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Abstract 

For real-world complex system constantly enduring perturbation, to achieve survival 
goal in changing yet unknown environments, the central problem is designing a self-
adaptation strategy instead of fixed control strategies, which enables system to adjust 
its internal multi-scale structure according to environmental feedback. Inspired by 
thermodynamics, we develop a self-adaptive network utilizing only macroscopic 
information to achieve desired landscape through reconfiguring itself in unknown 
environments. By continuously estimating environment entropy, our designed self-
adaptive network can adaptively realize desired landscape represented by topological 
measures. The adaptability of this network is achieved under several scenarios, 
including confinement on phase space and geographic constraint. The adaptation 
process is described by relative entropy corresponding to the Boltzmann H function, 
which decreases with time following unique power law distinguishing our self-adaptive 
network from memoryless systems. Moreover, we demonstrate the transformability of 
our self-adaptive network, as a critical mechanism of complex system resilience, 
allowing for transitions from one target landscape to another. Compared to data-driven 
methods, our self-adaptive network is understandable without careful choice of learning 
architecture and parameters. Our designed self-adaptive network could help to 
understand system intelligence through the lens of thermodynamics.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Complex systems experience perturbation from changing environments1-4. To 
achieve survival goal, system needs to constantly adapt its internal structure to external 
environment according to environmental feedback with limited information. There are 
many systems with adaptability in nature. By improving vessel conductivity when its 
flow increases, animals and plants realize highly optimized transportation networks 
adapted to environment5,6. After suffering external damage7 or aging-induced losses8, 
brain reorganizes its neural circuits to meet cognitive task demands. Such adaptability 
is widely believed to be the nature of general intelligence9,10,11. To design a self-adaptive 
system, the central problem is finding a self-adaptation strategy, which enables system 
to adjust itself to achieve survival goals in changing environments. For complex system 
with hierarchical structure, it needs to build the feedback loop bridging the macroscopic 
system target with the microscopic system elements12. Thus, the key requirements are 
defining a proper macroscopic target and designing a self-adaptation strategy with 
minimum information, enabling system to adjust its internal multi-scale structure 
accordingly.  

It is revealed that the key to designing an adaptive system is finding efficient 
adaptation rules guiding the self-organization13,14. These rules instruct systems to 
reconfigure their organization when systems do not realize targets. For biological 
systems, the most famous rules may be Thorndike's law of effect15 and Hebb's rule16, 
which greatly influence reinforcement learning17 and deep learning18-20. Thorndike’s 
law of effect states that behavior leading to desired outcome tends to be repeated more 
often, which is realized by reconfiguring connection of neurons following Hebb's 
rule21,22. Thus, animals and humans could adjust their behavior in new environments 
for the desired outcomes. For engineering systems, stimulated by designing supersonic 
aircraft under multiple operating conditions, adaptive control methods were developed 
in 1960s23,24. Based on given adaptation rules, adaptive controller continuously adjusts 
parameters for desired performance. To steer systems under uncertainty, compared to 
fixed strategies25,26 challenged by identifying system dynamics initially27,28, adaptive 
strategies seems more appropriate. Meanwhile, many control methods require 
accessible system variables and parameters for each component, which is usually 
impossible for complex systems. Although data-driven methods such as reinforcement 
learning demonstrate great power to adapt to complex environments29,30, they are hard 
to explain for implementation in safe-critical systems and have expensive computation 
costs. 

To address these challenges, here we develop a self-adaption strategy for complex 
systems to realize desired landscapes, by selectively accepting the transition of system 
state based only on macroscopic information, where correct acceptance probability 

𝐴"𝜎! → 𝜎"%  is learned from history. Inspired by thermodynamics, the goal of our 

strategy is set to landscape of macrostate, namely the negative logarithm of probability 
distribution for macroscopic variables of interest, which has been used for depicting 
material31, protein32, cancer33, ecosystem34,35 and engineering systems36. To achieve 
this target, in our strategy, system transition from one state to another due to 
environmental disturbance, such as adding/removing an edge in network, will be 



selectively accepted, where the acceptance probability 𝐴"𝜎! → 𝜎"% only depends on 

macrostates before and after transition. We show that suitable acceptance probability 
can be determined by target landscape and environment entropy (Fig. 1a). In unknown 
environments, self-adaptive systems need to automatically estimate environment 
entropy for correct acceptance probability. By extending the Wang-Landau method, we 
derive a simple method to estimate entropy, enabling systems to continuously adjust 
acceptance probability according to environmental feedback. It is shown that system 
will converge to target landscape under our adaptation rule (Fig. 1b). The adaptation 
process is described by a monotonically decreasing relative entropy corresponding to 
the Boltzmann H function37. The relative entropy decreases with time following unique 
power law distinguishing our self-adaptive systems from memoryless systems. As a 
prototypical example, we design a self-adaptive network programmed with target 
landscapes represented by topological measures, including modularity and others. In a 
wide variety of unknown environmental conditions, our designed self-adaptive network 
shows the capacity to realize desired landscape by reconfiguring itself with only 
macroscopic information. Furthermore, we demonstrate that our self-adaptive network 
could change from one target landscape to another, a capacity known as 
transformability, as a crucial mechanism for complex system resilience34,38. 

Theory 
Model. Consider a complex system of numerous microstates that compose a large 
phase space Γ = {𝜎#, 𝜎$, … }. For example, an undirected network with 𝑛 nodes and 𝑚 

edges can have .
!(!#$)

&
% / possible microstates. Driven by environment, system 

continuously transitions from one microstate to another described by a stationary 
Markov process 𝑇 , where 𝑇(𝜎! → 𝜎")  represents the transition probability from 
microstate 𝜎! to microstate 𝜎" at one timestep. We denote the probability of microstate 
𝜎! as 𝑝(𝜎!). When accepting all transitions driven by environment, the distribution of 
system microstate converges to the stationary distribution 𝑝(𝜎!) = 𝑝&'((𝜎!), where the 
superscript 'env' represents that system is dominated by environment. 
 
