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Abstract

A RAM-based Neural Net(RBNN) which has multi-discriminators is more effective than RBNN
with a discriminator. Experience Sensitive Cumulative Neural Network and 3-D Neuro System
(3DNS) that accumulate the features point improved the performance of BNN, which were enabled
to train additional and repeated patterns and extract a generalized pattern. In recognition process
of Neural Net with multi-discriminator, the selection of class was decided by the value of MRD
which calculates the accumulated sum of each class. But they had a saturation problem of its
memory cells caused by learning volume increment. Therefore, the decision of MRD has a low

performance because recognition rate is decreased by saturation. In this paper, we propose the
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method which improve the MRD ability. The method consists of the optimum MRD and the
matching ratio prototype to generalized image, the cumulative filter ratio, the gap of prototype

response MRD. We experimented the performance using MNIST database of NIST without

preprocessor,

and compared this model with 3DNS. The proposed MRD method has more

performance of recognition rate and more stable system for distortion of input pattern than 3DNS.

» Keyword : MRD, 3DNS, muiti-discriminators, optimum

—

.M &

FUHEE B 2% A2 I W] we} B Bo}
o HEAA F A5Y Alxelo] B ATHVA A4

o &5k Ak, AL R A5E Alzmlel wae Azto]
BAE Ase 2L A7l JVF o|2A F2L

dhe 2Y T 414 XS 2
FEAE Rdz Fdsle Wygoz sl g H¢
Q4] Al 2glof] AbgE = EAQ "\_ 3|2 QA7ke] ¥4l
3 725 387 FET Mo Al AETH AFA T
{(Unit) &t 2R ES] 42 B4 (Connection Weight) & tha
N7 FEA o 2l Flolt) oA dFd #AE 7}
A& 71& 21733 2 (Weight Neural Network)< Hold
ANES 7H L AT AR 2] el Srl) wpg Ajxmle]
5348 4 92 A BAd o3 B2 gy At A 4}
g el dig FA et Quis} Y B S} ol
W & o Ago] ol FolAekshs ZAMEEC] SiTH1).
Weight Neural Networke] ZAAEE 235 S8l
oA ¥ ¥ 28 7 E g Alolo) JAAE) Qe
RAM 718t oJXA73) 29H(Binary Neural Network
(BNN), Weightless Neural Network(WNN))& #|2ts]
ATH21(33(4)(5). WNN= ol FBZ X2lshr] g&) ¢
g Wel-E N-Tuple 7I'1(6](7)-& AME3lo] 3 W) Bkro
BE 3ol o|FojZch 12z AFE 9 RAM 98E
o] 831%7] W7ol =dlo] 1A folsluy FUF WE
A Flego] 7hesAT WHEEE 28 $YE 7|90
7] Wil ¥hs o] s1A] @ wWiol °“3} 52 3
HA A AT A 5 UEE F Fo| A ukE
gl 7heet A8 24 "W“‘(Experlence Sensitive
Cumulative Neural Network : ESCNN)(9)(10)3} 4
A A8 R (15)8 A4(8)8 A e 7153 B
A A 72 Al281(3-D Neuro System: 3DNS) (11)
o] At ESCNN 2 3DNS® F7F 2 v 35 wh

MRD, ESCBNN

2 3 AT B3A 2 B9 ok AR(9)(10)(11)2
7R3 Sl v ] ot wE 3} EA7} SE
oH14). tEBERE A REF AR Q4L
<+ 259 FHuzghg Az (MRD) 22 243T(12). ¢
o " | ATt A oo R Fleid s
A2 JWRe AW wExle sk ZAE SAEEA
MRD9] 4% % Hoizt(14). <13 BAE s)2sl7] H3kd
71& MRD ¥& 78T Favt givja Bt

2 i«oﬂﬁ #Heo] MRD W< 27| 93 wdaE9]
chekgt —8— %% Aeksted QA& vlm B3l Ak
o2& Rt g5l oid AP vl MRD, #
B TR "y o3t ApdE gyl w4 g
atq %Eé o W3t SR A ke ST
akel 391 98 2 2 MRD, Algke MRDYIHES o] 43
A MRD S22 vlu BAsigc)

R o 2 ARk MRDS §r7k= Al7dwe] 4% %7
o] g&HE Bab 92(16) & ol&disin. & =RelA
0% WEAE 7R B8 A 72 AlaEE A3l
A Wo1A xRl dlofEldl NISTY) MNIST(13) dle]
Eulo]AolA qJo) &3] S5 Aol ARS3I%Y

