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Abstract— This letter establishes a novel relationship
between a class of recurrent neural networks and certain
evolutionary dynamics that emerge in the context of pop-
ulation games. Specifically, it is shown that the output of
a recurrent neural network, in the context of classification
problems, coincides with the evolution of the population
state in a population game. This connection is established
via replicator evolutionary dynamics with dynamic pay-
offs. The connection provides insights into the neural net-
work’s behavior from both dynamical systems and game-
theoretical perspectives and aligns with recent literature
suggesting that the outputs of neural networks may exhibit
similarities to the Nash equilibria of suitable games. It
also uncovers potential connections between the neural
network classification problem and mechanism design. The
results are illustrated via different numerical examples.

Index Terms— Game theory, machine learning, popula-
tion games, recurrent neural networks.

I. INTRODUCTION

RECURRENT neural networks (RNNs) belong to a class
of neural networks (NNs) where the output of a previous

step serves as an additional input in the recurrent step. As a
result, RNNs are particularly suited for addressing problems
with time dependencies. Moreover, they have been recently
studied using tools from dynamical systems theory [1], such
as neural ordinary differential equations (Neural ODEs) [2],
leading to novel applications in control [3] and optimization
[4]. More recently, connections with game theory [5], [6] have
also been explored, triggering new lines of research for the
study and understanding of RNNs [7].

When discussing the interplay between machine learning,
control theory, and game theory, two primary approaches come
to the forefront. On one hand, there is a research trend that
focuses on leveraging machine learning techniques to tackle
complex control and game-related challenges. We shall refer
to this approach as NNs for game theory. On the other hand,
other approaches focus on comprehending the functionality
of machine learning techniques through the lens of game
theory. This perspective is usually denoted as game theory for
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NNs. Regarding the former approach, numerous works have
used machine learning techniques to learn and/or approximate
solutions for both control and game theoretical problems [8],
including optimal control [9], mean-field games [10], and
adversarial behavior in stochastic dynamical systems [11].

On the other hand, when studying game theory for NNs,
several recent connections have been uncovered. For instance,
in [12], [13] it was shown that the training of a class of
deep NNs is related to the computation of the optimal flow in
certain congestion games. Also, in [14] and [15], Generative
Adversarial Networks (GAN) are studied as a min-max game,
a connection that is also investigated in [16], using a two-agent
sequential Stackelberg game approach.

This paper narrows its focus to the second approach men-
tioned earlier, namely game theory for NNs. In particular, we
establish a novel relationship between the output of certain
RNNs and a class of evolutionary dynamics that emerge in
population games [17]: the replicator dynamics. Such dynam-
ics, well-known in the literature of biology and economics
[18], have also been used for the synthesis and analysis of
feedback controllers and optimization algorithms in different
engineering applications [19]–[22]. Our main contributions
are twofold: First, we establish a theoretical link between
the output generated by RNN ordinary differential equations
(ODEs) in classification problems and the solutions of the
replicator dynamics. Specifically, we show that such output
follows a replicator system with dynamic payoff functions
characterized by the structure of the RNN ODE. We also
show that the corresponding population game in the emerging
evolutionary dynamics may incorporate payoff dynamics or
time-varying payoffs depending on the characteristics of the
output layer. This observation highlights potential connections
with recent works on population games with dynamic payoffs,
and it shows that the task performed by RNNs could similarly
be accomplished via evolutionary dynamics and mechanism
design. Moreover, it opens the door for the design and analysis
of graph-dependent RNNs via tools from graphical population
games [23]–[25]. Second, we present experimental validations
of the theoretical results in different classification problems,
highlighting the connections between the geometry of the
replicator dynamics and the properties of the RNN ODE.

