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AL, Forward-Forward (FF) 72U XA @ MNIST %l & 0 %38 2 x4, BR
Fhrn 7B LA Rm X TH D, BEERAKREBAOHISEZHB LIS AT, NA /=
NWIA—ZERE R BIEoR R MRk —F] o CTidék L, v 7 % BkEH
L7ER-KELTRARTDL.BRTIE, 70284720 THDIAA THEM T 5 H#im (label-
search) IC X DB DT X MRV (X, EATBEILR (jitter; 22 ¥ 7 &) Z HW7z 500
TRy Z7%ET212%Th - 7=,

¥ —U—F: Forward-Forward, MNIST, RprF##E, nA =T A —=ZFER, HI

Abstract

This paper is a Japanese tutorial article that summarizes our replication of the
Forward-Forward (FF) algorithm on MNIST in the supervised label-in-input setting.
We verify the correspondence between the implementation and the mathematical
formulation and organize our hyperparameter exploration in a hypothesis-
intervention-result-interpretation-next-step format, providing tables and figures
aggregated across runs from the experiment logs. In our replication, the best test error
under label-search inference was 2.12% with jitter augmentation (= 2 pixels) after

500 epochs.
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LIXC&HIC

HREZFECES AL Ny 7 TaxF—va U1, BEMOS 2V BHEIEL 20
(2, A5+ (forward pass) “C“ﬁbﬂ’béﬁfﬁ@ﬁ%ﬂmi‘ﬂ%%ﬂ’@%é‘k'?Q, oS B & R AT
L7292 CHEREHHE (backward pass) #1792 Z & Zai$e & 3% . Hinton[2]ix, Z Dl
BNARMEEICBT 2% E2WT 22T v E LRV TH D Z L lCx, IBERE
DBERPICKMDIERECHEERNER AL ST T v 7Ry 7 AREAIND &, ELWHMS

EiFRTE W LaiEMLL. 618, MmXid, 8% " HEOJEEFEOHLTED S FF
s, 1&%%%737‘)‘137/\*—F?IT&%ﬁfDE’J’C“E@éﬂ HEHiwm Lt TWn5b.

FF X, &2 [IEHI TiX goodness (R X DOHEE) 2#&<, A TIHIEKLST5H] L)
REFTEMEZRL, EflT—% L AHT — 21332 ZEOIEBREICL > TEEEHET .
JRamsc21ik, FF o B4 £ 3 e/ N 288 TREET 2 TIRBIBFE & L ChLE D
JCEY, AfEbZE D55 Hinton[2] 327/~ L7 MNIST O HEidH 0 A J1 T L HLD A A

(label-in-input) X EZ %4 & 925 . AF T, Bl EE L EHo V%Mﬂ'& LT, )7
Y X AOEES (goodness, A B4R, n¥ﬁﬁ$lllﬁ) EEEFmICEREL, (i) A8
—RITA—FBEROBERELZBH IR E Tt L, (i) Fi i@iﬁifﬁ& BRFE RO

— A EREERT D.
ZliinOD%E}Z XXRO®BY THD. ’“’“2%?‘ FFOZBELICHE LD EHLOME ST &
THEOEFRE 2R, F 3 G CEBREEIZBIT 2% (goodness, E#HAb, AFIARL,
Hedm, ©°7 EH4E (peernormallzatlon)) T IR ISR IS CTHEE T D, B4 HTE
Bt T hE L0, HH5HCTHBXOMEME ERr VEHEZRRL, H6H THREREORR
WE L ERERNEBZRL, FIHCHRmESBORELERRD.

2. BERMMERLBEENR

FF 0% E5%¥E Tk, 8O goodness DIFH, T bbIF#INT NOEIEZZDEE
RE~ET L, REPEILETTEN  QAflzo#cCETCLEY, BERODDRELFHIC
720z < . Hinton[2liIZZh Z#EIT 5729, K@D ReLU (ERMFE 2= ) B~
Fizxt L, FHEELBINT NI PR THLBHABORBERIAZ L, KREIZIXIED
DRESITCEHBRIMHIAWRIEB NZ —, ThbbmEoLrzETEERBIOZ TEL %
EHLTW2I8l. AfoBREELTHRKIC, B0 ReLU & L2 ESMEL THREA
NeET 5.

