Graphical Models

Lecture 13:

Inference as Optimization, Mean Field

Andrew McCallum
mccallum@cs.umass.edu

Thanks to Noah Smith and Carlos Guestrin for some slide materials.



Administration

e Homework 3 source code due Thursday



Toward Approximate Inference

* Exact inference is not always tractable.

— NP hard in general!

e Efficient, principled approximations are
incredibly useful in practice.

— There are a lot of them!

— We’'ll cover
* mean field variational inference
* loopy belief propagation (also variational)
* Markov chain Monte Carlo



General Approach

e Pisa “hard” distribution.

* Pick a class of “easy” distributions Q over the
same random variables.

e Different views:
— Optimization: find Q (€9) to minimize the
“distance” between P and Q.
— Fixed-points

— Some form of message passing or updating



KL Divergence (Relative Entropy)

P(X = x)
QX =x)

D(PIQ) = > P(X=x)log

xcVal(X)

e A measurement of “distance” between two
distributions.

— Not symmetric.

* For exponential family P and any Q:

D(Q|IPs) = —H(Q(X)) - t(8) Eqlr(X)]+1nZ(0)

sufficient statistics
natural parameter



Projections

* Given a distribution P and an exponential
family 9, find the distribution from 9 that is
closest to P.

— |-projection (information projection):

in D(Q|| P
arg min (Q||P)

— M-projection (moment projection):

a n D(P
g min (PllQ)



Projections

* Given a distribution P and an exponential

family 9, find the distribution from 9 that is
closest to P.

— |-projection (information projection):

in D(Q|| P
arg min (Q||P)

minimize number of
— M-projection (moment projection): Dits Jost when codine
arg 11l D(PHQ) using approximate Q;
Qe but requires inference
in P (expectations
under P).



Projections

* Given a distribution P and an exponential

family 9, find the distribution from 9 that is
closest to P.

easier

— |I-projection (information projection): | (aswe will see)

in D(Q|| P
arg min (Q||P)

— M-projection (moment projection):

a n D(P
g min (PllQ)



Claim: We (Almost) Already Do I-Projection!

e Let the class 9 be defined by {B.} and {b 1

a D P
rg glelrgl (Q||P)

subject to calibration constraints:

\V/(Z,j) S 5,VS7;’J‘ S Val(SZ-,j),

1 j(84,5)

Z & (ci)



Claim: We (Almost) Already Do I-Projection!

e Let the class 9 be defined by {B.} and {b 1
arg min D(Q||P) etaage pasame Aorith

Qe

subject to calibration constraints:
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Claim: We (Almost) Already Do I-Projection!

e Let the class 9 be defined by {B.} and {b 1

a n D P
g min (Q||P)

calibration;
achieved at
subject to calibration constraints; = °
V(i,j) € £, Vsi; € Val(Siy), |mig(siy) = Y Biles)
Cz\Sz J



Claim

 |f the clique tree structure is an [-map for P,
then there is a unique solution to this problem,
found using the message passing algorithms

we’ve already seen. e e
et “aweee peliet upd?
. que-s
arg min D(Q||P) .
Qe
such that

\V/(Z,]) - E,Vsi,j - Val(Sz-,j), ,ui,j(si,j)

|
IS
/N
AL
N——"

VieV, » Bilc) = 1



l-projection & Helmholtz Free Energy

* (Board work)

* Derive using just definitions of KL divergence
and Gibbs distribution.

* Energy functional as lower bound on log
partition function.



More General Goal

* Define “easy” family of distributions 9.
* Minimize D(Q || P)

e Assume a factorized form for Q that offers
convenient structure.

D(Q|P) = EgllogQ]—Eq[log P
px) = U — —Hg — (EgllogU] —log Z)
=TT #(scope(x:9)
o (5 st et
pcd
logZ = D(Q|P)+Hq+ > Egllogg]

peP



More General Goal

* Define “easy” family of distributions 9.
* Minimize D(Q || P)

e Assume a factorized form for Q that offers
convenient structure.

