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o FRFID 72D DREEYHEE T )V gated recurrent unit (GRU) DFEEDLEA
e Softmax DXRILREINZEIT DM &, @mWRB 2 KD BB ORSE

FHE U-MESRZ2EF L DZEDTH 5.

1.1 8%

HERBECPE VT OIET T4 INO DT NS ZDEERIMOEREZ B RIT,
internet of things (IoT) WHHMEMHLL TWB. ToT 12 & > TIEHIZZ K DT INA ADAT ~
R—2w MIDIRENE. A v Z—%v b eERINE T NA ZDHIE, 2013 F£R R TH 158
fRAE, 2020 1213 530 Rl £ THRT 2 LHEINT VS, ZOLIITHHEIZLZ DT NS
AMA v E =2y MIEmRINDS L, EREPHER, YT XL VokZEBOT — XD
WYL, ZOLSICHBITHAT 2T — R IIERORHME LK > 72 &IRLT — X TH Y, Hitk
BRER DL BRNRIIT —RTHD I WS NG, TD7D, 5 UL 7ZEIRot TRRS
DYy FT—=RIIHTB0MEAMEZEH L7 — CARIHP R I NS.

LA, €y 7T =2 hEMORTiEE I T W2 HEM D %EE Y (deep learning) TH
5. EEFEITEGO G AR, ARSELEIIBWTAREZR S, I ALIEWKEE % E
JRTEB L UTHEHEZED T VS [6-9]. T CITHEBGMERPE MR, IR & CHEY
BIFEALINTWS.

SHD 0T BB WTEHE L RLMR T — X 25 EEFEHDE T )V recurrent
neural network (RNN) T#H 3 [10]. RNN iF=a—J )2y b7 —27D /) — ROH 1% IRD
RZD /) —FDANETHI LT, BEOREBEZILETS2=2—INVAxy b7 —IThHY, K
RINT — R OMHIZHE L TWD., ZD72® RNN ZEFAZRSMCERSHELE, o7 —40



2 H1E Frim

fEMT R IO NE N (9, 11, 12], #EDOERZMEHLZVWT 4 — R 7 47— FlD=a2—
TNy NT—=2 X 0ZFEPHEL W, Flrma—F 03y T =238 < OIEMRIEEH,
BHEITS 120, ETNDEHMMBP T Ty 7Ry 7 ATHY, FHTIBIZIIZHDNATRA—X
BT F 2 —= v U THA L RIT IR SN, T D720 T — X RTE OREROH
EMBRELLTED, TR ENERRPEREFE 2> 72— ZBIHORMED —D L7 5T
W5, IS5ICHEBFEDETIVIIZEDNRITIA =R %2F>TED, Z0D/T A —=REIEEP
WRIIHBERHBEREZMAIES., 20D, ZOHEIZA MDY —E AKX EMICAE
mEEE 5.

1.2 FBRXDAEDS & B/

AL TIE=a =TIV 2xy b7 =2 &2 liHT BB BRI ZHIL, fHHEaIA N %
BXYd e aiEREEYEZ, J0MBHLY LT L5 0E0oM\rzHE 9 5.

9, FRAT— 2O HWSNS RNN IZDWT, EROH L X 23 5 Hifli % #2
%35, RNN O%¥#1Z1%, FIZ back propagation through time (BPTT) 23HW S5 73,
BPTT Z A U7 RNN O%# 13, ARHEIEPARERE WO BRIZ L NEETH 5 [13, 14].
AEHE KGR EDERPEMICE > THKET 2 £ 5 RIFRA T — X DFEHDOKEE 2 EbEH
%. Z Of#EIX long short-term memory (LSTM) %, LSTM % fj%&1t U 7z gated recurrent
unit (GRU) &V ETIEEIZ L > TSI NT WS [15, 16]. — 7, AEUERIXFEFIZ
ARAIEFIZRERELZ L D FZEEZWESETCLESMETH D, Alidr ) vy ey 7 emfiEn
a—VAT v IiRAETHREINS [13]. UALARZ Y v Y ZIER TR N5
A—REFa—=VITERENRDY, BREBLMZLEL TS, £ I TR TIE, AEHEEK
ZIRRT 5 E TV GRU OXH %2 T3 2 & CTHEIEROFEKZFHE L, GRU O4 BLES
2L, FHE2LE/T 82 LT 5.

WIZ, EEER R MRS T—RDET Y 7T UT, HEEEOH 1B
DffffiZ2Em LT, ETIVOHIIDEE ETIVORDREBOHDOEBRDO—HBEHS 2T S, &
J@¥EE 5720 T AP EHEET N REDHMBIERZ RO L DEAZIZE VT, =a—
INExy b =27 DOHEITIZTHW S D EHALBIBUL softmax TH % [9, 11, 16-20]. LA L
[21] T softmax DR DELD 5 2EDOEMBKRE VL ST — & (BIZILFERBEOKELEF
T —8) EREEEHILSTETY VI TBOMEDR ML Y 78700 525 2 LIRS
N7z (23l softmax bottleneck & FEIXN5). ARFHSLTIE, softmax bottleneck % softmax
DN DOMEIR % RS 2 Z L THMERL, T—XOEBERET Y Y ZIZEE LW IBEHD
FiE 2R3 5. 22 &Y, softmax (2 % H 7= 7 I BI%K sigsoftmax 429 5. B
FEEART T Id softmax bottleneck DfEIHIZ, FAATHIERD HEIRGFHEENT X — ZXPBINT X —
RIZ X BEBMDFTEERNBETH - 72708, sigsoftmax IFidfTHR A EZEC T Z &% <



1.3 A X DIk 3

Chapter 1
Introduction
Y
Chapter 2
Background
¥ Y
Chapter 3 Chapter 4
Prevent.ing ) radient reprler;\;en?tgﬂggogag;city
exploding in GRU o
Chapter 5
Conclusions

Fig.1.1 Overview of this thesis.

WHTE 5.
DUEQBAIC & D, SHEEFND LSRN 5 BIEOEAK S RISRIIT — X DIRITIC B L
T, ARITHE S LB T T ) Y 7 R T 5.

1.3 AKX DS

A X DK% Fig. 1.1 12K,

W2 ETIE, AMXDERLZIEEFPEOEBERMZHENAL, BEHFEIZ OV THEST
%, H3ETIE, BEEFEOPFTRNN O—2TH3 GRUIZDWTEDXA F I 7 A& ffkr
U, GRU O¥H8 %24 ENT 272D DARERKZINGIT 52 FE AEICOVTHAT S, Fific
WA@Y, AEEFHIZE > TGRU OFFIXLBMLTLES. ZOAEESRIX GRU DIREE
DIRDEENDEALT B THEU B0, TDOXRAF I T AZMBHTL, IREZEVOEAN%2EH
5. RIZ, TORZEREET SFEHGEEZOHAREZHIIET 5 AEEZREL, ERIZE-T
Ffid 5. HEA4FTTIE, BEEFHEMS TG ZET Y V7T 2RI BB R BB O
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PEIZDWTHNTS 5. BEFOH BRI, HIOED 5 2EDEICK U TREED D& &
IZEDMERN G REATERVWI ERRINTWS. LU, ZORKIFIAS ~TIERL, Z
NEWETZHABEBIIIREI N TWARD 5 72, K SXOMBNIZ & > TEFEDEMEALBI R,
BB TR I NTWSE 72O LD XS RBANSEZ EVBHL NS, T LT, ZOfE
HiEE UTHRBER L v 71 R (sigmoid) THER I WA IEMALBER2IRET 5. BE
U 7 TG VAL B R & R D TE AL BE B & SEBRAIZ AT U, RFEROEMMEZ RS, BEIZ, H5
BT, RigXDfEimz s,

KX THWAGE S % Table 1.1 122 5. /2, Kig XX THWAMKEL % Table 1.2 (%
L5,
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Table1.1 Notation.

Notation Description

(z,y) Data points: x is usually input, and y is output
h State vector of recurrent neural networks
(7] Parameter vector
w Weight matrix

f) Activation function
C Loss function
o; 1-th largest singular value

sigm Sigmoid function

Table1.2 Important abbreviations.

Abbreviation Full name

DNN Deep neural network
RNN Recurrent neural network
GRU Gated recurrent unit
BPTT Back propagation through time
SGD Stochastic gradient descent
ReLU Rectified linear unit

MoS Mixture of softmax
MoSS Mixture of sigsoftmax

SVD Singular value decomposition
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21 REFBOEME

TR DEBDOT TV r— a Y TREFEVHVO T WS, FIRIXREEICEH
BB D E 5 hT & Ao IR [19, 22, 23] R EHEIR [20, 24], B (9, 25] B E T,
HEFEHOBEDOS I 2 R/ELTCWVWE., FEFHDODETIVTHIEE=2—I N2y hT—2
(deep neural networks: DNN) & iZ=a2—F)Vxv NV —2 2 @BEERZEEET LV TH
5. HEOFEI

zi41 = filWiz, + by) (2.1)

Thb. 12120, IBOAN%E x, € RYXY, g € RU+ XL 2 U7z, f 137G LB
CIFIEN B IR A TH B, W, € RUr1Xd b p ¢ R+ X1 (3B & > THRELEI NS
HAMTFHIE NS TAEMEENENTA =R THDE. ZOEE L B E O AE LY %
L [T > TR y = fr(zp) 24K T 5. A xg 2 OIHICEEOEM 2R L Tl
hy 23ET 52 L #2IELERE (forward propagation) & IR, Z DEHHE 2K THT > HEY
HDOET V% Fig. 2.1 1”7, Fig. 2.1(a) TR T LI 1 HHOFEE2REAR & RIITRE
U, 2z 48 (L=4) BAKRET VA Fig. 2.1(b) TH 3. ETNVOHEEIXRAZIZE 5T
820, HIZIXEERRIIBVWTIEEARAA=2—F )2y b7 —2 (convolutional neural
network: CNN) & IEEN DKL EADOHEVNHW O, KRIIT—XDET ) VI TldE
183 % recurrent neural network (RNN) &< HWHNS.

2.1.1 DNN D;EMcEa%K

Za—=I 3y b= TIHEMABEHEE ULTE<HVS N IEREEEE BN T 5
X (2.1) TBWTTEMALEEE f, ZHEGG L U, MPEBROAIZ L > THBEINZ=a -
2w b =2 3P AR T — X 2 RETE v, PR EH WS I T2a—F
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Y I
Xy = f3(W3x3 + b3)
f(Wx + b) X3 =f,(Wpxy + by)
X, = f(Wix, + by)
X
x1 = fo(WoXo + bo)
!
(a) One-layer neural network. (b) Multi-layer neural net-

work.

Fig. 2.1 Illustration of deep neural networks. Each box corresponds to one layer,
i.e., a linear transformation and a nonlinear activation function. x. is input, and y
is output. W, and b, are weight matrices and biases, respectively. f. is activation

function.

Vxy T =23 HREERE N 2 RS, EROMBEZEREORETRATES L5k, £
IRIEVEALBIE & = OB ZE Fig. 2.2 1213 . KO EBIFTEMEAREKDO AT z 1269 50
%, FEIIAI o 1263 28BBDOE 12 RLTED, M5 rectified linear unit (ReLU),
sigmoid, tanh, % U T softplus TH 5. TNEFIUIDWTLARTHIAT 5.

(a) Rectified linear unit (ReLU) [26]
ReLU &

f(x) = max(z,0) (2.2)

ThHb. ZNET7 Vv THEBE LTINS, AOBADE &0, EDOAINITH LU CTIXIEHEEH
LA, INIZXD, FHEMAMIBITS, FOMHN

df(:n): 1, ?f x>0 (2.3)
0, if =<0



1.0

0.8

0.6

0.2

0.0

—0.2

—4 -2 0 4 4 0 2 4 —4 -2 0 —4 -2 0 2 4
v
1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2
10 10 10 10
0.8 0.8 0.8 L 08
= 06 2 06 0.6 = 06
2 04 R 04 E 04
= z 8
T 02 0.2 ’/\ 0.2 = 02
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
—0.2 —0.2 —0.2 —0.2
BT 3 1 1 0 3 1 ) 0 YR 0 3 T
P 2 2 .
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Fig.2.2 Activation functions (top) and their derivatives (bottom).

Y720, EDAITHUTHOMRNEIZ 11225, Tk v R4 2 A HEICS W TAR O
WERRPDEIMMZ 2R TES, ReLU ko = 0 THAOATEEL 5 0%, HEFET
E—iz df(x)/de =~ 0 & UCHET 5. ReLU OFEAUCE T LML 0f(0) = [0,1] 2D
TO0e€df(0) i fDHAWMTHS. BB T74—F75xT7—FROD=Za—-FVxy  T—2L
R, RNN Tk ReLU %2{HHT 2 Z & 347000,

(b) Sigmoid
Sigmoid &
1

TdH%. Sigmoid DMNIE 1 AT D/NS ML R D AlLEZ /NS < $570D, 74 —RFT7 47—
R D DNN TiEdH & D Hwoaenws, RNN Tl <HwL N5,

(c)
tanh %

Hyperbolic tangent

exp(r) — exp(—x)

exp(z) + exp(—x) (25)

f(z) = tanh(x) =

ThHd. ZThd sigmoid EFEKIZT « — R 7 47— FEODO DNN TlidEd £ 0 O S NR0A,
RNN Tk &<HWHNS.



10 F22E IRER
(d) Softplus
Softplus (&
/(&) = log(1 + exp(x)) (2.6)

Thd. THF im0 f(2)/x =1, limp,_o f(x) =0 &7 0, ReLU % 5 7B
TP L7Z2dDEARIRT I ENTE S, TOMIZ ReLU OHifE & U T leaky ReLU[27] ¥
PReLU[28] 72 & DIEMALBBMPIREINT WS D, KX TIEHEHAL AW HET 5.

212 REFEBOZFEBHLE

HEFEHOHEID 0 FEHIZOWTHAT S, Hhlid b FETIE, FHATICEHATT — X L EIEN
L5F—REETFIVICEEHIE, FEFAETILVEAWTIZ S ARERSEET NV E Vo 2
2115, ETHOHE D v FE L IZHNEEE J, 358, —~BITROEEILIZ & 5 T8
TRA—RERDBZIELTH 5.

N
1 . .
i = min — () 4,(9)-
memJe min ]E_lC(:c ,yv’;0). (2.7)

2720, ORI W REDETFTILDTRTDNATA—REAANLZRZ MLTHD, W) & yU) i3
FNTN jBEHOBMT — 2D A hTHB. Cxl),yl);0) 13484 5 £ 0N $ok
R OELBEKTHY, NiFT—2ETH5.

T— XN DPIEEIZRELRET — 2 2B/ EEFHIIBWT, X (2.7) ORo#EAb I
KA BLR% R (stochastic gradient descent: SGD) 12 & - TfE»N5. SGD X7 v X LI
Yo v TEINZI Ny FLIEENSE T — X OESITNT BAE DI U2 > TR T
A—RENEEFHTSH. T EIHD/NT A —REHI

") — g(m—1) _ nVe |D1 | Z c), (2.8)
T (x),y))eD,

THEZOLNE. 72720, D, 37 VXA VTV TINZI= Ny FT|D,| EZFDHA
X%F#L, 71 SGD 0¥EE, CU) =Cxl)yl);0) THs. I=NvFOF> T %
—RIIZT =R EeREEIEFTEE LWL T) I NGE. ZOI=Z ANy F 1 DITH
THLREHZ 1 KE, SNV FLUTT—REARTRTCETOEFIEHINEZ %
1Ry 7 AT, FHHCRO =Ry 7B E LR M 2723 £ THEEIE5 D5 DNN
o7z —MN T EHTHS.

BBLDEI RIS OEHABIZ X > TEEOW D OBz £ 5 Z L TIrbhdh, ZOEHEIE
—a—F)bxy N7 =7 TIEHFREE (back propagation) &FEXNS. #HlzxIE, [ @D



2.1 RIEFHE O 11

A= (I=1,...,L) 26, &L, K& @ = fi_1(w1_1,0,_1), EEERE C 25 5.
IO E @ IZET S C DA

80C Oz Oxr_1  OFiss Oz OC 5o Oxiir Oxis
= = 2.
VBZC aZIJL aCL‘L_l 8:1:L_2 8azl+1 801 ail:L —1_l1[|—1 8:122 891 ( 9)
A fccj‘iml+1:fl(mwl+bl) L3 BHE, %Ci
l
8:cl+1 8fl(Wl:cl + bl)
= =D 2.1
aa}l 8a:l lvVl ( 0)
Elrb. 12720,
[[fi (Wi, + b))y 0 0 |
0 [fl/(VVlml +bl)]2 o ---
D, = . . (2.11)
0
i 0 0 [fiWix; + bi)la,,,
THY, fI() () OREETHS. oT, R (29) 1
VO = 2¢ iTlJWia@“ (2.12)

b, ZOFME%E Fig. 2.3 12mR U7 MOES1Z, 3 905 y T CHEERTHENZEE
L7zDb, TNoDWaE2HAAICEELTEEZ L > TWw<. X (2.12) D& 52, ARdEHHE
EIEVEAL BB DO B R & EATHOERDRED 57257280, T s DfEh DNN OEFIZHE N
THETH .

HREFEIZBWT, X (2.7) OB#E b BRBEE J, 12 —MIEMBEIRTH L. 2D, K
I R 2155 Z L IR TH Y, SGD IZRATREMELI R TEIET 2 E 5N
TWa. £oT, BEREFEHCIE—BICRENESRG 2R TRERDZ Z L IFETIZ, #HikdT 2
early stopping ®[EE D KEREEMT 2 Z e 2 EIEEMAL LTS, ZOX5%kka—
VAT Ay 7 RREEGETH->TH, BEFHIIEERZRT I EARBRMIZASNTED,
CHUZBL T DRAfRE MEREA S W &3 B I5E [29] %, @EIIZ/NT XA =R 5 & EITKIE
72 Bt 12 SGD DMNERT 5 [30] 72 E DR HED ST\ 5.

2.1.3 SRMtMtRE L AFE

HlE 7 E 2 UM EOFEDOHNIE, WRSM pp (KD T—X x,y, HEEKC I
FLT, BT B J,
Jg = Ep, [C(z,y,0)] (2.13)
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X0

Fig. 2.3 Illustration of back propagation. Blue arrows correspond to back propaga-
tion, and black arrows correspond to forward propagation. In back propagation, a
derivative of each layer is computed and propagated from output to input.

AIMET 2ET VDRI A—2 0 2 RkDBZeThHD. X (2.13) DEHBEE J, TR
AEMEND. E,, 13T —XORHEFICN T 2 fHEEZ & A TH 57, FEEITIZREN
DHERS A pp /SN, ZZ T, ik B, HELZ N HDOIEA (training data)
(x0), yUN) Iz LT > TNTF % & - - BB

N
1 L
— (3) 4,09).
Jo = Njg_l C(zV,y";0) (2.14)

DE/MbE TS . X (2.14) O HMBEE J, (FEIBERAE L iENn S, L LRA (2.13) &KX (2.14)
DEND S, ARMED training data [2X9 25X (2.14) DH/ME, 13X (2.13) DIELEE %
BAXELAEEMNH B, T5 &, training data Z2FEFHULZETIVEM-T, HLL pp 2
LY VTN INT —RITH U THRZITD LEPKREL LS. 2O LD BERILETH
(overfitting) ZIEIEN, FHZHHEHEDEWE TIVIE LY training data (258 UINALEZE DK
S5, BREFHOET NG —RBITEE AL EDONRT A =R 2R OAHEDEHWET VT
HB7D, WEHLUPTL, ZNEFSEZDITIRD &5 REMPREINTVWS.