FF O EEEICBE T 2P b i EH A TV 5. Scodellaro 51X, FF 2 & A A = =
— IRy bU =T ~ERL, TNV E B ERAZEREICH DAL FIE 2R L [4].
Zhao &%, A4 K % % L 72\ Cascaded Forward (CaFo) ## 8L L, £#V A — K71
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v I NI T _XANAGAEH T H2RICE > T, ZHEHGBOIRILEK > TV 5.
Gandhi & 1%, MNIST B2/ 2 T IMDb & o~ HEH 29z L, FF @A O L &
WEIZ %9 % pyramidal optimization O @Rz L TV 5 [6]. Zh HIzx LA,
T LT X LADERZETIHZ <, Hinton[2]?® label-in-input i /& % % S 12, FEELEE &
R 72 IS CEHESFT L L2HEBET S,

EHEEDHLE

ARETIE, R Xo#HMbHY TANITT XLz oiite 5 (label-in-input) | #% & [2]
ZER L BEMAE, B e io i TiRT 5.

3.1. Goodness EBAFTE M

BeoE ) &a,, ReLU W11 %y, =max(0,a,) & 3% . KB Tl goodness %
900 = Yy, (1
j

(ReLU {&®y> “3FHf) & LTEXRT L. Fim XTI, FEMAIEF/GAF ZH BT DL

z

pe(positive|x) = a(ge(x) — 0) (2)

(v 7 A K, 0l LEWHE) tERfbsndl2]l. 2720, Rt BEm 28 K%
DEEPHREN TN, KEBREETHERNQEEBEATIHMAR HERXE bt
—(logit =g, —6; logitix> 7 A ROAN) X5 B@THY, BYEHLEHERKE AW THRER
AR T (SGD) WX W EHT 5.

3.2. B ®DIERIt & & E¥E M

goodness (F{HFE X7 MO R IICKGFETH720, ZREIELOBIEIEIEHRELZ KRB ~EI 2
WILRBLETH H[2,3]. KBRFEETIEL, &80 ReLU 1y, % L2 EH L THREA
L, SHIFEERT vy 7 TIEEM CARZER (PyTorch @ detach #{E) +5. i1
WXy, e TAEoORFTERN] TRBEZZ5EH%E (greedy layer-wise learning)
ZRIET 5.

3.8. ZEMHY : A AFZGRNIIEHIAHA (label-in-input) D IEH/EHI

MNIST Zlido v 1 TIE, ANx € R™®*OGHK =10k Z 7 XV RILE LTHND (A
717 OV IA A ; label-in-input) [2]. E#IE TIEL W T XA ZH DAL AT, Afl
L TR TRV EHRDIAALTE AT Thd. b D, 77XV HIALBELY
Inject(x,y) (7 7 Ac¢® one-hot (one-of-K) % JGHHICEZAL) L EL L,
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x) = Inject(x,y), (3)
x) = Inject(x, ),y +y (4)

Thd. FimXO@FEmICIEY, AT _XAFE—HRICRT et Frd 2558 (v 7k
D EE4 : randneg) 7217 T7Z <, hard negative (8 H D L WAHR ; 27 X)L T
goodness NEWVH D) Z S & THEY ZMEH Tx 5[2]. KBHFEH T, hard negative
DENFELT, () 7L %7=10 (label-search) (2 X 2 EE #IR (FFEENKZ W),
(ii) one-pass softmax (2 X 2 T LER (FHiE) 280 BXAEICLTWVWD. 2 H O
X, BRELEOHRES L LT config.yaml IZb sk sd. BEAEMIZIE, () 1 348 T
ERTODAATSOFEHWTRINVESGORTSONRRRERD TNV ERY, (1) E=
2— F I NT XL D 1 RIDNAERE D OS2 FFEIC % LT ¥ L7 softmax head @ 1
Pz S%, bbb LnET Nz @®sn(2].

3.4. ¥R : INILELLELT-Y (label-search) & 1 [EI#E (one-pass)

e LT, 7ARRIZE TN ek ANTICHDIAR, JE=2,,LD goodness & & L&
b2 a7

L
S(c) = Z g{;(lnject(x, c)) (5)
=2

B KILT DT X vy=argmax SC)=HHT 5[2] (T Y70 ; label-search). Z i
IR ELN, 77 2% (MNIST Tix 10) EIONEEFESLEIZRD.

