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1 Variational problem for dynamic Boltzmann distributions in contin-
uous space

A general variational problem for the reduced model describing a reaction-diffusion systems in continuous
space can be formulated as shown in [1]. Here we review the key results, and the show connection to the
deep Boltzmann machine (DBM) notation used in this paper.

1.1 Review of variational problem

The state of a reaction-diffusion system at time t is described by n particles of species α at locations
x. Introduce k-particle interaction functions νk(α〈i〉nk ,x〈i〉

n
k
, t) for k = 1, . . . ,K (i.e. cutoff K), where

〈i〉nk denotes an ordered subset of k indexes with each index in {1, . . . , n}. For example, 〈i〉32 denotes the
possible subsets {1, 2}, {1, 3}, {2, 3}, and ν2 therefore considers all pairwise interactions between three
particles. The dynamic Boltzmann distribution is

p̃(n,α,x, t; {ν}) =
1

Z[{ν}]
exp

− K∑
k=1

∑
〈i〉nk

νk(α〈i〉nk ,x〈i〉
n
k
, t)

 . (1)

Introduce a general functional Fk to describe the time evolution of each interaction function

d

dt
νk(α〈i〉nk ,x〈i〉

n
k
, t) = Fk[{ν}, {Fk}](α,x, t), (2)
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where Fk are functionals of the interactions {ν} and some unspecified set of ordinary functions {Fk}.
This allows e.g. a PDE to be introduced as the reduced model.

If the form of the functionals Fk is chosen, a variational problem can be formulated for the functions
{Fk} appearing on the right hand side. Variational problems of this form for the functions appearing on
the right hand side of a differential equation have been considered previously [2, 3, 5]. In the current
framework the variational problem to extremize an action

S =

∫ T

0
dt DKL(p||p̃) (3)

is derived in [1] - the result is

δS = −
∫ T

0
dt

∞∑
n=0

∑
α

∫
dx

K∑
k=1

∑
〈i〉nk

Mk∑
s=1

δJ [{ν}, {ζ}](t)
δF

(s)
k ({ν(α,x, t)})

δF
(s)
k ({ν(α,x, t)}) = 0, (4)

where

J [{ν}, {ζ}](t) =

∞∑
n′=0

∑
α′

∫
dx′ ζᵀ(α′,x′, t)F [{ν}](α′,x′, t), (5)

and the adjoint system is

dζ

dt
= ∆µ(α,β, t)− δJ [{ν}, {ζ}](t)

δν(α,x, t)
. (6)

where ∆µ are the differences in the moments (by convention, the average under the model distribution
minus the average under the data distribution) for which ν are the Lagrange multipliers.

This is the variational calculus form of the sensitivity equation and adjoint system in Section 4.3. For
further details we refer to [1].

1.2 Recover formalism for dynamic centered deep Boltzmann machines

To recover the DBM formalism of the current work, we first make the connection between k-particle
interaction functions in continuous space and interaction parameters between discrete sites organized into
layers. In this case, only self and pairwise interactions between neighboring layers exist, i.e. K = 2. Assign

to every unit s
(l)
i,α a spatial location x

(l)
i (including latent variables). First, consider the non-centered case

µ
(l)
α → 0, then the connection is:

ν1(α, x, t)→ −
L−1∑
l=0

N(l)∑
i=1

δ
x,x

(l)
i

a(l)
α (t),

ν2(α, β, x, y, t)→ −
L−2∑
l=0

∑
〈ij〉

δ
x,x

(l)
i

δ
x,x

(l+1)
j

W
(l,l+1)
αβ (t),

(7)

where δx,y = 1 if x = y and 0 otherwise is the Kronecker delta, and the negative sign accounts for the
sign convention in the energy function (1). Similarly, the adjoint variables are

ζ1(α, x, t)→
L−1∑
l=0

N(l)∑
i=1

δ
x,x

(l)
i

φ(l)
α (t),

ζ2(α, β, x, y, t)→
L−2∑
l=0

∑
〈ij〉

δ
x,x

(l)
i

δ
x,x

(l+1)
j

Λ
(l,l+1)
αβ (t),

(8)
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Finally the constraint equations, originally formulated in terms of a functional Fk of a set of ordinary
functions {Fk}, now become just an ordinary function:

F1[{ν}, {F1}](α,x, t)→ −F (l)
aα (θ(t);u(l)

aα),

F2[{ν}, {F2}](α,x, t)→ −F (l,l+1)
Wαβ

(θ(t);u
(l,l+1)
Wαβ

).
(9)

where the negative sign results from the convention for the energy function (1) as before.
To transform to the centered frame instead, the connection is:

ν1(α, x, t)→ −
L−1∑
l=0

N(l)∑
i=1

δ
x,x

(l)
i

ã(l)
α (t)−

∑
∆l=±1

q(l,l+∆l)
∑

β∈R(l+∆l)

W̃
(l,l+∆l)
αβ µ

(l+∆l)
β

 ,

ν2(α, β, x, y, t)→ −
L−2∑
l=0

∑
〈ij〉

δ
x,x

(l)
i

δ
x,x

(l+1)
j

W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ (t),

(10)

and the constraint equations describing the time evolution of the centered parameters now are:

F1[{ν}, {F1}](α,x, t)→− F (l)
aα −

∑
∆l=±1

q(l,l+∆l)
∑

β∈R(l+∆l)

F (l,l+∆l)
Wαβ

µ
(l+∆l)
β + W̃

(l,l+∆l)
αβ

dµ
(l+∆l)
β

dt

 ,

F2[{ν}, {F2}](α,x, t)→− F (l,l+1)
Wαβ

,

(11)

and the adjoint variables are unchanged.
The functional J in (5) becomes:

J [{ν}, {ζ}](t)→−
L−2∑
l=0

∑
α∈R(l)

∑
β∈R(l+1)

Λ
(l,l+1)
αβ F

(l,l+1)
Wαβ

−
L−1∑
l=0

∑
α∈R(l)

φ(l)
α ×F (l)

aα +
∑

∆l=±1

q(l,l+∆l)
∑

β∈R(l+∆l)

F (l,l+∆l)
Wαβ

µ
(l+∆l)
β + W̃

(l,l+∆l)
αβ

dµ
(l+∆l)
β

dt

 .

(12)

In the adjoint system (6), the variational derivatives become (see also Appendix 4 for this result):

δJ [{ν}, {ζ}](t)
δν1(α, x, t)

→− δJ [{ν}, {ζ}](t)
δã

(l)
α

= ψ
a

(l)
α
,

δJ [{ν}, {ζ}](t)
δν2(α, β, y, t)

→− δJ [{ν}, {ζ}](t)
δW̃

(l,l+1)
αβ

= ψ
W

(l,l+1)
αβ

− q(l,l+1)

µ(l)
α ψa(l+1)

β

+ µ
(l+1)
β ψ

a
(l)
α
− φ(l+1)

β

dµ
(l)
α

dt
− φ(l)

α

dµ
(l+1)
β

dt

 ,

(13)

where ψθ from Section 4.3 is

ψθ =
L−2∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

∑
η∈R(m+1)

Λ
(m,m+1)
ζη

∂F
(m,m+1)
Wζη

∂θ
+

L−1∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

φ
(m)
ζ ×

(
∂F

(m)
aζ

∂θ
+

∑
∆m=±1

q(m,m+∆m)
∑

η∈R(m+∆m)

∂F
(m,m+∆m)
Wζη

∂θ
µ(m+∆m)
η

)
.

(14)
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which substituted into (6) recovers the adjoint system in Section 4.3

d

dt
φ(l)
α =

N(l)∑
i=1

∆E
[
s

(l)
i,α

]
− ψ

a
(l)
α
,

d

dt
Λ

(l,l+1)
αβ =

∑
〈ij〉

∆E
[
s

(l)
i,αs

(l+1)
j,β

]
− ψ

W
(l,l+1)
αβ

+ q(l,l+1)

µ(l)
α ψa(l+1)

β

+ µ
(l+1)
β ψ

a
(l)
α
− φ(l+1)

β

dµ
(l)
α

dt
− φ(l)

α

dµ
(l+1)
β

dt

 .

