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Abstract

Advances in artificial intelligence (Al) and deep learning have raised concerns about its
increasing energy consumption, while demand for deploying AT in mobile devices and
machines at the edge is growing. Binary neural networks (BNNs) have recently gained
attention as energy and memory efficient models suitable for resource constrained envi-
ronments; however, training BNNs exactly is computationally challenging because of its
discrete characteristics. Recent work proposing a framework for training BNNs based
on quadratic unconstrained binary optimisation (QUBO) and progress in the design
of Ising machines for solving QUBO problems suggest a potential path to efficiently
optimising discrete neural networks. In this work, we extend existing QUBO mod-
els for training BNNs to accommodate arbitrary network topologies and propose two
novel methods for regularisation. The first method maximises neuron margins biasing
the training process toward parameter configurations that yield larger pre-activation
magnitudes. The second method employs a dropout-inspired iterative scheme in which
reduced subnetworks are trained and used to adjust linear penalties on network param-
eters. We apply the proposed QUBO formulation to a small binary image classification
problem and conduct computational experiments on a GPU-based Ising machine. The
numerical results indicate that the proposed regularisation terms modify training be-
haviour and yield improvements in classification accuracy on data not present in the
training set.

Keywords: binary quadratic programming, discrete optimisation, simulated
annealing, ising model, neural networks

1. Introduction

Recent advances in deep learning have driven the rapid development of artificial in-
telligence (Al), enabling widespread deployment in societally critical applications such
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as autonomous driving, predictive maintenance, and conversational agents. The emer-
gence of large language models and multimodal generative systems has dramatically
expanded the scope of Al applications, yet this progress leads to a substantial rise in
energy consumption during both training and inference [I]. Simultaneously, there is a
growing demand for integrating Al capabilities into edge environments such as wearable
health devices and smart sensors with limited computational and energy resources [2].
This dual trend highlights the need for more efficient Al architectures.

To mitigate the computational and energy demands of deep neural networks, quanti-
sation techniques are widely adopted. Quantisation reduces the precision of network
parameters from high-precision floating point representations (e.g., 32-bit) to lower
precision (e.g., 8-bit or 4-bit) values, thereby decreasing memory and computational
requirements and enabling inference on resource constrained devices. In the most ex-
treme case, network parameters are reduced to a single bit, resulting in binary (or bi-
narised) neural networks (BNNs) designed for efficient deployment on low-power edge
devices [3] [4, 5] ©].

The majority of BNN implementations in the literature relies on training through back-
propagation algorithms with some adjustments to account for the binarisation of param-
eters. In the forward propagation phase the input activations and network parameters
are binarised prior to calculating the output activation. This allows for efficient com-
putation of the pre-activation value using XNOR and popcount operations replacing
expensive matrix multiplications [7]. Most of the proposed BNNs use the sign func-
tion as a binarisation function; however, it suffers from lack of differentiability and a
0-derivative almost everywhere. Therefore, when training BNNs using backpropagation
and gradient descent, the straight-through estimator is usually applied to approximate
gradients through discrete activation functions [8]. While this approach enables the
practical training of non-differentiable networks, it introduces a gradient mismatch be-
tween the forward and backward passes, which can bias the parameter updates and po-
tentially degrade generalisation performance. Alternatively, model-based approaches,
such as mixed-integer and constraint programming formulations [9], enable the direct
optimisation of parameters without relying on gradient information, but are susceptible
to a combinatorial explosion in the number of potential solutions as binary variables
are treated endogenously.

Binary neural networks share foundational principles with early energy-based models
of neural computation such as the Ising model [10], Hopfield networks [I1], and Boltz-
mann machines [12], which describe information processing as the minimisation of an
energy function characterising the system state. The Ising model comprises a set of
spins, each of which can be in one of two states usually represented by the values
o =1 or o = —1, pairwise interactions between neighbouring spins governed by a ma-
trix J, and an external field h acting on individual spins, and where the Hamiltonian
E(o)=—->,_ ;Jijoio; — > hio; describes the energy of the system. Hopfield networks
describe systems of arbitrarily connected neurons, each with a binary activation (in-
dicating whether to be firing or not) that are asynchronously updated based on the



weighted sum of inputs exceeding a threshold. When the strengths of the neuron con-
nections are symmetric, the network can be shown to be isomorphic to an Ising model
and thus evolves toward minima of an energy function equivalent to that of an Ising
model [IT]. Boltzmann machines generalise Hopfield networks by introducing proba-
bilistic (but still binary) neuron activations to escape from local minima of the energy
function [12]. Unlike modern deep neural networks and BNNs trained using backprop-
agation algorithms, energy-based models do not require that the network topology is
acyclic and support arbitrary topologies in principle.

The energy minimisation problem of the Ising model is isomorphic to the problem of
solving quadratic unconstrained binary optimisation (QUBO) problems, which pro-
vides a general formulation encompassing several classical optimisation problems [I3].
Although QUBO problems are NP-hard [I4], a variety of nature-inspired computing
systems known as Ising machines have been developed to obtain approximate solutions
rapidly and energy-efficiently [15]. Representative implementations include quantum
annealers utilising superconducting qubits [16], optical Ising machines based on optical
parametric oscillators [17], and digital annealing systems employing massively parallel
architectures such as GPUs or ASICs [I8| 19, 20|, 21]. The approach of reformulating
constrained optimisation problems as QUBOs amenable to being solved on Ising ma-
chines is considered to have the potential to improve the efficiency of combinatorial
optimisation, and, hence, Ising machines have been applied to a wide range of practi-
cal domains [22]. In the context of machine learning, applications include the training
of Boltzmann machines [23], clustering [24], decision tree structure optimisation [25],
black-box optimisation [26], 27], and quantisation of neural networks [2§].

QUBO formulations have also been proposed for directly training general neural net-
works [29] and BNNs in particular [30] using quantum annealing. In particular, Sasdelli
and Chin formulate the training problem of layered BNNs as a quadratically constrained
binary optimisation problem by ensuring correct neuron activations and minimising the
binary training loss, provide a QUBO relaxation, and illustrate the idea on a small net-
work using simulated and quantum annealing [30]. Georgiev extends the formulation,
presents an iterative algorithm, and performs computational experiments on small in-
stances of image classification and sentiment analysis on a digital Ising machine [31].
The number of allowed predecessor neurons in the network according to the proposed
models is limited to 2" — 1 and 2n — 1, respectively, for some positive integer n. Since
existing methods impose restrictions on the network topology or focus primarily on
fitting the training data, it is desired to further investigate methods for incorporating
regularisation and generalisation improvements within the QUBO-based BNN frame-
work.

