
ar
X

iv
:2

10
8.

05
82

7v
1 

 [
q-

bi
o.

N
C

] 
 1

2 
A

ug
 2

02
1

FLUCTUATION IN BACKGROUND SYNAPTIC ACTIVITY

CONTROLS SYNAPTIC PLASTICITY

Yuto Takeda1,+, Katsuhiko Hata ∗2,3,4,5,+, Tokio Yamasaki1,+, Masaki Kaneko6,7, Osamu Yokoi3, Chengta Tsai3,5,
Kazuo Umemura1, and Tetsuro Nikuni2

1Department of Physics, Faculty of Science Division II, Tokyo University of Science, Tokyo, Japan
2Department of Physics, Faculty of Science Division I, Tokyo University of Science, Tokyo, Japan

3Department of Neuroscience, Research Center for Mathematical Medicine, Tokyo, Japan
4Department of Sports and Medical Science, Kokushikan University, Tokyo, Japan

5Graduate School of Emergency Medical System, Kokushikan University, Tokyo, Japan
6KYB medical service Co., LTD., Tokyo, Japan

7The Institute of Physical Education, Kokushikan University, Tokyo, Japan
+These authors contributed equally to this work.

August 13, 2021

ABSTRACT

Synaptic plasticity is vital for learning and memory in the brain. It consists of long-term potenti-
ation (LTP) and long-term depression (LTD). Spike frequency is one of the major components of
synaptic plasticity in the brain, a noisy environment. Recently, we mathematically analysed the
frequency-dependent synaptic plasticity (FDP) in vivo and found that LTP is more likely to occur
with an increase in the frequency of background synaptic activity. Previous studies suggest fluc-
tuation in the amplitude of background synaptic activity. However, little is understood about the
relationship between synaptic plasticity and the fluctuation in the background synaptic activity. To
address this issue, we performed numerical simulations of a calcium-based synapse model. Then,
we found attenuation of the tendency to become LTD due to an increase in the fluctuation of back-
ground synaptic activity, leading to an enhancement of synaptic weight. Our result suggests that the
fluctuation affect synaptic plasticity in the brain.
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1 Introduction

Synaptic plasticity is essential for information processing, including learning and memory. It consists of long term
amplification and attenuation of the efficacy in synaptic transmission; long-term potentiation (LTP) and long-term
depression (LTD) [1]. It has been thought that two mechanisms are involved in the synaptic plasticity. The first is a
spike timing of the following presynapse and postsynapse. This spike-timing dependent plasticity (STDP) has been
examined in numerous experimental and theoretical studies so far [2, 3, 4]. LTP is induced by presynaptic firing
followed by postsynaptic firing occurring no more than tens of milliseconds, whereas postsynaptic firing preceding
presynaptic spikes produces LTD [2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8]. The second is a spike frequency [9, 10]. High-frequency inputs
in presynaptic neurons induce LTP, whereas the low-frequency firing induces LTD [11, 12, 13]. This phenomenon
is called frequency-dependent synaptic plasticity (FDP) and was formulated as a Bienenstock, Cooper, and Munro
(BCM) rule [9].

It has been reported that, in some cases, FDP may be more suitable than STDP for synaptic plasticity in vivo. The in
vivo whole-cell patch-clamp recordings in rats revealed that a large amount of endogenous noise in the cerebral cortex
limits strict spike timing, essential for STDP [14]. A theoretical study also showed that changes in firing rates alone
could sufficiently induce synaptic plasticity [15]. Moreover, some studies on STDP-based spiking neural networks
considering dendritic and axonal propagation delays have suggested the importance of firing frequency [16, 17].

Recently, we theoretically examined the FDP with in vivo conditions and demonstrated that the output of synaptic
plasticity in neurons receiving even the same spike frequency varies by other multifaceted factors, that is, temporal
spike patterns, calcium decay time constants and background activities [18]. In particular, we showed that a rise in the
frequency of background synaptic activity increases the probability of LTP, suggesting the importance of background
synaptic activity on synaptic plasticity. This result qualitatively consists with previous experimental studies [19, 20].
Meanwhile, the amplitude of the background synaptic activity usually fluctuates [21]. However, little is understood
about the relation between the fluctuation in the background event and synaptic plasticity. In this study, we addressed
this problem and verified the relation between the coefficient variation for the background noise amplitude and the
synaptic plasticity by numerically analyzing a calcium-based model, one of the most suitable models for experimental
results [22, 1]. The findings in our study may provide a better understanding of synaptic plasticity in neurons in vivo
exposed to noisy background activity.

