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Abstract

Reservoir computing is a machine learning framework that exploits nonlinear
dynamics, exhibiting significant computational capabilities. One of the defining
characteristics of reservoir computing is its low cost and straightforward train-
ing algorithm, i.e. only the readout, given by a linear combination of reservoir
variables, is trained. Inspired by recent mathematical studies based on dynami-
cal system theory, in particular generalized synchronization, we propose a novel
reservoir computing framework with generalized readout, including a nonlinear
combination of reservoir variables. The first crucial advantage of using the gen-
eralized readout is its mathematical basis for improving information processing
capabilities. Secondly, it is still within a linear learning framework, which pre-
serves the original strength of reservoir computing. In summary, the generalized
readout is naturally derived from mathematical theory and allows the extraction
of useful basis functions from reservoir dynamics without sacrificing simplicity.
In a numerical study, we find that introducing the generalized readout leads to a
significant improvement in accuracy and an unexpected enhancement in robust-
ness for the short- and long-term prediction of Lorenz chaos, with a particular
focus on how to harness low-dimensional reservoir dynamics. A novel way and its
advantages for physical implementations of reservoir computing with generalized
readout are briefly discussed.
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1 Introduction

Reservoir Computing (RC) is a machine learning framework that exploits dynami-
cal systems [1-3]. RC has remarkable computational capabilities. For example, using
random dynamical networks, RC, called echo state networks (ESNs), efficiently pre-
dicts a chaotic time series [4]. Adding closed-loop self-feedback makes an RC system
autonomous and capable of replicating chaotic attractors, which is utilized to esti-
mate Lyapunov exponents [5]. Furthermore, recent studies have shown that such
‘automated’ RC systems can reproduce true dynamical properties more accurately
than those computed from limited training data, and can extrapolate true dynam-
ical structures such as bifurcation outside training data [6-8]. Another branch of
research, physical RC, harnesses various physical dynamics and has demonstrated its
high performance in information processing [9-13].

Why does RC work so well with untrained random networks and physical systems?
This is a central open problem in RC research, and more broadly in machine learn-
ing or neuroscience. Partial answers to the above problem have been provided using
dynamical systems theory [8, 14-16]. In particular, Grigoryeva, Hart, and Ortega [14]
rigorously proved the existence of the continuously differentiable synchronization map
under certain conditions and, based on this, explicitly showed what the RC learns
when predicting chaotic dynamics. In other words, they gave a formal expression of
a map, which is h as explained later in the equation (8), that RC approximates for
prediction. Hara and Kokubu [8] uncovered a key mathematical structure for learning
with RC, i.e. a smooth conjugacy between target and reservoir dynamics, based on
observations from the numerical study of the logistic map.

Inspired by these seminal works [8, 14], we propose a novel method of RC with
a generalized readout. Based on generalized synchronization, the Taylor expansion of
the map h implies that the computational capabilities of RC with generalized readout
are superior to those of conventional RC with linear readout. Numerical studies on the
Lorenz chaos prediction as a benchmark problem strongly support this; i.e., for both
short- and long-term prediction, we reveal the significant computational capabilities
of RC with generalized readout, mainly what we call quadratic-form RC, compared
to conventional RC. Moreover, regarding long-term prediction, we find that the auto-
mated RC system with generalized readout acquires notable robustness, in contrast
to the lack of robustness of the conventional RC.

2 Formulation

2.1 Conventional RC

Here we briefly sketch the method of conventional RC. Let us consider the target input
x; € RE | the target output y; € RY vectors (¢ € Z), and their sequence {x;,y:}. The
goal is to construct a machine that, given an input x;, produces an output y; that
approximates the target output y;, i.e. ¥y ~ y:, by using the training data {x,y:}.



Fig. 1 An illustration of the target and reservoir dynamics in phase space. As an example
of the target dynamical system, the Rossler attractor is shown in the left panel. The right panel shows
the projection of the reservoir dynamics driven by the Rossler dynamics onto the subspace spanned
by the first three variables, i.e. r1, r2, r3. The red arrow depicts the schematic of the generalized
synchronization map f.