B mEe AL 280ME olaazdwe] fa Z 3%
M 4 39 72 Al2H 718 e, 4301 MRD 7]
W 271 2 MNISTE o)83t] Agsidz, upaat 5aejA

A8} G5 APUFE AN,

|

z

rir

I o|Zlalde

1. o= AlHD 2a

S P

Aleksander$} Stonhamel] 2Jsl] At o) AA%
(BNN)(2](3][4](5]°] 712 74 849 o)zl AAME:
23 15 o] N Bit F4 FEE 71 & A& 2 bit 27
¢l RAMS.2 FAdge] gl



RAM 7% A747e] MRD 719l @3 a7 13

T(Prototype:0 or 1)

N Tupie

l— Read/Write(128/014])

1epoaag
-

N Bit m m=2

yHns N AE(RAM) &35

J3 1. ofF AE ME
Fig. 1. The Binary Neural Cell

o
hidhd
rlo
14

S 2HH N-tuple(12)7]9& o] &3le] N
Sl )% tzeila] o)) 4 (1)} 2
4 1 749 A BAsT B
71X ZH o] o] FojITH(11).

e ol
o,

=
o
I
i
0F o me I8

b

H
o

Address= 2% +2" 71 4 | 420 8 (1),

st Bit 3 TEe 2 drziesn g Th 3
Fo] olFort, T 4¥ HAHel sk 99 -
(Prototype)®l #t& @ahd, v 443 side) et 59
g ygoz Al T=12 sk 9t 914 o=
5w} FL3 FHow 2PH 0|7 Yo Fio T
3k Bitel 71999 38 2802 o o 7199 TE
=9 9], BNNS 4 o]R A= AAe) ¢ =
ZR5EH NS =4 ddH] glomz oJd e Ay s
7198171 Hlsid = 27 29 o] B4rhe) o7 MANEE
T3¢ B2 Discriminator) & AH&3sh, 3lLte] 9124 W
Folle 53€ shie] HAAE SFITH9).

T
¢ e
RAM 1 l
i ol
RAM 3

T

R/W

T3 2. ofF AFs =Y EeEX)
Fig. 2. The BNN Discriminator

gele] A4 == 47} RAO)T, N-tupled AFRE A&
a9 WA 27(K)e 4 (29 209,

K=(R/N) X 2N(Bitg) -eeereeremeremmssessemincsssinissosenns 4] (2).

. S5 3Xd 7= AlLE

e FES ABE Fokel PEAIRA VR A4
52 2434 shlel QuiaE 2EAY 549 BT A
o= Yeh ok A7) AR BT o] g3l Yuka
B gl g FANRN oS APl AelEn du
o iR $REe Wkl Brko). B4 344 2 Al

s¢ vAgeR ¥4 Hx
o g3t Yolel GANNT FE RS HE Qs o
A4 o8 + 91 99 GANEY Re JuEE A
W7 715e 78E 4 A=% SgoHID). 39 (9)
AAAALE ¥E Geo)) HolE Bl
3ol P40l R A5E AP 5 s o= B
AgAL, WPAOE APIE Fof AAHE 1
g ABelel ANT 5 UES AATH11),
&

o2,
rlo
_L?‘_A’
oy
o M
oft
ol i
5
o
i
o,
e
I
|

b

N
)
jus]
2
L
onl

drolo o oem gl [ bboyg
o (o i
O
N
N

=
o N oo

|
)
)
o
ey
il

v}
hihd
rlo
o,
4
[¢]

10X E AGsA N-Tuple 2HE-2 9
Mejsle] A (13 22 dagos Fasgt & A9
o A o] Fhe AEAA S T A 3 13

BPOBI(Y

oretes JleiERaM) EEE

T3 3. 3-D AREME,
Fig. 3. The 3-D Neural Cell

Q42 N-Tupled) H4¢ Aeletel tmdlold Fas
F. ABAZY A% Bl Ao Y= 71 ¢ T
oW 22 Fi shre] W18 AERE So] B dfelo]
el AdHeR e go) ehic

El

1. Ct& T X

AR TN o 7je] WFE QA o Hold J5& ¢
7] fEiA e dubd o2 v WEAE ARSI} WISARD
(Wilkie, Stonnen and Aleksander’'s Recognition

Device) (3,12) A28 2 54 3314 72 Al2&l(11]) 52

r




14 BEAFEEREE w2009 9)

U WEAE AR 9loH 1 4% B4 33 72 A
2d9 U2 YHAE HdFa Yot o 2Rl fgs
4 W3] 2717} LAY A Aol Yed whExe) 27)
A @04 T = K x Le) ItH9).

