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Abstract

Adaptive networks today rely on overparameterized fixed
topologies that cannot break through the statistical conflicts
they encounter in the data they are exposed to, and are prone
to ”catastrophic forgetting” as the network attempts to reuse
the existing structures to learn new task. We propose a struc-
tural adaptation method, DIRAD, that can complexify as
needed and in a directed manner without being limited by sta-
tistical conflicts within a dataset. We then extend this method
and present the PREVAL framework, designed to prevent
”catastrophic forgetting” in continual learning by detection
of new data and assigning encountered data to suitable mod-
els adapted to process them, without needing task labels any-
where in the workflow. We show the reliability of the DIRAD
in growing a network with high performance and orders-of-
magnitude simpler than fixed topology networks; and demon-
strate the proof-of-concept operation of PREVAL, in which
continual adaptation to new tasks is observed while being
able to detect and discern previously-encountered tasks.

Introduction
Past decade has shown that complex networks should be at
the core of any AI system that needs to be of robust use
in any task of reasonable complexity. It has, however, been
unfortunate that over the same period, the field of machine
learning (ML) has been stuck in the twin limiting paradigms
of static topologies and statistical fine-tuning, attempting
to make up for the limitations of both of these by using
brute force, in form of overparameterization and computa-
tional requirements accompanying it. Limitations imposed
by these paradigms also prevent solving the crucial prob-
lem of ”catastrophic forgetting” in continual learning. In this
work, we first propose a novel method of structural adapta-
tion, operating with gradient descent, with a strong bias to-
wards minimal complexity. Our framework, first of its kind
to the best of our knowledge, is neither limited by statistical
conflicts between samples (a term, detailed in the text, we
use to refer to conflicting requirements within a dataset that
result in net zero adaptive pressure on parameters, despite
nonzero change requirements for any individual sample) nor
reliant on excess complexity to find a solution with strong
guarantees. We apply this method to construct a system to
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prevent ”catastrophic forgetting” by recognizing unexpected
data, constructing new components (models) to process such
new data without affecting past responses, and then select-
ing the suitable one over an existing array of such models
when data from a past task is provided - a unified contin-
ual learning framework that does not require task labels or
switching signals anywhere, neither during adaptation nor
deployment. Finally, we provide positive results on both of
these frameworks.

Note on terminology The mechanisms we propose in this
paper are not biologically plausible at neuronal level, and
sharing a nonlinear weighted-sum paradigm is not enough to
justify an analogy with neural systems given the additional
mechanisms we introduce. To avoid implying such an anal-
ogy and to accurately describe these mechanisms, we use the
terms node and edge instead of ”neuron” and ”synapse”. We
also refrain from using the term ”neural network (NN)” and
simply use network when referring to our design.

Background and Related Work
Structural adaptation Structural adaptation in NNs
hasn’t gained as much attention as other aspects of this tech-
nology, as many of these methods involve an additional step
and often don’t provide a significant benefit compared to the
added complexity. One subfield in literature, called ”neu-
ral architecture search,” focuses on optimizing the architec-
ture itself explicitly (Liu, Simonyan, and Yang 2018; Shin,
Packer, and Song 2018; Baker et al. 2016; Stanley et al.
2019; Liu et al. 2017; Miikkulainen et al. 2019). Some other
works view ”structural adaptation” as starting from scratch
or growth, sometimes referred to as Artificial Embryogen-
esis (Kowaliw et al. 2014), often using evolutionary algo-
rithms. Recent methods for expanding neural networks, sim-
ilar to our design choices, can also be found in the liter-
ature (Dai, Yin, and Jha 2019; Evci et al. 2022; Mitchell,
Mundt, and Kersting 2023). Our approach aligns more with
the group that designs developmental methods rather than
relying on external loops or added pressures for architecture
optimization. We use structural adaptation not for topology
optimization but to drive further response adaptation. How-
ever, our approach differs from this group in that we pri-
oritize minimal complexity and address statistical conflicts
while operating outside the conventional NN paradigm.
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Continual adaptation A significant issue with continual
learning or adaptation is ”catastrophic forgetting” or, as we
call it, ”destructive adaptation”1 (DA) - when the new in-
stances differ significantly from previously observed exam-
ples, they cause the new information to overwrite previously
learned knowledge in the network, a problem until today re-
mains without a reliable solution (Hadsell et al. 2020; Parisi
et al. 2019). Systems with fixed capacity cannot deal with
the problem adequately: An existing capacity is always used
completely for the previous tasks (since information is en-
grained in a neural network in a distributed manner), and
existing information will be eventually (often immediately)
lost as new tasks differing significantly from the previous
ones arrive. The methods that work by the addition of ca-
pacity, on the other hand, are imprecise in terms of when to
add capacity, how to assign different added components to
different tasks, and how to choose among components when
presented with one of the past tasks (e.g. (Rusu et al. 2016))
- the same limitation also applies to methods that explic-
itly store information about the solutions of past tasks as
well (e.g. (Kirkpatrick et al. 2017)). Some extensions of such
methods that partially try to address these questions require
task labels during adaptation phase and have no mechanism
that can detect new tasks (e.g. (Jacobson et al. 2022)), hence
cannot constitute systems with autonomous continual adap-
tation capability. We are unaware of a framework proposed
against DA that can reliably add capacity as needed that also
answers these questions, and designing such a method is
what we do in this work.

Novelty/anomaly detection Methods of novelty/anomaly
detection are those that are interested in classifying certain
encounters as novel or not. Detailed survey of such methods
is beyond our scope, interested readers can find a review in
(Pimentel et al. 2014). The field itself is not of primary in-
terest to us except as a sub-goal, since it concerns itself with
systems designed to classify samples as novel or not, while
we want to both quantify and localize this novelty, doing that
within a system that is actually used for the performation of a
particular task. Furthermore, as methods susceptible to sta-
tistical conflicts, they are not suitable for our purposes (as
will be discussed in the following sections).

Mechanisms of Structural Adaptation
In this section, we describe our structural adaptation and net-
work growth mechanism. The mechanisms described here
are not directly aimed at the prevention of destructive adap-
tation (DA), but are general adaptive processes that can be
used in any ML problem. Throughout the section, we dis-
cuss a single task. Here we only provide a summary of the
method and its core points. The full theoretical development,
with justifications of design choices and practical considera-
tions, can be found in the Appendix. To illustrate the process
in action, we provide an example path of adaptation in Fig-
ure 1, to which we refer throughout our narrative below.

1We think ”catastrophic forgetting” is unnecessarily anthropo-
morphized (the phenomenon is a challenge to all adaptive systems)
and does not correspond to the gradual process of ”forgetting” as
commonly understood but to active destruction of past information.

We always assume a network starting with only the input
and output nodes, and no hidden nodes (neither input nor
output - Figure 1a) - however the mechanisms we designed
can operate locally within networks of arbitrary standing
complexity. Our aim is to develop a network that can com-
plexify as needed, but not more (prioritizing parameter adap-
tation where possible); and that is not limited by statistical
trade-offs between different samples in a batch. We call the
processes that grow the network by introducing new compo-
nents as generative processes (GPs), each of which is neu-
tral: No node’s response is changed due to a GP; and all
changes in net response occur under the influence of gradi-
ents to ensure no harm to performance. Parameter adaptation
within network (edge weights and node biases) are done by
standard gradient descent via backpropagation algorithm.

Adaptive potentials (APs) The immediate AP of an edge
(i, j) is defined as the net gradient that this edge’s weight
gets over a given batch, i.e. ∂C/∂wij where C is the cost/er-
ror. We say that the immediate AP of edge is exhausted if
∂C/∂wij ≈ 0. Analogously, we say that the immediate AP
of a node j is exhausted if ∂C/∂zj = δj ≈ 0 (where zj
is the activation) and the immediate AP of all its in-edges
is exhausted as well. We define the total AP of a node as∑

m |δmj | (m is the sample index), as a measure of the total
adaptive gain that can be obtained by a change in the activa-
tion of that node zj , if it can be exploited. Analogously, we
define the total AP of an edge (i,j) as

∑
m |∂Cm/∂wij |.

Edge generation The first GP, edge generation, generates
an in-edge with an initial weight of 0 to a node j. The source
of the edge is chosen among the candidates to be the one
that maximizes the magnitude of the expected immediate
gradient update on the edge, i.e. the value |∂C/∂wij | ∝∣∣∑

m ami δmj
∣∣ where ami is the state (response) of node i. We

generate an edge for a node if the immediate AP of the node
is exhausted, but its total AP is not (i.e. is nonzero), see Fig-
ure 1b. Intuitively, this operation allows us to take a node
with a nonzero total AP out of the exhaustion of its imme-
diate AP provided that there are sources that can be a good
match with the change directions requested by the gradients.

Edge-node conversion (ENC) and resolving statistical
conflicts The ENC mechanism is designed to operate
where the immediate AP of an edge is exhausted while its
total AP is not. Recall that total AP quantifies the total adap-
tive gain that can be obtained from a given edge. This po-
tential, no matter how large, cannot be utilized in NNs if
the immediate AP of the edge is exhausted (net gradient 0).
ENC mechanism provides a solution to that by modulating
the gradients of the original edge (upon the progression of
adaptation) so that they become aligned instead of opposing.
Here we only describe the final design of the ENC operation
with brief intuition on their justifications where applicable -
for detailed reasoning, the reader is referred to the Appendix.

