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Fluctuation-response Relation Unifies Dynamical Behaviors in Neural Fields
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Anticipation is a strategy used by neural fields to compeng&attransmission and processing delays during
the tracking of dynamical information, and can be achievwedlow, localized, inhibitory feedback mechanisms
such as short-term synaptic depression, spike-frequettaptation, or inhibitory feedback from other layers.
Based on the translational symmetry of the mobile netwaatest we derive generic fluctuation-response rela-
tions, providing unified predictions that link their trangi behaviors in the presence of external stimuli to the
intrinsic dynamics of the neural fields in their absence.

PACS numbers: 87.19.1l, 05.40.-a, 87.19.lq

I. INTRODUCTION ture position of a continuously moving object is anticihte
but intermittent flashes are not [16].

It is well known that there is a close relation between the Ther(fe tr?re ﬁ|ﬁere?t d?elayl .cc;]qutens?tlogb strlflj[e?;]es_, dand
fluctuation properties of a system near equilibrium andets r many o Fem avesiow,hoc?tln ibrtory ?e d ackin ewS‘IYD
sponse to external driving fields. Brownian particles diffu namics. For example, short-term synaptic depression ( )

ing rapidly when left alone have a high mobility when driven can |mplem(_ant anticipatory tr_acklng 117]. lts L!nderlylng
by external forces (Einstein—Smoluchowski Relation) L, 2 mechanism is the slow depletion of neurotransmitters in the

Electrical conductors with large Johnson—Nyquist noisesha acti\_/e_ reg?on of the network state, facilitating neuraldﬁeto
high conductivities![3]. Mate?rials with Iarg)e/qthermal n®is exhibit a rich spectrum of dynamical behaviaors|[18]. This de

have low specific heat|[4]. These fluctuation-response relagle.t'?]g |nf:rease§,t_the te;dencf)f/_ qf tk:le n;etworlg_t[a)\tet;o Eh'ft
tions (FRRs) unify the intrinsic and extrinsic propertiefs o heignboring positions. For sutliciently strong , (NEKA
many physical systems ing state can even overtake the moving stimulus. At the same

i , time, local inhibitory feedbacks can induce spontaneous mo
Fluctuations are relevant to neural systems processing Cofjgy of the localized states in neural fields![19, 21, 22]. Re-
tinuous information such as orientation [5], head dirat]&], markably, the parameter region of anticipatory trackingfis
and spatial locatiorL[7]. It is commonly believed that thesetg iy ey identical to that of spontaneous motion. Sincersp
systems represent external information by localized 8¢tV 5na6us motion sets in when location fluctuation diverges,
profiles in neural substrates, commonly known as neuralfieldy, s ingicates the close relation between fluctuations aad r
[8,19]. Analogous to particle diffusion, location fluctuatis of sponses, and implies that such a relation should be more
these states represent distortions of the information tbpy generic than the STD mechanism itself.

resent, and at the same time indicate their mobility under eX” gasides STD. other mechanisms can also provide slow, lo-

ternal influences. When the motion of these states repsenty| innipitory feedback to neurons. Examples include spike
moving stimuli, their mobility will determine their respses,  fequency adaptation (SFA) that refers to the reduction of
such as the amount of time delay when they track moving,q ;ron excitability after prolonged stimulatidn [23], aind
stimuli. This provides the context for the application oéth hibitory feedback loops (IFL) in multilayer networks that r
FRR. fer to the negative feedback interaction via feedback syesip
In processing time-dependent external information, realfrom the downstream neurons [24] in both one dimension and
time response is an important and even a life-and-death issuwo dimensions|[20]. Like STD, such local inhibition can
to animals. However, time delay is pervasive in the dynamicgenerate spontaneous traveling waves [19]. Likewise, they
of neural systems. For example, it takes 50 — 80 ms for elecare expected to exhibit anticipatory tracking/[24]. In this
trical signals to transmit from the retina to the primarywab  per, we will consider how FRR provides a unified picture for
cortex [10], and 10 — 20 ms for a neuron to process and intethis family of systems driven by different neural mecharssm
grate temporal input in such tasks as speech recognition angs will be shown, generic analyses based on the transldtiona
motor control. symmetry of the systems show that anticipative trackingis a
To achieve real-time tracking of moving stimuli, a way to sociated with spontaneous motions, thus providing a nlatura
compensate delays is to predict their future position. This mechanism for delay compensation.
evident in experiments on the head-direction (HD) systefms o
rodents during head movements|[11, 12], in which the direc-
tion perceived by the HD neurons has nearly zero lag with II. GENERAL MATHEMATICAL FRAMEWORK OF
respect to the true instantaneous position [13], or can even NEURAL FIELD MODELS
lead the current position by a constant time [14]. This antic
pative behavior is also observed when animals make saccadic We consider a neural field in which neurons are character-
eye movements [15]. In psychophysics experiments, the fuized by locationz, interpreted as the preferred stimulus of the
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neuron, which can be spatial location [7] or head directionin the preferred stimulus spacé(z, 2’) is the excitatory cou-
[6]. Neuronal activities are representeddiy, t), interpreted  pling between neurons atandz’, which is given by
as neuronal current [25,|26]. To keep the formulation generi

the dynamical equation is written in the form J(@.a') = Jo (e = 2’| . @
’ V2ra 2a2
au (.T, t) ext
T [z5u, p] + 17 (2, 1). (1) This coupling depends only on the difference between the pre

ferred stimuli of neurons. So this coupling function is sk
F, is a functional ofu andp evaluated at.. p is a dynam- tionally invariant. Hereg is the range of the excitatory cou-
ical variable representing neuronal activities with noedifr  pling in the space, while; is the strength of the excitatory
connections with the external environment. In the contéxt ocoupling. r(x, t) is the neuronal activity of neurons at It
anticipatory trackingp corresponds to a dynamical local in- depends om(z,t). We define it to be
hibitory mechanism. It could represent the available amhoun
of neurotransmitters of presynaptic neurons for STD[22, 27 r(z,t) = 5
or the shift of the firing thresholds due to SFA[23], or the 1+ kp [ da’ max [u (2/,1) 0]

neuronal activities of a hidden neural field layer in IELI[24] | v or is the global inhibition. The integral in EQI(3) is the

Explicit forms of F,, [x; u, p] for STD, SFA and IFL can be ; ; : -
. A ) . weighted sum of the excitatory signal from different newwon
found in the next section. Besides the foicg the dynamics in the neuronal network.

1 i i xt
IS al_so_drlven by an external mpdl‘i L On the right hand side of Ed.](3)%u(x, t) is the relaxation,
Similar to Eq. [1), the dynamics gfis given by while p(z, t) is the dynamical variable modelling the effect of
p (2.1) SFA. Its dynamics is defined by [28]
P\,

ot

max [u (z,t),0] 2

: (5)

= Fp [z;u,p]. (2)
F, [x;u,p] = l{—p(:zc,t) + ymax [u (z,t) ,0]}. (6)

F, is also a functional ofx andp evaluated atc. Explicit Ti

expressions of, for STD, SFA and IFL can also be found s the time scale of(, t), which is of the order of 100 ms.
in the next section. For the present analysis, it is sufftdien ~ is the strength of SFA.

assume that (i) the forces are translationally invariamd, @) In Eq. [),19%(z, t) is the external input. For convenience
the forces possess inversion symmetry. it is chosen o be '

()
II. EXAMPLE MODELS Ts 4a?

A —zr ()

I (z,t) = = exp [—L 280 ] .
) ] ) o . Ais the magnitude of the external input, whilg is the po-

The formalism we quoted in the previous section is genericg;tion of the external input. Note that the exact choice &hou

To test the general results deduced from the generic fofyot giter our conclusion in the weak external input limit[26
malism, we have chosen three models with different kinds

of dynamical local inhibitory mechanisms. They are spike
frequency adaptation (SFA), short-term synaptic depoessi B, Neural Field Model with Short-term Synaptic Depression
(STD) and inhibitory feedback loop (IFL). All these models
are based on the model proposed by &hui. [25] and studied
in detail by Funger al. [26]. However, the studied behaviors
are applicable to general models.

