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ABSTRACT

We propose a neuroscience-inspired Solo Pass Embedded Learning Algorithm (SPELA). SPELA
is a prime candidate for training and inference applications in Edge Al devices. At the same
time, SPELA can optimally cater to the need for a framework to study perceptual representation
learning and formation. SPELA has distinctive features such as neural priors (in the form of
embedded vectors), no weight transport, no update locking of weights, complete local Hebbian
learning, single forward pass with no storage of activations, and single weight update per sample.
Juxtaposed with traditional approaches, SPELA operates without the need for backpropagation.
We show that our algorithm can perform nonlinear classification on a noisy boolean operation
dataset. Additionally, we exhibit high performance using SPELA across MNIST, KMNIST, and
Fashion MNIST. Lastly, we show the few-shot and 1-epoch learning capabilities of SPELA on
MNIST, KMNIST, and Fashion MNIST, where it consistently outperforms backpropagation.

1 Introduction

Perceptual representation learning (|[Sucholutsky et al.| [2023]) of external world information never occurs in
a randomly initialized state of the brain. Instead, this external world information is merged with pre-existing
knowledge (priors) in the brain (Summerfield and Koechlin/[2008], Binder et al.| [2009],Wang and Morris| [2010],
Kok et al.|[2013], Hardstone et al.| [2021], Brod et al.|[2013]). To support this claim, there exists a large body of work
including behavioral and systems neuroscience studies. Through behavioral experiments, [Piaget|[1929] showed that
world knowledge is essential for memory construction; |Craik and Lockhart| [1972] showed that memory is a function
of the degree of integration with priors, and Bransford and Johnson| [1972] observed improved comprehension of
prose with prior knowledge. Moreover, Kumaran et al.|[2009, 2012] noticed that brain regions such as the medial
prefrontal cortex (mPFC), the hippocampus, and the posterior cingulate cortex contribute to the prior generation;
van Kesteren et al.|[2010], van Kesteren et al. [2013] observed that mPFC mediates integration of information similar
to prior knowledge. Despite extensive research, we still lack a mechanistic understanding of this interaction of
real-world stimuli and previous knowledge (priors) that can help in understanding representation formation (Brod
et al. [2013]).

Similarly, the current backpropagation-trained network (deep neural networks) starts with a random initialization
(Narkhede et al.| [2022]) and hence lacks such integration of prior knowledge. Moreover, presently popular deep
neural networks update parameters in the network during training to improve performance (credit assignment) in
a manner that is not biologically plausible (|Bengio et al.|[2016], [Lillicrap et al.| [2016], Richards et al. [2019]). For
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instance, during parameter updates, gradients are propagated backward recursively which implies that parameter
updates of a layer are dependent on all backward layers (global learning problem) (Whittington and Bogacz [2019]).
During the backward pass, exact (transposed) weights of the forward pass and activation information are utilized
for parameter updates (weight transport problem) (Lillicrap et al. [2014], Akrout et al.| [2019]). Adding to it, for every
forward pass, a backward pass needs to be computed (with forward pass updates frozen), which prevents the online
utilization of inputs (update locking problem) (Czarnecki et al.|[2017], Jaderberg et al.| [2017]).

These limitations make a deep neural network trained with backpropagation (LeCun et al.|[2015]) unsuitable
for understanding the perceptual representation learning and formation in the brain as well as for training (and
inference) of the networks in resource-constrained edge Al devices. Considering these requirements, we here
introduce SPELA, which has a unique set of characteristics. More precisely,

(a) SPELA offers a framework to integrate the external world information (input data) with prior knowledge or
neural priors (in the form of embedded vectors).

(b) SPELA supports a complete local Hebbian learning ((Hebb| [1949]) for credit assignment. During inference,
only the final layer output is sufficient for prediction.

(c) Ituses asingle forward pass (with no backward pass) for weight update and inference. Hence, provides a
no-weight transport solution.

(d) SPELA also doesn't require update locking of weights.
(e) Itrequires no hidden layer and only 1 output layer with 2 neurons to solve the non-linear XOR classification.

(f) Empirical results show that SPELA easily outperforms an equivalent backpropagation-trained network
under a single-epoch training regime.

(g) The speed-accuracy tradeoff (SAT; Heitz [2014], Penconek [2022], Zimmerman/ [2011]) is a hallmark of
living organisms with reasonably simple neural circuitry such as insects, and also for humans who possess
very complex neural circuitry. However, the neural mechanisms mediating SAT are not very clear. SPELA,
owing to its unique characteristic of enabling predictions at every layer within the network (not known to
be present in traditional neural networks), presents a natural platform for investigating the mechanisms
associated with SAT.