When an edge (i, j) undergoes ENC, it is replaced with
a new node k and two edges (i, k) and (k, j) that become
the new path connecting i to j. The new node is modulatory,
whose state is computed by the multiplication of two terms:



amx =
∏

i∈{0,1}

σi(
∑

y∈ini(x)

wyxa
m
y + bx,i) (1)

where subscripts x, i refer to node x, term i. We also
assume two distinct transfer functions σ0 and σ1, where
σ0(z) = z in our design and σ1 is given as σ1(x) =
4/(1 + e−Kx) − 1, where K = 1/wij is a node-specific
property. This function can take values in the range (−1, 3),
and hence is able to invert the sign of the previously op-
posing gradients. Nonlinearity in network is realized by the
multiplication operation and the nonlinear σ1. The two terms
in modulatory nodes will have distinct delta values, δx,i; and
they will form in-edges distinctly for these two terms. We as-
sume that at the time of ENC, the original source i connects
to term 0 of the new node k and no node is connected to term
1. We further set the bias of the first term to a fixed 0, and
we set the weights of new edges as wik = 1 and wkj = wij .

It is shown in the appendix that this design of a modu-
latory node satisfies our neutrality criterion. It can also be
shown that immediately after this conversion, the deltas for
term 1 of the new node are equal to the gradients of the orig-
inal edge, δmk,1 = ∂C/∂wij . By ENC, we effectively trans-
ferred the weight gradients of the original edge (which can-
not be treated as a vector for adaptive purposes, but only in
terms of their average effect) to the deltas of a node (which
can be treated as a vector that can create an adaptive change
even if their average is 0). If a proper source l can be found
for term 1 of node k that yields a nonzero ∂C/∂wlk, then the
net gradient of the new edge (k, j) will start going nonzero
as state of term 1 of node k is adapted under the influence of
the gradients which are proportional to that of gradients of
the original edge, hence getting out of what would be a local
optimum had we have a static network (Figures 1c and 1d).

In the appendix, we show that the chain of ENC opera-
tions will continue, resulting eventually in nonzero net gra-
dients, and hence adaptation will proceed across the net-
work, as long as the following condition does not hold:

Cov(
∏
x∈A

amx ,
∂Cm

∂wij
) = 0, ∀A ∈ P (N) (2)

where N is the set of all available candidate sources (at
the very least, covering all input nodes) and P (N) its power
set. In the most relaxed case, this condition states that adap-
tation will proceed as long as there is any nonzero correla-
tion between the gradient vector of the edge that we are try-
ing to get out of adaptive exhaustion and any of the potential
multiplicative combinations of the input nodes of the net-
work. This is a condition much more strict than simply hav-
ing a mean ∂Cm

∂wij
as 0, as static networks would have; and we

intuitively suspect, but did not verify mathematically, that it
may correspond to a global optimum. The theoretical nature
of this condition should not be forgotten, however, limited
by finite step sizes and practical considerations.

To limit the number of GPs executed and limit complexity
increase to when it would be absolutely necessary, we can
introduce a priority ordering mechanism, which chooses a

(a) Initial state. y has imme-
diate AP exhausted but total
AP nonzero, hence will form
an edge. Neither input is an
immediately-useful source,
since neither matches with
deltas of y.

(b) y forms an in-edge, source
chosen randomly. The generated
edge has a net gradient of 0 and
hence cannot proceed with adap-
tation. This is a ”local optimum”
in a static network.

(c) The new edge undergoes
ENC from exhaustion, and its
gradient is transferred to the
Term 1 deltas of the new node h.
h, under immediate AP exhaus-
tion, gets an edge from x0 that
can provide perfect match with
the sign of its deltas and creates
a large positive net gradient for
the new edge.

(d) Modulatory edge to term 1
of the converted node h stabi-
lized in a negative value follow-
ing adaptation. The net modula-
tory effect of x0 on the x1 → y
pathway inverts the sign of gra-
dients when x0 is positive. The
net gradient of why , previously
0, goes net positive as a result of
the modulation.

(e) Final stable state with correct response in y.

Figure 1: A simplified illustrative case of the path of adap-
tation for signed XOR (”False” represented by −1 instead
of 0). Inputs: x0, x1. Output: y. In the figures, Ge represent
dC/dwe, ai state of node i, and the four values in paren-
theses represent the signs that a variable takes for the four
samples, respectively. We simplify by assuming no bias and
that the adaptation process of different components happen
in sequence instead of simultaneously.



limited number of GPs among all that are possible at a par-
ticular instant, preferring some over the others. The choice
of such a priority ordering scheme can be made in many
ways depending on designer priorities. For our implemen-
tation, we prioritize low complexity and hence introduce a
quite restrictive scheme; in which we perform a single gen-
erative process per step among the whole input pathway of
an output node, if and only if all the components on this
pathway have their immediate AP exhausted. Detailed de-
scription of this algorithm can be found in the Appendix.

We refer to the method of structural adaptation defined in
this section as DIRAD (from directed adaptation).

Novelty Detection via Prediction Validations
Our aim now is to create a network that can detect if the sam-
ples observed currently by the network are actually among
the same type that it had adapted to, or if they are actually
new, resulting in unexpected responses by the network. Be-
low, we describe the PREVAL (from prediction validation)
framework that can predict the states of the nodes in the
network using information from higher levels of computa-
tion, and then uses mismatches in these predictions to detect
novel encounters, and finally use this information to realize
continual adaptation in a system with multiple models.2

L0 and L1 networks In a supervised learning task, let
L0 network be our task network. Suppose that upon accom-
plishment of a designer-specified condition (e.g. errors no
longer decreasing), L0 is stabilized - i.e. no more param-
eter updates or generative processes, the response of every
node to a given input is fixed. In PREVAL, we create a new
network, a directed acyclic graph (DAG) within itself, the
L1 network, following the stabilization of L0. Target nodes
of L1 are all the nodes (including inputs) in L0 except out-
put nodes, and its task is to predict the states of these target
nodes as computed by L0 in response to a given input. L1
can use as inputs any of the nodes in L0, potentially includ-
ing output nodes, as long as the following condition is not
violated: For any node n0 ∈ L0, no node n1 ∈ L0 can have
a path to n0 via L1 if it also has a path to n0 via L0 - making
sure that only the nodes at a higher level of computation pre-
dict the states of those in the lower levels of computation, i.e.
abstract information predicts the concrete observation, not
vice-versa. Hence in L1, we prevent simply performing the
trivial replication of the pathways in L0. Given this new de-
scription of inputs, outputs, targets, and the additional con-
straint regarding connectivity; L1 can be adapted as usual
with DIRAD and stabilized in the same manner as L0.

Multiple models We define a model as any system within
our framework that has a particular response pattern to the
input. In our implementation, we interpret models as dis-
tinct, unrelated networks; though alternative conceptualiza-
tions, such as a subset of connections or subnetworks ex-
pressed within one network, or networks that are duplicated
and differentiated from one another, are also possible and ev-

2PREVAL can possibly be interpreted within the predictive cod-
ing framework (Millidge, Seth, and Buckley 2021; Spratling 2017).

erything in this section applies to them as well.3 In our con-
ceptualization, the system is formed of a dynamic number
of models. Below, we present a framework using the outputs
of L1 networks that can (i) detect new tasks that show devi-
ation from the structure of previous data, on which existing
models were adapted, and create new models for these; and
(ii) in the observation of new data, choose among the exist-
ing models the one that is best-matching for processing that
data, without needing to observe the target outputs. Irrespec-
tive of the definition of a ”model”, when a system can create
new models to process automatically-detected new data be-
longing to different tasks, one can said to have prevented DA
in the system since there is no more modification or loss of
existing information. If the system can, furthermore, assign
newly-encountered data to proper model among the set of
models (for different tasks) it has available, then we can say
that it can retrieve this information which was protected, and
hence (in sum) is capable of continual learning.

Validation and interfacing models An adapted L1 net-
work can provide us with the mismatch information between
the actual state of an input or internal node and its predicted
state based on the state of the network at higher levels of
computation; which can in turn be used to validate whether
a new sample (during deployment) or batch (during ongoing
adaptation) is consistent with what is expected based on the
data that the current model was adapted to. Notice that this
pertains to the conversion of a continuous metric (amount of
mismatch in L1 nodes) to a discrete one (model validated/in-
validated on a sample). Furthermore, when one is comparing
multiple models in this regard (finding the model that ”best
matches” to the sample), there is no one-to-one correspon-
dence between different models since they will have distinct
L1 networks, with different targets possibly differing even in
the order of magnitude of their numbers. Hence, there is no
single best way to perform this validation. Here, we describe
(and use in our experiments) one particular framework, re-
cursive processes of validation across the hierarchy starting
from node responses to whole batches.

At time of stabilization, we classify a target node n of
the L1 network as confidently predicted (CP) if the mean
prediction error (PE) of this node across the last batch is
lower than a threshold TCP ; and record the mean µn and
standard deviation σn of observed PE that node across the
last batch. When processing a new sample, the response of
the model (and hence retrospective predictions of L1 target
nodes) are obtained. We classify the CP node n in a model
as conflicted if the observed PE in that node for that sample
En > µn + Tconfσn for a preset multiplier Tconf . A model
is said to be validated on a sample if, in its response to that
sample, the ratio of conflicted nodes to total number of CP
nodes Nconf/NCP < TSV for a preset threshold TSV .