(a) Dropout
MEMgER EIF 27201222 —F 0%y v 7 =212 & < W S5 Hiffidd dropout TH 5.
INEF=a—I)2xy b= DN ZHERNITEE T SEMTHS 31]. ANz x T b
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&, dropout &
Thb. 272U, q DREFE ¢; 1%

q; ~ Bernoulli(p) (2.16)

Ths[32]. £7-, 0 FEHXRIT L DT, Bernoulli(p) 3R pT1 %, X 1-pTOZRL
LERVA—A3HTHS (0<p<1. pldHAIHRETS. X p CIROE~N=a2—F )
3V NDOANEMLEL, WHER1-pTHIZ 0L LU TANZEEIERN. ZOXSIZLTH
BUEZETVEHOCTHRZTOBRICIETRTOANICp ZFLT

f(z) = pzx (2.17)

EUMIRHEGIHE LTI R TOANEREESES. 72720, DNNOIVL—AT—27I12&o5T
X2 B IFIZ dropout D AN % 1/px £ §5 22T, HIFZIE f(x) = p/px = LT 55E%E
EOTRPZINT NS,

(b) EHE=
PULEEENE < TBHED 1 DL LTEAWE (weight decay) b LN SNE. I
i Ly ERUEE BITIEN, S5 2 — & % Reb 3 Bifbo BN Z

WE

1 . , v
To =5 0.y 0+ L]l (2.18)
J

I
—

95, H2HEETANLELIEY, 22 Tv I ZEALOEAZRDZHBET, || |2 & Ly /
VLATHD. J, DO ICHTIHEEHET S L,

N N
v, 2 e v 1 o
G{szlc(m] ay] 70)+ 202} —VG_NjE:1C(13J ,y] ,0)—|—V0 (219)

D, RTIA—RDEHFTRINTA—ROKREIIZv 2R LZEDO2BHETEE I 0EHE
D, NTRA=RHIPNZRMEIZHFIE NG, NTRA—=RDOERE[MPVNILFHIENE Z i
X0, @FEEPMZ oNTPFEEINS TR 6N 5. EHMBIHE U T3z Ly / VA%
AW/ Ly EAMEA S D, ZHIEAR—ARMBR/ONDE Z e hs, ETIVORE/IALZEDH
BTHWSs LS.
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14 H2E RN

() NAR=NRSA=FF2—=VJIDVT

HREZEHZIZILODE U TEBFEEDOET LR TIVTY) XLIZIE, ZEDNAN=NRFT A =&
DPEAET D, NANR=NRNFTA=RLIFFEIZ L > TR I NDMDINT A — X DI E
HZ, AR L R NIER S 0T A =R %2187 [33]. BIAIXHEEFEIZE W
T, =a—I W xy b7 —20a=y ML (FEhRZ MLOEX) PEDOH, EZO dropout
RIEAMLIEOEA v 7 & 2 R THRRICIE L R I NIER 5 v, ZORITHRR 2175720
DIREPBETH DM, FEHT—XOEELENILKTEISIHETL L, fidoL B0 iEY
HLTLEV, EBORMT —XIZEDLBRWIEEREOEWET IV E 5. #@EEZ R, N
{EVEREDS M BT 5 X S FH%ET 5 72D121F, FHIMFHT ST —XUAND T — RIZ6 U CEHli g
BHENDHD. T THVWONDE T —RIMGEHD T — X BHEINTWS ZEMRHD, 21
% validation data & FFCr, ZIZXF 54E5% validation loss £ FEZ. 7272 L, validation
data IZR U CEFH T EF 2 6 N5 2ORKNRE TN DG IZ N T A =R F 22—
=V ZIZHMA LR test data BMEAI NS,

Z @ validation loss % AW 72N LPERER LD ik & U T early stopping M2 INT W 5.
ZEFEEO@RPTEFEE 2 Z U T validation loss 78 B9 25412 validation loss A3
XN ZETIVEMHT 5 HETHS.

214 ZFZT7ILTY XL

HEPEHOEANZFZEDO TN TV X LDOHML 2 — R % Algorithm 2.1 IZ/RL, ZD#
BA—=FIZDOWTEHHT S, £F, EBATHPNASTAREDN T A—R 2T S
(Algorithm 2.1 A® line 1). Z O TIE, —MBUCEETHEBRLZEE2HEHAL, ZOILK
DRE SR [34] B [35] 7 & TRES N AENFIN 55, 72721, RNN TRIRED
ERRIZBEDL 7O e U TERITH Z AW S HEBREI N TWS [16, 36]. RIZ, %
IRV ZIZBENWT, BEIBRVESICT—Z»6I=NyFi2 YTV T 5 (lined). £LT
Y FITHTHEEBEABD NI A —XIZEHT A0 ZEIH LT, NIA-XRDOHEFZITD
(line 5). &I, FRNIHREL 2T RY 78 E »FETI N B, validation loss 2% EF 9
L5 EDIEILERMAENFE I NToFEHEZKT TS (line 7, 8). NANRN=—NRIFA—XFa—=
VI ERITOIBRIIEINEZEH DN T A —RAFETENETNIATL, 7R validation loss 73
RERWETILZERT 5.
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Algorithm 2.1: Training of deep neural networks

1: Initialize parameters 6
2: for epoch € 1,...,E do
32 forrtel,...,N/|D| do

4: Sample a minibatch D

5: 6 =61 — Uveﬁ > (@) ,y0yen, C(0,20),y)

6: end for

7. if @ satisfies the stop condition then

8: Return 6

9: end if

10: end for
hy s h, Py
‘ ht—l ht

— f(Wx_+Wh_,+b)F— f(Wx,+W,h_, +Db) fWx,y + Wh,+b) —>

| h A

X-1 x; Xt+1

A 4

Fig. 2.4 Illustration of a one-layer RNN. State transition is represented by right
arrows. At each time step, an input data point and previous state is applied into an
RNN, and current state is computed by using them.

2.2 Recurrent neural network

RNN (I ZRDEGLND ) — FDANETEHEI =2 -V xry NT—=2THY, Th
X DEEDREZIREL, HIRBARIKGFEDODH SRR T —XDET Y v 7IZH# L 72T
»H5. Hiflizs RNN OREEHIL, WLt OREE by e R 2T 52

hi = f(Wyz; + Wyhy_1 + b) (2.20)

EREIND. 72720, W, AT L REENTNIINT 2EATHIT fIXIHELBERTH 5.
1 FEZIRTDAREE hy | DATIEIND Z LT, BRHT— R ORIEBEBROKFRERERET S Z
LM TE 5. RNN OREER % Fig. 2.4 179, ZOMD K 512, RNN Z&RZI D REER
EREPOAGANERBLTREINS., RNNOZEHIZBWTH, 71— K747 —RNlD=a—
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16 H2E RN

h._y h, Py
‘ \ ht— 1 ht
oh, ohy
oh,_4 oh,
X1 x, X1

Fig. 2.5 Illustration of back propagation through time. Blue arrows correspond to
back propagation, and black arrows correspond to forward propagation. In BPTT,
a derivative of each time step is computed and propagated from output to input and

from the current state to the past state.

TNty N7 — 7 LERRIZS OEBFEIZ LD SGD AL NS, KKt (t=1,...,T) I
B DHEEEE ¢, LU, RAOBREESE C =] ¢T3,

T
Vo,C' =Y Vo,c (2.21)
t=1

tfcﬁ% %%@f:&) 1 ’%@ RNN & L/, H%%J t O):{ﬁﬁ_‘?\‘ ht+1 = f(met+1 +Whht —|—b) et l/,
WE W, T2 EEAD L

8ct 8ht . 8ct <8Bt 8ht 3ht1>

Vwa e = oW, | oh,_, OW,

Oh, OW,, — Oh,
- 8Ct 67)45 4 8ht aibt_l 8ht_1 6ht_2
~ Ohy \OW),  Ohi_1 \ OW),  Ohs_y OW,
der (=" Ohiy1 Oh,
~ Ohy (z:: 1 0n; ow, (2:22)

LB, 12120, Ohy JOWy (Z hy_ | ZEBERRLEZLED W, ILX5 h DR THB. DA
Eo &Sz, AREHELREFIZIE > TR % & 5728 back propagation through time (BPTT)
LIEENS. BPTT % Fig. 2.5 1287 . MO & 5 (TGRSR ARICERE I NS, RNN
DI SN DO W AT FH R RN R E W2, B0 5 HREOE Y Z2IFMA T v T8 T
WA 2 F T H Y] 5 truncated BPTT BAHW SN 5.
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h3,t—1 h3,t | h3,t+1

—> > > >

by hy, o1

— > > -
h

Le-1 hy, P i1

— » > ——»

A ‘
X1 Xt Xt+1

Fig.2.6 Illustration of a multi-layer RNN. RNNs are stacked to obtain an accurate model.

RNN 74 —F747— NRERERIZHEEZ IS5, RNN 2 #HBJEHERT

hit = filW,x, + Wphy -1+ b)
hoy = fo(Wohi i+ Wihay 1 +b)

hr:=fr(Wyhr_1:+ Wrhr 1+ b) (2.23)

ELTEL<HWwWLNS (Fig. 2.6). 772U, RNN OE&IFEHEENRS Z L i3de L, BE
BETHZZ DL\, TOMIZHAR, ThbbRENLSBENHP > TREZEHT S
RNN & iflAaEHHE 5 bidirectional RNN &% DIRFEZ EHA DI} 3 5 attention 72 & D
ERRESINTWDED, KX DHEANDEER DN OFET 5.

221 ETIVHEE

RNN @ 7€ 7 UHE & LT Elman %, Jordan B® RNN (DWW THISEICHIAL, A
XTEIZHED GRU DWW TIEFFL L FiHT 5.

(a) Elman 2, Jordan Z® RNN

RNN @ 1 T ##fiC simple RNN % vanilla RNN & FE(X#1 % € 7 )L %% Elman B0
RNN & Jordan #{® RNN TH 5. 7-72L, T 5DETFIVIFERT S LSTM * GRU 121
RENE D78, ARG TIIMHHL L.
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h,
/
rt 71
0/ > !

Fig. 2.7 Illustration of GRU. The update gate z controls the effect of input = on
state h, and the reset gate r controls the effect of state h on a new candidate of state
h.

(b) Long short term memory (LSTM)

RS T — 213, REAT v Tl 7z REIK R B (R & EHI KRR PFEEL, £
D & S BHHERAERIR R KRBT 572 DITIFE T IOVIZHEYNICEROMAR, H2 0 IdEH% LA
Fid7e o7, LSTM 3 Z OMERRIRT 5728, AEY =X ¢ LIFRENDREZR KDL,
CNITIEHT = b 2z, AT — b4y, BT — b op LN ZDHEEZ R > T

zy = sigm(W s + W_ophi 1 +b,) (2.24)
iy = sigm(Wiz s + Winhy 1 +b;) ( )
o; = sigm(Wo,xy + Worhy_1 + b,) (2.26)
ct =2t ©cioq + 1 © tanh(Wepy + Wephy1 + be) ( )
h; = o; ® tanh(c;) (2.28)

Th5. A (2.27) TIE, sigmoid IZ&->TI[0,1] DIEZEE D 2z IZ& > T 1IRAIEID ¢o1 2 &
NEFRFT 200 MEI NG, RIZ, 4 ICE>TAEY — v VOEHFENHEING, B®E
2, AEV =R SDHAONEIT— b o, IT& > THHEINTRE b, DL E L. ZORE
2K o THRHK ZFHE LU CRIINRY T — X DRGFHERERIT 2 Z LN TE 3.

(c) Gated recurrent unit (GRU)
FRO LSTM 12 & - THRFHIT — X 21T & < RBITE 245, & (2.24)-(2.28) (LM Tt
BENREV. 22T, I0fliRoHETCRIGIREZENT 572012 GRU PRIk, &
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EDRYT — 2 DIEHROLREE, SHOD7ZHI1Z GRU IFREEZHEH 7 — b, Yy b7 — e
I3 22007 — Maffio THEITS (Fig. 2.7). KLt 2B 2FH 7 — b 2z, € R &

zy = sigm(W, e + Wy hi_1), (2.29)

Thd. =72, ¢ € R 3 ANZE, hy € RV ZREEKRT. W,, € RV™ &
Wy, € RP™ ZBEAMTHITH D, sigm() 1IFEHR T L D sigmoid TH 5.
—%, Vv hr—1Fr e R

ry = sigm(Wy,.xy + Wi, he_1), (2.30)
Thbd. ZZTW, c RWX™ & W, € RPN IFEMMTHITH 5. IRE h, 1T
ht =2z ©® ht,1 + (1 - Zt) ® il,t, (231)

o TEFEINS. 72720, 1IETRTOEEN 1 DRI MV THY, © RERILOR%E
£79. XN (231) 2AdL, FHTI— b 2, B 1 RLATORE by LERZ 2 IIFE2 L ONT
W5, 2z, DEZEIZOHS 1 DEE LB, 2z M 1ISEWEREOERASI NS, 0125
YHUVIRTE By ICEH I NG, 0% LWRIEO B By 13

ilt = tanh(thwt + Whh(’f‘t © ht—l))’ (232)

TatBEINS. 72720, tanh(-) 13ZHE T & D hyperbolic tangent T W, € R"™*™ & Wy, €
R™" (FEMTHITHD. KX (2.32) TBWTHV Ly br—br & by OB SNTES
D, ERRIZIROREER COFREE, BEORBIKGFIE222HAH L TVWE. BBEARRIT
GRUDNA 7 AIZTARTOTHD2EDLT 5. RE A, OYHHEIZ—RIZITRTO, hg=0
55, ZDH hy 012725 L GRU WEEDERE TANTRHUZZ L ITHInT 5.

2.22 RNN QOLfciEF

REEFIZENIN S AT LADLZENDEZ L > TEUBZEEbNTWS, RIETIZIERE >
AT L BEMIZDOWTRBIZEH L, AiERE DBERIZOWTHRRS, Z U TBAEMNET
HAEE ) Yy T DODWTEHHT 5.

(a) BHY AT L& LERIEHE
& (2.20) DHiHlZAR RNN 3t (2.28) ® LSTM, & (2.31) ® GRU & 5 7z RNN i —fiiz
IRDIERIE LB > 2T L

h’t - f(ht—la 0)7 (233)



20 H2E RER

plil

EARRTIENTES. 12720, hy (Xt RELIORERY MLVT Q13837 A=K, fI3IEREHE
BThsd. bURENHZEL L, I2BWT hy, = f(hy,0) 2723 &, S5 ANDE R
SN VR DIRBBIZZET, TD KD B hy (MR XN S, REHEM T h, L6
THEMAUTPER T 20N 200 f & 0 ITHRFL, ZHIELEMEITFIEN 2 BELRRETH
% [37]. & LHIHIME ho DY ||ho — h.|| < € &7 3IREE by 128 U T limy_yo0 ||y — Byl = 0
Y75 XD RER e BWFAET B & &, SFi R h, (FWHERE LS. —F, h, BRE TR
X, ZOEMRIEARLETHD. ZEMERIRE hy OB RGEFETOIRDTENIL 0 DIF S »
BRETRELSET S, ZOBHREINELIFEN , DEZEITNT A =R HIEHIEA L
fEIEN 2 [37].

[13, 38, 39] 1Z 1T & > THAFEREAEL T, RNN OB LRSS Z %2R U7z, SGD
WCEoTRIA=ZXDBEHFINDIEACET 5 &, REOIRSFHOAPEBIILLLT S, ZOF
H IR DB NDEAIZ & > THEBBN ZDOFIZBWTAREF 25, ZTOMEE L THIE
RCAMPIEFICKRERMEL 20 (AEER), ARICED SGD IZ L2 IFKKT 5.

LI THIREREDE S 1 DOMRIZOVWTHMT S, R (2.22) 2HET 5 :

t t—1 T
Ohiy1 Oh.,
Vw, ¢t = (EIIamaWJ’ (2.22)

T=14=71

A (2.22) D& ST, ARGFEICIZY ACTHORM [[Z 0hiy1/Oh; HEENSE. ZORDYHE
RN AR 2 /NS K T AR ZARMEE LY, LSTM & GRU 22272027 —
S E RO, #ﬁ TRBEBNIC AR 2 KE S THHKDPAMBHEE VA D, Dk Z O
e DBFREMBIZRRS. £9, FH RS TRAKIZZE T Ohit /Oh; DERKEFMED
1EDNI VL&, ZOFME RO RIBIE A AU L, T2 0hi 1 /0h; PR LR,
DM RIZHENWT Ohyy1/Oh; DERKEIAMEA 1 LD KELRD, DX DBV ALEL
TEHEREPEL B L, OV RGEHEIZWIREBO VY I FHORKEEMEN 1 L KEL
5215, AEPIEBBEBICHERT S, Ao TLERETENME LR, DF D HIEBED
20 NIEZ O GRS CARRRIZAE D RN E WA B,

7P, Bz RNN: hy = f(Woxy + Wihi_1 +b) ThNIE, ZOEHIE

—! i1 t—1
Ohiy1 17 0f (Wemits + Wihi+b)
iJWu_E oh; —EmMﬂ- (2.34)

g2 iid ) 7 7 TRERE DUEZEINDLEENEENDED, ZNSIZDOVWTIIARITIIEET S
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Algorithm 2.2: Gradient clipping
1. g+ VoCp.

. if ||g|| > threshold then
threshold

—0.n 9
llgl|

N

w

4: end if

LiRb. ZL,

[f'(Wexiy1 + Wrhi + b)) 0 . 0
0 [f(Woaiis + Wihi +b)]s 0 - :
D; = : D (2.35)
0
0 o 0 [f'(Wazip1 + Wihi + )],

THo. [40] T, W 2= VF5ICHIF L, RRKREZ 1 I2HWTLI&T
[T (DW,) AL ARVES 2T 5. LhL, EF—XOET ) Y ZI0IE I ORI
T ELZEMNRINT NS [41].

(b) @BV 'Y v EYY (gradient clipping)

HFBRRIC X 2 EHOMAE RS20, Al Y v BV IDREI N [13]. Az ) v K
¥ I CIRBEINICHRE VB E, HED VA NVel/|Dr| 3 m0) yi)yen. C(zD), y@); 9) »
ZTBET, JIVADPBEL N RB 51220y 75, ZTOHEM I — K% Algorithm 2.2
IZRT. ZOREFBERARREEIZ WD, BITEERINICRE 2RO 5 Z L TEEVEL T &
DREERIIZEI S T W 5.

CZTGRUICHUTHRZ Y vy Y T %17 L EDFHEEEZEZS. a % GRU EUSD
NI A =R UT, BATH Wi DA X nxn, Wy, OV A A nxm PoRNTA—X0
DEFEHIL3(n®>+mn) +a THH, A7V Y EVITOHERIZOM?>+mn+a) L5,

2.2.3 RNN IZ¥&9 % dropout

Dropout Z RNN ~N#E/H 9 256, KEARANOHEROEENELETH 572D TEPBHET
H5. [1] TERFEAFANDBEROEIEDIHE %< 720, KA RANDIRFEER (21 dropout
EHEAURWHEZRBELTWS., Z0O/E%E Fig. 2.8 TRY. KOBEKRHSSIZIE dropout
ZEALBRW. —7, [2] T, dropout TOWKIYAZINE=a—F)xy hDI=y %
R 7z o THOB I B 2 AIEZIRE L TWA. Fig. 2.9 122D Kik%/Rd. K TiE dropout
DIYAY @ T 551 A EZOEZILET 52 & TRUZ. R TIE, 233D GRU 0% &1L
THIFHEDFHEZ, 4 ED softmax DWRIZEWTERED fHiExE HWTHEHMET 5.



22

Yivard =~ ==t
H2E MR
h3,t—1 h3,t h3,t+1
________________________ N
hyy s h,, hois1
........................ N
hl,t—l hl,t hl,t+1
........................ L,
A

Xy

Fig.2.8 Connections applied dropout in [1].

Solid lines correspond to connections
applied dropout, and dashed lines correspond to connections not applied dropout.

h3,t+l

h2,t+1

hl,t+1

Xt

—>

Fig.2.9 Connections applied dropout in [2]. The same color connections share the
same dropout masks.

224 HBEANODTF—IHNEBDHICKOIBRINT—YDET) VY

AIEHTIZ RNN 2 Y OBBEFEEZHio/-T —Z2DET Y V2 OWTHHT S, £, B
DA E BT B7-DI2HHI NS softmax #FIHT 3. W2, RNN % {fi- RG] 5 — X D

TV VT HKITOWTHET 5. mikl

) VDI DOWTEHT 5.

=

S

N

EET—XIZRNN 2HEMH L -BoET



2.2 Recurrent neural network 23

(a) Softmax

Softmax # 1 & T AEBEEDETFTNVIZOWTIHHED =027 5 AN 2 HIZHAT 5.
Az Tl d2 MEDs I 2% ye RM, EFVDONTA-R% QO LT5. BEEFY
W2k B I ANETIE, BRIKEDANE h(x) e RY, RiEOEAZ WML v 322, 2 H
I BZBHD I I ATHIHERDET V%2,

exp([Wh()),)
2 mexp((Wh(z)],,)
& UT softmax BEX f, 2flio TRELT L. 2KEL, [f()], & fs(-) DiFHDOERTH 5.
X (2.36) Tix Whizx) OXEZVEHEBCELBINE, 2EZOMTEH NS Z LT
fs(Wh(zx)) OFERED[0,1], »2OFN 1 LR OERERBTE S, 72, fHHEEBHHHAE
MO TH 5728, FHITNNVDOAZBLEL TS L Z1E, softmax BBUZET IO Wh(x)
DHDFEHRE VDD Z BT L.

IO ULEETNVOFEETIE, BERBE U TADHERE —log(pe(yilz)) ZHWTINE
BMET B EDCET NV EFET S, fidLZL DT, ZONBOLEDER/NMEIE SGD A
WHNE7D, AROEENEETH D [13, 26, 42], softmax 2 AWV F D 1 DA DX
BB 2REEBRE Ul EOHAROHEMNBETIHELPTWI & TH D (17, 33]. EBRIZ
z =Wh(x) & U T softmax DI D% & - 7z log-softmax DAELE T 5 &

pe(yi|®) = [fs(Wh(z))];= (2.36)

dllogfi(2)], {1 —[f(2)];,  ifj=i, (2.37)

9z | —Ifs(2)];, if j # 1,
iy, HHDETREHTE S, —RIZHE log(2) DY Gl 1/z &2 2 BN We¥o
HEREIUS 50, R (2.37) IREZEE THIERIZLETH 5.

