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Associate Prof., Faculty of Data Science, Shiga University _=-

Robotics Brain activity analysis (fMRI, MEG, EEG, NIRS);

(control) High-dimensionality, nonlinearity, nonstationarity, limited label, variability,...

Nonlinear independent component analysis, causal representation,...

x = f(s)



SEORE:BAOERICHIRFETRMYHELIM?
/ Observed data\ ﬁrget: latent caqsal model\ ﬁNhy learn this? \

Intervention &
decision making

| Infer
a Robust prediction /
Generalization

samples(n) X pixels(D)

Interpret hidden

+ Explicit structural abstract mechanisms
K assumptions / \ Latent dynamics, causality K /

o BEL:BBIT 200, BRICHARBEZLELA(—EIDETTELIN?

« SEIOM I KEWNGHLSTH DA T Z5HEA
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1. RIFEHETDHLS
2. JEFRM ML RS 53 4T (NICA)

3. ARFBRFEFE~NDHERE

4. FEH
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(FE7EL) KRB FE DORBERE

/ Observed data\ / Generative model (assumptions; latent) \

Observed variables (x) ~ANNONAARARAR
. - oy HEEEEEEEEEEE
[l o |eanasasessg
1 x =1y(s) — = |nnaanaaas&as | .. T1. .. . |
S c AOAAAAAEFEF ! Pel8) = Hl"*,'." I
Ly o |ddadmansaEs L
= { 4= g¢(x) [ g' gggg??nﬁﬁﬁﬁ(eg mutual independencg)
| mm S |AasaE 16161 6 £ e
samples(n) X variables(D) Demixing model EifigibibibbEiEIEE]

Comp.1(sunglasses)
\ / \ Samples(n) X Components(d) /

Goal: ldentify and estimate the latent variables underlying the observations

But can we recover the true latent variables uniquely — and under what conditions?
9




ELWV-EROHLIRBTEL?

Disentangled Entangled BRI BSNn-EF Entangled
— )
omEEm O\ @gE% / 754 Q}
%1E&tlﬁ4i%

WS Ig @‘qu eskomz (22

PUE | s ® / @ migeceRiE (722

sy semfrEaome (z)
.7 o B = o AL

wome (2 ftsiTenme (z)

- Ny - >

- BEBEERILEKRMIZELMNTULVS (disentangled) =17

« EDLIGTERIZRE T HMIRERT. MILITIRETELEH? ARMICH AR

MAZLNBER?. . . TOETILIE RFE. inductive bias) B FIMEDREIENEE

10



s Al T

A ERETIVICH T BREEILTIES, BAISAMNLSFDETILMN
EFEINAEMEREROVTO)HE—(ZRYIADHIEE. RIEMEROTRIEE

NDMILZFIESZIETH=-HICER

EREFIVEER): g X = f(z), 2z~ po(z)
BIERLS (R

a1 - v(0,6), p(x,0)=px;0') = 6~6

FMHEHE () : RDBD GERI) R 77—, TVEBZ. RELARERT A8

AREREANERNZEORRITES TETILEREDEE
11



s Al 2 RAEL % L MEUE - B S AR B

(R%E) BERSFBHA=HFERTS — : AE73E

. 2
5 t0E%: min By le — £y ()| 1
IR (5
LOL, EEOTFERTISHLT
(f5,hg) ~ (f5 0 T™1, T o hy)
(5r—2A1) (lr—X2)

— ﬁ 1:% E‘Z E/El' % ( j: Z: % encode decgde
h0 f¢

BARM-BEEO—EH + REO—Eit
12



AAEDT A 153 1705 A HE ML 1%

(RE) BER S EEVLIZ#H YIRS — . |ICALLE

HPz‘(%’))

H#oRS%k: minl (he(x)), I(y)=KL (P(Y)
BTERS (HEE)

LAL, +HERIAEHSFHERETHROMA (v, V)L T, EHFECDF u= Fy |y, (v2|y1)
é%ﬁf:ﬁwiéﬂtb—tké _ET ury Uniform(O, 1), w 1L Y1 Darmois construction, 1952

— MBI EFVLSTLMEND ] CERE R TERFEEZRINTES)

HEMIE # REOD—EIEGEREDES)

13



A TE DT A+ 53 17 R 7 - B 3R 37 14 (E41)

