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A bstract

T he ideas of optin ization of lkraming algorithm s in A rti cialNeuralN etw orks are review ed
am phasizing generic properties and the online in plem entations are interpreted from a biological
persoective. A sinm ple m odel of the relevant subsidiary variables needed to in prove leaming
In arti cial feedforward networks and the tim e ordering’ of the appearance of the respective
Inform ation processing system s is proposed. W e discuss the possbility that these resultsm ight
be relevant in other contexts, not being restricted to the sin ple m odels from which they stem .
The analysis of a few exam ples, which range from the lowest cellular scale to the m acroscopic
level, suggests that sin ilar ideas could be applied to biological system s.

1 Introduction

1.1 Evolution and O ptim ization

In the study of lkeaming processes In arti cial system s, the search for general results can be pur-
sued by concentrating on the statisticalm echanics of sin plem odels W atkin, Rau and Bih11993).

R ather than being interested in their peculiarities, the ain is to unearth properties that, by recur-

rently appearing in severalofthosem odels, m ay represent candidates of that sought after generaliy.

T he ubiquity of these featuresm ay be an indication of their In portance in m ore com plex system s,

not am enable to an analytical approach, and thushelp in suggesting what are the im portant m acro—

soopic variables In these system s.

Thede nitdon ofe ciency ofan arti cialneuralnetwork A NN ) dependson the task for which i
hasbeen de ned.W hile criteria such as rotem em orization, generalization ability orease oftraining
m ay be used to label and jidge an ANN ; adaptiveness, biological plausibility or im plem entation
possbilities can also be relevant param eters. T he fact that a given ANN scoreswell in one or other
particular area m ay be enough to pem it its survival as a usefiil ob gct of study. T he construction
ofnew ANN's from scratch orthe evolution to di erent arti cialm achines from previous ones, w ill
not be seen as the teleological drive tow ards the perfect m achine, for perfectness is not de ned in
this m ultidin ensional valie space. T his evolution lads, instead of a singlke line or lineage, rather
to the construction of a m ultbbranched system .
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N ot to be thought of as a one din ensional process, this tree or bush can nevertheless be used to
de ne a singlke lineage process. Starting from the tip of one branch and going backw ards through
the tree, a tra gctory can be distinguished from the neighboring pathsthatm ay eventually converge
w ith it asthe historical path is retraced. Suppose thisbadckward tra gctory ispainted in a di erent
color from other separating branches. Now we have an evolution path for which there is at least
a pseudo tekeological dynam ics. Som e quality m easure, call t Q can be de ned along this path,
and as the path is traveled along the forward tim e direction, then a drive towards better Q can be
denti ed.

In a com petitive environm ent, the capacity to appropriately dealw ith and e ciently process infor-
m ation m ay contrbute to give an individualthe necessary tness to be successfil. W hile the build
up ofbetter nform ation processing devices is not the generic cb Ective of naturally evolving organ—
ism s, it is not totally indefensble that a painted line In a biological evolution tree can be denti ed
where the quantity Q is, at least loosely, associated w ith the capaciy to deal w ith infomm ation

In a certain speci cmanner. One of the m ost findam ental Inform ation processing capabilities is
the extraction of statistical reqularities from the environm ent, ie. statistical nference, w hile other
such asm am ory or sensory processing m ay be thought in portant inasm uch as they contrbute to

the form er and enhance the organisn ’s predictive capacity.

