaa and , which means outputs of
RR, 4 are more closely related to the outputs, i.e., the ground truth labels for task A. Thus, RR, ,
outperforms the other variants for the original task.

In the fine-tuning phase for task B, stands out with very low accuracy in Fig. 5 of the main
paper. This model from a regular training run has large difficulties to adapt to the new task. Model
Ortap also performs worse than . RR,; shows the best performance in this setting, demonstrating
that our loss formulation helped to learn more generic features from the input data. This improves the
performance for related tasks such as the inverted outputs used for B.

15



(a) Mutual Information for Task A (b) After fine-tuning for A (c) After fine-tuning for B (d) Accuracy Comparisons of Source & Transfer Tasks
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Figure 17: (a-c) MI plane comparisons for layer-wise ( ) versus full models (RR,). Points on each line
correspond to layers of one type of model. a) MI Plane for task A. All points of RR, and the majority of
points for (five out seven) are located in the center of the graph, i.e., successfully connect in- and ouput
distributions. b,c): After fine-tuning for A/B. The last layer D7 of RR 5 builds the strongest relationship with Y.
I(D7;Y) of is only slightly lower than RR, ,. d): Accuracy comparisons among different models: RR , 5
yields the highest performance, while performs similarly with RR .

We also analyze the two variants of racecar training training, the layer-wise variant and the full
version RR, in terms of mutual information. Fig.[17|shows the MI planes for these two models, also
showing RR} for comparison. Despite the local nature of it manages to establish MI for the
majority of the layers, as indicated by the cluster of layers in the center of the MI plane. Only the
first layer moves towards the top right corner, and the second layer is affected slightly. L.e., these
layers exhibit a stronger relationship with the distribution of the outputs. Despite this, the overall
performance when fine-tuning or for the task transfer remains largely unaffected, e.g., the still
clearly outperforms RR . This confirms our choice to use the full racecar training when network
connectivity permits, and employ the layer-wise version in all other cases.

Numerical accuracies for all models discussed in this section are listed in Tab. 1 and Tab. 2. Mutual
information values, i.e., I(X, D,,) and I(D,,,Y), for all models and layers are provided in Tab. 26.

B.2 Disentangled Representations

The InfoGAN approach [S]] demonstrated the possibility to control the output of generative models
via maximizing mutual information between outputs and structured latent variables. However, mutual
information is very hard to estimate in practice [51]. The previous section and Fig. 4(b) of the
main paper demonstrated that models from racecar training (both and RR ) can increase the
mutual information between network inputs and outputs. Intuitively, racecar training explicitly
constrains the model to reocver an input given an output, which directly translates into an increase of
mutual information between input and output distributions compared to regular training runs. For
highlighting how racecar training can yield disentangled representations (as discussed in the later
paragraphs of Sec. 4 of the main text), we follow the experimental setup of InfoGAN [3]: the input
dimension of our network is 74, containing 1 ten-dimensional category code ¢, 2 continuous latent
codes co, c3 ~ U(—1,1) and 62 noise variables. Here, U denotes a uniform distribution.

Training Details: As InfoGAN focuses on structuring latent variables and thus only increases the
mutual information between latent variables and the output, we also focus the racecar training on the
corresponding latent variables. I.e., the goal is to maximize their mutual information with the output
of the generative model. Hence, we train a model for which only latent dimensions ¢y, ca, c3 of
the input layer are involved in the racecar loss. We still employ a full reverse pass structure in the
neural network architecture. c; is a ten-dimensional category code, which is used for controlling the
output digit category, while c5 and c3 are continuous latent codes, to represent (previously unknown)
key properties of the digits, such as orientation or thickness. Building relationship between c¢; and
outputs is more difficult than for ¢, or cs, since the 10 different digit outputs need to be encoded
in a sinlge continuous variable c¢;. Thus, for the corresponding racecar loss term for ¢; we use a
slightly larger A factor (by 33%) than for ¢5 and c3. The forward and reverse pass architectures of the
network are given in Tab. 11, and hyperparameters are listed in Tab. 12. Details of our results are
shown in Fig. Models are trained using a GAN loss [[17] as the loss function for the outputs.

Analysis of Results : In Fig. [18| we show additional results for the disentangling test case. It
is visible that the racecar training with the model yield distinct and meaningful latent space
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(a) Varying ¢, for (No clear meaning) (b) Varying c, for (Digit type) (c) Varying c,for (Style tweaking) (d) Varying c;for (Rotation)

Figure 18: Additional results for the disentangled representations with the MNIST data: For every row in the
figures, we vary the corresponding latent code (left to right), while keeping all other inputs constant. Different
rows indicate a different random noise input. For example, in (b): every column contains five results which are
generated with different noise samples, but the same latent codes c1~3. In every row, 10 results are generated
with 10 different values of ¢1, which correspond to one digit each for (b). (a): For a regular training (Std), no
clear correspondence between c; and the outputs are apparent (similarly for cz,3). (c): Different cz values result
in a tweaked style, while c3 controls the orientation of the digit, as shown in (d). Thus, in contrast to , the
racecar model learns a meaningful, disentangled representation.

dimensions for ¢; 2 3. While ¢; controls the digit, c2 3 control the style and orientation of the digits.
For comparison, a regular training run with model does result in meaningful or visible changes
when adjusting the latent space dimensions. This illustrates how strongly racecar training can shape
the latent space, and in addition to an intuitive embedding of dominant features, yield a disentangled
representation.

C Additional Experiments

C.1 MNIST Classification

In this section we present several additional experiments that were not included in the main document
due to space constraints.

The MNIST data set is a commonly used data set for g

hand written digit classification [32]]. We train three - " .

types of models with the regular MNIST data set: one 4 J ? 7
with racecar loss RR, a regular model ,and one * — -

with orthogonal constraints Ort [2]] for comparison. (@ St © 07t () Rt (Dyreference
Usually, convolutional layers take up most of the Figure 19: Comparisons between reconstructed
model parameters, so we correspondingly compute inputs. Only RR,,,,,; recovers most of the input
the racecar loss for the convolutional layers, omitting ~ information successfully.

the fully connected layers that would be required for

class label inference. We follow the common practice to first train models with regularization and
then fine-tune without [2]]. As we discuss model states before fine-tuning in this section, we use the
following naming scheme with suffixes mni, MNI and n-MNI to distinguish the different phases. E.g.,
with racecar training: RR, . for training runs on MNIST with regularization, RR; for fine-tuning
on MNIST without regularization using RR as starting point, and RR ,,; for fine-tuning on a

mni

transfer task without regularization, likewise using RR, . as starting point.

mni

Training Details: The regular MNIST data
set [32] contains 55k images for training and
10k images for testing. For the n-MNIST mo-
tion blur data set [3]], there are 60k images for
training and 10k images for testing. All images
have a size of 28 x 28. Example data from n- Figure 20: Example data from n-MNIST.
MNIST that illustrates the motion blur is shown

in Fig.[20] Details of the network architectures are shown in Tab. 15, with hyperparameters given in
Tab. 16. The models are trained using cross-entropy as base loss function, and all three convolutional
layers are used for the racecar loss.