BRETIL EHTETIL

BERD () &8 BTERGT () *57("5‘/2 7 (H) & %TBZ 7 ()

St~ N O I Rst ~ N 0 I 4 | Darmois.constructibn,1952A
— As; x; = A's) = AR 'Rs;, x; = fy(s¢) x; = for (sy)

OHBHETIL: EAIDAEFTFEMTIRETNIELLY - LS5 HTICA comontoos
X EEBETIV: EESHDIRETIEIFA+59 — ICAYBFTEUNEI KA R RE Hyvarinen & Pajunen, 1999

14



CCETOFEEDH  REAFEHDAEHRETDRE

FEEDIRE: RIRFEEEOXMFIEDRE (T—FF R DMERETIEALY)
« BERMEERORBREIWOH TS MU EEROFFBRG IR EBRLTFHE

« BERHBARBENRCEHASHVLEMNBEREZEZAS=0, CThoDEET

TIERBITERLY

— FEL-SHZE, EOBAEZREAICHTITHRILAILN. . .

Question:
o FAEIMRIETESIREEIL?

c REZBEIETINREDSSGEHIBHRZEAILFERRE? "



1. REFEELTOHLS
2. FFERMIRILAS 5347 (NICA)

3. ARFBRFEFE~NDHERE

4. FEH

16



FEEXASHRE — Inductive bias

§TARTOMBEICH L TREGRETIVIEFEET 50 ?
o [FRTHOETIVIIELESTWNS. EAFRIZIFXEIDEDEEHS ] Boxs7

o HEINBHTIETITFESIREDESE (inductive bias) Y, D7 Er

-ts

~

[FHERELGEWLNCENZ 4 HD

FHZE W RDEFEESIERL, hOHINERDOBEEEEZ—ZIC
TE O HIRE(LAH ?

17



EST NI FREZ N S50 : FEERFIUIL R 73 7 HT (NICA)

JE{RZICARIREL(T. . .
[T % FRE DD, AINERONFIEEZHESERANN OR/INIEE ]
R EETHD

18



FRBICA|EICHT DEMEH — HIFEEHS
SRR IR ST AL 4347 - JRST T + B R FEBN B & D BANHEE — AT

HP ) (s |u Hp . S (R ET
W o UKL TR AL

i i |
Wiy M"’"‘W‘W W -

l.i.d u = segment(t) u—=S;_1 u=-=1

Hyvarinen & Pajunen, 1999
EEH B2 [El)F — %1k
Hyvarinen and Morioka, NIPS 2016 Hyvéarinen and Morioka, AISTATS 2017 Hyvarinen et al., AISTATS 2019

f;ﬁﬁiﬁb‘%ﬁﬂ“ﬁ&it ? Halva et al., NeurIPS 2021
« BEIFMEEMEN 1ZIEVT - AHEBROBHEENEZS - HAlENEFEND

Li.d. > 12O HmEITERBEINIELL. FEEE > EHOFHFRIEICERBETINE
Q T RTOAHIEER T T i Gstructure C G : FHEBETEHLTH

19



FEMRRCMIL AL 53 73 HT (NICA)

Tld, EFILICERIMEAHoIELT, ED &S EMESERONIEEETE5 2

S EREESLL THAT A H DML
- wﬁﬁllﬂ_é?ﬁﬂﬂm:&'ﬁ =5k IJEIAEfd::* T 31 : iE{”:ﬁ-’f ,E'Is

Hyvarinen and Morioka, NIPS 2016, AISTATS 2017

- BEOSEMREELTRETS, LRMWBEMGTFEFIETHETES

20



FEREICA1L.BFREIRSEETETIL

ERETILOIRE : T—2EBHBFRR (x5 FH &< D15 = (inductive bias)

« EEIETIL £ R™ - R™, C2diffeomorphism 1 W‘f‘ i )
.o : ! A
x(t) = £(s(t)) R I
. E7EET )L Exponential family - —t
|4
log pr(si) = gi0(si) + Z Aiw(T)Gi,0(8i) =108 Z(Aij1(7), .. Aiw(T))

v=1

+54tEtR

O 15“: jj‘rbxﬁj\ﬁ—ts, %H%?ZUG) S'Zi’;] tﬁj\ﬁ&b§ }\‘19 }Lz T“fﬁi%} : qil(Si) = S;, qiz(si) — Siz
o BRIE FEERSMHNEHME - U AV METHRIZEIL T N IEOK (1£5h)
¢ *E Eiﬁ : QEEﬁ*ﬁiﬁé*”ﬁq L/T: g E#&Eﬂi?% 75§E.|- ﬁllg Hyvarinen and Morioka, NIPS 2016 21