In the last few years several papers have addressed the problem of determ Ining optin al general-
zation leaming algorithm s In ANN (K inouchi and Caticha 1992, 1993, 1993b, 1996, Bichl and
Schwarze 1993, W atkin 1993, C opelliand C aticha 1995, B ieh], R fegler and Stechert 1995, C opelli,
K inouchiand C aticha 1996, Sin onetti and C aticha 1996, Van den B roeck and Reim ann 1996, O p—
per 1996, O pperand W inther 1996, Copelliet al11997, W inther, Lautrup and Zang 1997) The idea
of optin ization of kraming algorithm s, whether applied to on oro ine lraming, n a supervised or
notm anner, isbased on the fact that a given m achine w illbe expected to perform satisfactorily n a
rather restricted environm ent. A though these algorithm sm ay tum out to be som ew hat adaptive E:,
it is unreasonabl to expect the sam e algorithm to be optin alunder general condiions. H ow ever,
the speci cation of a restricted set of environm ental variables de nes the laming soenario and
m akes the optin ization problm well posed. The kaming scenario will de ne the \evolutionary
pressures”" which willm old the leaming algorithm s. Q is here iddenti ed w ith the generalization

The cb ct of this comm unication is to deal w ith the problm of optin ization, rst by quickly
review Ing results obtained in relation to ANN leaming from exam ples and then by giving an in—

terpretation, from a biological point of view , of several features that appear to be characteristic of
optin ized lreaming algorithm s. This is done In the hope that, if the features re ect properties of
lraming in general, rather than sinm ply show ing e ects restricted to the particular chosen scenarios
and architectures, then a sin ple m odelof the tim e evolution tow ards m ore sophisticated biological

Inform ation processing can be suggested. Them ain point we want to stress isthat a tin €’ ordering

can be seen to arise In the com plexi cation of the lkaming algorithm s due to the in portance of
behavioral variables in the e cient m odulation of synaptical plasticity.

! Tolerance to an all changes In the distribbution of exam ples, drift iIn the underlying rules it tries to infer, or to

changing levels of corruption of the data by noise.



12 Learning in the presence of P artial Inform ation.

T he optin al lramer relies on several auxiliary quantities that descrbe the (Ppint) probability dis-
trbution of exam ples, that is the leaming scenario. In the absence of infom ation on one or m ore
such quantities a fiill optim ization cannot be carried out. N evertheless, In the presence of partial
Inform ation (sub)optin al algorithm s can be found. W ill the inclusion of one m ore such variable
n the ‘nform ation pool always lad to an Increase in Q ? N ot necessarily, for it m ay depend on
w hich other variables are available. For exam ple, consider two auxiliary quantities A and B . Let
A represent that A ism issing from the inform ation pool . A ppropriate choices, for A and B can
bemadesuachthatQ @ ;B )= Q@;B )< Q@ ;B)<Q @A;B).

W enow Im agine the stepstow ards constructing the necessary hardw are by som e sort ofevolution. A
new piece ofhardware thatm easuresA w illnot be usefiilland therefore not included ifthe necessary
hardware tom easure B isnot yet present. It can be said that B potentiates A asusefulinform ation.
Evolution can takeapath @ ;B )! @& ;B)! @;B),butnot@ ;B )! @;B )! @A;B).

Thisiswhatwem ean by a tim e ordering’ In the appearance ofthedi erentm odulithatm easurethe
several relevant variables. It is an argum ent for at least tin e ordering in the buil up of functional
m odularity, but m ight be usefuil also for physical m odularity developm ent In the presence of som e
functional localization.

W hether a sin ilar clain holds for the sequential construction of inform ation processing m oduli in
biological system s evolving under natural selection, is a very interesting but still not clear propo-—
sition. W e want to present a sin ple exam ple to show that this, n fact, m ay be the case.

2 Optimallearning in a class ofANN

2.1 M odulated H ebbian-like Learning

W e review results for a class of feedforward ANN w here optim ization has been previously studied
In the case of supervised kaming. It inclides the sin pl perosptron w ith continuous or binary
w elghts, boolean or linear output, boolean reverse w edge percsptron, tree parity and tree com m ittee
m achines. For optim al unsupervised leaming see (Van den Broeck and Rein ann 1996).