Analysis of Results : To highlight the properties of our algorithm, we show comparisons between

the original input d; and the reconstructed inputs d/1 in Fig.[19|for the models RR .., ,and
Ort,,ni- These models were trained with an enabelde regularization, i.e., before fine tuning. For
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0.986 0.987 1.00
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0.978
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Figure 22: Visualizations of training processes for the MNIST cases. Left, constraints enabled: RR,,,,;
(accuracy: 0.9810, perf.: 5.675 s/epoch), Std,,,,.; (accuracy: 0.9827, perf.: 3.522 s/epoch) and Ort,,; (accuracy:
0.9792, perf.: 4.969 s/epoch). Middle, fine tuning: RRy;, Stdyng and Ortynr. Right, task transfer: RR, i,
Stdy v, Ortypmni, and Stdg.

racecar training, most of the features from the input are recovered, while trying to invert the network
in the same way for a regular training run or a training with orthogonal constraints largely fails. In
both cases, features are extracted only according to the digit classification task, and both models
discard information unrelated to this goal.

For the final MNIST models including fine-tuning, Accuracy Comparisons of Base & Transfer Tasks
i.e., Ortying, Stdying, and RRyy;, results are shown in

Fig. @for 5 repeated runs. We can see that RR 096 —3—
outperforms Ortyny and Stdyy;, which indicates that 05 —
racecar training yields generic features that can also 04 -

improve performance for the original task. S 003 Mean Acc.of Std-uni-ss

As generic features are typically more robust than b':
specific features [30], we investigate a perturbed data &

set with motion blur (n-MNIST [3]]) for the task trans- 09

fer. We fine-tune all three previous models for the 088

n-MNIST data set, to obtain the models Ort,_yni, 0.87

Stdyvni, and RR - Performance results are like- 088 'Std @0rt ® RR

0.98 0.981 0.982 0.983 0.984 0.985 0.986 0.987

wise given in Fig. 21} Based on the same CNN archi- Accuyn

tecture and parameters, RR ., achieves the best per-

fOI’manCC. ThlS indlcates that the RR mOdel learl’led Figure 21: Accuracy Comparisons for Orlglnal
more generic features via racecar training than Ort  task (Accwi) and transfer learning task (Accamni).
and Std. Interestingly, the racecar training not only The dashed grey line and grey region represent
improves inference accuracy, but also stabilizes train- the accuracy of baseline models, Std;-vini-is trained

ing, as indicated by the variance of the results in from scratch for n-MNIST. RRyy; and RR; .y
Fig. @ outperform this baseline, and achieve the best per-

) ) o formance for the source task and transfer learning
For fine-tuning the models without regularization, task, respectively.

i.e. for training RRMNI/Rer—MNI’ Stdymt/Std, vy and

Ortyvnt/Ortyvng, we load RR - Std,,, .5, and Ort,,, s, and continue training without any orthogonal-
ization or racecar loss terms. Example training processes of the MNIST tests are shown in Fig.[22]
We can see that the racecar loss increases the task difficulty, so RR,, . exhibits a slightly lower
performance and longer training time than Std,,,,,; in the first phase. In the second phase RR,,,,,;
outperforms Std,,,,,; and Ort,,,,; for both tasks. This illustrates that the dominant features extracted
by racecar training also improved performance for both task domains. Numeric accuracies of all
models are given in Tab. 3 and Tab. 4.

C.2 Natural Image Classification

Natural images arise in many important application scenarios, and in Sec.5 of the main paper we
evaluated racecar training for a very deep ResNet110 for CIFAR 10 [28]]. This experiment already
demonstrated that racecar training can yield substantial gains in SOTA performance compared to
orthogonality constraints. These gains are on a level that is similar with gains that orthogonality
constraints exhibit over a regular training. Details of the corresponding Resnet110 accuracies, network
architecture, and hyperparameters are shown in Tab. 7, 17 and 18, respectively. To show that racecar
training also yields gains in shallow networks, we additionally evaluate our approach with the CIFAR
data set using a 19-layer network.

18



Accuracy Comparisons of Base & Transfer Tasks
0.3

0.29
0.28
027 076 y = 1.5456x - 0.5734

0.26 Mean Acc.of Std100-s
0.25

0.24
023
022
021
02
0.19
0.18 L ® RR
017 1 ® std
016 g8 —f—

0.15 J
0.76 078 08 082 084 086 088 N Stdeyo

ACCClO 0.66

Acceioo

CIFAR 10.1 test accuracy

. » » C\F»‘AR 1‘0(e’st ac;:ura;:y ‘ ‘ .

Figure 24: Accuracy comparisons when apply-
ing models trained on CIFAR 10 to CIFAR 10.1
data.

Figure 23: Accuracy comparisons of natural
image tasks A and B. Grey line and grey region
represent accuracy of baseline Stdcioo.rs. RRc¢pg
and RR( o, got best performance for task A and

test_accuracy test_accuracy test_accuracy

~ RReo
—r—Stdto

7 RR:100
— Stdci00
s Stdcloo—fs

Figure 25: Visualizations of training processes. Left: CIFAR 10 with constraints, RR., (accuracy: 0.5784,
cost: 64 seconds/epoch) and Std.; (accuracy: 0.8272, cost: 63 seconds/epoch). Middle: CIFAR 10, fine tuning,
RR¢ o and Stdeyo. Right: Task transfer for CIFAR 100, RR¢ ¢, Stdcioo and Stdeioo-gs.

Training Details: Both CIFAR 10 and CIFAR 100 data sets consist of 60k 32 x 32 images. 50k of
them are used for training and 10k of them are used for testing. classes. The forward and reverse pass
architectures of the network can be found in Tab. 19 with parameters given in Tab. 20. Models are
trained using cross-entropy as loss function, and all 13 convolutional layers are used for the racecar
loss. For fine-tuning on CIFAR 100, the last layer is omitted when loading due to the changed size of
the output.