Design Target. Due to the difficulty of analyzing countless microstates, 
thermodynamics coarse-grain different microstates with the same macroscopic property 
into one macrostate. Analogy to thermodynamics, we only focus on quantity of interest 
𝑥(𝜎!) for each microstate 𝜎!, thus one macrostate 𝑥 corresponds to a set of microstates 
{𝑥(𝜎!) = 𝑥|𝜎! ∈ Γ}. For complex systems, we focus on the distribution of macrostate  

𝑝(𝑥) = ∑ 𝑝(𝜎!))(+')-) ,                                               (1) 

which is the sum of probability of microstate with same macrostate 𝑥. The negative 
logarithm of stationary distribution -ln[𝑝(𝑥)] corresponds to free energy landscape31, 
which depicts the macroscopic property of complex systems. Not limited to physical 
and chemical systems, macroscopic landscape also describes the ecosystem 
resilience34,35 and engineering systems36. Moreover, because macroscopic landscape 



allows fluctuation and one macrostate contains numerous microstates, macroscopic 
landscape as design target is more feasible for complex systems under uncertainty 
compared to microscopic target2. Our goal is to realize desired landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥), 
thus the stationary distribution 𝑝(𝑥) for design target is  

𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥) ∝ exp >−𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥)@.                                  (2) 

Without any intervention, the system landscape will be dominated by environment. 
Namely, when the system accepts all transition driven by environment (represented by 
Markov process 𝑇), the stationary distribution 𝑝(𝑥) of macrostate 𝑥 becomes  

𝑝&'((𝑥) = ∑ 𝑝&'((𝜎!))(+')-) = exp"−𝑈&'((𝑥)%,                     (3) 

where 𝑝&'((𝑥) is the stationary distribution of macrostate under Markov process 𝑇. 
𝑈&'((𝑥) = −ln	[𝑝&'((𝑥)]  is the environment-dominated landscape, which 
corresponds to entropy39. Below we seek to steer system from environment-dominated 
landscape 𝑈&'((𝑥) to target landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) by self-adaptation (Fig. 1b).  
 
Realizing target landscape with adaptation rule. To realize desired macroscopic 
landscape, we seek to selectively accept the transition of system state to change 
stationary distribution. While selective acceptance is used in Markov chain Monte 
Carlo for realizing desired microstate distribution with microscopic information40, this 
information is usually inaccessible for complex systems with numerous microstates. To 
realize desired macrostate distribution with limited information, under detailed balance 
condition, we derive the suitable acceptance probability  

𝐴"𝜎! → 𝜎"% = min	(1, 123	(5
()*'+!()')65()*'+!7),8)

12395)!-()')65)!-7),8:
)                       (4) 

when system is driven from microstate 𝜎!  with macroscopic property 𝑥! = 𝑥(𝜎!) to 
microstate 𝜎"  with macroscopic property 𝑥" = 𝑥(𝜎") . Exploiting only macroscopic 
information 𝑥! and 𝑥", system could reconfigure the stationary distribution to 𝑝(𝑥) =
𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥) by selectively accepting environment drive. See derivation in Methods. 

In unknown changing environments, system use its estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥) to replace 
𝑈&'((𝑥)  in Eq. (4), where 𝑈H&'((𝑥)  should be continuously updated based on 
environmental feedback. However, finding a proper way to update 𝑈H&'((𝑥)  is 
challenged by non-stationary transition probability, which arises from ever-changing 
acceptance probability when 𝑈H&'((𝑥) updates. Considering correspondence between 
𝑈&'((𝑥) = −ln	[𝑝&'((𝑥)] and entropy39, we extend the Wang-Landau method41,42 and 
derive a simple method for updating estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥) while pursuing target. Our 
method degrades into the Wang-Landau method when 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥)  is constant. 
According to our method, at each timestep, the estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥) on the current 
macrostate 𝑥! will be updated as 

𝑈H&'((𝑥!) = 𝑈H&'((𝑥!) − 𝑓 × exp	(𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥!)),                       (5) 
where adaptation rate 𝑓 > 0. The larger f, the faster updating while larger fluctuation 
for 𝑈H&'((𝑥). See derivation in Methods. Our adaptation rule, as described in Eqs. (4-
5), is understandable. For instance, consider the situation when system visits macrostate 
𝑥;  too frequently compared to target. According to Eq. (5), 𝑈H&'((𝑥;) will decrease 



faster than other 𝑈H&'((𝑥) . According to Eq. (4), with low 𝑈H&'((𝑥;) , acceptance 
probability of escaping macrostate 𝑥;  will increase while acceptance probability of 
entering macrostate 𝑥;  will decrease. Subsequently, the frequency of visiting 
macrostate 𝑥; will decrease. Thus, our adaptation rule establishes a negative feedback 
loop between the deviation from macroscopic target and acceptance decision for 
realizing target (see Supplementary Section 1). 

Taken together, by implementing our strategy shown in Fig. 2, with only 
macroscopic information, system could adaptively realize desired landscape in 
unknown environments. In the following, our strategy is applied to designing self-
adaptive network which realizes different desired landscapes represented by 
topological measures automatically. 

Results 
Self-adaptive network programed with target landscape. Consider a complex 
network under disturbance, environmental disturbance will remove existing edges or 
create new edges at each timestep (see environment setting in Methods). To realize 
desired macroscopic property represented by target landscape, system needs to 
continuously adjust its behavior (through acceptance probability) according to 
environmental feedback. As our first example, we choose modularity 𝑀 , which 
measures the tendency of network division into densely connected subgroups43, as 
macrostate of interest. Our goal is to design a self-adaptive network which starts from 
environment-dominated landscape 𝑈&'((𝑀) to desired target landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑀) 
automatically in unknown environments. To test strategy capability, we choose a 
bistable landscape as the target landscape (see target setting in Methods). Such 
landscapes with multiple attractors support complex functions in mechanical, 
biological, and chemical engineering44.  