(h) Its neuroscience-inspired design makes it a prime candidate for studying perceptual learning mechanisms
in the brain.

(i) Finally, SPELA does not require neuron bias and does not need to store forward activations for future use.
All of these properties, make SPELA also useful for edge Al devices.

We believe this approach can pave the way toward the realization of the next generation of neuroscience-inspired Al
systems (Zador et al.|[2023]). Furthermore, this work can also help guide the development of future neuromorphic
systems with on-chip learning capabilities (Davies et al.[[2018], Modha et al. [2023].

1.1 Background Works

Hinton! [2022] presents the Forward-Forward (FF) algorithm for neural network learning, replacing backpropagation
with two forward passes: one with positive (real) data and the other with generated negative data. Each layer
aims to optimize a “goodness metric" for positive data and minimize it for negative data. Separating positive and
negative passes in time enables offline processing, facilitating image pipelining without activity storage or derivative
propagation interruptions. In contrast to Hinton’s approach, which aggregates goodness values across layers, SPELA
is capable of performing classification at any layer without the need for storing “goodness" memory. Furthermore,
unlike FE SPELA eliminates the necessity for generating separate negative data for training. Instead, it efficiently
utilizes available data without requiring additional processing. Hinton’s work has also been extended to spiking
neural networks using contrastive signal-dependent plasticity (|Ororbial[2023]) by processing sensory input over a
stimulus window. It is worth mentioning here that although spikes make major contributions to computations in
the brain, work by |Gidon et al. [2020] establishes the necessity to take into account the contributions of graded
activities too. Similarly, the recently designed neuromorphic chip Loihi 2|Orchard et al.|[2021] also introduces graded
spiking neurons. Using a forward and a backward pass, |Pehlevan|[2019] introduces the concept of non-negative
similarity matching cost function for spiking neural networks to exhibit local learning and therefore enable the
effective use of neuromorphic hardware. [Lansdell et al.|[2020] introduces a hybrid learning approach wherein
each neuron learns to approximate the gradients. The learning feedback weights provide a biologically plausible
way of achieving good performance as compared to backpropagation-based trained networks. (Giampaolo et al.
[2023] follows a similar strategy to our approach of dividing the entire network into sub-networks and training them
locally using backpropagation (SPELA divides the network into sequential layers). In section[3.4] we delve into a
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straightforward and biologically plausible few-shot learning neural mechanism proposed by|Sorscher et al. [2022a].
To the best of our knowledge, none of the previous works focus on using neural priors (in the form of embedded
vectors) along with features such as a single forward pass without the need for any backward pass during credit
assignment(seefor details).

2 Methods

2.1 Network Initialization and Learning Methods

The network is defined as follows: there are L layers, each containing /; neurons. The weights of the network are
initialized at random. Each layer L; (except the input layer) has NV (number of classes in the dataset given) number
of symmetric vectors, each of dimension /;. These symmetric vectors are assigned a unique class. As the activation
vector is also in the /; dimensional space, we can measure how close the activation vector points to a particular
symmetric vector using a simple cosine similarity function (Momeni et al.[[2023]). The network outputs the class
assigned to the symmetric vector which is closest to the activation vector in terms of cosine similarity. These
symmetric vectors remain fixed and are not updated during training.

Arranging the vector embeddings When embedding vectors in any space, it is instinctive to allocate an equal
portion of the space to each vector or class. Consequently, arranging these embeddings symmetrically provides an
elegant solution.

In the first layer, N symmetric vectors of dimension [/; are generated and are assigned a unique class at random. To
maintain relative positions of these symmetric vectors across subsequent layers, multidimensional scaling (MDS)
(Kruskall [1964]) is used to transform the vectors from dimension /; to /;4; as depicted in Fig.

Remark. The symmetric vectors in the n* dimension are generated by simulating the physics of electrons in the n'"
dimension by restricting them on the unit norm ball until the electrostatic energy converges sufficiently (Saff and
Kuijlaars [1997],|Cohn and Kumar [2007))).

Training: (Algorithm[I) Given data x and label y, the network learns locally by minimizing the cosine similarity
loss between the activation vector (arising from input x) and the symmetric vector (which is assigned the class
¥). There is no restriction on batch size (both training and testing); multiple data points can be given before the
weight update. Using this training method, the weights of the layers are updated sequentially. Since our training
occurs in a layer-wise manner, SPELA can be easily extended to accommodate multiple layers. As mentioned in the
introduction, this training method aligns perfectly with the Hebbian learning principle (|[Hebb|[1949]).