(b) Softmax ®EH

[17] TIEABABEIZ2 Z &2 5, softmax FHARRBHEKLFHPILTWS. £5 1
DO E LT, softmax IFIRD & SR AEN SEH IS [33]. L& DIREE b I2DWVT,
25 A (RTEHIT T R0V) y; 352 5N 5fF ) SR %

p(hly;) = exp {A(0;) + B(h,®) + 6;h} (2.38)

95, ZHNXEERIN AR XN MRS A TH D, HIZIXERS MR X —A1 5473
CHEEBMAGRICEENS. 0L ¢ 13T A—XT, A, B REROEKE XNnD. 727
U, ¢ ldilcEoiweiiEd 3.
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24 H2=

—J, h WG2oNEEEDTINN y DX EHERE2EZ DL, XA LD

p(hayi)
p(h)
__ p(hyi)
> om PRy Yrm)
p(hly:) P(y:)
= 5 (Rl o) (2.39)

Y5, 22T, & (2.39) 105 (2.38) BRALTET S L

P(yilh) =

exp(w] h + b;)
P(y;|lh) = L 24
(vilh) Yo exp(whh + by,) (2.40)
Elrb. 12720,

THhd. AEDISIZHKEDORENEDIREE h 2% y; D352 507z & SITHRBR AR S
CIRET B L, softmax [FEHRICELTE 5. BB AR 2 EITEBNZEE 2D
TRTOMERSAVIRER L IXR S T, EEFEHOP TR ER CE I A I N RO
KB DIRRE h DRI MEIRIZHED LIRS 2. 72, ¢ By WHELRWZ EBIEL
TW3. £oT, softmax BT UHT—XERET 5DITE U7z HIBIE L LR S 7.

(c) RNNIC&BBRIT—YDETIV
RNN 2 kB2 RHNT—RDETV VI 2EZD. BRIIT—RY = (Y1,...,Yr) 5%
SN T Be. ZOWRIIT—XOREER P(Y) 1&

P(Y) = P(Yr|Yr_1,Yr_1,...., Y1) P(Yr_1,Yr_1,..., Y1)
= P(Yr|Yr_1,Yr_1,....Y1)P(Yr_1|Yr_a, ..., Y1) ... P(Ya|Y1)P(Y1)

I\E'ﬂ IIEH

Y2|Y<t

P(Yi|Xt) (2.43)

DEIIHETES. 72720, YV, OfElE M AOME i =1,... M 225235, ZIZT,
X, =V =(Yi,....Y, 1) 23V F XA NEMRIL LT 5. SO ELD L,

T T
log P(Y) = log (H P(Yt!Xt)> = log P(Y;|X;) (2.44)

t=1 t=1
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&5, Kt ® RNN DA% o, K% hy, %y, NTA—K%Z0, 21LT

h,t = f(ht—17 ¢, Oh) (245)
y: = g(h,0,) (2.46)

9B, 127U, Y, 2EEEE T B 720, y, DHEIIETRE, softmax B 2@ L THE
0,1, M1 THELTS. ZOLE [y]; = Po(Yr =i[Xy) LLTRIT—2ZETY
VOB AN w =Y, £, hy L x 12k o TaAYF I AN X, % RNN 2B T =
BLEZOND. FEHIADONBOLE

- ZlogP Y| Xy) = Zlog [yil:, (2.47)

t=1

Z/MELUTHEEST S, 2L, i =Y, Th5.

~—~

d) SEZETN

RSB TX O H LRI T — R ARTIENTEED, INODEKHERET IV E
SEETINEIPR[43]. SEEET MR, &RAY, BHFEEZRT LS LHFEL NIVDSFEE
FIE, XFERTNFLURVOEEETVLRDH S, TNETh M EAOEENHL LT DL,
BHGE (HDD2WIEKEXT) 12126 M OFEZE O Y THIXFTRDO R T —L2DET Y V7
CLUCESHEETNVEERMETES., Z0E MRTORZ ML e c RM 2/HEL, i BHO
REIZXLT

1 i i—g
gj=4 0 - I (2.48)
0, otherwise

ELTO&1M7m56%5~_27 k)L (one-hot vector LIER) ZH O M TEHHEENLILHWSN
5. ZOE5ANERVWEL, | FHOHEIZETIVOE 1 JHOMEHE W 12L& > T

0

(2.49)

[
&

Wax = ['wl e Wi Wy Wigq .. ’lUM}

0
ELUTHMIFIW O i ZBHDHIRZ bVIZHRHIRT 5. ZDLDIZFFIT L > THEIZHIEG
LRI MV RS ZEEHDIAA (embedding) &Y, ZOEATINZIEEE W I

embedding layer ¥ FFEN 5. SEEETIVIZEWTE 1 BOEATSH] & k8O EATHILHE
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.

~

U BEHERTIHI L ZER5NDZEhs, ZNSDOEMTH LIBT3 tied-weight & IT
ENBAEMEEENTVS [44]. 0BG, H1E L BKEOREDES 2 [ LT 555
2 5.
SHEFVOMMGEIZIE, =7 VY71 (perplexity) Mk < HAINZ. ZhIFH
DRBAE D % SR A7

N
perplexity = exp (—% Z log(P(Yi))> (2.50)

Thd. 272U, P(V;) 3 i FEEHDOT — X TIEMRT NV ORERZFKT. KRGS TIE perplexity
PNSWIEEHEPEWVEREORWET VL THD LT 5.

2.3 BEEMR

ZZ Tk, REXDOHWTH 2 “RERIND 7D DHEFEE T )L gated recurrent unit D
BOLEMN & “softmax DRILFEIIICBIT BT & @ WRIH N Z2F O H I ORE” 12D
W, TORENEE Y 5.

23.1 RNN OZEBDLZELICEAET A

A7V v &y T UNDLEEFHE < HiEE UT, [45] ZARERZHi <7212, RNN O
BAF IV AIREBPLEL 05 &5 ITHINT 2FEEERERE L, £/ [46) 3V T T/ 7
BE» O ZEL LD FERERODDZFZHEEZRELTWDS. L L, ZThsD )ikl Jordan
B> Elman 8O #iliZe RNN 206 f e U2 ETEETH Y, GRU D & 5 M cRIEIE
BERET VN U CEBE#EATS Z LIFH LY. 51T, ITNSDLETITEE - RELE
KB E UTREL TWaE A, AGuX TRETS 5 HIRIFBERSEZREL 2w, §ifficidN 7
BPTT 2 & - THIEAE U T ARRRARET 52 213 B8] &> TmE N, £z, Wik
FOEZ 5750 BPTT (21 % real-time recurrent learning (RTRL) &\ 5 F#E L% 5
U7z. U» L, RTRL & n 2REH, w2 ha=y ML TBEERET LIZ O((n+u)?)
EWDKELFHEBEZREL T 5 [4A7]. AR 0@y, HEESE & B K 2 < 72912 RNN
DEAITHN 2 =X VAFHNZHIFS 5 1k [40] PRES N TWE D, FEREIZIEZ ORlF A3
TEDILARINT VS [41]. [48] i& RNN O FIR GG 120 2 AT % Ry FLAE 53 i
BOIA=ZRVITH ERMITHIDETNI A =X 2H D B THEEIELHEEZREL .

Bl RNN O XA F I 7 2L T E £ IR Thh T 5 A [49-53], GRU O
£ BREGEDET VN T BENTIE £ £ 72070, [54] 1d ReLU %572 RNN O XA F
IO A% L, [55] IZFEEBRIIZ LSTM & GRU 23 A AWM ZRIRS N2 I § I L 2R L
TLEBFLUVETVEREL TV, [56] TiZ LSTM % GRU O &EA L AIRED JFHATHI 2%
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M DERIZOWTHr ST\ 5.

A X TlE GRU OEATHIORARERME (A7 MV VLA) 2HTSE. 2DX5 %
AT NIV IV L EGIRI U 72 L DAL convolutional neural network 72D 7 1 — R
77 —FREO=Za—F)bxy MZHLTITONTED, Z0I LIZX D EGEAFEONMERE
oA MEDE L, generative adversarial networks DFE N LZET 5 Z L AHE I LTV
% [57-60].

232 FREZFEBEOHNBHICET MR

Z N F T softmax BIFIZR D HITBEBIEZW S OPBESINT VS [61-63]. [61] Tl
spherical softmax & Taylor softmax PEEINTWS. LrL, I OBEBUIE D
MREWVE X softmax DHREEZBR2WI ERERMIZRENTWS. £7z, spherical
softmax (FEMEM R ZEMDP O FEEECFHEL RITNIER OBV NS N=NRITRA—-RE2FEDH
[61], Taylor softmax I& softmax DT TH 5728, softmax & [FFKIZ softmax bottleneck
ZMRIE T E R\, [62] IEABEGHE %l o 728 D 72912 ReLU THERL & 1172 D BIEK
ZRELTVWS. UL, ZOMBRBEOEIC X 2BEGEORLEEDHD. TDIEDIC
softmax DEFIRZ RIS B & 5 RMAZEPERD 50 [64-67], TS IEERBRENZ M LT 5
ZEEHMIZL TV,

KN 2 M EIE LB E LT [68] TIREE R BFEIMEREZRELTWS. £,
[69] TIERIIFES D&\ mixture of softmax 12X LT, & W FHEED/NT W mixtape &\ 5
JEZRELTWE., L, RXOEMIZNT A =X Z2HPT 2k, REGEDZILIKT
5ZLTHD1D, FEHITLIZNITA-REFREDINS DWFRIZ DWW TIEARG XA TIHEE L
AN
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f"l\'3ﬁ

=

GRU O HEIRFE = CEB A E

ARFETIE, BIEGEF %A U T gated recurrent unit (GRU) %283 2 Hik2RET 5L
BIEERL, NS 78T A =X ZAIZ & o T recurrent neural network (RNN) DIREED X'
7 I 7 AR Z/LT 5400 (bifurcation) (2L >THELS. ZZTGRUDXAFI T A
AT, DIEMO—DEHSHIIT S, ZORIESE AT 5728, GRU O &AL H]
WD PR EEZREL, TSI ENEZMENITTD FEEZFZELT S, RNN OMEREFHIMIC
S<KHVWONEFFHEEERDOET ) VI ORRTINEFML, ZDOTIRIC K o THEEHED
MAoNBdZ L, BMENAEUELTHEZ L 2MRT 5.

3.1 XL ®HIC

H2ETHRARZLDIT, AROREIT KB AEHEE LA EESS & WD BIRIZ X > T backprop-
agation through time (BPTT) %ffi- 72 RNN OFH IR TH 5 [13, 14]. AfH/NE <
720 @BEDERIMEZ SNIR IR B AFIHK 2 P 572012, BT TV & L GRU »4
K3z [16]. —FH, ARBRITARIPIEFIZRERMBEL RIBRTHY, ZNWEL B &8
TA=RPIEFITRERMBEL 2D FZEPKMLUTCUEDS. T I THRD / IV AhH 25 HME%iE
ZTGE0, ARDOKREIEZ/NSLSTBHLHE 7Y v €7 (gradient clipping) 2FE I 7z
[13]. TR TRAZIZESTHATEDN, La—V AT« v 7 EROTHEZRA
PSRRI IR L 22 P e 5 7,

Z ZTCARETIE, AERE»EL BHENTH 2 R OLENDZEMZDONT, GRU DE
FIEMRT L, ZEMIZEETEL TV ALZ2RET 5.

R 3 T BORE 2GR GE D (Copyright©2019 IEICE) & £ 5 “Gated recurrent unit
R & 2 A EUEFEOHIE” [3] B & U NeurIPS2018 F&Kiw X “Preventing Gradient Explosions in
Gated Recurrent Units” [70] (25D <. KEDO—#T — X FEFHEHEFEFZRHMGHGEE D ITBWTHERE
TN, FREEREEFROFIOL LMY [3] »omEAHAINhTHS.
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3.2 RMREICE 2 AEFEFEOHE

o

]

2 BETHRAREZ LS IZDIENAEIREREZE LSS, ZOHTIE GRU DX A F I 7 ADf#
M7 L

T, 17 [l U Ay B s 2 B < TR IR T 5.

321 RBE2ZREICHW LU AERREEZ CEBE

9, BETLFEELFHMECE T 2 HHMN S REFEE LTy 5. oz
—E D GRU OZEEZHL, TO%, HEEDOLEIZHRT 5.

(a) —E GRU
24 fiTRUEZ—ED GRU &

zy = sigm(Wo.x; + Wi hi_1),
ry = sigm(Wo,xy + Whhi_1),
hi=2z0hi1+(1—2)0 hy,
h, = tanh(Wpas + Wip(r: © hy—1)),

LHRTES., 2L, o e R™WVIEANE, hy e RV IRIER RS, 2, e RV ITER
F—=F, e RV 3V &y b7 — 1, hy BHLWVIREDBEHTH 5. W, ZEATHTH
D, sigm(-) IFEHE T L D sigmoid TH 5.

D GRU OF#E I

N
1 . .
; _E (4) 4,09).
I’Igan:1 C(iB Y 70)’

D& S mmEfbfE e UTEAMbE N g h, HEBEELY <720l —ED GRU OFHE %z kD
I & FoE AL R

N
1 :
min - Z;C(J), s.t. 01 (Whn) < 2, (3.1)
J:
TITD FiERRET S, 72720, oy() I THI0 i HFEHICKERFKRETH D . o(-) lEARYD
ML VA EEENS. X (3.1) ORELIFIRDOEHTRT & 512 GRU % FATHIZ ZEITHR
L, ZOVMRORENRDEMIC XD AR ES N TES ¢

EIE 3.1. HU o1 (Whpy) <2451, —ED GRU O¥Hfi h, =0 XLETH 5.
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ZOEMHITA (3.1) 12X BFEED, P hy = 0 DREWEZ(LIERNVWI L ERLT
W5, FOEOREEIT h, OLZEMEOEIZ X AEEBERZEZ IRV, ZOEMZ T
B2, RO 3 DOFEZ WS :

8 3.1. —E@ D GRU ¥ h, = 0 IZ PR &2 RO,

FERR. A1z, =0 &REE Ry 1 =0 2ZTNTH R (2.29) & (2.30) ITRAT R L, HHIT —
Motz =1/2 2740, Vey b —bikr, =1/22%3. WIZ, &, =0 & hy_q = 0,
re=1/2 %R (232) I/RAT B L, hy =025, BBIZ, hy1=0%¢ z,=1/2, hy =0
2R (231) ITRAT B L, Hi-RER R, =020, ULED>T, hy_y =h; =0 HD
VD78, GRU IFFHR h, =0 ZFD. O

R 3.2. I % nxn OHALTH, N\ () & i FEICHHAED K E @A H, J = 1/4Wy,,+1/21
Y35, HULARYZ PR (A ()| DM (T)] <1 THBRSIE, ANDRN—ED GRU
1%, hy =0 EETIRD L S ITEMTE S

hy = Jhi_, (3.2)
DL EVMR h, =03 LETH 5.
SEBH. JRIFRIN 22 22 e M A RO CTRRIAL U 72 A T L DR EME DRI & > THIl T E %
37]. AMDSmWEE, T4 7R [71] 12k 5T h, =0 THFLLZ GRU i
hy =Jh;_, (3.3)
ixd, =L, JIdh, D, hy 1 =0 x, =028 % hy_1 IZETEHVYILIHITHD,

h, ! 1
J = = W, —TI 3.4
L hh g (3.4)

Thd. XN (3.3) 25

hy = J'hg (3.5)
MWD LD. JHFZDOEAMD ¢ TIHKAFEL, KX (3.5) & J OEIAELIFIEALL 72 GRU O
RABMNERDZ I 2RT. N—hvrv=07 v OEHRLY, MK 8 RO DR
LEENIHIAL L 12V AT LDIRDBEN TR ATRETH S [37]. M (J)| <1 THHT h, =0
IR 2 PG TH B 728, —BD GRU IZR (3.3) TEMTHETH 5. Ldi> TLEMN
EARZ MR N (J)] 1C&->THRED, [M(J)] <1 THIEZ,

lim ||k — ha|| = lim [|he|| = lim ||Jtho|| = 0
t—o00 t— 00 t—00

*2ART MV VAP BRREREETH 2 DITN L, ARZ FVEEL EEAHEOMIMEORKIETH 5.
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DR EE ho DX+ 731T hy = 0 ITEWVWTRTD hy 1TV LD, £o5T, h, =0IFLETH

3. O
Wi 3.2 1%
1 1
M(Wan +51)| <1 (3.6)

Y5 RMEE VL, T ROREEE SIS EEVI EATEL I EERALTVS. 20
BRI EA IS 2H0TH 0, RIEEMAEIELR O ORL 2L b EA SN, ERY
BT BV THA ORI TOEEROBESR R Y IR EREAAE FHBETH 5720, BEOHHM
SELEET 2 2 3LV e Ebh. 22T, ROMBEIZE DR (3.1) O &> 2k
S5 -

% 3.3. L, Ul(Whh) <2 "C?)éii%&i,

1 1

N AIRVASR

SEBA. M % (nxn) D), c 2ANT LT 5L, M+cl OEAEMEIEN(M)+c L7557,

1 1 1 1
)\1 (ZWhh + 5.[) — ‘ZAl (Whh) + 5’

DD LD, Fhz, ZAREANS

'ihaww+

AR D 0. A L FRALIZ D\ T Weyl DA%

k k
SN M) <Y oi(M
=1 =1

MIRTDE=1,2,...,nIZKOD. Lo T,

1 1 1
Sl < S (W) + =
J 1M (W)l + 5

M (Whia)| < 01(Wha)

THh,

1 1 1 1
- < = il
4|>\1(Whh)|+2 __1401(Vvhh)-+ 5

MDD, Ko T, Ul(Whh) <2 ThniZ,

—_

1
1> Zgl(Whh) +=-> = AM(Wun)|+= >

N | —

1
2

W

4 2

1 1
A1 (—Whh + —I) ‘
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MDD, Ko T Ul(Whh) <20t E,

1 1

A (z_lwhh + §I>‘ <1

N AIRVASR O
i 3.1~33 25 L, EHE31IIMDLDIZFHATE % .

FERA. #HRE 3.1 £V, PR h, =02 —ED GRU IZF1ET 5. Z OFMAUIEHE 3.2 £ 0,

1 1
Al = I 1
1(4Whh+2>‘<

DEELETHY , 3.3 &0 Ul(Whh) <2 T%MCi,

1 1
M| -Wh+=I)|[<1

W OIED. £oT o1 (Why) <2 THIUEX, —ED GRU OVl hy, = 0 134 7 P 51
Thb. O

iR 3.1 13 18D GRU M2 > 2 & 2R L, M 3.2 137 OVMi 2 2 ITEDE
7R, fE 3.3 XEEMICET HNORb D IR TEL 22 2R, Z05
DOREIZ & > TEH 3.1 DEFH I N7z, 2 OEHIIREED LM RO AR BT & 5 A EEF
2SI ZRLTWVWS.

REECTHEHTAEM AT A, =0 TH D, ZOFMAIZEY, REOHEE LTHEX
NBHETHY, FE2ETHIALZLDIZ, 012V ty bENBEZ LT GRU XZBEIZEBEDE
WESHTE., U h, = 0 BLETHNIE, 0EHEDRELFHLAIZ 0 IZNRT S, Zh
&, AR LIk - TIE, GRU PMBREDEREZZERICEHTESL I LZRLTY
5. —H, MJ)|>10LE, 0 DFEMRIEALELRD. ZHE hy WEHEIIZ 0 2705
T, ABMIZY 2y b LUARITNIEZ GRU BREDERZZLISHTERNI & 2R
LT\W5. F7z [55] IRIREED 0 1ZPURT 2 425E % RNN OE T ILH LSTM % GRU 72 £iZ T
Mg AMRERZERT A I EZRLTHED, GRUZ h, =02 LELREEDIZEETSHI L
BERTHEEEZOND.
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(b) %M GRU
BREE2E GRU (ST 5. L0 GRU %

hl,t = f1(h1,t—1,fﬁt)
h2,t = f2(h2,t—17 h1,t)

hr:=fro(hri—1,hr_14) (3.8)

Y¥5%. 17U, hyy € R EEE 0 O IBORETH D, f; X1BO GRU TH5. 18
® GRU L [#kiz by = [T, ..., hT JT = 0 PMHTH Y, WOMBAHY 1.

WE34. LLI=1,...,LIZDVT,

1 1
- i 1
A (4m,hh+2 )‘ <
ThhiX, ZEIES L7 GRU OFfiS h, =0 ZZETH 5.