2 Materials and Methods

2.1 Model

We used a model for the FDP based on the calcium control hypothesis by Shouval et al [22]. In this model, the
postsynaptic calcium concentration affects the time derivative of the synaptic weight.

The dynamics of the synaptic weight W (t) is given as a function of the postsynaptic calcium concentration Ca(t) as
follows:

d

dt
W (t) = η(Ca(t))[Ω(Ca(t)) −W (t)] , (1)

where η(Ca(t)) and Ω(Ca(t)) are governed by

η(Ca(t)) =

[

p1

p2 + (Ca(t))p3
+ p4

]

−1

, (2)

Ω(Ca(t)) = 1 + 4sig(Ca(t) − α2, β2)− sig(Ca(t) − α1, β1), (3)

sig(x, β) := exp(βx)/[1 + exp(βx)]. (4)

The dynamics of the postsynaptic calcium concentration is described as follows:
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d

dt
Ca(t) = INMDA(t)−

1

τca
Ca(t) , (5)

INMDA(t, V ) = H(V )
[

IfΘ(t)e(−t/τf ) + IsΘ(t)e(−t/τs)
]

, (6)

H(V ) = −P0 GNMDA

(V − Vr)

1 + (Mg/3.57) exp(−0.062V )
. (7)

Here, τca indicates the calcium decay time constant. In this study, we fixed τCa = 80 ms, which is known as
representative values in pyramidal cells in the deep cortex (layers V to VI) [23, 24]. The calcium current via the
NMDA receptor (INMDA) in Eqs. (5) and (6) is expressed as a function of time (t) and postsynaptic membrane potential
(V ). Θ(t) in Eq. (6) is the Heaviside step function.

The postsynaptic membrane potential is given by

V (t) = Vrest + Vepsp(t) + Vbg(t) , (8)

Vepsp(t) =
∑

i

Θ(t− ti)
[

e−(t−ti)/τ1 − e−(t−ti)/τ2
]

, (9)

where Vrest is the resting membrane potential and Vepsp is a depolarization term by EPSPs generated by binding
glutamate to the postsynaptic AMPA receptors. Vbg is an applied membrane potential by the background synaptic
activity, and described as follows:

Vbg(t) = s
∑

i

Θ(t− ti)ξcv

[

e−(t−ti)/τ1 − e−(t−ti)/τ2
]

, (10)

where ξcv follows the normal distribution with average 〈ξcv〉 = 1 and the coefficient of variation CV = 〈(ξcv −
〈ξcv〉)

2〉/〈ξcv〉. The {ti} indicates Poisson processes with 1 Hz mean frequency generated for each simulation. We
performed numerical simulations for three cases with different value of CV = 1, 3 and 5.

All model parameters in this study are listed below [22]:
p1 = 0.1 s, p2 = p1/10−4, p3 = 3, p4 = 1 s, α1 = 0.35 µmol/dm3, α2 = 0.55 µmol/dm3 and
β1 = β2 = 80 µmol/dm3, If = 0.75, Is = 0.25, τf = 50 ms, and τs = 200 ms, P0 = 0.5, GNMDA =
−1/140 µmol · dm−3/(m ·mV), Mg = 1, V r = 130 mV, Vrest = −65 mV, s = 20 mV, τ1 = 50 ms and
τ2 = 5 ms.

2.2 Numerical simulations

In all numerical simulations, Wolfram Mathematica software version 12.0 was used. For each input frequency, we
obtained the time evolution of the postsynaptic calcium concentration Ca(t) and the synaptic weight W (t) by numer-
ically solving Eqs. (1) - (10). The inter-spike intervals for all inputs are constant. To examine steady states of the
system, we calculated the average of the calcium level or the synaptic weight between 8.5× 104 ms to 9.0× 104 ms.
Data are expressed as the mean of ten independent experiments and the standard error of the mean (SEM).