During stabilization of a model M , we record the num-
ber of invalidated samples in the last batch that the model
observed, RM

IS . During adaptation, model validation is per-
formed over whole batches. A model is said to be validated

3We experimentally saw that while adaptation was faster when
adapting via the addition of connections to a single network; the
final performance was better with new networks per detected task.



on a batch if the total ratio of samples invalidated within the
batch for this model do not exceed (1 + ϵIS)R

M
IS where ϵIS

is a small margin allowed on top of estimated ratio.
During adaptation, if we have a still-adapting (non-

stabilized) model, we always process new batches with that
model. If all models are stabilized, then we perform the val-
idation of the batch across all models. If there is a model for
which batch is validated, that model (or the one with least
ratio of invalid samples if there are multiple) is chosen to
process it. If there is no such model, we create a new model
starting from L0 adaptation stage, corresponding to the de-
tection of a new task.4 During deployment/test, we process
data on a per-sample basis. For each sample, all models are
checked and the sample is processed by the model that is
validated on it (or the one with least ratio of CP nodes if
multiple there are multiple), without new model creation.

This process is simplified and illustrated on Figure 2. With
PREVAL, the capability for continual adaptation is decom-
posed into the capabilities of detection of new tasks and of
creating new network components (either on top of existing,
without affecting pre-existing pathways’ functionalities; or
from scratch) and being able to deduce by which of those
components an observed instance should be processed. Al-
though other solutions proposed against DA, including those
that work on fixed topologies, can alleviate it to a degree in
certain tasks; we think that any definitive solution that can
solve the problem at its root should be operating within this
decomposition made with PREVAL.

DIRAD makes possible the implementation of PREVAL
framework, which wouldn’t be practical to construct using
fixed topology layered networks (FTLNs) like fully con-
nected NNs. The reason for that is twofold: One, we want to
predict not just input nodes, but also internal nodes - which is
not possible with FTLNs except by creating separate multi-
layered overparameterized networks for each layer of the
original already-overparameterized network - highly unscal-
able. With DIRAD, we promote minimal complexity by de-
sign in both L0 and L1 networks. Two, architectural limita-
tions: If we use information bottlenecks, e.g. autoencoders,
we have compression that can limit prediction, which we
do not want since our requirement is as accurate predic-
tion as possible without concern about compression. With
no bottleneck, however, there is a risk of decaying into trivi-
ality (e.g. each input determining its prediction directly via a
network transformation that is equivalent to identity; plausi-
bly among the probable solutions in high-dimensional, dif-
ficult prediction tasks). By design, PREVAL with DIRAD
prevents unnecessary bottlenecks while giving the predic-
tion of a node access to any info it can need without limi-
tation, except for explicitly excluding those that would re-
sult in trivial predictions - this overcomes both limitations
with FTLNs discussed. Furthermore, recognize that while
the designer can choose the target dataset to yield an even

4We assume that a batch for one task is available to the system
until the end of its adaptation, and no new task is provided until
system is stabilized for current one. This can easily be realized if
computation power and temporary storage cost of a batch are not
limiting factors, which is seldom the case in today’s systems.

distribution among different classes; this cannot be satisfied
with the state of the internal nodes predicted back by L1 -
the discerning among different states of a node may be re-
liant upon recognition of a small number of outliers for that
particular node. An adaptation method based on statistical
fine-tuning would have difficulty capturing these nuances as
conditioned on the states of other variables in the network,
which is not the case with DIRAD.

Experiments and Results
Setup In this section, we present experimental results with
DIRAD and PREVAL. We use a digit classification problem
with task change on MNIST5, where different tasks are de-
fined as different classes (digits) enabled. For each experi-
ment run, the process is as follows: Two classes are chosen
randomly among the 10 digit classes in the MNIST dataset.
We call this choice of a subset of classes from the whole
dataset a task. The system adapts to the task at hand, first of
its L0 network and then of its L1 network, until it reaches
the stabilization of L1 network (detected via non-decreasing
errors in all target nodes). After L1 stabilization, the task
changes by choosing two new digits at random that were not
among the previous tasks, and the new task is adapted to
in the same manner, with potential model changes and ad-
ditions as they are executed by the PREVAL flow. This pro-
cess happens for 3 tasks (2 changes). At the end of each task,
we test the retrospective prediction performance of the sys-
tem on a test set formed of all the classes that belong to all
the previous tasks that the system was exposed to. In other
words; samples from only one task is shown to the network
at a time during training, but samples from all the preceding
tasks are tested on during testing. We provide results for a
range of different TCP values. Detailed choice of other pa-
rameters is provided in Appendix .

Results6

Single-task adaptive performance Figure 3 shows a typ-
ical progress of adaptation on a single task, over course of
both L0 and L1 adaptations. Across trials, it is consistently
seen that errors for output nodes decrease to near-zero values
during L0 adaptation; and to a non-zero value of ≈ 0.05 per
node during L1 adaptation - showing that, as expected, not
every L1 target can be predicted reliably and a distinction of
those that can be predicted confidently is needed.

Figure 3 also demonstrates the progression of network
complexity for a single task. L0 adaptation can solve the
task, in this run, with only 6 (hidden) nodes and 15 edges.
This order of complexity (less than 20 nodes and less than
50 edges; and usually towards the lower end of this range)
is observed in all our experiments with 2-class classifica-
tion. This corresponds to a number of edges at least two
orders of magnitude lower than those of a fully connected

5We downscale images to 14x14 pixels for computational pur-
poses. Notice that this makes the classification task more difficult,
not easier (and is partially responsible for a somewhat lower single-
task accuracy compared to NNs); but limits number of L1 targets.

6Full results, decomposed by individual class accuracies in in-
dividual runs, can be found in the Appendix.



(a) For each sample, the responses
of networks are obtained. Among
the CP nodes (outlined in black),
we take the ratio of those that
are invalidated (red) as a measure
of mismatch for the sample for a
given model.

(b) During adaptation, if there is a standing adapting model, we process the batch by that model. If not
(the case shown on figure), we process the batch by a model that is validated on a batch, which is the
case if the ratio of invalidated samples (outlined red) to the total number of samples is greater than a
threshold. If no model is validated, a new adapting model is created for the task. During deployment/test,
each sample is processed by the best-matching model regardless of validation.

Figure 2: Simplified representation of PREVAL flow.

Figure 3: Sample progress of adaptation and complexity on a
single task (2-class classification, 6 & 7). The average (mean
squared) error is the average across all target nodes, which
are the output nodes during L0 adaptation and become (tran-
sition marked) the L1 target nodes during L1 adaptation.

NN - a NN with a single hidden layer of 16 neurons (a very
optimistic minimum size estimate) for this task would need
3296 edges, more than 100 times the typical complexity of
DIRAD. Similar ratio of complexities as needed by a NN
versus a solution found by DIRAD would be expected in
tasks of any complexity, due to DIRAD’s guarantees of find-
ing a good solution with minimum complexity and NNs’
reliance on overparameterization, as discussed in the pre-
ceding sections. However, note that L1 adaptation requires a
much greater complexity of the network, more than 10-fold
increase in edges, fueled by both the increased number of
target nodes (≈ 200 nodes vs. 10 output nodes of which only
2 can be active) and the fact that the targets themselves are
more difficult to predict (each target can take arbitrary val-
ues in (0, 1) vs. one-hot vectors of binary values). This sug-
gests that doing the task of L1 network with a NN (setting
aside functional difficulties of defining this task with them
in the first place) would require a vast number of parameters
to have a shot in demonstrating a reasonable performance.

Continual adaptation To demonstrate the continual adap-
tation performance, we provide the average net retrospec-
tive prediction performances (across 8 runs and across all

classes) of the systems with different settings on Table 1
(values outside parentheses). Recall that these are test per-
formances including the classes enabled in both the current
and earlier tasks. To provide a lower bound on performance;
in task index X one would expect an accuracy of 1/2X for
completely random classification, and of 1/X in a network
which can accomplish the latest task perfectly but has ”for-
gotten” (as is typically the case without measures against
DA) the others. On the upper bound, we have a case in which
PREVAL would discern all the tasks perfectly, yielding ap-
proximately the accuracy it yields after only Task 1. We see
that in all settings, the first task can be performed with a high
accuracy of ≈ 90%, while each additional task causes a re-
duction in accuracy, most visibly with the introduction of the
first one. Still, the best settings have an accuracy of 80% af-
ter second task and 71% after third task, considerably higher
than random (25%-17% resp.) and what one would expect
for a perfect response only for the latest (50%-33% resp.).
On Table 2, we present two metrics of performance reten-
tion: One, the ratio of net accuracies of the system before
and after the introduction of new tasks (net effect additional
tasks); two, the same ratio but averaged by the accuracy
per task index (task retention). Across these different mea-
sures of retention, majority of cases demonstrate > 85% per
new task introduction, and occasionally much higher. Notice
again that the largest loss comes after the first task - show-
ing that the reduction in accuracy relates to discernability of
different classes via L1, not to single-model responses.

PREVAL has two semi-independent functions: Detect-
ing the presence of a new task, and assigning a new sam-
ple to the best-matching model at hand. We saw in our tri-
als that some tasks couldn’t be detected, partially account-
ing for the reductions in performance. Hence we also iso-
late new-task recognition problem from the sample-model
matching problem on Table 1; which, inside parentheses,
shows the accuracies averaged only across runs that each
new task was detected, and also the number of trials that
at least one task couldn’t be detected. Note the major influ-
ence of non-detected tasks to the discernability accuracies



in TCP = 0.15 and 0.2. This shows, together with the right
side of Table 2, that discernability performance of the system
is high if all new tasks can be detected reliably. If new task
detection performance can be improved independently (e.g.
via consideration of distributions of individual nodes across
batches, which is not possible for single-sample recognition;
or via detection of unexpected L0 errors instead of L1 errors,
which is reliable but only possible during adaptation), per-
formance can be increased significantly.