EIEEH. #}%0) GRU 8 IEHQ%&: ht - [h}:t, e ,h%7t]T - 0 &i?@f)ﬁf% b ’ ht—l - 0 & ry = 0

2B B 20T 3L O i,
Oh;_4
- ok, )
e 0] . (0)
Ohy 11
oh
2t Ohg ¢ o
Ohit—1  Ohgi
J=| (3.9)
Ohp_1: Ohp_1, Ohp_1, o
Ohit—1 Ohsy1 ~ Ohp_14-1
Ohp + Ohp + Ohp + Ohp, 4
| Oh1 41 Ohgyw Ohp_14-1 Ohp 1]

5. oI T Ry 2 FEMITHITH L. T Ty M7, IERATIIEE N
zh
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THEALNS. 272U,
1 1

A, = -W, -1
1= g Wihh + 2
1
B, = §vvl,xh

THY, Wipp & Wi X 1ED GRU OEATHITHS. 70y 7 F=MITFIOEEHEIZE
DX AT OEAMHIZ B, JOEAMIEI=1,...,L ® Oh;/0h;—1 OEAGMHED S KD
LB, LED-T, AR MLERIR

Au( )] = max | ( 5 :
b, FERELT, IRTDI=1,...,LIZ/LT,

1 1
Al(—vwﬁh+——1>‘ (3.10)

1 1
A (—VVz,hh + —I)‘ <1

4 2
THhE,
1 1
|)\1(J)| = mlax A1 (Zvvl,hh + 51)‘ <1
MR D 3D, O

—JD GRU & AR 33 X0 oy (W) <20k &

4 2
DD NLODT, REEE

1 1
A1 (—VVz,hh + 51 ‘ <1

N
1 ;
min - E 1C’(J), st. o1(Winn) <2, or(Wign) <2 fori=1,...,L (3.11)
]:

9%, ZZToi(Wign) <2 2WSHIRZMA DI, AT &> TREVEH R h, =0
DORGIEEZ B WK S ITHNT 2720 TH 5. KX (3.11) OFFIHEIZE>TEED GRU %
LEINR o EENTE S,

322 REZICLZZEZED7ILTY XA

= (3.1) D /MU Z i < 7212 1X {Whh|Whh € Rnxn,al(Whh) < 2} % i 72 9 pE Ik
(FATAREES) TREZBR U ITNE R 572\, % Z T, stochastic gradient descent (SGD)
ZIEIEL,
6, = 0%, —nVeCp, (6)
Wi = Ps(Wi " = nVw,,.Cp.(6)) (3.12)
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EUTAIA—RETHT B ERRET S, 22T Cp,(0) 1 1/|D: Y o) yoryen, OV
THY, 07, W) ERSTRTOATA—RTHS. K (3.12) ZBWT Ps(-) IHRD
FIECHET 3

S~ BRFERME 2 IR L 7B T VT A N

Step 1. W =WV, ,Cp.0) 2RAD & 5 1T SE AR 5.

W —uUusvT (3.13)
Step 2. BAME (2 — &) DA LK EE % BIEIC BT 5.

3 = diag(min(oy,2-9),...min(o,,2—6)) (3.14)
Step3. W) 2 UV, Sickhmlgys.

W) —usvT (3.15)
- /
ZOFMEICE 5T Wiy 1 (2 6) MFDARZ MLV AEFEDZ L DRI NG. § %
0<6<2eMBEITHETNE, REHED 01(Win) 752 DA 020 S Rl &
N5, Ps(-) 13 SGD IZ & 5 THAT A= XWETAIREE A DIMT A1, FATITRERE I
RET7LT) ZLTH Y, WOMBIRT &5 0 EF TS ~O RS ETH S [72).

W 3.5. Ps() lckoTELNB W) 1%, ml (L

min [|W,7) — WP l7, st ou(Wy;))<2-6

hh

DIRTHD. ZIZT||-||p E7BER=ZTZINVLTHS.

SEBA. 2 DDIESi T M € R7*9 & K € R (IZH LT

> {oi(M) —0i(K)}? < ||IM - K|[3 (3.16)

=1
DO LD [73]. R (3.16) 225,
W = WU >3 {os(W)) — (W2 > S o (W) — (2 - 82 (3.17)
=1 =1

WESNB. 727U sk (2-0) &V KEARKREOKTH 5.
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—F, BREIZLE->TEFOT7RR=ZT A/ VAT

W)~ W2 = luSVT —USVT|2 = [UE -S)VT|2
=tr(VE-S2WWUE-E)VH) =tr(V(Z - £)?°VT)
=tr(VV(Z - %)) =tr((T - X)?)

=S H{a(W3) - (2 - 0))*
1=1
TH5. EL, () JTHO ML —2ATH 5. Zhik

min [|W,) = Wi |2, st oi(Wii)) <26

hh

DFREEHLTVE, LEA-T, 200 W) kzoRstiEomcshs. O

W 3.5 1%, BEENI7IORZ YA VLADBRINDETINTG X —& Wy, & EITREES
WRTZERRL, ZOIZeh6 Ps(-) BWEKBEBOR/IMEIZE 2 2813/ X .
REFEORBEEIZ 7 OR=ZT A VLIRSS, IRCTRTEIITINV—A VADEKTD
RHETHL. £7, 175 A, B R™*" ORREIZIZ

k k
Z loi(A) — 03(B)| < Zai(A — B) for k=1,2,...,min(m,n) (3.18)

YOO BERDS. wE, W W 1zonTR (3.18) OUAEER B, REFREIZOWN
To(W)<2-6&0b
i (W3)) — o WiR)| > max(0,0:(W})) — (2 - 6)) (3.19)

MDD, koT,

k k
S 1oi (W) = o: (W) = Y- max(0,04(W)) = (2= 0)) (3.20)
Thsb. £o7T,
k k
Zmax (0, aZ(W}E;)) (2-94)) < Z i W;E;)) - UZ(W}E;)H

k
gz W) =Wy for k=1,...,n (3.21)

LiRs.
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ZIZTCREEZMS &

k k
S o (W) — oW =3 max(0, o5(W)) — 2 - 6) (3.22)

EhB. F, BEERIZBEWNT

(Wi, = W) =o,(U(S - 2)VT)
=0 (Wi3) = oi(W,7)) (3.23)

BEO S, oi(W) > oy (W) &b
Zmax (0 O'Z(W]E;) Za, W}EZ) W,E,Tl)) for k=1,...,n (3.24)

L%, £oT, RMERITIMOEZDRRMEDHN (FL—A VL) 2HRMELTWVWS.
RE, RERFFEROBERICESBVED, EHFETLACSNDEEROHES
% Adam [74] mE L BITHAT A EWMETH 5. Fig. 3.1 THREEOMER 25T, X
TRT &S, BRI THERICH 2D W, 2 ARIC & > THEE L W), 2% 7
XRWEE, W, — W ||r 2 /NS I E M3 5UC W, 25535, ZhEilD
BUTCTHFEHIEL0NREETHS.

3.3 REZXRDFHEEDREREIL

n &RIE hy DY A XL T 5L, BREMUIE On®) OFERIBETHS. n HEER
FEZREE SN, BOTEPAEDONT A =X EH %D GRU OFHICEWT ZOFHREIIEH D
e n. I, AMTIHREROITREERILT 2 5%E 525, £F, Ps() Ot
BABEZOWTHET 5. X (3.13)-(3.15) i

Wi =W =3 |a(Wi) - 2-0)| wio] (3.25)

=1

ERRTIENTES. 2720, sliF (2—0) F O RELREMEOHTHY, u,; & v, 131 FKH
DEADRRNZ MV TH L. A (3.25) ZIREENEFEL LT NITR S 0K R, FRA
MM o (W) > 2 -6 23 s HOATENI A2 RLTWS. ZhaRMHLTAE
IR MRS T0 RS s ORI, BRAY ML EFETE 5 @R KREN R [75] %
Awad. L&, Zo—ORERM, REXZ MLEKRD B FiE% truncated SVD &IER. Z
D i s HORREE O(n?log(s)) WM CHEMRETH 5. 72721 SGD & ffioT/8T A —
AEEHFLTNWBHAT, [MAOHRENSM (2—0) &0 KE WA EHINGS 2 2 I3HEL <
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xr7+1
we
Wr+l . A
20 Wi = Wil
T
we,

7—1
W,

Fig. 3.1 Illustration of proposed method. A blue region represents a feasible set of
the proposed constrained optimization problem. First, W, - ! is updated to Wy, by
using gradient as shown by a blue arrow. Next, W;fh is projected into the feasible
set by using SVD; i.e., VAV,Zh is updated to W}, as shown by a yellow arrow. These

two steps are iterated until the stop condition is satisfied.

truncated SVD THIET 3 s b2 SH. Z07=D 0;(W)) > 26 Th M RBEOR A
AR SRR SR\, 22T SGD THHT 2HD/8T A — X DFREE T A—2D
FH R A, ROMBIC LB LREM ST s 23RN ARS 5.

W 3.6. W) oK R
os(Wir)) < oi(Wi5 V) + [l Vw, Co, (0)]|r (3.26)
WZXoT ol ZoN5.
SEEH. 2 DOIES{H M € R ¥ K € R™%4 ISR LT,
Oirj—1(M + K) < 0i(M) + 0;(K) & 01(K) < [|K]||r
WIS [73]. Zh& Y
oi(M + K) < 0;(M) + 01(K) < 0;(M) + | |[K]||
MDD, U7zd3o T,

a(W)) = o;( W™ = nVw,, Cp.(0)) < a:(W ) + 01 (=nVw,, Cp. (6))
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Thbh, Zhik

(W) + 01 (=Y w,,Cp., (0)) =0 (W) + |n|ot (Vw,,Ch, (8))
<o, (W) + nllIVw,Co. (0)||

AR O

X (3.26) D EFRAEM S Z Xz &, EEHATD/NT A — X OEFRE L AR DI, (2-6)
XU RERFBRMO s DR HEETES. BB, IO ELROFHERIE Vw,, Cp_(0) DY A
AW (nxn) THY, 7 ATV TT o (W V) BEHZES T VB ED, On?) Thb. #i
EOFEHFCRIEMOHEZ Lo/ DIZOVWTIE, ZOERZZFOXFEHTE RV,
BIZIE (1— K) ATy 7h6 (1—1) ATy TETREORRMBELZFIE LR > 2541,

K
(Wi )+ 0l Vwi,Co, . (0)]]r (3.27)
k=0
YU oW o LREGETE S, #5, b roliino (W) <2 ThsI i
5, sk o (W) >2-6 DD YIZ0y(W])) > 2 il THREORE T L, X512
HEAMETES. DLEXD, BERIBATY 70MN?) Ts DREIZRBELZ LHMT
5. TLUTsH1IUEDE ERT, O(nlog(s)) DRtERTREMENREETTS.

3.4 REZXOELIO—NR

REFEO2KOFEHOEML, 32— K% Algorithm 3.1 IZRT. X I@EHOFEE L AKIZAS
A—=R BT S, Z0HK, T2V TVIULTI=NYFERED, AR > TS
FA—=R%HHT S (line 3-4). KIZ, REMELMEZ WTIZEAL, HNZHHZI LW ST
A—REEWHT S (line 5-7). TNEEIEFZM 2T ETHIIKRT.

Wiz, EEHEEDO 7N IY X L% Algorithm 3.2 1IZ/RT. 22T, i HHORKRMO LR %
o; &35, £TEMTAIOMYME WO 126 U TRREMEZTV, TORRID (2-0) &
DRELRRMOBE L Z DM s LFRMED ERDEE WIS 2 (line 1-3). RIT, BHEDF
BLAMRIZI=AYFITHLUTNATIA—ROEFH 2175 (line 5, 6). EREZFHAET L7200
c=lIVw1/ID|- 3 p pep. C0, 2, y)l[p ZFHEL (line 7, O(n?) OFEE), ShRiRMED
SR AT, FRHZ BN 2 2BA 58 s 2515 (line 8-12). W&RIZ, s 1 LXHKE
WIGE, B s EOBEMENREEEHL, FRIZHEDEEAMTH W hoERAY ML
WE LU CHI 2723 & 5 1TBET S (line 14-17, O(n?log(s)) DatHERE). 728, (2—6) &£
DK ERIFFRMEDOME s IFEHETIZR WD, X (3.25) L BED 0L (W) —(2-0) D
REIZIELUT (2-0) KD RELRRRMEIZHIGT DRERZ MVOARBEL TS, Zh
% validation loss W I35 < R 3R EDEILSM 27T £ THRDIRT.
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Algorithm 3.1: Training of GRU with local stability constraints
1: Initialize parameters 6

2: forrel,...,T do
3:  Sample a minibatch D, = {(x;,y;)}"

1
4 07 =l — ﬁvem Z(m,y)GDT C(6,z,y)

5. Apply SVD to W) as W) = USVT

6: ¥ = diag(min(o1,2 —9),..., min(c,,2 — J))
7. W, =UZVT

8 if 0 satisfies the stop condition then

9

Return 6
10: end if
11: end for
3.5 =B

35.1 RREH

REEZFTMT 2720, SHEETV VI/OEREERDOET Y VI DER%EIT>72. GRU
EEXE, FEOMIE L validation data (2T AEEDEE & AT MLz, FEHD
I, #FIME L2 TSR A2 MEEHEAZ2 ST Ry JK TROMITBEN —-EL BRI 5 Z
EREIRYy IRTTLHI e Uz, EFEBREMGEIUTOEEY TH 5.

(a) Language modeling

AZEERTIE Penn Treebank (PTB) [76] & WikiText-2 dataset (WT2) [77] £\ 5 2 DD
T2y bEHWTEREET Y VIDERET o, ZThoDTF—XEy I RNN O
REREM A< WO N T WD, &T — X DHGEHPFEFE % Table 3.1 12 £ & 7. PTB I
training & validation, test set IZHh 0, TNENHK 930k, 74k, 80k HFETH 5. FEEEEL
110k & U, BEEIZRWHEEIZ DWW TIERI R BEE<UNK >%2# 0 4Tz, —7F, WT2 &
training A% 2100k H3E, validation A% 220k #.3E, % U T test #% 250k HigE 6720, FE%E
BE 33,278 HEETH 5.

FEREM IR EIIED [1] I SWTHRELE. EFLOEBH% 650 x 10,000 DA 7
A7 L DORERE (231 embedding layer & XN 5 ) & U7z, ERKIETANDOMENRKETE
5 P ROEEP OREBRHNTUES 2D EZoNEDOT—EOHIIIZ 0.01 L7, X
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Algorithm 3.2: The proposed projection with low-complexity.

1: Apply SVD to W}Ez), and obtain ai(W,E?L)).

2: Initialize parameters s as s = [{o;]|0; > 2 — 0}

3: Initialize upper bound 7; as ¢; = ai(W,E?L)) fori=1,...,n

4: for re1,...,T do

5. Sample a minibatch D, = {(z;, y;)}"

6 9 — g1 _ nv9| 1| S yen. C(0,2,y)

m o= VWi i Segen, CO.2)lr

8 foriel,...,ndo

9: o, =0; +c¢

10: if ; > 2 then

11: 5=1

12: end if

13:  end for

14:  if s > 0 then

15: Apply truncated SVD to W}E,Tl) to obtain o;, u;, v; fori=1,...
16 Wi = WP - S5 max{ [o(W)) - (2~ 8)],0}uio]
17:  end if

18:  if O satisfies the stop condition then

19: Return 6

20:  end if

21: end for

, S

Table3.1 Dataset statistics. The 2nd-4th columns are number of tokens of each dataset.

Dataset Training dataset Valid. dataset Test dataset Vocabulary size

PTB 929,589 73,760 82,430

WT?2 2,088,628 217,646 245,569

10,000
33,278

DEIZ 650 1=v +F® GRU @& L, H31Z softmax %\ 7z. 50 % @ dropout Z GRU @
FIRIRAE S 2 R SEICEA L7z [1]. FH T PMFERIZE VT Adam
HEM SGD 124 -5 72728, SGD ZHAWV7-.

9, EATHOYIILE LT Wy, 2IR< T XTOIT51% IEBLSAH N(0,1/650) 2 S K

L7-.

Wi, FEEER U 721

& RMSprop O

TH 2R RMES L, BoNTZREXRI MLVEHWSZ & THER
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A2 7% & 51 IBIE L7 [16, 36). S=/Sv FOAE X% 20, SGD O¥EKIE1 L L,
RAID 10 TRy Z7DRIFHATY 711 THRELT T TRy 7 £ THEEIEL. B, ¥
BRI IE IR A A DR h CHRR 2 EM 2 FT 5 U] 5 truncated BPTT ZfH L, 35 KA
Fv T THBY 572, REEICBVT 6 % [0.2, 0.5, 0.8, 1.1, 14] £ LTEhZNEE S
7. —J, A7V v ¥y 7T [13] OABLD NV ADOFYIZERT AW b a—1 AT«
ANV TR N2 25 PTB %) 10, WI2 25 7 TH-7DT, Thzedl
i~ PTB CHEIE% [5, 10, 15, 20, WT2 TIE [3.5, 7.0, 10.5, 14] £ L7z, &THw 7 DI
validation & — & 12X 9 B 4E% (DA%, validation loss & IER) ZFA L, 75 TR v 7 DT
B H /N E 73 validation loss £ 72> 72 €TV & HWT test T — X THEM L 7=.

(b) Polyphonic music modeling

ZOFEHRTIK, HXEDOMIDI 7— 2 U TRED ) — b FE S hSRIIHTL S — b &
HE YT 2EREIT o7, BB, SHETVVILRRD ) - N EBIIERLTEBIH IS
N5, T—REy MIIZ 1200 D7 #—2 I 2—Y v 7 THEK X5 Nottingham ¥ —Z & v
N [78] Wz, B, T—XEv MIPTB &FEBRIC training & validation, test set (243
PNDd. EEREMER [19) 20 L ITRE L. KRZID ) — b &S5%Z 93 IRuDNA F Y XT b
WTRE U, ETIVO—EHEZNA T AR LD 200 x 93 OfpEEE U, SEEET IV EFRR
WHIZ 001 5L 7. 2@ 3% 200 2=y D GRU @& L, HAOlduY A5+ v 78
Be U7z, 50 % @ dropout # GRU OfHIFHAFEE 2 DT KREITEA LU 7-.

FEITFEET NV EFARIZ SGD 2L, #IHMLIE W), ZBR< TR TOTH] % ERSHE
N(0,1074/200) 22 S4B L, Wy, EFRBOFIECTERZITHI 325 L5tz 3=
Ny FOREX% 20, BPTT OfI5810 % 35 &L, SGD OFHEKIL 012 LTI0 T Ky
27 #f5E U T validation loss DIE FAA SN WE & 1.25 TRE L. ZOFIEHTEER)
W02 NEeRZETHEEIE. BEEIE6%[02,05,08, 1.1, 1.4] £ U, A7) v ¥
VIR EABLD VL DEIADH) 30 TPH - 72728 [15, 30, 45, 60] £ L7z, HFTKRY 7 D#&IT
validation data (ZX}3 2L %25 L, & /NE 7% validation loss & 22> 72 E T )V Z& HWT
test data THEfi L 7=.

352 BIIREBE

Table 3.2 £ 33 ICEEETILELBFRETI, TNEFNIIBVWTEREL AR VvV
WZBWTENTNDNT A —=RIZHTHFEBNRE2RT. £9, EE2AR )y
DFEEDRINRZLEKTSH L, Table 3.2 DEFEET IV VI DRERIZEWTAR ) v

B RBROBOFESTHY, HROTROCE602LLTONS 127 ETEHES2EVIR-7-50.
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Table 3.2 Comparison of success rates on language modeling. Top: PTB, bottom: WT2.

Proposed method Gradient clipping
) 0.2 0.5 0.8 1.1 1.4 Threshold 5 10 15 20

Success rate 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % Successrate 100% 40% 0% 0%

0 0.2 0.5 0.8 1.1 1.4 Threshold 3.5 7 105 14

Success rate 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % Successrate 100% 0% 0% 0%

Table 3.3 Comparison of success rates on music data modeling.

Proposed method Gradient clipping
) 0.2 0.5 0.8 1.1 14 Threshold 15 30 45 60

Success rate 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 % Success rate 100 % 100 % 100 % 100 %

FARD )V ADFEI 10 (PTB) 7 (WT2) ICBIfEZFEL TEFEN KM L. 2D
DAF 7V Yy &y T IEFEORINGAITHRBBETH D, —FH, BEEIEDL S &2H
WTHFEPKILTE Y, AT OBRRAFTE 5. RIZ, Table 3.3 DEFHEDETY
VIODREREET S, A7)y ¥y, BEELEIZEEIEIIL TV,

WIZ, WEOKE LT, SBETV VI LEROETY V72 WT validation data &
test data (Zx 9 2HELDYG L EHER £ %2 F N T Table 3.4 & 3.5 1Z/k9. Table 3.4 O4)
BV Y IDEEET ) VI/OMRERS L, PITB CIEBMEE 10 & U7-FERPREH /NI
W, UL, B 10 1IXFEPERUERBT ENRITA—RTHY, BFEHIEDOFEENPRELE
TH5HZL%RT. Table 3.5 DFERDET Y ¥/ TIEBME%E 60 1238 ET 5 & I ISR
ARKEL, IR U & IZFEHOERRIIRND, ERERETIVEES 2O T EN
BETHD. REHEIE, Table 3.4 £ 35 &0, YE5DFEBHRIZEVWTS § = 0.2 DEXI
HELSAEZ )y Y 7LD EOVEENE SN, ZTD L DIT, REEIXHRIIC L0 EERmL
INE LK 2> TWBHIZEHEED ST, GRU OMEENH ELZDIRRERLETHD72DLERS
N5, FIZIE [80] 2B WTLEEML 72 RNN BEED X A7 THRELN W L35 Z LRI N
TWa. F7z [14] TREZELMROEHFITREVRH D L &, /A RITH L TENA MIBRSEZ
EDEREINTED, GRU ® LSTM IZXT 2 EALLTH D /1 RITHNA R &S Fl 5T [81]
PREFICEIVHEHFHINZEFEZOoNS.