— 5, R XIE@mELENBENLLHEME LT, =2— 7V T7 L (SLH 10K LE T
~NT0.1) T1HEZTIEEREL, TRERIN D softmax A Z 2 EH T 5 Lk (1 HH
Wi one-pass) bR _XTWAI[2]. KABEBHADr 7 TH, one-pass I L L THT R v
J R LTS,

8.5. peer normalization (E 7IE#R{) & dead ReLU % %K

JREm X OMEOFEmICEW2], ==y FAMEITIER LT 720, B2 (dead
ReLU : ReLU N IZ 0 &2 0 HH AL ELREE) LV T2 L2MrD720IT, peer
normalization (BN= =y FOEHIFI 2 2 2 EHME) Z2FEBELL. Zhix, 2=
NOSEEIEE S, BNFEHEOEDOBEVEEH~EKTLLOCEALT IO THD, E
3£ T 1% ReLU 2% off ® & = L #EBLMIC AN & i 9 straight-through CEME¥ % 1 & &k T
EED ZOFH T 6. REBERFEEICBTH2HEHE SV FF(A T 7 X LA % ;label-in-input)
OFEFINE (EF/AF O 2 BIEGRE S RFT#EEL) 2K 1I2xR7.
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Forward-Forward (supervised label-in-input)

positive input Layer /
(X + true label) RelLU + goodnes
Normal_ize _ Lé)é:gégloes)s
pass only direction update W2
negative input Layer /
(x + wrong label) RelLU + goodness

Repeat per layer; stop-gradient between layers (detach normalized output)

M O FEREERICHE D EFEK
K1 BREEICBITID>EMDY FF (AS1 7 XAVEDIA A ; label-in-input)

4. RERETE

4.1. T—R2 EHE

MNIST[7] D A XFFE T — & 60,000 D 5 H 50,000 F % 5H 12, 10,000 K % Ak
(validation ; val) (IZH v, AKXT A F7 — % 10,000 ¥ TH&EFEM T 5 [2]. FiTBENIC
X %5 — 2 ¥k (jitter augmentation) (FFEHEFOAEAH L, RIBREECTIIp 7 LD
NF 47 (padding) ZfHiF727 > 2810 H L (random crop) (2K 2 FATBE (+p) &
LTCEELTWDS (FHX T2 7 hojrExEd) [2].

4.2. ETIL

i L OREICEDLYE, AWt 784, FEhjE 4 & (4% 2000 ReLU) ® 42 #E4& MLP (%
BR—t 7 bt r) HW5I[2]. 48X ReLU tHjJOD L2 E#H fbERE~TES. N4 T R
HOFEIIERSMEL LT L.

4.3 2B L@

KEHRTHWEY 23— RNEXGitHub DU AT FY ELTABLTWS (LLF® URL
N T 7 XA EE httpsi//github.com/nshrhm/forward-forward-algorithm ). Af§ T
UBEZORNBY AR V) OBBERET 27200, BEELRS T 7 ANVA EGDE THWT
5.

WAL I X MR AR TE (SGD) ZHW, I="yFH A X256 & L. NA/3—
T A= L L TH FHFE, HAHMME (weight decay), T A % A (momentum), peer
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normalization @58 %, hard negative ® 5 . (label-search / one-pass) 3 X O warmup
(OB ETOAR Y 7)), epochs (FH =K v 7 %), jitter CEATREIEEDME) % HHR
L.

FEAM (X R S O HELTIZHE W label-search ®F& U % (error rate) % THEHE & L [2], one-
pass DR D RITMBIMICFEE L7=. Z Z T label-search/one-pass, val/test &\ o 72 &
FllE, BREBENH ST DS (metrics.csv ) D4 - RELICHINT .

0 7T FEBRFEIT Z LT config.yaml] (% 7 7 A /V), metrics.csv/jsonl (=R v 7 T &
O RFE (val) & &7 A b (test)), training_curves.png ([ZfRFE SN 5. Afa TIix
scripts/collect_runs.py (2 & ¥ 4 run % £E® L tab/summary_runs.csv & X #& & 4k L 7=

(BB TR ELH). B, AB M%7 ®, run_id X% 8 © H K

(YYYYMMDD_HHMMSS) THsFL 3 5.

