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Importance of Uncertainty Estimation in Deep Learning
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In recent years, predictions by machine learning and deep learning methods are utilized in various scenes of society.
A model trained with deep learning methods can predict the target with high accuracy, but can not consider the
predictive confidence sufficiently, and may predict high confident for extrapolated data which is hard to predict. In
this study, we applied ordinary deep learning methods and methods considering predictive uncertainty, proposed
in recent years, to an image classification task, and verified the robustness of trained models against extrapolated
data. Models trained with the ordinary deep learning methods predicted high confidence values for data having
characteristics not existing in the training data, but models trained with the methods considering uncertainty
predicted low confidence values for such data. By using methods considering uncertainty, it is possible to avoid
mispredictions for extrapolated data. Experimental results suggest the importance of uncertainty estimation in

deep learning.

1. ELC®»IC

AR DRI B IR DFEIRITIE, Fh 2 OBk~ 2325511 TR
FHET VLB TFHMNERAINTWS. FHZEEFE (Deep
Learning) % FH\ 7z T BRGS0 L BEIER, sk 8% D
DEIZBVWTHEEZ LVEREZ LFCWa. EEEHIELHO
M2 L OB AR A flAGHhE S Z LI X b @Vl
MREZFBIL, WRT— RO OB B EFE T L
MTEL., LML, FHHEEEE W BB WTIE, BRO
HEZEFIRIC LD FHTIEAR DRI E .

FHEHEME X FHEE e B2 aTh 5. FHIKEIZE
TIOVIGEH 7 — 2 2 FHEIFE R EMRIC SN2 0 —8 L
TWarCiich, 77 ANHMEDEE Accuracy * F1
score & W\ o 72 fEEECREBMIZFMI I NS, 22 CTHEELRDIE,
ETNVOFEB L OFHARHITF T — X DAL > ThINTH
0, AT — 2 (FHIORE R T — X)) 1233 5 FHIAZRES
NTVWERWZ e Th5.

LAAHMET — 2izxt 9 2 FlloflZ RS, B 1. 0FEERT
EFEE T F — XLy kTH B MNIST[Lecun 1998] % i
WTHEHUZBARA=2—F )2y hT7—2 (CNN) €TV
T, BFLSNOEGT -2 E2TFRILTWD. SEGE RO S
7 MNIST 7—& &y MZEENSZENTND V7 T ZITH
T2 FROHEAEE (confidence) /8L TWa. MNIST 57—
2y bEAWTEELUEZET VL0 25 9 £ TOHRFIS
OB E B TER WD, DX S REFII L TIETl
DARTENP X DK E L (confidence BWNT L) Hlixhd Z e n
ZELW. LAL, M1 ERTETOEBKICHL, CNN €
TIVIZFE confidence THFHIZFT>TLE->TWA. CNN E
TOUE— N R O MEREDSIER IC @ <, B 1 TV
CNN EF)EETMRGER T — X2 DWW TIRIF TR Efif %
FHITHZENTESL., —HTEORFIZEHIFEBI W& S 4

GG T g, BRERTE, SRAUHS SO AR 7-3-1, 03-5841-
1867 d2018imaeda@socsim.org
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1: MNIST 7—& &y b CHE L EBARAAZ -T2y
M7 =2 ETNVIZL D, BFUNDEBGIZNT S TR,

HEr—2OACH Ui TH o,
FoTF>oTLESRBHRAED 5.
L%, EEZEEFENLDEWEBOMEIZSHE NS Z
ERHIREI NG, TOBIZ, EEFEET UL AMOFIZES
FIZANT — RIS 2 FHIORMEEN, 5250V THIORTHE
XEFAEL DI EDNEEL LD, HEEFEEE T IOVHIEY)I A
NEFM 2T S 2 e B TENE, RIS DREWHEEKTIIE
BREZITHORVEO U HREL 20, BEFEHETILVOT
HARXVEHEOBIT2EDERD.