Employing our strategy, our self-adaptive network gradually adjusts its behavior 
to realize target landscape in the initially unknown environment (Fig. 3a). As network 
continuously updates estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑀) (Fig. 3b), the distance to target landscape, 
quantified by the relative entropy 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0')  between empirical distribution 
𝑞(𝑀) and target distribution 𝑝.&/!0'(𝑀), decreases monotonically with time following 
a power law (blue circles, Fig. 3c). Programed with bistable landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑀), 
self-adaptive network is of bistability. Namely, when 𝑀 < 𝑀>, network modularity will 
fluctuate around 𝑀# in a long time (Fig. 3d), where edges are comparatively uniformly 
distributed among nodes; while when system is perturbed to 𝑀 > 𝑀> , network 
modularity will fluctuate around 𝑀$  in a long time, where network is divided into 
several subgroups (Fig. 3e). In practice, the brain networks can switch between low 
modularity mode and high modularity mode to balance integration and segregation in 
diverse cognitive process45.  

The adaptation process can be described by a universal exponent. As shown in Fig. 
3c, two regimes are identified, with a crossover at 𝜏?, corresponding to the correlation 
time (see Supplementary Section 3). When 𝑡 ≫ 𝜏? , 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0') decreases with 
time following a power law 

𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0') ∝ 𝑡6@,                                           (6) 



where exponent 𝛼 ≈ 2 . Thus self-adaptive network will gradually approach target 
landscape. While for non-adaptive systems accepting all environmental disturbance, 
empirical distribution 𝑞(𝑀)  will converge to environment-dominated distribution 
𝑝&'((𝑀) instead of target distribution 𝑝.&/!0'(𝑀). Thus relative entropy 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝&'() 
decreases with time for non-adaptive systems (red diamonds, Fig. 3c), following a 
different power law 

𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝&'() ∝ 𝑡6#,                                                (7) 
which describes how non-adaptive systems converge to environment-dominated 
landscape 𝑈&'((𝑀). We derive the exponent in Eq. (7) for purely random systems and 
stationary Markov systems in Supplementary Section 2. Thus exponent 𝛼 > 1 in Eq. 
(6) suggests that our adaptive system continuously exploits historical observation to 
adjust itself to realize target distribution, which can distinguish adaptive systems from 
memoryless systems. And we find that the exponent 𝛼 depends on the target landscape. 
For symmetrical bistable landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥), the exponent 𝛼 ≈ 2 is independent of 
details. For 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) with single minimum, the exponent 1 < 𝛼 < 2 decreases as 
probability becomes concentrated (see Supplementary Section 4). 
 
Adaptation under confinement on phase space. Real-world systems suffer many 
constraints in phase space (red regions in Fig. 4a), which challenges system adaptability. 
As our second example, we consider such a scenario that some microstates are 
inaccessible due to environmental restrictions. Specifically, with other setting similar 
to our first example, we forbid 80% of all possible edges in the second example. These 
edges could not be added during network evolution. Under confinement, the volume of 
phase space is reduced to approximately 56$>> of the original one (see Methods). With 
enormous forbidden regions, self-adaptive network needs to automatically find possible 
paths for realizing target landscape. Although numerous microstates are forbidden, the 
macroscopic property represented by environment estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑀)  changes 
slightly, where the minimum of 𝑈H&'((𝑀) is still around 𝑀 = 0.45 (red line, Fig. 4b). 
With slightly adjusted estimation, our network still realizes target landscape in the new 
environment (Fig. 4c). The relative entropy 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0')  decreases with time 
following a power law, where exponent 𝛼 ≈ 2  still holds under confinement (red 
triangles, Fig. 4d). The microscopic evolution of network is demonstrated in Fig. 4e. 
During evolution, forbidden edges (red lines, Fig. 4e) gradually disappear due to 
environmental constraints. Employing remaining 20% edges, self-adaptive network 
still realizes desired bistable target landscape (right panel, Fig. 4e). Such adaptability 
of our self-adaptive network enables systems to flexibly select suitable microscopic 
evolution trajectories for realizing target under uncertain confinement. 
 
Adaptation under geographic constraint. One important constraint for real-world 
networks is geographic constraint, where long-range edges require more resources to 
build and maintain. As our third example, we consider a environment under geographic 
constraint to test the adaptability of our strategy. Specifically, all nodes of the network 
are embedded in a two-dimensional square lattice (Fig. 5a). Here, the strength of 
geographic constraint is represented by a characteristic length 𝜁. The edge with length 



𝑑!" ≫ 𝜁 is easy to remove while hard to add (see Methods). Since average shortest path 
length 𝐿 is significantly affected by geographic constraint, we choose 𝐿 as macrostate 
of interest in this example. The target landscape is set to a landscape with one minimum, 
which is different from previous setting. We employ our self-adaptive network in 
environments with different geographic constraint strengths 𝜁 . As 𝜁  decreases, the 
environment-dominated landscape 𝑈H&'((𝐿)  increases slower with 𝐿  (Fig. 5b), 
suggesting that environment with small 𝜁 is more likely to have large 𝐿. According to 
Eq. (4), self-adaptive network will reduce the acceptance probability for increasing 𝐿 
with decreasing 𝜁. Thus network adaptively realizes target under different 𝜁 (Fig. 5c), 
which is also described by the power-law decay of 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝ABC0&A), where exponent 
𝛼 ≈ 1.34  (Fig. 5d). Under different geographic constraints, self-adaptive network 
realizes macroscopic target by different microscopic modes. Under weak geographic 
constraint (𝜁 = 100), there are many long-range edges (Fig. 5e). As 𝜁 decreases, the 
network realizes target landscape with a highly modularized network structure and a 
few long-range edges (Fig. 5f-g), which has been observed in real-world spatially 
embedded networks46.  
 
Transformability. Besides adaptively realizing a specific target in various unknown 
environments, adjusting target landscape to changing requirement is critical for system 
resilience. Such capacity is defined as transformability34 (Fig. 6a). As our final example, 
we investigate the transformability of our self-adaptive network. Here, we choose 
average clustering coefficient 𝐶 as macrostate of interest. We sequentially perform a 
large transformation (Fig. 6b) and a small transformation (Fig. 6e). It is found that our 
self-adaptive network can successfully transform to new target landscape (Fig. 6c, 6f).  