Algorithm 1 Training MLP with SPELA

1: Given: An input (X), label (y), number of layers (K) and number of epochs (E)

2: Define: cos_sim(A, B) = %

3: Set: hyp=x

4: for k —1to K do > Iterate through layers
5: fore—1to Edo > Iterate through epochs
6 hi = o (Wihg-1 + by)

7 loss =10g(2 — cos_sim(hy, vecsy(¥))) > vecsg(.) is the set of symmetric vectors
8 Wi — Wi — a * Ay, (loss) > Weight update using local loss
9 end for
10: end for

Inference: (Algorithm[2) Given data x, the network measures how close each symmetric vector is to the activation
vector (arising from input x) and declares the closest symmetric vector as the winner. The prediction is the class
assigned to the winning symmetric vector as shown in Fig.

Speed accuracy tradeoff: SPELA can naturally aid in the understanding of the SAT mechanisms. This phenomenon
can be ascribed to the characteristics of SPELA, where classification occurs at each layer. As the number of layers
increases, i.e., the network deepens, a greater number of nonlinearities are applied to enhance the classification
process. In other words, if there is a time constraint, predictions can be extracted from earlier layers with less
accuracy but if given more time, more accurate predictions can be made from the end layers.
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Figure 1: Network Architecture: The illustrations provided depict the structure of the network. It’s important to
recognize that each layer possesses a distinct set of symmetric vectors within varying dimensional spaces. In the
given instance, the network is trained with the MNIST dataset, resulting in 10 symmetric vectors for each layer.
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Figure 2: Prediction Method: The inference is conducted by evaluating the closeness in direction between the
activation vector and the symmetric vectors. The activation vector is represented in blue and the prediction is in
green.
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Algorithm 2 Inference on MLP trained with SPELA
1: Given: An input (X)

2: Define: cos_sim(A, B) = IIAﬁ:ﬁBII

3: Set: hyp=x

4: for k —1to K do > Passing data through all the layers
5. hg=0r(Wihg_1+ by)

6: end for

7: fori —1to N do > N is the number of classes
8: S; = cos_sim(hg, vecs(i)) > Similarity between activation vector and symmetric vectors
9: end for
10: Prediction: argmax; S; > Class corresponding to the maximum score is prediction

2.2 Negating the necessity of bias

At every layer, we apply a linearity W, followed by a non-linearity . The loss function measures how close the
activation vector h is to the preset vectors s. There will exist a projection R of the input x (assuming x is non zero)
such that Rx makes the same angle as 0 (Wx + b) makes with s. Introducing a bias term would expedite the learning
process by increasing the number of parameters, but it is not essential in SPELA. This is also illustrated in sections
[3.2]Jand[3.4} where we conduct experiments while configuring the bias in the networks to be zero.

Note that if bias is not given in the network, the non-linearities applied must allow negative values as the activation
vectors must be allowed to move throughout the n dimensional space (the ReLU unit will not work but LeakyReLu
will). Table[I]presents contrasts between SPELA and other learning algorithms. SPELA exhibits the most favorable
traits.

| LearningMethods [ BP [ FF [ PEP | MPE | SPELA ||
Forward Pass 1 2 2 3 1
Backward Pass 1 0 0 0 0
Weight Update 1 2 1 1 1
Loss function global | local | global | global local
Activations all current all current | current

Table 1: Different learning algorithms are compared and contrasted with SPELA. PEP stands for PEPITA (|Dellaferrera
and Kreiman/[2022]) and MPE for MEMPEPITA (|Pau and Aymone|[2023]). FF and SPELA algorithms have a local
loss function for each layer, while in BP ([LeCun et al.|[2015]), PEP, and MPE the loss function is computed at the
output layer. FE MPE, and SPELA need to store only activation buffers for the current layers while BP and PEP are
for all layers.

3 Results

3.1 Experiments on boolean operations

3.1.1 Noisy Boolean Dataset as the First Step

It is well known that a multilayer perceptron network with non-linear activation after being trained with back-
propagation can solve the linearly inseparable XOR problem. Biological neural circuits on the other hand have
various types of nonlinearities and hence should be able to solve the XOR problem in multiple ways. In fact,
Gidon et al.[[2020] showed that the pyramidal neuron dendrites can solve this problem using a variant of graded
action potentials (dCaAPs). Moreover, Noel et al.| [2023] showed that a small network with a biologically plausible
oscillating activation function can also classify nonlinear data; [Kim et al.|[2022] proposed a multi-perceptron model
of cortical neurons for solving the soft XOR problem.

