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Abstract

Interpretability in reinforcement learning is
crucial for ensuring AI systems align with hu-
man values and fulfill the diverse related re-
quirements including safety, robustness and
fairness. Building on recent approaches to
encouraging sparsity and locality in neural
networks, we demonstrate how the penalisa-
tion of non-local weights leads to the emer-
gence of functionally independent modules in
the policy network of a reinforcement learn-
ing agent. To illustrate this, we demonstrate
the emergence of two parallel modules for as-
sessment of movement along the X and Y
axes in a stochastic Minigrid environment.
Through the novel application of commu-
nity detection algorithms, we show how these
modules can be automatically identified and
their functional roles verified through direct
intervention on the network weights prior to
inference. This establishes a scalable frame-
work for reinforcement learning interpretabil-
ity through functional modularity, addressing
challenges regarding the trade-off between
completeness and cognitive tractability of re-
inforcement learning explanations.

1 INTRODUCTION

Deep reinforcement learning (RL) has emerged as a
powerful approach for improving performance in com-
plex decision making domains. Learning policies di-
rectly from interactions can offer increased flexibility
and improved performance, whilst avoiding the chal-
lenges of designing effective cost functions and plan-
ning strategies faced by classical model-based control
approaches (Song et al., 2023). A growing body of re-
search is demonstrating the potential for RL to have
positive impacts in diverse real-world domains, from

battery manufacturing (Lu et al., 2020) to the design
of medical treatment regimes (Coronato et al., 2020):
applications which directly implicate on critical issues
such as climate-change and human-health. However,
such broad implications also introduce societal risks,
and the application of RL raises wide-ranging concerns
related to topics of safety, reliability, privacy and bias,
among others. For this reason, it becomes crucial that
the behaviour of RL agents can be properly charac-
terised, to the extent that it can be reasonably veri-
fied that their impacts will positively align with human
values. As reflected in the EU’s AI ethics guidelines:
systems must allow for human oversight, accountabil-
ity and transparency (European Comission and High-
Level Expert Group on AI, 2019).

However, there are fundamental challenges to achiev-
ing this, and current RL systems rarely afford suffi-
cient levels of interpretability to fulfill these three re-
quirements. Central to this is the ambiguity regard-
ing what constitutes an acceptable ‘explanation’ of a
model. A balance must be struck between the scope
and detail of an explanation and its suitability for a
human audience. Human understanding of an expla-
nation must be considered to ensure its utility, whilst
also avoiding incompleteness that risks leaving room
for subjective interpretations. Lipton (2016) consid-
ers this concept of a tractable explanation under the
term of ‘simulatability’: the idea that a human can, in
reasonable time, take a model input and explanation
and predict its output. He pairs this with the par-
allel notion of ‘decomposability’, which suggests that
the constituent components of a model should be in-
dividually interpretable. These notions are echoed by
Doshi-Velez and Kim (2017) through the concept of
‘cognitive chunks’, emphasising their relevance to hu-
man processing. Questions arise regarding how the
size, number, organisation and interactions of these
relate to whether a model or explanation can be con-
sidered understandable.

In this work we address these challenges by taking a
modular perspective to interpretability, drawing inspi-
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ration from cognitive science. Cognition is frequently
viewed as consisting of semi-encapsulated modules
with distinct functions (Fodor, 1985; Sternberg, 2011)
and modular processing is prevalent in both conscious
decision making and the physical structures of the
brain (Eppe et al., 2022; Gazzaniga et al., 2018). Given
the pervasive need to consider human comprehension
of model explanations, this suggests interpretability
through a modular lens is a promising approach to
understanding RL decision making at a tractable level
of abstraction.

1.1 Contributions

Leveraging this concept of interpretability at the level
of functional modules, our work makes the following
contributions:

• We build on recent bio-inspired algorithms for en-
couraging locality in neural networks (Achterberg
et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2023; Margalit et al., 2024)
and demonstrate that the penalisation of non-
local weights encourages the emergence of semi-
encapsulated functional modules in the policy net-
work of an RL agent: a level of decomposition
which we suggest strongly aligns with human de-
cision making frameworks.