AWFgETI, BUXY MY —2ihEE R OBEEEE TV
WU, —fMRNZREE kB KON S 2B U 2828 k%

ol P E KRS LHEE %
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WAL, AT —2 8 XOWMTT — 21269 2 TR R % ik
U7z, ARSI Z2ZRBULFEEGEEZERT 52 L THMET—
LR UBEIZ 22 D, K0 EEEOEWTHINITZA 2 Z & 2
U7z,

2. F&

21 BHAA=Za1—FIxy NT—2

FEUEFTOBEEFEETLELTCE, BARAAZ 21—
Z ) 2w k7 —2 (Convolutional Neural Networks,
CNN)[Krizhevsky 2012] Z#H L 7z. CNN IZH{FET — X X
RIT =R WD 72 B — VIERE RO AN LEHE N,
ANTF—=RZHANDENTNOFED X —> % H LI PR ET
5. PP AN T — 25t U E &% 3 5 72 ORI
BRI IE N, pooling X batch normalization &\ - 7z Fik
LHlABEDLER Z L TEHWVWTFHIRE 2B TE 5.

AR TIER LITRT 2y N7 =2/ OE T IV % W7z,
CIZTROEFNIFORME, 74 VA —DKEX, AFTAR
BLOHBODWTEEL, convolution, max pool, dense I
FNENHEAIAANE, max pooling JH, LG ERL TV
5. BEANT =R UBEEOH I 10 IRIEDORZ hL e
LTSN, ZOERILN 025 9 EFTDEY T ATHIRL
TW5.

#£ 1 EBRCTHWEZEREFPEHET VDR Y N7 — 7K

type filter size | stride output size
convolution 3x3 1 28 x 28 x 64
convolution 3 x 3 1 28 x 28 x 64
max pool 3 x3 2 14 x 14 x 64
convolution 3 x 3 1 14 x 14 x 64
convolution 3 x3 1 14 x 14 x 64
max pool 3 x 3 2 7T X7 x 64

dense 10

%< DB, BHEEOHNIEERILE R TRMIRE T L
DL 755, b MR ERLIZT ISR softmax
function TH 5.

exp(yi)

>, exp(y;)

ZIT, Y exp(y;) BETOZ T AITHT 5 HAHOHE
DFI%ZFKLTWS. Softmax function @4 Z & T, &7 7
223 B HAEOA 1 ICERLE N, HAEE%2 5 A
X9 % FHlESR (predicted probability) & % W& T HI{E
Y (confidence) & A7 Z LWV H[REL 72 5.

Softmax function 12 & % IE#ILIE, AST—XDB0BFHH
I TADVTNNIET B L RFHEE LTWD. LizhioT
1. CTRUZESBAMFEEZ 6NE AT =22 L TH,
=\ confidence T ZFToTCLES. MFT—XBETI
AT ENDG Z e BEEINDEE121E, softmax fucntion B
HADEHLZEH VD Z L EZBEITARETHS. UTITREL L
THHAfERER LD 1 D& LT sigmoid function % 739",

(1)

softmax(y;) =

1
~ 1+exp(—yi) @
Sigmoid function #3#3 Z & CTHEIZZENZEN (0,1) D
KEIZESEEh, £27 7 AT EHNET—22%2 7

sigmoid(y;)

ANZ@/T AHER XIS 5. Softmax function d H 3 HMtd
75 A% EDHNNRETH 2DIZH L, sigmoid function
DHEAIMMD 27 5 2 EINBMETH Y, AT —RITH
LETDI 7 ADHIEINE 722 (Tibb, EDI I A
WHEIRWETFHIT 2) 2B TH S, 72720, K277
ZUZHT B HIMEDOHIA 1 ZBATLUEY, FHlifERE LT
RINTER B ZEHELIN D 5.

HEREFE %2 W8T T LOFEE Iz, UFITRTZa X
Trbov— H 2EAEEE UTHWS Z R RNTH 5.