Table 1: Average test accuracies (8 runs) for each TCP value.
Entries under TX represent the net accuracy of the network
in the classification of all classes that belonged to the tasks
including and before index X (e.g. T2 is the accuracy on four
classes, two from task 1 and 2 each). Values inside paren-
theses are averages excluding runs with non-detected tasks.
”ND” is the number of runs with non-detected tasks.

TCP T1 T2 T3 ND

0.05 0.92(0.93) 0.80(0.79) 0.67(0.69) 1/8
0.10 0.91(0.92) 0.72(0.81) 0.71(0.76) 2/8
0.15 0.89(0.89) 0.72(0.82) 0.67(0.75) 3/8
0.20 0.85(0.90) 0.77(0.85) 0.69(0.80) 3/8

Table 2: Average ratio of task accuracies before introduc-
tion of new tasks to after. Columns ALL+X represent ratio
of net accuracies across all tasks after introduction of task
X, with values inside parentheses being averages excluding
runs with non-detected tasks. Columns TX+Y represent ra-
tio of accuracies on task X after the introduction of task Y,
with runs with non-detected tasks (yielding 0/0) excluded.

TCP ALL+2 ALL+3 T1+2 T1+3 T2+3

0.05 0.86(0.86) 0.85(0.87) 0.88 0.93 0.84
0.10 0.79(0.89) 1.01(0.94) 0.88 0.88 0.94
0.15 0.82(0.93) 0.96(0.91) 0.88 0.88 0.92
0.20 0.91(0.94) 0.91(0.94) 0.89 0.95 1.00

Discussion and Conclusions
DIRAD One limitation of DIRAD is computational com-
plexity. DIRAD’s priority ordering makes it computation-
ally more demanding than a standard NN in training, which
is alleviated, but not completely removed, by architectural
simplicity of resultant networks. Furthermore, flexibility in
network topologies make it unsuitable for mainstream hard-
ware acceleration methods. Choosing a more computation-
ally feasible priority ordering algorithm would address this
issue. With developments in the area of structural adaptation,
algorithmic or hardware solutions will also be developed to
alleviate the computational complexity associated with the
operations such systems use, like GPUs in case of NNs.

PREVAL To the best of our knowledge, PREVAL is the
first framework that can handle continual adaptation with
high accuracy & retention of past information, while doing

both new task detection & discernment among past tasks
within a unified framework that does not require task la-
bels anywhere in the flow. The degree to which this hap-
pens with PREVAL, however, is dependent upon the dis-
cernability of different tasks within the system; and is cur-
rently still lower compared to what would be in case of a
perfect discernability. We furthermore saw that failure in
recognition of new tasks is a major culprit for remaining
reductions in performance. It may not be possible to ac-
count for this remaining gap in performance due to failure
in discerneability completely via further refinements on DI-
RAD or via tuning validation/discerneability parameters of
system: With the PREVAL framework, there is no guaran-
tee that each task or class would be perfectly discerneable
within limitations, even if they are discerneable in theory.
Some information may be lost as information is propagated
to higher levels of computation (e.g. state saturation) and its
constituents cannot be retrieved; or a majority of CP nodes
may be of trivial features common across multiple tasks, and
hence no threshold ratio can account for all the tasks the sys-
tem will encounter completely. Situations like these would
impose constraints on the maximum discernibility of tasks
with PREVAL, which cannot be overcome with different pa-
rameter choices or improvements in adaptation processes.
To develop the idea behind PREVAL to a perfect continual
adaptation framework, one may need to go beyond the tra-
ditional conceptualization of ML systems & problems into a
new domain in which these limitations do not exist.

A weakness of PREVAL that would show itself in paral-
lelized hardware implementations is the requirement to cal-
culate an overall statistic across nodes, which cannot be done
in a fully distributed manner. Potential alternatives exist to
address this and allow the nodes to reach to an agreement
about the validity of a model in a distributed manner, e.g.
voting-based schemes (Li et al. 2020) or other consensus
protocols (Castro, Liskov et al. 1999; Fadda et al. 2022).

We used PREVAL with an interface in which different
models were represented with different networks. This pre-
vents destructive adaptation (DA), but does not harness the
potential of transfer learning (Zhuang et al. 2020) since net-
works are all created from scratch. In case of need, the defi-
nition of a ”model” can be modified to allow for this; e.g. via
adding capacity to a shared network while selectively stabi-
lizing the previous pathways so that past responses won’t be
affected (possible without loss of expressivity potential with
DIRAD), modifying existing components while storing al-
ternatives in different models, and many others. There al-
ready exist methods that work via the addition of capacity to
alleviate DA (Rusu et al. 2016; Yoon et al. 2017; Terekhov,
Montone, and O’Regan 2015) - approaches like that can be
applied to PREVAL without changes in basic system con-
ceptualization on either side. PREVAL can also be used with
methods that rely on storing past structure (like (Kirkpatrick
et al. 2017)), to give them a means of detecting new tasks.
PREVAL has been designed to operate as a mechanism at
a level above the network adaptation process. Hence, it can
work in tandem with any method modifying network adap-
tation dynamics that also aim to reduce the effect of DA, or
is geared towards any other purpose.



References
Baker, B.; Gupta, O.; Naik, N.; and Raskar, R. 2016. Design-
ing neural network architectures using reinforcement learn-
ing. arXiv preprint arXiv:1611.02167.
Castro, M.; Liskov, B.; et al. 1999. Practical byzantine fault
tolerance. In OsDI, volume 99, 173–186.
Dai, X.; Yin, H.; and Jha, N. K. 2019. NeST: A neural net-
work synthesis tool based on a grow-and-prune paradigm.
IEEE Transactions on Computers, 68(10): 1487–1497.
Evci, U.; van Merrienboer, B.; Unterthiner, T.; Vladymy-
rov, M.; and Pedregosa, F. 2022. Gradmax: Growing neu-
ral networks using gradient information. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2201.05125.
Fadda, E.; He, J.; Tessone, C. J.; and Barucca, P. 2022. Con-
sensus formation on heterogeneous networks. EPJ Data Sci-
ence, 11(1): 34.
Hadsell, R.; Rao, D.; Rusu, A. A.; and Pascanu, R. 2020.
Embracing change: Continual learning in deep neural net-
works. Trends in cognitive sciences, 24(12): 1028–1040.
Jacobson, M. J.; Wright, C. Q.; Jiang, N.; Rodriguez-Rivera,
G.; and Xue, Y. 2022. Task Detection in Continual Learning
via Familiarity Autoencoders. In 2022 IEEE International
Conference on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics (SMC), 1–8.
IEEE.
Kirkpatrick, J.; Pascanu, R.; Rabinowitz, N.; Veness, J.; Des-
jardins, G.; Rusu, A. A.; Milan, K.; Quan, J.; Ramalho, T.;
Grabska-Barwinska, A.; et al. 2017. Overcoming catas-
trophic forgetting in neural networks. Proceedings of the
national academy of sciences, 114(13): 3521–3526.
Kowaliw, T.; Bredeche, N.; Chevallier, S.; and Doursat, R.
2014. Artificial neurogenesis: An introduction and selective
review. Growing Adaptive Machines: Combining Develop-
ment and Learning in Artificial Neural Networks, 1–60.
Li, K.; Li, H.; Wang, H.; An, H.; Lu, P.; Yi, P.; and Zhu, F.
2020. PoV: an efficient voting-based consensus algorithm
for consortium blockchains. Frontiers in Blockchain, 3: 11.
Liu, H.; Simonyan, K.; Vinyals, O.; Fernando, C.; and
Kavukcuoglu, K. 2017. Hierarchical representations for effi-
cient architecture search. arXiv preprint arXiv:1711.00436.
Liu, H.; Simonyan, K.; and Yang, Y. 2018. Darts: Differen-
tiable architecture search. arXiv preprint arXiv:1806.09055.
Miikkulainen, R.; Liang, J.; Meyerson, E.; Rawal, A.; Fink,
D.; Francon, O.; Raju, B.; Shahrzad, H.; Navruzyan, A.;
Duffy, N.; et al. 2019. Evolving deep neural networks. In Ar-
tificial intelligence in the age of neural networks and brain
computing, 293–312. Elsevier.
Millidge, B.; Seth, A.; and Buckley, C. L. 2021. Predic-
tive coding: a theoretical and experimental review. arXiv
preprint arXiv:2107.12979.
Mitchell, R.; Mundt, M.; and Kersting, K. 2023.
Self Expanding Neural Networks. arXiv preprint
arXiv:2307.04526.
Parisi, G. I.; Kemker, R.; Part, J. L.; Kanan, C.; and Wermter,
S. 2019. Continual lifelong learning with neural networks:
A review. Neural networks, 113: 54–71.

Pimentel, M. A.; Clifton, D. A.; Clifton, L.; and Tarassenko,
L. 2014. A review of novelty detection. Signal processing,
99: 215–249.
Rusu, A. A.; Rabinowitz, N. C.; Desjardins, G.; Soyer, H.;
Kirkpatrick, J.; Kavukcuoglu, K.; Pascanu, R.; and Had-
sell, R. 2016. Progressive neural networks. arXiv preprint
arXiv:1606.04671.
Shin, R.; Packer, C.; and Song, D. 2018. Differentiable neu-
ral network architecture search.
Spratling, M. W. 2017. A review of predictive coding algo-
rithms. Brain and cognition, 112: 92–97.
Stanley, K. O.; Clune, J.; Lehman, J.; and Miikkulainen, R.
2019. Designing neural networks through neuroevolution.
Nature Machine Intelligence, 1(1): 24–35.
Terekhov, A. V.; Montone, G.; and O’Regan, J. K. 2015.
Knowledge transfer in deep block-modular neural networks.
In Biomimetic and Biohybrid Systems: 4th International
Conference, Living Machines 2015, Barcelona, Spain, July
28-31, 2015, Proceedings 4, 268–279. Springer.
Wagner, A. 2011. The origins of evolutionary innovations:
a theory of transformative change in living systems. OUP
Oxford.
Yoon, J.; Yang, E.; Lee, J.; and Hwang, S. J. 2017. Life-
long learning with dynamically expandable networks. arXiv
preprint arXiv:1708.01547.
Zhuang, F.; Qi, Z.; Duan, K.; Xi, D.; Zhu, Y.; Zhu, H.;
Xiong, H.; and He, Q. 2020. A comprehensive survey on
transfer learning. Proceedings of the IEEE, 109(1): 43–76.