• We show how the application of community de-
tection methods, based on the Louvain algorithm
and spectral analysis of the adjacency matrix,
allows for the automatic detection of modules
within neural networks. This demonstrates the
potential to automate and scale modular inter-
pretability.

• Finally, drawing on techniques from mechanistic
interpretability, we demonstrate how direct inter-
vention on network weights prior to inference en-
ables the characterisation of detected modules, of-
fering a verifiable interpretation of their function-
ality.

We show interactive graphs of modular RL networks
and animations of their functional behavior on the
project page:
https://sites.google.com/view/

functionally-interpretable-rl

2 BACKGROUND AND RELATED
WORKS

Following Glanois et al. (2024), and to avoid confu-
sion arising from the inconsistent use of terms in the
literature, we define interpretability as a passive model
quality denoting the extent to which a model’s inner

workings can be examined and understood. We distin-
guish this from explainability, which we define as an
external understanding of model behaviour that arises
from active, generally post-hoc, attempts at explain-
ing the decision making process. Interpretability and
explainability thus present two different paths to ob-
taining information that can be used to generate ex-
planations for model behaviour. Although post-hoc
explainability methods can offer improved flexibility
and scalability compared to intrinsic interpretability
approaches, their lack of grounding in model inter-
nals raises concerns regarding the potentially mislead-
ing and subjective nature of the resulting explanations
(Adebayo et al., 2018; Atrey et al., 2019).

In this work we take a direct interpretability approach
by aiming to learn an intrinsically more interpretable
model architecture. Decision trees are a prevalent ex-
isting approach to achieving this and can be used to
learn Q-values or policies. Although their classical im-
plementation using boolean decision variables is not
differentiable, recent work on ‘soft decision trees’ en-
ables efficient reinforcement learning through gradient
descent (Silva et al., 2020). Symbolic equations of-
fer an alternative intrinsically interpretable architec-
ture, and diverse methods exist to generate effective
RL policies in this form. For instance, using genetic
programming to efficiently search a space of function
trees (Hein et al., 2017) or learning a recurrent neural
network (RNN) to directly generate policy equations
(Landajuela et al., 2021). Beyond mathematical oper-
ators, policies have been learnt as weighted combina-
tions of first order logic rules, from which natural lan-
guage explanations can be extracted (Jiang and Luo,
2019).

These approaches demonstrate a reliance on making
fundamental model architecture changes to improve
interpretability, which leads to issues regarding scala-
bility and performance. Although the components of
the described methods, such as formulaic polices, can
theoretically scale to complex scenarios, this rapidly
becomes computationally prohibitive, even when clas-
sically discrete approaches are relaxed to be continuous
or an indirect policy distillation approach is adopted
(Glanois et al., 2024). Moreover, scaling these archi-
tectures to improve performance compromises their
interpretability: a decision tree with an intractable
number of nodes, for example, may be no more inter-
pretable than a network with an intractable number
of neurons.

Tangentially, the field of mechanistic interpretability
takes a bottom up approach to reverse-engineering net-
works, particularly large language models. Notably
this can involve the identification of ‘circuits’: compu-
tational sub graphs within a network which perform

https://sites.google.com/view/functionally-interpretable-rl
https://sites.google.com/view/functionally-interpretable-rl
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specific tasks (Wang et al., 2022). We share this task-
level focus, but rather than attempting interpretability
at the level of computations, as per the aforementioned
approaches, we instead characterise higher-level collec-
tions of neurons.

These collections of neurons, or ‘modules’, can be con-
sidered in terms of both their topological and func-
tional modularity. Topological (or structural) mod-
ules are communities of neurons that are densely in-
terconnected by network weights, while being sparsely
connected to external neurons. Conversely, functional
modules are sets of neurons which together perform
specific tasks with a level of independence from the
remainder of the network. A number of neural net-
work architectures exhibit principles of modularity. At
the data level, manual or learnt decomposition of the
domain can parallelise processing, for example by par-
titioning regions of an image to be independently pro-
cessed by CNNs (Zhang et al., 2014). Within net-
works, sequential structural modularity can be seen
in the repeated-block structure of transformers, which
is additionally parallelised in a functional manner in
multi-modal architectures (He et al., 2021).