Overfitting arises when network parameters are fitted too closely to the training data
and consequently exhibits degraded performance on unseen data. Regularisation tech-
niques are aimed at improving the model’s generalisation performance by preventing
overfitting and common techniques include L1- and L2-regularisation, early stopping,
margin maximisation, and dropout. In classification problems, the robustness of a



model depends strongly on the geometry of the separating hyperplanes and margin
maximisation improves stability by increasing the distance between samples and the
decision boundary. Margin maximisation is a fundamental concept in support vector
machines [32] and has more recently been applied to deep neural networks [33] 34 [35].
On the other hand, the dropout technique provides an effective form of regularisation by
randomly deactivating nodes during training, which discourages the model from relying
excessively on specific features [36], B7]. Model-based approaches are also susceptible to
overfitting [38|, and formulations that incorporate regularisation concepts, such as mar-
gin maximisation and minimisation of the number of connections, have been proposed
for BNNs [9].

In this paper we consider the training of BNNs based on a QUBO model amenable to
being solved on Ising machines, and introduce two novel approaches for regularisation in
QUBO-based BNNs. The contributions of this work are four-fold. Firstly, we provide a
general QUBO model for training BNNs with arbitrary topology and prove its validity.
Unlike previous work, we do not restrict the number of allowable predecessor nodes.
Secondly, we conduct computational experiments confirming the validity of the model
on various network architectures for a four-class image classification problem. Thirdly,
we introduce a novel quadratic penalty expression that maximises neuron margins and
improves robustness of the trained networks. Computational results show significantly
increased accuracy of up to 31% on test data. Finally, we present a dropout-like iterative
algorithm that randomly modifies the network topology leading to modest gains in test
accuracy of up to 9% for some hyper-parameter settings. All model and algorithmic
developments are supported by comprehensive computational experiments on a digital
[sing machine.

The remaining part of this paper is laid out as follows. In Section [2, we derive and
present the model as a quadratically constrained feasibility problem and its transfor-
mation to a QUBO problem. The experimental set-up is provided in Section [3, where
we introduce the image classification problem and details on the computational envi-
ronment. In Section [d], we apply the model developed in Section [2] to the classification
problem without regularisation using various neural network architectures and present
the computational results. Having established the validity of the model, we introduce in
Section b} a new quadratic penalty term that maximises neuron margins and show how
it improves accuracy on data not available in the training of the model. In Section [6]
we present an iterative method that randomly modifies the network topology to further
improve test accuracy. Finally, in Section [7, we conclude and discuss further extensions
and potential future research directions.

2. Model formulation

This study is concerned with BNNs in which all network parameters and activations
are either -1 or 1, and where the activation function f is given by,



1 ifx>0
f@):{ —1 itz <0
Let G = (N, A) be a directed graph representing the topology of a neural network, such
that each node ¢ € N represents a neuron with activation z; € {—1,1}, and either a
fixed input v; € R or a bias b; € {—1, 1}, and such that each edge (i, j) € A represents
a connection between neuron ¢ and j with weight w;; € {—1,1}. Furthermore, let
P; = {i € N|(i,7) € A} be the set of predecessor nodes of node j with respect to G
and let Ny and N} be the set of input and output nodes, respectively. Each input node
i € Ny has a fixed input v; € R, while all non-input neurons i € '\ N have a variable
bias parameter b; € {—1,1}. Please refer to Figure [I| where we provide diagrams of
single node and a simple network along with the defined notation. For simplicity of
the presentation, we replace the input and bias parameters, for all nodes i € N, with a
new parameter u; € {—1, 1}, such that u; = f(v;) if i € Ny and w; = b;, otherwise. For
each node 7 € N, the activation of node j is defined as,

zj=[f|u;+ Zwijmi (1)

iEPj

Please refer to Table [1| where we summarise the symbols introduced here and used
throughout the paper. Note that, we use the terms bipolar and binary to describe
parameters and variables that can take values in {—1,1} and {0, 1}, respectively.

In the remaining part of this section, we present a QUBO model for training BNNs
following a similar approach to the previous studies [30, B1I]. Contrary to previous
work, however, we do not restrict the number of predecessor nodes |P;| and we show
that our model is valid for any number of predecessors. Note, that our formulation does
not assume a layered architecture and, in fact, connections between any two nodes are
allowed in principle, although, in this paper we demonstrate experimental results on
standard layered networks only.

In Section 2.1 we encode the activation function into an equality constraint with a
binary expansion of the pre-activation whose most significant bit acts as the activation
indicator. In Section[2.2] we formulate the training problem by replicating the activation
constraints for the data samples and show the transformation to QUBO form.

2.1. Activation function

In order to derive the QUBO formulation for the activation constraints (1)), we utilise
the following theorem.



Table 1: Table of notation.

Symbol Domain  Description

N Set of nodes in the graph representation of the neural network

No Set of input nodes in the graph representation of the neural network

Ny Set of output nodes in the graph representation of the neural network

A Set of connections in the graph representation of the neural network

P; Set of predecessor nodes of node j e N P; ={i e N'| (i,j) € A}

K Set of training data points

x; (xF) {-1,1}  Bipolar activation of node i € N (for training data point k& € K)

yi (yF) {0,1}  Binary activation of node i € N (for training data point k € K)

fcf {-1,1}  Fixed output value of node i € Ny for training data point k € K

vi (VF) R Input at node i € N (for training data point k € K)

b; {-1,1}  Bipolar bias of node i € N"\ Nj

u; (uf) {-1,1}  Auxiliary parameter for node i, u; = f(v;) if i € Ny and u; = b;, otherwise
(for k € K)

d; (d¥) {0,1} Auxili)ary parameter for node i, d; = (u; + 1)/2 (for training data point
kek

Wj {-1,1}  Bipolar weight of connection (i, j) € A

Vij {0,1}  Binary weight of connection (4, j) € A, v;; = (w;; +1)/2

fj {0,1}  Auxiliary variable used to linearise the activation constraint

e Z Pre-activation value of node i; sum of bipolar values in Eq. (3)

Di Zy Pre-activation value of node 7; sum of binary values in Eq.

sl(l) (sl(k’l)) {0,1}  I-th bit of the binary expansion of p; (for training data point k € K)

n; Zy A non-negative integer that determines the bit-length of the expansion for
node j in Eq.