Analysis of Results: At first, we train two models with the CIFAR 10 data set as classification task
C10,i.e., RR_, and Std.,. Example training processes of the CIFAR tests are shown in Fig. @ We
fine-tune to obtain RR ., and Stdc, results for which are shown in Fig.[23] Numerical results are
given in Tab. 5. The racecar training also improves performance for this natural image classification
task. As transfer learning task we fine-tune RR; and Std.; for the CIFAR 100 data set classification,
yielding models RR .o, and Stdc 0. Results are likewise shown in Fig.[23] Training with the same
CNN architecture and parameters, Std.; has difficulties adjusting to the new task, while our model
from the initial racecar training even slightly outperforms a model trained from scratch for CIFAR
100 (Stdci00-5)-

As in the main text, we evaluate these models with the CIFAR transfer benchmark from Recht et al.
[41]. It measures how well models trained on the original CIFAR data set, i.e. CIFAR 10, generalize
to a new data set (CIFAR 10.1) collected according to the same principles as the original CIFAR 10.
Here, it is additionally interesting to see how well performance for CIFAR 10 translates into transfer
performance for 10.1. As shown in Fig.[24] estimating the slope of this relationship with a linear fit
yields 0.9012 for Std¢, and 1.5456 for RR(,. Thus, while regular training performs worse on the
new data when its performance for the original task increases (with a slope of less than one), the
models from racecar training very successfully translate gains in performance from the original task
to the new one. This indicates that the models have successfully learned a set of generalizing features.
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D Experimental Results

Below, we give additional details for the experiments of Sec. 5 of the main paper.

D.1 Texture-shape Benchmark

Training Details: All training data of the texture-shape tests were obtained from [15]]. The styl-
ized data set contains 1280 images, 1120 images are used as training data, and 160 as test data.
Both edge and filled data sets contain 160 images each, all of which are used for testing only.
All three sets (stylized, edge, and filled) contain data for 16 different classes. The forward and
reverse pass architectures of the network are given in Tab. 13, with hyperparameters in Tab. 14.
Numerical accuracy for RRg, Ortrs and is given in Tab. 27, Tab. 28 and Tab. 29, respectively.

Texture-Shape Tests Per-class Accuracy

Analysis of Results : For a detailed com-
parison, we list per-class accuracy of styl-
ized data training runs for Ortrg, and
RR s in Fig. 26 RR.|g outperforms the
other two models for most of the classes.
Training times (in seconds) for different

aaaaaaaa bear bicycle bird  boat bottle  car  cat  chair clock dog elephantkeyboard knife oven truck

models are listed in Tab. 30. RR ¢ requires ~Ortrs ~RRes — Stdrs

41.86% more time for training compared

to , but yields a 23.76% higher per- Figure 26: Test accuracy for all 16 classes for the three model
variants.

formance. All models saturated, i.e. train-
ing or Ortrg longer does not increase
classification accuracy any further. We also investigated how much we can reduce model size when
using racecar training in comparison to the baselines. A reduced racecar model only has 67.94% of
the parameters, while still outperforming Ortrsg.

D.2 Generative Adversarial Models

Training Details: The data set of smoke simulation was generated with a fluid solver from an
open-source library [47]. We generated 20 simulations with 120 frames each, with 10% of the data
being used for training. Smoke inflow region, inflow velocity, and buoyancy force were randomized
to produce varied data. The low-resolution data were down-sampled from the high-resolution data
by a factor of 4. Data augmentation, such as flipping and rotation was used in addition. As outlined
in the main text, we consider building an autoencoder model for the synthetic data as task By, and
a generating samples from a real-world smoke data set as task By. The smoke capture data set for
Bs contains 2500 smoke images from the ScalarFlow data set [[12]], and we again used 10% of these
images as training data set.

Task A: We use a fully convolutional CNN-based architecture for generator and discriminator
networks (cf. Tab. 21, and parameters in Tab. 23.). Note that the inputs of the discriminator
contain high resolution data (64, 64, 1), as well as low resolution (16, 16, 1), which is up-sampled to
(64,64, 1) and concatenated with the high resolution data. In line with previous work [53], RR, and

are trained with a non-saturating GAN loss, feature space loss and L2 loss as base loss function.
All generator layers are involved in the racecar loss.

Task Bj: All encoder layers are initialized from RR , and when training RR , ; and LIt
is worth noting that the reverse pass of the generator is also constrained when training RR ;. So both
encoder and decoder are initialized with parameters from RR, when training RR , 5 . This is not
possible for a regular network like , as the weights obtained with a normal training run are not
suitable to be transposed. Hence, the de-convolutions of are initialized randomly.

Task Bs: As the data set for the task Bs is substantially different and contains RBG images (instead
of single channel gray-scale images), we choose the following setups for the RR , and models:
parameters from all six layers of and RR, are reused for initializing decoder part of

and RR , 5 . Specially, when initializing the last layer of of and RR , 5, we copy and stack
the parameters from the last layer of and RR , into three channels to fit output data size in
task By. Here, the encoder part of RR ,;  is not initialized with RR,, due to the significant gap
between training data sets of task B; and task Bo. Our experiments show that only initializing the
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Figure 27: Example outputs for RR 4 By» Stdap,, Stdp, . The reference is shown for comparison. RR 4,
produces higher quality results than Std 1 3, , while a model trained from scratch, Std 3, fails for this task. It
produces a mostly black image.

Outputs

MAE

Figure 28: Mean Absolute Error (MAE) comparisons for smoke task Bz models. RR , ;;, shows the smallest
error, and additionally achieves the best visual quality amongst the different models. It even outperforms the
baseline model trained from scratch, i.e. Stdp.,.

decoder part of RR ,, 5, (avg. loss:1.56¢7, std. dev.:3.81eb) outperforms initializing both encoder and
decoder (avg. loss:1.82¢€7, std. dev.:2.07e6). We believe the reason is that initializing both encoder
and decoder part makes it more difficult to adjust the parameters for new data set that is very different
from the data set of the source task.

Analysis of Results: We first discuss the autoencoder transfer learning task A B for synthetic, i.e.,
simulated fluid data. (architectures for By and By are given in Tab. 22). Example outputs of RR , 5 ,
Std 4, and Std, are shown in Fig. It is clear that RR , ; gives the best performance among
these models. We similarly illustrate the behavior of the transfer learning task A B for images of
real-world fluids. This example likewise uses an autoencoder structure. Visual comparisons are
provided in Fig.[28| where RR , ;. generates results that are closer to the reference. Overall, these
results demontrate the benefits of racecar training for GANSs, and indicate its potential to obtain more
generic features from synthetic data sets that can be used for tasks involving real-world data.

D.3 VGG19 Stylization

The section below gives details of the stylization tests in Sec. 5.4 of the main paper.
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VGG19 Training: For the ImageNet data set [7], 1281167 images of 1000 classes are used for
training, and 50k images are used for testing. The size of all images is 224 x 224. The forward
and reverse pass of VGG19 are given in Tab. 24, with hyperparameters shown in Tab. 25. All 16
convolutional layers are used for the racecar loss. To speed up the training process of RR, we first
train a model without racecar loss for 6 epochs with batch size 64. We then reuse this model for
training RR and with a batch size of 24 for 30 epochs.