The fiinctions (f :RY ) R orf 1g);thesem achines in plm ent, depend on a set of N param eters
or coupling weights £J;g w hich are inspired by synaptice ciencies n a biologicalneuralsystem and

are supposed to play a sin ilarrole. T he ob ect of lramng istom odify the set ofweights ofa student
netw ork in orderto approxin ate a function £y, unknow n except orthe nform ation contained in the
kaming set L =£S ; g -1;:p , 1. ,the values £ | g of the function at P instances of the nputs
£S g:Theoutputst [ g could even be corrupted by som e noise process. O ptim ization w ill have, n

this work, the ain of m axin izing the ability of generalization, ie. rule Inference. W hile optin al
o -line lraming has also been studied, we concentrate in what follow s in the properties of on-line
leaming, because of itsm ore biological appeal. W e consider the case of sihgle online presentation of
exam ples w ith no ieration. T hese conditions are Introduced In order to have m anageable m odels
from an analytical point of view , but are not responsble for the properties we want to discuss,



which are still present under m ore general conditions or In otherm ore com plex m odels.

For sin plicity we discuss the sin plest of all feedforward networks, the single layer boolkan per-
ceptron, nevertheless the resuls are representative of what is found for the other architectures

m entioned above. T he output , of the perosptron is given by the sign of the post-synaptic e]cf.

h = SJ=J, and the function fy it is lraming isan ANN of sin ilar architecture, a teacher percep—
tron w ith an unknown set of N realweights fBig. W ewillcallb= S B =B ; the teacher’'s eld. For
thesem achines the generalization error ey, w hich m easures the probability ofdisagreem ent betw een

teacher and student perceptrons is a m onotonically decreasing finction oftheoverbp = JB=JB,
for the peroeptron: g5 = L arcoos

D uring lkaming, the presentation of a new exampl to a network induces a change J; In each
synaptic’ weight J;. W e take this change to be of a H ebbian nature in that it is proportional to
the intensity of the presynaptic input S; and to the desired output . This socalled Hebbian
tem, J;/ LS;,could in principle be m odulated by a series of other processes, increasing or
decreasing its in portance, In order to enable the system to lkeam m ore e ciently. T hism odulation
can be represented by the Introduction of a m odulation function F, such thatnow J;/ F S,
takes into acoount other factors of which at this point we have no inform ation.

W hile ad hoc algorithm building, ie. choosing F , calls for intuition, previous experience and som e
luck, the constructive nature of the optim ization procedure fimishesa set of variables Z , on which
the m odulation function depends as well as the function F iself. If optin ization is carried under
no restrictions, the set Z w ill include all the variables w hich, ifknown, would contrbute to achieve
optin al generalization. Several of them , call it the set H , w ill not be accessible or hidden’, whilke
the ram aining variables, belonging to V, are accessbl or Visbl'. Thatis: Z = H [ V.ThesetV
is the poolofavailable informm ation referred to in the previous section. A vailability conditionsm ay,
however, lim i the set V, thereby restricting the lkaming scenario, leading to suboptin al leaming
condiions.

W em ention what seam s to be just a silly technical point, but w illbe seen to be relevant in section

(3) . It concems the presence of the correlation term | S; in the change of J;. O ne could very well
optin ize leaming algorithm s w ithin the class of changes J; = W S;, m odulated by an a priori
unknown function W , obtaining exactly the sam e results as before. T he optim al algorithm s work
neither by pure correlation nor error correction, they m ight resem bl both types of paradigm s in
di erent proportions in di erent stages of the lraming prooesg:.

22 The Optim alM odulation Function.

T he evolution we want to discuss is restricted to the possbl changes in the fiinction F and the set
V, that is to the possible m odulation m echanisn s and to their overall In pact on the generalization
ability of system s restricted to Hebbian synaptic m odi cation. The general form of the optim al

2 A Ilvectors are w ritten in boldface, eg. J; whilk their lengths, eg. J are not.
3For the perceptron, at the early stages the aljorithm is sin ple Hebb or pure correlation, while it ressmbles an
error correcting (relaxation) algorithm Jlater on.