3.1.2 Findings of SPELA on Noisy Boolean Dataset

Motivated by these studies, we evaluate SPELA against backpropagation to determine its relative performance on a
synthetically generated dataset involving noisy boolean operations. The network (SPELA) has 2 layers (including
an input layer) with 2 input neurons, 2 output neurons, and a non-linearity f(x) = |x|. Averaged over 10 trials, the
algorithm achieves 100% accuracy as depicted in Table[2} SPELA, in this design, has a bias; it achieves the 100%
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accuracy in 20 epochs using 200 data samples with a test-to-train split of 10 : 90; batch size of 1, and a learning rate
of 0.01. The samples in the synthetic boolean dataset are imbued with Gaussian noise .4#(0,0.01). For the same
noisy boolean dataset, an equivalent backpropagation-trained network has 3 layers with 2 (input layer), 3, and 2
neurons. All layers have bias. It is trained on 200 samples with a test-to-train split of 10 : 90 imbued with Gaussian
noise .4(0,0.01) and batched into sizes of 1; for 10 epochs and with a learning rate of 0.01.

. Train Accuracy Test Accuracy
Operation
SPELA | Backprop | SPELA | Backprop
AND 100% 100% 100% 100%
OR 100% 100% 100% 100%
XOR 100% 100% 100% 100%

Table 2: Training and testing performance of SPELA against an equivalent backpropagation trained network on the
noisy boolean operations dataset.

Compared to traditional backpropagation, SPELA requires no hidden layer and only a single output layer to solve the
nonlinear classification problem of XOR. Furthermore, it requires only 2 neurons while a backpropagation-trained
network has been shown to need more neurons. As shown in Fig. [B|the loss emerging from SPELA also converges
rapidly.

For boolean operations dataset For MNIST dataset
0.50
—e— Output Layer Loss 0.36 —e— Layer 1 Loss
Layer 2 Loss
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(a) Output layer loss profile of SPELA on the boolean operations  (b) The first hidden layer (layer 1) and the output layer (layer 2)
dataset. loss profile of SPELA on the MNIST dataset.

Figure 3: The loss versus epoch number profile emerging from SPELA for both the boolean operations dataset and
the MNIST dataset.

3.2 Experiments on MNIST, KMNIST, and Fashion MNIST datasets
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Figure 4: The classification accuracy (averaged over 3 trials) of the equivalent multi-layer networks trained using
SPELA and backpropagation for different test-to-train ratios of MNIST, KMNIST, and Fashion MNIST datasets is
juxtaposed. Note that the classification accuracy of SPELA remains consistent up to a ratio of approximately 0.6,
whereas, for backpropagation, it decreases steadily with an increase in ratio.
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Staying within the realm of biological plausibility, we test the generalization capacity of SPELA. Following the
previous success of a moth olfaction-inspired network ([Delahunt and Kutz|[2019]) as well by a multi-compartment
neuron model (with dendritic architecture; [Jones and Kording [2020]), we select MNIST. In addition, we use harder
versions of it, namely the KMNIST and Fashion MNIST datasets.

Figures[4a} [4b} and[dc]show accuracy vs test-to-train ratio on MNIST, KMNIST, and Fashion MNIST respectively
using SPELA and backpropagation. The network (SPELA) has 3 layers containing 784, 300, and 20 neurons. It has
been trained for 10 epochs on a batch size of 64, with a learning rate of 0.001 and no bias. For backpropagation,
the network also has 3 layers and contains 784, 300, and 10 neurons. It has bias and is trained for 10 epochs on
a batch size of 64, with a learning rate of 0.001. From Fig. [4] we observe that SPELA can easily compete with a
backpropagation-trained network in classification accuracy. When the bias is set to zero, SPELA’s performance
exceeds that of a backpropagation-trained network.

3.3 T-SNE plots for better visual understanding of representations

To get a better understanding of the representations of MNIST, KMNIST, and Fashion MNIST formed by SPELA
versus a backpropagation-trained network, t-SNE plots have been depicted in figures[5|and[6] The plots exhibit a
striking resemblance despite the algorithmic differences, and the class-specific cluster formation is easily noticeable.

T-SNE plot for MNIST T-SNE plot for KMNIST T-SNE plot for Fashion MNIST
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Figure 5: t-SNE plots for a multi-layer neural network trained using SPELA.
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Figure 6: t-SNE plots for a multi-layer neural network trained using backpropagation.