For short-term synaptic depression (STB),is defined by

F, [z;u,p] = z [p/dx’J(x,x')p(x’,t)r(x’,t)

Ts

A. Neural Field Model with Spike Frequency Adaptation —u(z, t)l . @)

For spike frequency adaptation (SFA), is given by [28] Notations are the same as those in Eq. (3), exceppthat)

models the multiplicative effect due to STD [22]. Here the
F, [z;u,p] = 1 p/dx’J(I’I/)T (1) physical meaning of(z, ) is the available portion of neuro-

transmitters in the presynaptic neurons with preferredisti
lus x at timet.

S

—p(x,t) — u(z, t)} ) (3) The dynamics op(x, t) is given by [22| 2/7]
Fyloiu,p] = - (L= p(ayt) ~ mafp @) (@0 (9)

75 IS the timescale of(x, t), which is of the order of the mag-
nitude of 1 ms. For simplicity, neurons in the preferred stim 7, is the time scale of STD, which is of the order of 100 ms.
ulus space are distributed evenjpyis the density of neurons f is the strength of STD.
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C. Neural Field Model with an Inhibitory Feedback Loop stimuli [5,18,19,.26]. Irrespective of the explicit form ofith
“bump”, it is sufficient to note that there exists a non-ivi

For neural field models with an inhibitory feedback loop Stable solutior{uo, po} satisfying

(IFL), [24]
1 Fy[z;u0, po] = Fplx;uo, po] = 0, (13)
. — ! ! A
Fy lwsu,p] = i [_“ (z,) + p/dx J (@, 2)ry (2, 1) and that this solution is neutrally stable in that is, for an
arbitrary bump position,
+ (%) p/dx’J(:v,:v')rp (x',t)},
0 Fu[z — z;u0, po] = Fplr — z;u0,po] = 0. (14)
(10)

To study the stability issue of stationary stétg, po), we

Fy [osu,p] = 1 [_p () + p/dx’J(ac,:v’) v (2, 1) consider the dynamics of the fluctuations about the steady

7,2 state,
0 - ,OF, (x) / ,OF, (x) /
+ <?) p/d:z:’J(x,:c/)ru (x/,t)]. Edu (z) = /dx Ou (z') ou (a') +/dI Op (x) o),
0 1) (15)
9 _ OFp (x) ¢ OF, () ¢
So is Eq. [(B). Notations are the same as those in[Eq. (3), exEép (z) = /dw Ou (x') ou (o) + /dx dp (') op (@)

ceptthap(z, t) is the network state of the inhibitory feedback (16)

loop. r,/, are defined b
P-Tu/p y Heredu(z) = u(z) — uo(x) anddp(z) = p(z) — po(x).
max [u; (z, ) ,0]2 Consider the solutions of these equations with time depen-
i (z,t) = (12) denceexp(—At). Then the eigenvalue equations become the

’ (ot 27
L+ kp [ dz’ max[u; («, 1) , 0] Az — 0 limit of the matrix eigenvalue equation

wherei is u or p. OF, (x1) OF, (1)
Jg is the strength of the feedforward connection from the { Ou(x;) Ip(z;) < {fu(z;)} > Az
u-layer to thep-layer, whileJy, is the strength of the feedback { %Fp((?i)) 68Fp(w_i)) {/fp (z;)}
connection from the-layer to theu-layer. 7, = 7, andr, are e Pz

the time scales of (z, t) andp(z, t) respectively. They are of ) ( {fu (@)} > (17)
the order of 1 ms. In this work, for simplicity, we assume them {fp (@)} )

to be the same. However, as shown in Appefdix A, the sIowThe left eigenvector with the same eigenvalue is given b
ness of the inhibitory feedback arises from the weak cogplin genv W genvaiue s gv y

between the exposed and inhibitory layers. 66F12(w_i)) 68F12(w_3)
( {gu ('rj)} {gp (xj)} ) 6Fp(wji) BFpp(zjl) Ax

ou(z;) Op(x5)
== A({gu (@)} {gp(xs)}). (18)

It is convenient to present results and choice of parameterbranslational invariance implies that., /0x anddp, /0x are
in the rescaled manner. Following the rescaling rules i}, [22 the components of the right eigenfunction of the dynamical
we defined(z,t) = pJou(z,t) andA = pJyA. For SFA,  equations with eigenvalue 0, satisfying
sincep has a same dimension aswe definep in the same F / F /
way asu: p = pJop. For STD,p(z, t) is dimensionless, and /d:c’(?9 u (f) 8”(; (fc) /  OF () Opo (2')
we rescale3 according to3 = 743/ (p?Jo?). For IFL, we u(@) o

D. Rescaling of Parameters and Variables

x(“)p(ac’) ox

rescale: andp in the same way we have done for SFA. For our (19)
convenience, we defings = Jg/Jo andJy, = Ji/Jo. In /dx/an () Qug (2') —i—/d:v'an (z) Opo (') —0
these three cases, we need to reskale well. As in[[26], for ou(z') O op(z') O '
8 =0,y =0andJgy = 0, the stable steady state exists only (20)

whenk < k. = pJy%/(8y/2ma). Hence we defingé = k/k.

to simplify our presentation of parameters. The corresponding left eigenfunctions satisfy

/dx/gg (I/) OF, (z') + /dx’gg (I/) oF, (z') -0,

ou(z) du(x)

IV. TRANSLATIONAL INVARIANCE AND INVERSION (21)
SYMMETRY OF (2 OF (4
Studies on neural field models showed that they can support Ip(x) Ip(x)

a profile of localized activities even in the absence of exkr (22)
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Figure 1: (color online) (a) The rescaled neuronal currgfit, t), and the rescaled inhibitory variable for SEX;z, ) during a spontaneous
motion in the moving frame centeredAt). z(t) is the center of mass @f(x, t). Theu(x, t) profile is moving to the direction pointed by the
arrow. Parametersk (rescaled inhibition) = 0.5y (SFA strength) = 0.2, (time constant of neuronal current) = 1 ms andtime constant
of SFA) = 50 ms. (b)i(z, ) andI®Y(x, t), rescaled external stimulus, during a tracking processetim, (t) andz(t), the centers of mass
of Iz, t) and(x, t), respectively. Thd®!(z,t) profile is moving in the direction of the arrow with velocity. Parametersk = 0.5,
¥=0,7=1ms, A (rescaled magnitude dF**) = 1.0 andv; = 0.01. (c) Displacement of th@ profile relative to the external stimulus,
z(t) — zo(t). Parametersk = 0.5, 7 = 50 ms andrs = 1 ms. (d) Curve: The anticipation timean = [z(t) — z0(¢)] /v1, for the case with
~ = 0.1 in (c). Symbols: Anticipation time in Fig. 4 of [30] with thessumption that; = 50 ms anda = 22.5°.