D(Q||P) = EgllogQ]—Eg|log P]
= —Hg — (Eg[logU] —log Z)

= —Hg - (Z Eq[log ¢] — log Z)

_ pED
constant in Q

logZ |= | D(Q|P)H{Hg+ Y Eglloge]|mer
>0 peP



More General Goal

 Maximize a lower bound on log partition
function!

— |In a directed model with evidence, Z is the
posterior we care about, P(Evidence).

D(Q||P) = EgllogQ]—Eg|log P]
= —Hg — (Eg[logU] —log Z)

= —Hg - (Z Eq[log ¢] — log Z)

pecd

logZ = D(Q|P)+ Hg+ Z Eq [log ]
pedP



Variational Methods

 The free variables here will be the parameters
of Q, which comes from 9.

e Variational method: optimize the energy
functional.

— Every element of 9 is an approximate solution.

— We try to find the best one.

H Eoll —  min D(Q||P
max Q+q;) qllog ¢] min D(Q||P)



Tangent: Variational Methods

* This is a simple example.

-In(x)

0 1 2 3 4

 For any A and any x:

—In(x) > —dzx+In(\)+1

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6

0.8

1.0




Tangent: Variational Methods

< -

* This is a simple example.

-In(x)

2

 For any A and any x:

—In(x) > —dzx+In(\)+1 T

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

* Further, for any x, there is some A where the
bound is tight.

— A is called a variational parameter.



Tangent: Variational Methods

* Thisis a simple example. &
 For any A and any x:

-In(x)

2

~— — \\

—In(z) > —Ar+In(A\)+1 " ——

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

* Further, for any x, there is some A where the
bound is tight.

— A is called a variational parameter.



Tangent: Variational Methods

This is a simple example.

For any A and any x: N
— 1n(x) 2 —>\Qj _|_ 1n(>\) —|_ 1 ) _ofo 0{2 0{4 Oﬁo

Further, for any x, there is some A where the
bound is tight.

— A is called a variational parameter.

For us, is like -In(x), and Q is like A.

the complex thing we the parameters of the
are trying to approximate simpler approximation
we want to be close



Inference as Optimization: 3 flavors

All optimizing a distance between Q and P,
e.g. in D(Q| P

g. argmin D(Q||P)
mean field

— exact energy functional, but restricted class of 9
(simple factorization)

loopy belief propagation

— approximate energy functional

expectation propagation

— exact energy functional, but approximate messages
(relaxed consistency constraints on Q)



Structured Variational Approach

“Mean Field” “Structured Mean Field”

* Maximize the energy functional over a family 9
that is well-defined.
— A graphical model!
— Probably not an I-map for P. (Bound isn’t tight.)

— Simpler structures lead to easier inference.



Mean Field

 The simplest of all possible families.

Q(X) = H Qi(X5)




Pairwise Markov Network Example

!

* Classify each pixel as —
foreground or N
background. —O0— 000
¢i(fg) = eXp_HCia_zungQ <> <> <>_<>_<>
¢i(bg) = eXP_HCi —QAngHz
bi3(Xi, X)) = {}0 A= 2 <> {> {D_CD_C>
()
-’

O

Lecture 9




Example: Mean Field Q

O O 0O 0O O
O O 0O 0O O
O O O O O
ORONORON®
O O O 0O O



Mean Field and the Energy Functional

H Eoll
max Ho + > Eqllog ¢]
ped

— gleaé(ZHQ + Z Z Q(u)log ¢(u)

pEP ucVal(Scope(X;op))

pEP ucVal(Scope(X;p)) \ X;EScope(X;op)

= 5135 Z Z Qi) log Qi(x;)

1t xeVal(X;)

+ Z Z ( H Qz(uz)) log ¢(u)

pEP ucVal(Scope(X;p)) \ X;EScope(X;o)

— gleaé(ZHQ + Z Z ( H Qi (uz)> log ¢(u)



Optimization

* We will consider two views of optimization.
1. Fixed-point
2. Updating algorithm



Fixed-point View of Mean Field

* Constrained optimization problem:

H Bl
s QJFé o log @]

such that Vz, Q(x)= H Qi(x;)

* Objective is ideal (energy functional); space of
distributions is approximate.