For obtaining the t-SNE plots, the networks have been trained as mentioned. The network (SPELA) has 3 layers each
containing 784, 300, and 20 neurons; with no bias. It has been trained for 15 epochs with a learning rate of 0.001 on
data batched into sizes of 64. The traditional backpropagation network has 3 layers each containing 784, 300, and
10 neurons; with bias. It has been trained for 10 epochs with a learning rate of 0.001 on data batched into sizes of 64.
The test-to-train split is 10 : 90 for both networks.

3.4 Probing into Few-Shot Few Epoch Learning capabilities of SPELA
3.4.1 The necessity for exploring few-shot few epoch learning of SPELA

Despite significant progress in the field of neural networks, these networks still are unable to match the human-level
performance of learning from a few exposures (|Smith et al.|[2002],|Quinn et al|[1993], [Rastogi|[2022]). There exists
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arich resource of work and interest in human-like few-shot learning (|Lake et al.|[2015],|Cao et al.| [2021], Sorscher
et al.[[2022Db]). It is worth mentioning at this point that in human learning, one cannot expect the training datato be
available for multiple instances of presentations (multiple epochs). Human learning is both single / few-shot and
single / few epoch(s).

Due to its significantly greater biological plausibility, aligning more closely with human learning processes, it
becomes imperative to explore the few-shot single-epoch learning capabilities of SPELA. The rapid convergence of
the loss function (Fig. [3) begs the same question as well.

3.4.2 Findings of few-shot few epoch learning experiments

Experiments to train a network using SPELA using only a single epoch on MNIST, KMNIST, and Fashion MNIST are
conducted and results are presented in Fig. [7| The network (SPELA) has 5 layers containing 784, 200, 100, 50, and
15 neurons. Here, SPELA has no bias; employs a learning rate of 0.005 and a batch size of 64. Moreover, when the
test-to-train ratio is very high (in the regime of 0.95, 0.99) SPELA performs significantly better than backpropagation
(see Table[3). The equivalent backpropagation trained network has 5 layers containing 784, 200, 100, 50, and 10
neurons. It has bias; employs a learning rate of 0.001 and has a batch size of 64. SPELA’s efficiency in learning
features with minimal data points and epochs and with no neuron bias is underscored.
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Figure 7: Accuracy vs test-to-train ratio for 1 epoch using both SPELA and backpropagation on MNIST, KMNIST,
and Fashion MNIST datasets. Observe that at very high test-to-train ratios, backpropagation performs much worse
than SPELA (see Table.

Mean + Std. Dev.(in %)

Test-to.-train Dataset SPELA Backprop
ratio (1 epoch) (1 epoch)
0% MNIST G0 019 [ 3Z6TE 601
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Table 3: The few-shot 1 epoch learning capabilities of SPELA are put forth. The mean and standard deviations on
accuracies obtained during the classification of MNIST, KMNIST, and Fashion MNIST for high test-to-train ratios
with SPELA and backpropagation (both trained for 1 epoch) are compared.

4 Conclusion

SPELA is a novel and revolutionary idea to train machine learning models without the need for backpropagation. It’s
both biologically plausible and computationally efficient. It has a unique combination of features such as no weight
transport (|Bengio et al.|[2016], Lillicrap et al.[{[2014], Akrout et al.|[2019]), no update locking of weights (|Czarnecki
et al.|[2017],Jaderberg et al.| [2017]), complete local Hebbian learning ([Bengio et al. [2016],Whittington and Bogacz
[2019]), single forward pass with no storage of activations single weight update per sample, and neural priors (in the
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form of embedded vectors). As a consequence, SPELA can be a perfect candidate for perceptual representation
learning studies which require both sensory input and priors ([Kok et al.|[2013],Hardstone et al.| [2021],[Brod et al.
[2013],|Summerfield and Koechlin|[2008]) and hence makes a backpropagation-trained network unsuitable. Unlike
most of the previously proposed biologically plausible algorithms, we here explicitly demonstrate the nonlinear
classification power of SPELA as part of experiments of boolean (AND, OR, XOR) operations. Remarkably, SPELA
achieves this without relying on a hidden layer, a direct connection from the input layer to the output layer with
just two neurons is sufficient. It is observed that SPELA can learn without the need for neuron bias and a very high
test-to-train ratio, which we also justify experimentally. Finally, we demonstrate the backpropagation equivalent
generalization capacity of SPELA including on MNIST, KMNIST, and Fashion MNIST datasets. Under the few-shot
one epoch regime, SPELA consistently outperforms backpropagation irrespective of the test-to-train split of data.
During the classification of MNIST, KMNIST, and Fashion MNIST, SPELA can perform well despite a very high
test-to-train ratio. We demonstrate that SPELA is also an optimal algorithm for training and inference under a
resource-constrained Al application environment.
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