Stylization Background: Gatys et al. [[14] propose to use a loss consisting of a content and a style
term, i.e. Lioal = 7 Lcontent + 0 Lstyle, Where 17 and 6 denote coefficients. Leonen: calculates a content
difference between source image p and generated image g:

1
Econlem(pa.% t) = § Z(F;n,n,t - Fgm,n,t)Q’ (28)

m,n

where F™™¢ is the feature representation of p of the mth filter at position n in layer ¢. Lgy. instead
computes a style difference between style image a and a generated image g:

GT’n’t :12;‘ lzrgn,f,t},‘th,t7 ,
By = INZM? Zm,n(G;n’n’t =G, (29)
T
leyle(a; g) = Zt:() wi By,
where w; is are the weighting factors for layer ¢; G is the Gram matrix; N; denotes filter numbers of

layer ¢, and M, is the dimension of layer ¢’s filter. T" denotes the number of layers included in the
style loss.

D.4 Additional Stylization Results

To compare the feature extracting capabilities between the RR and runs, we only optimize Lgyie
as a first test. Two geometric shapes are given as source and style images, as shown in Fig. [29]
They have the same background and object color. The only
difference is the large-scale shape of the object. Thus, as

we aim for applying a style that is identical to the source, = ~q
we can test whether the features can clearly separate and
preserve the large scale shape features from the ones for e styte e st

the localized style. Comparing the results of RR and

, the output of RR is almost identical to the input,
while stylization with changes the shape of the object
introducing undesirable streaks around the outline. Thus,
RR performs significantly better.

Figure 29: Primary shape stylization test:
RR manages to preserve the sharp edges and
clear lines of the source.

Fig.[30|shows a painterly style transfer, where both Lyie and Leonen: are optimized. Here, the regular

model mixes sky and house structures, indicating that the extracted features fail to separate style
and content information. A more difficult case with a horse-to-zebra transfer is shown in Fig.
After optimizing Leconent and Lgyie, our method generates a zebra pattern in the horse’s shadow
(zoom-in in the yellow box), but yields improved results compared to a regular model. Those results
indicate that RR is able to clearly encode the shape of the object and preserve it during the stylization,
while the features of fail to clearly separate shape and style.

We additionally confirm the capabilities of the VGG model from racecar training with a low- to
high-resolution transfer where the goal is purely to add detail. I.e., we can compute in-place errors
w.r.t. a high-resolution reference. Both Leonent and Lgyie are optimized and the result is shown in
Fig.[32] The zoomed-in areas in the figure highlight these differences. The VGG model obtained
with a regular training run yields significantly higher errors than the racecar model, as shown on the
right side of Fig. Here, Fq contains substantially larger errors w.r.t. the reference than Fgg.

E Impact Statement

Racecar training could be applied to a wide range of applications, such as computer vision, computer
graphics, classification tasks, generative tasks, and many more. We specifically focused on transfer
learning in our paper. For regular training runs, models are trained to establish a direct relationship
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nlution)

style (high resolution)

Figure 32: Comparison of stylization from low- to high-resolution simulation. Results of RR are closer to the
high resolution reference.

between the input and output distribution via a specific loss function. We instead aimed at learning
dominant features from the dataset via building a forward and reverse pass network. Motivated from
the way humans learn, it improves the transferability of trained models. Generally, if we use the
same data set for different purposes, we have to train different models from scratch. With racecar
training, we can train a model which contains the dominant features of a data set as a starting point,
and then reuse this model for different purposes. This is a more efficient process that likewise could
be beneficial for a wide range of applications.

Besides, our research could also be used to analyze whhich input features are extracted by a layer,
and thus improve the interpretability of neural networks in general. Hence, racecar training can be
applied when the dominant features or modes of a data set are essential for making decisions about
how to employ learned models.

Those properties could also result in potential risks: e.g., for data sets with personal data, i.e., in
situations where privacy is critical, a learned representation using racecar training might contain more
sensitive personal details than when performing a regular training. Hence, the acquired models will
require additional safety measures. Thus, racecar training is, at the same time, a potential tool for
analyzing the safety of a learned representation, as well as a potential risk. We encourage researchers
to consider these aspects and risks arising from them for future directions of their work.
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Table 1. Model Accuracy of MI Source Task

Tr[glijr:liélg Orty | R \’__" [RR, | RR,4 Orty. f\’}\}_‘._ A RR 44
1 0.976 | 0.969 | 0.836 | 0.8350 | 0.772 [ 0978 0.968 0.885 0.9770 | 0.992
2 0.975 | 0.921 0.68 0.8360 | 0.784 0.983 0.926 0.918 0.9770 | 0.994
3 0.064 | 0.957 | 0.8 | 08140 | 0.725 | 0.963 0.958 0993 | 09740 | 0.993
4 0.987 | 0.991 | 0.657 | 0.8420 | 0.771 0.989 0.993 0917 | 0.9980 | 0.989
5 0.957 | 0.979 | 0.825 | 0.8400 | 0.774 [ 0.954 0.979 0944 | 0.9710 | 0.993
Avg. | 0.972 | 0.963 | 0.760 | p.8334 | 0.765 | 0.973 0.965 0.931 0.9794 | 0.992
Std. dev.| 0.012 | 0.027 | 0.085 | p.o112 | 0.023 | 0.015 0.025 0.040 | 00107 | 0.002
Table 2. Model Accuracy of MI Transfer Task
Training Ortag RR1g RRg
1 0.136 0.984 0.852 0.919 0.998 0.998
2 0.136 0.136 0.991 0.954 0.991 0.997
3 0.989 0.957 0.953 0.977 0.978 0.995
4 0.136 0.991 0.909 0.963 0.989 0.997
5 0.96 0.977 0.963 0.963 0.969 1.000
Avg. 0.471 0.809 0.934 0.955 0.9850 0.997
Std. dev. 0.459 0.376 0.055 0.022 0.0115 0.002
Table 3. Model Accuracy of MNIST Source Task
Tlﬁ:}r};?g Ortimpi RR i Ortyn RRyni
1 0.9792 0.9827 0.981 0.9819 0.9854 0.9856
2 0.8322 0.9815 0.9824 0.982 0.9837 0.9851
3 0.9511 0.9815 0.9828 0.9792 0.983 0.9862
4 0.8841 0.9817 0.9816 0.9814 0.9842 0.9867
5 0.8266 0.9829 0.9816 0.9816 0.9846 0.9861
Avg. 0.895 0,982 0.982 0.981 0.984 0.986
Std. dev. 0.0689 0.0007 0.0007 0.0011 0.0009 0.0006
Tabie 4. Model Accuracy of MNIST Transfer Task
Training Ort. RR.. oo
Runs n-M n=MNI
! 0.949 0.956 0.9612 0.8714
2 0.8629 0.9458 0.954 0.9657
3 0.9458 0.9543 0.9648 0.9659
4 0.9495 0.9559 0.9604 0.8789
5 0.8564 0.9466 0.9649 0.9638
Avg. 0.913 0.952 0.961 0.929
Std. dev. 0.0485 0.0051 0.0044 0.0494
Table 5. Model Accuracy of CIFAR Tests (19 layers network)
Tr[g{&igg RR_, RRe1p RR ey
1 0.8263 0.5784 0.8351 0.869 0.2063 0.2602 0.2581
2 0.7868 0.5553 0.7936 0.8538 0.1838 0.2687 0.2659
3 0.7729 0.7686 0.7718 0.8449 0.1795 0.2803 0.2386
4 0.865 0.7382 0.8472 0.8692 0.1738 0.2969 02418
5 0.781 0.6775 0.7787 0.8418 0.1704 0.2733 0.2621
Avg. 0.806 0.664 0.805 0.856 0.183 0.276 0.253
Std. dev. 0.0387 0.0945 0.0340 0.0130 0.0141 0.0138 0.0123
Table 6. Model L? Loss of Smoke Tests. Results for B,: 107
Training RR g, RR4p,
1 3384 197.7 22291 1.93 1.62 2.84
2 3802 203.6 22883 1.63 1.55 2.84
3 2096.2 206 31911 2.40 1.56 2.81
4 2143 203.1 31807 1.52 1.54 2.84
5 2199 200.8 34441 1.49 1.51 2.84
Avg. 649.8 202.24 28666.6 1.80 1.56 2.84
Std. dev. 811.82 3.14 5653.1 0.382 0.0381 0.012
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Table 7. Model Accuracy of CIFAR Tests (Resnet 110 network)