m odulation fiinction is then
opt _
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proportionalto the expectation valie ofthedi erencebetween the eldsaveraged overtheunknown
quantities {H ), given the pool of available data (V). This form holds for the linear, boolan and
reverse wedge perceptron as well as related architectures such as the tree parity and com m ittee
m achines. For fully connected architecture, although optin ization has not been totally com pleted,
prelin nary results show that the m ain feature still holds, that is, the m odulation finctions are
still expected values of the form < ::>y 5

Leaming in the presence of restricted inform ation can be studied by accordingly lim iting the set of
available variables V. By starting w ith an em pty V and sequentially prom oting di erent m em bers
from H toV severaldi erenttrafctories in the space ofalgorithm scan bede ned. A lllad from the
sinple Hebbian E = 1) to the fully m odulated optin al algorithm . An increase in the algorithm s’
com plexity occurs along each tra gctory. W e can rule out a tra pctory to be a product of hatural
evolution’ if there is a single step where the perform ance fails to im prove, on the grounds of a
costbene t argum ent.

2.3 Common Features of O ptim alM odulation Functions

O ptim alalgorithm s, ndependently of the m achine architectures so far studied, share som e charac-

First of all, the synaptic change depends on the exam ple through the eld h; not only through
its sion -'f:, which detem ines if the student agrees or not w ith the teacher on that particular
nstance; but also through is absolute value, hj. This is used in evaluating the im portance of
any I igm atch’ between the answer expected by the student and the actual teacher’s version. A

Ym all’ hjm ay reduce the In portance of an error, whhereas a Yarge’ hjocould indicate a particularly
In portant exam ple, with a potentially high value of nform ation. The scale n which Ywmall is
distinguished from Yarge’ however is not the sam e throughout the lkeaming process but can depend
on several factors.

The m odulation function is tim e dependent, m eaning that the optin al annealing is built into the

m odulation fiinction. T his is better described in term s of perform ance dependence K inouchiand

Caticha 1993) rather than time. W hilk the laming of a stationary rule takes place, the gener-
alization error decreases m onotonically, and therefore tim e and perform ance are interchangeable.

However, if the lamer has to adapt to a tim e dependent rule then tim e duration of the leam-—
Ing process lboses in portance. Perform ance though, if and when it can be estin ated at all, will
still rem ain of value In determ ining the am ount of e ective lraming the m achine has undergone.
It is fundam ental to note that the m ain role of the perform ance determ ination, and therefore of
the overlap , is in establishing the relevant scale of the eld h, and thercby aid in gauging the
In portance of the M ism atch ‘or surprise in having expected a di erent answer from that of the
teacher.

“in the case ofm ultilayer M L) networks, this should read: elds fhg and totaloutput sign (fh;iQg)



Leaming in the presence of noise Bichl et al 1995, Copelli et al 1996, Heskes 1994) introduces
a host of interesting variations. W e will restrict to the case of output or m uliplicative noise
which is characterized by a singlke param eter , the (independent) probability of a training label
being nverted. Under this conditions a new feature sets In and can be dubbed ton dence’. The
In portance of a surprise m ay be watered down if the teacher is not reliable and there is trade o
between surprise and con dence. The cross over from being surprised to not trusting the teacher
depends both on the estin ated perform ance and the noise Jevel:f’.

O fthedi erent featureson which them odulation fiinction depends, we now ask: in what orderw ill
they appear in a successive construction ofthe set V? The set Z of relevant variables is determ ined
by unrestricted optin ization . For the boolan perceptron we have fbo; ; ;h; n; ; g. Theteacher
Intemal el b is certainly not available, although in the conditions of supervised leaming, is sign
pr OT at least a noise corrupted version of it, is. T he values of the overall intemal post-synaptic
eld h or the student netw ork output , could be used. T he average perform ance or generalization
error e; or the overlap  or its estin ate m ay be present. The noise level , just an estin ate of it
Bichlet al1995) or at last the know ledge of the existence of noise could also be available S