(15)

The condition for extremizing the action 4 now gives the sensitivity equation - the variational deriva-
tives become:

δJ [{ν}, {ζ}](t)
δF

(s)
1 ({ν(α,x, t)})

→ −δJ [{ν}, {ζ}](t)
δF

(l)
aα

= φ(l)
α ,

δJ [{ν}, {ζ}](t)
δF

(s)
2 ({ν(α,x, t)})

→ −δJ [{ν}, {ζ}](t)
δF

(l,l+1)
Wαβ

= Λ
(l,l+1)
αβ + q(l,l+1)φ(l)

α µ
(l+1)
β + q(l,l+1)φ

(l+1)
β µ(l)

α ,
(16)

which substituted into (4) recovers the update equations of Section 4.3:

dS

du
(l)
aα

=−
∫ T

0
dt φ(l)

α

∂F
(l)
aα

∂u
(l)
aα

,

dS

du
(l,l+1)
Wαβ

=−
∫ T

0
dt
(

Λ
(l,l+1)
αβ + q(l,l+1)φ(l)

α µ
(l+1)
β + q(l,l+1)φ

(l+1)
β µ(l)

α

) ∂F (l,l+1)
Wαβ

∂u
(l,l+1)
Wαβ

.

(17)

2 Derivation of the centered gradient for DBMs in Section 3.3

Recall the setting of Section 3.3. The parameter transformations between regular DBM parameters

a
(l)
α ,W

(l,l+1)
αβ and centered DBM parameters ã

(l)
α , W̃

(l,l+1)
αβ are:

W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ = W

(l,l+1)
αβ

ã(l)
α = a(l)

α +
∑

∆l=±1

q(l,l+∆l)
∑

β∈R(l+∆l)

W
(l,l+∆l)
αβ µ

(l+∆l)
β , (18)

where it is implicit that the sum should contain a delta function of the form (1 − δl,0δ∆l,−1) × (1 −
δl,L−1δ∆l,+1) since layer indexes are restricted to l = 0, . . . , L− 1.

After transforming the energy function to the centered parameters, taking the gradient with respect
to centered parameters gives:

∆W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ =

∑
〈ij〉

∆E
[
(s

(l)
i,α − µ

(l)
α )(s

(l+1)
j,β − µ(l+1)

β )
]
,

∆ã(l)
α =

N(l)∑
i=1

∆E
[
s

(l)
i,α

]
,

(19)

where
∆E [X] = 〈X〉(m) − 〈X〉(d) (20)

is the difference in expectation values.
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Parameters in the centered and regular DBMs are updated as:

W̃
(new,l,l+1)
αβ = W̃

(l,l+1)
αβ − η∆W̃

(l,l+1)
αβ & W

(new,l,l+1)
αβ = W

(l,l+1)
αβ − η∆W

(l,l+1)
αβ ,

ã(new,l)
α = ã(l)

α − η∆ã(l)
α & a(new,l)

α = a(l)
α − η∆a(l)

α .
(21)

Transforming the new centered parameters back to identify the updates for the original gives:

W̃
(new,l,l+1)
αβ = W

(new,l,l+1)
αβ ,

⇒ W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ − η∆W̃

(l,l+1)
αβ = W

(l,l+1)
αβ − η∆W

(l,l+1)
αβ ,

⇒ ∆W
(l,l+1)
αβ = ∆W̃

(l,l+1)
αβ ,

(22)

and

ã(new,l)
α = a(new,l)

α +
∑

∆l=±1

q(l,l+∆l)
∑

β∈R(l+∆l)

W
(new,l,l+∆l)
αβ µ

(l+∆l)
β ,

⇒ ã(l)
α − η∆ã(l)

α = a(l)
α − η∆a(l)

α +
∑

∆l=±1

q(l,l+∆l)
∑

β∈R(l+∆l)

(W
(l,l+∆l)
αβ − η∆W

(l,l+∆l)
αβ )µ

(l+∆l)
β ,

⇒ ∆a(l)
α = ∆ã(l)

α −
∑

∆l=±1

q(l,l+∆l)
∑

β∈R(l+∆l)

∆W
(l,l+∆l)
αβ µ

(l+∆l)
β ,

(23)

gives the update rules of Section 3.3:

∆W
(l,l+1)
αβ =

∑
〈ij〉

∆E
[
(s

(l)
i,α − µ

(l)
α )(s

(l+1)
j,β − µ(l+1)

β )
]
,

∆a(l)
α =

N(l)∑
i=1

∆E
[
s

(l)
i,α

]
−
∑

∆l=±1

q(l,l+∆l)
∑

β∈R(l+∆l)

∆W
(l,l+∆l)
αβ µ

(l+∆l)
β .