— “Bigger,” more expressive 9, better approximation.



Ho + Egll
maxHa+ ) Eqllond

Restrict to Q -

such that Ve, Q(x)= H Qi(x;)

Fi(Q;) = HQq;+ZEQiUOg¢]

pcP



H Eoll
max Ho + ) Eqllog ¢

Restrict to Q. o

such that Ve, Q(x)= H Qi(x;)

Fi(Q:) = Hg, + > Eg,llogg]
concave in Q, ped
linear in Q

* Concave function; stationary point is a global
maximum (given all other components of Q).

 Next: find that global maximum.



max Hp + Eollo
vl % Qllog @]

Lagra ngi a n such that Vax, Q(x)= HQz(%)

Ll(Qw)‘) — HQq; + Z ]EQq; [log ¢] + A (Z Qz(xz) _ 1)

pecdP



Differentiate for Q.(x.)

OL;
8@7;(33@')

log Q;(x;)

max Hp + Eollo
vl % Qllog @]

such that Ve, Q(x)= H Qi(x;)

HQq; T Z ]EQz' [log ¢] + A (Z Qz(xz) - 1)

Z Egllogo | X; = x;] —log Qi(x;) — 14 A

A—1+4) Eglloge | X; = x;]



Ho+ S Eoll
max Ho % ollog ¢)

such that Ve, Q(x)= H Qi(x;)

Stationary Point

Qi(z;) = Zi exXp (Z Eqllog ¢ | X; = ;]

1 ped

* Gibbs!
e Does depend on the other Q!

* Fixing other parts of Q, this is a global
optimium of F..



Example: Mean Field Q

pcP

Qi(z:) = Z%;eXp (Z Eqllogg | X; = xz])

« Each Q, needs to know

about the expected
value of P’s log-factors,

under different values of
X..

* Not all factors depend
on X, of course.



max Hp + Eoll
e il q; Qllog ¢]

EXpECtatiO n such that Vax, Q(x)= HQz(ﬂfz)

. Vi ;Qz‘(fﬁz‘) =1

Qi(z;) = 7 exXp Z Eqllog ¢ | X; = ;]
peP
S Eqlloge | Xy =2;] = Y EqllogU(Xi, X ) | Xi = \phi(U(X_i,...
ped peP
= Z EQ(X)[log U(X;, X_5) | X; = 4]
pe®
— Z EQ(X_i)[log U(xwX—z)]
pe®
= Y Eqgx_,llog ZP(x;, X _;)] Remove the sum over factors
=
— Z Eqx_,llog P(x; | X _;) +log ZP(X _;)]
pe®
= Z EQ(X_i)[log P(ZBZ | X_Z)] + ]EQ(X_,-)[lOg ZP(X—Z)]
pe®

= Z Eqx _;)[log P(x; | X _;)] + constant(x;)
pED



Ho+ S Egll
max Ho + ) Eqllog ¢

Fixed-Point .

Qz(%)

Qz(ﬂfz)

such that Ve, Q(x)= H Qi(x;)

7. P > Eqllog¢ | X; = ;]
ped
1
7 exXp (EQ(X_Z-) log P(x; | X_Z)])
? only worry about
1 conditional
- exp Z HQJ (z;) | log P(x; | 2_;) probability of X. givi

i z_; \ji the rest

1
- [Jexp | | []@i(x)) | log P(ai | =)
¢ r_; j#z

geometric average of x.'s conditional probability;
compare to marginal under P, P(x,), which is an arithmetic average



(Geometric Average)




From Fixed-point to an Algorithm

* Fixed-point condition only tells us a necessary
condition for local optimality.

* |t doesn’t tell us how to get there.

* Let’s get practicall



Only Some Factors Matter

Qi(zi) = Z%_GXP (Z Egllog¢ | X; = xz])

pcP

1
= Ziexp( > E@(Seopew)\{xz})[log(inxi])

¢:X;EScope(p)

« Q. needs to be consistent with the expectations
of (only!) the potentials in which X. appears.

— This is why it’s efficient!