3 Results

Previously, we demonstrated that the increase in the frequency of background synaptic activities induces the accelera-
tion of the increased rate of the postsynaptic calcium level and the enhancement of synaptic weight [18]. The present
study aims to investigate the effect of fluctuation in background synaptic activity on the FDP. We used a biophysical
model by Shouval et al., in which the change of the synaptic weight is determined by the postsynaptic calcium con-
centration [22, 25]. This model explains to a large extent experimental data of STDP and FDP obtained so far [26].
Thus, we applied presynaptic inputs ranging from 1 to 20 Hz and postsynaptic background activity fixed at 1 Hz to
the synapse represented by this model. We examined how a coefficient of variation (CV: varied from 1 to 5 in this
study) for an amplitude of the background synaptic activity (Vbg in Eq. 10) regulates the frequency-dependence of
postsynaptic calcium concentration and synaptic weight.

We show representative time evolutions of the postsynaptic calcium concentration (Ca2+ in Fig. 1A) and synaptic
weight (W in Fig. 1B). Simulations were performed for cases where the CV of Vbg were 1, 3 and 5, and where the

input frequencies were 1, 5, 10, 15 and 20 Hz. Since we focused on the long-term behaviour of Ca2+ and W , we
calculated the average of the calcium level or the synaptic efficacy between 8.5 × 104 ms to 9.0 × 104 ms, which is
sufficient for the system to reach a steady-state.
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Figure 1: Typical simulation results, showing time evolution of the postsynaptic calcium concentration (Ca2+ in A)
and synaptic weight (W in B). We evaluated the case that the CV of the postsynaptic background activity (Vbg), whose
frequency is fixed at 1Hz, were 1, 3 and 5. The data without the applied fluctuation is shown as a control. The graphs
of the cases where the input frequencies are 1, 5, 10, 15 and 20 Hz are superimposed.
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3.1 Relationship between the frequency-dependence of postsynaptic calcium concentration and the CV of an
amplitude for the background synaptic activity

First, we examined the influence of the increase in the CV of amplitude for the background synaptic activity whose
frequency was fixed at 1 Hz on the postsynaptic calcium level. As shown in Fig. 2, the larger the CV, the greater the
rate of increase in the postsynaptic calcium concentration. Thus, the rate up of the postsynaptic calcium concentration
by increasing input frequency grew with an increase in the background synaptic activity fluctuation.

Figure 2: The CV of the amplitude for the background synaptic activity regulates the frequency-dependence of the
postsynaptic calcium concentration. The x axis shows the input frequency, and the y axis indicates the postsynapitc
calcium concentration. A black dotted line indicates the control without applied the fluctuation. The red, blue and
green lines show the results of background synaptic activity with fluctuations in the CV = 1, 3 and 5. Error bars
indicate the standard error of the mean (SEM).

3.2 Relationship between the frequency-dependency of synaptic weight and the CV of an amplitude for the
background synaptic activity

Next, we examined the influence the increase in the CV of amplitude for the background synaptic activity on the
synaptic weight. As before, we set the frequency of the background synaptic activity at 1 Hz. The numerical results
are plotted in Fig. 3.

To evaluate quantitatively the tendency to become LTP or LTD by changing the CV of the background synaptic activity,
we defined “LTD-area” and “LTP-area”. As indicated at the schemas in Figs. 4A and 4C , they are given as:

LTD area :=

∫ f0

0

W (f)df, (11)

LTP area :=

∫ f+

f0

W (f)df. (12)

Here, f0 in Eqs. (11) and (12) indicates the LTD/LTP threshold, which is defined as the frequency at which the
synaptic strength first returns to 1 after falling below 1 when the input frequency increases from 0 Hz. In Eq. (12),
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Figure 3: The CV of the amplitude for the background synaptic activity regulates the frequency-dependence of the
synaptic strength. The x axis shows the input frequency, and the y axis indicates the relative synaptic weight. W < 1,
W > 1 and W = 1 indicates the synaptic strength weakens, becomes more robust and do not change, respectively. A
black dotted line indicates the control without applied the fluctuation. In contrast, the results of background synaptic
activity with fluctuations in the CV = 1, 3 and 5 are shown by red, blue and green lines. Error bars indicate the
standard error of the mean (SEM).

f+ is defined as the smaller value of 20 Hz and the frequency reaching a plateau. Furthermore, to quantify the effect
of the fluctuation in the amplitude for the background synaptic activity on synaptic plasticity comparing the control,
we calculated “LTD-area ratio” and “LTP-area ratio” (which are obtained by equations in Figs. 4B and 4D). Thus, we
found that the LTD-area ratio decreased as the fluctuation increased. In particular, when CV = 5, the LTD-area ratio
became significantly smaller than when control and CV = 1. On the other hand, the LTP-area ratio tended to go up
as the CV increased, but it was not significant.