JEERZICA 1 Time-contrastive learning (TCL): Efffi®Ex RT3

ERETILORGE:

1. BBAEESILV—REEDELIEES(F(S)) L My
2. V—RAEBILIEER (BFEIRSES)

Hyvarinen and Morioka, NIPS 2016 22



JEERZICA 1 Time-contrastive learning (TCL): Efffi®Ex RT3

Segments (1...7)

EHETILOIRGE:
1. BAESIXV—RESDIEHERIES(f(S))
2. V—RAEFIFEEE (HRIEDEE)

Time-contrastive (TCL):
1. EBRLEERET AN T5.

Hyvéarinen and Morioka, NIPS 2016 23



JEERZICA 1 Time-contrastive learning (TCL): Efffi®Ex RT3

Segments (1...7)
EﬁfﬁE‘T‘”)lxo)ﬂii 5 1 5 2 E 3 ! 4 T—1; T !
1. BUEESIZY—RIEES DT z,h &(f(s)) A N T
2. V—RAEFIFEER (FHR D ES)

Time-contrastive (TCL):

1. ERBREET AVMNISTS. I Fea.ture e;<tractor h(x; 6)
2. JEfFmiEEimHEs (MLP) &3 A (MLR) #, & I +
GAVRSRIVEF BT HLOCFET 5. I |“|| |||| ml

mﬁ“ﬁ“f

exp (w, hy(x) + b,)
Zle exp (w;.'_hg (x) + bj)

p(C =71|x;0,W,b) =

A HERIEDTATT '"WMWWMM M>
EEtS AN Mu|t|nom|a| Iog|st|c regression: W, b
— B AUMEDORMEE L EFE

TREN T EILTHo R EEREEBRETET Y Y! w w ! !

Hyvarinen and Morioka, NIPS 2016 24



Time-contrastive learni ng (TC L)EEE Hyvarinen and Morioka 2016

5 : TCLELL T O EE®mI=-9T—2I# AL h(x) 5%H
1. T—EWERBICAETIILTEHRIIND; x(t) = f(s(¢))

2. f:R" — R" is sufficiently smooth and invertible

3. Si() [FEWZ (FHATE) |, HET AV TIZEIFS 5 flLexponential family (V=1)

log pr-(s:) = gi0(8:) + Y Miw(7)Giw(8:) —10g Z(Aia(7), .., Ao (7))

v=1

4. DTN TRITEEE; L=[Ai(r) — Xi1(1)],; is full-column rank

Then: B4 h(x) . BERS O+ E qs) A SRMERETER:
q(s;) = Ah(x4;0) +d forsome A€ R"",d e R"”
25



HH contrastz L5 EBEERNEONIDOMN?

BHAETIL + — BADH. ETIIVIEOREZIEINER

log pr (x) = log pr (£ (x)) + log |det J¢—1 (x)|

n 1%
— Z (%‘,0(87;) + Z Xiv(T)qiv(s;) — log Zz-('r)> + log |det Jg-1(x)|

1=1

v=1

A~ B4 HE TE R 2 A~ B4
FEE AT, COMBEENL IZ2FE TS - BV AV MNETHROENEZS

n V
logp,(x) —logp1(x) = > > (Niw(T) — Xiw(1)) Giw(ss) + ¢

=1 v=1 _ -
_ (W,r B Wl)T h(x) n (b,r B bl) X‘~1Kﬁbfd~[l

HEETTIL (FRRZ A 4%)
DTN TRIZZHR (RES) 1o, Ttk IcfEEHtE5

-

26



JERICA 2: EEBCHEIFBETIL

ERETILOIRE : T—2EBHBFRR (x5 FH &< D15 = (inductive bias)

o BUEETIL £ R™ — R™, C2diffeomorphism 1

x(t) = £(s(?))