The rest of this letter is organized as follows. Section
II introduces some preliminaries, Section III presents the
main result, Section IV presents the numerical examples, and
Section V ends with the conclusions.
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II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Neural Networks
Definition 1 (Set of Layers): Given din, dout ∈ Z≥1, and a

map σ : R → R, a set of layers from dimension din to dout,
with activation function σ, is given by

Lσ
[din,dout]

:=
{
ϕ : Rdin → Rdout | ∃ b ∈ Rdout ,

∃ W ∈ Rdout×din , ϕj = σ
(
bj +

din∑
ℓ=1

Wjℓxℓ

)
,

∀ j ∈ {1, . . . , dout}, ∀ x ∈ Rdin

}
. (1)

The parameters bi and Wiℓ are known as the biases, and
weights, respectively. □

Let ϕ(i) ∈ Lσ
[din,dout]

for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , L}, where L ∈
Z≥2. Then, the collection of L-layers {ϕ(i)}Li=1, has trainable
parameters given by

θ := {W (0), b(0),W (1), b(1), . . . ,W (L−1), b(L−1)}, (2)

where θ ∈ Θ, with Θ being a compact set, and W (t) and b(t)

denote the weights and biases of the t−th layer, respectively.
Definition 2 (Set of a Family of Neural Networks): Given

d0, dL ∈ Z≥1 and L ∈ Z≥2, the set of Neural Networks
(NNs) with L layers, from dimension d0 to dL, is given by

Ξ[d0,dL] :=
{
ξθ[d0,dL] : R

d0 → RdL | ∃ ϕ(0) ∈ Lσi

[d0,d1]
,

∃ ϕ(k) ∈ Lσhk

[dk,dk+1]
,∀ k ∈ {1, . . . , L− 2},

∃ ϕ(L−1) ∈ Lσo

[dL−1,dL],

ξθ[d0,dL] = ϕ(L−1) ◦ ϕ(L−2) ◦ · · · ◦ ϕ(0)
}
, (3)

where σi, σhk
, and σo denote the activation functions of

the input layer, the k−th hidden layer, and the output layer,
respectively. Note that θ in (2) corresponds to the trainable
parameters of Ξ[d0,dL]. □

Remark 1: The NNs under study can have any number
of hidden layers with different activation functions. Hence,
not all the hidden layers need to have the same number
of neurons. Later, when working with RNNs, the hidden
component can be composed of either a single or multiple
heterogeneous layers, provided there is compatibility in the
input-output dimensionality, which is essential for an ODE-
like representation. □

Remark 2: For any L ∈ Z≥2, a NN ξθ[d0,dL](·) defines the
input-to-output mapping y = ξθ[d0,dL](x), which can be written
recursively as:

a(1) = σi

(
W (0)x+ b(0)

)
, (4a)

a(k+1) = σhk

(
W (k)a(k) + b(k)

)
, k ∈ {1, ..., L− 2}, (4b)

y = σo

(
W (L−1)a(L−1) + b(L−1)

)
, (4c)

for all x ∈ Rd0 , and y ∈ RdL . We will use a similar structure
to describe recurrent neural networks, using time instead of
layers to describe the recursive construction1. □

1In this paper, we use the superscript (·) to denote the hidden layers in
NNs, and ⟨·⟩ to denote time for the RNNs, i.e., (·) ̸= ⟨·⟩. See Figures 1-2.

x〈0〉 a〈0〉 a〈1〉 a〈t〉 a〈t+1〉

y〈0〉 y〈t−1〉 y〈t〉

a〈t−1〉. . . . . .

Fig. 1. Scheme of a one-to-many single-layer RNN, with x⟨0⟩ := x.

x〈0〉

a(0)〈0〉

y〈0〉 y〈t−1〉 y〈t〉

. . .

a(L)〈0〉
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a(L−1)〈0〉

a(0)〈t〉
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a(0)〈t−1〉

a(L)〈t−1〉

a(1)〈t−1〉
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Superscript < · > for time

Fig. 2. Scheme of a one-to-many multiple-layer RNN, with x⟨0⟩ := x.

B. Recurrent Neural Networks and ODE Approximation
There are multiple classes of RNNs, primarily distinguished

by the input/output information they receive/return, as well
as the architecture of their hidden layers. We focus on two
particular classes of RNNs: (i) Single-Layer (shallow) one-
to-many, shown in Figure 1, and (ii) Multiple-Layer (deep)
one-to-many, shown in Figure 2.