We further investigate historical experience effect on transformation. When target 
landscape is changed from an old one (Fig. 6b, 6e, dashed lines) to a new one (Fig. 6b, 
6e, solids lines), the estimation 𝑈H&'( learned in old tasks may help system realize new 
task faster. To investigate such historical experience effect, we compare the 
convergence of 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝ABC0&A) for network with historical experience and network 
without any historical experience (reset 𝑈H&'( ≡ 0). For large transformation 𝑈# → 𝑈$, 
𝑈H&'( learned in old tasks only helps system in the early state (Fig. 6d). While for small 
transformation 𝑈$ → 𝑈D , 𝑈H&'(  learned in old task significantly accelerates target 
realization in the new task, reducing the time to decrease 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝ABC0&A)  (purple 
dashed arrow, Fig. 6g). Such difference comes from the distance between old target and 
new target, which is small in transformation 𝑈$ → 𝑈D but large in transformation 𝑈# →
𝑈$. This suggests that environment entropy 𝑈H&'(  plays the role of world model11,48 
enabling system to generalize previous experience to similar tasks. When the current 
landscape becomes hard to maintain, such transformability of landscape to evolve a 
new way of living is critical in social-ecological systems34. 

Discussion 
Designing systems to achieve goals is of fundamental importance to solving complex 
tasks and also examines our understanding of complex systems. For complex systems 
surrounded by unknown yet changing environments, it is hard to obtain their numerous 



parameters and microstates, challenging the assumptions of previous works. To steer 
complex systems toward survival goals with limited information, we develop a self-
adaptation strategy to design a self-adaptive network. Our strategy enables complex 
systems to coordinate their multi-scale structure to realize macroscopic targets with 
limited information. Existing methods usually focus on the goal of reaching a specific 
microstate and require microscopic information. For complex systems with emergent 
phenomena, the macrostate is more directly relevant to performance and more robust 
to environmental disturbance. With only macroscopic information, our strategy guides 
systems to make decisions at microscopic level with removal or addition of edges for 
achieving desired landscape at macroscopic level. Our strategy provides an example of 
decomposing macroscopic targets into microscopic decisions47. 

Our designed self-adaptive network has the adaptability to adjust its internal 
mechanism for its goal. Most prior important work assumes known dynamics, which is 
challenged by uncertain environments in the real world. Existing methods usually need 
to model system dynamics and are hard to apply for complex systems with many 
degrees of freedom and unknown dynamics. Estimating countless microscopic 
parameters is difficult for nonlinear complex systems. With the adaptation rule that 
system adjusts its behavior based on the deviation from macroscopic target, our coarse-
grain strategy may open a new route to close the loop across different scales, which is 
believed key to designing complex systems12. 

Our strategy is physics-inspired. Compared to data-driven methods, our 
explainable strategy does not require complex architecture and elaborated pre-training. 
Moreover, our work may help to understand the principle behind complex system 
adaptability and intelligence. We find a universal exponent distinguishing our adaptive 
system from non-adaptive systems. Our approach suggests that entropy could play the 
role of world model11,48 for multi-scale systems. Our self-adaptive strategy can be 
applied to designing future intelligent complex systems and help understand system 
intelligence through the lens of thermodynamics. 
 
 
 
 



 
Fig. 1| Self-adaptive network. a. Self-adaptive network in unknown environments. 
Environment will drive network from one microstate to another at each timestep (such 
as removing or adding edges in network). When accepting all environmental 
disturbance, network macrostate 𝑥 is governed by environment-dominated landscape 
𝑈&'((𝑥). To realize target landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥), our self-adaptive network selectively 
accept environmental disturbance with suitable acceptance probability 𝐴(𝜎! → 𝜎") 
based only on macroscopic information (macrostates 𝑥!  and 𝑥"  before and after 
transition). The suitable behavior 𝐴(𝜎! → 𝜎") depends on both environment property 
𝑈&'((𝑥)  and target 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) . In unknown environments, self-adaptive network 
needs to learn environment property 𝑈&'((𝑥) and adjust its behavior accordingly. b. An 
example of self-adaptive network. In unknown environments, self-adaptive network 
adaptively adjusts its behavior (represented by 𝐴(𝜎! → 𝜎")) based on environmental 
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feedback. Thus network gradually modifies its landscape from environment-dominated 
landscape 𝑈&'((𝑥)  to target landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) . In this example, macrostate of 
interest 𝑥 is chosen as modularity. Network gradually forms several communities to 
increase modularity. Here, nodes in the same community are shown in the same colors. 
Nodes with more connections are larger. 
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Fig. 2| Self-adaptation strategy for designing self-adaptive network. a. Self-
adaptive network: network structure, unknown environment and target landscape 

𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥). Environment will drive system from microstate 𝜎!  to microstate 𝜎"  with 

unknown probability 𝑇(𝜎! → 𝜎" 	) at each timestep. When accepting all environment 
drive, network macrostate 𝑥  is governed by environment-dominated landscape 
𝑈&'((𝑥) . Self-adaptive network could only observe macrostate 𝑥!  for 𝜎!  and 
macrostate 𝑥" for 𝜎" to decide whether accepting the transition. Self-adaptive network 
reconfigures the network structure to target landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥)  by selectively 
accepting disturbance in unknown environments. b. Self-adaptation strategy. At each 
timestep, our self-adaptive system will first update its environment estimation, then 
decide whether accepting environmental disturbance. At estimation stage, system 
updates environment estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥)  on current macrostate 𝑥!  via Eq. (5). At 
decision stage, to decide whether to accept or to reject transition 𝜎! → 𝜎" , system 
calculates the acceptance probability 𝑝B??&EA  based on environment estimation 
𝑈H&'((𝑥) and target landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥). At action stage, system accepts transition 
𝜎! → 𝜎"  with acceptance probability 𝑝B??&EA . This action determines the network 
structure at next timestep, which shapes the macroscopic landscape. 
 