For the purpose of interpretability, we are interested in
functional modularity, for which topological modular-
ity is a necessary but not sufficient condition (Amer
and Maul, 2019). This is approached by policy tree
approaches to hierarchical RL, which decompose deci-
sion making into sub policies (Pateria et al., 2021).
However, these are limited to a predefined level of
decomposition and only afford interpretability when
discernible sub-behaviours, such as motor primitives
(Merel et al., 2018), are explicitly learnt based on prior
knowledge.

Functional modularity in the brain arises alongside its
‘small-world’ architecture: a combination of high clus-
tering and short average path length hypothesised to
have evolved to satisfy spatial and energy constraints
(Margalit et al., 2024). Recently, several works have
investigated the impacts of applying analogous con-
straints to neural networks. Achterberg et al. (2023)
spatially embed an RNN and penalise its connections
relative to their length, demonstrating high energy effi-
ciency and a level of functional clustering in a one-step
inference task. Concurrently, Margalit et al. (2024)
introduced a training loss to encourage correlation be-
tween local activations and applied this to convolu-
tional layers projected onto simulated cortical sheets.
While these studies apply bio-inspired training for
the purpose of advancing neuro-scientific understand-
ing and modelling, Liu et al. (2023) employ similar
techniques to improve the interpretability of neural
network visualisations. They demonstrate that their
‘brain inspired modular training’ approach, which cou-

ples length-relative weight penalisation with neuron
relocation during training, reveals structures within
tasks such as regression to symbolic mathematical for-
mulae. Building on these findings, we extend this
‘small-world’ approach to an RL context to encourage
functional modularity. We further propose methods
for automatic detection and characterisation of the re-
sulting modules, enabling scalable interpretability in a
decision making context.

3 METHODS

3.1 Proximal Policy Optimisation (PPO)

We use the standard RL formalism for an agent in-
teracting with a fully observable environment. The
environment is described by the set of states S, set of
discrete actions A, reward function r : S × A → R,
discount factor γ ∈ [0, 1], and transition probabilities
p(st+1|st, at). The policy πθ : S → A generates a
probability distribution over actions, from which an
action at is sampled at each time step t. Each action
results in a reward rt = r(st, at) and an updated envi-
ronment state st+1. The return of a state-action pair
is defined as the discounted sum of future rewards,
Rt =

∑∞
i=t γ

i−tri, and the expected return is given by
the action-value function Qπ(st, at) = E[Rt|st, at].

We apply PPO (Schulman et al., 2017) due to its sta-
bility and simplicity. As a policy-gradient method,
PPO directly learns the parameterised policy function,
the actor, by estimating the gradient of the expected
return with the respect to the policy parameters. The
generalised advantage estimator (GAE) is used to de-
termine the advantage of taking an action at over alter-
native actions in state st. This advantage is defined as
A(st, at) = Q(st, at)−V (st), where V

π(st) = E[Rt|st]:
the state-value function approximated by a critic net-
work. The GAE value is clipped to constrain the mag-
nitude of the policy change at each learning step and
prevent large changes which may lead to performance
collapse.

3.2 Spatially Aware Regularisation

L1 regularisation encourages sparsity by penalising the
absolute values of the model parameters. Following
Achterberg et al. (2023); Liu et al. (2023), we extend
this to encourage local connectivity by projecting the
neural network into Euclidian space and scaling L1
weight penalties by the distance between the neurons
they connect.