Definition 3: An RNN is said to be of Class I if its input-to-
output relation satisfies the following time-recursive relations
for all x ∈ RM :

a⟨0⟩ = σi

(
Wxx

⟨0⟩ + bx

)
, x⟨0⟩ = x, (5a)

a⟨t+1⟩ = σh

(
Waa

⟨t⟩ + ba

)
, t = 0, 1, . . . (5b)

y⟨t⟩ = σo

(
Wya

⟨t⟩ + by

)
, t = 0, 1, . . . (5c)

where a⟨t⟩ ∈ Rd0 , and y⟨t⟩ ∈ RN , for all t ∈ Z≥0. □
Definition 4: An RNN is said to be of Class II if its

input-to-output relation satisfies the following time-recursive
relations for all x ∈ RM :

a⟨0⟩ = σi

(
Wxx

⟨0⟩ + bx

)
, x⟨0⟩ = x (6a)

a⟨t+1⟩ = ξθ[d0,dL]

(
a⟨t⟩
)
, t = 0, 1, . . . (6b)

y⟨t⟩ = σo

(
Wya

⟨t⟩ + by

)
, t = 0, 1, . . . (6c)

where d0 = dL. □
Note that (5)-(6) differ from (4) in the superscript, see also

Figures 1 and 2. We consider RNNs that satisfy the following:
Assumption 1: The maps σi(·), σh(·), σo(·) and ξθ[d0,dL](·)

are Lipschitz continuous. □
The recursive updates in (5) or (6) can be interpreted as an

Euler discretization of a suitable ODE [2]. To illustrate this
idea, we focus on Class II RNNs, but the approach is also



easily applicable to RNNs of Class I. Let T := {0, . . . , NT }
denote a discrete-time window used to implement the RNN
(6). Using a small “step size” parameter τ = T/NT for a
continuous-time interval [0, T ], where T > 0, let

ξ̃θ(a(t)) :=
a⟨t+1⟩ − a⟨t⟩

τ
=

ξθ[d0,dL](a
⟨t⟩)− a⟨t⟩

τ
, (7)

where a⟨t+1⟩ is defined in (6). Thus, when NT is sufficiently
large, i.e., τ is sufficiently small, we can approximate the
recursive dynamics of the hidden layers within the discrete-
time window T via the following Lipschitz ODE

ȧ(t) = ξ̃θ(a(t)), a(0) = ϕin(x), (8a)
y(t) = ϕout(a(t)), (8b)

where the input and output layers are:

ϕin(x) = σi (Wxx+ bx) , ∀ x ∈ RM , (9a)
ϕout(a(t)) = σo (Wya(t) + by) , ∀ t ∈ [0, T ], (9b)

with ϕin ∈ Lσi

[M,d0]
and ϕout ∈ Lσo

[dL,N ]. We refer to (8) as the
RNN ODE, and its trainable parameters are given by

θ̂ := (Wx, bx,Wy, by, θ), (10)

where θ is given by (2). Under Assumption 1, the Euler
discretization (7) provides a suitable approximation for (8) on
compact sets, provided τ is sufficiently small [26, Thm. 5.2].

C. The Classification Problem via RNN
The classification problem consists of assigning to an un-

known input datum, denoted by x, a label from a finite set
of possibilities L = {1, . . . , N}. The output of the neural
network, denoted by y, is interpreted as a prediction of the
true label corresponding to x. To train the neural network,
true information is provided in a data set D = {1, . . . , D}.
Using these true labels, for each xj denoting the j−th input
training datum for which the true label is known, we let

lji =

{
1, if xj is of label i,
0, otherwise.

for all j ∈ D, i ∈ L, and we let lj := [lj1 . . . ljN ]⊤. Based
on this, we consider the following loss function:

L(θ̂) = −
∑
k∈T

∑
j∈D

∑
i∈L

lji log(y
j⟨k⟩
i ).

where y
j⟨k⟩
i is given by (6c), i.e., it is the output of the RNN

at time k, of the j−th training datum corresponding to the
i−th label. Thus, by using the “softmax” function, the RNN
training problem that we study can be formally stated as:

min
θ̂

L(θ̂), s.t.


aj⟨k+1⟩ = aj⟨k⟩ + τ · ξ̃θ(aj⟨k⟩),

yj⟨k⟩ = softmax(aj⟨k⟩),
aj⟨0⟩ = ϕin(xj⟨0⟩),
xj⟨0⟩ = xj , ∀ j ∈ D, k ∈ T .

From the dynamical systems point of view, each data point
creates a trajectory of length T for the RNN ODE. Therefore,
by solving the above optimization problem the goal is to make
the trajectory converge to the corresponding true label of the
data point.