Random et
Mapping

%‘g}

i

Input Image

FREEy

JgE

8 4. ofs meExt
Fig. 4. The Multi Discriminator

Q4& 7 M3 wdate) MRD (Maximum Response
Detector)-& o] &3led &l Qo] o]Foizict 7t Wzy

SHAS 5 7P 2 e go} 2 B WFEe BFH
ol

] 02 749 53 3349 Fr2 Alzwe o)
A71E 23 59 2o Gt Aoz T4 9]

» Féedbuck

i .

Leaming
Inputcg Hels
e
Output

Decision Feedback

[

JZl 5, o oA,
Fig. 5. The Pattern recognition system

Sre N-Tuple PO 2 WY3H) 9833} 3929
T4 HEE 2P 4 Fo FRE VS Yoz 4
o OF BAe Fad YU eI A 52

718 AHgstel el WF ot AYelnlAe uE Hns
Qxtelel Tl Yol Aol F19NZIT S e Bk

ol YANE 23k P e Yolnle) Hase] o) o
%8 WA AHE AHelriAe] HaASe) G ol8e
of 4 (3)% 2eh(11).

EZ GenImage (i,5)

Threshold = %100 (%) e 4] (3)

Genlmage @ A4A® ©]9x], Prototypelmage : ¥¥o[wlA].

AR gt v} aEE W] fralert 2R,
ol g vRe) I3wd AL & 4 gk

A4 FoAE HH9] o]z J§°ﬂ w2t g <14
o] ofgfgo] Hol 98 s od frsld I2E 3P Hol
ek, <laelA azE R Add A3 e FoN 71
& MRD #% Zol A% 343 oA ggwes AT
oM Fde AES o Y 2ELE X & F EF
Eojgict, wieF AAgre] AN ET I AF ZES W

3 2o vhE 919 MRD 23 sjgle] MFeX AL5H
A AlArit, AR & 3F SHo] 718A] ofsteld Q1Y
27 #32 Jg3 Fashe o2 745 i1l

V. Ay & Z3t

=R2oA] Agksla s WL 3DNSS MRD 712
7%6& AV oA, 98 2 A, 73 gy, gl Ak
MRD 7I¥ES 233 A9 MRDE Agtsle] Ad4&S
=%k 3DNS 4172l MRD A2} $&of Fetd MRD 7]
HE A83et. 3DNS A% AES F 19 2o &
% toleol wet HEgos o +2%9 Aoyt Wager
£& v msigch

FU HoleE AMgste] 948

=2 o
MRD A%5€ #7187] 98 3DNS A74% Zd2 NIST
o] MNISTA AlFshe /A A tlo[ElE o] &3t Q)

2 g g slEgten], A AHEE eAHlelEl s 28x28
T e Zrlz AAE glo] TR 4 o} At
sleto] Alaisltt. 714l AHolH R o2 7 eAd
5070, 10071, 200742] EolEl & AM&-stiTt. A AH=
9 olux] 23 6ol 28 T STt Aol AMEE Hlo]
B o]m]x] gESoitt.

una2=

OFJ2348567%89

T2 6. k5ol AFSE /Y ojo|X|
Fig. 6. The Training Prototype



RAM 71 A 7ol MRD 71 #& ¢+ 15

022%¢)6339
6la3udgb1gy
O12345699¢9
OIWN¥5B6789
1434966718

B 7. BREo] AKBE MEZ ojolx|
Fig. 7. The Training Sample Image

1.1 7IZ 3DNS MRD

QukEel MRD W& 84 Foled 448 2 ofs)x)
o 7§59 $YR(0) & 4 WA} BE W AEE)

T vlwale] Hnol $5 F AE ot 2 2H d = Reest(k)
= Ries1 (k) )& 78 F A AFs ¢= d/Rm(k)«l L
el ejaf e 2] WF7} AAEHB)(12). 22 e
o] zhEzle] 23} A o} dold Ao] d7} éil%k oJ3l7} €7]
El d4Eo] oA A}, o1 BAEE sidsly) et
o] ¥ MRD 7IHES A} 3DNSelAe] MRD HH]
< A ()9 2YH11).