(24)

3 Derivation of the moment closure approximation made by dynamic
Boltzmann distributions in Section 4.2

This clarifies the chain rule used to derive the key result of Section 4.2. For any observable 〈X〉(m), we
have:

d 〈X〉(m)

dt
=

L−1∑
l=0

∑
α∈R(l)

∂ 〈X〉(m)

∂a
(l)
α

∂a
(l)
α

∂t
+

L−2∑
l=0

∑
α∈R(l)

∑
β∈R(l+1)

∂ 〈X〉(m)

∂W
(l,l+1)
αβ

∂W
(l,l+1)
αβ

∂t

=

L−1∑
l=0

∑
α∈R(l)

N(l)∑
i=1

Cov
(
X, s

(l)
i,α

)
F (l)
aα +

L−2∑
l=0

∑
α∈R(l)

∑
β∈R(l+1)

∑
〈ij〉

Cov
(
X, s

(l)
i,αs

(l+1)
j,β

)
F

(l,l+1)
Wαβ

,

(25)

where Cov(X,Y ) = 〈XY 〉(m) − 〈X〉(m) 〈Y 〉(m).

4 Derivation of the centered gradient for dynamic Boltzmann distri-
butions in Section 4.3

This section derives the centered gradient [4] in the dynamic DBM formalism of Section 4.3.
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4.1 Transforming the reduced model to the centered parameters

Taking a derivative in time of the parameter transformations (33) gives:

d

dt
W̃

(l,l+1)
αβ =F

(l,l+1)
Wαβ

,

ã(l)
α =F (l)

aα +
∑

∆l=±1

q(l,l+∆l)
∑

β∈R(l+∆l)

F (l,l+∆l)
Wαβ

µ
(l+∆l)
β +W

(l,l+∆l)
αβ

dµ
(l+∆l)
β

dt

 .
(26)

Note that we should not explicitly use the fact that we later substitute the centers for:

µ(l)
α =

1

N (l)

∑
i

〈
s

(l)
i,α

〉(d)
. (27)

For now, we just consider them as arbitrary parameters.

4.2 Derivation of the adjoint system

Introduce adjoint variables φ
(l)
α ,Λ

(l)
αβ to ãα, W̃αβ. The Hamiltonian system is:

H =−DKL +

L−2∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

∑
η∈R(m+1)

Λ
(m,m+1)
ζη F

(m,m+1)
Wζη

+
L−1∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

φ
(m)
ζ ×(

F (m)
aζ

+
∑

∆m=±1

q(m,m+∆m)
∑

η∈R(m+∆m)

(
F

(m,m+∆m)
Wζη

µ(m+∆m)
η +W

(m,m+∆m)
ζη

dµ
(m+∆m)
η

dt

))
,

(28)

from which the dynamical system is given by:
d
dtW̃

(l,l+1)
αβ = ∂H

∂Λ
(l,l+1)
αβ

d
dt ã

(l)
α = ∂H

∂φ
(l)
α

&


d
dtΛ

(l,l+1)
αβ = − ∂H

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

d
dtφ

(l)
α = − ∂H

∂ã
(l)
α

. (29)

Calculating the adjoint equations gives:

d

dt
φ(l)
α =

∂DKL

∂ã
(l)
α

−
L−2∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

∑
η∈R(m+1)

Λ
(m,m+1)
ζη

∂F
(m,m+1)
Wζη

∂ã
(l)
α

−
L−1∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

φ
(m)
ζ ×

(
∂F

(m)
aζ

∂ã
(l)
α

+
∑

∆m=±1

q(m,m+∆m)
∑

η∈R(m+∆m)

∂F
(m,m+∆m)
Wζη

∂ã
(l)
α

µ(m+∆m)
η

)
,

d

dt
Λ

(l,l+1)
αβ =

∂DKL

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

−
L−2∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

∑
η∈R(m+1)

Λ
(m,m+1)
ζη

∂F
(m,m+1)
Wζη

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

−
L−1∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

φ
(m)
ζ ×

(
∂F

(m)
aζ

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

+
∑

∆m=±1

q(m,m+∆m)
∑

η∈R(m+∆m)

∂F
(m,m+∆m)
Wζη

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

µ(m+∆m)
η

)

− φ(l+1)
β q(l,l+1)dµ

(l)
α

dt
− φ(l)

α q
(l,l+1)

dµ
(l+1)
β

dt
.

(30)
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The KL-divergence evaluate to:

∂DKL

∂ã
(l)
α

=
N(l)∑
i=1

∆E
[
s

(l)
i,α

]
,

∂DKL

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

=
∑
〈ij〉

∆E
[
(s

(l)
i,α − µ

(l)
α )(s

(l+1)
j,β − µ(l+1)

β )
]
.