s BEETIL: BATEICHMMGEREYILIVERE + ERIMEG e
i

o B1: JEADILT logp(s(t)|s(t —1)) = G(s(t) — ps(t — 1))
o f5I2: FRMAVABEEF logp(s(t)]s(t —1)) = —A(s(t) —r(s(t —1))* +c
o HAEHI: #RRHDIIT Y — A EHRFE THAITTEE

o FAITE T+ IR AR TFIEEIEEA IR MENHNILOK (k)

- HEE BEEEEFRALI-BCAEFEN A6 -



JERFZICA 2 Permutation-contrastive learning (PCL)

ERETILORE: 1
1. BAESIXV—RESDIEHERIES(f(S))
2. YV—REBEEE, BCHBEEZED

Hyvérinen and Morioka, AISTATS 2017 28



JEERZICA 2 PCL: XY DEHEIEE v IILLI=-HERHIT5

ERETILORE:
1. BAESIXV—RESDIEHERIES(f(S))
2. YV—REBEEE, BCHBEEZED

Permutation-contrastive (PCL):
1. BUWEZEED; y(t) = (x(t), x(t-1))

Hyvérinen and Morioka, AISTATS 2017

29



JEERZICA 2 PCL: XY DEHEIEE v IILLI=-HERHIT5

Real data Permuted data
EFETILORGE: : ALAM Aoy
1. BANESEV—RESDIERIES ((s)) Ay Py
2. V—RIEBILEE, ACEEBEERED A Wiy
y(t) y*(t)
Permutation-contrastive (PCL): : VWW s WM L

1. BOEEES; y(t) = (x(), x(t-1))
2. BFREIMIZIvvTILT S; yH(t) = (x(1), x¥)

Hyvarinen and Morioka, AISTATS 2017 30



JEERZICA 2 PCL: XY DEHEIEE v IILLI=-HERHIT5

Real data Permuted data

ERETILORE:
1. BAESIXV—RESDIEHERIES(f(S))
2. YV—REBEEE, BCHBEEZED

Permutation-contrastive (PCL):

1. BUWEZEED; y(t) = (x(t), x(t-1))

2. BFREIBIZI YT ILT B; yi(t) = (x(1), x*)

3. FEMRMAHE LR (MLP) S8R (LR) =, v
Ey* z @Al 2L 2ITFE T S (2{EHFI fHRE)

p(C=1[x;0) =0 (Z B; (hi(x(t)), hi(x(t — 1)))
BANEDTATT:
BT —3 /vy T —EDREHE
— FFRlEREFEZR IR EELEZEE
S REENFERDIBEDLLETEBERDTETT

AL

y(t)

M

N
A

h(y(ti)

N—"

Logistic regression

Real data y vs. permuted y™
Hyvérinen and Morioka, AISTATS 2017

31



Permutation-contrastive learning (PCL)® & ¥

{R7E:PCLELL T DR EEH - T—2BEALh(X)ZFEE
1. T—EMNIERHBICAET ILTHBAIIND; x(t) = £(s(t))
2. f:R"™ — R"js sufficiently smooth and invertible s:(t) [FELMIIHIT, FHE

3. Uniform dependency: s k(;g:(jg)sé?(f_(tl_) D) 20 forall (s(t), s(t—1)) (stronger than dependence)

4. Non-quasi-Gaussianity: 021%%38(2)(;3_(751—) D) 2 eaist)atst— 1)) (Stronger than non-Gauss.)

5. Regression function: »(C =1|x0) =0 (Z B; (hi(x(t)), hi(x(t — 1)))

Then: h(x) WEBEBRERIR. F=LRA DRI FIFER TR LENERF DA E 4;

si(t) = ki (hr(s)(x(t))) for some permutation = and invertible scalar functions .