Y ¥ Genhnage i)/ 55 (k)

R{k) = 5100 (%) wweeeeeenes
EZPrototypelmage(i,j) (%)
i
............................................................................................... Al(4)
Genlmage : #&olo|x],

MME 0] DIXI Prototypelmage :
DEA) ;o o

FoIAE A4 2 gchd A oln]x|g) 94 o]
PIRe) 1t 1 wi A 78400l 12l 93e) ¥4 &
A e A dehp] Mg R(kgke] Aides e
#o= gud Aolth wek gloje) gidjele] AZ ojujx]
o AR o7 A (4)9] LA olBtol A3 2 <
3 WHE Qagte g Yozt 4 olmixld] o A
e $stghe A vehdt) e AR 328 AL
Fozn WAsE BAo R S 2357 o)A &
AN QAL olate] gl TSR S} £3} whgo]
o was veht eXo] go] uhaggict,

it 12 AR 10022 3le] 3DNS Q4 &S Ve A

otk AHg e g HolEt delz A Sagez Uy
o] o +2% A Aok AT 2 24 2007 ¥
Y A% A2 95%, 10070 4 @ 97.1%, 5070 & we
99%9) Qo] Hm shredo] 5001311 2 100%2 4
ik

o)z P4E 2AES QNS B 2R 57 A 3

A JERRe RE 54 59 HARE 2 el27h 7V Be] %
Wi ol

E 1. 3DNS oI4lE
Tabie 1. The 3DNS recognition rate

EST T I
Oty 20 3405161071819
Bhaat ~

200 | 184|200} 162| 195| 177} 131| 197 198| 190} 196
100 | 94100} 89| 100| 89| 82|100| 97| 97100

50 50| 50; 49| 50| 50| 44| 50| 50| 48] 50

ﬂﬁ??‘l”ﬁ”

13 8. 71E 3DNSol| Figt 2014 ola|x|(1007H &
Fig. 8. The false recognized image for 3DNS 100 data.

1.2 A&t oiE MRD

WEAE Fo AGE olv|e} 4F o]m|AE 1) 1 W
3 MRDE w5 57t W3 5070 odold 23} A
WA 1007) o) dd ¢ w0 T3y} Aa=o] Q4 gol
A 2oz}, 4 (5)% BEAES S8 AAHE gl A
TeHE Fsle] AQH oA e} 47 o]mlR] Y QoA FE 4
Bl di@ HE ek

22 Genbnage (i.5)/ 255 (k)

ZEPr ototype Image (L ])

ZE ML) 7
EEP( .5)

%100 (%)

714 M(1,j)2 A48 2 943 oHxe] wiA goln
Pij)e oIPINEY F F4 Jlgele). 4 (5)8 5% o‘a
< B8t BY 1 20§49} o] 3DNSe] MRD Hu} ¥3}
ZlgYo) =ejA AY=HA 14 go] T},



16 #EAFEHHERES #H30E(2009. 9.)

H 2. AR oiE MRD QIAtE
Table 2. The Matching ratio MRD recognition rate

KK
sk

200 | 187|200| 167] 200 180 150{ 197| 198| 190| 196

100 97| 100] 911100| 92| 84 {100 98| 97| 99

50 50| 50| 49| 50| 50| 45| 50| 50| 48| 50

JU44d5971 19

T8 9. At oAl MRD 291 olojx| (1007l &)
Fig. 9. The false recognized image for matching ratio MRD

1.3 #% S& % MRD
Q4 G olplAsk 9 olvlAsle] frabErt e A%

a3 vhe e JdulstE A 498 Bol TRk
Al g BARE A sl 4F onixg) 4
ojulxiel wEAle| g AAE olmR] Fof AE o4
MRD 71¥& A|tghct,

Gp1} Gp2| Gp3 Py} P2 | Ps Fp1| Fp2| Fp3
Gp4{ Gp5{ Gp6| x | P4 | Ps | Ps | = Fp4| Fp5| Fpé
Gp7| Gp8| Gp9 Pz | Ps ] Po Fp7| Fp8| Fp9
Gl | G2 | G3 Piy| Po| P Fi1 | F2 | F3
G4 | G5 | G6 | x| Pa|Ps| Ps| =| F4 | F5 | F6
G7 | G8 | GO P7 | Ps| Pe F7 | F8 | F9