N
H(X,y) = - yilog(f(X.)) (3)
ZIT, X, ylFENENAST— 2B L0 one-hot XD
EfEZ ), f()E=a—IN0xy hT—=2%2KRLTWVWE. 7
DALY b= FRREOM EISF L TRRELSFET S
—H, THEEEZZREL-FE 275 2 3L V.

2.2 THEHIMSFBFE

FHOARHEPZH D WVIEFHEMEEZZELz=a -5 )L
Ay b7 =2 OFFFIRILEES RESNT WS,

BEO=Z2—F Ay b7 =212 L, EEE L OHHRD
RS Z 2k, PRUEEVEFEM O Z M M2 W kX
BFEPRESNT VWS, EEFAD=2 =T 3y hT =7
EFTMZX L, [Guo 2017] T, HIMEDILIE (calibration)
T2 &1L, ETVORMNSFMA & D ZHIZ2 5
ZENHEINT NS, [Szegedy 2016] Tk, ZBHFHZ label
smoothing(IEfi# 7 NV DFLAHR) 2175 Z L2 XD, WRENIZ
TFHUEBMENRE 2B L 2HHITEZ LV TES LiERS
NnNTnWas.

ETNPFRCTERNT R EEL, =a—F 0%y hT—
I DFEEELTD FHELREINT WS, [Thulasidasan 2019]
T, I TFRIRATRE) 27 7 A &EML, AL 19
HATEED 27 7 ADRFHE T ERWV &S IHZ 22D S
ETIV%FET B FE (deep abstaining classifiers) 23 HEE X
NTW5. [Sensoy 2018] TlE, ==2—F W3 v bT—27IZX
DART —=ZDEL T AT S evidence Z FHIL, FillL
7z evidence % JGIZ AL TS S OAHEDP S DFHEETTS
Fik (evidential deep learning) BEEIN TV 5.

I OILEHETH, =a—J)2xy MU= TRA ZHERmEITD
Bayesian Neural Networks (BNN) [Blundell 2015] A3 g% X
NTWD. BNNIZ & 0EMLU 7 D Fe a4 & IV T,
RN HED FRAEFTS Z L HTE 5. BNN OB LU
BFEE U T, reparameterization gradient[Kingma 2014]
X, variational dropout[Kingma 2015] # & "% DFEEE T
& % sparse variational dropout[Molchanov 2017] 2% X
NTNna.

3. EBR

FHEERTT— XLy N THB MNIST 2V TERETT-
2. T—XEy NAOEEBIL 28 pixel x 28 pixel DE S ¥
OEfETH Y, FEHIZIZ0 1S 9 DERONVTIL 1 DD
FARLDED YT ENT WD, EFIVEEMT — X 60000 £F,
ETIVBGEER 7 — £ 10000 D4 70000 7 — & % FA\ 7.

MNIST 7 =&ty ML, @HED CNN ETL, HIHED
#Z1E (calibration) %17->7z CNN €7 )L, label smoothing %
1772 CNN EF)l, evidential deep learning T, sparse
variational dropout CNN(VDCNN) € 7 )b, calibration %
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o7 VDCNN €75 ), B LU label smoothing %17 -7z
VDCNN € TNV TEEET, #EHRZ LKL 72, evidential
deep learning € FIVIAIMZ DWTIE, HADIERIEIZ softmax
function ¥ & U sigmoid function ZNZ N %AW 72HEIZD
WTERETo72. RTOETIVIER LIZRTRA—DF v b
T — kG E D,