Kj Zy A non-negative integer that offsets the bit expansion in Eq. @

X; (Xf) Zy Auxiliary non-negative integer variable used in the activation constraints

for node j (training data point k)

(a) (b)

Figure 1: Schematic diagram of a single node j and its predecessors @ and a small layered network
with six nodes (]E[)



Theorem 1. Given a non-negative integer m and x; € {—1,1} fori=1,...,m, define
the non-negative integers

where | -] denotes the floor function.
Define bits sg,...,s, € {0,1} by the (n+1)-bit expansion

m

R g

i=1

Then the sum of the bipolar variables x; is positive if and only if the most significant
bit s, is 1, i.e.,

in >1 «— s,=1.

Proof. For notational simplicity, we introduce

Y:Zx";l e {0,...,m} and 5:%— EJ e {0,0.5).

m
=1

Note that 0 <Y < m = 2" — 1 — k and thus

0§Y+{SJ §2”+1—1—n+{gJ:2”+1—1—{gwg2n+1_1,

so the (n+1)-bit expansion in Eq. exists and is unique.

Since Y " x; = 2Y — m, we have

in21<:> Y —m—1>0
=1
— Y +k—2""1 >0

— 2<Y+ {SJ +5—2") >0

— Y+L§J >om _ 6.

Because Y + [k/2] is an integer and 0 < § < 1, the last inequality is equivalent to
Y + [k/2] = > 1L,2's > 2" Furthermore, since 0 < 27;01 2ls; < 2" — 1, this is
equivalent to s, = 1. O



For each node j € N, we denote the pre-activation value by m; and its counterpart
composed of the corresponding binary terms by p; as follows,

T = Uu; + Z Wiy, (3>
1€P;

u; +1 wi;xr; + 1
D D (4)
IS

Corollary 1. For some node j € N with the set of predecessor nodes P;, define non-
negative integers

n;j = |logy(|P;| +1)], (5)
Ky =2""1 —|Py| -2, (6)
and bits s(()j), e ,s%) such that,
Uj +1 Wi T; +1 . i 1 () Rj
2 +§: 2 2ﬁ_ﬂ?f (M)
ZEPj =0

then, due to Theorem/[l]

u; + Zwijxi >1 if and only if sﬁlj) =1.
i€P;

For the following formulation, it is convenient to replace the bipolar variables with
their corresponding binary variables such that for every node j € N, d; = (u; + 1)/2,
y; = (xz; +1)/2, and for every connection (7,7) € A, v;; = (w;; +1)/2. We can now
re-write p; in terms of binary variables,

P S CPRiIC T

: 2
ZGP]'

= d;+ > (v — vy —yi + 1). (8)
iEPj

In particular, it has been indicated by Corollary |1| that 7; > 1 if and only if 3%.) = 1.

Since y; = Ij; L corresponds to the activation of node j, the restriction Y = sq(@jj.) is

required for consistency. Hence, from Eqs. and , by introducing

0 if P =0,

o n;—1 . 9
Xd Z ZZsl(j) otherwise )
1=0



and replacing s%) by v;, we obtain

dj + Z(zvijyi —vy =Y+ 1) =2"y; 4+ x; — LEJJ (10)

iEPj

Then, if constraint is satisfied, y; represents the activation of node j. Note that
constraint (10) also holds for the case when P; = (); we then have that n; = 0 and
k; = 0 and therefore d; = y;. In particular, when j € A is an input node, we have

that y; = d; = “’TH = f(”]T)H is fixed.

Figure [2] shows a simple example of the proposed activation encoding using a neu-
ron with two predecessors and all weights equal to 1. Table [2[ enumerates all eight
combinations of predecessor activations and the neuron bias to demonstrate the exact
correspondence between pre-activation, its binary expansion, and the resulting acti-
vation. The pre-activation m3 = x1 + x5 + bs is the sum of three bipolar terms, and
its binary counterpart ps = y; + y2 + d3 counts the number of positive contributions.
The most significant bit in the bit expansion of p3 = 2553) + s(()g) uniquely determines
whether the bipolar sum is strictly positive. Indeed, Table [2| shows that cases with
73 < 0 correspond to p3 € {0,1} and s§3) = 0, whereas cases with w3 > 0 correspond to

ps € {2,3} and s¥ =1.

Figure 2: Schematic diagram of a neuron j = 3 with two predecessor neurons in P; = {1,2} and bias
bs.

2.2. Training model

In the training model, data-indexed symbols are introduced for a given training set IC
(see Table . Each data point k& € K consists of an input vector * and a corresponding
output vector 2*. For the data set, the task is to determine weights w € {—1, 1} and
biases b € {—1,1}W\Wol - Hereafter we call an assignment (w,b) feasible if, for every
k € K and every node j € N, the activation constraints are satisfied. In addition,
for every output node j € N}, the activation is required to match the training label,

9



Table 2: Example of activation and pre-activation variables for a neuron with two predecessor neurons
as shown in Figure[2| (m = 3, n =1, kK = 0). All eight possible combinations of predecessor activations
(z1 and x9) and bias (bs) and the corresponding pre-activation (73 and p3) and activation values (x3
and y3) are shown.

(3) () 3)

r1 2 by Y1 Y2 d3 mz=a1+xat+by ps=y1+y2tds SsSy Yz =S I3
-1 -1 -1 0 0 0 -3 0 00 0 -1
-1 -1 1 0 0 1 -1 1 01 0 -1
-1 1 -1 0 1 0 -1 1 01 0 -1
-1 1 1 0 1 1 1 2 10 1 1
1 -1 -1 1 0 0 -1 1 01 0 -1
1 -1 1 1 0 1 1 2 10 1 1
1 1 -1 1 1 0 1 2 10 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 3 3 11 1 1
ie., xf = if for all k € K. For notational convenience, let d* denote the binarised

input /bias parameter for node j and data point k; we set df = (f(v}) +1)/2if j € Ny
and set df = (b; 4 1)/2 otherwise.

With the above notations, the activation constraints become

dj+§(20z‘jyi — Vij — Y; +1) =2y + x5 — L?J, VieN, kek, (11)
el

where, similar to Eq. (9), for each j € N and k € K we define x¥ = 0 if P; =
and X? =3 ! ZZsl(k’j ) otherwise, with sl(k’j ) e {0,1} being auxiliary binary variables.