0210, #¥F S5 A MRD
Fig. 10. The Gap of prototype response MRD
28 10904 Pigke 93 ofv|x] gdo) 1, Cpigke 4
o)Al g BEAS BF A4 oo, Gik 94 4 ol
Ae HEAE B3 AFE ofnlAl, Fpsh Rz Adolnlx
% I ojuixe ERe B $HSolth 4 WFy
Rk)= 4 ()3 2t}

R(K)=30F (i) — 3IF 1)

4 (6)2] R(k)arel 0ol UF olujx|e} Za1 o
duts} sfedol] ol Hlold FEE 7 oo} a8z S5

o
2
jiacA
JH
L
o
=3
™
fo
It

Aol e WFs ol Ffshe
Aoz vehdtt d8E Batal R(k) o -1 ~ 1 Atele]
& ko] WE7E 483 Q4] Aot 4 wFE 3 A47)
1000)/8elA AL A719 ringdt 48 R g 4o 4
BE 7R2 3 2 oRlA7t S0l 2® 1084 & &5 ¥
-108T} R S5l dofupar eQl4o] wAdd & gl
ol of2] MR £ A8 F 2] ¥R TPk
gjpleldt.

o Mo

I 3. ¥8 85 X MRD ¢l&lE
Table 2. The Gap of prototype response MRD recognition
rate

=X

sl

200 190| 196|200[ 184| 199| 175| 170{ 193|176 | 164

100 95|99 (100 93| 99| 97|88 97| 90| 89

50 49|50 |50| 48|50 |49 48| 50| 49148

2\34%566n V73

I3 11, 28 82 X MRD 29214 o]a|x|(1007h &)
Fig. 11. The false recognized image for Gap of prototype
response MRD

1.4 3 Ze| MRD

o] WP T2 AWML Fe= 4F
MRDE el 9l3te] WEAE B3l g olwiAl) %
T3k A ¥ AL g Foll THE HdyE 7 T peut
& o83t L omA & A AT

2 Genlmage(i, j) ) Accmax(k) x pcut |

FilterImage(i,j) = Genlmage(i,j)

olJH Filterlmage(i,j) = 0 &2 Hzjsld Fg o]
A2l Filterlmage(i, j)& A&} o|& 93 oA &
geolnlx|o}p wiAgk Mg & 731 2] (7)3 2ol Rk)#E
T3l MRDE -3t}

oluixlel He]

333 M, (0.3)

— ()
R(k)f——wé X100 (%),

Mo oligat A (7)
AEE 53l peute @& Bl WsA s
1003] o]’3e] Bszo] ol FolAE o 0.1 = 4HE o

M Be Q488 A



RAM 79t A7%9 MRD 71§ #¢ 47 17

F 4ox] B9 1o digh ko] A4
gl o]Re&
gl

-8}

g0 7 v et
10]2Hs £x19] el Welr) AA HadA

b o] 20137 WEo] fALES} B Hold® 90
o] dofd 4= glrk.

o

i

H 4. 58 e MRD QAE
Table 4. The Cumulative filter ratio MRD recognition
rate

21
ey

200 188| 168| 200| 198| 185| 180| 197| 183 185} 189

100 941 941100| 98| 96{100| 99| 96| 98| 96

50 491 47| 50| 50| 48] 49| 50| 48| 50| 48

dlg#d??ﬁfa

I8 12, 5= e MRD 2914 ofa|X|(1007H &)
Fig. 12. The false recognized image for Cumulative filter
MRD

1.5 #& MRD

Z‘elﬂal MRD 71¥& & =FlA Ak MRD 714 E9
SAES B3 294de omr|Ee 7‘744 MRD&
A8ttt MRD 712'.} F 7 L AN ES UellE A}
*J 17 MR Z 71¥22 MRDE 23] #49 MRDE

#2 MRD 782 thel 34 & 33t}

1. AP v MBD(Rm(k)) 2 938 25 AIMRD(Rd(k)),
2 e MRD(RfF (k) & zh: 73t

2. Rm(K) 3% v =919 92 10%01%% Afol7t 9o
W Rm(k) kel HF2 23380

3. ¥4 =¥ MRD #t°] Rf(k) » 99.5 o|x
o) &5 akgke] 1% oldeld Rf(k) 7]

3}

99 & 2 MRDS kel Rd(k))1, -1<Rd(k)]{1,
Rd(k){-1 73}

5. #FR1(RA(k)(] =& Rdk) ) 10 o® Rdk)#el
HEE A48

6. flo} 27l WEslx] gom

1 787 MRD 59 9AIXI(Threshold)olA 714 &
MRDZE H¥ A2% Jelu £33

o &4
R

L

i‘

4.