For stable bumps, the eigenvalues of all other eigenfunstio wherey, ¢ € {u,p}. The following identities are the results
are at most 0. Lef;" and f;; be the components of the eigen- of translational invariance. Multiplying both sides of E9)

function with then'® eigenvalue-\,,, satisfying by g;,(x) and integrating over, we obtain
du (') dp (2') Similarly, multiplying both sides of Eq.[{20) by} (=) and
==\ S (2), integrating over:, we have
(23)
Qpu + Qpp = 0. (30)
Ian(x)fn( l)_|_ d /aFP(‘T)fn ( /) ! -
T Buw) e\ Top) ! PV Likewise, from Egs.[(21) and (22), we find
= —ufy (7).
(24) Quu + qu = Qup + Qpp = 0. (31)
Similarly, denoting the components of the left eigenfunc- Next, we consider the implications of inversion symme-
tions asg;! andg; respectively, try, that is, 0Fy (x) /0¢ (z') = OFy (—z)/0p (—2') for

¥, € {u,p}. Then the dynamics preserves parity. Sup-
pose the bump state, () andpg(x) has even parity. Then

/d:z:’ (2 9F, (2') + /d:z:’g" () 9F, (') the distortion mod@u,/dx anddpy/Ox has odd parity. Note
“ du(z) b du(x) that the corresponding left eigenfunctioyisandg have the
=—\ngy (2), same parity as the right eigenfunctions.
(25)
OF, («') OF, (/)
de' gt (') —~—= + / da’ g" (2') L2 V. INTRINSIC BEHAVIOR

IEZARE - % ) i)

= —A\ng, (). Studies on neural field models with STD [21, 22], SFA

(26)  [29] and IFL [24] suggested that the network can support
) . . , spontaneously moving profiles, even though there is no ex-
The eigenfunctions corresponding to eigenvaldgsand  terna| moving input. This occurs when the static solution be
Ay, satisfy the orthogonality condition comes unstable to positional displacement in some paramete
regions. To study the stability issue of static solutions t
/d:v’g;" (') 1 (:c’)+/d:c’g;” (') f} (&) = dmn- (27)  positional displacement, we consider

dug ()

For later use, we define w(x,t) = up (z) + co Fa (32)
,OFy, () O¢pq (2’ Ipo ()
Qup = /dwg?z, (x) /d:v 6<p¢(g(c’)) %, (28) p(z,t) =po(v) +eo pgx . (33)
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co andeg are the diplacements of the exposed and inhibitory We have tested the prediction of Ed._|(34) with the three

profiles respectively (in the direction opposite to thegns).
As derived in AppendikB, we have

d
T (g0 —co) = A(e0 — co) (34)
where the instability eigenvalueis given by
_ Quu | Qpp
A= I, (35)

wherely, = [ dzg) (z)[dyo(z)/dz] andyy € {u,p}. In the
static phase, where stationary solutions are stabie 0. For
systems with spontaneously moving bumps;> 0. It im-
plies that relative displacements of stationagyprofile and

example models. In Fid.] 2 there are simulation results (sym-
bols) plotted with the corresponding predictions (curyEsj.
(35). In simulations the-profile was intentionally displaced
by a tiny displacement from the-profile after the system has
reached a stationary state. By monitoring the evolutiomef t
displacement) can be measured. They agree with the predic-
tion very well. We can see that for smal] 8 and—Jy,, the
displacement will decay to zero eventually. But if these pa-
rameters are large enough, the tiny initial displacemetit wi
diverge. This divergence of the displacement will eventu-
ally lead to spontaneous motion. The results for SFA agree
with those reported by Meér al. [2€], in which the system

is able to support spontaneously moving network state only
wheny > 7,/7;.

po-profile should diverge. The misalignment between the ex-
posedug-profile and hiddemg-profile will drive the motion VI
of u to sweep throughout the preferred stimulus space.

When the bump becomes translationally unstable, it moves | the presence of a weak and slow external stimulus, we
with an intrinsic speed (or natural speed). To investigage t gnsider
intrinsic speed denoted ag.;, we need to expand the dynam-

EXTRINSIC BEHAVIOR

ical equations beyond first order. The small parameteris the  y (2, t) = ug (x — vst), (38)
non-vanishing profile separatiep, now denoted as the intrin- dpo(a — vrt)
sic separation;,. The critical regime is given by, ~ v/\. p(x,t) =po(z —vrt) + 801?071’ (39)
As derived in Appendik T, e 2
T )t —vrt
[ (5, 1) = max, u(z,t) exp <_ |z — vy 2—1— s| ) . (40)
Sint Tstim 4a
Unat = ’ (36)
Tint

Here 7y IS referred to as the stimulus time, representing
the time scale for the stimulus to produce significant respon
from the exposed profiles is the displacement of the bump
I relative to the stimulus. Substituting these assumptiots i
—-=r (37)  Egs. 1) and[{(R), we find that at the steady state of the weak
Qpp and slow stimulus limit, the separatiep of the exposed and

We interpretr,; as the intrinsic time scale of the sys- Inhibitory profiles is given byey = v; i to the lowest or-
tem. (We note in passing that the same result can be of§ler: as derived in AppendixID. Since bath ande, can be
tained by substituting the moving bump solutiefi, t) = measured in simulations, this provides a way to test thelvali
wo(z — vnatt), P(2,t) = Po(a — Unart + i) N0 Egs. [A) ity of the theory. Indeed, simulations show thatis linearly
and [2) and expanding to the lowest order as was done in E roportional tovy, so that the slope can be compared with the

34). However, such a derivation has not taken into accourif'eoretical predictions ofi,; by Eq. [37). Results shown in
the stability of the solution.) Fig. [3 for SFA, STD and IFL indicate excellent agreement

Noting that Eq. [(36) also holds in the static phase withWith theoretical predictions.
Unat = €t = 0, We infer that the separation of the exposed W(_a further note that in Fid.]3, the values®f; have been
and inhibitory profiles is the cause of the spontaneous motio °Ptained for low values of, 5 and —J, where the bumps
The physical picture is that when the inhibitory profile lags@'€ intrinsically static. A difference between the movimgia
behind the exposed profile, the neuronal activity will have a>ttic phases is thaf,, can be deduced in the former via Eq.
stronger tendency to shift away from the strongly inhibited@2) Whereas the deduction is not possible in the latteresinc
region. Unat = 0. Hence Flg[B |IIustrate§ th_e glose relation bejwegn

An example of the spontaneously moving state of neuralint mgasured e_xtrlnsmally_ and |ntr|nS|caIIy, and that intrin
field model with SFA is shown in Fig] 1(a), in which the sically inaccessible quantities can be obtained from esiti
profile andp-profile are plotted relative to the center of massMeasurements. . _
of u, z(t). Atthe steady state of the spontaneously moving More relevant to the anticipatory phenomenon, we are in-
state, theu-profile moves in the direction opposite to the di- terested in the displacemesntnd the anticipatory time,ys
rection thep-profile biased to. So the-profile always lags of the exposed profile relative to the stimulus profile, gibagn
behind theu-profile during the spontaneous motion, while
profile keeps moving due to the asymmetry granted by the s
misalignment betweea andp. Tant = - = TtimTint A

where

Tint =

(41)
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Figure 2: (color online) The exponential rates of small dispments of the-profile from thep-profile, A for (a) SFA, (b) STD and (c) IFL.
Symbols: simulations with various combinations of pararetCurves: prediction by Ed._(34). Parametersk(&) 0.3, (b) 74 = 507 and

() k=0.3andr; = 7.
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Figure 3: (color online) Comparison of the intrinsic timalkcmeasu

red with a moving stimulus probe (symbols) and¢tieally predicted

(lines) for (a) SFA, (b) STD and (c) IFL. Parameters: (a) -{e} 0.3 and A = 0.25.

The derivation can be found in Appendix D. Hengg and
A have the same sign. In the static phase; 0 implies that
the tracking is delayed with,,,; < 0, whereas in the moving
phase,A > 0 implies that the tracking is anticipatory with
Tant > 0. At the phase boundary, = 0 and the system is in
the ready-to-go state; herg,, = 0 and the tracking is perfect.

lus. This behavior for SFA with varioug andv; is summa-
rized in Fig.[1(c).