Here, y;? and v;; are binary decision variables corresponding to activations and weights,
respectively. The output consistency is enforced by

:E§+1
2 9

k

VjeN, kek. (12)

Since constraint is quadratic, and due to convenience when formulating the QUBO
problem, we linearise the quadratic terms by introducing for each connection (i, j) € A
and each training datapoint k£ € K an auxiliary binary variable djfj and letting

fj:vijyfa VjieN,ie Pjkek, (13)

We can now define the problem of training a BNN with an underlying topology given
by G = (N, .A) as the non-linear feasibility problem,

10



Find vectors d € {0,1}" v € {0, 1}y € {0, 1}VIKI y e ZNIM e {0, 1}1AIK]

k k k _ onj, k k Ky -
such that d; +Z(2¢z’j_vij_yz‘ +1) = 2"y 4+ X5 — L?J, VieN, kek,
ZGP]‘
(14)

and constraint

are satisfied

To convert the feasibility problem — to QUBO form, we note that a feasible
solution to can be achieved by minimising the quadratic penalty term,

2

=S5 (4 3ok -yt 0 -2 - | 2]

ke jeN iEP;

and that constraints can be enforced by the standard penalty [39] given as

iyt = 2(vls + yiul) + 30k, VieN i€ PLkek (15)

R

Table 3: The function zy — 2(zy + y¥) + 3¢ is 0 exactly, when ¢ = zy is True and strictly positive
otherwise.

oy Y oxy Y=xy xy—2(xY+yd)+ 3¢
0O 0 0 0 True 0
0 0 1 O False 3
01 0 O True 0
01 1 0 False 1
1 0 0 O True 0
1 0 1 O False 1
1 1 0 1 False 1
1 1 1 1 True 0

It can be confirmed that constraints hold when the penalty in Eq. attains its
minimum value of 0 as shown in Table [} We can therefore reformulate the feasibility
problem — to that of finding binary vectors d, v, y, x, and v that minimise the

following Hamiltonian,

Htrzzin = Hl + OCH2 (16>

11



where H; enforces the correct activation of neurons and

Hy = > vyl — 2(vi08 + yfuly) + 3¢5

kek jeN ieP;
ensures that wfj = vijyf and « is an appropriate scaling factor. A feasible assignment of
weights and biases are characterised by a solution in which Hy,.q;,, = Hy = Hs = 0 corre-
sponding to satisfying all activation constraints and the auxiliary constraints .
Complying with constraints in Eq. is achieved by simply fixing the output variables.

We remark on several practical aspects of the formulation. First, instead of fixing the
output values as in Eq. , one could add a loss function to Hy.q;, minimising the
difference between the output activations and the training output. However, this would
increase the number of variables and terms in the Hamiltonian potentially making it
more difficult to find near-optimal solutions. Second, note that the numbers of variables
and constraints scale with the size of the dataset since for each training data point
k € K, we introduce variables such as yf , fj, and X? for each node 7 € A and each
connection (i,j) € A. Therefore, the numbers of variables and constraints grow as

O(IK| - INT) or O(IK] - | A]).

3. Experimental set-up

We apply the training model developed in Section [2] to a four-class image classification
problem using one-shot training, where network parameters are learned from a single
image from each class. The data set consists of 44 binary images each comprising 5 X 5
pixels resembling the letters O, N, L, and X. Each image is classified accordingly into
one of four classes O, N, L, and X. The data set is shown in Figure [3]and contains eleven
images from each class, such that one is used for training and the remaining ten are
used for testing. Each of the test images is obtained from the training image of the same
class by inverting exactly two pixels. Since every image pixel is restricted to only one
of two colours, each pixel can be intrinsically mapped to a single input node without
losing information in the activation transformation. We note that higher precision
inputs, such as a multi-bit grey-scale or colour image, can be easily accommodated by
the use of multiple input nodes for each pixel, e.g., eight input nodes may be employed
to represent each pixel in an 8-bit image.

In our experiments, network training was performed by minimising the Hamiltonian in
Eq. and extended ones presented in subsequent sections using an Ising machine.
The scaling factor o in Eq. was fixed to a = 1 throughout. As the Ising machine, we
employed a massively-parallel simulated annealing method with Markov chain Monte
Carlo optimised for the many-core architecture such as GPU [19]. The code was exe-
cuted in single precision on a workstation equipped with an Intel Core i9-9900K CPU
(3.60 GHz) and an NVIDIA GeForce RTX 2080 GPU. One annealing calculation was

12
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Figure 3: Data set comprising 44 monochrome images each labelled with their respective class (O, N,
L, or X). Four images @) are used for training, while 40 images @ are used for testing.

configured with 1,000 independent replicas and evolved for Ny = 1,000 Monte Carlo
steps for the variable updates. The temperature parameter T in the annealing algo-
rithm was updated after every Monte Carlo step according to the geometric cooling
schedule T = Tax(Tmin/ Timax) e=Y for each step t = 0,..., Nyc — 1. The tem-
perature parameters Ty, and Tya, were tuned by the Nelder-Mead method [40]. This
entire annealing procedure was independently repeated for training each BNN.

In Section [4] B and [6], we report on the results of our computational experiments using
this setup unless otherwise stated.

4. Analysis of network architectures

In this section, the training formulation introduced in previous sections is directly ap-
plied to several network architectures. We note that the results provide a baseline
for regularisation methods discussed in the latter sections. Eighteen different network
architectures are employed: eight convolutional networks (having one or two hidden
convolutional layers) and ten fully-connected networks (having a single fully-connected
hidden layer). The networks are summarised in Table . A diagram showing the archi-
tecture of a convolutional network (Network 2) is shown in Figure[d] The convolutional
networks apply filters of size 2 x 2, 3 x 3, or 4 x 4 with shared weights. For all networks,
the output layer comprises two neurons, such that any combination of outputs maps to
exactly one of the four labels. E.g., an output of (—1,—1) corresponds to the label O,
while an output of (1,—1) corresponds to the label X. For each network architecture
200 tests were conducted, each comprising a training run and inference on each of the

13



40 images in the test data set. In the following, we present and analyse the details of
the experiments described above.

Table 4: Summary of network topologies investigated. Each network architecture is composed of one
or two hidden layers, each of which is either convolutional (conv) or fully connected (fc). fc(a) indicates
a fully-connected layer with a neurons, while conv(a x b) indicates a convolutional layer with an a x b
filter. conv(a x b x 2) indicates that 2 a x b filters are applied in the same layer. When two hidden
layers are used the + operator indicates separation between the two layers. Neurons and Connections
indicate the number of neurons and connections, respectively, in the network. Constraints indicates
the total number of activation constraints and auxiliary substitution constraints , Variables
indicates the total number of binary variables v;;, y¥, and dzfj and integer variables X?» respectively,
used in the QUBO formulation of the training problem.