Appendix
Full Theoretical Description of DIRAD
This section presents the full theoretical description and de-
velopment of DIRAD. Note that the related part in the main
text is a shortened version of this discussion, stripped to its
main points.

Starting point for development We start with the as-
sumption of a network with the specified input and output
nodes, as they are defined by the task, and no hidden nodes.
From that, we want to develop a network that (1) can com-
plexify as needed, but no more than needed, to solve the
task at hand; and (2) is not limited by statistical conflicts be-
tween different samples in a given batch in doing so. Note
that the process described in this section is based on mech-
anisms that operate locally in individual component basis,
and hence their operation does not depend on the existing
network complexity (even if their outcomes do).

We call the processes that grow the network by introduc-
ing new components (nodes or edges) as generative pro-
cesses. In designing our generative processes, we prioritized
the principle of neutrality7 of structural modification: For all
existing nodes in the network, neither their responses nor
the adaptive signals (gradients/deltas) they receive should
change by a generative process in the network - all changes
should occur under the influence of gradients, to make sure
that they are not detrimental to the performance. This prin-
ciple corresponds to different criteria for different genera-
tive processes. Below, we describe the two main generative
processes in our design: Edge generation and edge-to-node
conversion.

Edge generation The first mechanism that we have to ac-
count for in our system is the edge generation mechanism.
An edge (i, j) with weight wij from node i to j is a potential
point of modification for a change in the activation value of
its target node, affecting its state by multiplying the weight
of its input:

aj = σ(zj) = σ(
∑

i∈src(j)

wijai + bj) (3)

where aj is the state of node j, zj is the activation, sigma
is a nonlinear function, and bj is the bias. Recognize that the
contribution of a single edge to the activation of node j is
+wijai. For the principle of neutrality to hold, we want to
make sure that a new edge (i, j) does not change the value
of zj before and after this operation, and hence during edge
generation, we always initialize the weight of the edge as 0.

Recall that in NNs adapted with standard gradient de-
scent, we have the gradient of a weight with respect to the
cost associated with sample m from a batch as follows:

∂Cm

∂wij
= ami δmj (4)

7Neutrality of individual changes, which open up the potential
of an genome for further adaptive changes, are believed to be a
core point in the evolvability of organisms. Interested readers are
referred to (Wagner 2011) for a organized overview.

δmj = ∂Cm

∂zm
j

are the gradients of cost terms with respect
to activation zmj of node j, a value that can be computed
via applying multivariable chain rule starting from the out-
put nodes and traversing the network backwards until the
input nodes, forming what is called the backpropagation al-
gorithm. Notice that the process for an NN with a layered &
fully-connected (or any other mainstream fixed) topology is
the same as the process for an arbitrary-topology network8,
like the one we assume here: The δ values for a node can
be computed only if the δ values for all its successors have
been computed already, which gives us the needed order of
traversal.

The gradient of a weight is then used to update the current
edge weight:

wij [t+ 1] = wij [t]− γ
∂C

∂wij
(5)

where γ determines the magnitude/rate of adaptation per
step, and total gradient for a given sample set of size Nm is
given by

∂C

∂wij
=

1

Nm

∑
m∈M

(
∂Cm

∂wij
) =

1

Nm

∑
m∈M

(ami δmj ) (6)

The magnitude of the value ∂C
∂wij

, which can be computed
with the knowledge of source states and target deltas even
without the existence of an edge between them, can be inter-
preted as the immediate adaptive potential (AP) of a given
edge: It represents how much cost is expected to decrease
after a single update step of that edge.

We can condition the formation of an in-edge to a target
node upon a quantified need for it. Verbally speaking, an
edge would be required when a node’s activation requires a
change for proper adaptation in different samples, yet the net
pressures from the aggregate samples do not result in a net
gradient in either the node’s bias or the in-edges of the node.

More precisely, we define the immediate AP of an edge
as the net gradient that this edge’s weight gets over a given
batch, i.e. ∂C

∂wij
as defined above. We say that the immediate

AP of an edge (i, j) is exhausted if ∂C
∂wij

≈ 0. Analogously,
we say that the immediate AP of a node j is exhausted if
∂C
∂bj

= ∂C
∂zj

= δj ≈ 0 and the immediate AP of all its in-
edges is exhausted as well. Furthermore, we can define the
total AP of a node as the sum of the magnitudes of its delta
terms (the adaptive pressures for each sample),

∑
m |δmj |,

which gives a measure of the total adaptive gain that can be
obtained by a change in the activation of that node zj , if it
can be exploited. With these definitions, we generate an edge
for a node j if the two following conditions hold at the same
time:

1. The immediate AP of j is exhausted.
2. The total AP of j is not exhausted.

8Given it is a directed acyclic graph (DAG), a condition that we
assume in our description and enforce on generative processes in
our implementation.



Notice that this edge generation condition ensures that a
new edge will be generated (i.e. the network will complex-
ify) only when the required change cannot be realized with
adaptation of the existing components, preventing unneces-
sary complexification.

After defining the formation criterion, we need a means
to choose the source of the edge. For that, Eq. 6 gives us
a means to quantify the AP of an edge. Following that,
when we generate an in-edge for a node j, we choose the
source of the edge to be the one that maximizes the value
|
∑

m(ami δmj )| among the candidates (which are, in our im-
plementation, all nodes that do not create cycles; but it can
equally well be chosen to be a subset of nodes). One way
to interpret this is that we are trying to maximize the mag-
nitude of the vector ai · δj where ai = (a0i , a

1
i , ...) and

δi = (δ0i , δ
1
i , ...) are vectors of states and deltas of the corre-

sponding nodes over the whole batch. Hence, when an edge
is being formed, it can be thought of being formed with
source as the node whose states/responses are best aligned
with the change required by the target of the connection.

Edge-node conversion and resolving statistical conflicts
Adaptive potential exhaustion is not a problem for nodes
only, but for edges as well. The edge-to-node conversion
(ENC) mechanism we develop addresses this problem, while
also giving us a means of generating the second class of
components for our network, i.e. the (hidden) nodes.

Analogous to the total AP of a node as defined in the
previous section, we define the total AP of an edge (i,j) as
the sum of magnitudes of gradients for this edge’s weight:∑

m |
∂Cm

∂wij
|. Again, this quantifies the total adaptive gain that

can be obtained from a given edge if its weight could be
properly modified for each of the samples in the batch. With
a classical edge such as those in neural networks, for ex-
ample, this is not possible: Optimization of neural networks
is fundamentally based on finding a statistical trade-off be-
tween the samples and stabilizing the weights of the edges
in a point where the net gradient ∂C

∂wij
≈ 0 (i.e. the imme-

diate AP of edge is exhausted) despite potentially high total
AP. ENC mechanism, described in this section, specifically
addresses these situations. More precisely, we perform the
ENC operation on edge (i, j) when the following two con-
ditions hold:

1. The immediate AP of (i, j) is exhausted.
2. The total AP of (i, j) is not exhausted.

Like edge generation conditions, the ENC conditions
make sure that we complexify only when the adaptation of
existing components are insufficient to exploit the adaptive
potential in the network and current samples.

When these conditions are satisfied, we convert the origi-
nal edge (i, j) into a path formed of a new node k and edges
(i, k) and (k, j) - in other words, we introduce a point of
modulation to where the edge previously stood. Our goal
with this point of modulation is to modulate the opposing yet
nonzero gradients that the original edge was once under the
influence of, in a manner that aligns them so that their adap-
tive potential, as quantified by their total magnitude, can be
fully utilized without falling for statistical stable points.

To be able to realize this modulation, we design our node
k (and hence, any node created via the ENC mechanism -
therefore, any node that is neither input nor output in our
method) slightly differently from what would be a node in
a neural network. In particular, we call these nodes modula-
tory, formed of terms 0 and 1, with distinct biases, sources,
activations and states; and whose states are multiplied to re-
sult in the final state. The functionality of any modulatory
node x as such is described by the following equations:

amx = amx,0a
m
x,1 = σ0(z

m
x,0)σ1(z

m
x,1) (7)

zmx,i =
∑

y∈srci(y)

wyxay + bx,i (8)

All the terms here are analogous to those in Eq. 3, but
those with subscripts x, i instead of x refer to node x, term i,
instead of just node x. We also assume two transfer functions
σ0 and σ1. Likewise, the two terms will have distinct delta
values, δx,i; and modulatory nodes will form edges sepa-
rately for these two terms based on their corresponding term
deltas.

We assume that at the time of ENC, the original source
i connects to term 0 of the new converted node k, and at
first no node is connected to term 1 of k. As a simplifying
design choice, we also let σ0 to be linear for modulatory
nodes, σ0(z) = z. Hence, at the time of conversion, the ac-
tual value of the source (i in our example) of a modulatory
node (k in our example) can be reliably transmitted to the
state of the new converted node, without losing the nonlin-
earity known to be required in complex adaptive networks
since we have both the multiplication operation and also σ1,
which we leave as nonlinear.