Furthermore, the anticipation time is effectively constan
in a considerable range of the stimulus speed. There is an
obvious advantage for the brain to compensate delays with a
constant leading time independent of the stimulus speed. To

Note that Eq.[(41) is a manifestation of FRR, since it relateput the speed independencergf; in a perspective, we note

the instability parametex, as an intrinsic property, to the an-

ticipatory timer,,;, as an extrinsic property. To see how thi
relation is consistent with traditional fluctuation-respe re-
lations, one should note thaf | describes the rate of respons
of the system to moving stimuli, ank~! is proportional to

thatey = v;Tine, iMmplying thatr,,e = A7stimeo/vr. This

s shows that while the stimulus speed increases, the lag of the
inhibitory profile behind the exposed profile also increases

e providing an increasing driving force for the bump such that

the anticipatory time remains constant.

fluctuations in both static and moving phases, as derived in This is confirmed when the SFA strengthis strong

AppendiXE.

enough. As shown in Fid]1(c) foy = 0.1, there is a

For the example of the neural field with SFA in FI[d. 1(a), velocity range such that the displacement of the center of

the lag of the inhibitory profilg drives the exposed profile
to move in the direction with smallgr(pointed by the arrow),
asp inhibits .

mass relative to the stimulus(t) — z;(t), is directly pro-
portional to the stimulus velocity. Thus the anticipatione
Tant = (2 — z1)/v1, given by the slope of the curve, is effec-

In the absence of SFA, the bell-shaped attractor state of tively constant. In Figi11(d), the anticipatory time is rdiyg
centered at(t) (shown in Fig[d(b) as the green dashed line)0.37: (1 is the time constant of SFA) for a range of stimulus

lags behind a continuously moving stimulus(t) (shown as

velocity, and has a remarkable fit with data from rodent ex-

the blue dotted line). In the inset of Fig. 1(b), the lag of theperiments|[30]. This behavior can also be observed in neural
network response develops after the stimulus starts to moviéeld models with STDI[17].

and becomes steady after a while. In contrast, when SFA is The interdependency of anticipatory tracking dynamics and
sufficiently strong, the bump can track the stimulus at an adintrinsic dynamics in the framework of FRR is further illus-
vanced position (red solid curve in F[d. 1(b)). Inthis cabis  trated by the relation between the anticipatory time and the
tracking process anticipates the continuously movingstim intrinsic speed of spontaneous motions. Near the boundary o
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Figure 4: (color online) (a) Contours of intrinsic speedhe phase diagram of a neural field model with SFA. (b) Contofiemnticipation
time of a neural field model with SFA. (c) Same as (a), but fobS{d) Same as (b), but for STD. (e) Same as (a), but for IFLSéine

as (b), but for IFL. Color curves: contours of intrinsic spééa), (c) & (e)), anticipatory time ((b), (d) & (f)). Numbéabels: values of the
corresponding contour, in units of (&), (b) 7, (C) a/74, (d) 74 (€) 72/ J& and (f)a/(72/J&). Black curves: phase boundaries separating
the static, moving, and silent phases. Parameters; (a)507. (b) A = 0.25, v; = 0.002a /75 and; = 507. (C) 7 (time constant of STD)

= 507. (d) A = 0.25, v; = 0.002a/71s andtq = 507s. (€) Jg = 0.1 andr, (time constant of the primary layes) > (time constant of the
hidden layer)= 7., (f) Jg = 0.1, A = 0.1, v; = 0.002a/7s, 1 = 72. In the shaded area of (b} is too small to stabilize the system. One
should note that metastatic phase reported_ in [22] for SEDoaritted in the current study, as the major concern in thempisgthe relation
between translational intrinsic behavior and translati@xtrinsic behavior.

the moving phase, it is derived in Appendik D that not coincide perfectly with the phase boundary separatiag t
moving and static phases. This is due to deviations from the
Tant = K Tstim Tint (vf]at — v?) =+ Teon; (42)  weak input limit, since a finite input amplitude is necessary

prevent the network state from becoming “untrackable”. For
or the quadratic relation in the limit of weak and slow stimgil  SFA, the untrackable region is shaded in Fijy. 4(b). For IFL,
) the untrackable region is located immediately beyond the up

Tant = K Tstim TintVpat» (43) per right corner of Fig J4(f).

whereK andr.,, are constants defined in Appenfik D. Since

all parameters besideg,, andv? (taken to approach 0) are

mostly slowly changing functions of system parameters, the VIL NATURAL TRACKING

contours ofv,,; andr,y, in the parameter space have a one-

to-one correspondence. The case for SFA is illustratedgn Fi  For non-vanishing stimulus velocities in the moving phase,

[4(a) and (b). Eq. (42) predicts another interesting phenomenon linking
Since these phenomena depend on the underlying symmtsacking dynamics and intrinsic dynamics. When the stimulu

try of the system and its response to weak stimuli, they arés moving at the natural speed, i:g. = v,a¢, the anticipatory

expected to be observed in networks with the same symmettjme becomes independent of the strength of the external in-

as SFA networks. The correspondence between intrinsic mgut which determines,;,,, and the anticipation time curves

tion and anticipation has been described in the specific cagge confluent at the valug,; = 7.on. This phenomenon for

of STD networks|[17]. Comparable contour plots to Fib. 4(a)a particular neural field model with STD has been reported

and (b) for STD are shown [d 4(c) and (d), respectively. Sim-in [17]; here we show that it is generic in an entire family of

ilar phenomena can be found in Fi§l 4(e) and (f) for IFL, neural fields.

except that the contours in Fig. 4 are distorted in the prexim The physical picture of this confluent behavior is that the

ity of the repulsive phase (Repulsive phase can be obsefrvedstimulus plays two roles in driving the moving bump. First, i

(—Jm) > Ji, see Appendik’A for more details). A minor is used to drive the bump at the stimulus speed, if it is daffer

discrepancy is that the contour for zero anticipatory timmesd  from the intrinsic speed. Second, it is used to distort ttageh
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Figure 5: (color online) Anticipatory time versus the speéthe stimulusv. Black dashed lines: intrinsic speed of the correspondat@s
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of the bump. In the second role, the distortion is propoglon pendiXE shows that for weak and slow stimuli,
to both the strength of the stimulus and the bump-stimulsts di

placement;(t) — zo(t). Hence when the stimulus speed is the Tt Tint

same as the intrinsic speed, the stimulus is primarily used t (6e3) —-————, forstatic phase,

distort the bump shape. At the steady state, the bump-stanul 0/ — ¢ Tant ™ Teon (44)
displacement is determined by the distortion per unit stirsiu T —_stmm " for moving phase.
strength, which becomes independent of stimulus strength. 2(Tant. — Teon)

Since this phenomenon is based on a generic mechanism,i
can be observed in all neural field models considered in thi
paper. Fig.[b shows the simulation results in neural fiel
models with SFA, STD and IFL. Fig[]5(a) shows the dis-
placements in the SFA neural field model with the |ntr|nS|c|a
speedv,,s = 0.1a/7;, wherer, is the SFA time scaler,,¢-v;
curves corresponding to different stimulus amplitudesrint
sect atrjvnas/a = 0.1. Similar behaviors are shown in Fig.

Bi(b) for vyas = 0.3a/7, in Fig.[B(c) and (d) for STD, and in
Fig.[B(e) and (f) for IFL. Remarkably, the confluent behavior
remains valid even when the curves deviate from the pamboli

Htere (63) represents the fluctuations of the lag of the in-
ibitory profile p(x,t) behind the exposed profile(z, ¢) in
esponse to the displacement noise.