353 JDKRE T EREDINR

Table 3.6 &0, § 2 1.1 HE5WIF 14 1ZRET 5 & GRU OMRENE LS. ZHid 0 AKRE
WE EARE DT A DINAGEE A £V D, RN ERRZ L 5 X 5N 857D TH
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Table3.4 Comparison of perplexities on language modeling. Top: PTB, bottom:
WT2. Valid. and perp. denote validation and perplexity, respectively.

Proposed method Gradient clipping
1 0.2 0.5 0.8 1.1 14 Threshold 5 10 15 20

Valid. perp. 102.0+£0.3 102.8+0.3 103.7+0.2 105.2+0.2 107.0+0.4 Valid. perp. 109.3+0.4 103.1+0.4 N/A N/A
Test perp. 97.6+£0.4  98.4+0.3  99.0+0.4 100.3+0.2 102.1+0.2  Test perp.  106.9+0.4 100.4+0.5 N/A N/A

4 0.2 0.5 0.8 1.1 14 Threshold 3.5 7 10.5 14
Valid. perp. 130.4+0.7 130.94+0.9 132.0+0.4 134.04+0.6 135.0+0.6 Valid. perp. 140+1 N/A N/A N/A
Test perp.  121.64+0.5 122.0+£0.5 123.04+0.8 124.140.6 124.940.2  Test perp. 13441 N/A N/A N/A

Table3.5 Comparison of negative log-likelihood on music data modeling. Valid. and
NLL denote validation and negative log-likelihood, respectively.

Proposed method Gradient clipping
0 0.2 0.5 0.8 1.1 1.4 Threshold 15 30 45 60

Valid. NLL  3.46+0.05 3.47£0.07 3.594+0.1 4.58+0.2 4.644+0.2 Valid. NLL 3.574+0.01 3.61£0.2 3.884+0.2 5.26+3
Test NLL  3.53+0.04 3.53+0.04 3.64+£0.2 4.56+0.2 4.624+0.2 Test NLL  3.64+0.04 3.64+0.2 3.89+0.2 5.36+3

2rEZOEND. BEEIIBWT Wy, DARZ ML VAR (2-0) NFThHB. Zhixx
RO PMVER M (T)] OERTH Y, |M(J)| ZEFALL7Z GRU (R (3.2)) DU o
5. ZD=® hy = 0 EEDREEIX 6 S 2 1ITEWVIFEE S PR T 2 e E 2 6N 5.
FEEIIREDOIUR M 2R T 5720, iRy Ial—vaviirok, BEEOZNT
N6=0.208,14 TH¥EHLZETIVD GRU EIZHRH 1 TIEBSA N(0,0.011) iZf4E> /A
XA LUTMZ, D%, ANESZTIORELZFEMEISETEELORED /)L L
|ht|l2 ZEIR U7z, £RED AN T 2R & 450K S RO IR Z 50 [H17 - 7.
BIRZDIRFEN T ML D Iy / IV L% 50 FIOFAATITH U THEH LU KR % Fig. 3.2 [TmRT.
&b, REED GRUIKIRED /LAY 0 ICHEBBEBMIZINELTh=02"LETH D L
EBIT, I DPKRELBRBIHEVZEDPRNHELS LoTWVWDE., Ko T, RBEHEITIDMIZE-T
REBOIFMEZFARTE L. PHVBENIFZEBED ) A AOHENNSILKBRYBENANTHD
EFEZo6NBN, —FTGRU MWBEDERE BIRIC D> TRl TER< k5. 25U
M2 EZER LT/ A ADSWT—XIZIFRER§ 2, RPMOKEERD 2T — R ITIZ/NS 7
S ZMiHT 5. B, FAHOERZHAE ) Yy I TEEULEET VT2 5, A
D/ IVAFIFEAEZTTAT &0, RBERLARIEFIZRESRMEE o7z,

IED & 51T, REEOHFHIENRT A —=RIFETIVADHENRMIRNLPTL, /2, 0<6 <2
EWOHEPIZHIRE N T WA, — AT, A7V v EYZOBMEIXET VZED & 5 g%
2200 KNETH D, TOHFSHIRI N THHELEL V.
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107! ‘
107 s

107 |
104}
107 |
100}
107 |
10 | e 6=14
107 | -- 5=0.8
10710} — §=02
10-11

Norm of the state

.5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Time step

Fig.3.2 Iz norms of state vectors of GRU vs time steps. We did not apply any
inputs and update state vectors after we applied input into GRU at time step of one
(Copyright(©2019 IEICE, [3] Fig. 1). The norms state vector converges to zero, and
its convergence speed increased along with decreasing of 6.

354 AfEEZARYT MLERORER

RRFIRIPRED L RO L EMEDZEANWARIRE 2L SR I T LW RSO & T, Rz
ZEIZHFIL TS, RETIHZ DR ZREET 5720, FEHORIID 500 KE DM DL E M
ERDD J DARY FIVEREORHIZAL L ARLD /)L LD HZAL (A2 Vv ¥y 7Ok
Fixz Vv THiOAR) % Fig. 3.3 1Z7:9. Fig. 3.3 (a) 1XBME 5 OAFL 7V v € ¥ 7% {{#
L7728 0fER T, Fig. 3.3 (b) X0 % 0.2 ICHRE L REEOFHOKTTHD. &, 4
BlD ) IVAIFERARD 1 725 LS ICIEFRELTH Y, EFRLRTOREEOMIZARZ ) v ¥
JEHARIEFITNE W, Fig. 3.3 (a) &0, AELOD / VAP RPN LENT 2 AR b
RN 2R ZITHERIZKREREZ L > TWVWD. £z, AEVPKELR>7ZDBIZ, A
R MVERIZ LT LR TE D, ABYEFRDE U BEOABLO SN ART FIVEREZ /N
SLETBAMIZENT WS, —F, REEIT Fig. 3.3 (b) KOVHSNRE ST, W), DA
IRV INVLERTEZEIZED, AT MVEENT XD E/NIL 8D L5 ITHEINT
BY, AEEREEIITICFEIEATHS.



3.9

47

14 — Norm of gradient --- Spectral radius
1.2} P ;
]‘O 1‘:: "; E,'l [ '|££' |||'E :' '. ':- , :{' I' | "
LT I A T PN SRy
0.6{
0.4}
0.2| A J
0.0 ] A il L \ .AA Y N

0 100 200 300 400 500

No. of Iteration
(a) Gradient clipping (Bif# 5).
ol — Norm of gradient ----  Spectral radius
1.0 —
08 oo I: .:n U ‘ :l :|‘l ‘l"l " :,"I}’ " I.e't"ﬁ 'II '.""I ! \f—v' 'I':'II\:'\':', n"‘ln "l\;"“ . ,'\"\If'\ 'l .-‘."I h" ;.' :' *":Eﬂ" R }ir nl.:,l'"l' "ﬂ"l l';,“
0.6{
0.4}
0.2}
0 100 200 300 400 500

No. of Iteration

(b) Proposed method (delta of 0.2).

Fig.3.3 Gradient exploding in language modeling experiments (Copyright(©2019,

[3] Fig. 2). Norms of gradient are normalized to [0,1] for the clarity. When a spectral

radius exceeds one, the gradient norm becomes extremely large values in gradient

clipping (a). On the other hand, since the spectral radius does not exceed one, the

gradient norm does not become large values in proposed method (b).
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Table3.6 Computation time for language modeling on PTB (delta 0.2, threshold 5)

Run time (s)

Naive SVD  Truncated SVD  gradient clipping

5.02 x 10% 4.55 x 10* 4.96 x 10*

35.5 EEEDFM

(a) ETEBREOLLE

PTB O EFEE T VOERIZE W TEHHER M Z I U 72458 % Table 3.6 [ZR7. ZDRIE
RZIFIEE OREME S (naive SVD) & truncated SVD ZHWTZENENFE X W75
B, 2L TAZ Y vy 7O AERMTH 5. £E D, naive SVD ZHWZH2EIEN
A7)y ¥y 7L RREDFHERETH D, truncated SVD % W2 ERIEN KD Hh - 7=,
222HTRARZEDIZABLZ V) v Y I TlE, ETNVREDNRT A—=RIZHT BEHD /L
LEEET 570, SHEETNVIEWTERBUKE L 7 AL IEO R Z 23T A — ZEH G
AR A2 H7- 2 5. —H, REEXGRU OREXRZ MLOY A XDAIMKFL, 5
233 HD &S ITHIK Z R DREMENTFA LRI NIEEERICHETE S, R L TREE
ALYy ¥V T OFERRIIFRRE & 725 7z,

(b) REMBFHEDONHEL s DI

Truncated SVD % {fi > 72 {2 £IE T, FrERMEZ KD D EE s DFE P DZ{L%E Fig. 3.4 1T/R
. ZHIFEDR DO ERMOEREFE LU PTB OSHEETIVOMETH S, sid 1 KIEFIZE
BT B0, DROXPTIDEDIZINELRY ZJHBITEHUTEDRY Z7OFHD s ZHm LU
7. M&Y, ZFHOYMIZIEWTIRIEFT R CORBEOFHEVPBETH 7. LirL, FEN
WD L FBR ) PN BB L EARANSL BB LD 2 ODBERIZE 5T, EFRICfH
5 lIVw,, Cp.(0)||r DIEDP/NS 72D, s DREIFNI LK o7z, ZOFER, FHEY
WA ) v By 7 X0 RIZEFEIARETAR 7 ) vy BV T X Dl FEBKDbo72. £
72§ DIHIZ & D s DEWE T 5 &, KEHHEEIZ XS iR REZ BRI 583 (2 -0)
URNERBESICHEHFL, —ATERZMio7 s DHEEITIE (2—-0) TlERL2&ELTWAET:
& (Algorithm 3.2 ® line 10), 6 B KEWVIZEFHEENHIR SN 5.
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6%{

W
o
o

Average s

2001

07

10 20 30 40 50 60 70
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Fig.3.4 Number of singular values s computed by truncated SVD against epochs.
s was averaged in each epoch. s decreased along with the progress of training.

() &Ys4 FBERIZES s DEE
W 3.6 Tl s 2HET B72DDERL LT

(W) < ai( WS ™) + [nll[Vw,, Cp. (0) ||
CWOHBBERAWE., LALZOFEDIFHRIZ R RUEZE DI
(W) < oW ™) + Inloy (Yw,,. Cp. (0)) < ai(W,T ™) + 10|V w,, C. (8)]| ¢

YWSHEERB B S, oi(W ) + oy (Vw,, Cp. (8) DHMNED &4 Me LR LB,
ZUZEDDD 5T, TIETOFETT7ERZT R/ )V L% W7 B EIX I8 EH R
BET GPU L DML LW EZSND-OTHD. ZITRIORIFERERELT, ZOXA
FRARZ MV VA 01(Vw,,Cp.(0)) Zflio/z EFUZ LD s ZFiL7z. 6§ =02 & L7
LEDFHPOENTND LFIZL D s DHEEMZ Fig. 3.5 IR, K&k, AXT ML)V
LEAWIEERPEDZA Mol s DREIDRTURZT X I)VAIZE DS FIEL DM
V. TDo, BERMEFFEICAREZ IR NERNSIZBZ N TESL. — /5T, EROFHE
W REREERNEARY L VADHEPKRENT L 2R L=, FELEKROERBTIEZ 7o
REY A NLIZHDS S HEN 5.4 x 10* F), ARZ ML)V AIZEED L FHiEN 4.9 x 10* #
LY, ARZ MV IVAZHE DL EROFGPENTW, EROFERMIE 7 o= 2

* 25513 3.5.5(a) LA UFAREEZHET LD TERN 72720, 7R A VAT FEOG
RIFHEIAY 3.5.5(a) OFEFR X D KE L.
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— Bound by Frobenius norm

6001 —— Bound by o
;O 400 1
=
4
<t
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Fig.3.5 Comparison estimated s using upper bound based on a Frobenius norm
with those using upper bound based on a spectral norm. ¢ was set to 0.2. Since the
upper bound based on the spectral norm is tighter than the upper bound based on

the Frobenius norm, red line is always smaller than blue line.

JNVLEDFRFNZ DS, FEHSROEEIZE U CTIEERT — X PRFHHEBREICKGT T 5703,
ZDHELHETHS.

36 F&&bH

AFETIEZ GRU OREBOIRD 2N L, AEUREEEZSH7- PP EE2RELZ. S5
ETNEGFRETNVOERBRIZEWTREEDAR Y V) v ¥ v 7 L FRRE OB R T A R
ZRHEIL, TOARZ VY EV I EVWEELZERNTES I L2 RUEZ. A7) vy ¥y
VXAATEERAMNIZ T DRBIME % JHHE T 2B D D5, BUENETIVIZEZ 2 EIIA TR TH
D, £EZORABOHFEREINTVARN., —F, REED I HLPOMBEL2BEL TS
2, ZTOSRIZEMERMEREERLUTHIRLY T, F2Z0HFEL 0< i <2IZREIN
%7212 GRU 25 72 € T IVIEBFIZ 1 2R TR 2 BT E 5. 72720, AJIDFERS
L TWARWZ®, AT & o TREEASEM SO WRS ] HIE A 5 He W & S 12+ /N W B
HY, TOANIHET E2XMESBOBETH S.
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Vavaw =r
4

=

Softmax MDRIZEENICEAT T &=
WRIRAD % F DO HDEHDIRE

ATECIL, BEAE O BT softmax & D RBUEN DTV HAMEZRET 27 £, WK
% & BIRIIT— 2 Th>T, FHEFNDLSRIMD 5 BEOBIKE 2T — X & RIF
B BRSO E R T 5. WIT, ORIz T H7 B R R
B. RBIT, RRSTEL B LA BIE X U0 < D0 ORI BRI D\ T BRI
HE & TS 5.

41 XL ®OIC

BEFZETERAZIZL 0TI EIXRETIUVPMMHINGD, 75 ANHPEHEET VA
EDMMIERZHE S L DR AZIZHEWT, HHI NS B softmax TH S [9, 11, 16—
20]. ZHIEHAORT PVOREZROMA 1, HMHEN(0,1] OHIFHZ & 5 & 5 RIERLEKTH
D, ZNIZXVFERFEOL N 2 EUOTIINT 2R UTHRRT Z LN TES.

U U [21] C softmax DEFEFEHDETNVORBGBEI DR ML Ry 72720 55 Z AR
Xz, TNl softmax bottleneck X IFIENT WS, Zhid, HEFEHDETIVOERKED
2= MIARHIDOEAS 1 Z8\WEL D /NS WE &, softmax 2> 72 E T IV TIERET
ERVERDGDIH DL NDEDTH 5. FIZ, SEEE T softmax 2 H e T 2 EEFZHE
ETNEHAVWSGE, REOI=y MIDEETH 5 DIZH UTHABIIEEREBII I U 728K
FEWDEIZIR S 728, softmax bottleneck 2L T 2 & EZX 55, [21] TIE, softmax

LR 3B T BB (S F 2GR CEE D (Copyright(©2020 IEICE) 124 £ 5 “Softmax Bottleneck O
fRIE Z N % fRE S 5 BB DM [4] 8 & O NeurIPS2018 FKi3L “Sigsoftmax: Reanalysis of the
softmax bottleneck”[82] (ZHD <. ABED—HT — X IFEHHWEEFRHGHGE D IZBWTHRKI N,
FLBTERBEFROFTOL LM (4] »oHHHI N TV S.
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bottleneck % figikd % fijk e U T, softmax Z{E#A U7z mixture of softmax (MoS) % &%
LTWa. ULAU MoS iFBIID NI A—=RIZX > THAERNE 2D, FRERAREHREL
72 NUE 7% 59 softmax (2 B BRIV 2 b o 7.

AFE T, softmax bottleneck % fi#kd 2 I ZIRE L, SEETNVOERIZ & > TIF
flis5. £, softmax DIETH 3 log-softmax DIEIHA 5 softmax bottleneck % 4 L,
log-softmax DEIENE £ 415 ZEHDIRIE % fif i LT, i T softmax bottleneck Z/R3. Z
DFFENT % FIZZNZ I T 2 H 722 B E LT, £ L sigmoid, softplus, rectified
linear unit (ReLU) 7 SH T 15 i J1BAE L sigmoid & EEBIM DT % & 5 7= sigsoftmax
EIRET D, SFETTIVOERIZE 5T, softmax & 215 DHHBEEE LOEA L 72 H B
BOVERE % B3 5.

4.1.1 Softmax bottleneck

Softmax bottleneck ({2 DWW TaIHT %728, 2.2.4 JHT/R L 7z recurrent neural network
(RNN) I2&2EF#ETIVEERS. 3—NRRA2LTY = (Y1,...,.Yr) BExo6nied
5L, TOERHER p(Y) X PY) = [[, PVi|Y«) = [[, PVa|Xy) &R TE 5. 2 C
TXe =Yy =M,...,.Y, 1) 2aVTFANERER. 77 A5 EFAKIZ P(Y:|Xy) %
softmax THRHLT L. HRSHELPERT NEDO IV TFA L & ZNITHT 2 5RM4F SR
DEEG L = {(z1, P*(Y]|z1)),...,(zn, P*(Y|zN))} TRETEDLIRNET DL, SEET I
DHNIE, DADETIV Py(Y|X) 2 EDOMERNG P*(Y|X) & —HIH¥Z5Z & THD. L
DIEDEH & T, softmax bottleneck [21] TlX, N{HD I Y FF A MIXNT 5 h(xy) 2N
724751

h(zx)T

EEHATH W B X OKHEDOEDHERDNE Z & > TR 724751,

logP*(y1|z1), logP*(y2|x1), ... logP*(ym|z1)
logP*(yi|w2), logP*(y2|z2), ... logP*(yn|z2)
logP*(y1|zn), logP*(y2lon), ... logP*(ym|zn)

EEAD. WE, softmax (L ABFORENAZ ML hiz) 2 d HOEEEHO RS 1L
h(xz) c R TH 5 L9 % &, softmax bottleneck IXIRDEHTH 2 5 5.

EXE 4.1 (Softmax bottleneck [21]). d < rank(A) —1 THIIE, ETWMITWH72 5 JTHEEM
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AREMEZ R DB U &, WIRB NI A= O ZHWTEH, Py(Y|x) # P*(Y|x) & 732253k
x BMFET 5.

ZOEHEID, HABEDRERSZ MV h OES d BEDHERONHD T 7 L h/hXwnwe,
BHODMER% softmax ZFIWZETIVRRETERWI LD3bN5E. SFEETIVCTIE M DG5S
BIZHY L TE DS B3MOBIPMETHBDIZNL, HERLLEOMELS dIZUIFUIEEE
WIEILRET B 7280, ORIy 7T B LEASNS. #B 2] KBT5, Z0
EHL DRI % 8% A 1TRT.

4.1.2 Mixture of softmax

Softmax bottleneck % fi#iH3 % 72912, EA softmax (MoS) BEEI N TW5SH. MoS T
iZ K fflD softmax %E4E L,

exp((Wh(x, k)];)

K
Pl =2 7o) eap (Whi, ) )

Y55, 2EL, w(zk) &k BHO softmax 2T 3ES (5 w(z,k) =1) THY,
h(z, k) 320 k BHOBERKIHIET 2NRZ ML THS. W (z) 2 HLHED AN & 7% 55
NRZ MV ETBE, EAE h(n k) RERZH

exp(wy ,h'(2))

Sw_yexp(wl W (@)
h(z,k) = tanh(W}, b/ (z)) (4.5)

m(x, k) = (4.4)

EUTEREIND. MoSIZ& o TEBMEINIZ A DT VI IWMEREDMEZRELD 5 5728, softmax
bottleneck Zf#HTE 5 & TN TW5 [21].