Fig. 3. Different trajectories, converging (left) and oscillating (right), of
the replicator dynamics (12) under different choices of f , evolving on the
simplex with N = 3. The pure strategies L correspond to the corners
of the simplex. The black dot indicates the initial conditions.

D. Population games and Replicator Systems
To bridge the earlier discussion with the replicator system,

consider a large population of decision-makers who can select
a strategy from a discrete set L := {1, . . . , N}. Let pi be
the proportion of entities that choose the strategy i. Then, the
vector p = (p1, p2, . . . , pN ), usually referred to as the “state”
of the population [17], satisfies

p ∈ ∆ := {p ∈ RN
+ : 1⊤

Np = 1}, (11)

where ∆ is the standard unitary simplex. Let f : ∆ → RN

be a vector of payoffs that describes the desirability of each
of the strategies in the set L. Thus, the i−th component of f ,
denoted fi, describes the “payoff” related to the ith strategy.
A typical model in biology and economics that captures the
evolution over time of the population state p in the above
setting is described by the replicator dynamics [17]:

ṗ(t) = diag(p(t))
(
f(p(t))− 1Nf(p(t))⊤p(t)

)
, (12)

with p(0) ∈ ∆. Replicator systems of the form (12) have
been studied in biology [18], economics [17], and control
engineering systems [24]. Moreover, when f is the gradient
of a potential field, system (12) describes a gradient flow in
a non-Euclidean metric. These connections have linked the
replicator dynamics with adaptive systems able to achieve self-
optimizing behaviors [24], [25]. While the scope of this paper
does not include a detailed review of the replicator system, it
is worth mentioning some interesting properties of (12). For
instance, the replicator dynamics satisfies a property called
Nash stationarity, meaning that its rest points correspond to
Nash equilibria (i.e., every strategy in use earns the maximal
payoff) of a game defined by the vector of payoffs f in the
simplex ∆, [17, pp. 24]. Additionally, the dynamics render the
set ∆ forward invariant, meaning that if the initial population
state is a distribution of agents along the strategies, then
a well-defined distribution will be maintained for all time
t ≥ 0. Figure 3 presents different sample trajectories of (12)
in games that generate converging (left plot) and oscillating
(right plot) behaviors. The trajectories are shown evolving over
the simplex ∆ when N = 3. Similar plots will be shown to
emerge in Section IV in the context of RNN ODEs.

III. MAIN RESULT

The following theorem is the main result of this letter.
Numerical examples are presented in Section IV.



Theorem 1: Consider a trained RNN ξθ
∗

[d0,dL] : R
d0 → RdL

that satisfies Assumption 1, with parameters

θ∗ := {W (0)∗, b(0)∗,W (1)∗, b(1)∗, . . . ,W (L−1)∗, b(L−1)∗},

and trained input/output layers given by ϕin ∈ Lσ
[M,d0]

and
ϕout ∈ Lσ

[dL,N ], respectively. Then, the following holds:

1) The composition y = ϕout ◦ ξθ
∗

[d0,dL] ◦ ϕin(x) returns a
classification y ∈ ∆ ⊂ [0, 1]N of the input x ∈ RM into
a label from the set L = {1, . . . , N}.

2) The function t 7→ y(t) satisfies the following replicator
system for all t ∈ [0, T ]:

ẏ(t) = diag(y(t))
(
f(a(t))− 1Ny(t)⊤f(a(t))

)
,

(13a)

y(0) = ϕout ◦ ϕin(x), y(0) ∈ ∆, (13b)

with dynamic payoffs f(a(t)) = Wy ξ̃
θ(a(t)), where

ȧ(t) = ξ̃θ(a(t)) =
1

τ

(
ξθ[d0,dL](a

⟨t⟩)− a⟨t⟩
)
, (14a)

a(0) = ϕin(x). (14b)

3) If the output layer is invertible, then the function t 7→
y(t) satisfies the following for all t ∈ [0, T ]:

ẏ(t) = diag(y(t))
(
f(y(t), t)− 1Nf(y(t), t)⊤y(t)

)
,

(15a)

y(0) = ϕout ◦ ϕin(x) ∈ ∆, (15b)

with payoffs f given by (20). □
Proof: The fact that y returns a classification y ∈ ∆ is

directly induced by the softmax function used in the output
layer. On the other hand, to establish item (2), let:

z(t) := Wya(t) + by, ∀ t ≥ 0, (16)

where Wy, by are the weights of the output layer of the RNN.
It follows that the i−th component of the output y satisfies

yi(t) = ϕout
i (a(t)) = softmax (zi(t)) =

ezi(t)∑
j ezj(t)