For a network with L weight layers and L + 1 neu-
ron layers, we denote neuron layers as Nl where
l ∈ {0, 1, . . . , L} and weight layers as Wl where
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l ∈ {1, . . . , L}. For our fully connected networks,
Wl ∈ RNl−1×Nl and each weight wij

l connects the ith

neuron in Nl−1 with the jth neuron in Nl. The di-
mension of the neuron layer Nl is nl, such that n0 and
nL represent the dimensions of the input features and
discrete action space respectively.

All neurons ni
l Nl share a y coordinate: yil := yl, i ∈

{1, . . . nl}. Initial x coordinates are defined as uni-
formly spaced along this axis such that xi

l = i
nl
. A

weighting factor, λcc, scales the connection cost loss in
each layer to give the total network connection cost,
Lcc defined in Equation 1.

Lcc = λcc

L∑
l=1

nl−1∑
i=1

nl∑
j=1

||pil−1 − pjl |||w
ij
l | (1)

where

pil = [xi
l, yl]

Note that if all neuron pairs are equidistant (i.e.,
||pil−1 − pjl || is a constant) Lcc reduces to L1 sparsity.

To further encourage locality, neurons positions are
systematically relocated during training in a manner
that minimises the total connection cost Lcc of the net-
work, as proposed by Liu et al. (2023). At a fixed up-
date interval and for every hidden layer, the weighted
degree of each neuron is calculated as the sum of its
incoming and outgoing weights:

w(n) =
∑

|w(n)in|+
∑

|w(n)out| (2)

The k = 10 neurons with highest w(n) are selected for
position optimization. For each candidate neuron nc,
the relocation algorithm:

1. Computes the baseline connection cost CC0 for
the current configuration, based on Equation 1.

2. For every other neuron ni in the same layer as
nc, calculates an updated connection cost CCi ob-
tained by swapping the positions of nc and ni

3. Identifies the swap partner ns that yields
min(CCi)

4. If min(CCi) < CC0, executes the position swap
between nc and ns

3.3 Minigrid

We conduct experiments using the dynamic obstacles
Minigrid environment shown in Figure 1 (Chevalier-
Boisvert et al., 2023). This consists of an agent, goal
and three ‘ball’ obstacle entities randomly initialised in
a 4x4 grid, which is encoded into a symbolic observa-
tion of entity coordinates relative to the agent. The ac-
tion space consists of left, right, up and down steps and

Figure 1: Example Environment Frames Showing the
Agent (Red), Dynamic Obstacles (Blue) and Goal
(Green).

each ball takes one random step per agent step. Fol-
lowing the NAVIX implementation (Pignatelli et al.,
2024), a Markov reward function offers a sparse reward
of 1 when the goal is reached and 0 for all other steps.
The episode terminates when the maximum number
of steps (100) is reached, or the agent collides with an
obstacle.

4 EXPERIMENTS

We implement the PPO actor and critic as MLPs
with the architecture described in Table 1. Hyper-
parameters were selected based on a grid search in the
region of the baseline presented in the NAVIX Mini-
grid implementation (Pignatelli et al., 2024).

Table 1: PPO Hyperparameters

Architecture

Hidden Size 64
Number of Layers 2

Training
Parallel Environments 16
Steps per Environment 128
Minibatches 8
Epochs 16
Learning Rate 1e-3
GAE λ 0.99
Clip ϵ 0.2
Entropy Coefficient 0.02
Value Function Coefficient 0.5
Max Gradient Norm 0.5

The PPO agent and environment are implemented in
JAX (Bradbury et al., 2018). All agents were trained
for 5M environment frames on a 24GB Nvidia 4090
GPU, taking between 135 and 170 seconds per agent.
We observe that implementing the CC loss and neuron
relocation results in a 23% increase in total train time,
which, as shown in Figure 2, is primarily due to the
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Figure 2: The Impact of our Bio-inspired Training Pro-
tocol on Total Training Time, Relative to Vanilla PPO
and PPO with L1 Sparsity Baselines.

implementation of the CC loss.