5. EEBHER
5.1 [REGEX D E1{E

i OHENH Y (AN T NV DIA Z ; label-in-input) TIiL, 4X2000 ReLU ® & #&

A MLP T60 =/AK vy 7 T7 ARMRDEK 1IN HEINTWND. Tz jitter (2 7 &
w,%y7b)%%wfmmimy7%£¢5&71ﬁmw $0.64% N E LN EHE X
n<Twn a2l

2 BRe 7 o&E#H (£ run)

ARKEBEBHRIR MY DO ELNTEITHE (results/*) ZHEH LI EEL2E 1 BLUE 2
IR . 22 Cval IZfEE (validation) 5 — % DAY K test T A N T — X DAY Xk
L (WTFRbBRFEEDO o ZALICKIER), test ITHRBEZ Ry 7R THOET VTR L

ZHETHD.

# 1 H%| (epochs * jitter) Z & @ best run (label-search @ test error H /)

series run (HIKf) 0 Ir  val(%) test(%)
epl00_nojitter 20260109_064848 112 0.04 2.52 2.53
epl20_nojitter 20260109_070300 112 0.04 2.40 2.43
ep200_jitter2 20260109_091335 112 0.04 2.05 2.35
ep500_jitter2 20260109_102355 112 0.04 1.77 2.12
ep60_nojitter 20260109_055305 116 0.04 2.84 2.55
ep80_nojitter 20260109_063756 112 0.04 2.63 2.58

M - O R RICE S EER
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F2 EBRu b &EFH L LS run (label-search @ test error 23/N & WJE)

run (A K) ep jit 0 Ir  val(%) test(%)
20260109_102355 500 2 112 0.04 1.77 2.12
20260109_091335 200 2 112 0.04 2.05 2.35
20260109_070300 120 O 112 0.04 2.40 2.43
20260109_073239 120 O 112 0.04 2.53 2.45
20260109_234645 500 2 112 0.04 2.42 2.52
20260109_064848 100 O 112 0.04 2.52 2.53
20260109_055305 60 0 116 0.04 2.84 2.55
20260109_052353 60 0 112 0.05 2.91 2.57
20260109_050613 60 0 112 0.035 2.87 2.58
20260109_063756 80 0 112 0.04 2.63 2.58

H

5.3 FEHEELALRM

O TR RITE D S EK

21%, BEOREMZ2HH (X—R 7 A, peer normalization (7 IEM (), hard

negative (i b LWEHI), EH
AT AN (test) ODFRV B THELEZLDTHS.

%8, jitter CEATBBIIE)) &, B (val) OB {E

Progression of hyperparameter exploration (representative runs)

3726
3.19 3.13

3.01

baseline peer-norm
60ep 60ep
randneg randneg

hardneg

60ep

label-search

best
120ep

no jitter

HL SR O FBRGE RIS S SRR
M2 BRROHECHETIRRETOUE RERVROFEMELERKT XA PR X)
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Bl best val error (%)
mm final test error (%)

best
500ep
jitter=2
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16 1 —— train loss
val error (label search)
14 1 —— val error (one-pass softmax) | 0.8
12 4
- 0.6
” 10 4 .
- :
€ 8- e
© - ©
j 04 ¢
6 -
4 - 0.2
2 | L
i e ha Y Al P .
O 1 1 1 1 1 T ] O‘O
0 100 200 300 400 500
epoch

HE L - ZE 2 O BRSBTS X Ek
M5 jitter YV O FBEH (500 = R v 7, jitter=2 (7 L)) O%FM#HL (run (H
BF) :20260109_102355)

6. R

6.1 REDFA& : |WEE (val) ZEHJWE L TRENICEARYT S

ABRTIE, FEimX2rex BARMicG 2z Tuninml2lzt s L, ()6, Gi) %X
# . (iii) weight decay (EE A J# &), (iv) momentum (& #* > ¥ A ), (v) peer normalization,
(vi) hard negative, (vii) epochs (%223‘—7‘1‘5 v 7 #5), (viii) jitter augmentation CFITR
ByLaR) DIAIL, —BIZEZXD2EFEL 1DICEDTHHTHRZED . (ERFIHDO —
K IE # 1% notes/todo_experiments.md). /A /N— XF X2 —Z OEPIZ T MFE (val) DOFR
D EEZH, test ITMEICSHT S

