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Abstract. This study explores the concept of functional equivalence
within the framework of the Non-Axiomatic Reasoning System (NARS),
specifically through OpenNARS for Applications (ONA). Functional equiv-
alence allows organisms to categorize and respond to varied stimuli based
on their utility rather than perceptual similarity, thus enhancing cog-
nitive efficiency and adaptability. In this study, ONA was modified to
allow the derivation of functional equivalence. This paper provides prac-
tical examples of the capability of ONA to apply learned knowledge
across different functional situations, demonstrating its utility in com-
plex problem-solving and decision-making. An extended example is in-
cluded, where training of ONA aimed to learn basic human-like language
abilities, using a systematic procedure in relating spoken words, objects
and written words. The research carried out as part of this study extends
the understanding of functional equivalence in AGI systems, and argues
for its necessity for level of flexibility in learning and adapting necessary
for human-level AGI.
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1 Introduction

Functional equivalence refers to the grouping of dissimilar stimuli or objects
into the same category based on their common functional roles in specific con-
texts, rather than their perceptual similarities [5]. For example, if an animal
learns that a particular signal or object means “food is available,” it can apply
this understanding to other dissimilar signals or objects that have been associ-
ated with food in the same way, treating them as functionally equivalent. This
concept is crucial for understanding how animals navigate complex social and
environmental cues efficiently [5].

Functional equivalence is important from an adaptation perspective because
it enables animals, including humans, to respond efficiently and effectively to
their environments without needing to learn each new situation from scratch. A
few motivations why functional equivalence is significant for adaptive behaviors
include:
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1. Cognitive Efficiency: Functional equivalence allows for cognitive economy.
By treating different stimuli as equivalent, an animal doesn’t need to store
and retrieve unique responses for every single variant of a stimulus it encoun-
ters. Instead, it can generalize responses across a class of stimuli, simplifying
decision-making and reducing cognitive load.

2. Rapid Learning and Adaptation: This ability to generalize across dif-
ferent stimuli enables faster learning and adaptation to new environments.
When an animal can apply learned knowledge about one item to others
within the same functional class, it can quickly adapt its behavior to new
but functionally similar situations. This rapid adaptation can be crucial for
survival, especially in environments where conditions change frequently.

3. Enhanced Problem-Solving: Functional equivalence supports complex
problem-solving and reasoning. By understanding that different elements
can serve a similar function, animals and humans can make inferences and
predictions about new situations based on previously encountered conditions.
This capability is essential for planning and decision-making in uncertain
contexts.

4. Social and Communicative Competence: In social animals, recogniz-
ing functional equivalence can aid in understanding social cues and commu-
nications. For example, different signals from peers may be understood as
indicating the same underlying message or intent, such as warnings about
predators or opportunities for food. This understanding supports more com-
plex social interactions and strengthens group cohesion and cooperation.

5. Transfer of Knowledge: Functional equivalence facilitates the transfer
of knowledge across different contexts or modalities. For instance, a sea lion
trained to respond to visual stimuli in a certain way might apply the same
response principles to auditory or tactile stimuli if it perceives them as func-
tionally equivalent. This transferability is a hallmark of higher cognitive
functions and is significant for navigating a world where sensory inputs are
varied and multifaceted.

Overall, functional equivalence is a fundamental aspect of cognitive and be-
havioral flexibility, enabling organisms to navigate their worlds with more agility
and finesse, which is a significant advantage in the natural selection process.

In this study, we extend our previous work on generalized identity matching
that was demonstrated with OpenNARS for Applications [3]. This work also
extends previous work in that it implements a mechanism that we previously
suggested to be named contingency entailment [2], that we here call functional
equivalence. The rest of the paper is structured as follows. First, we provide a
brief introduction to the NARS used in this paper, OpenNARS for Applications
(ONA). Then, we explain how functional equivalence works with ONA in the
simplest case. An extended example of training ONA to “read” (oral naming of
words) and to transfer knowledge from one domain (objects) to another (words).
Finally, a discussion concludes the paper.
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2 OpenNARS for Applications