The behavior predicted by Ed. (44) can be seen from simu-

tions. The numerical procedure is explained in Appehdix F
In Fig. [8, there are two branches in each sub-figure. The
branches forr,,y > 7con and many < 7Teon COrrespond to

the moving and static phases respectively. Remarkablg, dat
points with different network parameters collapse onto com
mon curves. The fluctuations are divergent at the confluence
point predicted by Eq[(42). The regimes=af; > 0 and

shape predicted by Ed. (42). Tant < 0, cOrresponding to anticipatory and delayed tracking
respectively, effectively coincide with the two brancheshie
limit of weak stimuli, since at the confluence point the iRrsta
VIIL NOISE RESPONSE bility eigenvalue\ = (Tant — Teon)/ (TstimTint) @PProaches 0

in that limit.
To further illustrate FRR, we consider the correlation be-
tween fluctuations due to noise in the absence of external
input and the anticipatory time reacting to a weak and slow IX. CONCLUSION
moving stimulus. This can be done by replaciffg® in Eq.
(@) with displacement noisg(x,t) = 7 (t) dup/dz, where Many intriguing dynamical behaviors of physical systems
(n(t)) =0and(n(t)n (")) =2T§(t —¢'). Analysis in Ap-  can be understood from the relationship between the fluctua-
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tion properties of a system near equilibrium and its respéms need to anticipate moving stimuli, which has been obsenved i
external driving fields, namely, the FRR [1-4]. Here, we showHD cells of rodents [30]. FRR provides the condition for the
that the same idea is applicable to understanding the dynananticipatory behavior. Furthermore, we predict that thiécan
ics of neural fields. In particular, we have found a fluctuatio patory time is independent of the stimulus speed, offetireg t
response relation for neural fields processing dynamifad-in  advantage of a fixed time for the system to respond.
mation. Traditionally, theoretical techniques based arildz FRR also provides a means to measure quantities that are
rium concepts have been well developed in analyzing neuralormally inaccessible in certain regimes. For example, the
fields processing static information. On the other handradeu intrinsic time in the static phase is intrinsically unmeasu
fields responding to external dynamical information areetfri  able since there is no separation between the exposed and in-
to near-equilibrium states, and FRRs are suitable toolgto d hibitory profiles in that phase. Our analysis shows thatrhe i
scribe their behaviors. trinsic time is identical to the local time lapse betweendke
There have been previous analyses on neural fields witRosed and inhibitory profiles due to moving stimuli, thus-pro
slow, localized inhibitory feedbacks. Moving phases and anViding an extrinsic instrument to measure the intrinsicetim
ticipatory tracking have been studied in neural fields wifiDS Since FRR is successful in unifying the behaviors of neu-
[17,120-2P], SFAI[20, 28] and IFL_[19, 24]. However, results ral fields with slow inhibitory feedback mechanisms such as
of the boundary between the static and moving phases, theTD, SFA, IFL and other neural fields of the family, it can
intrinsic speed or the tracking delay were specific to the parbe extended to study the relation between fluctuations and re
ticular models, concealing their common underlying phgisic Sponses in other modes of encoding information, such as am-
principles. plitude fluctuations and amplitude responses. It is expecte
The unification of these various manifestations were prol0 P& an important element in understanding the processing
vided by the FRR considered in this paper. We pointed ouff dynamical information in the brain. It can also be applied

that they have a common structure consisting of an exposd@ ©ther natural or artificial dynamical systems in which mo-
variable () coupled to external stimuli and an inhibitory vari- tionalinformation needs to be processed in real time, arfd FR

able () hidden from stimuli. Irrespective of the explicit form Provides a powerful tool to analyze the dynamical propsrtie
of the dynamical equations, the FRR is generically based oflf these systems.

(i) the existence of a non-zero solution, and (ii) this Solut

is translationally invariant and (iii) possesses invarsgm-

metry. Consequently, FRR is able to relate (i) the positiona Acknowledgments

stability of the activity states, to (ii) their lagging/idiag po-

sition relative to external stimuli during tracking, and(ii) This work is supported by the Research Grants Coun-
fluctuations due to thermal noises. cil of Hong Kong (grant numbers 604512, 605813 and

Particularly relevant to the processing of motional infarm N_HKUST606/12), the National Foundation of Natural Sci-
tion, FRR predicts that the regimes of anticipatory and deence of China (No. 31221003, No. 31261160495) and the 973
layed tracking effectively coincide with the regimes of imay ~ program (2014CB846101) of Ministry of Science and Tech-
and static phases respectively, and that the anticipaitiom t Nnology of China.
becomes independent of stimulus speed for slow and weak
stimuli, and independent of stimulus amplitude when tha-sti
ulus moves at the intrinsic speed. Appendix A: Intrinsic Behaviors of Inhibitory Feedback Loops

This brings FRR into contact with experimental observa-
tions of how neural systems cope with time delays in the This is one of the three examples mentioned in the main
transmission and processing of signals, which are ubigsito text. For the other two examples, a detailed study on CANNs
in neural systems. To compensate for delays, neural systemgth STD can be found in [22], and the intrinsic behavior of
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CANNSs with SFA is similar. In this section, the intrinsic be- 12
haviors of a bump-shaped profile in a two-layered network |
with an inhibitory feedback loop (IFL) are summarized. 10

If the negative feedback strength() is strong enough, the
bump in the second layer that provides a negative feedback
to the first layer can destabilize the bump in the first layer. ,
At the steady state, the misalignment between two profiles 5
becomes a constant. As shown in Fig._]A.1, the two mis-
aligned bumps move spontaneously. Since the neurons in the
first layer receive negative feedbacks and neurons in the sec
ond layer receives positive feedforwards, the magnitude of
profile is larger thani-profile.

The intrinsic behavior supported by the system is deter-
mined by the choice of parameters. FiglirelA.2 shows the
typical cases of the static phase, the moving phase and the
repulsive phase. In simulations, the initi al conditionsuof
andp are misaligned so that the environmentigé not sym-  Figure A.1: (color online) A snapshot of the network state dfvo-
metric about its center. If the magnitude.ff, is not strong  layered network in its moving phasé.andp are the rescaled neu-
enough, the bump will relax to a static state, see Fig.] A_zongl current prqflle.of the fllrst gnd second layers respelgtivl he
(a) and (b). For a sufficiently stronﬁb, the bump can move profiles are moving in the direction of the arrow at the topraRee-

- - . ters:k=0.5, Jg = 0.1, Jp, = —0.1andm =, = 1.
spontaneously as in Fig._A.1 and Flg._A.2 (c) and (d). This
is the moving phase. In this phase, th@rofile repels the

u-profile. However, at the same time, thieprofile attracts  consider the condition for the moving phase boundary with

the p-profile. So, at the equilibrium state, the misalignmentyyih ., ands approaching 0 at a finite ratio. The above equa-
between two profiles becomes steady. tions imply that

If Jg, is too strong, the spontaneous motion will termi-
nate. In this case, initially, thg-profile repels thei-profile J P2 ~
and thei-profile attracts theg-profile. However, in the repul- vno_ V2B, ~— J“{ )
sive phase, the repulsion is so strong that the attractiomoa & 1+ Jm
longer balance the repulsive force. As a result, the two pro-
files move apart out of the interactive range of each other, aSimilarly, by considering the dynamics of the second layer,
shown in FiglAL2 (e) and (f). The spontaneous motion cannowe have
sustain at the steady state. In general, together withithaltr =
solution, there are four phases in two-layer CANNSs, under th v i
current setting. The phase diagram for these four phases is §
shown in the main paper. _ - -
The slowness of the inhibitory feedback, and hence the ex- Hence weak interlayer couplmg}s/fb‘ <lorJg <1
istence of the moving phase, arises from the weak couplinglay the same role as the ratig/74 in STD [22].
between the exposed and inhibitory layers. To see this, we
consider the moving bump solution

o N B~ OO ©

x - Z(f)

ﬂz 2 ~ ~0 2 (A5)
/2B, + Jm —\}%Bp

—_—~

—. A6
1+ Jg (A6)

( )2 Appendix B: Intrinsic Behavior of Profile Separation
r — vt
4a? We consider perturbations that cause the exposed and in-
(v — vt + )2 hibitory profiles to separate. These distortions have oditypa
402 : (A2) 10 keep the discussions general, we further assume that dis-
tortion modes with even parity also contribute to the pdydur

u(z,t) = u’ exp [— ] , and (A1)

p(z,t) = p’exp [—

Substituting into Eq.[{1), multiplying both sides &yp[— (z—
vt)?/(4a?)]/v2ma? and integrating,
~02 ~0 2

-0 u s D L

= + J 8aZ2 5

Y Ve, TV,

whereB, =1+ k @°° /8andB, = 1+ k j°° /3.
Substituting into Eq.[{1), multiplying both sides by —

vt)/a] exp[—(z — vt)?/(4a?)]/v/27a? and integrating,

(A3)

VT g ~ CRr
— = —Jp————e Fa?. A4
5, P fb\/in2a€ e (A4)

tions. As we shall see, the coupling of these even parity mode
with the odd parity modes play a role in determining the in-
trinsic and extrinsic behaviors in the moving phase. Henee w
consider perturbations of the form
5u () = 0 P2 1y (2) 0 () = 02 + <1 (3)
i 0

(B1)
co andeg are considered to be the displacement of the exposed
and inhibitory profiles respectively (in the direction ogfie
to their signs).u; andp; are the most significant even par-
ity distortion modes. They are substituted into the dynami-
cal equationd(B10) anf(Bl11). Multiplying both sides of Eq.
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Figure A.2: (color online) Typical examples of network beioas for various phases: static phase, moving phase andsieg phase. (a) and
(b): static phase. (c) and (d): moving phase. (e) and (fulsbge phase. Parametefs= 0.5, Jg = 0.1 andm = 7, = 1.