32



TCL vs. PCL

Time-contrastive learning (TCL)
Segments (1...7)

>

T
I Feature extractor: h(x;9)

Featu

-]

Multinomial logistic regression: W, b

v w w w Hyvarinen an*Mon*a NIPS 2016

Permutation-contrastive learning (PCL)

Real data Permuted data

1 AVIVIAMAMIAAL  sbhmiiagilygith
Aty e kol
wv&mwwmwm

%

=
<

3

Logistic regression

varinen and Morioka, AISTATS 2017
Real data y vs. permuted y™*



#E5EH: VAE vs NICA

Independent components

NN N ™
NN ONS N

Linear mixing

0 500

Nonlinear mixing
"W”V*ﬁﬂwﬂjﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁfjﬁ¥ —>

0 500
Time

APhpab N el
A TR

0

PCA

Estimated components.........ccveenus

A o . U
W W NS N

et

e Rl 415 0D R 7€

— HETE AT HE

FastICA

500 0 500"

Nonlinear ICA (PCL)

A . U
D] NN N N

lllllllllllllllllllllllll
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LR REE AT —2 (RER) oD REFE

T4 OERE, TEEF, MEG(30%, SANILAL) JELE7ZICA: Nonlinear ICA +
DNNMLP[ZE DK
_ Feature Nonstationary
MEG 300dim. extractor

features (10 dim)

R BRIz a— THERY: AEEOEREE DI
L3 ‘.a %50-
2 NGC TVIF VWOLF i
4 WOE WS WO

WS NOF wOF

Hyvarinen and Morioka, NIPS 2016 35



Bl BRI T

Component1 (C1)

—4% (MEG) M o S RIS XY BB h HikiE B A 53 = HEE

D(] ))) Buch

(+) =

Feature value

MStner etal., PLoS Comp. Biol. 2018

Optimal input

1 1.5 2o mm
Time (s)

C5

Decoding accuracy (%)

=== Auditory stimulus trials
== \/isual stimulus trials

=l

Time (s)

JERFZICAIZEKY, RIHEFTAIHIGL, HERERTRNILT DD ZHENL T

Morioka, et al., AISTATS 2021

BE148ch, 300Hz, 20k E& &
ErSA T ILERFE - IR ERIE

90 1

©
o

~
o

(o2}
o

50 1
L

WERE IS L RE




1. REFFETOHLS
2. JEFRM ML RS 53 4T (NICA)
3. EARRBEFE~NDRRE

4. FEH
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M ENSERERAN ARREFENBRITLO
/ Observed data\ ﬁ\rget: latent causal model\ ﬁNhy learn this? \

Intervention &
@?‘&5 Infer

decision making
samples(n) X pixels(D

a Robust prediction /
Generalization

+ Explicit structural | _ abstract mechanisms
\ assumptions / \ Causal relatlony K /

Goal: Recover the hidden causal variables and their causal relations behind

entangled observations, for interpretation, intervention, generalization,...
Schalkopf, et al., arXiv 2021

38



RRRBEFEEEAT HIODER

Find latent causal variables Find eausal relations

CRL

behind the data (demixing) petween the nodes

Key : structural assumptions make the joint problem identifiable 30



RRARRICHEANEDRBENDHS

Observational data may not identify a unique DAG

Observational implication
> X 1UY|Z

Same Cl relation — Markov equivalence

How can the equivalence be broken? — Additional assumptions
LINGAM: linear + non-Gaussian noise;
ANM: additive noise + independence
Extra regimes can orient edges
that are observationally indistinguishable.

Key point: Additional structure can break observational equivalence 40



EREICALRRERZHASHOENIE LD ?

4 Nonlinear ICA

 (Observational model

N

Causal discovery

e Structural causal model

~

s

* Independence + Temporal structure * Interventions / multiple environments
N AN
\f Causal representation A
From independence to |earning
richer causal structure ?
g - J

Key: CRL inherits the identifiability issues from both sides — and introduces

additional ones. I ZRYHEL=HEICEHRIFRTNIE KL ITTIEZL.

BRI DT I —TBENHHIHEED2DDHAFAIREGRRRINFZE ATE

T

41



1: Entangled multimodal sensor networks, grouped as locations

Setting: Sensor modalities are entangled within each spatial location

Active & Discontinued

T S Observation (n) Latent components
é%ﬁ;&‘é ""' ------------- .n
;:';:I'x“ . n) d .
. T e Maui o a - X E ]R é
Lanati é‘_} " a .
Y :«% S assnnnnnnnnna@ii s nnna”
—r S MmN
A =
(node X feature) X sample (n) Modalities (entangled)

Goal: Disentangle latent modalities and Node Q

estimate their causal relations across locations o _
Multidimensional causal graph

Identifiability assumptions: , component-specific

causal graphs, sufficient heterogeneity across components 42



Self-supervised framework: Connectivity-contrastive learning (CCL)

