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Abstract

In this work, we introduce the concept of Active Representation Learning, a novel
class of problems that intertwines exploration and representation learning within
partially observable environments. We extend ideas from Active Simultaneous Lo-
calization and Mapping (active SLAM), and translate them to scientific discovery
problems, exemplified by adaptive microscopy. We explore the need for a frame-
work that derives exploration skills from representations that are in some sense
actionable, aiming to enhance the efficiency and effectiveness of data collection
and model building in the natural sciences.

1 Introduction

Representation learning is frequently used to uncover the latent structure in a data set and lies at
the core of modern data science and machine learning. Deep learning-driven approaches have been
widely applied in cases where data is abundant but challenging to interpret, for example in scientific
data analysis. Frequently, such datasets cannot be labeled by human experts, because the nature of
the scientific questions does not allow for clear labeling. For example, recent methods in the analysis
of functional neuroimaging data rely on self-supervised learning techniques to uncover the geometric
properties of the data set, often using methods like auto-encoding [33], or contrastive learning [41].
While these approaches can lead to remarkably insightful representations of complex data structures,
they are mostly applied to scenarios where large, well-structured datasets are readily available for
training general deep learning models.

However, in some data science problems, data has to be acquired by exploring a complex physical
system whilst interacting with it through measurements. Consider, for example, active sensing-type
problems, where data is collected through probing the input-output behavior of a black box process,
including medical diagnosis, exploratory data analysis, active simultaneous localization and mapping
(active SLAM), and, as we will explore throughout this work, adaptive light-sheet microscopy.
Especially in light-sheet microscopy, we may find ourselves with the potential to collect, through
a costly process, vast amounts of data of which only a small subset is truly informative about the
questions and tasks at hand. Knowing how and where to collect new data can be challenging, but
models of the underlying dynamical system and the measurement mechanism potentially help guiding
the exploration decision towards informative regions of the space of possible measurements. However,
generating a model requires integrating sequential decision making, in particular exploration with
representation learning concepts. This raises the question: How can we integrate exploration and
representation learning in a partially observable environment?

With the invention of Selective Plane Illumination Microscopy (SPIM; [19]) the field of microscopy
has entered the realm of real-time high data acquisition of biological processes, that opens the door
for adaptive microscopy [39, 10]. We see a strong analogy to problems in other areas such as robotics,
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in particular active SLAM (see e. g. [35] for a recent review). This observation motivates a larger
class of problems we call Active Representation Learning, sketched out in Figure 1.
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Figure 1: Active representation learning (ARL) is a set of problems that involves deriving Exploration
Skills (ES), informed by Actionable Representations (AR), to learn a suitable exploration policy π,
see Figure a. Two common examples are active SLAM (Figure b) and active microscopy (Figure c).

2 Related Work

Exploration and Representation in Deep Reinforcement Learning. Learning coherent state
representations has been argued to be beneficial for deriving directed exploration strategies [45]. In
problems where the state space has a known structure, the representation learning problem can be
simplified through inductive biases specific to the task and integrated with exploration strategies, as
in visual active SLAM using Deep Reinforcement Learning [6, 7, 8]. While learning representations
using world models [16, 15], contrastive learning [22, 43, 45], or data augmentation [25] has
demonstrated remarkable success in improving sample efficiency, they are usually solving a singular
task. The emerging field of Unsupervised Reinforcement Learning (URL; [24]) on the other hand,
goes further by pre-training RL agents reward-free using intrinsic motivation objectives, derived from
model-based curiosity metrics [40, 32, 34], or from information theoretic considerations [28, 23].
Other approaches involve Laplacian-like Representations [11, 21, 5], Skill-based Representations [12,
1], and combinations thereof [17, 28]. Exploration skills are usually obtained by deriving options [44]
based on them [29, 21]. Finally, integrating causal representation learning into the POMDP framework
is another promising direction, where one is interested in disentangling controllable and uncontrollable
latent factors of a partially observable environment [38, 26, 42].

