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Task Similarity (v)

Random gating has fixed overlap for
each task. Deterministic gating has low
overlap and high overlap for dissimilar
and similar tasks, respectively.

Gating

Dissimilar tasks have improved remembering due to low overlap.
Surprisingly, overlap impedes remembering in intermediately similar tasks.
Overlap aids transfer when tasks are similar while low overlap also aids transfer.

Overlap aids zero-shot learning, though it is not reflected in the metric plot.
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