Network Architecture Neurons Connections Variables Constraints
V| | Al binary integer
0 conv(2x2) 43 96 246 72 200
1 conv(2x2) + fe(4) 47 136 466 88 376
2 conv(3x3) 36 99 146 44 116
3 conv(3x3x2) 45 198 290 80 224
4 conv(3x3) + fc(4) 40 125 296 60 236
5 conv(4x4) 31 72 78 24 56
6 conv(4x4x2) 35 144 154 40 104
7 conv(4x4) + fc(4) 39 168 294 56 216
8 fe(1) 28 27 42 12 20
9 fe(2) 29 54 82 16 32
10 fe(3) 30 81 122 20 44
11 fe(4) 31 108 162 24 56
12 fe(5) 32 135 202 28 68
13 fe(6) 33 162 242 32 80
14 fe(7) 34 189 282 36 92
15 fe(8) 35 216 322 40 104
16 fc(9) 36 243 362 44 116
17 fc(10) 37 270 402 48 128

Table p|and Figure [5| summarise the results by network architecture. The best perform-
ing networks are network 10, 11, and 5, with a mean test accuracy of 57%, 55%, and
55%, respectively. All three networks have a mean training accuracy of 1.0. Networks
10 and 11 are both fully-connected networks with three and four neurons, respectively,
in the middle hidden layer, while Network 5 is a convolutional network with four neu-
rons in the middle layer. The best performing networks are all relatively small networks
with a modest number of neurons and connections. Network 5 is the smallest among
the convolutional networks (0-7), while Network 10 and 11 are the smallest networks
among the fully-connected networks (8-17), that have at least three neurons in the
middle layer. All the fully-connected networks with at least three nodes in the middle
layer obtained a mean training accuracy of or close to 1.
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It is worth remarking, that all networks with optimal solutions to the Hamiltonian,
specifically Network 5 and Networks 10-15, satisfy all activation and auxiliary con-
straints and achieve a training accuracy of 1.0, as expected. In contrast, the worst
performing networks (e.g., Network 1, 3, 4, 7, 8, and 9) all have a large fraction of
unsatisfied constraints in the solution of the training problem. This is a direct cause of
low training accuracy, since many of the neuron activations are not correctly applied.
The convolutional networks with poor performance (Network 1, 3, 4, 7) are all relatively
large models with more than 200 constraints each. It is likely that for large models,
the low performance stems from the inability of the annealing algorithm to converge
on solutions that satisfy all constraints. On the contrary, the fully-connected networks
(Network 8 and 9) are very small networks with few constraints. In these cases the poor
performance is caused by the network’s inability to encode the input signals properly.
For instance, Network 8 has only one neuron (and a 1-bit activation) in the middle
layer, while two bits are necessary to encode the classification of the input into one of
four classes. Hence, half of the required information is lost in the middle layer resulting
in a mean training accuracy of only 0.5.

Figure [6] shows the histograms of test accuracies obtained from Networks 5 and 10,
which represent the best-performing convolutional and fully connected architectures,
respectively. The distributions are uni-modal and concentrated around their mean
values of approximately 0.55 for Network 5 and 0.57 for Network 10. Note that the
annealing calculations found optimal solutions for all training runs of both networks
but the variation in the test accuracies suggests that, even among optimal solutions,
the network parameter configurations of some solutions generalise better than those
of others to unseen data. This observation motivates the discussion in the following
sections, where we explore methods for regularisation schemes for QUBO-based BNN
to encourage solutions that achieve better generalisation performance.

5. Maximising sum of margins

In classification problems, hyper planes define decision boundaries between classes and
determine how an input is classified. Margins define the minimum distance from any
data point to the decision boundary, and thus reflect the model’s robustness to input
perturbations. Extending this idea to neural networks, the neuron margin quanti-
fies how much the pre-activation input must change to flip the neuron’s output. As
maximising neuron margins has been shown to enhance generalisation and robustness,
efforts have been undertaken to incorporate margin-based loss functions in the training
of neural networks [33], B34 35, 9]. Building upon these observations, we introduce a
QUBO-based formulation that promotes neuron margins in BNNs.

5.1. Preliminary analysis and model formulation

Following [9], the neuron margin for neuron j € N is defined as the minimum absolute
value of its pre-activation across all training samples k € K.
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Input image Input layer Hidden convolutional laver Fully-connected output layer

Figure 4: Schematic diagram of Network 2 in Table 4, that is a convolutional neural network with
5 x b input nodes, 3 x 3 convolutional filter giving rise to a 3 x 3 node hidden convolutional layer, and
a 2-node fully-connected output layer. Note, that for clarity, incoming connections are only shown for
two of the nodes in the hidden layer.
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Figure 5: Test and training accuracy statistics for the 18 network architectures. Each box represents
the first quartile, median, and third quartile, while whiskers indicate the range of the distribution
(minimum to maximum) of the test accuracy. The grey squares indicate the mean training accuracy,
while the attached grey vertical lines indicate the range of training accuracies (minimum to maximum).
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Table 5: Summary statistics for test and training accuracy for each of the 18 network architectures
investigated. Each entry represents results obtained from 200 independent training and inference runs
on the four-class image classification task. The table lists the minimum, maximum, mean, and median
test accuracies, as well as the corresponding mean training accuracies and the average fraction of
unsatisfied constraints and . The entries highlighted in bold, Networks 5 and 10, indicate the
best test accuracy among the convolutional and fully connected architectures, respectively.

Network Test accuracy Training accuracy Unsatisfied constraints
min. max. mean median mean mean fraction (%)
0 0.225 0.725 0.487  0.500 0.801 0.6875
1 0.025 0.550 0.254  0.250 0.245 4.6782
2 0.200 0.775 0.495  0.500 0.838 0.7845
3 0.125 0.675 0.390  0.400 0.550 2.8549
4 0.000 0.600 0.274  0.275 0.324 2.6483
5 0.300 0.950 0.550 0.550 1.000 0.0000
6 0.225 0.875 0.505  0.500 0.985 0.0865
7 0.050 0.675 0.301  0.300 0.380 2.2917
8 0.250 0.500 0.392  0.400 0.500 10.0000
9 0.275 0.750 0.509  0.500 0.750 3.1250
10 0.325 0.825 0.569 0.575 1.000 0.0000
11 0.300 0.825 0.552  0.550 1.000 0.0000
12 0.250 0.800 0.533  0.525 1.000 0.0000
13 0.275 0.775 0.512  0.525 1.000 0.0000
14 0.225 0.850 0.505  0.500 1.000 0.0000
15 0.250 0.725 0.500  0.500 1.000 0.0000
16 0.225 0.775 0.482  0.475 0.999 0.0086
17 0.200 0.750 0.486  0.475 0.996 0.0273
0.30 0.30 —
0.254 ] 0.25
0.20 4 0.20 4 |
§ 0.15 4 [ ] E‘; 0.15 4
: 0.10 4 L | ) 0.10 4
0.05 0.05 ﬂ_‘i
0.00 T T T j_;_‘ — T 0.00 T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Test accuracy Test accuracy
(a) Network 5. (b) Network 10.