Thus, an increase in the fluctuation of the background synaptic activity leads to the enhancement of synaptic efficacy
mainly through decreasing in the LTD phase. These results suggest that the FDP output (LTP or LTD) varies depending
on the size of the fluctuation for background synaptic activity, even if the mean amplitudes and frequency of it is the
same.

4 Discussion

The postsynapses in vivo receive intense background activity, which induces fluctuations in their membrane potential.
The source of it is attributed to electrical noise, including dendrite action potential and synaptic noise [21]. The ran-
dom opening and closing of ion channels in resting-state results in electrical currents, inducing membrane potential
fluctuations without presynaptic inputs [27]. The primary source of synaptic noise is spontaneous miniature postsy-
naptic currents (MPSCs). MPSCs are produced by the spontaneous release of neurotransmitters and observed even
in the absence of presynaptic input [28]. At a glance, such background activity seems not to play a significant role
in synaptic plasticity. Still, several experimental and theoretical studies have demonstrated that an appropriate level
of background synaptic activity enhances the neural sensitivity and the ability for signal detection [19, 20, 29]. Our
previous study, indicating that an increase in the frequency of the background synaptic activity is likely to cause LTP,
also supports these findings [18]. In this study, we focused on fluctuation in background activity. We found that it
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Figure 4: Quantitative data on the change in the synaptic weight by receiving fluctuated background synaptic activity.
(A) A schema of LTD-area. The blue part indicates the LTD-area, whose acreage is obtained by Eq. (11). In (B)
and (D), control is without the fluctuation of background synaptic activity, while CV 1, CV 3 and CV 5 each indicate
the results of fluctuations in background synaptic activity with the corresponding CV. We defined “LTD-area ratio”
or “LTP-area ratio” as the ratio of the LTD- or LTP- area with the fluctuation in the background synaptic activity and
without the fluctuation (see formulas in B and D). The bar graph shows the LTD-area ratio (%) or LTP-area ratio
(%) of the control and synapses receiving fluctuations of the corresponding CV. (B) Relation between the amplitude’s
fluctuation of background synaptic activity and tendency to become LTD. (C) A schema of LTP-area. The red part
indicates the LTP-area, whose acreage is obtained by Eq. (12). (D) Relation between the amplitude’s fluctuation of
background synaptic activity and tendency to become LTP.
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enhances synaptic connections even if the frequency in both presynaptic input and the background activity does not
change, as you can see Fig. 4 B showing an increase in fluctuation width of the background activity significantly atten-
uates the LTD phase. Statistical properties of vesicular release can be considered a factor in the CV of fluctuations in
background synaptic activity. Several experimental research found synaptic vesicular release counts follow a binomial
distribution [30, 31]. The maximum number of vesicles per synapse that affects the CV of fluctuation in postsynaptic
membrane potential is constrained by the number of presynaptic docking sites [32]. The number of the docking site is
in proportion to the number of clusters of voltage-gated calcium channels in the active zone. Both parameters depend
on the developmental stage of animals and synaptic size [32, 33]. Further, the clusters of the calcium channels were
individually detected in many kinds of synapses. These findings and our results indicate that the CV of fluctuations in
background synaptic activity differs depending on anatomical and physiological features, suggesting that fluctuations
in the amplitude of background synaptic activity are involved in the plasticity properties in individual neurons [33, 34].

5 Conclusions

We examined the effect of fluctuations in background synaptic activity on synaptic plasticity by numerically solving a
calcium-based model. We found that the LTD phase in FDP decreases significantly with an increase in the fluctuation
of the background activity, leading to the strengthening of the synaptic efficacy. Thus, we newly found that the
amplitude fluctuation of background synaptic activity has a positive effect on the output of FDP.
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