UL, MoSidk K &\WS a5tz i L 2 1T nEe S WA X —=R T A — X L EH A
Wik & wep EWSBMDINT A =R %2Rb, Frzp@EAINT SHEHEIZED, FHHEE
PIEINT 5728, softmax DREF & 7225 IR L XV 2220,

42 KMy U EFEYT DEH
421 Log-softmax H 5 DEEFR

21] 1 softmax BEBEEH DK ML F v 2 Lm0 552 L2 RUEN, ZOEEEBICRL
TEWRro7z. £ T, softmax bottleneck DJE K ZH & 225 5728, log-softmax DA
17> 5 softmax bottleneck % HRIRT 5.
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B2ETHERLZESIZ, softmax IZ X 5FHIIADONBLEDOR/NMETITON S 720,
log-softmax 23 F IZH W 54 5. log-softmax & softmax O HHIZHEE & 572 DT
»HY,

=1lo _ow(z) =z —lo exp(z
log(fs(2))]; = log (Zm exp(zm)> i — log (; p( m)> (4.6)
ThDH. INENZ MLTERETSE,
log (fs(2)) = z — log (Z exp(zm)> 1 (4.7)

2%, 72720, 1 3REEN 1 ORI ML THS. Softmax VWEDOMEREZ KRBT 572012
X, BEOWRORNHE L 572D L —ET 5 7-DIZ+ 4312 log-softmax DAEIKAK & < 7y
niEmswv. 0WE, BRI MV AR REDEEORZ MLk ehndel, d< M &T
L. £z, BEAW cRMXA BRI VLS0 TS50 dlEed 5, $5&, softmax D ASA
J MIVOZER S (z € S) ik dRTDORY MIVZERE 72 5*2. 20D & & log-softmax Dl is
{log(fs(2))|z € S} ITH U TIRDEHARL D 3L D.

I 4.2. S CRM % dkTR7 MLZERE L, 2 € S % log-softmax DAL T3 L,
log-softmax DEIK {log(fs(2))|z € S}, 72D (d+ 1) IRoERT MVEMOEMHIEET
»H5.

A, S € RM 3 d R RIZ MV ERTHY, TOdHOEEZHWVWT S =
(L EDuOED € R} TH 3. 22U, ul) € RM FBMIa~2 b L TH
b, kO xzofBicds. X 47 25 ul® & kO 2H\W5 &, log-softmax O fifi%
{log(fs(2))|z € S}t 1&

{log(fs(2))|z € S} = {Z kDu® — ¢ (Z k(l)u(l)> 1|k ¢ ]R} (4.8)
=1

=1

LiRb. ZL,

c <i k(l)u(l)> = log (i exp( [i k(l)u(l)] ))
1=1 m=1 =1

m

2h PEERORZ MLTRAEVES, T—Zfa 0% X 235, {h(z)lr € X} CRITHDY,
{Wh(z)|lz € X} X d WA FOMAEMOHE R EEALRD 55, W BILT VI TREVEES d
VOB FOMAEEG LR 55, LrLELLDEEIIENWTH d RGO ZEBOHIEATH S.
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Th5. T dEOIEHN R Z ML ul) ¥ 1 OFJEAESTH S, FO-D

d
{Z ED (D (Z k(l)u(l)) 1|k e R} {Z EOu® 4 @410 ¢ R}
=1

=1 =1
(4.9)

BRIz, 2720, {20 kOu® 4 k@O e R} i3 u® & 1 AE2%EMTH S, V
B bV YL EOu® 4 kD1 ED e R} 522, Y OWILIE

dim(y) = {4t L HL1ES (4.10)
d, if1es

270, Yikdh (d+1) kD RM offisn2Elicdsd. X (4.9) & (4.10) £ b, log-softmax

DU (d+1) YFTED R b VERIAET 5. 0

A (4.7) D&Y log-softmax [ AFIRZ ML 2z & 1 OREREETH S, ZORIEREEIZ L -
T Z DRI R 7 MVOEUL, JTTDATINRT FIVDRIEISL IR R T VDB S T2 272
M1 Thsd. £oT, log-softmax DN DFILMILALNR T SV OEIZ DD (d+1) TH
D, (d+1) KO ZEMOWRELSTHS. d=1, M =3 £ L& EDX% Fig. 4.1 1ZR
T MTREMMPEOHED AN LD S 5HMZRLTED, ThiF3Uou boffifie -
TWa. —J, softmax OXED L OHIFIERIFRTH D, FHl LOdhfRE 2> TS,

EHL4.2 K0, & UHOMERDNEN (d—|—1) ROt & D RELZAER-IZIE > TW5S &, softmax

TRZOMRTRTCERETE 2V, i L& 512, ZDORNKFIX log-softmax 23z & 1 @
MR G THD7-0THD, Thidloglexp(z)) =2 L7027 DTH 5. log(g(z)) MIEKIE
B L 725 £ BB WD &, MERETIER<AD, (d+1) Rtk b KERZE/Iz
HONBDIEN 2. Z T CTH I RIEEABEEIZ OWTE R 5.

422 HWHBHBICKRDOONBMHE

HIJE Tl softmax Tl 2B %2 R BB LA D IERR LB IZ T 5 Z & T softmax
mmMWk%%%b5é’t%Ebk.::Tﬁ%@#%%%ﬁﬂ*@%hé%%ﬂﬁmf
WARB. FHUWHABER f() %

. [g(z)]z
KA YT (@11

9%, ZOHUWBEBUIIERIEBE g(2) L IERLD O DRE TR I N T WS, Soft-
max DREF L LT, f(z) XD g(z) BUTOIRTOMEZZLTWS I EWEE
(AN
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{klz + ]{21“{1, ko € R}

{log(P*)}

{log( oftma;((z))

Fig.4.1 Inputs space {z|z € S} and the range of outputs of log-softmax for d = 1.
We can see that log-softmax is curve on the plane {k1z + k21|k1, k2 € R}, and it can-
not match the true probabilities log( Px*) in three dimensional space (Copyright(©)2020
IEICE, [4] Fig. 1).

1. log(g(z)) DIERRIME:

421 HTHR AT £ 512, log(exp(z)) »¥ 2 TH B 728, softmax IFRILFEI DR b
3w 71273 5. log(g(z)) MK OBEBTH 2B, {log(f(2))|z € S} & (d+1) Xt
R MVEBOHBEETHZ720, VIR y 7 OHEIZIE log(g(z)) HIESE T2
TR S 0.

- BUEM 72 22 e M

BEFETIARICE D SR ThND. [f(2)], D z; (ZBIT M50
dog([f(=))) _ 1 0[f(=)
0z; (f(2)], 0z
L%, ZI7T, [f(2), TLBBREMMAET S, [f(z)], BAINIH L Ti#H-72F )L
EHIITEEDBRFEVIPIZE WTNIRfEZ L DS 5728, YoE|h 2R EIE50
BEMERDH B, £ Z CREBEEUL softmax DL S ICHRE2 ST ICHREHAETE L,
DEFE L.

(4.12)

. FEEME:

X (411) 1I2BWTHHD 0, 1] IZHIRI N D 72DI121E g(z) DRERMFEA (L LI
FEIE) TRIFNIER SR, ZD720 g(z) FFEADEEL T3, T4bb, [g(z)]; > 0.
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4. BRI
Softmax (& argmax OFEiFEN—Ya vy LTEHONTED, ZOWEEZMZT 720
ZiE g(z) BHRFEINTH B HBEDD B (17, 83]. g(z) VWHEFAMMTH NI, HBIHEE
DR EVWEHE% softmax ZFHEETIC, 2 DFERDIIRIZE O RDSNS.

4.2.3 Softmax bottleneck % #5595 H HEAHK

B T & A S NS IS E I\ T softmax bottleneck % f#iH3 5 Z L BT E
LH S, TOMEIZOWTTRICRRS,

(a) ReLU ICED < HAOEEK
ReLU(z) = max(0, z) Zff > 7= i B,

~ ReLU(z)
> ReLU(zy,)

THb. ReLUIZ X BBEBOMEEIZDOWTLATIZRT.

(4.13)

1. log(g(z)) DIEFIME
- Jlog(z), if >0
[log(ReLU(2))]; = {—oo, it 2 <0

2. BUEM 7222 M
ReLU 75 72 % BRI D7 13

( 1 OReLU(z;)
ReLU(z;) 0z

dog(f(=z); _ ) _ 1 OReLU(z) i=j
0z; > m ReLU(2p,) 0z; ’
1 OReLU(z;) i i

| >, ReLU(z,) 0z,

THYH, ReLUIZKBEZEA, ReLU 20 20X T VWA S, BUEMIZ AL ET
»H5.

3. A : [g(2)]; = max(z;,0) >0

4. BFAEINME: 21 < 22 = max(z1,0) < max(22,0)
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(b) Sigmoid ICED < H AR
ST _ 1 . "
Sigmoid: sigm(z) = T oxp(—2) % g5 72 B,
sigm(2;)
D Sigm(zm )

ThHd. ZOEBITRD XS ITEDMEE 2727 .

[f(z)]z =

(4.14)

1. log(g(z)) IR : log(sigm(z)) = z — log(1 + exp(2z))
2. BUER R 22 ENE

dlog [f(2)], {(1—[f(z)]j)(l—sigm(zj))a it =
0z; —[f(2)]; (1 — sigm(2;)), if i+

ZOFHBEIIREEZ G TRV VORI E S D.
3. FEEM - [g(2)]; = sigm(z;) >0
4. BB 21 < 29 = sigm(z1) < sigm(z2)

(c) Softplus ICED < HAREEK
Softplus g(z) = log(1 + exp(z)) % fifi - 7= F AR,

_ log(1+ exp(z;))
[f(z)]i - Zm log(1 4 exp(zm))

ThH5. ZOBEBUILLFOMEZFD.

(4.15)

1. log(g(z)) DIEFENE : log(log(1 + exp(z)))
2. BUER 72 &N
Softplus 7 & 72 5 BIE DM 1%

sigm(z;)(1 — [f(2)];)
Nog [f(=)]; _ ) log(1 + exp(z))

o5 =) siam(z)

2 m log(1 + exp(zm))’
ThHY, ZOFH5HEIZI =75 D& ZiTlog(l+exp(z))) I BRENEGEENT WS, K7L,
sigm(z;) = 1/(14exp(—z;)) B> TE D, THIX 1/((1+exp(—z;))log(1+exp(z;))
L1257, zj +—00Tlekd., LU, PMERTHMUZEZAS, ZEFITHE
KEABDFER U THMERNICARLE L7325 Z e 2B L 7=, Zhid log(1l + exp(z;)) Dk
ROBMEIHEIZ LB BN, SEEFEFICL > TEH2LEMIELIENT

: if =

if Q£
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XN H B DY, AR TIIERT 2 X510, NS BEHEDETNZ S Z & T
BawE U TRR TGS 5.

3. AN : [g(2)]i = log(1 + exp(z;)) = 0

4. WFARIIME: 2 < 2o = log(1 4 exp(z1)) < log(1 + exp(z2))

<
=

M ECITBEEFE LS HEHINSGEHOFTIE, ReLU IXAREIEPIRLZELRD 552
&, sigmoid IZFTEDOMWE%Z T R TH/Z3T I & Z2nRU7z. UL, sigmoid 1% DI AMEA 1
FOENEL, ZHZE > TRENDHIBS NG AREMEL D B, 72, T o OBEBUIIIERIE
BB TH B0, HBOEENDEMMOIRICIZNT THEIBO KN E KT 5 Z LI TER.
2% D, softmax bottleneck Zf#HT 5 Z LN TETH, HIDMEBAEIRITIZIEN B0, %
DEELG DK E XX softmax DEIK K D /NS KRB AREMED D 5720, EED L Z ARBHE
MWEELTWS o2, £ ZCLidoMEzZmLUTHR M Ay 72 HL2D, L
T softmax LHD K E T 2 EEIKATRER L BB ZIRE T 5.

4.2.4 Sigsoftmax MDIRZE
RET 5 sigsoftmax IZIXDED TH 5.

EZ 4.1. Sigsoftmax I,

B exp(z;)sigm(z;)
[f(z)]z - Zm exp(zm)sigm(zm) (416)

THEALND.

(a) Sigsoftmax D&
Sigsoftmax R MV v Z 2 f@H L, FrEOWE %2~ 3 2 & %2R, 4.2.1 JHD softmax
& [AIBRIZ log-sigsoftmax D% % FX 5. Sigmoid DXL,

log(sigm(2)) = loa( 1 oo—) = =~ log(1 +exp(2)
72D T, log-sigsoftmax &
log(f(z)) = 2z —log(1 + exp(2)) + '(2)1 (4.17)

L%, L, d(2) =log(d,, exp(zm)sigm(z,y,)) THS. log(1+exp(z)) & softplus T
bV, FEREEEBTH % [18]. Log-sigsoftmax MIFFEEBM TR I N T WS 720D, TN
MV (d+ 1) LEDRIEINIAR S b ekib 5 5. ZD7DIRDEEDEL D 2D,
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EHE 4.3. SCRM % d a7 MLVEME L, z€ S % log-sigsoftmax DAL T 5. Z
D& F, log-sigsoftmax Dl {log(f(2))|z € S} P d+ 1 IRILDRT FIVEBIZEE ST N4
WEI R AR S DR —D25H5.

SEER. WHIRIZ X o CREHT 5. © U 4.3 23 D 327272072 51X log-sigsoftmax O {15
{log(f(2))|z € S} BT ART (d+ 1) RmDXZ MVEBOMAEETH S, ZOMmEIZE
H A3 DEETHE7-0, ZhORHIZRT I TER 4.3 2ifHT 5. K#HlE LTS H1
RTEDRY MVZER (DD d=1) 2L, S={kulk € R} Tu=[1,2,0]" THBLT 5.
ZDERMITENT, EFED log-sigsoftmax D71

log(1 + exp(k))
log(1 + exp(2k))

2k
log(f(z)) = [4’6] -
log2

0
g <1 + 2sigm(k)exp(k) + ZSigm(Qk)exp(2k)> 1
2

(4.18)

2725, S={kulk € R} 5 3201 2, =1[0,0,0]T, 20 = [1,2,0]T, 23 = [-1,-2,0]T %
EY, TOHINIZOWTHFNRS. Log-sigsoftmax DAEIK %

log(f(z1))=—log31 (4.19)
2 — log(1 + exp(1)) sigm(1)ex sigm(2)ex
log(f(z2))= |4 —log(1 + eXp(Q))] —log (1 + 2sigm(l) p(lg + 2sigm(2) p(2)> 1
—log2
(4.20)
[—2 — log(1 + exp(—1))
log(f(z3))=|—4 —log(1 + exp(—2))
i —log2
g (1 + 2sigm(—1)exp(—1; + ZSigm(—2)exp(—2)) 1 (4.21)
Th5d. SPHSIMEEZFNL 72D
aqlog(f(z1)) + aslog(f(z2)) + aslog(f(z3)) =0 (4.22)

D% FARD. HUZEDRENT7Z—D a1 = as = ag = 0, log(f(z1)), log(f(22)) THHIX
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log(f(z3)) RGN TH S, & (4.22) DENFTNOERIZROMY HRAL 55

.

—anlog3 + ap {2 — log(1 + exp(1)) —log( 1 + 2sigm(1)exp(1) + 2sigm(2)exp(2) )}

2
+ a3 {—2 —log(1 + exp(—1))
“log( 1+ ZSlgm(—l)exp(—lg + 2sigm(—2)exp(—2) )} —0

(4.23)

—ailog3 + as {4 “log(1 + exp(2)) — log(l + 2sigm(1)exp(1g + 2sigm(2)exp(2) )}

. + az {—4 —log(1 + exp(—2))
log( 1+ ZSlgm(—l)exp(—lg + 2sigm(—2)exp(—2) )} _0 (4.24)
~log3 + as{—log(2) — log( 1+ 2sigm(1)exp(1) + 2sigm(2)exp(2) )
2
+ ag {—log2
~log( 1+ ZSigm(—l)exp(—IQ + 2sigm(—2)exp(—2) >} _0 (4.25)
X (4.25) o
o :102?3) {—log(Q) ~log( 1+ QSigm(l)exp(1; + 2sigm(2)exp(2) )}
N % {—log2 ~ log( 1+ ZSlgm(—l)exp(—I; + 2sigm(—2)exp(—2) )} (4.26)

DO, R (4.26) BR (4.23) R (4.24) LRATS &

{ a{2 — log(1 + exp(1)) + log(2)} + asg{—2 — log(1 + exp(—1)) + log(2)} =0 (4.27)
az{4 —log(1l + exp(2)) +log(2)} + as{—4 — log(1 + exp(—2)) +log(2)} =0 (4.28)

AESNS. R (4.27) kb

{2+ log(1 4+ exp(—1)) — log(2)}

“2 =55 Zlog(1 + exp(1)) + og(2)} (429
MED B, X (4.29) 2 (4.28) ~MRAT B L&
N {2 +1og(1 4+ exp(—1)) —log(2)}{4 — log(1 + exp(2)) + log(2)}
s {2 — log(1 + exp(1)) + log(2)}
+{—4 — log(1 + exp(—2)) + log(2)}]=0 (4.30)

75‘}3&“@1‘_‘[./) = (430) O)ﬁﬁ‘i a3 = 07272—>Tdh D, J:CT, 1] = O = (g3 = 0 THh5.
A (422) 1F, a1 =ae=a3=0DLEDAEDLD. LA >T, log(f(z1)), log(f(2z2))
& log(f(z3)) BEEMILTH Y, $4bbd+1=212hrb5THINT PILIE 3 DR
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ML 705, £ o T, log-sigsoftmax OfEIIE (d + 1) XRouh EOREMIDZEMTH 0,
log-sigsoftmax DKL (d+ 1) IRTTDO R Y MVEFOEIMAEES TRV, THik, ROMmE,
[Log-sigsoftmax D3 X TDHJZERH {log(f(z))|z € S} &, (d+ 1) KILDXZ FIVZER-D
WAz THL] IZFELTED, £oT, log-sigsoftmax DEIKIX (d + 1) IRJTLDONZ b
22 DFR > 22 & AXBR S 7\, 0

EH 4.3 1% sigsoftmax A% softmax DR ML Ay 7 Z2REL S5 %2 RLTWA. T12b
B, L AEDMERONBDNRT FIVH (d+ 1) L D% DRIEMSLIRR T ML aR> & U
T % sigsoftmax R—ADETFIVIFEDOHERIZ L S 5.

EHL 4.3 OFEHRIK, D7 < & H—DId softmax bottleneck % fif#iH 3 2 Al REM:D D 5 A1 %
MUZR, K0 —MITED I ORERE LT, IROEHMEKD LD,

EH 44. SCRM 2 1D 7 714 2L, zc S % log-sigsoftmax D A &3 5.
DL &, logsigsoftmax O~ VAR S 22 [ span{log(f(z))|z € S} B RM 27425
57 S VPMFET 5.

SR =9, frgk

log(f(2)) = 2z — log(1 + exp(2))
g9(z1)

g(Z.M)

YREHTD. f &H5 L, log-sigsoftmax &

log(f(2)) =log(f(z)) + 21 (4.31)
ThHhd. —H, 1IRGTDT 7 1 V24EH S %
S={z=za+0bllz € R}

35, 12720, ae RM BEERENVHK, DD, i £jICNLTa; #£a; T3, £z,
beRIBFOAOTGMD) #0853, 7L, g™WZgDnBOWHTHS. g(z) 121X
softplus W EENTH Y, softplus DI M C° DK TH % sigmoid THBZ &hbH g
FIEREBO TR TH S, Z LT, n >3 TanEH0LE ¢gM0)=02%k5%. ZDLE,
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OYAXxT Y W(x) &

glarz +) glazz +b) - glamz +b)
J .
= b
%g(aﬂ*‘b) %Q(GMJU—H?)
glarz + ) glazx +0b) - glapx +b)
_ a19'(ar1z + b) ang' (anx +b)
a}’ " tgM=Y(ayz + b) e adi T gM Y (appa 4 D)

e, x=00D&

g9(b) g(b) g9(b)
/ T, /
aiw_lg(M_l)(b) a%_lg(M_l)(b>
gb) 0 - 0 11 1
|0 gm0 oo
: . 0
O e 0 g(M_]-)(b) a/‘{wil .'_ [N a%il
M-—1 .
T o® I (@-a)#0
7=0 1<i<j<M

MDD, 72U, THBDOITH RPN RNOBE 35 2 &, WATTH D75 R0 A
BADOMTHZZ L, U7 Y TIEY RFOMTHR, LT gD (0) #0, a; # a; 2ffio7z.
W(O0)#0&b, B AF7 VOWEDNS, glarxz+D),...,g(apx +b) 1F R LD
BB THB. £oT, logf(z) DIE 5%, span{logf(z)|z - S} 2EZD L,

span {logf(z)|z € S} = span {logf(xa +b1)|x € R}

= span {(g(aix + b))ij\i1 |z € R}

&, g(a;x + b) DRRIEISIMEDP S

span {logf(xa +b1)|z € R} =RM (4.32)
L7425, £7-, p ¢span{log(f(z))|z € S} %22 p WEFIET 2 LIRET S &, X (4.32) &1,

p € RM = gspan {1ogf(a:a +b1)|x € R} (4.33)
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ThsH. ZorE, X (431) £V p ¢ Span{logf(z)+c’(z)1|z es} THY, hOpe
span{logf(z)|z€5} &0, pespan{l} TH5. L»L,

logf(b1) = logf(b1) + ¢/(b1)1
={g(b)+(b1)}1#0 (4.34)

LB bEEDIENVHETHD, b1 €S Kb, p¢spanf{logf(z)|z€ S}IZFETS. &o
T, ZO&57% pldfFfEdd, span{logf(z)|z € S} =RM TH 2 Z LIRS 1= O

EHL 4.4 1%, —#IZ, softmax BABUZ AN I NZHTDOENNA 7T AHZR > T\ 720,
d=17TNA 77\1575‘%5%:1, DFED z=hw+bl TH5E& ZITIZE, softmax bottleneck %
fRES HHREMD DB Z L Z/RUTWA., I OILKMZ2ZT T 714 VEMPEENS LS X
2RTCUA EDFEZEM S 3B Z e m5*3, d > 2 ThE, M IRTDZERIT log-sigsoftmax
DHFNIAFIEL, softmax bottleneck ’%@MI%’C“% LHREMENH B T L ERT.