From Adaptive to Active Microscopy. The terms adaptive or smart microscopy are used for a
wide range of solutions to common problems in microscopy and encompasses methods with the goal
of maximizing the information content of the imaged volume. They aim for providing assistance
throughout the imaging process. This includes optimizing the optical system during an imaging
experiment [37, 36, 31] , managing and representing data [9], applying processing techniques to
improve image quality [14], detecting events of interest [30], [2], and incorporating prior knowledge
[18], [13]. We here want to coin the term active microscopy where an underlying model of the whole
dynamical system including the biological process under the microscope and the imaging mechanics
is exploited to make active decisions that lead to high-quality observations of the sample.
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3 Active Representation Learning

3.1 Motivation: From Active SLAM to Active Microscopy

The ability to uncover and use the latent structure of ones surroundings is an important aspect of
intelligent and flexible behavior. Latent structure usually refers to states of a process that are not
directly observable, but related in a regular way. Knowing this structure enables an autonomous
controller to make educated guesses about the consequences of a course of action, even if that action
has never been taken in this same context before. Guessing the consequence of an action is especially
helpful, when interactions are costly, e. g. when they require energy as in robotic navigation, or when
measurements are time-or storage-consuming. However, the structure that we hope to learn and
exploit, e. g. a map of an environment, or a model of a biological process, is often hidden in the
sense that it can only be observed through incomplete pieces of information, obtained through limited
interactions.

In microscopy, for example, the goal is often to uncover the 3D structure and dynamical processes of
a biological specimens’ developmental trajectory. To this end, one tries to acquire a stack of images in
the fastest and least invasive way possible. It might be tempting to blindly acquire as many planes as
possible, however, imaging a biological process (e. g. a developing organism) is inherently subjected
to the trade-off involving spatial and temporal resolution, signal-to-noise ratio and sample health.
Additionally, absorption, scattering, and refraction lead to incomplete and noisy 2D image planes.

Modern light-sheet microscopes can quickly generate enormous amounts of data in the range of
multiple terabytes, thus predicting which measurements are actually necessary would considerably
simplify the data processing pipeline or even makes it feasible in the first place.

Considering these constraints, an active microscope should still be able to learn a useful representation
of itself and its interaction with the biological process at hand. This involves disentangling the
dynamical factors that are directly controllable (where and how to look), and those that are not (the
biological process itself). Ideally, a useful model would include both in order to inform powerful
exploration skills, e. g. how to effectively search the space of microscope parameters to obtain a
high-quality image of an informative event.

3.2 Towards a Framework for Active Representation Learning

The basic idea of Active Representation Learning (ARL) is that a data structure is in some sense
embedded in a Partially Observable Markov Decision Process (POMDP; [4]). A POMDP is defined
by the tuple (S,A,O, T,O,R), where S , A, and O are the state, action, and observation spaces, and
T : S ×A → ∆(S), O : S ×A → ∆(O), and R : S ×A → R are the transition, observation and
reward function respectively, see e. g. [27]. Following active SLAM, we model ARL assuming a
general belief-dependent utility, replacing the role of the reward function [3].

Active SLAM introduces further specifications to the POMDP formalism in the form of a structured
state-space. The state at time t is usually assumed to be a combination of the robot’s pose xt ∈ X and
a map mt ∈ M that the robot builds up over time while interacting with the POMDP. This results in
a factored state space of the form S = X ×M [35]. In standard active SLAM, the environment is
usually taken to be static, i.e. there is no dynamics beyond the motion of the agent. This leads to
simplified models, where the state change is directly caused by the agent’s intervention. Furthermore,
the changes in xt and mt can be assumed to be independent, hence the agent can model its beliefs
over its pose and the map independently.