3.1 TFRIEE

ETUVMGEAT — XN T2 EET VO FRANEE 2R 2 128
3. F¥E (Method) DFIZFZNZH, CNN HAEE OB HIAA
—a—7)3vy 7 —=2FF), CNN + LS A% label smoothing
%47->7- CNN € 57 ), Evidential CNN 7% evidential deep
learning % FAWTH% L7z CNN €5, VDCNN 7* sparse
variational dropout CNN €5 )L %33, Calibration (2B L
T, FHZ Z 2D calibration Z170RNVETIVEH—TH 5
7-HEME L T\W5. Activation (& 1 D IEFEIZ W 5 BEEX
(softmax function & %\ M3 sigmoid function) Z/R L T\ 5.
F1 score 1&E 7 IVHGEE 7 — 1253 % F-measure Offi % &
L TW5%. ECE I Expected Calibration Error[Naeini 2015]
DETH Y, ETFTMMGEEHT —XIZDOWT, ETARFRILE
fEHENE & EBEOFHIKEE & DM OMREERTHERTH D, £ 2
OFERZ R 5 &, Fl score IZHWT I evidential CNN B4k D
FETIFLAEEN L, ECE 2B W T label smoothing
% Jii X 72y CNN 3 & O sparse variational dropout CNN €
FUDRHIER 2 EZ /R L TWS. MNIST 7— Xty ME¥
BEORRA S TH D, ETVBGEEHT — X220 THIRFE
BE\ZIEfR % THITE 5720, EEIZ K EZ 7% confidence DfE %
HWHTBETAUDRRVERLE > TVWB EMIRTE 5.

# 2: MNIST F— &ty MIBIT5, EFIHIFHT— &I

W35 EE T IO FHIKE
Method Activation | F1 score ECE
CNN Softmax 0.9947 0.0042
CNN Sigmoid 0.9947  0.0042
CNN + LS Softmax 0.9946  0.0625
CNN + LS Sigmoid 0.9948  0.0374
Evidential CNN 0.9642 0.0208
VDCNN Softmax 0.9948 0.0035
VDCNN Sigmoid 0.9951 0.0043
VDCNN + LS Softmax 0.9957  0.0656
VDCNN + LS Sigmoid 0.9954 0.0422

F1 score 3 & U Expected Calibration Error (Z\Z 3 4116 €
FUMGEHT — I UEHE SN EDTH D, IMETF— X
X3 2 T O M 1L FTA T & TV R,

212, MNIST =&t v NAD 1 DOBF &% HE
EEZTCHEEEI Y, BETIVIZANUZEED confidence D
FUKRZ RS, 1FIHICEFE D CNN ET V&8I Lz Fik
DOFYPKEHR %, 2 HHIZ sparse variational dropout CNN %
T U2 FEDO PR R %, 3 FIHIZ evidential CNN @ T
FERZ, 4 5 BICOERMAEICTIRT A ATl EFRRL TV
5. SREIAINZHAVT 6 OFEBHIZDOWT, AE 0 rad BLO
mrad fETIEENETNEHETS 6 BLU 9 0T & FAiT
&, ET I LS confidence DI SIEH KENWI EHEF L
WY, 2D 1HMEBXV24HZRS L, calibration B &
O label smoothing Zf7H R WE T IVIE, IZIEETOMEIC
BT confidence DA 1 12 BT WD I Wbrbd.
Calibration 3 & U label smoothing #4175 Z & T confidence

DOHIMEIXAEIT LIS 22T 2 L5120, FHIOR
NI 2L DZYIIFETETVWBEZ b5, 3FIHIIR
9 evidential CNN Ti%, AE 0rad & 7 rad 5% R<
% < DL T confidence DIEA 0 127> THE Y, FHEMDE
WFRID TR\ Z & &2 WEYNHET T E TV 5.

4. BHYIC

AR T, HEREFEEF V2RO THICB 1 5 R ME» &
FEMOBEEMEIZDOWT, HEEFERHN T — X2y X 2%
WU CHGEEZfTo 72, BHOTIRIC XV FEH L EEFEEET
WIENIFT — X249 2 FHKEDOA LS ETETEST,
FHIOREE 2 IEF — ZIZK UHEEE DK E Wil- - Tl %
ToCULESBRMENRD L. FHIORMENS &2 ER LIRS
BETFILVOFEFIZEY, IMETF— 21k U TH FREHENE 2 8
YNZFHTE, L0EHOBIF2FHMTRL EMEINS.

5. REFR

Afld, HEHEOBENAMEZRTHDOTHY, RAGEHFHKAR
B F MR RFRIHO AR A EERTHLOTIEH D &
TA.

& Xk
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