





k | DSPN | DSPN (No Redun) | Random

10 0.91 0.88 0.65 + 0.04
20 0.93 0.89 0.67 + 0.03
30 0.91 0.89 0.67 = 0.02
40 0.90 0.88 0.68 + 0.02
50 0.90 0.88 0.68 + 0.02
60 0.89 0.88 0.68 + 0.02
70 0.88 0.88 0.68 + 0.02
80 0.88 0.87 0.69 + 0.02
90 0.88 0.87 0.69 + 0.02
100 | 0.88 0.87 0.70 + 0.02

Table 6: Effect of setting A3 = A4 = 0 on normalized FL evaluations on CIFAR100

J Limitations

A limitation of DSPNss is that they may not be able to produce effective summaries that are significantly
larger than the largest sets that they were trained on. In our experiments, we do observe that the learnt
DSPN produces high quality summaries of size 500 though they were not trained on sets larger than
100. However, further investigation is needed to determine if DSPNs can continue to produce high
quality summaries with significantly larger cardinalities.
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