The machine consists of reservoir variables, r, € RY, whose dynamics are
determined by a map F : RY x R¥ — R¥ and the input x; as follows

ry = F(rt,l,xt). (1)

The output y; is determined by the readout weight matrix W € My, (n11) as ¢ =
Wry, i.e. the linear combination of the reservoir variables,

(F)i =D Wij(re); = Wio + Y Wis(re); = (Wre)i (i=1,---,L),  (2)

Jj=0 j=1

where we set (ry)o = 1 used for the approximation of the constant bias of the target
output y;. The readout weight matrix W* is determined such that y; ~ yy;

W* = argminy, (|lye — ¥:[%)r = argminy, ((ly. — Wr.|*)r, (3)

as usual the method of least squares, where (-)7 denotes the long-term average. For
simplicity, the reguralization term is omitted in the formulation, but it is used, as
explained in the following numerical study.

2.2 Synchronizations

Common-Signal-Induced Synchronization (CSIS), or equivalently the Echo State Prop-
erty (ESP) in the context of RC, is a key property required for reservoir dynamics
determined by the map F. For a given (common) input signal {x;};>1 and arbitrary
initial reservoir states ro,fg € RY (rg # ¥o), we say that CSIS occurs if the reser-
voir states converge to a unique state that depends only on the sequence of the input
signal, i.e.

lim ||I’t - f‘t” = O, (4)

t—+oo



where these dynamics are determined by
ry =F(ri1,%x), T =F(F1,%¢). (5)

The occurrence of CSIS can be characterized by the conditional Lyapunov expo-
nent [15, 16].

In this paper, we only study the input signal {x;};>1 is generated by another
dynamical system, referred to as the target dynamical system determined by the map
¢ : RE - RE,

Xt = ¢t(X0)a (6)

where xg € R¥ denotes the initial point of the target dynamics and ¢' = ¢po---0¢ is
the ¢ times composition of ¢. It is more general to formulate the observation function
of the target dynamics, w, as in Grigoryeva, Hart, and Ortega (2021) [14]; however,
we do not consider it for simplicity.

Note that, if CSIS occurs, the asymptotic states of the reservoir dynamics {r;}
is uniquely determined by the target dynamics {x;} after the transient period. This
correspondence is referred to as generalized synchronization, and denoted by

ry = f(x¢), (7)

where f : RX — R¥ is the generalized synchronization map. See Fig. 1 a for an
illustration of f. Grigoryeva, Hart, and Ortega (2021) proved the existence and the
differentiability of the map f under certain conditions [14].

2.3 Generalized RC

Let us consider the inverse of the map f exists, and then, x; = f~!(r;). In that case,
for instance, 7-ahead prediction task of the target dynamics can be expressed by

Xppr = @7 (x¢) = @7 (£ (r;)) =: h(r;) (8)
as a function of the reservoir state ry. Therefore, predicting 7-ahead target dynamics
with (conventional) RC is mathematically equivalent to the functional approximation
of the map h using the linear combination of the reservoir variables, i.e.,

h(r;) ~ Wr,. 9)

However, the map h is not linear in general. The Taylor expansion of h,

N N N
ho(r) = hu(0) + 3 2O %ZZ Dorcto(el),  (0)
j=1 J j=1k=




suggests an interpretation that the readout weights matrix of the conventional RC,
W, approximate as

WiO ~ hl(O) and Wij ~ al;;l(o) (11)
J

In this paper, we propose to utilize the nonlinear combination of the reservoir
variables for the approximation of higher order terms in the Taylor expansion. In other
words, our method, referred to as generalized RC, approximates the general term in the
Taylor expansion beyond the linear term, the conventional RC. Taking into account
up to second order, we include the quadratic form r? W<r; into the output as

yt = WI't + r?WQI't (12)
so that the readout weight tensor, W< € M« nxn, approximates the Hessian term,

o _ 19h,(0)

igk =™ 9 or;ory (13)

As the conventional RC, the readout weights W* and W<* are determined such that

(W*, W) = argminy, o (llye — 3¢ /°)r (14)

argminy, e ([ly: — Wry — rtTWQI‘tH2>T, (15)

which we refer to as quadratic-form RC (QRC).

Note that learning in our method is linear with respect to the weights, W;; and
Wijgk, which result in again least squares, and therefore, retains the simplicity of the
conventional RC, i.e., the low computational cost and guaranteed optimality. Further-
more, the output of our method is nonlinear with respect to the reservoir variables as
(r¢)i(rs);, which leads to a greater variety of approximations to the functional depen-
dence of r on h(r). Moreover, it is natural to expect that including higher terms,

beyond QRC, will give a better approximation.