, (17)

for all t ≥ 0. Computing the time-derivative of yi, using
ωi(t) = ezi(t) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, we obtain

ẏi(t) =

ωi(t)żi(t)
N∑
j=1

ωj(t)−
N∑
j=1

ωj(t)żj(t)ωi(t)(
N∑

k=1

ωk(t)

)2 ,

=
ωi(t)

N∑
k=1

ωk(t)

żi(t)

N∑
j=1

ωj(t)

N∑
k=1

ωk(t)

−
N∑
j=1

 ωj(t)
N∑

k=1

ωz(t)

żj(t)


 .

Using yi(t) =
ωi(t)∑N

k=1 ωk(t)
and

∑N
j=1 ωj(t)∑N
k=1 ωk(t)

= 1, we obtain

ẏi = yi(t)

żi(t)−
N∑
j=1

yj(t)żj(t)

 . (18)

It follows that the output vector satisfies

PAYOFF DYNAMICS

REPLICATOR

DYNAMICS

ȧ = ξ̃θ(a)

Wy φout−1

y(t)

a(t)ȧ(t)

ż(t)

ẏi = yi
(

żi −
∑N
j=1 yjżj

)

Fig. 4. Feedback interconnection modeling the RNN ODE for output
classification problems.

ẏ(t) = diag(y(t))
(
ż(t)− 1Ny(t)⊤ż(t)

)
.

Using ż(t) = Wyȧ(t), and the RNN ODE (8), we finally
obtain the complete dynamics of the system:

ẏ(t) = diag(y(t))
(
Wy ξ̃

θ(a(t))− 1Ny(t)⊤Wy ξ̃
θ(a(t))

)
,

ȧ(t) = ξ̃θ(a(t)),

with initial conditions

y(0) = ϕout ◦ ϕin(x) ∈ ∆, a(0) = ϕin(x). (19)

To establish item (3), suppose now that the output layer is
invertible, i.e., the inverse of the matrix Wy exists. Using again
ωi(t) = ezi(t), for all i ∈ {1, . . . , N}, we have

ln(yi(t)) = zi(t)− ln

(
N∑

k=1

ωk(t)

)
= zi(t)− C(t),

which implies that zi(t) = ln(yi(t)) + C(t). Using (16) and
solving for a, we have

a(t) = W−1
y ln(y(t)) +W−1

y (1NC(t)− by) ,

leading to the following replicator system:

ẏ(t) = diag(y(t))
(
f(y(t), t)− 1Ny(t)⊤f(y(t), t)

)
,

with vector of payoff functions

f(y(t), t) = Wy ξ̃
θ
(
W−1

y (ln(y(t)) + 1NC(t)− by)
)

(20)

and initialization y(0) = ϕout ◦ ϕin(x) ∈ ∆. ■
Remark 3: If there exists a closed-form solution t 7→ a(t)

to the RNN ODE a(t) = ϕin(x) +
∫ t

0
ξ̃θ(a(τ))dτ , t ≥ 0, then

substituting in (13) leads to the “standard” replicator system
(12) with time-varying payoffs f(t) = Wy ξ̃

θ(a(t)). □
Remark 4: Figure 4 presents a block diagram illustrating

the interconnection between the replicator dynamics and the
payoff dynamics ȧ. Such feedback systems have been recently
studied in the population games literature [20], [22], [25]. Its
emergence in the context of RNNs for classification problems
suggests potential connections with other neural ODEs utiliz-
ing the Boltzmann distribution at the output layer, as well as
decentralized dynamical systems defined over networks [23].
When the output layer is non-invertible, system (13)-(14) can
be viewed as a cascade system. The emerging behavior of
(13) can be “shaped” through a suitable design of the payoff
dynamics (14). Further studies on such shaping mechanisms
represent interesting future research directions. □



Experiment 1 Experiment 2 Experiment 3

N = 3, D = 3000 Animated N = 2, D = 1000 Animated N = 2, D = 1000 Animated
xj ∈ R2,∀j ∈ D Simulation xj ∈ R2,∀j ∈ D Simulation xj ∈ R2,∀j ∈ D Simulation

Fig. 5. Training datasets for experiments 1, 2, and 3. The QR code can be used to access animated simulations of the system.