T he suboptin ization In the presence of a di erent set of variablesm ay lad to di erential perfor-
m ances. But not always. A s one of the m ost interesting cases, we consider the slightest Increase
In com plexiy that a pure unm odulated Hebbian lraming algorithm could undergo. T he putative
In proved algorithm s can be cbtained by nding the optim alm odulation fiinctions am ong the pos—
sble F h; b):_7:, F(;p)orsdlF (; p). &t tums out that modulating wih F ( ) Jads to an
In provem ent over plain Hebbian f:. But the best possbl m odulation w ithin the class of func-
tions that depend only on e or isF = 1 () (Copelliet all996), ie. the inform ation they
bring is, at this point in the algorithm developm ent process, irrelevant. There is no advantage
In developing hardw are to m easure any of those if the necessary hardware to m easure is not
already there. The inclusion of the perform ance g5 lads to an in provem ent once  is available.
T his translates into an annealed algorithm . At this point, nclusion of the noise level will lead
Into further in provem ent of the leaming algorithm . The con dence, or lack of i, in the super-
vised Inform ation leads to a possbl repction of outliers. T herefore the perform ance ordering
Q()=09Q(; )< Q(;h) < Q( ;h; ) suggests a tin e ordering for the construction of V to be
()! (;h)! (h; )yandnot () ! (7 ) ! (;h; ).

T he next section will try to m ake a parallel between these ideas and som e biological exam ples.
Before that, we point out the physical m eaning of these variables. W hike (< 0) > 0 signals
(dis)agream ent of the student w ith the supervisor, j jindicateshow surew asthe student in predict—
ing the answer. A large negative  indicates a big, surprising m istake. T he capaciy ofm easuring
it is tantam ount to being abl to be surprised, w hereas the possibility ofm odulating leaming w ith

5

Ton dence’ also appears in the M L case, as di erent branches can, under optin al conditions, determ ine w hich
branch ought to bem ostly blam ed for an overall error or equivalently having the least con dence in itspartialanswer,
even in the absence of noise.

°In a more general setting, the distrbution of exam ples should be taken into account, since biases in the inputs
w ill certainly interfere w ith w hat student netw ork is considered optin al. H ere we w ill restrict to the case of uniform ly,
independent, random ly distrbuted exam ples.

"In this case it depends on the stability = h p or = h in the presence ofnoise

®That is easy, since several h dependent algorithm s can be devised that are nonoptin al In provem ents over the
pure unm odulated H ebbian algorithm .



a depending function in plies n the use of the expected vs. actualanswerm ism atch in leaming.
The In uence ofperform ance on the lraming algorithm is done by fumishing the appropriate scale
In which surprises are to be jidged. A big surprise of an unexperienced leamer should not be as
In portant as that of a m ore advanced student. N either a big surprise w illhave the same e ect n
a qullble student as In one which know s that the lncom ing Inform ation is not com pltely reliable.

P ractical algorithm buildersm ay very well com plain that these variabls, such as or are not
available to the student network at allbut only certain estin ations can at best bem ade. And In
doing so they w illdiscover the m ain point we want to stress. O ptin ization m ethods w illdeterm ine

rstly, the Im is of lreaming and secondly, the possible reliance on som e usually hidden quantities
In order to attain theam . T his reliance, rather than ham pering the utility of the optin ization ideas,
isone of itsm ain results. By show Ing which these variables are, it provides a necessary pressure to
develop algorithm s or hardw are w hich pem it theirm ore e cient determ ination -'_3: This isthem ost
obvious consequence. W hether sin ilar ideas apply to biological evolution is an intriguing thought.
H ints that thism ay be so w illbe considered in the next section.

3 Som e exam ples drawn from B iology

3.1 D isclaim er

Life in the real world is not as clar cut as In the sin pl lJaboratories of the theories reviewed
above. In trying to interpret experin ental data, a translation of the m athem atical language we
have em ployed is necessary. T his translation can be done at di erent hierarchical levels, ranging
from the cellilar to the behavioral levels.