In this study, we used OpenNARS for Applications (ONA) [1], a highly effec-
tive implementation of the Non-Axiomatic Reasoning System (NARS) [7]. ONA
differentiates itself from other Non-Axiomatic Reasoning System (NARS) im-
plementations in several key aspects, which enhance its suitability for practical
applications:

1. Event-Driven Control Process: ONA incorporates an event-driven con-
trol mechanism that departs from the more probabilistic and bag-based ap-
proach used in traditional NARS implementations, such as OpenNARS [4].
This shift allows ONA to prioritize processing based on the immediacy and
relevance of incoming data and tasks. The event-driven approach is partic-
ularly advantageous in dynamic environments where responses to changes
must be timely and context-sensitive.

2. Separation of Sensorimotor and Semantic Inference: Unlike other
NARS models that often blend various reasoning functions, ONA distinctly
separates sensorimotor inference from semantic inference [1]. This division al-
lows for specialized handling of different types of reasoning tasks—sensorimotor
inference can manage real-time, action-oriented processes, while semantic
inference deals with abstract, knowledge-based reasoning. This separation
helps to optimize processing efficiency and reduces the computational com-
plexity involved in handling diverse reasoning tasks simultaneously.

3. Resource Management: ONA places a strong emphasis on managing com-
putational resources effectively, adhering to the Assumption of Insufficient
Knowledge and Resources (AIKR). It is designed to operate within strict
memory and processing constraints, employing mechanisms like priority-
based forgetting and constant-time inference cycles. These features ensure
that ONA can function continuously in resource-limited settings by effi-
ciently managing its cognitive load and memory usage.

4. Advanced Data Structures and Memory Management: ONA utilizes
a sophisticated system of data structures that include events, concepts, im-
plications, and a priority queue system for managing these elements. This
setup facilitates more refined control over memory and processing, prior-
itizing elements that are most relevant to the system’s current goals and
tasks. It also helps in maintaining the system’s performance by managing
the complexity and volume of information it handles.

5. Practical Application Focus: The architectural and control changes in
ONA are driven by a focus on practical application needs, which demand
reliability and adaptability. ONA is tailored to function effectively in real-
world settings that require autonomous decision-making and adaptation to
changing environments, making it more applicable and robust than its pre-
decessors for tasks in complex, dynamic scenarios [1].

These enhancements position ONA as a capable and versatile system within
the NARS family, designed to meet the challenges of practical deployment in
varied operational contexts.
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For this study, all examples are using a version of ONA compiled with the pa-
rameter SEMANTIC_INFERENCE_NAL_LEVEL was set to 0, which means that only
NAL layers 6–8 were enabled. This means that the system could only do sensori-
motor inference (procedural and temporal reasoning), but no semantic inference
(declarative reasoning). In addition to this functionality, a change regarding
functional equivalence was implemented as described below.

3 Functional equivalence with ONA

For this study, ONA was updated to include a new functionality to enable func-
tional equivalence. One of the simplest cases, where this functionality is demon-
strated, is regarding two three-term contingencies, as in the following example.

A. :|:
^op1. :|:
G. :|:

100

B. :|:
^op1. :|:
G. :|:

With the above example, a derived functional equivalence would be estab-
lished between A and B, since they are both preconditions of the same operation
^op1 leading to the same goal G. Importantly, to restrict the introduction of
such higher-order statements, this functionality is only activated when opera-
tions involved in the contingencies are executed. This allows ONA to avoid a
combinatorial explosion caused by an unrestricted use of functional equivalence.

An example of functional equivalence with ONA follows. ONA was set up
with the following parameters:

*babblingops=2
*motorbabbling=0.9
*setopname 1 ^say
*setopname 2 ^select
*volume=100

The following code demonstrates the training of two three-term contingen-
cies:

<(left * red) --> (loc * color)>. :|:
<({SELF} * RED) --> ^say>. :|:
G. :|:

<(left * r-e-d) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
<({SELF} * RED) --> ^say>. :|:
G. :|:
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In this example, the first line represents a situation where something of red
color is presented in a left location, followed by the system saying “RED”, and a
consequence G. In the fourth line, a written word r-e-d (for example detected
by an OCR component of the system) is detected in the left location, followed
by a similar operation and consequence as above.