The rest of the properties of a modulatory node will be
defined by the condition of neutrality. (In what follows, for
better clarity, we omit from a, z and δs the superscript m
denoting a specific sample in a batch. All of the discussion
below is concerned with the states of the nodes for a single
particular sample. We also consider a single activation term
in target node, but all the derivations remain the same if we
assume that we are concerned with activation of term 0 or 1
of the target instead.) Before ENC, the contribution of node
i to the state of node j is:

zij = wijai (9)

After ENC, it is mediated by k (which initially has no
connection other than node i connecting to its term 0):

zij = wkjak = wkjak,0ak,1 = wkjzk,0σ1(zk,1)

= wkjwikaiσ1(bk,1)
(10)

For neutrality, we want these two values to be the same.
Therefore,

wij = wkjwikσ1(bk,1) (11)

Among the many ways to realize this condition, we
choose to let σ1(bk,1) = 1 and wij = wkjwik. For the latter,
we let the weight of the in-edge of ENC be wik = 1 and of



the out-edge be wkj = wij , the original weight9. For the for-
mer, we need to choose a suitable transfer function σ1 and
a suitable initial bias bk,1 that makes σ1(bk,1) = 1. Again,
among infinite alternatives, we decide to set bk,1 = 0 and σ1

to be a scaled and shifted logistic function:

σ1(x) = 4
1

1 + e−Kx
− 1 (12)

Besides yielding σ1(0) = 1 and hence realizing our neu-
trality condition, this function has the desirable property of
taking values in the range (−1, 3) - being able to take neg-
ative values means that in multiplication, it is able to invert
the sign of the previously-opposing gradients. (In what fol-
lows, we reintroduce the superscript m denoting individual
samples from a batch.)

Note that before conversion, the edge had gradients
∂Cm

∂wij
= ami δmj . After conversion, the out-edge, which was

initialized to the weight of the original edge, will have gradi-
ents ∂Cm

∂wkj
= amk δmj = σ1(z

m
k,1)a

m
i δmj - i.e. the original gra-

dients multiplied by the modulatory term. (Similar deriva-
tion will show that ∂Cm

∂wik
= wijσ1(z

m
k,1)a

m
i δmj - the same

value multiplied with the original weight. We keep our focus
on the out-edge in the narrative, but all apply to the in-edge
as well.) Hence, provided that we can adapt the response of
term 1 of node k properly, we can cancel or even invert the
opposing terms that once made dC/dwij ≈ 0 and hence
get a net positive or negative ∂C

∂wkj
. This is to be done by

generating edges for term 1 of node k that can selectively
modulate the node to be positive or negative depending on
the sign of the gradients. To see if this will be the case, we
check the adaptive signals that term 1 of k receives. Apply-
ing chain rule to Eq. 8 and substituting the values we chose
will show us that, at time of ENC:

δmk,1 =
∂Cm

zmk,1
= σ′

1(z
m
k,1)wija

m
i δmj = Kwija

m
i δmj (13)

In the last step, we replaced zmk,1 = 0 (its initial value),
which can be shown to yield σ′

1(0) = K. The initial deltas
for term 1 are indeed proportional to the original weight
gradients. Hence, we have effectively transferred the weight
gradients of the original edge (which cannot be treated as
a vector for adaptive purposes, but only in terms of their
net/average effect) to the deltas of a node (which can be
treated as a vector that can create an adaptive change even
if their average is 0, as discussed in the previous section).
We, furthermore, choose our free parameter K = 1/wij for
each newly-created node to make sure that δmk,1 = ∂C

∂wij
un-

der all circumstances, to avoid issues of diminished deltas
with high gradients for low original weight magnitudes. If
a proper source l can be found for term 1 of node k (by

9In theory, any pair of kwwij and 1/kw can be chosen here.
In practice, however, we saw that choosing a kw different from 1
results in an uncontrollably decaying or exploding weights in the
presence of multiple consecutive ENC operations with little adap-
tive change via gradients in between. Choosing kw = 1 as we do
better stabilizes observed weight values in the network.

the edge generation mechanisms in the preceding section)
that yields a nonzero ∂C

∂wlk
, then the net gradient of the new

edge (k, j) will start going nonzero as the state of term 1 of
node k is adapted under the influence of the gradients which
are proportional to that of gradients of the original edge,
hence getting out of what would be a local optimum had we
have a static network. Note that this perfect correspondence
between original gradients and the deltas of the new node
only hold for immediately after ENC - as adaptation pro-
gresses, both the gradients of the new edge as well as δmk,1s
will take new values, the latter because σ′

1(z) will get dif-
ferent, potentially sample-dependent values. However, this
breakdown of alignment will happen gradually as the net-
work components adapt, and the net gradients for the edges
will initially increase in magnitude and get out of their ex-
haustion at the first steps (and later re-exhaustions will sim-
ply trigger new ENC processes, as this process proceeds lo-
cally where needed over the course of network adaptation).

What happens if we cannot find a source l for k term 1
that yields a nonzero ∂C

∂wlk
, anywhere in the network? Edge

generation process, by our design, will nevertheless form the
edge (l, k) but with a zero-gradient (exhausted immediate
AP). If, however, the total adaptive potential of new edge
(l, k) is nonzero, then this new edge itself will undergo the
ENC operation described here, creating some other node k1
and edges (l, k1) and (k1, k). We will then look for a source
l1 for term 1 of k1 in a similar manner, and with the criteria
that we defined in the beginning of this section, this pro-
cess will go on recursively, until we find some source at an
arbitrary depth of recursion that yields a nonzero net gradi-
ent for its edge - whose adaptation will start a chain process
that will start aligning the gradients for all the edges formed
before it as a part of this recursive ENC chain, getting their
immediate APs out of exhaustion and proceeding with adap-
tation.

In fact, we can semi-formally define a minimum condi-
tion that guarantees that adaptation will eventually proceed
under influence of nonzero adaptive gradients after a chain
of ENC operations. Notice that if an edge (l, k) has a zero
net gradient, we have:

∂C

∂wlk
=

1

Nm

∑
m

∂Cm

∂wlk
=

1

Nm

∑
m

aml δmk,1

=
1

Nm

∑
m

aml
∂Cm

∂wij
= 0

(14)

Since ∂C
∂wij

= 1
Nm

∑
m

∂Cm

∂wij
= 0 (condition for ENC), it

will also hold that M
∑

m
∂Cm

∂wij
= 0 for any scalar multiplier

M . Hence: ∑
m

aml
∂Cm

∂wij
= 0 =

∑
m

M
∂Cm

∂wij
(15)

∑
m

(aml −M)
∂Cm

∂wij
= 0 (16)

Since this must hold for all M , it must also hold if we
choose M to be the expected value of aml , āl.



∑
m

(aml − āl)(
∂Cm

∂wij
− 0) = 0 (17)

Since the mean of ∂Cm

∂wij
is 0, the condition for immediate

exhaustion of the first formed edge (l, k) is:

Cov(aml ,
∂Cm

∂wij
) = 0 (18)

But this won’t be just the first formed edge. For a subse-
quent ENC operation on (l, k), with generated node k1 and
some other edge from another node l1, we’ll analogously
have:

∂C

∂wl1k1

=
∑
m

aml1
∂Cm

∂wlk
=

∑
m

aml1 a
m
l

∂Cm

∂wij
= 0 (19)

Similarly, this condition will require for immediate AP
exhaustion:

Cov(aml1 a
m
l ,

∂Cm

∂wij
) = 0 (20)

We can extend this process to the multiplication of all the
nodes (l2, l3, ...) that we’ll take as source in this chain of
ENC, which will be a subset of all nodes in our network that
are available as source candidates. Hence, if we let N be
the set of all available candidate sources (which, at the very
least, always covers all input nodes available), and if P (N)
is its power set, then the chains of ENC operations will result
in a nonzero net gradient (and then getting the other gradi-
ents they modulate out of their zero-values and kickstarting
the adaptive process again) as long as the following condi-
tion does not hold:

Cov(
∏
x∈A

amx ,
∂Cm

∂wij
) = 0, ∀A ∈ P (N) (21)

In the most relaxed case (N only includes the input
nodes), this condition states that adaptation will proceed as
long as there is any nonzero correlation between the gradient
vector of the edge that we are trying to get out of adaptive
exhaustion and any of the potential multiplicative combina-
tions of the input nodes of the network. This is a condition
much more strict than simply having a mean ∂Cm

∂wij
as 0, as

static networks would have. We did not check whether this
condition would guarantee a global optimum theoretically,
and it is an open question for the researchers who would
like to see if this is the case. It should be noted, however,
that this condition only holds in the context of the theoret-
ical analysis of this section - in practice, other factors such
as acceptable complexity and error limits or discrete gradi-
ent updates can result in not being able to actually realize
this potential within reasonable limits, if the problem is suf-
ficiently difficult for that.

Supplementary Mechanisms and Practical
Modifications for DIRAD
In this section, we describe some practical design choices we
made for the implementation of the mechanisms of DIRAD
described in the previous section.

Destructive processes In practice, due to the strictness of
removal conditions and the extremely targeted nature of gen-
erative processes, we almost never see a component removed
from the network in DIRAD. We nonetheless describe our
destructive processes here for completeness purposes.