. Stdcq | Orteq RR Std,, | Orteqg | RR Std ¢y | Ortoqg | RRq(
Training
Runs CIFAR 10 CIFAR 10.1
1 0.9082 | 0.9042 | 09076 | 0.9194 | 0.9255 | 09277 | 0.8275 0.8375 0.8435
2 0.909 0.9081 0.9026 | 0.9228 | 0.9231 | 0.9267 | 0.8315 | 0.8315 0.846
3 0.908 0.9085 | 0.9028 0.92 0.9239 0.927 0.8305 | 0.8415 0.834
4 0.9031 0.9098 | 0.9052 | 0.9176 | 0.9257 0.928 0.8325 0.8395 0.8335
5 0.9104 | 0.9106 | 09108 | 0.9249 | 0.9259 | 0.9286 0.835 0.8435 0.8475
Avg. 0.9077 | 0.9082 | 09058 | 0.9209 | 0.9248 | 09276 | 0.8314 | 0.8387 0.8409
Std. dev. 0.0028 0.0025 0.0035 | 0.0029 | 0.0012 | 0.0008 0.0027 0.0046 0.0067

Table 8. Forward and Reverse Pass Neural Networks for MNIST and peak Tests

Forward pass:

MNIST (Fig. 1):1(784) - FC(10) + by — 0(10). peak (Fig. 2 & Fig.4 (a)):1(784) - FC(2) + b; — 0(2).
peak (Fig. 4 (b)):1(784) — relu(BN(FC(2) + b;) - 0(2).

peak (Fig. 4 (c)):1(784) — relu(BN(FC(128) + by) — relu(BN(FC(2) + by) —» 0(2).

Reverse pass:

MNIST (Fig. 1):1(10) — b, —» FC(784) — 0(784) peak (Fig. 2 & Fig.4 (a)): I(10) — b, = FC(784) — 0(784)
peak (Fig. 4 (0)):1(2) — b, = FC(784) - 0(784).

peak (Fig. 4 (¢)):1(2) — b, = relu(BN(FC(128)) — by — FC(784) = 0(784).

Table 9. Forward and Reverse Pass Neural Network for MI Tests

Forward pass:
1(12) = tanh(FC(10) + by) = dy = tanh(FC(7) + by) = d; = tanh(FC(5) + b3) = d;
— tanh(FC(4) + by) = d4 — tanh(FC(3) + bs) = ds = tanh(FC(2) + bg) = dg = 0(2).

Reverse pass ([/7,):
1(2) — bg - tanh(FC(3)) — bs = tanh(FC(4)) — by = tanh(FC(5)) — bs — tanh(FC(7)) — b,

= tanh(FC(10)) — by = tanh(FC(12)) = 0(12).

Reverse pass ( ):
dg — bg = tanh(FC(3)) = dt,ds — by — tanh(FC(4)) = d},ds — by — tanh(FC(5)) = d,
ds — by > tanh(FC(7)) = dy. dz — b, = tank(FC(10)) = d},dy — by = tanh(FC(12)) = dj

Table 10. Hyperparameters of MI Tests

Batch Size 512 I Learning Rate | 0.0004
RRy: Ay = 1072
A A =8x107%,1, =6%107%, 13, =4x107%,4, =2x 10724, , = 1072
Training Epochs 20000 for RR 4/ 44/45 Stdg,44s4pand Std;

Table 11. Forward and Reverse Pass Neural Network for Digit Generation Tests

Forward pass:
1(74) = relu(BN(FC(1024))) = relu(BN(FC(6272)) = relu(BN(C(4,64,2))) = relu(BN(C(4,1,2))) = I,.

Reverse pass (RR, 40 /45 )

I, = relu(BN(D(4,64,2))) — relu(BN(D(4,128,2))) — relu(BN (FC(1024))) = relu(FC(74)) = 0(74).

Table 12. Hyperparameters of Digit Generation Tests

Batch Size 256 i A, =2x107% 2, =15x1073

Learning Rate 0.001 for RR* and Std | Training Steps 150000 steps for RR7* and Stdd

Table 13, Forward and Reverse Pass Network for Texture-shape Tests

Forward pass:
1(224,224,3) - relu(C(4,8,2) + by) - relu(C(4,8,2) + b,) = relu(C(4,8,2) + b3) — relu(€(4,8,2) + by)
- relu(C(4.8,2) + bs) > relu(C(4,8,1) + bg) = I, = FC(16) — 0(16)

Reverse pass:
I, — bg = relu(D(4,8,1)) — bs > relu(D(4,8,2)) — by - relu(D(4,8,2)) — by — relu(D(4,8,2)) — b,
— relu(D(4,8,2)) — b, = relu(D(4,3,2)) — 0(224,224,3)

Table 14. Hyperparameters of Texture-shape Tests

Batch Size 64 Ai-g 5x 1071

Learning Rate 0.0001 Training Epochs 200
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Table I5. Forward and Reverse Pass Neural Network for MNIST Classification Tests

Forward pass:

1(28,28,1) - relu(C(3,64,1) + by) — MP = relu(C(3,64,1) + by) = MP = relu(C(3,1,1) + b3) = I,
= FC(10) - 0(10)

Reverse pass:
I — by = relu(D(3,64,1)) — UP — b, — relu(D(3,64,1)) » UP — by — relu(D(3,1,1)) — 0(28,28,1)

Table 16. Hyperparameters of MNIST Classification Tests

Batch Size 64 | A1z [ 1075
Learning Rate 0.001 for RR,,,,.; and 07,
0.0001 for BR y 51 imemini and Oty /m-pni-
100 for KR mni and Ot
Training Epochs 400 for | wni and Ortyys
700 for RR , and Ort