While, in active SLAM, mt ∈ M refers to a representation of 2D navigable space, we want it to
refer instead to a more general notion of model that includes controllable and uncontrollable dynamic
factors. Active microscopy factors as S = X ×Mc ×Mu, consisting of

• the microscope’s directly controllable parameters X , e. g. the laser power used for excitation,

• indirectly controllable factors of the environment Mc, including e. g. image quality,

• and uncontrollable factors Mu, e. g. the latent biological processes we wish to model.

An additional difficulty to this problem, compared to standard active SLAM, is that while the sets
that compose the total state space are factored, they may not be independent. For example, the quality
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of the image can and should influence our belief about the underlying biological process, which
motivates the agent to find the best quality views.

In order to deal with the complexity of the problem, we propose the agent should have at least the
following two components (Figure 1):

1. an actionable representation ϕ : H → Z , and
2. latent-conditional exploration skills πz : Z → ∆(A).

The actionable representation is a mapping from the observational history to an encoding of the
full state at time t that respects the original factorization Z = ZX × Zc

M × Zu
M and which can

be used to derive outcomes of measurements of corresponding exploration skills. Factoring the
representation and exploration policy in this way, may help simplify the problem and reveal analogies
with representation learning. Furthermore, it makes sure we obtain a representation ϕ that aids
interpretability and gives us a point of contact with the agent’s process model.

3.3 Challenges

Several issues make the formulation of a common decision framework difficult in this situation. On the
one hand, a reward function in the traditional sense may not exist, e.g. it is not possible to formulate
it as a function of state-action pairs, since it also depends on the internal belief state (see ρ-POMDP;
[3]). In such decision problems, the reward is then usually referred to as the agent’s utility, which can
be composed of intrinsic and extrinsic motivations, as well as costs and constraints. Deriving suitable
utility functions is an open problem that has received much attention in Unsupervised RL recently.
How the latent state space should be represented by the agent and how uncertainty about it relates
to the agent’s utility is another long-standing problem in active SLAM [35], and in Representation
Learning in Reinforcement Learning, see e.g. [11].

Beyond practical considerations, theoretical questions abound, involving the identifiability [20] of
the controllable and uncontrollable latent processes, and properties of the exploration behaviors that
result from various utility functions. Finally, since we are usually dealing with physical dynamical
systems, control theoretic issues can not be ignored, including controllability and reachability notions
for the latent state-space, observability of the latent processes, and stability of exploration skills.

3.4 Opportunities

Active Representation Learning highlights the need for a framework capable of capturing model
building through sequential, incomplete observations, and the need to learn the underlying structure
of a latent object or phenomenon. Ideally, the intelligent agent can learn structural similarities across
a larger class of similar problems and use this information the next time a similarly structured problem
is encountered, e.g. when a similar specimen is examined under the microscope. We believe that
the overarching themes of Active Representation Learning transcend applications in robotics and
microscopy. A large interdisciplinary community would benefit from a formal treatment of intelligent
model building systems. A common framework would allow scientists from different fields to come
together and share their experiences with related problems. Ideally, the community would work
towards and eventually achieve a virtual scientist framework that allows us to build agents that can
curiously explore complex processes the way humans do, potentially discovering and exploiting its
symmetries.

4 Conclusion

Active Representation Learning (ARL) presents a step forward in the intersection of exploration and
representation learning within partially observable environments. By leveraging the concepts and
techniques from active SLAM, we have illustrated how these ideas can be extended to a larger class
of problems with a similar structure, exemplified by what we call active microscopy.

The proposed ARL framework emphasizes the importance of disentangling controllable and uncon-
trollable factors in the environment, thus enabling intelligent agents to make informed decisions
about where and how to explore. We argue that this approach not only improves the quality of the
data collected but also facilitates the creation of more robust and interpretable models of complex
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systems. Future research should focus on refining the theoretical foundations of ARL, addressing
practical implementation issues, and exploring new applications across various domains. Ultimately,
ARL holds the promise of transforming how we interact with and understand complex, dynamic
systems, paving the way for breakthroughs in both artificial intelligence and scientific discovery.
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