We remove an edge if its weight is 0 and we remove a
node with a probability of 0.3 if it has no remaining out-
edges.10 Edges are protected against removal for 5 steps af-
ter their first creation. The probabilistic nature of node re-
moval is to prevent the immediate destruction of complete
pathways of interconnected nodes via recursive removal of
them from their end-points, and instead to give the nodes
within this pathway a chance to be able to participate in the
responses of other nodes by acting as sources of in-edges
generated by them. These two destructive processes of DI-
RAD are both neutral.

We have an additional destructive process specific to
PREVAL and only during L1 adaptation: At time of stabi-
lization of an L1 target node, we remove the predictive path-
way of the node if it is not confidently predicted. This is
simply because prediction of non-CP nodes have no further
use for the system, and we remove them to cap the complex-
ity increase, hence make it more scalable. The fluctuations
in complexity on Figure 3 are due to this mechanism and not
to DIRAD’s destructive processes.

Acceptable mismatch DIRAD mechanisms as defined
above will keep complexifying as long as there is nonzero
mismatch in the network. To avoid overcomplexification af-
ter obtaining reasonable performance, it is desirable to de-
fine a lower cut-off limit, below which any mismatch in the
output nodes will be regarded as 0. For this purpose, we
chose to regard an mismatch in magnitude at the outputs
below 0.01 (in a possible scale of 0 to 1 - i.e. 99%) in an
individual sample as 0.

|amy − ŷ| < 0.01→ ∂Cm

damy
= 0 (22)

Gradients Since the gradients and deltas of a real,
discrete-update network will never be exactly 0, we need cri-
teria for lower-limiting them and treating as 0. Notice that
this is only required for generative processes to be able to
occur (i.e. when checking exhaustion conditions), and does
not need to be applied to other uses of gradients or deltas in
the system.

For that, we use the following measures:

1. We define a δmin. The deltas below this value will be
considered as 0 when checking exhaustion conditions
and computing AP values. In our implementation, we
choose δmin = 0.01.

2. We condition the immediate AP exhaustion of an edge
on the ratio of total net gradient magnitude and the mean
magnitude of the gradients in the two individual direc-
tions. Let M+ be the set {m : ∂C

∂wij
> 0} and vice versa

10Notice that in our implementation, we do not have parameter
decay (i.e. L2 regularization) which would drive edge weights to 0
and probably result in more frequent removals.



for M−. Then, ENC will occur if, for a chosen ratio pa-
rameter R1:

∃M ∈ {M+,M−} : R1

∣∣∣∣ ∂C

∂wij

∣∣∣∣ <
∣∣∣∣∣ 1

Nm

∑
m∈M

∂Cm

∂wij

∣∣∣∣∣
(23)

We chose R1 = 5 in our implementation.
3. Furthermore, to speed up adaptation, we found it useful

to always regard an edge as having exhausted immediate
AP if

∣∣∣ ∂C
∂wij

∣∣∣ < R2|wij | - i.e. if it falls below a ratio of
the standing weight magnitude. We chose R2 = 0.1.

The operation of DIRAD is robust to the particular choice
of these parameters. The values they take mainly serve to
control the speed of adaptation by modulating the degree of
exhaustion required to initiate generative processes.

Free parameter in Term 1 transfer function Recall that
we chose the free parameter K of σ1(.) as K = 1/wij fol-
lowing an ENC operation. Since this value is not defined if
wij = 0, we do not allow ENC to the edges with weights 0.
To facilitate the edges from getting out of zero-weight sit-
uations, we add a small perturbation to ∂Cm

∂wij
terms of the

edges with weights 0 when computing the final ∂C
∂wij

, where
the perturbation is of the form of a random noise with mean
0 and standard deviation 0.05

∣∣∣∂Cm

∂wij

∣∣∣ for each m.
With this framework, it is expected that the K values

(which control the steepness of the function) will initially be
very large for small-weight edges. Very large K values will
result in rapid saturation of the created node, since the sig-
moidal function response will saturate for all samples upon
even the slightest change, and hence propagate back no gra-
dients. To avoid that, after we initialize an initial K = 1/wij

upon ENC, we decay that value each iteration with a de-
cay rate of 0.1 towards a stable point of Kfinal = 1, i.e.
K(t+1)← K(t) ∗ 0.9+0.1. With that, we can transfer the
gradients of an edge to the deltas of the converted node at
the time of ENC, while still preventing premature saturation
of the node. Notice that this decay of K values, however, has
the drawback of not being totally neutral and potentially re-
sulting in a slow non-adaptive change in the network states
as long as it continues. In practice, we did not observe that
this creates a major issue in long-term performance; but if it
does, choice of slower decay rates should alleviate it.

Detailed Description of Priority-Ordering
Algorithm
The detailed description of our priority ordering algorithm
(Algorithm 1) is as follows: We take all of the target nodes
(the ultimate sources of adaptive pressures from mismatches
with their targets - e.g. output nodes in a classification task)
whose immediate AP is exhausted for the whole of their re-
sponse pathway (i.e. all nodes that have a path to that node
and all the edges in these paths), and order them by decreas-
ing total AP. As long as their immediate AP is exhausted
(since a given node elsewhere in the network may be partic-
ipating in the response pathways for multiple target nodes),

Algorithm 1: V1 Priority ordering algorithm. Internal func-
tions are not written in detail to prevent overcrowding,
their mechanisms are as explained in the main text. Among
those; functions SatisfiesENCCondition and SatisfiesEdge-
GenCondition check whether their arguments satisfy the
ENC and edge generation conditions, respectively; and
functions PerformENC and PerformEdgeGen perform ENC
and edge generation operations respectively. PathwayAPEx-
hausted checks if the pathway starting from the argument
node is exhausted, and TotalAP returns the total AP of the
argument.
Parameter: N Set of all target nodes
Function V1PO()

1: N ← {n : n ∈ N ∧ PathwayAPExhausted(n)}
2: N ← OrderByTotalAP (N)
3: for n ∈ N do
4: GPFor(n)
5: N ← {n : n ∈ N ∧ PathwayAPExhausted(n)}
6: end for

Function: GPFor(n)
1: while True do
2: e← HighestAPInEdge(currNode)
3: if TotalAP (e) > 0 then
4: if TotalAP (source(e)) > 0 then
5: currNode← source(e)
6: else
7: if SatisfiesENCCondition(e) then
8: PerformENC(e)
9: return

10: end if
11: end if
12: else
13: if SatisfiesEdgeGenCondition(currNode)

then
14: PerformEdgeGen(currNode)
15: return
16: end if
17: end if
18: end while

we perform one and only one generative process (either an
edge generation or an ENC) within the pathways for each
of the target nodes. For each node, we start from the tar-
get node as our current node, and search over all its edges
in the order of decreasing total AP. At an edge, if we find
one whose source has nonzero total AP, we take that source
node as our current node and restart the search from there.
If there is no such node, we check whether the edge satis-
fies ENC condition. If it does, we perform ENC. If it does
not, we move onto the next edge. If no edge neither satis-
fies ENC nor has a source that has nonzero total AP, then
we return to our current node and generate an edge for it if it
satisfies edge generation conditions. If it doesn’t satisfy edge
generation conditions as well, we return for this node with-
out performing a generative process (since none suitable has
been found).

As mentioned in the main text, the presence of a priority



ordering mechanism is not indispensable for the operation
of DIRAD processes. It is likely that adaptation will proceed
faster without these restrictions imposed on generative pro-
cesses, at the cost of increased complexity. If, furthermore,
a priority ordering over GPs is going to be used, the exact
form it takes can change depending on the requirements of
the system - our framework is very restrictive since we pri-
oritize minimal complexity (due to the fact that we will pre-
dict the states of generated nodes after stabilization), but in
an application where complexity requirements are more re-
laxed, one can use a less restrictive scheme.

Detailed Experimental Settings
We use a version of MNIST resized to 14×14 pixels instead
of the original 28×28 (except for one set, see below) in order
to speed up our experiments. Notice that this makes the clas-
sification more difficult, not easier; yet makes L0-prediction
with PREVAL operate on a more reasonable scale.

Throughout our experiments, we use a parameter adapta-
tion rate γ = 2 and also incorporate a refraction period (a
period, initiated after the execution of a generative process,
during which no other GP can take place) of 5 steps for each
node and edge, in order to limit the speed of complexity in-
crease. We stabilize the L0 and L1 networks automatically
upon observation of no total prediction error decrease for
50 steps. We perform adaptation with batches of size 100 (2
classes), changing every step. Our test batch sizes were 300
(since at most, we can have 6=3x2 classes).

For the PREVAL threshold parameters, we use Tconf =
1.5, TSV = 0.01, and ϵIS = 0.2. TCP is controlled for
experiments.

Detailed Experiment Results
On Tables 3 to 6, we provide the results with different CP
thresholds decomposed by runs and individual class accura-
cies. The individual class accuracies show the ratio of true
positives for that class in the corresponding run. We note
that in most of the runs we executed, the discernability of a
small number of tasks was observed to be the primary fac-
tor contributing to reduction of accuracies (e.g. Table 3 in
Appendix, run 2, class 5) while the other classes kept be-
ing recognized by a high accuracy. This suggests a degree
of difference between different classes with respect to their
discerneability. We provide on Table 7 the accuracies for in-
dividual classes, to see if there are those that are more dif-
ficult to discern. Indeed, we see that some classes (like 0,
6) are easier to discern compared to the others (like 8 or 3).
This may correspond to digits of similar structural elements,
which could result in PREVAL validating a sample belong-
ing to one of them on the model for the other.