Figure 6: Histogram of test accuracy across 200 independent training and inference runs for each of
Network 5 @ and Network 10 @
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This value measures the smallest perturbation required to change the neuron’s acti-
vation. Summing the margins over all non-input nodes, we obtain a network level
indicator of the robustness of the network given the training data,

JEN\No i€ P;

However, S; is not amenable to optimisation using QUBO expressions as it involves
nested minimisation. To obtain a tractable expression, we define the alternative proxy
indicator Sy, where instead of taking the minimum over all data points, we take the
summation as follows,

SQZ Z Zb]—FZ'LU”xf .

JEN\Np k€K 1€EP;

In Figure[7| we plot the test accuracy against S; and Sy for Network 10 trained without
regularisation (as in Section for 200 runs of the algorithm. This gives us an indication
of how well the two indicators perform as predictors for generalisation. Since, S relies
on taking the minimum of the absolute value of the pre-activation values, the number of
possible outcomes is relatively limited and in our case is restricted to one of six values
(0, 2, 4, 6, 8, and 10), while the domain of Sy on the other hand is more granular.
Furthermore, from Figure [7, Sy appears to exhibit a clearly positive correlation with
test accuracy—that is, a higher value of S5 seems to indicate a higher accuracy on unseen
data for this experiment. In the following, we show how to formulate the proxy margin
indicator S, as a QUBO expression and incorporate it into the training Hamiltonian.

We note first that for every input data point & € K and non-input node j € N\ N,
we have from the activation constraint and the definition of p;,

bj + 1 U)Z].T?i~C + 1
AP i

s K
=2 - 5

1€EP;
Therefore, the pre-activation value for a non-input node j is given by
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Figure 7: Test accuracy vs. sum of margins S @ and So (]EI) evaluated across 200 independent training
and inference runs using Network 10 without regularisation. Dots indicate observations, while the grey
line indicates the mean accuracy and the shaded band represents the 95% confidence interval computed
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that have the same combination of test accuracy and S;-, respectively, Sa-value.

b+ > wiat =2 (2 + xt - m)—w—l (17)

i€ Pj
Since, y; = 1 when the pre-activation value is strictly positive and y; = 0 otherwise, we

have that the absolute value of the pre-activation of node j € '\ N for data point k
can be written as

ZEP ’iGPj

From Eqgs. and , we can re-write the absolute value of the pre-activation as,

b+ > wyak| = (2yF — 1) (2 (2%;;? +k - LgJ) Y- 1) (19)

i€ P;

The right hand side of Eq. is quadratic in y; and can readily be incorporated in
the QUBO formulation. We therefore introduce the following QUBO penalty term,
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To maximise Sy, we subtract H,,,, from the original Hamiltonian H;,.;, to obtain the
augmented energy function,

*
Htrain

:H1+OZH2—’}/Hsom (20)
where v and ~y are scaling factors.

5.2. Computational results

To examine the effect of maximising S on QUBO-based BNNs, we conduct computa-
tional experiments on Network 5 and Network 10. The experiments are conducted as in
Section [4] with the objective function replaced by Hj,;, (20). In all experiments, a = 1
is kept constant, while varying the value of the scaling factor . For each value of ~,
we perform 200 runs of training and inference. The results are summarised in Table [6]
and Figure [§l Experiments with v = 0 are equivalent to the experiments performed in
Section [] without regularisation and serve as a baseline for comparison. Table [6] and
Figure [§] indicate that the performance of the BNNs on classification tasks improves
significantly when introducing margin-based regularisation maximising Ss. For Net-
work 5, the best results are achieved with v = 0.03, which increases the mean accuracy
from 54% to 71% corresponding to a performance improvement of 31%. Similarly, for
Network 10, the highest mean accuracy is achieved with v = 0.02 leading to an increase
in mean accuracy from 58% to 73% or a 26% relative increase in accuracy compared to
the baseline without regularisation.

When the scaling factor v becomes too large, the performance tends to decrease. As
shown in Table [6] for v > 0.03 the annealing algorithm sometimes produces infeasible
solutions that do not satisfy either activation or auxiliary constraints (i.e., H; > 0 or
Hy > 0). Furthermore, the proportion of infeasible solutions increases with increasing
~. This behavior stems from the dominant contribution of Hy, in the Hamiltonian,
which emphasises margin maximisation rather than constraint satisfaction. As infea-
sible solutions may violate the activation constraints, the networks derived from such
solutions exhibit low training accuracy, thereby lowering the overall average perfor-
mance across all trials. However, when only feasible solutions are considered, the test
accuracy increases monotonically up to approximately v ~ 0.1 (Figure E[) In particular,
for Network 10, the mean accuracy reaches almost 90%.

These results indicate that maximising margins yields solutions with improved gener-
alisation capability. Figure [I0] and Figure [I1] show the test accuracy and the margin
indicators S; and S, respectively, for Network 10 with v = 0.00, 0.01, and 0.02, for
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which only feasible solutions are obtained by the annealing runs. Although the results
with v = 0 in Figure [7a] did not show a clear correlation between the test accuracy and
S1, Figure [I0] shows that including the results obtained with v = 0.01 and 0.02 results
in a clear positive correlation. This is consistent with previous studies regarding the
usefulness of S; as a regularisation measure. Meanwhile, as illustrated in Figure the
correspondingly strong positive correlation with Ss indicates that S, serves as an effec-
tive approximation in the QUBO formulation. This might, however, be attributed to
the characteristics of the dataset and the small size of the models and further research
is necessary to confirm the effectiveness on other data instances.

Table 6: Summary statistics for test and training accuracy for different sum of margin factors ~y for
Network 5 (convolutional) and Network 10 (fully connected). Each entry represents results obtained
from 200 independent training and inference runs on the four-class image classification task. The table
lists the minimum, maximum, mean, and median test accuracies, the corresponding mean training
accuracies, the mean fraction of unsatisfied constraints and , as well as, the mean Si- and
So-values.