3 Numerical study of QRC and beyond

We numerically show that the QRC is superior to the conventional RC for the Lorenz
chaos prediction task, and that the closed-loop long-term prediction using the QRC
provides better performance with unexpected robustness.

Here, we use the Echo State Network (ESN) as a reservoir, i.e., the map F is
given by F(r,x) = tanh(Ar 4+ Bx), where the component-wise application of tanh is
employed as the activation function, A € Myxn, and B € Myxx are the random
matrices. The components of the random matrices A and B are sampled independently
and identically from a uniform random distribution over the interval [—o4,04] and
[—oB,0B], respectively, and we use the Ridge regression at the training phase with
the regularization parameter 3, with the values given below.
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Fig. 2 Short-term prediction (open-loop). a, The top and bottom panels show the results using
L- and Q-ESN, respectively. The left and right panels show the time series of the target (grey dashed)
and prediction (red solid) and the phase space structures of the orbits. The colors represent the local

error of the prediction, ||yt —y¢||. b, The root mean square error (RMSE), v/(|ly: — ¥¢||?), over the
size of the network N. The red and blue dots show the RMSE using £- and Q-ESN, respectively.

The target dynamical system is determined by the Lorenz equations; & = 10(y —
x), y=28x—y—uxz, %= ay—8/3z, where its time-7 map gives ¢ of the target
dynamics (6) with some initial point xg = (29, y0, 20)7 and K = L = 3.

3.1 Short-term prediction (open-loop)

First, we study the short-term prediction, and in particular, 7 = 0.2 ahead prediction
of the Lorenz chaos; hence, when the input is x; = qbt(xo), the target output is
vt = ¢(x:) = X¢41. Here, the random matrix A is scaled so that its spectral radius is
0.95, and o = 0.1 and 5 = 10~% are used.

Fig. 2 a shows the prediction results with the ESN size N = 10. Note that while
we also use N = 10 in the long-term prediction later, which is quite small compared to
the commonly used one, as a reference, N = 300 is used in [5]. The left panels of Fig. 2
a are the time series of the target signals, i.e., y:, depicted by the grey dashed lines,
and those of the predictions, i.e., y¢, depicted by the red solid lines. In the following,
we refer to the conventional ESN as linear ESN (£-ESN) and the quadratic-form ESN
as Q-ESN. The predictions by the £-ESN and the Q-ESN are shown in the upper and
lower panels of Fig. 2 a, respectively.

Although there is a discrepancy between the target signal {y(¢)} and the prediction
by the £L-ESN {y(¢)}, it is difficult to distinguish between the target signal {y(¢)}
and the prediction by the Q-ESN {y(¢)}, i.e., the Q-ESN provides a more accurate
prediction than the £L-ESN. The right panels of Fig. 2 a show the phase space structures
of the orbit {y(t)}, corresponding to the time series on the left panels. The phase
space structures of the orbit {y(¢)} by the L-ESN are far from those of the true Lorenz
attractor; however, the Q-ESN can predict the orbit whose phase space structure is
qualitatively the same as the true one, the butterfly wing shape. In summary, the
O-ESN is more accurate in short-term predictive ability than the £L-ESN when N = 10.

To quantitatively compare the predictive ability of the £L-ESN and the Q-ESN, we

plot the root mean square errors (RMSE), /(|ly: — ¥¢||?)7, in Fig. 2 b for the ESN



size 5 < N < 40. The values of the RMSE over the 20 different realizations for each
case are shown to investigate the dependence of the random number realizations used
for the matrices A and B. Here, the red and blue circles represent the RMSE given by
the £-ESN and the Q-ESN, respectively. While the RMSE values typically decrease
with increasing ESN size, there is a huge gap between the RMSE values of the £-ESN
and the Q-ESN. In particular, for the case of N = 40, the RMSE values of the Q-ESN
are 10~2 times those of the £-ESN, i.e., the RMSE of the Q-ESN is significantly lower
than that of the £L-ESN.