ULIrUAY s, softmax & sigsoftmax (3 HIZIEFRZEAEN T H 572, Bk O D kD&
iﬂ%ﬂ&waW®Wﬁ®&%%ﬁK§ﬁmb%%ﬁT5®iﬁbm.%vﬁﬁ§20®@
a5 L, IROEHARL D LD,

EH 4.5. z € S % sigsoftmax f(-) & softmax fs(-) DASI LT 5. HL S BN dRTLRZ b
WVZERT 1€ S THD LT 5L, softmax DKL sigsoftmax DAL DA {f(2)|z € S}
IZEEND. Thbb

{f:(2)|z € S} S {f(2)[z € 5} (4.35)

k”)eR}

s, 22TV (1 =1,...,d—1) & 1 ZEMLRRZ MV THB. £z, SO
AEOERIE Y KOO L D1 ey, koTz=N"KOuw® + D1 Th 3.
Softmax D AS & UT z = N K Ow/® 4 g1 2f{AT 2 2
eXp([zﬁtfk“”u“U}f+k“@> exp([Ejtlk“”u“”]>
Smvexp ([ wOwo] +¢ﬂ@>_§j£1wp([ dlwmuMﬂ )
.36)

FEEA. 1e STHD LT D L, SiZ

d—1
S — { S KO0 4 D1

=1

[fs(2)]; =

BTy, = {z € RM|z; = 2;} D &5 RBHEMD, b UL RZNICEENEWHERTH 258 50427
T 74 VEEDBEERR,
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KW ¢ R}

(4.37)

ThHY, X-oTsoftmax DT

d—1
{ £, (Z O/ 4 (@) 1)

=1

10 ¢ R} - { - ( [Z;:l k’/(l)“/(l)] z>
)

i exp( [ HOw| ")

Ths. —1fH, z= Zld;ll EWu/® 4 k(D1 % sigsoftmax 12/ A5 &, sigsoftmax @ i
LS

o [E00) Yo ] )
Zmexp<[ ?l;lk’(”w(”} )Sigqul “u'(l] +k’(d)>

Yt 22T, KO % 1=1,...,d—1Z2VWTREEL, K@ — 400 £T2L, v HEE
TNTWVWD L &E limg i oosigm(v+k) =1 TH 70D,

exp ([27;11 k’(z)u/(l)} Z) sigm ([27;11 k/(Z)u/(z)L I k’(d)>
m) sigm <[Z?;11 k’(l)u’(l)] + k’(d))

exp ([Zld:—ll k:’(Uu’(l)] Z)

(4.38)

[f(z)]z =

m

lim
k/(d) - 400 S exp ( [ 7;11 k/(l)u/(l)]

_ (4.39)
> m €XP < [Ef;ll k;’(l)u’(l)} m)
Ths. X (4.39) &b sigsoftmax DA IZ
exp (| KOwO] ) o
— ‘ KD eR 3 C{f(z)|z €S} (4.40)
M exp ([ i k/(lmf(l)} )

5. A (4.37) & (4.40) £ b, sigsoftmax OEIKDAMIZ softmax DEKAE EN 5.
EoT, {fs(2)|z €S} C{f(z)|z € S} A ID. O

EH 451, L 1S ThHNIE, sigsoftmax A softmax O H S ZEEDOKEE TEMTE
5ZLERLUTNS. 1€8S LWSIEIR, 77 ARBETIHTRTOY 7 2ITH U TH UHER,
TRDB pg(ys|xe) =1/M for all i, ZIHJITEEILEZRLTWVWD. 72X 1¢STH->T
H, ANTDNRIA—-R b EEALT,

exp(z0)sigm(z 1 b)
D m €XP(2m )sigm(zm + b)
35 LFEROME %2R D. Softmax VWHOMERIZ—HT 5 & i b B+t kEL BN
softmax % sigsoftmax T TEZ 5. LAEX D, sigsoftmax i softmax DR ML 1y 7 % fi#
HU, ORIV KELRDEILEZRLUT.

Sigsoftmax 13 4.2.2 IH TN ME 2723

[f(z+0b1)], =
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EIE 4.6. Sigsoftmax (XIXRDOMWEZFFD.

1. log(g(z)) DIEMEME: log(g(z)) = 22 — log(1 + exp(2))
2. BUE 702 e ME:

dlog [£(2)], _ {(1 - [F@))@ - sigm(z),  i=j
02 ~ [f(2)]; (2 - sigm(z))), i %

3. FEAME: [g(=)]); = exp(z;)sigm(z;) > 0.

4. BFHEEIE: 21 < 25 = exp(z1)sigm(z1) < exp(z2)sigm(22)

SEFA. %9,

exp(z;) _ exp(2z;)
1+ exp(—2) 1 + exp(z;)

[g(2)]; = exp(z;)sigm(z;) =

&0, log(g(z)) =2z —log(1 + exp(z)) DD LD. log(l + exp(z)) & softplus & X
LML TH 57-0, log(g(z)) IFIFEMEEBTH 5. RIZ, d(exp(z)(/dz = exp(z) &
d(sigm(z))/dz = sigm(2)(1 — sigm(z)) 23K D L D728,

olog[f(=)], 1 0[f(2)];

0z; B [f(z)]; 0z
1 I 1 dexp(z;)sigm(z;)
F@LTN L exp(zm)sigm(z) 0z;
- £ (=) az%_lexp@m)sigm(zm)}
Z%Zlexp(zm)sigm(zm) 0z;
_ {(1 — [F(2)];)2 - sigm(;),  i=] (4.41)
— [f(2)]; (2 — sigm(z;)), 17

51T, exp(z) > 0 & sigm(z) > 0 &0, exp(z)sigm(z) > 0 WO LD, LI,
exp(z)sigm(z) DWITIETRTD 2 1T LT
dexp(z)sigm(z) exp(z) + 2

& (tep(2pE "

Th 570, exp(z)sigm(z) TEFAMIMTH 5. O
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(b) Mixture of sigsoftmax
Sigsoftmax (& softmax 214 % B 72 D T softmax & FFKIZIEA LU, mixture of sigsoft-
max (MoSS) & T& 5. Zhix

exp([Wh(z, k)], )sigm(IW h(z, k)];)

K
Po0) = 2R o (WA (s, B, sm (WA, b, .
THY, w(x,k) bEKIT sigsoftmax T
ok = PO @) () s

2521 exp(w] . b (z))sigm(w] ., h'(2))

&35, EERTIEZ DMIZ, mixture of softmax @ softmax % sigmoid |2 & Z #1 X 72 mixture
of sigmoid, ReLU (Z& Z# X 7z mixture of ReLU, % U T softplus (Z& & #1 X 72 mixture
of softplus Z FHHE L, TNZNMREZE G 5.

(c) EELOIRICOWT

EHL 4.5 OFEHIZH o 72 & 512, softmax [F D EEE FIZE UEDPA S LHET D & WS F
BRH5. £z z DIEPIREIVE Y exp(zy,) ODEPIEFEIZRE 2D, FEIRLEITR
D55, AEDZ &5, log-softmax DEEEIT 7L —L T —212& > Tk

_ exp(z; — min; 2;)
[fs(2)]s = S~ exp(en, — ming 1) (4.44)
log(fs(z)) = z — min z;1 — log Z exp(zm,m — min z;)1 (4.45)

£ LTW5. Sigsoftmax IZBWTHEUEF R EDOZEMDZD, InaedeIiZLT

~ sigm(z;)exp(z; — min, z;)
[f(2)]: = >, sigm( 2, Jexp(2zy, — min; ;) (4.46)

log(f(z)) =2z — miin z;1 —log(1 + exp(z)) — log(z exp(zm — miin z;)sigm(zp,))1

(4.47)
U7z, 22T, sigsoftmax IZEEDE c 1z LT,
exp(z;)sigm(z; exp(z; — ¢)sigm(z;
f2)], = otlemle)___ _exple — clstgm(z) (4.48)

> exp(zm)sigm(z,y,) > exp(zm — c)sigm(zy,)
ThdZezMHALL.
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Softmax

Softplus

Sigmoid
1.0 1 Sigsoftmax
08 1 RelLU

Fig.4.2 Image of output. The number of possible labels is set to three, and thus, a
set of possible probabilities is a two-dimensional simplex that is shown by gray plane.

4.3 ANIMA AN %FE > 7= softmax bottleneck DFEER

Softmax bottleneck iR T 572012, ANLT—XZ2O0->THER L. £9, 055
MERUEA 3 D ThHD M =3 2L, 1IRITORT MLVER (Ef) 2 ANZEME L. 300t
ZEH] D 1IRTED AT (NI FIVDAA L) ZEBAEKL, TNz softmax, sigmoid 725
72 5B, softplus 7 & 72 5 BA%L, ReLU % 5 72 5 B%KL, sigmoid i2ZNZTNATIL, ZTDHT
EXBE I E RS L. #E5R % Fig. 4.2 & 4.3 1TRT.

Fig. 4.2 DD =ML 3 RTTOBER ML D 5 2HiFHAZRLTWAS. 3 IRITDEER S
HDED S LFPIILEZENOLLE TR T, A1 75720, 2RO HKE LD =M
b, ZOLRIZENETNOH TR ERIVTWS., Wk L 572 Fig. 43 2715 &, 1
DT softmax 1ZH 5 2 RTTDFif iz o 7z 2 HivwTwa., —J, Toftolhizs
DM T2 <, 3ocZEM ECiiR o7z Tch 5. ANZ2FHETIIRCEBTERL 7272
b, REGEHOIIKRE T 5 Z L IZWNEETH 505, sigmoid H 5 72 5 H B D H 1 D HEiFHIX 5
EIAER L 72 AJJZX U Tldfh e g U TN S 2 # I e > TWD, ZHid sigmoid D)
P [0,1] DHEIPHIZRE SN D7D EFZ H65ND.
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Softmax
Softplus
Sigmoid
Sigsoftmax
RelLU

Fig.4.3 Image of log-output. Logarithm of possible probabilities become a curved
plane. The image of log-softmax is a curved line on a flat plane, and images of other
functions are curved lines in a curved plane.

44 BELNIOEZET VI DEERRICK DM
441 ZEEREFMH

Softmax bottleneck % fi#iH9 %t JEEDOMREZ LM T 272012, SFEET VDO ERK%E
7o 72. Sigsoftmax & softmax, g # ReLU & U728 & sigmoid, softplus & U7z T
gL, ZThHDREETIVTH S MoS & MoR (mixture of ReLU), MoSig (mixture of
sigmoid), MoSp (mixture of softplus), MoSS ® b3 5. FHLZTF—X v M, %f7F
5% [5, 21, 84] 1272 5\, Penn Treebank dataset (PTB) [11, 76] & WikiText-2 dataset
(WT2) [77] & L7=. PTB & WT2 OF#MIZ 3.5.1 FIZR LD, TNEThOEREE M 1%
PTB A1 HHGETH D, WT21E 33,278 TH 5. WT2 IXeEHEM, HiEHELHIZPTB LK
ERT—REY NTHBD, WI2DETY VJIEPTB L0 KEAKRBRNEHLEL T 5.

FERIC KRB DN OER (Bl bR &) NTE T8 L2 < T720, FEREFMIEAR
Moz e U7z [82] ORI TR MWHEZER L &M T 5720, TiTi5% [5, 21, 84]
DEBSZMEEZZOFTEMAALZ. TR, FHT2ETIVIE 3 ED long short-term
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memory (LSTM) & U7z, 72, X0 R FRlEEITS 720, [5, 21, 84] OFEEra— K
ZMAL, —a—J0xy boa=y b, REIMFEREDERZMEZINTHL L L
Tz 72720, FEHORBEEEIZH-2 TRy 7EOA, MEET — X T 54K (validation
loss) ZINKHEEZ72DI2fFe L7z, FHODOL, FHEAETNVEHE 1 »SHTFEI
% finetune & dynamic evaluation Z#EH L CTENZEND AT v T TORERZ KL /2.
Dynamic evaluation ld=a—J )3y N =2 ZFHIZUAZFHEETMCBWT, fHiios
B ED RN HWTHERKNIZE T IVEER UARSFHEIT 2 GiETH D, Tz EH8IAFER
UZDMEET — X & test 77— X129 % perplexity D43 & fEHEfRZ % Kked 7=, DA, FH
IRRBREMTH B,

(a) SEMLREABDERZMH

Softmax & sigsoftmax, ReLU, sigmoid, % U T softplus & A\ 7zE% % L4 572, 3
J&D LSTM % JefTift5t [84] 12726 > CTHEE I 7. [5, 84] THEINTWVW S FEER I — RN & i
AU B4 FHESDIA—=FRDOF TV DODRDNRT A=K %, FHERLEIORWIERE2ES
DIZFa—=v T L TWaE. AFRiHiZ T 572002, [84 Da— Rz (1) &KBKE D AN
Bz, (i) BEOGLEY — FOMiH, LT (i) =Ry 78% 252372 L WO EHDO A
Z7z. ReLU & softplus (ZEUEHMNIZALEL LD 5 5720,
9(zi) +e

[f(2)]; = ST (o) 4o

LUT, SR TIZe=10"8 ZMAT=.

FEERSMFIL [84] LA LIZ U7z, LSTM @2 = b 1150 & U, HOIAAY A X d 1% 400
& UZe. EAFINE—FRDA U(—0.1,0.1) &> TG L, TDE»E—HoMm
U(-1/VH,1/VH) 2 &> THIEME L7z, 772U, H dEha=y bOKTH 3.

TR TODETIVIE a non-monotonically triggered variant of averaged SGD (NT-ASGD)
B4 ik -oTHFEHL, FEHEEIX 30 & L7, £7-, gradient clipping &\, T ORIHE%Z
0.25 & U 7z. Dropout connect [84] %, word vectors & LSTM M ® )y, m# D LSTM
Jgof, 2L T, EEIZHEAL, O dropout rate I¥ZhZ (0.4, 0.25, 0.4, 0.1) %
PTB AL, (0.65, 0.2, 0.4, 0.1) % WT2 [=ffifi L 7. /N 54+ Z1E PTB (2 20 %,
WT2 280 ZfiH L7z, ZHOTHRY Z7HIX PTB (ZxL 1000 & L WT2 iZxf LT 500 &
U7z. ¥##%, finetune & U T ASGD % {FEHEH#EZ {723 £ TI7 o 72, F#HIZIX random

(4.49)

*4 nttps://github.com/salesforce/awd-1stm-1m(7z72 L, [84] DI — RIZRWEREZGFZ 772012, TDH
B THDMINS X S5IZNATA=ZNPFEILTVS. ),
https://github.com/benkrause/dynamic-evaluation; https://github.com/zihangdai/mos

*5 https://github.com/salesforce/awd-1stm-1m;
https://github.com/benkrause/dynamic-evaluation


https://github.com/salesforce/awd-lstm-lm
https://github.com/benkrause/dynamic-evaluation
https://github.com/zihangdai/mos
https://github.com/salesforce/awd-lstm-lm
https://github.com/benkrause/dynamic-evaluation
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backpropagation through time (BPTT) Zffi\y, ZDEX1Z N(70,5) & 0.95 D= T H
U, &b 0.05 O T N(35,5) 2L 7z. Activation regularization (AR) & temporal
activation regularization (TAR) % RNN OFAMEIMHHLZ. TNZTNOFREE2 L2 1 &
L7z

Finetune @& & 12, dynamic evaluation [5] ZfH L7z, ZOXT Yy FIZBWT, [5]1
o THEBEINENAN=NRI AR Fa—=V T %Fo7z. FER X [3x107°,4 x
1075,5x1075,6 x 1075, 7x 1075, 1 x 10™4] 2* 5%}, decay rate I& [1 x 10732 x 1073, 3 x
1073,5x 1073 2o Fa—=v2 U7 €130.001 2L, Ny FH1 ZX1E100 & L7z,

LA EDFERZEAIZ [5, 84] DR TRBBWHKEZER LD THS. LD FHZ 10 [H
7\, validation perplexity D&H/NDIED YT L test perplexity D% G L 7=,

(b) EAETIICRT 2REREM

3ED LSTM % BEFI%E [21] it -> CTHEEIE. 25565 1Tk THESINWZH
BRa—RZHWT, (i) MoS 25 REAETFTNADLKH, (i) EEEKY — FOEFHE 2175 7=.
ETFNEFRIEZH L, finetune T dynamic evaluation %17 - 7z.

LElo@EY, EEREMZ 21] 2HVWEZ. ZOERIZEWT LSTM Bo2=v M PTB
Tl [960, 960, 620], HOAABDY A X% 280 & L7z. WT2 T LSTM 1=y MK
1% [1150, 1150, 650] & U, HDARBOH A 212 300 £ L. BEKEEELDF— 2y
MZBWTH 15 & U7z, HAOHMMLIZHEMEBEBDOLKE LR U THS. EHb6DT —X
v MZBWTH word level variational dropout % dropout rate0.10 Tf#Hf L, recurrent
weight dropout % dropout rate0.5 Tffif, % L T context vector level variational dropout
% dropout rate0.30 TEHL7=. X512, PTB Tlf embedding level variational dropout
% dropout rate0.55 T L, hidden level variational dropout % dropout rate0.225 T
L 7-. WT2 Tl embedding level variational drop out % dropout rate0.40 T L
hidden level variational drop out % dropout rate0.225 T U 7-. &b Ak IXiEME LB
BOREARTH 5.

Dynamic evaluation A7 v 7 TIEFEHRE 0.002 £ L, Ny FH o XL 100 2l 5D T —
XXy M L7, PTB Tlde % 0.001 & U decay rate % 0.075 & L7z. WT2 Tl € %
0.002 & U decay rate % 0.02 & U 7=.

DA EDERSEMIE 21] ORRTHREEWHEZZERKLZHEDTHS. LELOFIEHEZ 5 HAT
VY, validation DEZNDIF L test perplexity D45 7% GH5E L 7=.