 
Fig. 3| Self-adaptive network programed with target landscape. a. Self-adaptive 
network realizes target landscape. When accepting all environmental disturbance, the 
distribution of modularity 𝑀 is dominated by environment (yellow line, left panel). 
Employing our self-adaptation strategy, network successfully approaches target 
distribution (red line, right panel). The empirical distribution 𝑝&'((𝑀) before and after 
employing self-adaptation strategy is obtained by simulating 2.42 × 10F timesteps and 
5 × 10F  timesteps, respectively. b. Environment estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑀)  learned from 
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environmental feedback after 5 × 10F timesteps. To visualize the trend of 𝑈H&'((𝑀), 
we smoothed raw data (hollow points) using a moving average method with a window 
size of 30 to obtain the curve (solid line). The minimum of smoothed 𝑈H&'((𝑀) is 
adjusted to zero by adding a constant term. c. Relative entropy between empirical 
distribution 𝑞(𝑀) and stationary distribution decreases with time following a power 
law. For our self-adaptive network, stationary distribution is target distribution 
𝑝.&/!0'(𝑀). The relative entropy 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0') decreases with time following a 
power law (blue circles), where the best-fitting exponent is 𝛼 = 1.77 ± 0.04, based on 
the result of one simulation using data points where 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0') < 0.5. For non-
adaptive systems accepting all environmental disturbance, the stationary distribution 
𝑝&'((𝑀) is determined by environment. The relative entropy 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝&'() decreases 
with time following a different power law (red diamonds), where the best-fitting 
exponent is 𝛼 = 0.96 ± 0.02, based on the average of 15 independent simulations 
using data points where 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝&'() < 0.5. All the scaling exponents are determined 
by linear regression in the log-log space. d-e. The network macrostate timeseries and 
microscopic evolution when network switches between low modularity mode (around 
𝑀# ≈ 0.458 ) and high modularity mode (around 𝑀$ ≈ 0.715 ). Two modes are 
separated by the saddle points 𝑀> ≈ 0.587. See target setting in Methods. Here, nodes 
in the same community are shown in the same colors. Nodes with more connections are 
larger. 



 

Fig. 4| Adaptation under confinement on phase space. a. Network could not access 
some microstates due to environmental restriction (see environment setting in Method). 
b. Comparison of environment estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑀) under confinement (red triangles 
and red line) and without confinement (blue circles and blue line). Both estimations are 
obtained by simulating 5 × 10F  timesteps. To visualize the trend of 𝑈H&'((𝑀) , we 
smoothed raw data (hollow points) using a moving average method with a window size 
of 30 to obtain the curve (solid lines). The minimum of smoothed 𝑈H&'((𝑀) is adjusted 
to zero by adding a constant term. c. The distribution of network modularity 𝑀 for self-
adaptive network under confinement before and after employing self-adaptation 
strategy. The empirical distribution before and after employing self-adaptation strategy 
is obtained by simulating 1 × 10F  timesteps and 5 × 10F  timesteps, respectively. d. 
Relative entropy 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0')  between empirical distribution 𝑞(𝑀)  and target 
distribution 𝑝.&/!0'(𝑀) without confinement (blue circles) and under confinement (red 
triangles). 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0')  also decreases with time following a power law under 
confinement, where the best-fitting exponent is 𝛼 = 1.82 ± 0.04, based on the result 
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of one simulation using data points where 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0') < 0.5 . The scaling 
exponent is determined by linear regression in the log-log space. e. The microscopic 
evolution during network adaptation. Initially, there are numerous forbidden edges (red 
lines, left panel). The ratio of forbidden edges is 81.44% at 𝑡 = 1, 72.86% at 𝑡 = 41, 
66.83% at 𝑡 = 81  and 60.40% at 𝑡 = 121 . During evolution, the forbidden edges 
disappear and network still exhibits desired bistability (right panel). Here, nodes in the 
same community are shown in the same colors. Nodes with more connections are larger. 
  



 

Fig. 5| Adaptation under geographic constraint. a. Nodes are embedded in a two-
dimensional square lattice, where distance between two neighbors are set to 1. The 
characteristic length 𝜁 represent the strength of geographic constraint (see environment 
setting in Method). b. Environment estimation 𝑈H&'((𝐿) obtained in 5 × 10G timesteps 
under geographic constraint 𝜁 =100, 2 and 1. To visualize the trend of 𝑈H&'((𝐿), we 
smoothed raw data (hollow points) using a moving average method with a window size 
of 10 to obtain the curve (solid lines). The value of 𝑈H&'((𝐿) at 𝐿 = 4.805 is adjusted 
to zero by adding a constant term for comparing 𝑈H&'((𝐿) under different geographic 
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constraints. c. From different environment-dominated distributions (dashed lines), self-
adaptive network finally realizes target distribution (solid line). The empirical 
distributions before and after employing self-adaptation strategy are all obtained by 
simulating 5 × 10G timesteps. d. Relative entropy 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0') between empirical 
distribution and target distribution decreases with time following a power law. The best-
fitting exponents are 𝛼 = 1.42	 ± 	0.01 for 𝜁	 = 	100, 𝛼 = 1.29 ± 	0.02 for 𝜁	 = 	2, 
and 𝛼 = 1.34 ± 	0.005 for 𝜁	 = 	1. All the scaling exponents are determined by linear 
regression in the log-log space, based on the result of one simulation using data points 
where 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0') < 1. e-g. The microscopic evolution of self-adaptive network 
under geographic constraint 𝜁 = 100, 2, 1, where nodes in the same community are 
shown in the same colors. Nodes with more connections are larger. Edges with longer 
distance are darker. 
 



 
Fig. 6| Transformability. a. Illustration of transformability. b. Large transformation 
from bistable landscape 𝑈# to monostable landscape 𝑈$. c. The distribution of average 
clustering coefficient 𝐶  is successfully changed from 𝑝#(𝐶) ∝ exp	(−𝑈#(𝐶))  to 
𝑝$(𝐶) ∝ exp	(−𝑈$(𝐶)) after transformation 𝑈# → 𝑈$ in 10F timesteps. d. The relative 
entropy 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝$) for self-adaptive network with historical experience (blue triangles) 
and self-adaptive network without experience (red circles) after transformation 𝑈# →
𝑈$. For self-adaptive network without experience (red circles), the best-fitting exponent 
α = 1.43 ± 0.02 is determined by linear regression in the log-log space, based on the 
result of one simulation using data points where 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0') < 0.5 . e. Small 
transformation from landscape 𝑈$  to landscape 𝑈D . f. The distribution of average 
clustering coefficient 𝐶 is successfully changed from 𝑝$(𝐶) ∝ exp	(−𝑈$(𝐶)) to 𝑝D ∝
exp	(−𝑈D(𝐶))  after transformation 𝑈$ → 𝑈D  in 10F  timesteps. g. Relative entropy 
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𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝D) for self-adaptive network with historical experience (blue triangles) and 
self-adaptive network without historical experience (red circles) after transformation 
𝑈$ → 𝑈D. For self-adaptive network without experience (red circles), the best-fitting 
exponent α = 1.75 ± 0.04 is determined by linear regression in the log-log space gives, 
based on the result of one simulation using data points where 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝.&/!0') < 0.5. 
The historical experience reduces the time to decrease 𝐷<=(𝑞||𝑝ABC0&A) (purple dashed 
arrow). 
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Methods 