T here is an extensive literature regarding receptive eld and synaptic plasticity, (e€g. C ruikshank
and W ienberger 1996, Churchland and Sehow ski1996) and references therein. W e certainly can

m ake no attem pt at any com prehensive review , but w ill recall som e exam ples that seem to be
natural in the light of previous sections. By selectively choosing only som e of those that seem to

be on our side we do not wish to inply Jack of di erent m echanisn s nor exclude other laws. The
critical Interpretation of experin entalwork is keft to the experts, and we only use their conclusions.
W e also clain no naloonclusion, only present a set of experin entally backed up hints about the
relevance of the previous theoretical resuts.

32 Examples

F irst of all there is the question about the H ebbian nature of synaptic plasticity or of its extensions,
such asthe Stent-H ebb law eg. (Churchland and Sejhow skil996).T he sheer variety ofplasticneural
circuitry suggests that there very wellm ay be other than jast H ebbian-lke m echanisn s to encode
Inform ation In the intercellilar interactions. Standard H ebbian theories hold that it is the prepost-
synaptical neural activity correlation of activities that govems the change of synaptic e ciencies.

°T he creation of estin ators for the hidden param eters can be viewed as a second order leaming process: lraming
to leam more e ciently K inouchiand Caticha 1993, Biehlet al1995, C oehn and Jain 1994)



Thenecessity aswellassu ciency ofH ebbian m echanisn sto explain a set of experim ents hasbeen
satisfactoraly established. There is, however, In som e other cases evidence for neurom odulated
synaptic plasticity which transcendsm ere correlation m echanian s .

The rstexamplewe dealw ith isthe experim ent of (C arew , Haw kins, Abram s and K andel, 1984)
as discussed by (C ruikshank and W ienberger 1996). In this experim ent in the Aplsia, (@) the
Increase of the synaptic coupling between a pre-synaptic sensory neuron and a post-synaptic m otor
neuron was Induced by correlated activity in both neurons, suggesting a H ebbian m echanisn . This
was obtained under sensorial stin ulation, which caused strong activity of the m otor neuron.

To verify su ciency they tested () thee ect of sinple activity correlation. T his was obtained by
Inducing post-synaptic depolarization, and therefore activity, through the infction of current into
the cell, In the absence of extermal stim ulation . C orrelation was thus shown Insu cient, since alone
it did not Induce synaptic strengthening. F inally, iIn experin ent (c) is necessiy was also discarded
by show Ing an Increase In synaptic e ciency in the conditions of the 1rst experimentm odi ed by
hyperpolarizing the post-synaptic neuron and thus elim inating the activity correlation.

W ithout the m odulation due to behavioral context no signi cant plasticity occurs in experim ent
). Thiswould be represented in our h odulated H ebbian’ m odelby a sn all or absent m odulation
function F , which could be due to a behavioral feedback . W e want to stress the di erence between
what hasbeen called H ebbian in P hysics and P hysiology. P hysicists have used the desired response

p Instead of the actualpostsynaptic activity s In de ning the Hebbian change. Thisdi erence is
rrelevant for clam ped neuron experin ents. Synaptic changes, such as the ones described In section
2,proportionalto S; y,where = ; havebeen temm ed predictive H eldbian learming M ontague,
D ayan, Person and Sehow ski, 1995).

Another set of experim ents A hissar et al. 1992) deals with the role of behavioral context in
the changes of the functional connection (fc) between neurons In the audiory cortex ofm onkeys.
Instead ofm easuring singl synapticplasticity, they obtained the fc, which isthee ective interaction
that arises from contributions from all possble pathways between the two neurons, from the C ross
Correlation H istogram s (CCH) technique. The ratio of the fc after and before the conditioning,
w hich they tem ed the Strengthening Factor (SF'), wasplotted against the C ontingency Factor (CF),
the Integrated coactiviy (induced gain) during conditioning, obtained from the CCH s, divided by
its value before conditioning. A though both In the presence of behavioral relevant context and in
is absence, SE and CF were positively correlated, in the form er case this relation wasmuch m ore
striking. T heir conclusion, that in a behavioral relevant context, coactivity leads to a m uch higher
fc change than when behaviorally irrelevant, is in accordance to what we discussed In section (2).