(BI0) by ¢? and integrating,

8 0 6’11,0 (961 0
LHS = —/— e /dwgu( ) o + 5 /dwgu(:v)ul (z)
- 6c0
where, fori = u, p,
ou?
— 0 7
L= [ dog? ) S5 (83)

Note that the second term in EG.(B2) vanishes sifjcand
uy have opposite parity. On the right hand side,

RHS; = ¢ / dzgy, (z) / o (S)) 6u§;/ =
)

+cl/d:ﬂgg (x)/d /8u (Ig/c)

The second term vanishes due to odd parity. Hence

1 (95 ) (B4)

OF, () Qug (')
_ 0 / —
RHS; = co/dxgu (:C)/dw Ju(r) o = coQuu
(BS)
Similarly, the second term on the right hand side becomes
OF, () Opo (¢') _
_ 0 /
RHS, —so/dxgu (x)/dx o) 0w £0Qup-
(B6)
Hence we obtain
0
Iu <0 = QuuCO + QupEO- (B7)

ot

Similarly, from Eq. [BI1),

Oeo
Ip ot quCO + QppEO (88)
Using the identities of translational invariance in EqSIZL
and [CI3),
ot \ €o —Qpp/Ip  Qpp/Ip € )’
This implies
0 A Quu | Qpp
E(Eo—co) = ( I, +r (g0 — o),
(B10)
0 I, I,
— +L¢ = 0. B11
i (e ge) (B1Y

Eq. (BI0) describes the dynamics of the displacement of the
inhibitory profile relative to the exposed profile. The irBta
ity eigenvalue in Eq[{B10) is denoted as

A

. B12
e+ (B12)

Appendix C: Intrinsic Speed

When the bump becomes translationally unstable, it moves
with an intrinsic speed (or natural speed). To investigate t
intrinsic speed, we need to expand the dynamical equation be
yond first order. In this case, the translational variables b
come coupled with the next eigenfunction. To keep the analy-
sis trackable, we choose the coordinate with= 0. Near the



phase boundary of the static and moving phasgs, ~ g

andc; ~ g1 ~ €3, as will be verified in this section. Hence to

include third order terms, it is sufficient to consider terms
the dynamical equations containiag c1, €1, €3, €oc1, €061,

€3, Vnat€0, UnatC1, Unat1. Substituting Eq.[(B1) into the dy-

12

where, fori, j, k = u, p,

O*F;
namical equatiof(B10), expanding to third order for a bump S;j, = /d:cgil (x) /d:z:l /dIQ 5 (z)
J

moving with natural speed, .., multiplying both sides of Eq.
(B10) by ¢° and integrating,

_Iuvnat - Muvnatcl = QupEO + Tupuaocl + Tupp5051

+ _Qqupp €3, (C1)
where, fori, 7, k, | = u, p,
1
o, = [ gt (©2)
Tk = /dgcggJ (x)/dacl dxs
O°F; (x) 6”? (1) 4
Ouj (x1) Oug (z2) Ox1 ur(r2), (C3)
Qijrl = /dxggJ (x)/da:l/d:cg/d:cg
O3F; () u (1)
Ou;j (x1) Ouy (z2) Ouy (z3) 01
oud (zo) Oud (:103) (C4)

812 8:03

OF; ()
by = /dxgil (2) /d:z:’ du; (:v/)ujl (). (C8)
(71) Oug (22)
oud (1) Ouf (xg) (C9)
oxy O
Hence we obtain
801 Su
JuE = Iyt + Pupgl + 2PP €(2J‘ (ClO)
Similarly, from Eq. [BI1),
Oe
Ipa_to — Ipvnat - Mpvnatgl = QPPEO + TPP'U«EOcl
+ Tpppeocr + —ngpp 88-
(C11)
(C12)
where, fori = u, p,
0%ud(z)
_ 1 i
K, = /d:z:gi (x) 92 (C13)

The left hand side of Eqml) arises from the time rate of Since the solution to the above equations will be tediOUS,
change of the neural activities at a location when the bumf iS instructive to interpret the equations from a symmetry
passes by. These terms are proportional to the bump velocif§oint of view. This is because when there is a separation
and are referred to as the wave terms. Substituting Eg. (Bijetween the exposed and inhibitory profiles in the moving
into the dynamical equatiof (BILO), multiplying both sidds o bump, the displacement mode will be coupled with other dis-

Eqg. (BI0) byg; and integrating,

B 861 1 - 801
where, fori = u, p,
3= [ dagl (@)l (2). (Ce)

with u} () representing the functions (z) andp; (z) fori =
u, p respectively. On the right hand side,

RHS = ¢; / dzg? (z) / i 2w @) oy

ou (z')
OF, (x)
1 / U /
ver [ dogl o) [ @ G @)
2 2
€0 0°Fy(xz)  Opo(x1) Opo(z2)
+ 2 /dxl/dxzap(xl)ap(xg) 0x1 Oxo
Su
= Clpuu + 51Pup + 217175%’ (C?)

tortion modes that prevent the profile separation from diver
ing. Consider the coupling with the most important symnaetri
mode, which is the width mode for weak inhibition, and the
height mode for strong inhibition [26]. Irrespective of tie-

tails of these modes, we can summarize the steady state equa-

tions [C1) and[{C111) as

—IVnat — Myvnagc1 = QupEO

+ Ru (5(2)1 ’UnatEO) €0, (014)
_Ipvnat - Mpvnat51 = Qppao
+ Ry (€, vnate0) 0. (C15)

In Eq. ([C13), we interpreR,cq as the force acting on the
displacement mode due to the coupling with the symmetric
modes. Since the modes are decoupled wheranishes, we
consider forces proportional tg. The magnitudes oR,, and

R, depend on the following two factord.]1(1) The distortions
of the symmetric modes. Since the distortions of the symmet-
ric modes should be the same fee, and —¢(, they should

be proportional taZ. (2) It should depend on the bump ve-
locity via v,a1£0, Which originates from the wave terms of the
moving symmetric mode.
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Similarly, in the wave terms;; ande; can be expressed as
a linear combination of2 andvy.cc0. Hence we can write