4.1 Emergent Modularity

Figure 3 shows the emergence of two distinct mod-
ules within the actor network of a dynamic-obstacles
Minigrid agent. As the connection cost weighting fac-
tor (λCC) is increased, independence emerges in the
second and third weight layers, with feature-sharing
persisting in the first. The neuron relocation results
in the input features and output actions reordering
in a manner that reflects their relevance, with feature
x and y coordinates positioned on the same sides as
movements on the x and y axes respectively. Figure
4 shows the necessity of both the connection cost loss
and neuron relocation to achieve this result. When L1
sparsity is applied in isolation or with only one of these
methods, the same visual clarity is not achieved.

4.2 Module Detection

Modularity within a network can be quantified as
the ratio of intra-community links to inter-community
links.

Q =
1

2m

∑
ij

(
Aij − γ

kikj
2m

)
δ(ci, cj) (3)

where m is the sum of all edge weights (m =
∑

lij w
ij
l ),

A is the adjacency matrix of the network, ki is the
weighted degree of node i in a null model of the net-
work, and δ(ci, cj) is a binary variable with a value of
1 when i and j belong to the same community. This
equation forms the basis of the heuristic Louvain ap-
proach to community detection, which iteratively opti-
mises Q through hierarchical local node reassignments
(Blondel et al., 2008). The resolution parameter γ
influences the size of the detected communities by ad-
justing the level of connection considered to constitute
nodes within the same community.

We apply Louvain clustering to the adjacency matrices
of the actor networks in order to automate the identi-

fication of modules and quantify the networks overall
modularity. Figure 5a shows the increase in modular-
ity (Q) as the connection cost increases. Empirically,
we observe that Q values in the region of 0.4 and above
correspond to a visual separation of two modules in the
network graph. This begins to occur from λcc values
of 0.0004, and becomes consistent across all random
seeds for λcc values greater than 0.0014. With a λcc

of 0.0014 the mean modularity represents a 340% in-
crease on the baseline value of 0.12 observed with a
λcc of 0. The induced sparsity does, however, impact
on performance, as shown in Figure 5b. The decrease
in return ranges from 13.7% when modules initially
emerge in some seeds to a mean of 20.6% at the stage
where modularity occurs consistently. The reduction
in performance plateaus between λcc values of 0.0016
and 0.0026, corresponding to plateaus in both the con-
nection cost loss and the modularity value. This sug-
gests that there is a maximum level of sparsity that
can be achieved without a collapse in performance, as
begins to occur at λcc = 0.0028.

While there is an impact on performance when con-
sidering the complete model, the sparsity reduces the
proportion of significant weights in the model, conse-
quently allowing for significant pruning. We find that
we can remove 85% of the sparse models’ parameters
without reducing mean performance, compared to 10%
in the vanilla PPO-Clip implementation. This may of-
fer further interpretability benefits in addition to sig-
nificantly reduced computational overhead during in-
ference, as discussed in Appendix B.

Clustering results of the Louvain method are shown
in Figure 6 for 4 randomly selected networks with λcc

values between 0.0004 and 0.0008. The Louvain al-
gorithm (Equation 3) does not rely on a predefined
number of communities, which offers advantages for
scalability to module detection within large networks
with an unknown number of modules. However, we ob-
serve that the resulting modules do not strongly align
with the visually apparent modularity of the networks.

Consequently, we also apply a spectral clustering ap-
proach to community detection (von Luxburg, 2007).
While spectral clustering techniques are commonly ap-
plied to forms of the graph Laplacian, E. Crisostomi
and Shorten (2011) demonstrate how clustering of the
values of the second eigenvector can be used to iden-
tify communities based on the transition matrix of a
road network. Following this, we calculate the second
eigenvector of the adjacency matrix of the policy net-
work and demonstrate that this shows clustering corre-
sponding to the network modules. Figure 7 shows the
result of classifying nodes by partitioning the eigen-
vector at its largest value separation and shows clear
alignment with the visually apparent modularity.
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0 0.0002 0.0006 0.001 0.002

154

1756

CC λ
Seed

6163

Figure 3: Policy Network Plots Showing the Emergence of Parallel X and Y Processing Modules as the Connection
Cost Weighting is Increased for 3 Random Seeds (see Appendix A for Further Examples). Positive and Negative
Weights are Shown in Blue and Red Respectively.