3.2 Long-term prediction (closed-loop)

For the long-term prediction, the both ESNs are trained for the 7-ahead prediction task
where 7 = 0.02 of the Lorenz chaos. Again, the target output is y; = ¢(x;) = X¢41-
The output from the ESN is denoted by y; = ﬁ(rt), where the output function is
fl(rt) = Wr; for the £L-ESN and fl(rt) = Wry + rIWCr; for the Q-ESN. After
training, we obtain y; ~ y: = X¢11. In the next step, we employ r;11 = F(r:,y:) =
F(r;,h(rs)) =: G(r;) instead of (1), where the map G : RY — RN determines the
autonomous dynamical system in the reservoir state space. This closed-loop method
using the ESN, which we call the automated ESN for short, not only provides long-
term prediction, but also has the surprising ability to reconstruct the target dynamics
determined by ¢, as mentioned in the introduction.

Here we fix N = 10 and examine the effect of varying the functional form h(r;),
i.e. using the £-ESN or the Q-ESN, on these abilities. The random matrix A is scaled
so that its spectral radius is 0.01, and o5 = 0.01 and 3 = 1076 are used.

First, Fig. 3 shows the results of long-term prediction using the automated £-ESN.
The results depend on the realization of the random matrices A and B, we show two
cases of different random numbers in Fig. 3 a, where the black dashed lines and the red
solid lines represent the time series of the target Lorenz chaos and the prediction by the
automated L£-ESN, respectively. For ¢ < 0 we use the open-loop method, and switch to
the closed-loop method at ¢ = 0. For both results, the orbits by the automated £-ESN
deviate significantly from the target orbits at ¢ = 3, which is about three Lyapunov
times, since the maximal Lyapunov exponent is A = 0.906. The second case, shown in
the right panel of Fig. 3 a, suggests that the dynamics generated by the automated
L-ESN is not chaotic, but converges to a fixed point, which is unstable in the target
Lorenz system.

To investigate the reconstruction ability, we demonstrate the phase space structure
of the orbit generated by the automated £-ESN for 10 different realizations in (a) —
(j) of Fig. 3 b, where the left and right panels of Fig. 3 a correspond to the cases of (a)
and (b), respectively. Obviously, the reconstruction ability of the automated L£-ESN
is highly dependent on the realizations; in other words, it is not robust.

Fig. 4 is the same as Fig. 3, but we use the Q-ESN instead of the £L-ESN. The auto-
mated Q-ESN exhibits the long-term prediction ability over about 8 Lyapunov times,
which is remarkably improved compared to the case of the £L-ESN used, even with
the same network size. Due to the intrinsic orbital instability of the Lorenz chaos, the
orbits generated by the automated Q-ESN inevitably deviate from the target orbits;
however, the phase space structures shown in Fig. 4 b are qualitatively equivalent to
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Fig. 3 Long-term prediction (closed-loop) using the automated £-ESN. a, The time series
of the target (grey dashed) and prediction (red solid). The difference between the left and right panels
lies in the realizations of the random numbers used for A and B. b, The phase space structures of the
orbits generated by the automated £-ESN. The panels (a) — (j) are results corresponding to the ten
times realizations of the random numbers used for A and B. The colors represent the local conjugacy
error, £. The length of the orbits shown is T' = 50.

the Lorenz attractor. As will be quantitatively examined later, the reconstruction abil-
ity of the automated Q-ESN is independent of the realizations; in other words, it can
robustly reproduce the dynamics of Lorenz chaos. Similar results have been reported
in the previous studies, e.g. Pathak et al. (2017) [5]; however, they used the relatively
large network such as N = 300. We emphasize that the automated Q-ESN has such a
long-term prediction and robust reconstruction ability with the tiny network, N = 10.

3.2.1 Quantitative comparison

For quantitative comparison, we introduce the mean conjugacy error (henceforth
MCE), and the Kullback-Leibler divergence (henceforth KLD), which quantify the
error between orbits and the error between invariant distributions, respectively. First,
we define the MCE. As discussed in Hara and Kokubu (2022) [8], the dynamical system
determined by the automated ESN, (G, R”), is expected to be smoothly conjugate to
the Lorenz dynamics, (¢, RX). The MCE quantifies the deviation from the expected

conjugacy as follows. The above relationship y; = h(r;) ~ y; = x¢41 = ¢(x;) implies

h(r) ~ ¢(x) ~ ¢(h(r;-1)). (16)
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Fig. 4 Long-term prediction (closed-loop) using the automated Q-ESN. The same as
Fig. 3, but the Q-ESN is used instead of the £L-ESN.