+ % Eint
2 2 IP
— LyVnat — Muy1Vnateg — Mu2vpat€0 R
1
= QupEO + Rulgg + RuZUnatE(%a (C16) = ( - I—p> Eignt
p
— IyUnas — Mp1nate — Mpaviaic0 N Ruz + Mu1  Ryo + Mo o2
= QPPEO + Rplé'g + RpQ’UnatEg' (Cl?) Iu Ip nat=int
Mu2 Mp2 2
After elimination the variables, ande; using Egs.[(CT0) and + ( L, I, ) UnatEint- (C28)
(C12), we obtain
Furthermore, from Eq[{C11), we have, to the lowest order,
Tupu (PupSppp — PopSupp) I
Rul — D P~ ppp pp pp . ~ . . e
2 (PuuPpp — PpuPup) €int UnatTint, Tint = Qpp' (ng)
TUPP (PP'U«SUPP — PU'U«SPPP) + QUPPP (C18) . 3 3 . . . .
2 (PuuPop — PouPrup) 6 Tint IS @n intrinsic time scale of the neural system. Singeis
T p Kpp b pT P K the lag of the inhibitory profile relative to the exposed geofi
Rus = uputupe P UPPT WP (C19) it has the same sign as... This implies thatr, is positive.
Puulpp = Poulup  Puulpp — PpulLup (Eg. [C2) yields the same result if we make use of the trap-
R Topu (PupSppp — PppSupp)+ nslational symmetry relatio® .., + Q., = 0 and note that
L= (PuuPpp — PpuPup) Quu/Lu + Qpp/I, ~ 0 near the critical point.) Introducing
T Po.Suvp — PuuS K, E*Rul/*[u_*Rpl/‘[pa K> = (Ru2+Mu1)/Iu_(Rp2+
”g”((P” 5 pp_ e ”)””) Qpé’pp, (C20)  M,1)/1,, K3 = My2/I, — Mpz/I,, We can express,,; in
uu’ pp pus up terms of the eigenvalue in Eq._(B12),
R 0= TPPUPUPKP _ TPPPPU'U«KP (C21)
P PuuPpp_PpuPup P’uuj:)pp_It)puj:)up7 )\
Unat = =+ T (C‘?’O)
M“ PUP ppp PPPSUPP) K
My = : (C22)
2 (PyuPpp — PpuPup)
where
M,P, Kp
My = (C23)
PuuPpp PpuPup K= KlT nt T Koting + K3. (031)
M MP( pu UPP PU'U«SPPP) (C24) . i
PL= (PuuPop — PouPuy) In the static phase\ < 0, and bothw,,,; ande;,; vanish. In
A ’}3 Kp b the moving phase) > 0, and the critical regime is given by
M, = pr ud” P C25 nat ™~ Eint \/X
p2 P P,y — PPy’ ( ) Unat t
In fact, the symmetric modes in EqE._(C16) and (IC17) may Appendix D: Extrinsic Behavior

consist of more than one or even all of them. We note that

the relaxation rate eigenvalues do not enter the equatien he Here we consider the network response to an external stim-

From Egs.[(C16) and(C17), ulus moving with velocityv;. The dynamical equations are
analogous to those in the previous section, except that-an ex
ternal stimulus is present in the dynamical equation for the

3 2
R — Qup€o + Rugy + Ruztnatep exposed profile, and the natural velocity is replaced by the
I, L, I, stimulus velocityv;.
My1nated Myov2,e
T D (C26) D s (a) — oy 20 @)
u u = 0U —vr
c Ryied  Rypvgaicl ot ox
—Unat = Qpp 9 + P1=0 + £2 0t -0 ,OF, (CL‘) / ,OF, (x) /
I, I, I, = [ dz ~ou(z') + [ dv —~0p (2)
M, 1V t52 M, 21)2 €0 du (:C ) ap (:C )
P 7 0 P I‘“’“ . (c27) + I () (D1)
p p
0
< bp(x) — v po ()

Note thatQ.. + Qup, = 0 due to translational invariance. SF. OF.
Equating the two expressions af,., we arrive at an expres- = /d:c’ » (@) ou (2') + /d:v' »(2) op(z'). (D2)
sion fore;,, Ou (') dp (z')
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Here,z is the coordinate relative to the moving bump. Now The interpretation of?,, s, is the same as that in EJ._(G14),
we consider the distortion due to the bump movement in thexcept that the force acting on the displacement mode has
reference frame that) = 0, an additional dependence on the distortion of the symmetric
modes directly due to the external stimulus. Hence we have
Su(z) = cruq (z), 0p (z) = 50% +epi(z). (D3) introduced the third argument of . in R,. Similarly, in
Ox the wave termsg; ande; can be expressed as a linear com-

. . . _ hinati 2 " -1
To make the discussion more concrete, we consider stimuffination ofeg, vreo and, additionallyzg;,,. Hence we can

having the same profile as the bump, and the bump is dighrite
placed bys relative to the stimulus, that is,

Myzvy
1 0 — Lyor — Myyvreg — Mysvieo —
I (z) = w(@ts) uo(w) + s () , (D4) 0 ! Tstim
Tstim Tstim Ox Ru350 SIu
. . . . . = Qup50 + Rult’:‘g + Ruﬂ)]t’:‘% + + —
where the amplitude of the stimulus is given by the amplitude Tstim  Tstim
of ug(z) divided by 7im, referred to as the stimulus time. (D13)
While this definition is convenient for analytical purpose, M
. . 2 2 p3VI
simulations we use — pvr — Mpyvreg — Mppvieo — — ,
2 R3¢
7ext (I) _ é exp l_ (x ; zl) ] ' (D5) = Qpp{:‘() + Rplt’:‘g + RpQ'U[E% + % (D14)
Ts a stim

The corresponding 74,y Can be approximated by
max, ug (x) 75/ A. To reduce the numerical sensitiv- After eliminating the variableg, ande; from their dynamical
ity to k, we further defineA = pJyA/ i, where €quations, we can derive expressionsigf, Ruz, Rp1, Ry,
G = VB8(1 + V1—k)/k is the bump amplitude in Aﬁ%l.’.Muz’ My, My identical to Eqgs. [(C18) td (C25). In
the absence of external stimuli. addition,

Multiplying both sides of Eq.[{D1) by? and integrating,
the last term in Eq. [[D1) becomes proportional to the dis-
placement. Following steps similar to those in the previous =~ _ LupuLpp L Tupp PpuLu (D15)
section, we obtain the following equations Y PuuPyp — PouPup ' PuuPpp — PouPup’

TPPUPPPLU TPPPPPUL’U«

_Iu'UI - Muvlcl = QupEO + Tupuaocl + Tupp€051 Rp?) = PuuP _p uPu + PuuP _p uPu ) (D16)
Q I pp P P prp P P
uppp _3 u MuP Lu
+ —6 50 + —Tstim S. (DG) Mu3 _ pp : (Dl?)
PPy, — P, P,
S op 2 L uu L pp pud up
c1 + Puper + 9 gy + P My = — MyP,, L . (D18)
(D7) PuuLpp = PpuPup
—lpvr — Mp’l)]&'l = Qpp&'o + Tppu&'ocl + TpppEOEI
+ %53. (D8)  From Egs.[(DIB) and(D14),
N
—Kpvreg = Ppuc1 + Ppper + gpp 5%- (D9)
. _ QupEO Ru158 Ru2'UI<5% Ruseo
In Eq. (D7), we have introduced vy = 1, I, + i3 .
M, 111]62 M 2’[)280 M 3Ur1 S
_ 1 u 0 u2vg u
LU B /dIQU(:C)UO(I) (Dlo) * Iu * Iu + 7'stiqu + Tstim’
. . - . D19
Interpreting the equations as those describing the dyreamic . ) (B19)
coupled to the symmetric modes, we can write = Qupeo | Bimeo | Rpovisy | Rpsco
, ) I, I, I, " Tatimlp
—lLyor — Myvrer = Qupeo + R (507 Vr€o, Tstim) €o Mpivreg | Mpgvieo | Mpsvs (D20)
+ all , (D11) I I TstimIp

Tstim
—Ipv] — Mp’L)[El = Qpp(-:o + Rp (E(QJ, VIEQ, Ts;ilm) €0-
(D12) Note that@.,., + Q., = 0 due to translational invariance.