B1X  GX  GY  B1Y  B2X  B3Y  B3X  B2Y B1X  GX  GY  B1Y  B2X  B3Y  B3X  B2Y B1X  B3X  GY  B2Y  B1Y  B2X  B3Y  GX GX  GY  B2X  B1X  B1Y  B3X  B3Y  B2X

UP   RIGHT   DOWN   LEFT DOWN  RIGHT  LEFT  UP LEFT   RIGHT   DOWN   UP

(a) L1 Sparsity only (b) L1 Sparsity with 
Relocation

(c) Distance- weighted 
Sparsity

(d) Distance- weighted 
Sparsity with Relocation

UP   RIGHT   DOWN   LEFT

Figure 4: The Impact of Sparsity, Distance Weighting and Neuron Relocation on Visual Modularity.

(a) (b)

Figure 5: The Impact of Increasing Connection Cost on the Mean and Standard Deviation of (a) Modularity
(Q) and (b) Return over 10 Random Seeds.
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CC λ = 0.0004 CC λ = 0.0006 CC λ = 0.0008

Figure 6: Policy Networks with Louvain Community Detection (γ = 1) .

CC λ = 0.0004 CC λ = 0.0006 CC λ = 0.0008

Figure 7: Policy Networks with Community Detection Based on the Second Eigenvector.

In this context, the ability to enforce a desired num-
ber of modules afforded by the eigenvector approach
offers improves performance over the Louvain method,
which subdivides the two visually apparent modules.
We hypothesize that this subdivision arises from the
lack of intra-layer connections in a neural network,
which disrupts the density of the modules and results
in a mismatch with the null-model of the network (the
random graph model used as a baseline for quanti-
fying the significance of community structures). The
development of neural network specific module detec-
tion approaches is thus a valuable direction for future
work, particularly when considering complex applica-
tions where the ability to detect large, unknown num-
bers of modules is desirable.

4.3 Module Intervention

The automatic classification of neurons into commu-
nities enables direct intervention on their behaviour.
We achieve this through modification of network pa-
rameters prior to inference, which we demonstrate on
the eigenvector detected modules of the policy network
shown in Figure 8.

Table 2 gives statistics on the actions taken and their
outcomes (Failure, Success or Continuation of the
episode) for three scenarios: the original network and
two modified versions where all weights and biases in
the targeted community are masked with a value of

RIGHT               LEFT               DOWN               UP

GX       B3X       B2X       B1X      B1Y       B2Y      B3Y      GY

Figure 8: Policy Network (λcc = 0.0007) with Eigen-
vector Based Detection of Community 1 (Red) and
Community 2 (Green).

-5. This effectively disables the module and the re-
sults show that intervening on community 2 eliminates
up and down actions, while the same intervention on
community 1 eliminates left and right. Notably, while
the success rate drops significantly when a module is
masked, the proportion of actions resulting in failures
does not increase. This demonstrates that we are able
to disable a module while retaining the ability of the
other to select the optimal action from its correspond-
ing outputs.

In this example, the module intervention results intu-
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Table 2: Action and Action-outcome Distributions
over 1000 Episodes for the Network in Figure 8.

Original network
Returns: 0.688

Prop. Fail Succ. Cont
up 0.24 0.09 0.21 0.7
right 0.25 0.09 0.24 0.66
down 0.24 0.09 0.19 0.72
left 0.26 0.11 0.21 0.68

Community 1 masked
Returns: 0.151

Prop. Fail Succ. Cont.
up 0.49 0.08 0.01 0.91
right 0 - - -
down 0.51 0.08 0.01 0.91
left 0 - - -

Community 2 masked
Returns: 0.176

Prop. Fail Succ. Cont.
up 0 - - -
right 0.53 0.08 0.02 0.91
down 0 - - -
left 0.47 0.08 0.02 0.9

itively align with the expected policy behaviour given
the task and observed structure of the network visual-
isations. Moving beyond potentially subjective visual
interpretations, it provides an objective validation of
module functionality, which becomes increasingly crit-
ical when considering scalability. The ability to auto-
matically detect and characterise modules enables the
interpretation functional modules in scenarios where
visual identification is not feasible due to network size
or complexity.