Deriving the suitable acceptance probability 
Without any intervention, the evolution of system follows Markov process 𝑇, where the 

transition probability from microstate 𝜎!  to microstate 𝜎"  is denoted as 𝑇"𝜎! → 𝜎"%. 

And we assume that Markov process 𝑇 satisfies the detailed balance condition. The 
detailed balance holds for environment with time-reversal symmetry49. Even for 
systems violating detailed balance, the violation of detailed balance will be reduced 
after coarse-graining50. The detailed balance condition is given by 

𝑝&'((𝜎!)𝑇"𝜎! → 𝜎"% = 𝑝&'("𝜎"%𝑇"𝜎" → 𝜎!%                            (8) 

for each pair of microstates 𝜎! and 𝜎", where 𝑝&'((𝜎) is the stationary probability of 
microstate 𝜎 for the Markov process 𝑇. The superscript 'env' denotes that system is 

evolving by environmental driving 𝑇"𝜎! → 𝜎"%. The stationary distribution of Markov 

process 𝑇 for macrostate 𝑥 is 

𝑝&'((𝑥) = ∑ 𝑝&'((𝜎!))(+')-) .                                    (9) 

Our goal is to change the stationary distribution of macrostate from 𝑝&'((𝑥) to desired 
distribution 𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥), where 𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥) ∝ exp	(−𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥)). To realize this goal, 
we accept each transition from microstate 𝜎!  to microstate 𝜎"  with acceptance 
probability 𝐴(𝜎! → 𝜎") . Thus system transition probability from microstate 𝜎!  to 

microstate 𝜎"  is changed from 𝑇"𝜎! → 𝜎"%  to 𝑇"𝜎! → 𝜎"%𝐴(𝜎! → 𝜎") , leading to the 

change of stationary distribution. Below we derive the suitable 𝐴(𝜎! → 𝜎")  for 
changing system stationary distribution of macrostate to 𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥).  
 
We denote the desired stationary distribution of microstate as 𝑝.&/!0'(𝜎!), which needs 
to satisfy 

𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥) = ∑ 𝑝.&/!0'(𝜎!))(+')-) .                               (10) 

To guarantee that distribution 𝑝.&/!0'(𝜎!)  is stationary under transition probability  

𝐴"𝜎! → 𝜎"%𝑇(𝜎! → 𝜎"), a sufficient condition is detailed balance condition that 

𝐴"𝜎" → 𝜎!%𝑇"𝜎" → 𝜎!%𝑝.&/!0'"𝜎"% = 𝐴"𝜎! → 𝜎"%𝑇(𝜎! → 𝜎")𝑝.&/!0'(𝜎!)    (11) 

To satisfy Eq. (11), we choose 

𝐴"𝜎! → 𝜎"% = min	(1, H7+,→+'8E
()*'+!7+,8

H7+'→+,8E()*'+!(+')
)                           (12) 

for each transition 𝜎! → 𝜎". Substituting Eq. (8) into Eq. (12), we get 

𝐴"𝜎! → 𝜎"% = min	(1, E
()*'+!7+,8
E)!-7+,8

/ E
()*'+!(+')
E)!-(+')

).                        (13) 



Thus we only need to determine the ratio E
()*'+!(+')
E)!-(+')

 for each microstate 𝜎! . The 

acceptance probability for realizing designed microstate distribution in Eq. (12) has 
been derived in Markov chain Monte Carlo. Below we extend it to designed macrostate 
distribution. Even the macrostate distribution 𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥) ∝ exp	(−𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥))  is 
determined, there is a lot of freedom to select the desired microstate distribution 
𝑝.&/!0'(𝜎!), which is only constraint by Eq. (10). We will choose the most convenient 

𝑝.&/!0'(𝜎!) for calculating the ratio E
()*'+!(+')
E)!-(+')

 as following. 

 

Considering ratio E
()*'+!(+')
E)!-(+')

 also needs to satisfy the constraint shown in Eq. (10). To 

get a more convenient form of this constraint, we divide Eq. (10) by Eq. (9) and get 

E()*'+!())
E)!-())

=
∑ E()*'+!(+')./0'12.

∑ E)!-(+')./0'12.
.                                   (14) 

Thus 𝑝.&/!0'(𝜎!) only need to satisfy Eq. (14) to satisfy constraint shown in Eq. (10). 

For convenience of calculating ratio E
()*'+!(+')
E)!-(+')

 under this constraint, we choose desired 

microstate distribution 𝑝.&/!0'(𝜎!) satisfying 
E()*'+!(+')
E)!-(+')

= E()*'+!()')
E)!-()')

,                                         (15) 

where 𝑥! = 𝑥(𝜎!)  is the macrostate of microstate 𝜎! . According to Eq. (15), when 

probability of macrostate 𝑥!  needs to be scaled by a factor 𝜅  (E
()*'+!()')
E)!-()')

= 𝜅 ), the 

probability of microstates 𝜎! with macrostate 𝑥(𝜎!) = 𝑥! will also be scaled by factor 𝜅 

(E
()*'+!(+')
E)!-(+')

= 𝜅 = E()*'+!()')
E)!-()')

), which guarantees the satisfaction of Eq. (14). 