Table 17. Forward and Reverse Pass Neural Network for CIFAR Tests (Resnet 110 network)

Example residual block in forward pass:

1(32,32,3) = -~ r BN,relu —» dy, = C(3,64,1) = dp,,, = BN, Telu = diyq,, = C(3,641) = diny,,, — @ = -

Example block in reverse pass:

Ay = D(3,641) = dys, diny = D(B,64,1) = diny oo e

Table 18. Hyperparameters of CIFAR Tests (Resnet 110 network)

Batch Size 256 A 1078 Training Epochs 200 epochs
RR.q, Ort,. and :0.01
Learning Rate | op ) ong 0,01 (0-80 epochs), 0.001 (80-120 epochs)
0.0001 (120-160 epochs ), 0.00001 (160-200 epochs)

Table 19. Forward and Reverse Pass Neural Network for CIFAR Tests (19 layers network)

Forward pass:

1(32,32,3) = relu(BN(C(3,64,1) + by)) - relu(BN(C(3,64,1) + b)) = MP

— relu(BN(C(3,128,1) + b3)) — relu(BN(C(3,128,1) + b)) = MP — relu(BN(C(3,256,1) + bs))

= relu(BN(C(3,256,1) + bg)) — relu(BN(C(3,256,1) + b;)) — MP - relu(BN(C(3,512,1) + bg))
= relu(BN(C(3,512,1) + bg)) — relu(BN(C(3,512,1) + byg)) = MP — relu(BN(C(3,512,1) + byy))
— relu(BN(C(3,512,1) + by3)) — relu(BN(C(3,512,1) + by3)) = I, - relu(BN(FC(4096) + by,))

— relu(BN(FC(4096) + byg)) — relu(BN(FC(10) + b)) — 0(10).

Reverse pass:
I, = bys = Telu(BN(D(3,512,1))) — byp = relu(BN(D(3.512,1))) — byy = relu(BN(D(3,512,1)))
— UP — by - relu (3N(D(3,5 12,1))) — by - relu (BN(.D(3,512,1))) — by = Telu (BN(D(3,256,1)))

= UP — by — relu(BN(D(3,256,1))) — bs — relu(BN(D(3,256,1))) — bs — relu(BN(D(3,128,1)))
— UP — by — relu(BN(D(3,128,1))) — by — relu(BN(D(3,64,1))) = UP —b,
- relu(BN(D(3,64,1))) — b, — relu(D(3,3.1)) = 0(32,32.3).

Table 20. Hyperparameters of CIFAR Tests (19 layers network)

Batch Size 200 s 10~7
0.1 (0 to 80epochs); . 180 for RR .01 and
Learning Rate 0.01 (81 to epochs); Training Epochs | 50 for 2R, and
0.001 (after 120 epochs). .

Table 21. Forward and Reverse Pass Neural Network for Smoke Tests

Generator forward pass:

1(16,16,1) — relu(C(5,64,1) + by) —» UP — relu(C(5128,1) +b;) — UP — relu(C(5128,1) + b3)
- relu(C(5,64,1) +by) — relu(C(532,1) + bs) — relu(C(51,1) +by) — 0(64,64,1) = I,..

Generator reverse pass:

I, — bg = relu(D(5,32,1)) — by = relu(D(5,64,1)) — by — relu(D(5,128,1)) — by — relu(D(5,128,1))
—= MP —b; = relu(D(564,1)) - MP —b; - relu(D(5,1,1)) - 0(16,16,1).

Discriminator:

1(64,64,2) — lrelu(BN(C(5,32,1) + b)) — lrelu(BN(C(5,64,1) + by))
> lrelu(BN(C(5,128,1) + bs)) — lrelu(BN(€(5,256,1) + by)) — FC(1) + bs - 0(1).
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Table 22. Autoencoder Architecture for Smoke Tests

Stdyg :

1(64,64,1) = relu(C(5,32,1) + by) — relu(C(5,64,1) + b;) — relu(C(5128,1) + bs)

- relu(C(5,128,1) + by) » MP — relu(C(5,64,1) + bs) = MP — relu(C(5,1,1) + bg)
- relu(C(5,641) + b;) = UP - relu(C(5128,1) + bg) = UP — relu(C(5,128,1) + bg)
- relu(C(5,64,1) + byy) = relu(C(532,1) + byy) = relu(€(511) + b)) — 0(64,64,1).

RR.. .
RRp,:

1(64,64,1) — by — relu(D(5,32,1)) — b, — relu(D(5,64,1)) — b; — relu(D(5,128,1)) — b,
- relu(€(5,128,1)) » MP — by — relu(D(5,64,1)) = MP — bg — relu(D(5,1,1))

- relu(C(5,64,1) + b;) = UP - relu(C(5128,1) +bg) = UP — relu(C(5,128,1) + by)
- relu(C(5,64,1) + byg) — relu(C(5,32,1) + byy) = relu(€(5,1,1) + bys) — 0(64,64,1).

St and RR 45

1(64,64,3) —» relu(C(532,1) + by) — relu(C(5,64,1) + by) — relu(C(5128,1) + b3)

= relu(C(5128,1) + by) = MP — relu(C(5,64,1) + bs) - MP — relu(C(51,1) + bg)
= relu(C(5,64,1) + b;) = UP — relu(C(5,128,1) + bg) = UP — relu(C(5,128,1) + bg)
- relu(C(5,64,1) + byy) = relu(C(532,1) + byy) = relu(€(53,1) + by2) = 0(64,64,3).

Table 23. Hyperparameters of Smoke Tests

Batch Size 64 Learning Rate 0.0002 A A1=10;4,. =01
Training 40000 for R, and 5td,;
Epochs 1000 for RR g, RR4p,, Stdyg and Std g

Table 24. Forward and Reverse Pass Neural Network for VGG19 Network

Forward pass:

relu(€(3,128,1) + by) = MP - relu(C(3,256,1) + bs) — relu(C(3,256,1) + bg)
relu(€(3,256,1) + b;) — relu(C(3,256,1) + bg) = MP — relu(C(3,512,1) + bg)
relu(C(3,512,1) + byo) = relu(€(3,512,1) + by1) — relu(C(3,512,1) + byy) —» MP
relu(C(3,512,1) + by3) — relu(C(3,512,1) + byy) — relu(C(3,512,1) + bys5)
relu(€(3,512,1) + byg) = I+ = MP — relu(FC(4096) + by7) — relu(FC(4096) + big)
relu(FC(1000) + bys) — 0(1000).