After acting on both these contingencies, to trigger the formation of func-
tional equivalence, ONA would derive the following:

<<(left * red) --> (loc * color)> <=> <(left * r-e-d) -->
(loc * ocr)>>

<<($1 * r-e-d) --> (loc * ocr)> <=> <($1 * red) -->
(loc * color)>>

After having derived this, ONA could deal with the following situation:

<(up * red) --> (loc * color)>. :|:
<({SELF} * up) --> ^select>. :|:
G. :|:

// Derived:
<(<(#1 * red) --> (loc * color)> &/ <({SELF} * #1) --> ^select>)
=/> G>.

100

<(up * r-e-d) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
G! :|:

// Executed: <({SELF} * up) --> ^select>

100

<(down * r-e-d) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
G! :|:

// Executed: <({SELF} * down) --> ^select>

In the above example, ONA first learns that if selecting “up” when something
red is shown in the upper location, a consequence G will happen. A more general
contingency (with variables being introduced) is derived. Later, the word r-e-d
is presented in an upper position. Importantly, despite that the system has never
learned a contingency involving the word r-e-d, it can execute the appropriate
actions by substituting the word r-e-d for the red color, as learned by the func-
tional equivalence in the beginning of the example. This demonstrates a unique
form of transfer learning with ONA that is enabled by functional equivalence.
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4 Extended example of reading and cross-modal transfer

To demonstrate further capabilities enabled by functional equivalence, the fol-
lowing example is used. In the example, an ONA system could learn to “read”
and to transfer knowledge across modalities (objects to words, and words to
objects), tasks that arguably are fundamental for advanced cognition and gen-
eral artificial intelligence. The experimental setup is inspired by a 1973 study by
Sidman and Cresson [6]. Figure 1 demonstrates the steps from that particular
study. Two young boys (17 and 18 years old) with severe functional disabilities
were first trained to match printed words to each other (visual discrimination or
identity matching; Step 1 in Figure 1), and dictated words to their corresponding
pictures (auditory comprehension; Step 2). After that training, they were still
unable to match the printed words to their pictures (reading comprehension;
Step 4) or read the printed words orally (Step 6). They were next taught to
match the dictated to the printed words (Step 3) and were after this training
able to demonstrate comprehension (Step 4). After training to name the pictures
(Step 5), they were also able to “read” the words orally (Step 6).

This demonstrated that the learned equivalences of dictated words to pictures
and to printed words transferred to the purely visual equivalence of printed words
to pictures.

CAT

cat

c-a-t

^say(CAT)sound

object

word

2

3

4

5

6

Train generalized identity matching1

Fig. 1. The six step involved in the example.

To demonstrate the above example, an ONA system could be set up in the
following way:
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*babblingops=3
*motorbabbling=0.9
*setopname 1 ^say
*setopname 2 ^select
*setopname 3 ^match
*volume=100

1. Teach word-word matching (Identity matching) First, the system
would need to be trained in generalized identity matching, as we have demon-
strated in a previous publication [3].

<(sample * a-x-e) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
<(left * a-x-e) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
<(right * h-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
<({SELF} * (sample * left)) --> ^match>. :|:
G. :|:

// Derived:
<(<($1 * #1) --> (loc * ocr)> &/ <($2 * #1) --> (loc * ocr)>) =/>
<({SELF} * ($1 * $2)) --> ^match>>.

2. Teach sound-object matching (Auditory comprehension) Then, the
system is trained to match a particular sound (e.g., the spoken word “CAT”,
to an object (e.g., a cat object identified by an image classifier, like the YOLO
model). The matching is indicated by selecting the left or right, depending on
the location of the object.

<CAT --> sound>. :|:
<(left * cat) --> (loc * yolo)>. :|:
<(right * dog) --> (loc * yolo)>. :|:
<({SELF} * left) --> ^select>. :|:
G. :|:

// Derived:
<((<CAT --> sound> &/ <(#1 * cat) --> (loc * yolo)>) &/
<({SELF} * #1) --> ^select>) =/> G>.

3. Teach sound-word matching (Auditory receptive reading) A similar
training as in Step 2 would be used to train to pick a certain written word, in
relation to a particular sound.