Network — ~ Test accuracy Training acc. Unsatisfied constr. S} So

min. max. mean median mean mean fraction (%) mean mean
5 0.00 0.225 0.800 0.540 0.550 1.000 0.00 7.05  59.98
5 0.01 0.475 0.900 0.706 0.700 1.000 0.00 10.04 88.48
) 0.02 0.450 0.925 0.704 0.713 1.000 0.00 10.34 89.81
) 0.03 0.450 0.975 0.714 0.725 0.999 0.01 9.91 89.57
) 0.05 0.325 0.900 0.694 0.700 0.948 0.54 10.84  95.60
5 0.08 0.350 0.925 0.673 0.675 0.860 1.40 11.45 102.67
) 0.10 0.125 0.975 0.644 0.675 0.819 2.12 11.32 106.46
) 0.12 0.225 0.950 0.620 0.625 0.799 2.58 10.94 107.66
10 0.00 0.375 0.825 0.583 0.575 1.000 0.00 3.47 5292
10 0.01 0.500 0.950 0.728 0.725 1.000 0.00 6.86  91.32
10 0.02 0.525 0.950 0.734 0.750 1.000 0.00 745  93.86
10 0.03 0475 0.950 0.724 0.725 0.984 0.17 7.54  96.52
10 0.05 0.375 0.975 0.703 0.700 0.860 1.39 9.93 112.06
10 0.08 0.225 0.975 0.617 0.650 0.701 3.11 12.50 127.94
10 0.10 0.250 0.950 0.557  0.500 0.615 4.38 14.29 137.02
10 0.12 0.000 0.900 0.532 0.500 0.579 9.97 14.79 141.66

6. A dropout algorithm

Motivated by improvements by the regularisation method in Section [5 we further in-
vestigate an alternative regularisation method. The approach taken in Sections [] and
relies on training the neural network by solving a single optimisation problem that
includes all training data at once. When the size of the training data set is large, find-
ing good quality solutions in a single annealing run becomes intractable as the sizes of
the models and increase with the size of the training data set. To mitigate
this scalability issue, for example, Georgiev [31] proposed an iterative algorithm that
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gradually updates network parameters indirectly by iteratively learning from batches
of input data. In this work, we propose a dropout-like regularisation method that
randomly removes neurons and utilises batched training data, thereby reducing the
problem size while maintaining regularisation benefits. We note that this approach
dynamically alters the network structure, leveraging the flexibility of our QUBO for-
mulation supporting arbitrary network topologies.

6.1. Model and algorithm

In the following, we propose an iterative algorithm for gradually updating network
parameters by solving several QUBO problems in sequence. To this end, we augment
the training Hamiltonian to allow for additional (linear) penalty terms on the weights
and biases. We define the augmented Hamiltonian by,

minimise H;Cam =H+aHy— H.py

where H, = Zje./\f (C?bj + Zier C?J}'wij)

The Hamiltonian H,.,; acts as an external weight bias term such that large positive
values of c? for some neuron j will tend to favour a bias value of b; = 1, whereas a
large negative value will favour b; = —1 and similarly for the weight parameters. The
algorithm relies on a vector of weight factors ¢ and a vector of bias factors ¢?, which
are both initialised to the O-vectors resulting in H.,; = 0 initially. Note, that the scaling
of H,,; relative to H, and H, is implicitly defined by the coefficient vectors ¢ and c.

In each iteration of the algorithm, a new configuration G’ = (N, A’) of the network
is obtained by removing a randomly selected subset of nodes Ny, from the original
network G, such that N7 = N\ Nyop and A" = {(4,7) € Ali,j ¢ Narop}. The new
network is then trained on some batch of the training data by minimising the function
H! ;. defined on the reduced network G’. Note, that the removal of nodes from the

network affects the number of variables as we are no longer calculating the bias and
activations for removed nodes, as well as the weights of their incident connections.

The network parameters (weights and biases) obtained from this optimisation guide the
update of the weight and bias factors ¢ and ¢® associated with the reduced network,
such that for each neuron j € N/, ¢ < g(c%,b;) and for each connection (i,j) € A,
iy g(c@j,wij), for some update function g. In this paper, we assume the following
update function,

gla,b) = a+n8""b

where 71 is a constant learning factor, f < 1 is a constant factor, and nV5¢ is the
number of unsatisfied constraints in the current solution. This update function is
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designed to balance adaptability and stability. The learning rate n controls the step
size of the update, determining how strongly the new parameter values influence the
bias and weight factors. The exponential term B”USC acts as an adaptive weight, which
exponentially suppresses the update magnitude when constraints are unsatisfied. Thus,
the bias and weight factors increase (or decrease) proportionally to the learning rate and
decay exponentially with the number of unsatisfied constraints. Note that this update
rule is a generalised version of the rule presented in [3I] that explicitly considers the
distance from the current solution to a feasible one, and that the two update rules are
equivalent for § = 1. The number of iterations M is set by the user. After the final
iteration the full network N is trained without removing any nodes. The algorithm is
outlined in Algorithm [I}

Algorithm 1 A dropout algorithm for QUBO-based neural networks.

<0 > initialise weight factors
A0 > initialise bias factors
for i < 1 to M do
Ki <~ GETTRAININGBATCH(:) > get training data batch i
G’ + MODIFYNETWORK(G) > modify network, e.g., by node removal
w, b < mings i, H;l . (¢, ) > train network
< g(c”,w) > update weight factors
&+ g(cb) > update bias factors
end for
w, b < miny i, ,, Hyf i (. ) > train final batch without dropout

6.2. Computational results

We perform computational experiments on the data set described in Section [3| and
depicted in Figure [3] As in the previous experiments, the training data is limited to
the first four images, while testing is performed on the remaining 40 images. The
training batch IC; contains all four training images and is the same in every iteration
t. Hence, we do not apply mini-batching in these experiments and the only changes
between iterations are the neurons that are removed in the ModifyNetwork procedure
in Algorithm 1.

We conduct experiments on two fully connected network architectures (Network 10 and
12 in Table 4)) having three and five neurons in the hidden layer, respectively. In each
iteration, we randomly remove five neurons (20 %) from the input layer and n4.,, = 0, 1,
and 2 neurons in the middle, hidden layer. Output neurons are never removed. The
learning rate is varied using the values n = 0.01,0.02,0.05,0.1, and 0.5, while § = 0.1
is kept constant. The number of iterations was kept constant for all experiments at
M = 10.

For each combination of dropout hyperparameters, 100 independent training and test-
ing runs were performed. The settings for the number of replicas and Monte Carlo steps
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Figure 12: Test accuracy distributions for various learning rates 1 and dropout levels 14,0, for Network
10 @ and Network 12 (]ED, for 100 independent training and inference runs. Each box shows the first
quartile, median, and third quartile, while the whiskers indicate the minimum and maximum. The
horizontal dashed line indicates the median test accuracy obtained without applying dropout. Grey
squares and vertical lines represent the mean and range of training accuracy, respectively.

in each annealing calculation were identical to those described in Section [3] During the
intermediate dropout iterations, the temperature parameters were fixed as T, = 0.2
and Tl = 8.6, but for the final training phase, the temperature parameters were op-
timised using the Nelder-Mead method [40]. For comparison, 100 additional tests were
conducted for each network without applying dropout (i.e., without iterative training)
to serve as the baseline. The results of the experiments are summarised in Table [7]
which lists for each set of experiments the minimum, maximum, mean, and median test

accuracy as well as the mean training accuracy.