1(224,224,3) - relu(C(3,64,1) +by) - relu(C(3,64,1) +by) - MP — relu(C(3,128,1) + by)

VErSe pass:

— by~ relu(D(3,512,1)) — bys — relu(D(3,512,1))— byy— relu(D(3,512,1)) — byz
relu(D(3,512,1)) = UP —byy = relu(D(3,512,1)) — byq = relu(D(3,512,1)) — byp
relu(D(3,512,1)) — by = relu(D(3,256,1)) = UP — bg = relu(D(3,256,1)) — b,
relu(D(3,256,1)) — bg = relu(D(3,256,1)) — bs — relu(D(3,128,1)) —» UP — b,

A - I A A A

- 0(224,224,3).

relu(D(3,128,1)) — by — relu(D(3,64,1)) » UP — b, — relu(D(3,64,1)) — by — relu(D(3,3,1))

Table 25. Hyperparameters of VGGI9 Training

A1-16 10710
] 0.01 (0 to 7 epochs); 0.001 (7 to 10 epochs);
Learning Rate 0.0001(10 to 15 epochs); 0.00001 (after 15 epochs).
. 36 epochs for KRy and Sty .
Training Epochs 22 epochs for XK and 5td.
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Table 26. 1 (X; D,,) and I(D,,; Y) Values of All MI Models

Ressrg.:sof IXD;) | 106D | 16Dy | 106Ds) | 106De) | 16D | 10zY) | 1@sY) | 1Ds1) | 1D57) | 106V | 1D51)
Avg. [ 11.9992 | 11.9879 [ 11.7279 | 7.9088 | 2.9612 | 1.2367 [0.9992 [0.9992 [0.9973 [0.9947 [0.9786 [0.9554
Std. dev. | 0.0011 | 0.0138 | 0.2007 | 1.5376 | 0.8695 [ 0.0973 0.0000 [0.0000 [0.0012 [0.0031 [o.0112 [0.0233
Avg. | 115487 [ 103822 ] 8.8948 | 7.8285 | 6.1742 | 3.9528 [0.9564 [0.8418 [0.7463 [0.6921 [0.5969 [0.4937
Std.dev. | 0.9988 | 1.1225 | 0.5715 | 0.7409 | 0.7583 | 0.2322 [0.0940 [0.0785 [0.0440 [0.0131 [0.0652 [0.0736
Avg. | 115521 [ 6.7737 | 4.0047 | 4.0087 | 3.8456 | 3.7120 | 0.9388 | 0.6372 | 0.6013 [ 0.6002 | 0.6008 | 0.5997
Std. dev. | 0.0558 | 23736 | 0.1872 | 0.2787 | 0.2033 | 0.0909 | 0.0070 | 0.0334 [ 0.0244 | 0.0233 | 0.0231 | 0.0236
Avg. | 52845 | 4.8838 | 42668 | 3.9356 | 4.7603 | 4.6238 [0.5654 [0.5369 [0.5358 [0.5182 [0.5261 [0.5336
Std. dev. | 0.4545 | 0.1569 | 0.3115 | 0.1279 | 0.0783 | 0.0173 [0.0337 [0.0039 [0.0111 [0.0060 [0.0115 |0.0031
Avg. [ 11.9976 [ 11.9702 [ 11.4784 | 7.7023 | 2.6314 | 1.0755 [0.9992 [0.9992 [0.9955 [0.9849 [0.9681 [0.9493
Ot I"Sid dev. | 0.0051 | 0.0505 | 05529 | 0.8500 | 04071 | 0.0629 [0.0000 |0.0000 [0.0054 [0.0128 [0.0254 |0.0325
Avg. | 11.9984 [ 11.9770 | 11.7029 | 7.3237 | 2.6905 | 1.2204 | 0.9992 | 0.9990 | 0.9973 [ 0.9932 | 0.9752 | 0.9583
Std. dev. | 0.0021 | 0.0292 | 0.2305 | 1.2948 | 0.3707 | 0.1700 | 0.0000 | 0.0004 | 0.0009 | 0.0080 | 0.0169 | 0.0242
Avg. | 11.9989 [ 11.8699 | 11.0450 | 9.0914 | 3.9232 | 1.3239 [0.9992 [0.9934 [0.9813 [0.9778 [0.9404 [0.9054
Std. dev. | 0.0016 | 0.2075 | 0.9404 | 1.8047 [ 13972 [ 0.4193 [0.0000 [0.0118 [0.0217 [0.0374 [0.0420 [0.0528
Ave. | 11.9527 [ 10.2473 | 8.1597 | 6.7212 | 2.4402 | 1.1113 | 0.9992 | 0.9743 | 0.9662 | 0.9917 | 0.9859 | 0.9706
Std.dev. | 0.0472 | 1.6567 | 2.3965 | 1.8774 | 0.4665 | 0.0512 | 0.0000 | 0.0227 [ 0.0124 | 0.0047 | 0.0110 | 0.0197
Avg. | 11.9200 | 11.5621 | 10.6095 | 7.7398 | 2.2372 | 1.0416 |0.9992 [0.9988 |0.9985 [0.9975 [0.9906 |0.9875
Std. dev. | 0.0540 | 0.1463 | 0.5465 | 0.8093 | 1.0104 | 0.0505 [0.0000 [0.0005 [0.0007 [0.0024 [0.0073 [0.0046
Avg. | 11.9970 [ 11.9727 | 113343 | 6.1690 | 1.9642 | 1.0985 |0.9992 [0.9991 [0.9971 [0.9832 [0.9625 |0.9477
Ortas["Std. dev. | 0.0061 | 0.0504 | 0.6796 | 1.2529 | 0.5865 | 0.0891 [0.0000 [0.0002 [0.0032 |0.0166 [0.0269 |0.0320
Avg. [ 11,9989 [ 11.9794 [ 10.2985 | 3.0652 | 1.2677 | 0.5283 [0.9992 [0.9988 [0.9029 [0.4041 [0.3923 [0.3860
Std.dev. | 0.0019 | 0.0116 | 1.5095 | 4.0345 | 1.8717 | 0.7445 [0.0000 [0.0006 [0.0918 [0.5359 [0.5329 [0.5288
Avg. | 11,9895 [ 11,7982 | 9.7800 | 7.4955 | 3.2139 | 13122 [0.9992 [0.9901 [0.9644 [0.9661 [0.9472 [0.9308 |
Std. dev. | 0.0075 [ 0.1710 | 1.0207 | 1.4405 | 1.2750 [ 0.1537 [0.0000 [0.0131 [0.0310 [0.0357 [0.0349 [0.0344
Avg. [ 11.9047 [ 10.8970 | 83860 [ 5.4257 | 1.7110 | 1.0694 | 0.9989 | 0.9915 | 0.9813 [ 0.9929 | 0.9812 | 0.9735
Std.dev. | 0.0890 | 0.8474 | 1.9089 | 1.1511 | 0.4913 | 0.0529 | 0.0006 | 0.0089 | 0.0145 | 0.0085 | 0.0209 | 0.0235
Avg. | 11.9093 [ 11.5761 | 9.4227 | 5.6190 | 2.2286 | 1.0100 [0.9992 [0.9992 [0.9984 [0.9989 [0.9962 [0.9935
Std. dev. | 0.0957 | 0.1450 | 1.7109 | 1.4609 | 0.4611 | 0.0091 [0.0000 [0.0000 [0.0014 [0.0004 [0.0032 [0.0035
Avg. [ 11.9946 | 11.9546 | 8.9865 | 3.2802 | 1.4296 | 0.8571 [0.9992 [0.9985 [0.8048 [0.7851 [0.7756 [0.7675
Ortas ["5d dev. | 0.0104 | 0.0561 | 33571 | 2.7102 | 0.9848 | 0.4858 [0.0000 [0.0007 [0.4279 [0.4391 [0.4342 [0.4296
Avg. | 12.0000 [ 11,9913 [ 11.7602 | 8.6184 [ 3.2490 | 1.3171 [0.9992 [0.9990 [0.9975 [0.9880 [0.9458 [0.9160
Std. dev. | 0.0000 | 0.0113 | 0.3400 | 2.0542 | 1.2740 | 0.2025 [0.0000 [0.0003 [0.0007 [0.0114 [0.0476 [0.0565
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Table 27. Per Category Accuracy of RR, for Texture-shape Tests