<CAT --> sound>. :|:
<(left * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
<(right * d-o-g) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
<({SELF} * left) --> ^select>. :|:
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G. :|:

// Derived:
<((<CAT --> sound> &/ <(#1 * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>) &/
<({SELF} * #1) --> ^select>) =/> G>.

The derivations from Step 2 and 3 would then be:

<((<CAT --> sound> &/ <(left * cat) --> (loc * yolo)>) &/
<({SELF} * left) --> ^select>) =/> G>.

<((<CAT --> sound> &/ <(left * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>) &/
<({SELF} * left) --> ^select>) =/> G>.

A functional equivalence could then be derived:

<(<CAT --> sound> &/ <(left * cat) --> (loc * yolo)>) <=>
(<CAT --> sound> &/ <(left * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>)>

Since the left-hand side of both sides of the equivalence are the same, the
following could be derived:

<<(left * cat) --> (loc * yolo)> <=>
<(left * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>>

<<($1 * cat) --> (loc * yolo)> <=>
<($1 * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>>

4. Test object-word matching (Reading comprehension) The following
situation would be presented, that the system never has experienced before:

<(sample * cat) --> (loc * yolo)>. :|:
<(left * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
<(right * d-o-g) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
G! :|:

With the following derivation from Step 3:

<<($1 * cat) --> (loc * yolo)> <=> <($1 * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>>

The situation would be transformed to the following:

<(sample * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|: // Substituted
<(left * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
<(right * d-o-g) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
G! :|:

// Executed (using identity matching from Step 1):
<({SELF} * (sample * left)) --> ^match>
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5. Teach object naming The system would then be trained to say a particular
word in relation to objects:

<(up * cat) --> (loc * yolo)>. :|:
<({SELF} * CAT) --> ^say>. :|:
G. :|:

6. Test word naming (Oral reading) A situation like the following (that
has not been experienced previously) could then be presented:

<(up * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>. :|:
G! :|:

With the following, as derived in Step 3:

<<($1 * cat) --> (loc * yolo)> <=> <($1 * c-a-t) --> (loc * ocr)>>

The situation can then be transformed to the following:

<(up * cat) --> (loc * yolo)>. :|: // Substituted
G! :|:

// Executed:
<({SELF} * CAT) --> ^say>.

Summary This example demonstrated how a NARS system could be trained in
semantic relations between sounds, words, and objects, using derivations based
on functional equivalence.

5 Discussion

In this paper, we introduced the concept of functional equivalence, defined as
a derived equivalence, based on a shared similar function in contingencies. This
seems fundamental in understanding how cognitive systems, such as NARS, can
derive meaning and knowledge from their interactions with the environment.
The principle of functional equivalence allows for the abstraction of concepts
beyond their immediate instances, enabling cognitive systems to apply learned
knowledge in novel situations. The examples in this paper arguably demonstrate
a key aspect of cognitive flexibility.

Moreover, the methodology presented in this paper, inspired by studies car-
ried out with individuals with severe functional disabilities, highlights the po-
tential for training AGI systems to be capable of complex linguistic tasks, by a
systematic step-wise approach that focuses on incrementally increasing the com-
plexity of tasks. This pathway for teaching machines to understand and generate
“building blocks” of human-like language could potentially inspire how several
different AGI systems are developed and implemented.
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Future research could explore the application of functional equivalence in
more complex scenarios, including dynamic environments and social interac-
tions, for example with NARS on robotics. Additionally, investigating the limits
of functional equivalence in cognitive systems would provide valuable insights
into both the potential and the challenges of AGI in achieving human-like un-
derstanding and reasoning abilities.

In conclusion, the concept of functional equivalence seems to offer a key
capability in AGI systems, that for NARS, is realized by equivalence as suggested
by Non-Axiomatic Logic [7]. By highlighting the mechanisms through which
systems like NARS can derive meaning from their interactions, this research
contributes to the broader goal of creating human-level AGI. Further exploration
in this direction seems warranted.

Disclosure of Interests. The authors have no competing interests to declare that
are relevant to the content of this article.
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