On the other hand, for the automated ESN, we have r; = G(r;—1), leading to

h(r;) = h(G(ri-1)). (17)

Considering the map h as the conjugacy map, we define the conjugacy error at the
reservoir state r; € RY by

& = ll¢(h(r,)) — h(G(r:))], (18)

where ¢ is approximated by the four-stage and fourth-order Runge-Kutta method.
The long-time average of & along the orbit {r;} generated by G defines the MCE,

E = (&) (19)

The colors of the orbits in Fig. 3 b and Fig. 4 b represent the conjugacy error,
where the values on the color bars correspond to log £f. Obviously, compared to the
automated £-ESNs (Fig. 3 b), the colors of the orbits generated by the automated Q-
ESNs (Fig. 4 b) are blue almost everywhere on the attractor, suggesting that successful
conjugacy to the target Lorenz dynamics.

While the MCE quantifies the reconstruction ability of the automated ESN, it is not
perfect. For instance, if the orbit generated by G converges to the saddle point along
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Fig. 5 Probability density functions (PDF) of the variable x. The dashed lines show the
PDF of the target Lorenz system p(z). The red solid lines show the PDF g(x) calculated from data
generated by a, L-ESN and b, Q-ESN. Two panels of a and b correspond to the cases shown in Fig. 3
a and Fig. 4 a, respectively.

the stable manifold of the target system, the MCE may take a small value. However,
the saddle point cannot be an attractor. Therefore, in this case, the automated ESN
fails to reproduce the target attractor, even if the MCE is small. To shed light on
the ergodic aspect of the dynamics, we compare the invariant probability measures
through Dki, as a quantification complementary to MCE.

Fig. 5 shows the probability density functions (PDF) of the variable 2. The grey
dashed and red solid lines represent the PDF p(z) calculated from the target Lorenz
chaos data and the PDF ¢(x) calculated from the automated ESN data, respectively.
The two panels of Fig. 5 a show the results of the automated £-ESN, corresponding
to the two cases shown in Fig. 3 a. Although the time series shown in the left panel of
Fig. 3 a and the phase space structure shown in Fig. 3 b (a) are similar to the target
Lorenz, the PDF ¢(x) shown in the left panel of Fig. 5 a differs from p(z). The time
series shown in the right panel of Fig. 3 a converges to the fixed point, resulting in
the PDF ¢(z) shown in the right panel of Fig. 5 a having a delta function-like form,
and apparently differing from p(z).

The two panels of Fig. 5 b show the results of the automated Q-ESN, corresponding
to the two cases shown in Fig. 4 a. The PDFs p(x) and ¢(z) are quite similar, suggesting
that the automated Q-ESN can reproduce the global structure of the target Lorenz
attractor, in addition to the accurate prediction along the orbit verified by the MCE,
which is local in phase space. The values of Dy, where its definition is Dk, (p|q) :=

10
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Fig. 6 Summary of quantitative comparison of reconstruction ability. The left (n = 1),
center (n = 2), and right (n = 3) points correspond to the results of £-, O-, and C-ESN, respectively.
The top and bottom panels show the MCE £¢ and KLD Dxj, values over ten times realizations of
the random matrices A and B, respectively.

— [ p(z) In(q(z)/p(z))dz, are Dkr(p|lg) = 6.4 x 107> and 1.6 x 10~* for the PDFs
g(x) shown in the left and right panels of Fig. 5 b, respectively. These values of Dx,
are significantly smaller than the values of Dgi, in the case of the £L-ESN used, e.g.
Dxr(pllq) = 4.8 x 1072 for the PDFs g(z) shown in the left panel of Fig. 5 a.