Eliminatingvy,
Quu Qpp Rul Rpl 3
( . "1, )° I, 1, )
(Rug + M1 sz + Mpl) 2
— VI€g
IP
Rus _ Rys) o
I Tstim

e — Mus  Mps\ vg
=0 Iu Ip Tstim

(D21)

3
s

Tbtlm

Recall that the instability eigenvalue is given by =
Quu/Iu + Qpp/I,. Besides the definitions ok, K, and

K3, we further introducey = R,3/I, — Rps/I,, K5 =
M3/ I, — Mp3/I,. Then we have
/\80 — K1€0 KQ’U[EO Kgl)]{:‘o
P N R S (D22)
Tstim Tstim Tstim
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where

(n(t)) =0,and(n(t)n
We first consider the static phase. Hg. (B10) implies that

ﬁ OF, (z) ’ / OF, (2) /

8t§u( x) = /d:v 0 (@) ou(z')+ [ dzx o0 () op ()
3u0

—n(t) 5

Following the analysis in SeCl B, we arrive at

(t') =2T6(t—1t'). (E2)

(E3)

ot \ €o —Qpp/Ip  Qpp/Ip €o 0 .
(E4)
This implies that
0
ot (g0 — o) = Ao —co) +n(t). (E5)
The solution to this differential equation is
t
€0 —Co = / dt' exp [N (t —t")]n(t'). (E6)

Let us compare this equation with the case of the bump’s in- -

trinsic motion. The latter case can be done by replacing
= 0, as verified in Eq.[{C28).

with vya4, €0 DY €1y @nd

This leads to T
Neint — K163, — Kovparel, — K3v2, e = 0. (D23)
For the lowest order terms in Eq._(DJ14), we obtain
€0 = VITint, (D24)

similar to Eq. [C2D) for the intrinsic motion. The anticijmat
time is defined by
S

Tant — ——-
vr

(D25)

Substituting Eqs[(D23) E(D25) into Eq. (D22), and introduc

iNg Teon = —Kaeins — K5, We arrive at,

Tant = KTstimTint (Ur21at - ’U%) + Tcon- (D26)

In the limit of weak and slowly moving stimulus, in which
Tstim 1S large andvy is small, the anticipation time reduces to

the transparent form

(D27)

Tant = Tstim Tint A

Appendix E: Response to Noises

From the viewpoint of fluctuation-response relations, we
would like to connect our results with thermal fluctuations.
Hence we consider the dynamics in the presence of therm

noises by modifying Eq[{1),

Ou (x)
ot

Oug  Op(z)
oz’ ot

= F, [z;u,p|,
(E1)

= Fy [z;u,p]l = n(t) o=

Averaging over thermal noise&, — ¢o) = 0 and
<(60 - 00)2>
t t
:/ dty / dip MR (1) 9 (82)) . (ET)

Using the noise average in Eq. {E2),

<(50 — 00)2> = 2T/t

— 00

T
dt' exp[2A (t —t)] = - (E8)
Equation[[D26) can now be cast into the form of a fluctuation
response relation. In this case, the response term is the ef-
fective anticipation rate, that is, the inverse of the apétion
time minus its value at the confluence point,
Tstim Tint

<(€0 - 00)2> _ ' (E9)

T Tant — Tcon

This shows that the effective anticipation time in the stati
phase is negative. The relation means that when the fluctu-
ations of the separation between the exposed and inhibitory
profiles have a faster rate of increase with the noise temper-
ature, the network becomes more responsive to the moving
stimulus by shortening the delay time. At the boundary of the
static phase, fluctuations diverge and the bump is in a ready-
to-go state.

Next, we consider the behavior in the moving phase. We

fart with the dynamical equations in the moving phase and in

e presence of an external stimulus. We consider the case th
the dynamics is dominated by a relaxation rate of the okger
which is much slower than those of other distortion modes.
For the example of SFA, we see that after the exposed pro-
file couples with the inhibitory profile with a slow relaxatio
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Figure F.1: (color online) Three samples=0f(¢) with dfferent values gﬁ’. (@) eo (¢) in the static phase. (k) (¢) in the moving phase near

the static-moving transition. (e} (¢) in the moving phase. Parameteks= 0.3, 74 = 5075 andT = 1 x 1076,

rater; ', there exists a family of inhibitory-like modes with Eliminatingdv,
relaxation rates approximatefyfl. Hence, we consider the

regime) < 7-[1. (We conjecture that even when this con- iga
dition is not satisfied, our analysis is still applicable &ese dt°
the inhibitory-like modes are weakly coupled with the exter A Quu | Qpp 5 Ry Rpi\ o 5
nal environment. We will leave this for further investignati) “\7, + r go— 3 I f ei10€0
This implies that the symmetric modes are effectively remai Ry + M Ryt M
ing at the instantaneous steady state. Hence interprédting t — ( u2 ul _ 92 pl) e ov
forces on the displacement modes as the couplings with the Iy Iy
symmetric modes, we rewrite EqE._(D13) ahd (D14) as 5 (RuQ + My Bpe+ Mp1> e B
- - natcint?c0
I, I,
M, M
-2 ( qu - I:Q) Unatsint(S'U
Mu2 Mp2 2
— Iy Unat — Mulvnatggnt - Mu2vr2lat5int - ( I, - ]p Unatégo gl
= Qup€int + Rulgignt + Ru2vnat5i2nt — Ly, (E10) = \eg — 3K18i2m5€0 — K2€i2m5v — K5Vnat€int0€0
- Ipvnat - Mplvnatgiznt - MPQ’UrzlatEint — K4'Unat5int5v — K4v121at6€0 +n
= Qpp€ins + Rp1€ine + Rp2vnareine, (E11) (E14)

Using Eq. [D2ZB) to eliminatd, anddeq = 7in: v,

wheren is the positional noise defined in the main text. Con-

sidering the fluctuations aroung,; andeiy;, Solving the differential equation,

%650 = —2X\deg + 1. (E15)

Seo (1) = / D exp[ A (t— ().  (E16)

— I, 0v — Mulaizntév — 2M 1 VnatEint 00 Fluctuations are given by
- u2”121at550 — 2My2Vnat€int 0V

= Qupdeo + 3Ry162,0e0 + Ryael v <550 (t)2>

] + 2Ru2VnatEint0€0 — Lu1, (E12) _ /t dt /t dtre= N E=E)=2AE=12) (1 (1) (8))

Ipaéso — 1,00 — Mp12,,6v — 2M 1 VnatEint 00 - e (E17)
_ pQUiatéao — 2MpoUnatEint 6V _ z (E18)

= Qppdco + 3Rp1650e0 + Ryoci dv 2

+ 2Rp2VnatEintd€0- (E13) Connecting with the fluctuations with the response behavior
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through Eq.[(DZb), of g¢ (¢) is similar to that of the static phase.
However, in the moving phase near the phase boundary, e.g.
<550 (t)2> S 02— 2 Fig.[EJ(b), the statistics may be problematic. The prokikem
— _‘stim7int < nat I> due to the difference between two fixed point solutions being
T 2 (Tant — Teon) Unat too small, so that, (¢) is fluctuating around two fixed point
[Vnat[>forl, - TstimTint (E19) solutions €74 .4 andsg ¢ ), even though the noise temper-

2 (Tant — Teon) atureT is small. Whenevex, (t) is between two fixed point
solutions, attractions due to fixed point solutions cancaffe
our estimations of the variance &f (¢) around asingle fixed

Appendix F: Numerical Measurement of (53 point solution.

_ . . _ To overcome the interference between two fixed point solu-
The variance of, (¢) can be easily obtained from simula- tions, a trick is needed to filter out some data. In the stesist

tions, if the set of parameters is chosen to be far from phasgf Fig. 4 in the main text, we have discardag(t) less than
boundaries. Those examples for CANNs with STD are shownT + So, we approximate the variance by

in Fig. (@) and (c). In FigCB1(a} is small enough to £0.fixed
have a stable static fixed point solution. In this case, there

is only one fixed point solution of, = 0. The statistics of S, [|€o (t)] — ‘5* }2
eo (t) is relatively simple. For a large enough as shown vy, {50 (1) — ety d} _ Ztes Ofixedl]
in Fig. [EA(c), the two fixed point solutions t@ have oppo- e Nsample — 1

site signs and are separated far apart. As a resu(t) will (F1)
mostly stick to one of the fixed point solution. The statistic whereS = {t’ leo (t)] > ’egfﬁxed } andNgample = |5/
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