Am ong other possbl exam ples, we m ention, very brie y, thatthe in uence of surprise in synaptic
plasticity in the cerebellum of m onkeys, has been reported by G ibert and Thach K andel and
Schwartz 1986).

W e conclude by m entioning a few facts, very suggestive at the light of what we expounded in the
previous sections, that occur, not at the cellular kevel, but at neuropsychological one. Severalw orks
(eg. Kandeland Schwartz 1986, Shallice 1988) have pointed the am ygdala as regponsble for iden—
tifying the h isn atch’ or surprise elem ent In the processing of new inform ation. W ork on prefrontal
syndrom e patients has, on the other hand, indicated the rolk of the prefrontal Iobe in evaliating



perform ance kvels related to working m em ory (bnline’) procedures (eg. W illiam s and G olm an—
R akic 1996) have been reported to stick to strategies that were once successfill (perseverance e  ect)
even if its clear, to a nom al control, that the underlying rule has changed. Perssverance can be
attributed to the lack of feedback from the working m em ory selfevaliation m echanisn .

By excluiding di erent variables in the set V, di erent types of ksions can be m odeled In a feed—
forward net. T he degradation of the perform ance Q when the selfevaluation m odul is Ine ective
show s berssverance’ e ects when lkaming rules that m ay change unexpectedly In tine. This is
In contrast to the adaptive optin al algorithm which detects poor perform ance and can e ectively
start releaming once the rule changes. W e stress the fact that the optim al perosptron has not been
built explicitly to present these perseverance e ects when lesioned, but that it is uniquely deduced
from the probability distribution associated to the task at hand by the sok requirem ent of having
m axin al generalization ability K nouchiand Caticha 1993, 1993b) for its particular architecture
(see also (Changeux 1992, Levine, Leven and P rueitt 1992)).

On the basis of our earlier ram arks i is clear that the surprise m easuring hardware is expected
to be an older structure than the perform ance m easuring hardware. That this tin e ordering’
between the am ygdala and the prefrontal Iobe holds, iswell known and therefore m ay com e as no
surprise (K andel and Schwartz 1986). That this is in accord w ith the theory developed for such
sin ple systam s as the feedforw ard netw orks here discussed is where we think the real surprise lies.
W hether other tin e ordering sequences can be thus identi ed w illbe the sub Ect of future studies.

Finally at an even m ore m acroscopic level, we m ention the R escorla-W agner m odel R escorla and
W agner 1972, G luck and Bower 1988, G luck 1991), w idely studied in anin al psychology and also
used to m odelhum an categorization, to support the study of these netw orks. M athem atically, the
R escorla-W agnerm odelisa sin ple perceptron, since decisions arebased on weighted sum sofsignals,
lraming w ith an A daline algorithm . T he reason this is sensble is that, although at the m icroscopic
level we have to dealw ith extram ely com plex netw orks, hum ans frequently use sin pl algorithm s
for nference and detection of statistical regularities. T here is evidence that hum ans 2il on som e
nonlinearly separable tasks (T horpe, O 'R eagan and P ouget 1990) ofan autom atic and non-linguistic
nature, suggesting that m odeling problem -solving m echanign s by even a sim ple perceptron m ay
be relevant in these cases. Since the optin al algorithm perceptron takes into account the am ount
of surprise, stage of lraming and a con dence m easure In order to lam e ectively, we suggest
that m odeling at m acroscopic levels by perceptron architectures can only be ruled out after the
Inclusion of these properties into the m odel, otherw ise, failure to reproduce experin ental resuls
m ay lie som ewhere else and not in the sin pk network. This work was supported by CNPqg and
C apes.
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