Fig. 6. Results for experiment 1. Temporal evolution of the ODE RNN ξ̃θ(a(t)) and the corresponding replicator dynamics for classification in ∆.

IV. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

In this section, we present two numerical examples to
illustrate our results.

A. Classification of Data Using 3 Labels
To illustrate Theorem 1, we first consider three simple low-

dimensional classification experiments.
In the first experiment, we study the classification of an

input x ∈ R2 into three possible labels L := {1, 2, 3}. The
left plot in Figure 5 displays the training data set with the
true labels depicted in green, red, and blue. The training data
set consists of D = 3000 points. In the second and third
experiments, we consider the classification of an input in x ∈
R2 into two possible labels L := {1, 2}. In this case, the center
and right plots of Figure 5 showcase the training dataset with
the true labels represented in red and blue. For this scenario,
we used a training dataset with D = 1000 points.

For Experiment 1, even though the input data is in R2, the
RNN lifts the dimensionality to d0 = dL = 3, as shown in
the first and fourth column in Figure 6. In this Figure, we

also show the evolution over time of the population states in
the simplex, for each individual label. The red numbers in the
vertices of the simplex indicate the misclassified data elements,
i.e., after training, only 37 data points remain misclassified
out of a total of 3000 data points. Similarly, the results for
Experiments 2 and 3 are shown in Figure 7. In this figure, the
evolution of the population state under the replicator dynamics
is shown in the second, third, fifth, and sixth columns. After
training, for both experiments we obtain that 21 data points
remain misclassified out of 1000 data points. It can also be
observed in Figures 6 and 7 that the trajectories of the system
approximate the vertices of the simplex as time increases,
indicating a correct classification of the data with high prob-
ability. However, we note that for non-classification problems
studied via RNNs with output activation functions given by
the Boltzmann distribution, pursuing convergence towards an
equilibrium point in the interior of the simplex might be
of interest in the future via, e.g., evenhanded distributions
of resources and/or errors as in [21]. Finally, we note that
the equivalence between the trajectories of the replicator
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Fig. 7. Graphical illustration of the classification results for: (a) Experiment 2; and (b) Experiment 3. The plots illustrate the connections between
the temporal evolution of the ODE RNN ξ̃θ(a(t)) and the corresponding replicator dynamics for classification problems in the simplex.

system and the RNN ODE is preserved independently of the
dimensionality of the input x and the set of labels. However,
a low input/output dimension was considered in this example
to graphically illustrate the behavior of the RNN ODE.

B. Classification of Digits using 10 Labels
Next, and to illustrate our results in a more practical prob-

lem, we consider the problem of classifying digits (MNIST)
from black and white images. In this case, the dimension of
the input data is substantially higher, namely, x ∈ [0, 1]784

for black and white images of dimension 28 × 28 pixels.
We consider ten labels, one for each digit, such that L =
{1, 2, . . . , 10}. In this case, while the simplex cannot be
graphically illustrated as in Figures 3 and 6, we can still
observe the evolution over time of the payoff dynamics ȧ
and the population dynamics ẏ as a histogram, presented in
Figure 8. The selected architecture for the RNN satisfies ϕin :
[0, 1]784 → R784, ξθ : R784 → R784, ϕout : R7840 → [0, 1]10,
such that the evolution of a ∈ R28×28 is obtained via (14)
and the evolution of y ∈ [0, 1]10 is obtained via equation
(13). As observed in the last row of Figure 8, in this case the
classification problem is also correctly solved after 5 seconds.
An animated simulation of the behavior of the system can also
be observed via Figure 9.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE RESEARCH

A novel connection between RNNs and game-theoretic evo-
lutionary dynamics was established by demonstrating that the
output of an RNN ODE for classification problems follows a
replicator system. This observation opens the door to studying
the emerging behavior of RNNs using game-theoretic ap-
proaches and tools developed for population games, including
passivity and dissipativity techniques, graphical models, and
Lyapunov-based tools. The emerging feedback interconnection
also suggests potential avenues for influencing the classifica-
tion properties of the system via dynamic mechanism design.
Future work will focus on these research directions.
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