Latent matrix Observed data Nonlinear Nonlinear Multinomial logistic
S™ e RP*Y  Node-wise X () ¢ gprxd feature extractor pairwise function regression (MLR)
. MIXING seeatiilenna... e bR s RY h(x{") € R¢ ) Pair-label
: i x) E% : - B> ViR —=R R prediction
q) EER R RN RN RN PN Node palr Softmax . ~
d d o n
WO RS L sdector o) e B | D woy @)
: o e ki - =
| Observational modality () hreeeseesesseseeseeeeseeanasesensenees S
\ Back-propagation "
-------- Pair-label
. > ¢
: rue
Q- . Component-wise
¥ adjacency matrices (aa b)

] 1 i
b Connectivity-contrastive learning (CCL)

(n)
Loss: L=-> >

d n
exp Zj 1 Zjab(Xa aXz() )))
e Dmee (X0 Zjtm (x8, x())

a Generative model

p({sajtacy) o< || Guj(sas) [ e Njav®;(saj, 555))

acV (a,b)e€

(n)

MI + Asymmetry

Self-supervised estimation: predict edge-labels (a, b) of paired-observations (%a x(™ %)

Theorem: h(x{) =s{” and w; =A; (up to some indeterminacy)

Morioka and Hyvarinen, AISTATS 2023 43



IbNagy et al., Nature 2010
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—RAADFEAH: /\FOEN

Component 1
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\

-10 0 10
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-10 0 10

FEO T ERT2
B/



2 BAITEHOY L —THEERAL-RRERESE

REITHHRE
_HQE/‘]fJEQIrE fl acs Lizeing

£
S E,havior
A\ Disease

ﬁiﬁ“ X = f(S) N ,fM(SM)}

E%*ﬁiﬁ p(S) — 1[ pa(Sa’pa(Sa» p(s) o [ H exp (Cbm(sm))] H H exp ()\Z}L)m/gb(sgn,sg%/))

acV | T;L?fm’ (a,b)eVI x V'

JIL—TH JIL—TFE
FHAE REDNFEITESH=OHFIAEE 7“)1/—7°F'EﬁO)x%%?)b&éFi#%’l‘i’éﬁz’E*Eﬁ%ﬂU?S




HEEDRMA: TIL—THOEEEZFRTS

1. G IW—EITHUTINEDYYIILL, TIIL—TRIOEKEFELEAIT—2%1E5

x = [x',...,x"]

=1:TDNT—F y=0: 2 %vIILT—2 T I —TRIDKFEHIE)

vs. x* =[x, ,xM]

T—2DININ y ZzF AT HODRATayVERDTAREFEIT D

Cross-entropy loss: L = =Y _ yalog(f) + (1 — ya) log(1 — gn)

X)) =c+ > PmOTET)+ > Y wh™ (™), hy (x™))

meM m#EmM’ (q,b)eVr x Ve’
HEGHIRIE: —EDEBDHET, BIIL—TDEELZH s =n"x") &
TL—THEORREFE (o) = (wi) 2, FRSNEFEUERVTHEATES

Morioka and Hyvarinen, ICML 2024 »46




Sample 1 Sample 2 Sample 3 Sample 4

- . . .

Group 2

BBREFERTDH(ETIL—DNNI0EDBERFE TNoORRBEFZREHTTE




Group 1

Group 2

Adjacency matrix (true

BERRETIV: ERLHETERER

|

Group 1 Group 2

PosX
PosY
PosZ
RotX
RotY
RotZ
Color
BColor
LPos

__ LColor g

|

¥ BColor

PosX
PosY
PosZ
RotX
RotY
RotZ
Color

LPos

LColor _|

Adjacency matrix (estimate)

Group 1

N
a 3 .
5 ."
O O
AN
g riable)
@
Group 1 Group 2
Group 2 48



TILFE—HSILT

Multimodal Brain imaging

JIL—TREIZED

—I~NDIGFHRIRETE

x', . xM = [f(s), ..

L EY(s™)
Medical

.........................................................
. .

Multiomics

Genetic factor
(~20k)

DNA
(~20k)

Lifelog RNA

=] (~100) | (~20k)
.ﬂ Diagnosis ‘ Protein
@a (~100) (~10k)

Sample:Subject Sample: Cell

g
...........................................................