(31)

We can simplify the remaining derivative terms as follows: for any F :

∂F

∂ã
(l)
α

=
∑
θ∈θ

∂F

∂θ

∂θ

∂ã
(l)
α

,

∂F

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

=
∑
θ∈θ

∂F

∂θ

∂θ

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

,

(32)

where we leave implicit that ∂F/∂θ = 0 if θ /∈ θ, i.e. if θ is not in the domain of F .
To evaluate ∂θ/∂θ̃: first rearrange (33) to find the reverse transformations:

W
(l,l+1)
αβ = W̃

(l,l+1)
αβ ,

a(l)
α = ã(l)

α −
∑

∆l=±1

q(l,l+∆l)
∑

β∈R(l+∆l)

W̃
(l,l+∆l)
αβ µ

(l+∆l)
β , (33)

and differentiate to find:

∂W
(m,m+1)
ζη

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

= δζ,αδη,βδm,l,

∂W
(m,m+1)
ζη

∂ã
(l)
α

= 0,

∂a
(m)
ζ

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

= −δm,l+1δζ,βq
(l,l+1)µ(l)

α − δm,lδζ,αq(l,l+1)µ
(l+1)
β ,

∂a
(m)
ζ

∂ã
(l)
α

= δζ,αδm,l,

(34)

which after substituting into (32) gives:

∂F

∂ã
(l)
α

=
∂F

∂a
(l)
α

,

∂F

∂W̃
(l,l+1)
αβ

=
∂F

∂W
(l,l+1)
αβ

− ∂F

∂a
(l+1)
β

q(l,l+1)µ(l)
α −

∂F

∂a
(l)
α

q(l,l+1)µ
(l+1)
β .

(35)

Returning to implement these simplifications in the adjoint system (30) gives the result of Section 4.3:

d

dt
φ(l)
α =

N(l)∑
i=1

∆E
[
s

(l)
i,α

]
− ψ

a
(l)
α
,

d

dt
Λ

(l,l+1)
αβ =

∑
〈ij〉

∆E
[
(s

(l)
i,α − µ

(l)
α )(s

(l+1)
j,β − µ(l+1)

β )
]

− ψ
W

(l,l+1)
αβ

+ q(l,l+1)

µ(l)
α ψa(l+1)

β

+ µ
(l+1)
β ψ

a
(l)
α
− φ(l+1)

β

dµ
(l)
α

dt
− φ(l)

α

dµ
(l+1)
β

dt

 ,

(36)
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where we have defined for any parameter θ the following common derivative term:

ψθ =

L−2∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

∑
η∈R(m+1)

Λ
(m,m+1)
ζη

∂F
(m,m+1)
Wζη

∂θ
+

L−1∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

φ
(m)
ζ ×

(
∂F

(m)
aζ

∂θ
+

∑
∆m=±1

q(m,m+∆m)
∑

η∈R(m+∆m)

∂F
(m,m+∆m)
Wηζ

∂θ
µ(m+∆m)
η

)
.

(37)

4.3 Derivation of the sensitivity equation

The sensitivity (update) equations can be obtained from the Lagrangian:

L =DKL +
L−2∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

∑
η∈R(m+1)

Λ
(m,m+1)
ζη F

(m,m+1)
Wζη

+
L−1∑
m=0

∑
ζ∈R(m)

φ
(m)
ζ ×(

F (m)
aζ

+
∑

∆m=±1

q(m,m+∆m)
∑

η∈R(m+∆m)

(
F

(m,m+∆m)
Wζη

µ(m+∆m)
η +W

(m,m+∆m)
ζη

dµ
(m+∆m)
η

dt

))
,

(38)

from which the objective function is given by the usual relation S =
∫ T

0 dt L. By differentiating with
respect to the parameter vector u appearing in the differential equations F we obtain the result of
Section 4.3:

dS

du
(l)
aα

=−
∫ T

0
dt φ(l)

α

∂F
(l)
aα

∂u
(l)
aα

,

dS

du
(l,l+1)
Wαβ

=−
∫ T

0
dt
(

Λ
(l,l+1)
αβ + q(l,l+1)φ(l)

α µ
(l+1)
β + q(l,l+1)φ

(l+1)
β µ(l)

α

) ∂F (l,l+1)
Wαβ

∂u
(l,l+1)
Wαβ

.

(39)

In practice, we restrict the limits of integration to a window [τ, τ + ∆τ ], where we slide τ every few
optimization steps to cover the full range [0, T ].
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