4

2) FoI7 dARE A Fepd ZRAX 702 i

7. AR olske] 37k MRD #E F 7P B2 W3l
MRD#S 7 HF2 #F 288 U2l F5g:

8. 4AIA ofs}]l MRDQ| gkge] 25 the W old
287t B & el SR

E 5% 37 MRDY A8 488 ez, & 62
A MRDS 14 &8 H|wsld HH &1144 MRD 7%
S AHEg Qlelo] P EAl et aela kit gy 9
g dlole] FFol g UAT} Holx)7) WEd A28 <t
AL 3DNSET eHgAelt},

5. 3% MRD 2lME
Table 5. The optimum MRD recognition rate

P

200 187] 199| 181} 199| 189 152{ 197| 197{ 191|197

100 95| 100 93] 100| 97 | 88{100| 96| 98| 97
50 50| 50| 50| 50| 49| 45| 50| 50} 49| 50

AvrptshriBy

22113, =8 MRD 71 29214 o|o|X|(1007H &%)
Fig. 13. The false recognized image for optimum MRD

A8 7129 3DNS$} Aokt 4784 MRD 714 S
A2 2 gle] 747t obe e A2 50, 100, 20070

o) S 9 AT ANES vlwstel By,

E 6. MRD 2048 U 3k% mifed 0iZdT viw
Table 6. The MRD Error rate and Sensitive of Traning
Pattern

(CH:%)
o~ _ k] = :
KA 2IE3DNS | AdolE sei ) ZEl | &% MRD
=
R 203 vz ds vl el 2
200 |1.115.3(8510.7|42]67|5.2|7.9|76(62|5.7|6.3|0.8[3.7 |55

100 105]2.9(5.2(04(2.414.2(3.1]4.3(5.3(1.1]27(29]04(2.3|36

50-4(0 112|180 [0.8}16(06(14|1.8(02}{26(22{0 (06|14

s

o
T 463 382 202 16 312
RiztE




18 ﬁ.ﬁ‘l’rE‘1 Fzﬁ—?—a E %(2009 9)

£ 62 27 0 93 8% A9 dolHE o 39 4
¥ 9420 Aol ¥ 62 2 18)0lE gl go) ol
Aow vert

k)

j=]
=0
i

~®~ IDNS
A Y
- HYEEH
- SRR
- 33 MAD

a 50 1000 1500 2000 2500
RESTE S

Tg 14. MoHE MRD A
Fig. 14. The Proposed MRD's performance

e E us Hde] fAlEA itlt ojH FA}

Wil wo|27h B 38 AdelM & QA Ee) via
A v vehdd, a2jz gy | didEs %é 35 d
ofeld] gt Al2rle] RiZkmoln A9kt MRD 718 $l
2 ggu] 7ol 78 EeA Jepdd. b g
3DNSE 43 o) we} 9zshA) Q12 Eo| Wslaley)] o
= 94 Al2rle) ebgAle] Hofle AR Zudhe Ao
o 08 l4e U2 259 S 49 J9 e ot w
£ A4E Aate] 9919) Wi=e] alel MRD 71 E9 94
£ HmE VeI ol sty Al e R m
5 Hd 5o il vRre 33 BAE Rogy) o
2l12 MRD 71§ E9] A48& vimsld ¥ 13 149 2
o] &9l MRD 7I¥e] BT Q4 Eo] 71 &A Jehict,

=

El

s¢ 99 A58 ge A7t Adda glew,
2ol $EIRA IS B A W HLHR B AL
% 37K 9 U9 S BA
BFAN B A& L)) Salte 2
SYYEE P8 2E a7} Besita v
2 ERIME TN Adel b5 o BEAE
PPIE 8 71 R MRD /19 S ARkl 952
J

£31%3, 71&9) 3DNS MRD e Algkd shisnct
sl JHE-]o]] e WA=t 28 9RE 3 g ARt
¥ MRD WY& M vl 4% $9, 74 gy a8