*6 https://github.com/zihangdai/mos


https://github.com/zihangdai/mos
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Table4.1 Perplexities of language models on PTB. Valid means validation, and w/o

finetune means the results before finetune. dynamic eval. means dynamic evaluation

[5].

softmax g:ReLLU g:sigmoid  g:softplus  sigsoftmax

Valid. w/o finetune 61.1+0.4 (1.85+£0.2)x10%  60.740.2  61.040.2 61.040.2
Test w/o finetune 58.8+0.4 (154i02) X 103 58.51+0.2 58.5+0.1 58.44+0.2

Valid. 59.240.4 (1.51+£0.1) x10> 58.7+0.4 59.34+0.3 59.240.4

Test 57.040.6  (1.2440.08)x10% 56.440.2 56.640.2 56.6£0.4

Valid.+dynamic eval. ~ 51.240.5 (4.914£5)x 103 49.240.4 49.540.2 49.7+0.5

Test +dynamic eval. 50.5£0.5 (2.78+8) x 10° 48.9+0.3 49.1+£0.1 49.2+0.4

MoS MoR MoSig MoSp MoSS

Valid. w/o finetune  58.440.2 78.440.5 64.3+0.2  63.34+0.2 58.440.3
Test w/o finetune 56.31+0.3 71.61+0.7 61.6+0.2 60.940.2 56.2+0.2

Valid. 56.8+0.2 71.940.4 63.3+0.2  62.1£0.3 56.9+0.1

Test 54.740.08 66.2+0.4 60.3+0.3  59.440.2 54.6+0.2
Valid.+dynamic eval. 486:|:02 57.6+2 505i04 491i02 48.3+0.1
Test +dynamic eval. 55.5+0.3 50.0+0.4 48.0+0.1 48.84+0.2 47.7+0.07

442 EERIER

PTB & WT2 2%} 9 % validation perplexity & test perplexity % Table 4.1 & 4.2 iZ &
5. Table 4.1 £ Y, PTB T sigmoid % #H U 72D perplexity 2B /NI V. L
U A S, Table 4.2 TlX, WT2 ®F — & iZxf L T sigmoid 12 & % B D perplexity 1
softmax & D KEW. ZHIX sigmoid DEAMED 1 ICHIRIND L WHIHEIZE D, KERQ
T — ZIZH U T sigmoid 2o 2 E T NVDORBEBENDVP AR T 57D EX 515, Softplus 1
dynamlc evaluation B DMREIXE W AY, FH4&, finetune 2D WT2 D5 — X T perplexity
7 softmax & D K&V, Z ik softplus A° softmax bottleneck % fi#i T & 2 REEEHDE X
IZ & D dynamic evaluation Ti#EBEDRFZ X D #E U HER, perplexity A U7z £ X
55, — T, sigsoftmax 1ZFE %, finetune &, dynamic evaluation D ¥ D AT v 7T
BWTH softmax LA EAFEDOMREZ /R L, KT dynamic evaluation Tl& PTB, WT2 i

Z softmax & D /NI 7 perplexity & o TW5A. X512, BEE T IVIETIE sigsoftmax %



4.4 HFEL )LD

= ZhH

—= o

EFY UV ISDERICL

Xl

Table4.2 Perplexities of language models on WT2. Valid means validation, and w/o

finetune means the results before finetune. dynamic eval. means dynamic evaluation

[5].

softmax g:ReLLU g:sigmoid  g:softplus  sigsoftmax

Valid. w/o finetune 68.0+0.2 (874ﬂ:07) X 102 72.8+£0.3 71.0 £0.3 67.8+£0.1
Test w/o finetune 65.240.2 (797:|:07) X 102 69.7+0.3 67.6 0.2 65.0+£0.2
Valid. 67.440.2  (6.4840.1)x10? 70.8+0.1 68.8+0.3 67.440.2

Test 64.74£0.2  (5.93£0.08)x10%  68.240.1  65.840.2  64.2+0.1
Valid.+dynamic eval.  45.3+0.2 (1.79:|:O.8)><1()3 45.740.1 44.940.2  44.940.1
Test +dynamic eval.  43.3+0.1 (2.30+2) x 104 43.51+0.1 42.6+0.2 42.940.1

MoS MoR MoSig MoSp MoSS

Valid. w/o finetune 65.9+0.5 92.5+1 73.6+0.5 70.940.1 65.1+0.2
Test w/o finetune 63.3+0.4 87.2+1 70.0+0.3 67.41+0.1 62.5+0.3
Valid. 64.040.3 88.9+1 69.5+0.2 68.5+0.2 63.7+0.3

Test 61.4+0.4 83.9+1 66.410.1 65.3+0.1 61.11+0.3
Valid.+dynamic eval. 42.5+0.1 58.8+2 44.334+0.05 43.2+0.07 42.1+0.2
Test +dynamic eval. 40.840.03 55.242 42.10+0.08 41.12+0.08 40.3+0.2

BA L7 MoSS 2tz iEA
& 21, 84] IZHBWT, softmax & MoS IZ
softmax % i 2 % M:6e

4.43 FFRFSIRILNME DT

Log-softmax DEIEAY (d+1) IIT DI ZEF DI R EETH 5 Z &, log-sigsoftmax 72 & D
Z DNBUZ IR % B DB DEED (d+1) ROtA EOZEMIZE ENE T L 2RI 720, &
D TIZH T E & 572 _R 7 M VORIEISIVEZ FMlid 5. £,
test T — X & AL, ERZID LT DO log(Pe(yi|x:)), HlAIE, log-softmax,
RIZ, ZNH6DRT MLE F L D17

AR L 7Z.

L7ZETIED perplex1ty DI,
BTN TV 0)’5:@)@ L7ziz
ELUZD 51gsoftmax 1% softmax & v 1488

51 A = [log(Py(y1]x1)), . . .,
727U, Tt test T—ROMIEHRTHS. PTB TIE M & T BZHZFH 10,000

&£ 82430 THH, WT2 Tl 33,278 & 245,570 TH 5.

=AY

BBz, ADT Vo EFHNT.
I BT BUERE 2 B 720 [21, 85 THAIN T WA HEAHEZMHHL 72,

ZDT VIR 2R 7 MVOARBIZHISNT 5. TV
4 i AV

AT U 72 2R A
Lirirb s,

FWEWZR B,

log(Po(yr|zr))] €

V=l

o

BoNZETVIZHLT
EEE L.

RMXT
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Table4.3 Numbers of linearly independent vectors of log-outputs (The rank of A)

softmax ¢g:ReLU g:sigmoid g:softplus sigsoftmax

PTB 402 8243 542 1279 4640
WT2 402 31400 463 593 5465
MoS MoR MoSig MoSp MoSS
PTB 9980 9999 9977 9980 9986
WT2 12093 30698 9021 10568 19834

% Table 4.3 12 Y. 727 V7 OFHEICMHA L RREDOK R % Fig. 4.4 2R T. ZThod
#£ &0, log-softmax 1% 402 fHDKREMANL 2R 27 MLV EED. ERTIEEHLI=Y MIZE 400
EUNATARY MIVvEMZTZT28, AHIZEM S ORIt d 1$mK 401 TH5H. EH 2 26
log-softmax DM JJIEEHK d + 1 = 402 fHOFIEIML 2R 7 SV UpF 27000 T, EHED
DFERVBE S N7=. —7F, sigsoftmax & ReLU, sigmoid, softplus % {# - 7-EA%I% 402 12l
XNV, 20720, Zhs DEEIL softmax bottleneck % fi#H L TW5. ReLU %ffi- 7=
BRI T v 7D E 0D, 4.2 2 THTIRAR 72 & S IZHAERIZ AR ZETH D, Table 4.1 & 4.2 TR
U7z & D IZRRIIZEE T E TR, MoSS ORREMNL 2R 7 ML D AEIE MoS D% D &
D Kk&EL, MoSS DREFENIE MoS & b KEWAREMELE .

728 Fig. 4.4 £ 0, HSPIZREMEN TR > TWVWB DI softmax & ReLU DA THS. 7
¥ 7 AR OBUEREIF K E <, Table 4.3 D7 > 7 OFFEREIAHTH S, LHr LS,
Pin & H sigsoftmax DRFEMEIZME LRTKREL, THA44DLED, M HOILIMAL R
RY PR S T ATREMEA S .
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(a) The singular values of A for PTB.
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Fig.4.4 The singular values of A. The rank of A corresponds to the number of
independent vectors of log-output vectors. Singular values of log-softmax drop at
402, and it indicates the softmax bottleneck occurs on these datasets. On the other
hand, singular values of other functions decrease smoothly. It indicates that the

number of linearly independent log-output vectors of these functions are larger than

402.
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Table4.4 Bit-per-characters of character-based language models on text8.

Softmax  Sigsoftmax

Valid 1.49 1.48
Test 1.56 1.56

45 XZFLRIODSEETYVY

ZZET, BEVANLVOSHEETVCHENBEBEZFEL 7. ZHITHELV NLVDOFEET IV
IX softmax bottleneck "L % & Wb 72 THS. LrL, TOTFT—Xty MILBFE
fii 721} T & sigsoftmax OPERE Y softmax bottleneck DRIHEIZ & 2 & DDHEDTIXA .
% Z T, softmax bottleneck 2V E U WX FE LV RIVDEFHEETIVDEREIT 7. T—X kv
MTIE text8 ZHH L 72 [86]. XFLRILVDFFEETNVIE M Hd KO/NSW=d, FIfioH
FELARIVDEFEETIVDEERE B D softmax bottleneck 23BHE(L LA\, ZD 728, D
FhR % 38 U T sigsoftmax & softmax DFERDVH F D EWA LR WIEGEE, HBFELVXIVDSIEET
)LD sigsoftmax DMERED & X A% softmax bottleneck DFHIZH -7z L HIWrTE 5.

ETNELT1/E1024 2=y D LSTM ZHL, ZHIZIEFEHEEK n 2 0.001 & L7
Adam ZfH U7z, Ny FH 10 X% 100 & L, BPTT % 200 A7 v 7T B -7z, text8
M2 MHDNLFDTINT 7Ry N BHANGRE720, M 1Z27 ThO MiidXb/hE
Moz,

Table 44 IZTXFLVNRLVDEFEETNVOMREZEL DB, KLV, sigsoftmax DRI
softmax EEWAIZ L ALV, TOERITHTIRD LB D M < d T softmax bottleneck 7*
HEURWD, ZOMBITHEL RIVDSFEE T IV D sigsoftmax OPERED & X 1EHR ML & v
JDIREIZEDEDTHE I L 2RET S,

4.6 One Billion Word dataset

X 55D One Billion Word &\5, kb k& F—Xtw N THIEL
RIVDEFEETINVDOFEERE T - 7= [87].
461 ZEEREMH

One Billion Word 1% 0.8 fE#i3E, ZEHEH 800 x 102 HE WS INETCHHLEZT—X &Y
NEHARTIEREIZRENWT XLy b THE. FORD, LORBEITOEVWETLLNRD S
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Table4.5 Test perplexities of language models of One Billion Word dataset.

Adaptive softmax  Adaptive sigsoftmax

Test 33.80£0.04 33.62£0.05

NH5DIZMA, XORNBRETNVEHVEBEDND S, Sigsoftmax 1% softmax DRI
THBHDT, softmax D7zDITRESI NG RNLMGIELMAEDLEDL Z VAR TH D,
AL CTILE SR T 78 —F [64] ZH L 7-. Softmax OGN T 71 —F % adaptive
softmax, sigsoftmax D7 T 71 —F % adaptive sigsoftmax LIERZ L2 5. 2D
FIEDOFBENR T A =R T2y b 7% [4000, 40000, 200000] IZ3%E L. ETIVIE 2 HE
D 2048 1=v FD LSTMs & L, #EHEn=20D SGD #ffioT5 TRy 7¥HL/. 219
HOZRY ZUBRETRY 205 LIZFEHELE 2 THRAEL 2. HEEOHDIAAY 1 X3 256
& U, 0.01 @ dropout 2L, Ny FH A X% 128 & U7-. HME0.25 DAKLZ ) v T
AL, BPTT 120 257y 7 CHHH - 7-.

4.6.2 RERER

Table 4.5 (Z One Billion Word O#5HR% £ ® 5. F K D adaptive sigsoftmax D /83— 7
L & ¥ 7 1 1% adaptive softmax &K D/NX W, LKoT, EFIERLT—22y ML TH
sigsoftmax I&fHMRETH D, BEWLRT 7o —F & —HEICFHTE 5.

47 FE&H

AETIX softmax (2 X BRIAGESI DA ML v 7 % log-softmax DEEM» SR, TN i
i s 2 DBIBUZ DWW TR L 72, £ DfEHR & U T softmax bottleneck % fi#iH 3 % B &
L T sigmoid ¥ ReLU, softplus ZffH3 2 Z LD TE 20, ZOMREIXMED BB MHH A
BIZHAFT 5 Z 2 b h o 72, Sigsoftmax 1%, ATLDOME %7z L 2D softmax bottleneck
ZIEE L, softmax ZEREDOKETIEMT A Z N TE 5728, EBRIZTBWTH softmax ML
DOUREN AR TH AFEOUENFR SN D Z L hbhrolz. 2.2.4 T softmax H* h D%
NESTBHZ e TEPNSGZEERLUMD, sigsoftmax ¥ Z DD H B E D & 5 72 E
DHETEHEHEINENIESBOFETH 5.
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ARG XL TCITHER DB ORRINT —ZDETY U ZIZBWT, VW3 GEEIZ
recurrent neural network (RNN) ZFHWA7ZODLLTFD 2 DIZDWTIHRART7=.

1. Gated recurrent unit (GRU) (ZDWTC, FHKFOLEEREZIEH L T8 %22 e d
LHERREL, TOEMMEZEBRCTHEEL 7=.

2. BFOH B TH % softmax DRBIFEN DR E 2 DFKRZHFHEL, N2
% sigmoid & f8EEHEA 5 72 B sigsoftmax IR L, AXMEZEZERTRLUZ.

5.1 EEHXICEL BRRER

B2 BETREREFHOEBICOWT D, £7, BEFHOEARNL € FIEEREE
HEIZOWTHEEL, RNN & RNN 25 2R F—ZDET Y Y ZIZOWTEHHAL 7=,
R, AR OBEMSEIZ D W TR Rz,

3T, FRIIT—XDET YV VIJIZEWE RNN OETIIUEED —DTh 25 GRU IZ
DWTC, KOZEMIZFEET LI AR EMERE L. £79, GRU OREDOIRS W
WOWTHN L, — DO HOZEN L DIEAIZDOWTHO NI Uz, £72, ZOi% X
SIZEBUEERT GRU ICHREL, FRRISEE R E TR LETH 25422 LT, f#
HINZZEMDORMIZEDE, TOVH M2 ZTIEDEE HIEE2 FEMEICBET 255 &
DEE MBI ESME U2, 2 LT, ZORFIN &Rl bREZ FEE Y E O K 5 2 KRBT —
R, KBIEETF IV TR DD HIERBEL, X5 ICRRMEHVAMAEORE(CEDFEE
HIJR T 258 ik RE L., BREEOAMMEZIHMEIT 2ERE LT, EET—XDETY ¥
TEHBERT—RDET) VI RITFo7-. FEERIZK->T, BEEBEIFGFELHETHA ALY v E
VXD FEEPRINL P T, POKELMETESI 2SI UL, REEOFEHEE
WIZOWTH, BFAELARE» LD @HIZREZ %2R
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WAETREREZ 2T —RZDETY) VIICHWONIEREFEOE NBEKRTH S
softmax (Z2WT, RIJJDENT U, softmax & ORI DEWH I TH % sigsoftmax
ERELZ. £7, REBEHOMAZHET 572012, softmax DI TdH % log-softmax D
IR 2 f#fr U 7=, ZTDFER L LT, log-softmax DAEIKIE, 722272 ASIDERDIRIT +1 1K
TDEMOEHNEETHDILEHSPII L., TNDBRITOR MV XY ZJOFRATH 5.
Iz, ZORKREZMBHET 57200 H ARz EBEERL, TOMEIZODWTHEIL 2. &
#IZ, FTEOWE %7237 R BB TH % sigsoftmax ZHE L, sigsoftmax 3R hL
3wV fRHET AR D D &, £ LU THIT softmax DHJIZEBLZH AN TE S Z
&% mU7z. Sigsoftmax ARV ZFMT 55 E LT, HiEx —DDT—X & LTALE
FEETIVDER, XFE DL U TALSHEETIVOER, TUTHI0EEEDOE KRR SEE
ETNEREIT-/Z. TORLE LT, BELVNLVDOEFEETIVTIERMVR Y ZHIZ LD
sigsoftmax 25 Z & THER EXAGETH D, XFLVXIVDSHEETIVTIER MR Y Z
P LR Wz, sigsoftmax & softmax BEEETH -7z, HIONEE L >72RT b
VDRI 2GR 2 &, log-softmax I AJJDZE/MDIRIT +1 7272 X7 ML %
o Z LD D HNT-. — /T, log-sigsoftmax IZ ASDZEMDIRIE +1 £ 0 HKELHD
RPN 2 X T DV FED, softmax RARBIIIDAR MV xy 7 LR 5MEEZRHETE 2 Z &
WD o N7z,

52 SREROEEM

AL TIRARBEEZSG <L WS HKOE 2T, GRU DIREDIRS BV EZHEFFL, —D0D
S D EEMEIC DWW U7z, Z O OFE L LT GRU ® LSTM OIREEDHR 5 £\
& & O JREITIRNT U 2R ASEA TV [56, 88). 25 LEMZ%2ELTT I v 2Ry 7 A%
ML NEREEEE T IVOMPRMEDR EL, EFVDNEE U LKRIT -2 OR#H%E, &b
FUSHTZL LS IChb L iIfFI N5,

7z, KX TIXLEMDHRID 72 DIZEATHI OB EM Z HlIf T 5 ik e £ OEFHA
BALZIRE L. ZORKBRME (AR ML IVA) 1, GAN O%E e [59] R &ML
A=a—FNh 32y M7= OPAMERED A E [89], T U THEBFEHEET LD/ A AXKEIIHK
T2 MED E [58, 90, 91] REDHKIZBWTEHINENE. DD, ZOEGHE
BEORARRMEOHIIOE & TOEHESGEE, TNo0HMICEALEHMETH 5.

AKX D GRU OIRDFFCOfENT TIIATI DR EZEZER L TV, £z, NA T AHDR
WGRU DEFIENEE Uz, ANhdHd e, RENBTULE —DD VM D5 fHikic &
EEBLIERST, £NATADD D LEMRDMENENT S, ZNns5%2FE L7 GRU O
fiRh & 2RI R B OREIISBOFETH 5.

—J, 03B EPREVHBOAEZETY VT 50O ENEBIZOWTIE, AT
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WEREET ML > TiMiiL7z. L2 L, f8ELU 7z sigsoftmax 1 HARSFERKRRS T — X
RS FHGERAR SICEWTHHHTRETH 5. — I HEEERHTILH I DA i g DR AR
DL DN NWZ EHR L W20, softmax DR MLy ZWBEEIET 5 Z 2 ixdizwv. UL
WAL EDRONZ) Y —ADE LT, BERETNELBELTET TV r—Yarvd4%
FAEL, ZOEI BT — ATV TREBHZHIR LU 72/ 2EGZRBET VAo NE T &
NFPRING., ZDEIRAI—-AT—AZBWVWTHIRED sigsoftmax 1@ WHEREZ R T & 1
FFEha.

ARG TR T DN BDAFAET 2 BRI DIRTCZ > 720, T ISIERRIE B D K BLGE 1 D fi
Fre UTIEBEBERMETHY, HaTidnwn. Ko —Biiciy, BAOBEBKRETY V7T 545k
WIZDWT, ZDRILIREZIFNTT DI L VBETH L. HOMEIMIZE I Vo 2IiE%E B
X, sigsoftmax BMENT WS L \WZR 5D0, HlZIX softmax D & 5 IZHA&E DIRFRIZ & D &
D RMERDANRE I NS DD, Hol D L3 X, FALHERRITE WD D 2078 E D softmax
bottleneck AN DHEEDOFAEIZSHDOBETH B, B, TOR MRy 7 ORHET 5 M
B DWW T OEIEZDHZRD KT SN TED [68, 69], HIZAIX[68] TIENTA—XEFEDH
PR EMHT S Z & TX D RELRBGBN 2R OHNEBZREL T WS,
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=i

AL, FEDPBERARTZRZEE TR I LA R, FRZE T2
YIS TR O RNE—BIRDIFEDD L IZf7-723DTY. HEHEL LT, THEL D
HitE, BEDOEEZ L TV WERYEEIZEHN-LET. KigXz2EeddIIhizb,
R 2 THY W72 720 7 B E SRR T R IR LR L RS, MESER L
BHGIERHERER, FZEERZRUNMARHERIZICIE, 6@ oE 2R U 9. NILZEEHX
BIZIEARRXEEZLDBIZHZD, KD DONDXRTVHERCEERRID ZHEL W 272F L
2. GINERUEZEZIZ1E GRU OLZEMIZOWT, ARERFME 2 TRRWEEE, 2,
157 > 78RO L OBEMEN S DRBEO SR %E THRWZZEE Uz, IMREHERRIZIX
W7 ZHER 2 W2 72 &, FRZ GRU #EZELOEEIBEEAKTIE, o83 T74 7720
7272 &, %7z sigsoftmax DRI DELIZOWTIT L 0 RWEERKE R © 2 DFEH 51k % 2
M ZBR W& F LT

MEEEDDIZHZD, T —~DOZYMEEERIIET LMW1, WMHEEFT—D—
DTEZHZATW7Z\W2 NTT THREE 2 L T\ W kRS B I &3 - U £ 9.
BREELOBNT Tz, LOEWHETEE LTSI TE X L. softmax (ZfT 5
RENZFARBIZHZD, FEmDHFPIZRoTWEEE, Iy MRHEEZWZZW
7= NTT [FHEAD L A& RIZE#H N2 U 7.

B OFBEEME T, FI, B, L emEEEETCRPMIZOZ > TREBHEE
WD E L. HONVED TIVET. RVMFEEOE L CTHRERICAFE I N FE S+
(NICT) (23 L2 D 21ZHh7-0, IFIFAFREREZHAITCVAZZSEBMLE
T, FRMREOZEEDOES LTI, RO, EREOEHLR DI I ERHNT
W EEE U, WOTEHNZLET.

AL DEREITOIZHZD, TOFHHEEE L LT NTT @ Corevo Computing Infrastruc-
ture (CCI) % #fr, #HZ U CRADOEMIC TEIZ TV 27202 BRRICEH V- U £7.
BT D7Z 072 EREZFITTEZDIX CCIDENFTY. FEHDAET 2 NTT TH
V=T DHRFEDOHHZB R IEEEEOEAN LA DOVTI EABZTWIZEEEL
7z, WZN—TDREFEDMET - 2 LED T ZIDHONES TITVEY. kAT
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Ho Tz ANMEE L, BRHEAARIIIFEICETTIEEZ BRI TS EZI D EHVZL 7.
FARGMXE F DB, BT U THIICAMNIERED & S5 T w2 vz Ed®
FIROERIEH 2L ET. NTT OEBAERZIZUD & U RO ERR I IZH %P5
EIEIZBWT LS EADMEZWEEEDLO NI TIVWE L.
BRIZKFETETCTINT, BBMUZBEL XA TS NEMWEIZE#H - L ET.
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AAHETIE [21] WOER 4.1 OFMEFIT S, £, R (4.2) ILOWT, TOHRS ML
%37 N LEARIOES

F(A)={A+AJyu | AZHATHTHYA € RVM} (A1)
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Eb. INEFE ADRITRIZ MVILEREDOER 25 2T A" BEonbsZ a2k,
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