N R REHEE

04 e,

.....................................................

49



RIFFEITIRSN T B

FYUSNEEEET IV KE, BEXK, RERMNER, SRBEER

FUBWNVESER BEDEEPLERNRIM -FEELEESE, TA-LI—L-#HB
FNIILDRIBAO/ AR

atEUHERR . TAERMEDE L LB RZRER

TT)VIREL: (REERDFEME, FAILFIREME, T —%:1f, T A-FR~DIGA,

&

A EBA AT RE T

AN

50



F=EDH

n RINZEFETETEH LS, EQBELERNZETTTETSHEITELS

n AT, T—RERBGBEREICETLIEMBEENVETHD

- MEFEE, TOBEZFEESICEBRITOIAETHD

REFE = e + #AE + #E&

51



	Slide 1: 表現学習 高次元データの背後にある構造を取り出せるか？
	Slide 2: 自己紹介 森岡博史
	Slide 3: 今回の内容：観測の背後にある表現を取り出せるか？
	Slide 4: Outline
	Slide 5: 表現学習の必要性
	Slide 6: 代表的な学習原理：再構成
	Slide 7: 表現学習の例
	Slide 8: 表現学習の例
	Slide 9: （教師なし）表現学習の問題設定
	Slide 10: 正しい・意味のある表現とは？
	Slide 11: 識別性
	Slide 12: 識別性を保証しない仮定：再構成原理
	Slide 13: 識別性の「不十分」な仮定：相互独立性
	Slide 14: 識別性の「不十分」な仮定：相互独立性（図例）
	Slide 15: ここまでのまとめ：表現学習の不定性とその原因
	Slide 16: Outline
	Slide 17: 学習を支える仮定 — Inductive bias
	Slide 18: どうすれば対称性を破れるか：非線形独立成分分析(NICA)
	Slide 19: 非線形ICA：構造に対する追加条件 → 対称性を破る
	Slide 20: 非線形独立成分分析(NICA)
	Slide 21: 非線形ICA 1：時間区分定常モデル
	Slide 22: 非線形ICA 1 Time-contrastive learning (TCL)： 時間帯を予測する
	Slide 23: 非線形ICA 1 Time-contrastive learning (TCL)： 時間帯を予測する
	Slide 24: 非線形ICA 1 Time-contrastive learning (TCL)： 時間帯を予測する
	Slide 25: Time-contrastive learning (TCL)定理 Hyvärinen and Morioka 2016
	Slide 26: なぜcontrastをとると潜在変数が得られるのか？
	Slide 27: 非線形ICA 2：定常自己回帰モデル
	Slide 28: 非線形ICA 2 Permutation-contrastive learning (PCL)
	Slide 29: 非線形ICA 2 PCL： 本物の時間的組とシャッフルした組を見分ける
	Slide 30: 非線形ICA 2 PCL： 本物の時間的組とシャッフルした組を見分ける
	Slide 31: 非線形ICA 2 PCL： 本物の時間的組とシャッフルした組を見分ける
	Slide 32: Permutation-contrastive learning (PCL)の定理
	Slide 33: TCL vs. PCL
	Slide 34: 推定例: VAE vs NICA
	Slide 35: 安静時脳活動計測データ（脳磁図）からの表現学習
	Slide 36: 脳活動計測データ（MEG）から外部刺激により駆動される脳活動成分を推定
	Slide 37: Outline
	Slide 38: 独立性から因果関係へ：因果表現学習が目指すもの
	Slide 39: 因果表現学習を構成する3つの要素
	Slide 40: 因果探索にも識別性の問題がある
	Slide 41: 非線形ICAと因果探索を組み合わせればよいのか？
	Slide 42: 1: Entangled multimodal sensor networks, grouped as locations
	Slide 43: Self-supervised framework: Connectivity-contrastive learning (CCL)
	Slide 44: 実データへの適用：ハトの群れ
	Slide 45: 2: 観測変数のグループ構造を利用した因果表現学習
	Slide 46: 推定の枠組み：グループ間の依存を利用する
	Slide 47: 高次元画像データへの適用
	Slide 48: 潜在因果モデル：正解と推定結果
	Slide 49: マルチモーダルデータへの応用可能性
	Slide 50: 表現学習に残された課題
	Slide 51: まとめ
	Slide 52
	Slide 53: 識別可能な表現学習に残された課題