 
Substituting Eq. (15) into Eq. (13), we get 

𝐴"𝜎! → 𝜎"% = min	(1, E
()*'+!7),8
E)!-7),8

/ E
()*'+!()')
E)!-()')

)                         (16) 

where 𝑥! = 𝑥(𝜎!) and 𝑥" = 𝑥(𝜎"). Notably, the acceptance probability only use the 
macroscopic information of macrostate 𝑥!  and 𝑥" . For convenience, we represent 
probability distribution with free energy landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) and 𝑈&'((𝑥) shown in 
Eqs. (2-3), then the acceptance probability becomes 

𝐴"𝜎! → 𝜎"% = min(1, 123	(5
()*'+!()')65()*'+!(),))

123	(5)!-()')65)!-(),))
).                  (17) 

With our target 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) and environment property 𝑈&'((𝑥), we can steer system 
into desired macroscopic landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥)  with only macroscopic information 
𝑥! = 𝑥(𝜎!) and 𝑥" = 𝑥(𝜎"). 
 
Deriving the estimation update method 
As shown in Eq. (4), to realize target landscape with only macroscopic information, 



system needs to know the 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) and 𝑈&'((𝑥) for proper decision. 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) is 
system target that is initially known. 𝑈&'((𝑥) encodes the environment property, which 
is usually unknown. System needs to use historical data to estimate 𝑈&'((𝑥). In our 
strategy, system use its estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥)  to replace 𝑈&'((𝑥)  in Eq. (4). When 
estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥)  and 𝑈&'((𝑥)  differ only by a constant term ( 𝑈H&'((𝑥) =
𝑈&'((𝑥) + 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡), the estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥) will give correct acceptance probability 

based on Eq. (4) due to the fact that 𝑈H&'((𝑥") − 𝑈H&'((𝑥!) = 𝑈&'("𝑥"% − 𝑈&'((𝑥!).  

Algorithms for estimating entropy, including the Wang-Landau method, have been 
developed in statistical physics while not for realizing various target landscape 
𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) . Due to the correspondence between entropy and 𝑈&'((𝑥) , below we 
extend the Wang-Landau method to derive a simple estimation update method, which 
enables system to continuously update estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥)  while pursuing target 
landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥).  
 
System stores an value of 𝑈H&'((𝑥!) for each macrostate 𝑥!. And the estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥) 
will be updated according to observation during system evolution. Inspired by the 
Wang-Landau method41,42, when system enters into macrostate 𝑥!, we assume that the 
corresponding estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥!) will be updated as 

𝑈H&'((𝑥!) = 𝑈H&'((𝑥!) − 𝑓 × ℎ(𝑥!),                                (18) 
where 𝑓 is the adaptation rate and ℎ(𝑥!) is an undetermined function about macrostate 
𝑥! . And estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥)  on other macrostate 𝑥 ≠ 𝑥!  will not change. Next we 
derive the form of ℎ(𝑥!) based on stationary condition that correct estimation should 
not be changed with estimation update method Eq. (18). Estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥) is correct 
if and only if estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥)  and 𝑈&'((𝑥)  differ only by a constant term 
(𝑈H&'((𝑥) = 𝑈&'((𝑥) + 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡 ). After a time interval ∆𝑡 , the estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥) is 
updated to 𝑈H&'((𝑥) + ∆𝑈H&'((𝑥), where ∆𝑈H&'((𝑥) is the increment induced by Eq. 
(18). The increment ∆𝑈H&'((𝑥) should be independent of 𝑥 to keep correct estimation. 
According to Eq. (18), the increment is 

∆𝑈H&'((𝑥) 	= −𝑓 × ℎ(𝑥) × 𝑛∆A(𝑥).                                (19) 
where 𝑛∆A(𝑥) is the number of times that system enters macrostate 𝑥 during the time 
interval ∆𝑡. When system estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥) is correct, the probability of entering 
state 𝑥 follows the target distribution 𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥) ∝ exp	(−𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥)). Thus expected 
value of increment is 

< ∆𝑈H&'((𝑥) >	= 	−𝑓 × ℎ(𝑥) × 𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥) × ∆𝑡                   (20) 
where expected value <𝑛∆A(𝑥) >	= 𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥) × ∆𝑡	is	used. Considering	∆𝑈H&'((𝑥) 
should be independent of 𝑥, thus  

ℎ(𝑥) ∝ #
E()*'+!())

∝ exp	(𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥)).                            (21) 

Choosing ℎ(𝑥) = exp	(𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥)), we get the estimation update method 
𝑈H&'((𝑥!) = 𝑈H&'((𝑥!) − 𝑓 × exp	(𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥!))).                   (22) 

Our method extends the Wang-Landau method. For the constant target landscape 
𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) = 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡, our method degrades into the Wang-Landau method. We prove 
the convergence of our adaptation rule, consisting of Eq. (4) and Eq. (5), under slow 



adaptation limit (see Supplementary Section 1). When applying this estimation update 
method for continuous macrostate 𝑥, we discretize 𝑥 into small bins and continuously 
update its estimation for each bins following Eq. (5). And estimation 𝑈H&'((𝑥) for each 
macrostate 𝑥 is determined by linear interpolation between neighboring bins similar to 
reference51. 
  
Environment setting 
As shown in Fig. 2a, the environmental disturbance will drive system from one 
microstate 𝜎!  to another microstate 𝜎"  with transition probability 𝑇(𝜎! → 𝜎"), where 
𝑇(𝜎! → 𝜎")  is unknown for self-adaptive network. The environment setting is 
essentially a procedure to generate a perturbed network 𝜎" from the original network 𝜎!. 
Below we introduce the environment setting used in examples.  
 
Each network is initialized as a Erdos-Renyi network with 𝑁 = 100 nodes and average 
degree < 𝑘 >= 4. Environmental disturbance will remove or add edge to network at 
each timestep. The environmental disturbance setting is constructed as following. At 
each timestep, environment will first decide whether to add one edge to network or to 
remove one edge from network. The probability of removing one edge at one timestep 
is  

𝑝C&%L(& =
#

#M123	(6N3(%6%4))
,                                     (23) 

where 𝑚 is the number of existing edges in current network. The probability of adding 
one edge 𝑝B.. = 1 − 𝑝C&%L(& . Here, parameters are set to 𝐴% = 2 and 𝑚> = 200. 
When 𝑚 < 𝑚>, environment tends to add edges. When 𝑚 > 𝑚>, environment tends to 
remove edges. Thus the number of edges in network will fluctuate around 𝑚>.  
 