Figure [12] plots the test accuracy by learning rate and dropout rate for each of the
two networks considered. The effect of the dropout algorithm on both networks is
rather modest in this experiment. For Network 12, slight improvements are occasionally
observed when both 7 and ng,, increase. In particular, with a learning rate of n = 0.5
and ng,.p, = 2, the mean test accuracy improves from 54% (without dropout) to 59%. In
contrast, Network 10 exhibits a slight decrease in accuracy under the same conditions.
This degradation is likely due to the small number of neurons (three) in the hidden layer,
making the architecture less suitable for dropout. In addition, the training accuracy
generally tends to decrease as 7 increases. This behaviour might be attributed to the
additional penalty term H.,; becoming dominant over H; and H, in the final annealing
run, which results in infeasible solutions for constraints and . However, the
reduction in test accuracy with increasing n remains relatively small. This may serve
as evidence that the dropout process improves the generalisation ability of the network
during training. To further verify the effects of model size reduction by batching and
the generalisation benefits of the dropout, additional experiments using larger datasets
and network architectures will be required.
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Table 7: Summary statistics for test and training accuracy for varying the learning rate 7 and the
number of neurons dropped in the hidden layer ng,.op for Network 10 and Network 12. Each entry
represents results obtained from 100 independent training and inference runs on the four-class image
classification task. The table lists the minimum, maximum, mean, and median test accuracies, the
corresponding mean training accuracies, and the mean fraction of unsatisfied constraints and .

Network 1 Ngrop Test accuracy Training accuracy Unsatisfied constraints
min. max. mean median mean mean fraction (%)
10 0.00 - 0.400 0.825 0.574 0.575 1.000 0.00
10 0.01 0 0375 0.850 0.583 0.575 1.000 0.00
10 0.01 1 0.350 0.800 0.587  0.600 1.000 0.00
10 0.01 2 0325 0.875 0.577 0.575 1.000 0.00
10 0.02 0 0375 0.900 0.592 0.575 0.993 0.07
10 0.02 1 0.250 0.825 0.568 0.575 0.983 0.16
10 0.02 2 0325 0.850 0.586 0.575 1.000 0.00
10 0.0 0 0350 0.825 0.575 0.550 0.960 0.55
10 0.05 1 0.300 0.825 0.546  0.537 0.815 1.84
10 0.0 2 0300 0.800 0.578 0.550 0.965 0.32
10 0.10 0 0325 0.875 0.590 0.575 0.922 0.91
10 0.10 1 0.275 0.800 0.540 0.550 0.777 2.48
10 0.10 2 0.275 0.850 0.576 0.575 0.907 1.07
10 0.50 0 0.225 0875 0.571 0.575 0.780 2.20
10 0.50 1 0.200 0.750 0.493  0.500 0.670 3.52
10 0.50 2 0275 0.825 0.537 0.525 0.723 2.77
12 0.00 - 0.275 0.875 0.542  0.550 1.000 0.00
12 0.01 0 0325 0.800 0.546  0.550 1.000 0.00
12 0.01 1 0.400 0.775 0.579  0.600 1.000 0.00
12 0.01 2 0325 0.875 0.545 0.537 1.000 0.00
12 0.02 0 0275 0775 0.551 0.550 0.960 0.28
12 0.02 1 0.250 0.775 0.529  0.525 0.963 0.25
12 0.02 2 0325 0875 0.573 0.575 0.995 0.06
12 0.0 0 0300 0.775 0.524 0.525 0.895 0.96
12 0.05 1 0.250 0.825 0.518 0.525 0.848 1.25
12 0.0 2 0.250 0.800 0.534 0.550 0.897 0.96
12 0.10 0 0.250 0.775 0.492 0.500 0.765 2.24
12 0.10 1 0.300 0.775 0.499  0.500 0.790 2.18
12 0.10 2 0300 0.775 0.551 0.575 0.873 1.25
12 0.50 0 0.175 0.750 0.496 0.500 0.682 5.35
12 0.50 1 0.250 0.725 0.463  0.450 0.568 5.93
12 0.50 2 0.350 0.875 0.589 0.600 0.810 5.00
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7. Conclusion

QUBO-based formulations have recently enabled the training of BNNs on Ising ma-
chines. In this work we show that the formulation can be extended to an arbitrary
network topology, which is not necessarily layered or acyclic. We conduct computa-
tional experiments on a small four-class image classification problem on a digital Ising
machine and introduce two novel methods for regularising the training problem. One
is a quadratic penalty that maximises the sum of neuron margins. Computational re-
sults show that this method significantly improves test accuracy and produces a clear
positive correlation between margin size and generalisation. The other is a dropout-like
algorithm that randomly modifies the network topology during training. The results
do not show performance improvements in our experiments, but test accuracy stays
robust even at higher dropout rates, indicating a modest generalisation benefit.

Despite these results, several limitations remain. The training approach is restricted by
the algorithm’s ability to find solutions that satisfy all activation constraints. As the
size of the network and the training data set increases, this becomes increasingly difficult
and impacts performance. Hence, the experimental results presented in this paper are
limited to a relatively small, constructed data set. Further studies are necessary to
confirm the methods’ applicability to larger and more realistic data sets along with
potential algorithmic and model improvements.

Future research should seek to improve performance, scalability, and applicability through
algorithmic and model enhancements. Firstly, when formulating the training problem
as a QUBO problem, an energy landscape that can be efficiently explored by the an-
nealing algorithm is desired for improving performance [41]. From this perspective, it
is important to determine appropriate scaling factors o and v, and to refine the for-
mulation itself based on both theoretical and experimental analysis. Secondly, further
improvements and customisations of the annealing algorithm, such as enhancing the
treatment of constraints [42], may aid in finding high-quality solutions to the training
problem. Thirdly, the assumptions in this study that model parameters are binary and
that labelled training data are always available may be overly restrictive in practice,
potentially limiting performance and applicability. However, multi-bit weights can be
introduced with only minor modifications by allowing parallel bit-level connections,
while extending the formulation to unsupervised learning on unlabelled data suggests
a promising direction for future investigation. Finally, exploring tasks that may bene-
fit from cyclic network structures enabled by the model presented herein constitute a
further potential area of research.
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