6.2 OLBRBIENA/IN—NFA—5  TEZFNEFTTH) EHENSD

01FX(2)D logit D L X W E LTI 720, IFEN XA r — VL EHA L Ot )7 & 58 < FH A AE
A3 2. PIHER XL PEEZHSHERL, PENLZEL Cval MK T T 28 (Ke
T EELLTO=128Hi1%, Ir=004%Hit%) ZHEMHR L. D%, weight decay &
momentum % fi 5| L C, MEEELHILN /NI WHEIPH 2 EE L 7.

6.3 EZERE . FEMEI =y FZBITHERIEOHE
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v’ 7 IE#H L (peer normalization) # Ak T 5L, "= T 4 (—HBRT XL
randneg) (2% L T7 A 3R Y HE (testerror) Nk # L 7= (] : 60 =& v 7 TH 3.19%M»
5 3.01%, M 2). Zhlx, BAOx2=y M THEICEE E 23R F2REBE2MZ,
FHOFHABEN EN o> EEAN TS 5 [2].

6.4 hard negative : FFHEB L EZEFOH LD FFL—FF D

hard negative (%X, ABI T XV % [HRLEHOLDOLWVWERT XL ITHFEDHZ L THEEGES
A, LVEZRy Z7HEEREO LD 5[2]. v TiE, —fE T~ (randneg) 75 hard
negative (label-search) ~YJV x5 - &L TR Y 475}-&[@6&%@ L, &bl XRy 7%
80, 100, 120 LIERE T 5 Z L TT A MRV DN 2.58%, 2.53%, 2.43% LA #E L 7= (£
2).

—J5C, hard negative % one-pass T¥Tfl L CTiE#H LT %5 A Tld, one-pass {5 IE H 1K
T HE L T, label-search fi i (EHE) BN EAT L7 —2ABB W S
(notes/todo_experiments.md @ Step 16). one-pass & label-search I #&% FE 2% % 72
5 7=, one-pass ixm{l L9 & % & llabel-search iZ: » THOEFEFLWRHE ] tFhb
AREEN D D .

6.5 jitter augmentation (F{THBIEER) : RMAXEDEEZESHEBRT HH,

R Ga S EAT B 8 ke (jitter) ZHWT 500 =R v 7 2 H LG AT A PR R
0.64% % MET B2, KERe V7 OREBIZ 2.12%ICE -7 (£ 2). ZR0HERK & L T,
L EHLUTFTNREZLND.

T AR OFEEE R R IL 26> 7 FOREEZ LB T D DIk L, KBH X random
crop (T FLUIVHL) XD TV FLETBEITHS.

hard negative @Ak zE : FHig LT == — 7 VI XL DOJELHE Z H W7z hard
negative R Z ik X5 [2]Dzxt U, KB O i B O FEEBREZIT I3 E 2 # 5 L T label-
search |Z X % hard negative Z W\ TW 5.

RprE Ko ZE R sCixmEmE St (X(@Q2) #5227, BEOHKBEKOE
CHIZE B R R H 5.

L7 o T, lNitter Z AL 0.64%ICES5< | & W) HE R Clde <, 7 — ¥ L5,
hard negative DAk, RATHEKOKEF 2 & O BRES @/%U‘Hjbﬁ‘dégf%%)

7. ¥R

AT, FFOHEIH Y N7 <X diAA (label-in-input) % E[2]1% %41z, BR
EEHEDOFHE (goodness, RETH K, EHAML, i TIE) 2L, o i30T
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ANR=NIA=ZRBROBERRELEMIICTKIE L. o Z7EFHOME, TR E1Y

Hedw (label-search) IC X 2B O T A MV RiX, FATBINILE (jitter; T2 27 & L)
MWz 500 = AR v 7 FET 2.12% Th - 7. ZTHEFEwL[210 0.64%ICIFKREZETH
D, TOERE L TIX, 25 7 MLk & random crop X— A JLik D 7%, hard negative @
ERkiEDZE, BIORFBROBERKNREROENEZOND. 4&IE, ThbDENE
BRNZEID 3T 5BMERZBEL T, R DERZLVBEICRETILEND D.
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