5 CONCLUSIONS

Our results demonstrate that functional modularity
can be explicitly encouraged in reinforcement learn-
ing through the use training modifications to promote
sparsity and locality of connections. To enable scal-
ability to complex decision making applications and
model architectures, we propose methods for the auto-
matic detection and characterisation of modules. This
functional decomposition enhances interpretability by
decomposing the network into distinct, meaningful
units which provide insights into the agent’s decision-
making process while maintaining a level of abstrac-
tion that aligns with human-level understanding.

Several further areas of investigation offer potential to
improve the performance and utility of this approach.

Our approaches to module detection present oppor-
tunities for refinement, particularly considering scal-
ability to more complex applications. The Louvain
approach could be modified to account for the sequen-
tially constrained architecture of neural networks or
the spectral clustering approach could be extended
to multiple eigenvectors to better capture higher di-
mensional clusters (von Luxburg, 2007). Alternative
methods also merit being explored, such as grouping
neurons based on the concurrency of their activations,
in order to directly capture functional as opposed to
structural modularity. In this work, we characterise
modules using parameter modification prior to infer-
ence due to its ease of implementation. However, mod-
ification of activation values may offer greater insights,
particularly for models exhibiting more complex struc-
tural modularity, as it offers the potential to intervene
on a module while preserving a natural distribution of
activation values. The current trade-off between in-
terpretability and performance, while common among
‘white-box’ approaches, is undesirable and a barrier
to the adoption of interpretable systems. We expect
the specific trade-off between modularity, sparsity, and
performance observed here to vary across tasks, but it
may be possible to mitigate performance losses, for ex-
ample by encouraging modularity only in fine-tuning.

Currently, the lack of formal metrics for interpretabil-
ity make it challenging to comparatively evaluate the
utility of differing interpretability approaches, particu-
larly those which approach interpretability at varying
levels of abstraction. In the absence of these, we dis-
cuss performance, human understanding and scope of
our approach, and anticipate evaluating against firm
benchmarks as these emerge.
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APPENDIX

A Further Modularity Examples

We show further examples of increasing the connection cost over 5 random seeds to demonstrate the consistency
with which modularity emerges, and to show the impact on the model architecture when a performance collapse
occurs. This can be seen to occur with a connection cost weighting factor, CC λ, of 0.004.
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Figure A.1: Further Examples Showing the Impact of Increasing Connection Cost for 5 Random Seeds.
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B Pruning Results

We implement parameter pruning based on magnitude by zeroing out a specified fraction of weights and biases
with the lowest absolute values in each layer prior to inference. This is done in a layer-wise manner due to the
differing distributions of weights and biases across the layers. As illustrated in Figure A.2, models trained with
L1 sparsity or our connection cost protocol are highly resilient to pruning and up to 90% of model parameters
can be zeroed without a reduction in return. In contrast, models trained with the vanilla PPO implementation
exhibit performance degradation when pruning is increased beyond 10%, and by 90% pruning, the performance
observed is equivalent to that when actions are selected randomly. This high degree of achievable sparsity
presents opportunities for reducing the model memory requirements and increasing the computational efficiency
during inference.

We also note that the reduction in performance observed as we increase the weighting of the connection cost
loss closely resembles that seen when L1 sparsity is increased, as shown in Figure A.3. Given that L1 sparsity is
an established regularisation technique to prevent overfitting, we theorise that our modularity inducing training
protocol may offer similar benefits in certain applications.

Figure A.2: The Impact of Pruning on Performance of Models with Different Training Protocols

Figure A.3: The Return of Models Trained with L1 Sparsity Compared to our Connection Cost Protocol