After deciding whether to add one edge to network or to remove one edge from network, 
environment selects a specific edge to add or remove. We try different selection 
methods to test the adaptability of our self-adaptive network. In the first example and 
final example, all edges have the same probability of being selected for addition or 
removal. 
 
In the second example, forbidden edges will not be selected for addition and all existed 
edges still have the same probability of being selected for removal. After forbidding 80% 

of all possible edges, the number of possible edges to be added is 20% × O(O6#)
$

. For 

example, we consider a network with 𝑚 edges. Without confinement, the number of 

possible microstates is .
5(5#$)

&
% / . Under confinement, the number of possible 

microstates will be reduced from .
5(5#$)

&
% / to .$>%×

5(5#$)
&

% /. The ratio is  
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)%.                             (24) 



According to Eq. (23), the number of edges 𝑚 fluctuates around 𝑚> = 200. Thus the 
possible microstates of network will be reduced to 56$>> of original one. 
 
In the third example, the probability of selecting edge (i,j) depends on the geographic 
distance 𝑑!" between node i and node j. When environment selects one edge to add, the 
probability of selecting edge with length 𝑑!"  is proportional to exp	(−𝑑!"/𝜁). When 
environment selects one edge to remove, the probability of selecting edge with length 
𝑑!" is proportional to exp	(+𝑑!"/𝜁) (Fig. 5a). Here, characteristic length 𝜁 represents 
the strength of geographic constraint. The edge with length 𝑑!" ≫ 𝜁  is easy to be 
removed while hard to be added. As 𝜁  decreases, the geographic constraint will be 
strengthen. In all four examples, if removing selected edge will break network into 
disconnected parts, such removal will be directly rejected to ensure network 
connectivity for calculating average shortest path length. Besides the above 
environment setting, we test our self-adaptive network in a more generalized 
environment, where environment may simultaneously add and remove multiple edges 
(see Supplementary Section 5). 
 
Target setting 
In the first and second example, the macrostate of interest is chosen as modularity, 
which is defined as 

𝑀 = #
$%
∑ (𝐴!" −

T'T,
$%
)𝛿(𝑐! , 𝑐")!U" ,                                (25) 

where 𝑚 is the number of existing edges in network. The adjacent matrix 𝐴!" = 1 if 
there is one edge between node 𝑖  and node 𝑗 , otherwise 𝐴!" = 0. The degree 𝑘! =
∑ 𝐴!VVU!  and 𝑘" = ∑ 𝐴"VVU"  is the number of edges for node 𝑖 and node 𝑗, respectively. 

𝛿"𝑐! , 𝑐"% = 1 if node 𝑖 and node 𝑗 belong to the same community, otherwise 𝛿"𝑐! , 𝑐"% =

0. Here, we use Clauset-Newman-Moore heuristic43 to detect community. The target 
landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑀) is set to the variation of Landau’s free energy function52  

𝑈(𝑀) = 𝑎W𝑀W − 𝑎D𝑀D + 𝑎$𝑀$ − 𝑎#𝑀 + 𝑎>,                           (26) 
where 𝑎W = 5859.375 , 𝑎D = 13750 , 𝑎$ = 11906.25 , 𝑎# = 4505.111  and 𝑎> =
627.442. The target landscape 𝑈(𝑀) exhibits two local minima at 𝑀# ≈ 0.458 and 
𝑀$ ≈ 0.715. These minima are separated by a local maximum at 𝑀> ≈ 0.587. 
 
In the third example, the macrostate of interest is chosen as average shortest path length 
𝐿, which is defined as 

𝐿 =
∑ .','8,

O(O6#)
,                                                     (27) 

where 𝑑!" is the minimum number of edges that must be traversed to travel from node  
𝑖 to node 𝑗. The number of nodes is 𝑁 = 100. The target landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝐿) of 
average shortest path length is set to 

𝑈(𝐿) = 2 × (𝐿 − 5.5)$,                                         (28) 
which exhibits only one local minimum at 𝐿 = 5.5. 
 



In the final example, the macrostate of interest is chosen as average clustering 
coefficient 𝐶, which is defined as 

𝐶 = #
O
∑ ∑ N',N,9N9',:9

T'(T'6#)/$
O
!-# 1{𝑘! > 1},                           (29) 

where the indicator function 1{𝑘! > 1} = 1 only when the degree 𝑘! = ∑ 𝐴!VVU! > 1, 

otherwise 1{𝑘! > 1} = 0. The number of nodes is 𝑁 = 100. The sum ∑ 𝐴!"𝐴"T𝐴T!"YT  

is the number of triangles including node 𝑖 , and the product 𝑘!(𝑘! − 1)/2  is the 
numbers of triplet (sets of three nodes with at least two connection) connected by node 
𝑖. The first target landscape is set to the variation of Landau’s free energy function 

𝑈#(𝐶) = 𝑏W𝐶W − 𝑏D𝐶D + 𝑏$𝐶$ − 𝑏#𝐶 + 𝑏>                            (30a) 
where 𝑏W = 15432.099, 𝑏D = 10493.827, 𝑏$ = 2388.889, 𝑏# = 205.68  and 𝑏> =
5.922. The target landscape 𝑈#(𝐶) exhibits two local minima at 𝐶 ≈ 0.074 and 𝐶 ≈
0.266. These minima are separated by a local maximum at 𝐶 ≈ 0.17. 
 
The second target landscape is set to a symmetrical landscape 

𝑈$(𝐶) = 100(𝐶 − 0.17)$,                                         (30b) 
which exhibits only one local minimum at 𝐶 = 0.17. 
 
The third target landscape is set to an asymmetrical landscape 

𝑈D(𝐶) = 30𝑒#>×|[6>.#|(𝐶 − 0.2)$,                                      (30c) 
which exhibits only one local minimum at 𝐶 = 0.2. 
Given target landscape 𝑈.&/!0'(𝑥) , our self-adaptive network could realize target 
distribution 

𝑝.&/!0'(𝑥) = 123	(65()*'+!()))
∑ 123	(65()*'+!(]));∈=.

,                                       (31) 

where Ω) is the operational domain of macrostate 𝑥.  
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