Data Sets stylized data edge data_| filled data
Model| Runs airplane bear | bicycle bird boat bottle car cat -hair clock dog. elephant | keyboard knife oven truck Acc. Acc. | Acc.
0 0.9 0 0.7 .6 0 0.9 0.6 0.8 2 0.7 0 1 0.6 0.5 0 0.8 .521 063 .4500
1 0.9 .4 .7 0 0.9 .5 0 0.4 0 0.7 0.5 0.9 1 5145 .2813 375
1 6 8 0.7 0 7 0.9 0.5 0.8 0 0 1 0.9 043 93 1500
0 9 5 1 0 0 0 0.3 0.9 0.7 0.9 40 12! 3313
0.8 7 5 0 0.5 0 0 0.4 0.7 0.8 ¥ 12: 3625
0.9 . 0.8 0 0 1 0 1 1 0.9 0.8 4 .2500 6.
0.9 . 0.9 9 0.4 0.8 4 0.6 0 0 0 .546. 563
1 . 0.8 7 0.6 0.3 7 0 0.4 0 8 8 .589 813
8 0.8 X 0 5 0.5 0.6 .8 0 0 0. 8 7 0.8 .4850 1813
9 0.7 . 0 8 0 0 .9 0 1 0. 7 7 0 .5440 1938 | ¢
Avg. 0.79 0.71 0.52 .61 0.4 0.58 05 | 05 0.3 .67 .35 0.42 0.51 .56 .66 0.75 .5467 2369 .4075
Std. dev. | 0.2923 ] 0.2767 | 0.4566 | 0.2685 | 0.2981 ] 0.5007 J 0.4000 ] 0.3801 ] 0.3712 ] 0.3592 | 0.2173 0.4756 0.3929 ] 0.3204 ] 0.3596 | 0.4035 | 0.0604 .0438 .0481
Table 28. Per Category Accuracy of Ort, for Texture-shape Tests
Data Sets stylized data edge data_| filled data
Model| Runs airplane bicycle bird boat bottle car cat chair clock dog clephant | keyboard knife en truck Acc. Acc. cC.
7 8 0 0.7 0.8 0.5 0 0.4 5 0.7 0.5 0 0.4987 1688 | 04188
6 .6 4 0.4 0.5 0.5 1 0.4 . 0.6 0 X 0.8 0.4877 2688 0.3313
.7 .7 ). .8 0.8 0 0 0.6 0 0 0.5 1 0.42 087. 0.3313
1 4 2 .7 0 .. 0.8 0.7 0.2 0.7 0 1 0.543 1 4
4 0 0 7 9 X 1 0 0 0.8 0.4 1 0.521 .3688
Ort; S 0.5 7 4 1 0.9 X 0 0.4 1 0.3 0.5 6 0.6 0.3864 4 .3375
0.9 0 S 0 0 0.7 4 0 0.9 0 0.4683 3 .3938
0 0 . 0 0.6 4 . 0.9 0 3 0.8 0 0.8 375 .331
8 0 0.7 . 0.7 0.7 0 .6 0 0.9 yi 0.8 0.6 0.8 243 1
9 0.6 0.8 0.4 0.2 0.6 0 0.7 0 6 0.7 0.7 0 1438 Al
Av 0.5 0.35 0.68 0.34 0.44 0.79 0.5 0.42 0.44 0.43 0.31 0.21 0.54 0.41 0.56 0.64 0.47007 2031 1
Std. dev. ]0.3742 0.3408 ]0.2898 | 0.2459 | 0.3438 | 0.4175 | 0.3367 | 0.2741 | 0.4088 | 0.4029 | 0.2378 ]0.2283 0.3204 0.3143 | 0.3134 | 0.4600 0.0552 0746 37
Table 29. Per Category Accuracy of Std, for Texture-shape Tests
Data Sets stylized data edge data_| filled data
(Model Runs__|airplane bear bicycle ird boat bottle ar cat chair clock dog elephant | keyboard knife oven truck CC. Acc.
0.4 0 .6 1 9 0.3 0 0.8 250 0.325
0.9 0.1 0.7 .7 0.9 3 0.1 S 0.9 0.6 0.7 0 0.8 0.8 688 .3875
1 0 .8 6 0 0.9 0 0.7 8 0 .2625
0.2 .. .1 0 0.8 0 0.9 4 0 9 0.4 .9 2688
0 ) 0 1 0.7 0 0 0 0.9 7 0.7 .4 813
0.6 7 0 0 0.8 8 0.9 0 8 0.7 8 343
0.4 0.6 . 0.7 0.8 0.8 6 1 0 6 0 .3 0.8 ).12: 75
0 0.8 0 0 0 7 0.9 0 9 0 7 0 750 .337.
8 0.8 0.6 .6 0.6 1 0.4 3 0.7 0.7 5 0.3 9 0 531 2313 443
9 0 0 .4 0 0.7 0.6 S 0.9 0.9 0 0 6 0.8 .444; 1188 281
Avg. 0.61 0.25 0.37 0.52 .4 0.45 0.5 0.38 0.41 0.71 4 0.39 0.52 0.21 0.54 0.44 442 1575 .330
Std. dev. 10.3510 0.2877 ] 0.4057 ] 0.2616 | 0.3197 | 0.4882 | 0.3916 ] 0.3490 | 0.2685 | 0.3814 | 0.2749 04175 0.3795 0.2961 ] 0.3471 | 0.4695 .0753 0341 .0593
Table 30. Performance Comparison of Texture-shape Models
Models Parameters Cost (s/epoch) Acc.
11840 0.387 0.442
Ortrg 11840 0.407 0.470
11840 0.627 0.547
8044 0.552 0.483
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