Fig. 6 summarizes the quantitative comparison. The top and bottom panels show
the MCE £°¢ and KLD Dxi, values over ten times realizations of the random matrices
A and B, respectively. The left points, labelled “1” on the horizontal axis, represent
the results for the automated £-ESN, excluding the two extremely poor results shown
in Fig. 3 b (e) and (f). The centre points, labelled “2” on the horizontal axis, represent
the results for the automated Q-ESN; illustrating that the values of both the MCE
£°¢ and the KLD Dgy, are significantly smaller than those of the £-ESN. Immediately
we notice this remarkable reconstruction ability of the Q-ESN. Moreover, we find
that both quantities are less dependent on the realizations of the random matrices
compared to the £-ESN;, i.e. the Q-ESN improves not only the accuracy but also the
robustness of the reconstruction results.

Finally, we remark the results beyond the Q-ESN, i.e. the cubic-form ESN (C-
ESN) including up to the third order terms of the reservoir variables, r;rir,, and the
corresponding output weights, WZ-CJ- x¢» Which are trained to approximate the third term

11



in the Taylor expansions (10) as

9°h,(0)

1
W, ~ =229
ikt 6 arjarkarg

(20)

We show the MCE &£°¢ and the KLD Dy, for the automated C-ESN in the right
points, labelled “3” on the horizontal axis, of Fig. 6. As expected, the accuracy of the
reconstruction by the automated C-ESN is superior to that of the £L-ESN and the Q-
ESN. Furthermore, we find again that the C-ESN improves not only the accuracy but
also the robustness of the reconstruction results, compared to those of the £L-ESN and
the Q-ESN.

4 Conclusion and Discussion

Inspired by the seminal works on the mathematical analysis of RC [8, 14], we have
proposed a novel method of RC with generalized readout with a theoretical guarantee
of its high computational capabilities based on generalized synchronization. Numerical
studies on the Lorenz chaos have uncovered significant short- (Fig. 2) and long-term
prediction and reconstruction abilities with improved robustness (Fig. 3 — 5) of the O-
ESN. The MCE £°¢ and KLD Dy, have quantified these properties complementarily,
i.e. from the notions of orbit and distribution. By including the higher-order approx-
imation, we have revealed “hierarchical” improvement in reconstruction ability and
robustness; i.e. the C-ESN is superior to the Q-ESN, which is superior to the £L-ESN
(Fig. 6).

As the future extensions based on the present work, we discuss the following three
directions: mathematical analysis, machine learning, and physical implementation.
From the mathematical analysis of RC [8, 14], it may be natural that introducing the
generalized readout improves prediction ability. However, we unexpectedly observed
an improvement in the robustness of the reconstruction ability. Further analysis of the
reservoir dynamics is crucial; unveiling fundamental properties such as the topological
conjugacy and the mechanism behind the enhanced robustness will have major impli-
cations for several fields, including machine learning, where stabilizing the dynamics
of neural networks by adding noise and normalization is one of the critical issues [17].

The generalized readout paves the way for novel physical implementations of RC.
Among the various implementations, some physical RC can utilize only a highly
constrained degree of freedom [9-13], e.g. increasing the number of virtual nodes is
essential for RC with a photonic integrated circuit [12]. Even if only a highly con-
strained degree of freedom is available, the generalized readout can construct a rich
basis for learning from such low-dimensional dynamics, as shown in the numerical
study where N = 10.

The apparent drawback of using the generalized readout is the large number of
parameters to be trained, still within the linear learning framework. Therefore, based
on the hierarchical improvement in accuracy with increasing parameters (Fig. 6), the
balance between accuracy and learning cost should be determined for each application.
For the large number of parameters to be trained, transfer learning [18, 19] may be
efficient. Once linear regression is used, the trained parameters, i.e. the generalized

12



readout weights, can be reused with a minor correction for similar tasks, e.g. predicting
chaotic dynamics that are structurally stable.

The automated RC with generalized readout achieves accurate predictions, e.g.
longer than 8 Lyapunov times (Fig. 4); however, such a prediction eventually fails
due to the orbital instability. Toward practical predictions of, for instance, fluid tur-
bulence [20], the integration of the automated RC with generalized readout and data
assimilation may be essential in future work. The concept of generalized readout does
not require the RC framework, but rather, may be essential in a more general machine
learning context, e.g. training recurrent neural networks. Studies of neural connections
similar to Q- and C-ESN may also be interesting in the context of a learning mecha-
nism in biological brains. Whatever the direction, the concepts from dynamical system
theory used in the above discussion, such as synchronization, orbital instability, and
conjugacy, will shed light on a guiding principle for future studies.
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