Example: One Q.
billy) = exp o pal’ O

B —llei — pngl?

dibg) = exp C
e vy 10 if X; = X
(bl,J(X“X]) o { 1  otherwise

N
/
e

( log ¢i(fg) + \
1 Qa(fg)logoa x (fe,fg) + Qa(bg)logoa x,(be,fg) +
QXi (fg) _ 7 exp QB (fg) log ¢B,Xi (fg7 bg) + QB (bg) log QbB,Xi (bg7 fg) +
i QL (fg) log QSL,X»L' (fg, fg) + QL (bg) log ¢L,Xi (bg7 fg) +

Qr(fg)log or x, (fg,fg) + Qr(bg)logor x,(bg,fg) )



Example: One Q.

2
—||Ci — M,
2
—|1Ci — Ub
bg) = exp e
B 10 if X; = X
(bl,J(X“X]) o { 1  otherwise

( log ¢;(fg) + \

| Qa(fg)logdax, (fg, fg) + Qa(bg)logga x,(bg,fg) +

Qx,(fg) = ~ €Xp Qp(fg)logop x,(fg,bg) + Qp(bg)logop x,(bg,fg) +
' Qr(fg)logor x, (fg, fg) + Qr(bg)logor x,(bg,fg) +

Qrlfe)log 6 x. (2, 75) + Qr(bg)logdrx,(bg.f2) |

geometric average of the potential between X. and R



Example: One Q.

N 2

Qsi (fg) = exp ||CZ 02:“’ng

Ny 2

bulbg) = exp 1 Joul

10 if X; = X

i (Xi’Xj ) = {1 :)therwisej
[ log 6 (fg) + \
] Qa(fg)logda x,(fg, fg) + Qa(bg)logda x,(bg, fg) +
Qx,(fg) = - €Xp QRg(fg)log¢p x,(fg,bg) + Qp(bg)log¢ps x,(bg,fg) +
' Qr(fg)log or x,(fg, fg) + Qr(bg)logor x,(bg,fg) +
Qr(fg)log or x, (fg,fg) + Qr(bg)logér x,(bg, f2) )

no mention of Q!



Inner Step of the Algorithm

» Assuming all other Q, are fixed, recalculate Q;:

Qi(z;) « exp ( Z Eo(scope(o)\{x: 1) log @ | X; = xz])

¢:X;E€Scope(¢)

Then renormalize so Q, sums to one.

e This is a coordinate ascent step on the energy
functional.



Mean Field Algorithm

Inputs: @ and initial value of Q
Output: Q
e LletU=X
 while U is not empty:
— Choose X. from U; store Q,

Qz(xz) — €xp ( Z EQ(Scope(¢)\{X¢})[log¢ ’ X; = xZ])

¢:X;EScope(¢)

— Normalize Qi

— If Q, actually changed, add to U all variables that share any
factor with X.

— Remove X from U
e Return Q



Claims

* Every step of the mean field algorithm will
improve the energy functional.
e At convergence, we have a stationary point.

— Could be local minimum, local maximum, or saddle
point.

— In practice, usually a local maximum.

H E|l
i Q+(;) o [log @]

such that Vo, Q(x)= H Qi(x;



Local Maxima

QB(B=1)

* This can’t be
represented by

Q,(A)-Qg(B)

e With small g, there
are two local optima . .. . —
of the energy QuA=1)
functional.

R (RO |O | X




Other Structured Approximations

 Letting 9 be defined by the completely
disconnected graph is extreme.

— Poor approximations.

— Add some edges?



Example

O—O0—0—-0
O—0O0—0—10
O—O0—0—10
O—O0—0—0
O—O0—0—-0

O O 0O 0O O




Example

O—0—0

O—0O

( e )

Y

C—0—0

O—0—0

O—0—

O—O



Other Structured Approximations

 Letting 9 be defined by the completely
disconnected graph is extreme.
— Poor approximations.

— Add some edges?

* The result of this is a more complex update

rule.
1
QIX) = Z—QI;[%'

Yi(e;) Ziexp (EQ[logU | c;] — ZEQ[log¢k | cj]>
Vi ke