2 A2} 29 UEd 4 9l A2 MRD 5 AL 4

52 vlwale] Bttt FH MRD 7|¥9 AHEL 7129
3DNS ¥ 1 okel TH2 MRD Kt} 1%0]%4 94359, ‘%J"é?
Elo] RiZEE 3DNSEY 1 53 % A veldtt o)A

Q2 Ali@ol A AE 48 Hele] fARE 2 ko2 %

o Jagol A7 e PAA N2YL eI,
S A7 L ALH MRD /1€ meteled el 7
AEE Has ¥ & Joud d4ES 5Y 5 e L)

Z 2 A4 A Ax A F71 28lm Sl

o] Z&29l vixal ¥3} B4 4 welo] ga7HT
HNZ3

(1) Amari and Mori, “Introduction to Neural

Network”, Treecaps WS, 1991.

(2) 1. Aleksander and H. Morton, “An Introduction
to Neural computing, Chapman & Hall, 1990.

(3] Aleksander, I., Thomas, W. V., and Bowden, P.
A, 1984 "WISARD a radical step forward in
image recognition.” Sensor Review, pp.120-124.
July 1984.

(4] 1. Aleksander and T. J. Stonham, "Guide to
pattern recongnition using random-access

memories’, IEE Proceedings on Computers and
Digital Techniques, Vol. 2, no. 1, pp.29-40, Feb.
1979.

(5) Aleksander, T. J. W. Clarke and A. P. Braga,
Weightless Neural System : A Unified Approach
to Their Analysis and Design, ICONIP 94
Tutoriel, Oct. 1994.

(6] W. W. Bledsoe and I. Browning, “Pattern Recognition
and Reading by Machine’, Proc. Eastern Joint
Computer Conference, Boston, pp.232-255, December.
1959.

(7] W. W. Bledsoe and C.L. Bisson, "Improved memory
matrices for the N-tuple pattern recognition method’,
LR.E. Transactions Vol. EC-11, pp.414-415, 1962.

(8) Lee, S. D, "Dynamics of Feedback for Artificially
Intelligent MSc.
Dissertation, Brunel Univ., England, 1981.

(9) dAgdE, "AF §Ho|RAAY 4w, 1995.

(10) HEA, ASH, ol5%F, RAME o] &3 A8 354

Pattern  Recognition,”



RAM 7%t AlZAdkel MRD 718} #3F 93 19

ARREE, fdxEets), A 414, C1E, A 23,
20049 34.

(11) 247, o153, A, ols%, tEdEAE /e
A AR w2 A2, SRt A 349, A
7%, 585~594%, 20073 74.

(12} Wickert, I. and Franca, F.M.G.,"AUTOWISARD o
- Unsupervised modes for the WISARD', Proc of ol | A2, FRIA A2
IWANN 2001, Granada, Spain, Lecture Notes
in Computer Science, 2084, pp. 435-441, June
2001.

{13) Yann LeCun, NEC Research Institute,
http://yann.lecun.com/exdb/mnist/index. html

{14) E. C. D. B. Filho, M. C. Fairhurst and D. L.

1969: A-&fizha FshAl,

1980: Brunel University 32RAL
1984: Brunel University M}
1976 - 2004

Sk FHE RS TR

Bisset, “Analysis of Saturation Problem in 2005 - &4): LAkkehyE) e
RAM-Based Neural Network.”, Electronics FIEF 1 ATAT, AT
Letters, Vol. 28, No. 4, pp. 345-346, February 1992, AXE AFH

(15) A, 2471, MR8 2R AR Bajly
Asel B Y, FERAFEHRAE=RA A 12,
A 1%, 129-138%, 1996 84,

(16} A%8, $9¢, 28, "8u84 593} 52 ART

23y
1982: Matska FeL
1984: X&thstw FEAAL

O
1993: Algtistm FehEml,

RN FL ol Al AF MEH QAo B A7
PIAFEH =24, A 137, A 63, 273-278%,
2008 114

WalEol - AddolAe], FRAM,

ol ¢

19961 =it gL,
1998: EAtiehy FEAAY
2000: gxihsk WAE,

2001 - #Al: e Vg
S 2 A BB A8 B

ol A3, A A28

—11,

Ay 2E
4z
1996: &gl FahA},
1998: gxtietu Fahaat
2000-2004: (PP 2E 7)EE %