	Slide 54: 今回の内容：高次元データから「抽象表現」を取り出せるか？
	Slide 55: AIはデータから何を学習しているのか
	Slide 56: 表現学習のアイデア
	Slide 57: 表現学習の必要性
	Slide 58: 表現学習の必要性
	Slide 59: 因果表現学習を構成する3つの要素
	Slide 60: 因果探索にも識別性の問題がある
	Slide 61: 非線形ICAと因果探索を組み合わせればよいのか？
	Slide 62: 1: Entangled multimodal sensor networks, grouped as locations
	Slide 63: Self-supervised framework: Connectivity-contrastive learning (CCL)
	Slide 64: 実データへの適用：ハトの群れ
	Slide 65: 2: 観測変数のグループ構造を利用した因果表現学習
	Slide 66: 推定の枠組み：グループ間の依存を利用する
	Slide 67: 高次元画像データへの適用
	Slide 68: 潜在因果モデル：正解と推定結果
	Slide 69: マルチモーダルデータへの応用可能性
	Slide 70: 因果表現学習に残された課題
	Slide 71: まとめ
	Slide 72
	Slide 73: 因果探索は「変数が与えられている」ことを前提とする
	Slide 74: 識別性の「不十分」な仮定：相互独立性
	Slide 75: 識別性のない仮定2：相互情報量最大化原理
	Slide 76: AIはデータから何を学習しているのか
	Slide 77: どう表現を学習するかの分かれ道1：教師あり学習 / 教師なし学習
	Slide 78: どう表現を学習するかの分かれ道2：線形モデル / 非線形モデル
	Slide 79: 教師なし表現学習における同定性
	Slide 80: 同定性のない仮定1：再構成原理
	Slide 81: 同定性のない仮定2：相互情報量最大化原理
	Slide 82: 同定性の「不十分」な仮定：相互独立性
	Slide 83: 同定性の「不十分」な仮定：相互独立性（図例）
	Slide 84: ここまでのまとめ：表現学習の同定不能性とその原因
	Slide 85: Outline
	Slide 86: 非線形独立成分分析(NICA)
	Slide 87: 対称性を破れてない表現学習法: 変分オートエンコーダ（VAE） Kingma+, 2013
	Slide 88: 非線形ICA：構造に対する追加条件 → 対称性を破る
	Slide 89: 非線形独立成分分析(NICA)
	Slide 90: 非線形ICA 1: Time-contrastive learning (TCL)
	Slide 91: 非線形ICA 1: Time-contrastive learning (TCL)
	Slide 92: 非線形ICA 1: Time-contrastive learning (TCL)
	Slide 93: Time-contrastive learning (TCL)定理 Hyvärinen and Morioka 2016
	Slide 94: 非線形ICA 2: Permutation-contrastive learning (PCL)
	Slide 95: 非線形ICA 2: Permutation-contrastive learning (PCL)
	Slide 96: 非線形ICA 2: Permutation-contrastive learning (PCL)
	Slide 97: 非線形ICA 2: Permutation-contrastive learning (PCL)
	Slide 98: Permutation-contrastive learning (PCL)の定理
	Slide 99: TCL vs. PCL
	Slide 100: 推定例: VAE vs NICA
	Slide 101: Outline
	Slide 102: 安静時脳活動計測データ（脳磁図）からの表現学習
	Slide 103: 非線形ICAの拡張：ダイナミクス
	Slide 104: NICAのダイナミクスへの拡張: Independent innovation analysis (IIA)
	Slide 105: NICAのダイナミクスへの拡張: Independent innovation analysis (IIA)
	Slide 106: 脳活動計測データ（MEG）から脳を駆動する外部刺激成分を推定
	Slide 107: Outline
	Slide 108: 非線形ICAの拡張：因果表現学習
	Slide 109: 因果表現学習（Causal representation learning; CRL）
	Slide 110: 提案: 変数のグループ化とグループ間因果構造の仮定
	Slide 111: グループ性を満たすデータの例
	Slide 112: 新しい因果表現学習法
	Slide 113: 高次元画像データ
	Slide 114: 因果モデル（正解と推定）
	Slide 115: Outline
	Slide 116: まとめ

