A rPU-VAE Concept Illustration
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Figure 7: Illustration of the rPU-VAE workflow. The initial dataset is used for training a population
of UDR-VAE models. After convergence, the best UDR-VAE of the population is selected and an
active latent (red unit in yellow VAE encoder) is determined, and the dataset is encoded. Afterwards,
labels are sorted, their derivative calculated and a candidate interval selected (red horizontal bar). The
dataset is reduced to this interval and PBT-U-VAE (UDR) training is started again. In leaf-runs,
parts of the dataset are annotated with surrogate labels. After a convergence criterion is met, the
surrogate labels are then used to train a PBT-S-VAE (MIG), yielding a fully disentangling VAE.

B PBT Training Details

We present the evolution of hyperparameters during population based training. While during super-
vised PBT-S-VAE training the learning rate remains relatively stable across epochs, the batch size
tends to increase over time (Fig. E}a,b). Moreover, we see that our training automatically discovers
to anneal [ during training. We show the increase of average populations scores over epochs on
supervised PBT-S-VAE runs (Fig. [0) as well as the unsupervised PBT-U-VAE leaf -runs (Fig. [I0).
The hyperparameter schedules during unsupervised PBT-U-VAE leaf -runs appear to be much
more non-linear (Fig. [TT)). In this case the learning rate increases over epochs, while the batch size
decreases. /3 also seems to anneal overall, but with much stronger fluctuations, particularly in epoch
0.
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Figure 8: PBT uses dynamic training schedules during supervised training runs on the dsprites (top)
as well as shapes3d (bottom) datasets. Displayed are the hyperparameters of the final best-performing
model of each PBT run. It discovers annealing of 3 over epochs (c) for both datasets. In case of
dsprites, all trainings exhibit a decaying learning rate schedule (a), even though for MIG based
training, the learning rate is substantially lower in general. Interestingly when training with DCI, the
learning rate increases first before decaying. Batch size (b) has a clear upward trend toward the latter
half of training and seems to trend opposite to the annealing 3 (c).
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Figure 9: Average population score development during supervised PBT based training. During
dsprites training (a), DCI based runs start to plateau after 10 epochs, while MIG scores runs are still
improving after 26 epochs, indicating they could benefit from longer training. For shapes3d training,
models start to converge after the 10th epoch.
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Figure 10: UDR development during rPU-VAE training on dsprites. From left to right recursive
metaEpochs 0 to 4 are depicted. Each score of a model of the population is shown as a circle and
the maximum UDR of the population as a solid line. The later metaEpochs take longer to converge,
since the data for training is becoming smaller and noisier with each metaEpoch.
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Figure 11: Hyperparameter schedules during metaEpochs on dsprites. a) There is a trend of learning
rate increase with each metaEpoch . b) Contrary to the PBT-S-VAE runs, the batch size stays
relatively small, since also the dataset size is decreased with each metaEpoch. c) After the first
metaEpoch, [ is drastically decreased and stays relatively low (except a couple of spikes) during
subsequent metaEpochs.
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