In addition to the results displayed on tables, we experi-
mented with two supplementary deviations from the above-
mentioned settings: With full MNIST (28 × 28 instead of
14 × 14) and a larger batch size (300 instead of 100). The
results with both were similar to those with our current set-
tings, the only notable difference was ≈ 5% higher single-
task accuracy (i.e. after only the first task, and without addi-
tional tasks presented) with full MNIST. We do not include
these results in detail to prevent overcrowding.



Table 3: Full results for setting TCP = 0.05. Entries are formatted as ”class index: accuracy”, and are separated by commas for
different classes.

Run index T1 T2 T3

1 0: 0.94, 9: 0.98 0: 0.97, 9: 0.87, 1: 0.68, 7: 0.57 0: 0.96, 9: 0.84, 1: 0.74, 7: 0.66, 3: 0.64, 2: 0.74
2 1: 0.99, 0: 0.98 1: 0.8, 0: 0.85, 5: 0.57, 4: 0.93 1: 0.54, 0: 0.68, 5: 0.26, 4: 0.92, 3: 0.74, 8: 0.64
3 2: 0.89, 6: 0.89 2: 0.56, 6: 0.84, 8: 0.88, 0: 0.84 2: 0.64, 6: 0.9, 8: 0.8, 0: 0.88, 7: 0.8, 3: 0.42
4 6: 0.97, 1: 0.97 6: 0.85, 1: 0.89, 5: 0.91, 8: 0.79 6: 0.66, 1: 0.74, 5: 0.7, 8: 0.3, 2: 0.86, 9: 0.68
5 2: 0.89, 3: 0.88 2: 0.75, 3: 0.88, 6: 0.6, 1: 0.85 2: 0.82, 3: 0.76, 6: 0.48, 1: 0.64, 5: 0.56, 8: 0.64
6 7: 0.97, 6: 0.96 7: 0.79, 6: 0.92, 8: 0.71, 5: 0.65 7: 0.78, 6: 0.82, 8: 0.56, 5: 0.54, 0: 0.84, 3: 0.48
7 6: 0.82, 0: 0.95 6: 0.59, 0: 0.84, 4: 0.89, 2: 0.88 6: 0.56, 0: 0.78, 4: 0.94, 2: 0.98, 3: 0.0, 1: 0.0
8 9: 0.83, 7: 0.85 9: 0.71, 7: 0.77, 6: 0.89, 3: 0.91 9: 0.66, 7: 0.76, 6: 0.72, 3: 0.74, 2: 0.7, 0: 0.72

Table 4: Full results for setting TCP = 0.10. Entry formatting same as Table 3.

Run index T1 T2 T3

1 3: 0.83, 8: 0.92 3: 0.71, 8: 0.72, 1: 0.97, 5: 0.48 3: 0.66, 8: 0.6, 1: 0.86, 5: 0.34, 7: 0.86, 2: 0.82
2 4: 0.89, 6: 0.89 4: 0.84, 6: 0.87, 7: 0.85, 9: 0.47 4: 0.78, 6: 0.78, 7: 0.8, 9: 0.4, 8: 0.68, 1: 0.9
3 4: 0.76, 9: 0.97 4: 0.8, 9: 0.97, 7: 0.0, 8: 0.0 4: 0.68, 9: 0.8, 7: 0.0, 8: 0.0, 5: 0.9, 1: 0.94
4 4: 0.99, 1: 0.98 4: 0.89, 1: 0.97, 2: 0.89, 6: 0.91 4: 0.48, 1: 0.94, 2: 0.74, 6: 0.92, 0: 0.94, 7: 0.8
5 0: 0.99, 1: 0.97 0: 0.92, 1: 0.95, 7: 0.93, 2: 0.85 0: 0.76, 1: 0.92, 7: 0.98, 2: 0.8, 3: 0.78, 5: 0.88
6 5: 0.89, 2: 0.91 5: 0.89, 2: 0.89, 3: 0.0, 8: 0.0 5: 0.88, 2: 0.82, 3: 0.0, 8: 0.0, 9: 0.82, 6: 0.72
7 7: 0.89, 5: 0.95 7: 0.89, 5: 0.4, 0: 0.89, 3: 0.77 7: 0.86, 5: 0.48, 0: 0.94, 3: 0.78, 1: 0.92, 2: 0.52
8 8: 0.87, 5: 0.8 8: 0.84, 5: 0.69, 2: 0.91, 6: 0.84 8: 0.68, 5: 0.54, 2: 0.88, 6: 0.72, 3: 0.76, 0: 0.92

Table 5: Full results for setting TCP = 0.15. Entry formatting same as Table 3.

Run index T1 T2 T3

1 8: 0.87, 5: 0.95 8: 0.77, 5: 0.91, 1: 0.93, 4: 0.75 8: 0.74, 5: 0.86, 1: 0.92, 4: 0.46, 9: 0.6, 7: 0.66
2 5: 0.91, 8: 0.89 5: 0.83, 8: 0.57, 3: 0.69, 4: 0.87 5: 0.7, 8: 0.52, 3: 0.56, 4: 0.86, 2: 0.82, 7: 0.82
3 9: 0.8, 4: 0.81 9: 0.77, 4: 0.81, 0: 0.92, 6: 0.93 9: 0.54, 4: 0.74, 0: 0.96, 6: 0.94, 3: 0.78, 7: 0.9
4 5: 0.94, 1: 0.97 5: 0.52, 1: 0.93, 9: 0.84, 0: 1.0 5: 0.38, 1: 0.94, 9: 0.86, 0: 0.96, 6: 0.76, 8: 0.68
5 9: 0.91, 5: 0.86 9: 0.81, 5: 0.57, 6: 0.89, 3: 0.8 9: 0.9, 5: 0.54, 6: 0.98, 3: 0.92, 2: 0.0, 0: 0.0
6 2: 0.89, 9: 0.89 2: 0.89, 9: 0.91, 8: 0.0, 7: 0.0 2: 0.7, 9: 0.94, 8: 0.0, 7: 0.0, 6: 0.82, 3: 0.84
7 7: 0.82, 3: 0.91 7: 0.76, 3: 0.92, 4: 0.85, 6: 0.85 7: 0.82, 3: 0.62, 4: 0.62, 6: 0.86, 8: 0.74, 2: 0.78
8 5: 0.81, 6: 0.95 5: 0.8, 6: 0.96, 1: 0.0, 4: 0.0 5: 0.58, 6: 0.84, 1: 0.0, 4: 0.0, 0: 0.82, 7: 0.92

Table 6: Full results for setting TCP = 0.20. Entry formatting same as Table 3.

Run index T1 T2 T3

1 4: 0.93, 6: 0.9 4: 0.79, 6: 0.77, 5: 0.91, 0: 0.88 4: 0.88, 6: 0.78, 5: 0.9, 0: 0.92, 2: 0.54, 1: 0.94
2 1: 0.91, 8: 0.85 1: 0.92, 8: 0.57, 6: 0.83, 3: 0.84 1: 0.92, 8: 0.44, 6: 0.84, 3: 0.9, 9: 0.8, 0: 0.88
3 2: 0.95, 9: 0.98 2: 0.79, 9: 0.93, 0: 0.97, 1: 0.88 2: 0.62, 9: 0.7, 0: 0.96, 1: 0.88, 4: 0.76, 8: 0.62
4 3: 0.43, 5: 0.97 3: 0.47, 5: 0.97, 9: 0.8, 8: 0.69 3: 0.4, 5: 0.9, 9: 0.8, 8: 0.64, 0: 0.0, 4: 0.0
5 9: 0.61, 7: 0.81 9: 0.44, 7: 0.72, 2: 0.84, 5: 0.92 9: 0.34, 7: 0.74, 2: 0.88, 5: 0.88, 1: 0.0, 8: 0.0
6 2: 0.92, 6: 0.86 2: 0.77, 6: 0.87, 0: 0.99, 4: 0.95 2: 0.84, 6: 0.76, 0: 0.92, 4: 0.98, 5: 0.46, 1: 0.92
7 2: 0.88, 6: 0.82 2: 0.79, 6: 0.79, 0: 0.91, 5: 0.8 2: 0.82, 6: 0.84, 0: 0.88, 5: 0.76, 7: 0.82, 9: 0.64
8 8: 0.92, 7: 0.92 8: 0.92, 7: 0.93, 6: 0.0, 9: 0.0 8: 0.76, 7: 0.9, 6: 0.0, 9: 0.0, 1: 0.92, 0: 0.92



Table 7: Mean class accuracies on different TCP values. CX represents digit/class X. Each entry is provided as ”accuracy
(number of instances)”.

TCP C0 C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 C8 C9

0.05 0.81 (6) 0.53 (5) 0.79 (6) 0.54 (7) 0.93 (2) 0.52 (4) 0.69 (6) 0.75 (4) 0.59 (5) 0.73 (3)
0.10 0.89 (4) 0.91 (6) 0.76 (6) 0.6 (5) 0.65 (3) 0.67 (6) 0.78 (4) 0.72 (6) 0.39 (5) 0.67 (3)
0.15 0.68 (4) 0.62 (3) 0.57 (4) 0.74 (5) 0.54 (5) 0.61 (5) 0.87 (6) 0.69 (6) 0.54 (5) 0.77 (5)
0.20 0.78 (7) 0.76 (6) 0.74 (5) 0.65 (2) 0.66 (4) 0.78 (5) 0.64 (5) 0.82 (3) 0.49 (5) 0.55 (6)
Average 0.79 (21) 0.73 (20) 0.73 (21) 0.62 (19) 0.65 (14) 0.65 (20) 0.75 (21) 0.73 (19) 0.5 (20) 0.67 (17)


