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Abstract

We describe the combinatorics of equilibria and steady states of neurons in threshold-linear
networks that satisfy the Dale’s law. The combinatorial code of a Dale network is characterized
in terms of two conditions: (i) a condition on the network connectivity graph, and (ii) a spectral
condition on the synaptic matrix. We find that in the weak coupling regime the combinato-
rial code depends only on the connectivity graph, and not on the particulars of the synaptic
strengths. Moreover, we prove that the combinatorial code of a weakly coupled network is a
sublattice, and we provide a learning rule for encoding a sublattice in a weakly coupled excita-
tory network. In the strong coupling regime we prove that the combinatorial code of a generic
Dale network is intersection-complete and is therefore a convex code, as is common in some
sensory systems in the brain.
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1 Introduction

We study the equilibria and steady states of threshold-linear networks that satisfy the Dale’s
law. Threshold-linear networks have been extensively studied in [13, 24, 12, 7, 5, 9, 19], and a
number of results regarding the stable fixed points of these networks were obtained, especially in
the case of a symmetric synaptic matrix. Networks that satisfy the Dale’s law have been previously
investigated in the context of large random networks [21, 1, 15] (this list is very incomplete), where
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the statistical properties such as the spectrum, the number of equilibria and phase transitions have
been investigated. In contrast, we are interested in describing the exact combinatorics of the neural
code of these networks, as opposed to investigating statistical features.

To this end we developed a method for understanding the combinatorial codes of threshold-linear
networks that obey the Dale’s law. A combinatorial code is the collection of patterns of neuronal
activation at the equilibria that is possible on a given network. In particular, this discards the
details of the firing rates, and only keeps track of what neurons are co-active. It turns out its
possible to directly translate features of the connectivity graph into the combinatorial code of a
Dale network. We show that the connectivity features completely determine the combinatorial
neural code in the weak coupling regime. In the strong coupling regime the code is described in
terms of connectivity and certain spectral conditions on the excitatory subnetworks. We also show
that these combinatorial codes are convex, that is they are compatible with patterns of overlaps of
convex receptive fields that are common in many sensory systems of the brain [4].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the necessary background for
threshold-linear networks and Dale’s law and define the combinatorial and stable combinatorial
codes. In Section 3 we state our main results, while Section 4 has a brief discussion. The proofs are
relegated to Section 5. Finally, Section 6 contains some necessary results concerning the stability
of fixed points of threshold-linear networks.

2 Preliminaries: The combinatorial codes of Dale networks

We consider a standard firing rate model of a recurrent neural network of n neurons, where the
dynamics of the firing rates xiptq ě 0 is described by the differential equations

9xi “ ´xi `

«

n
ÿ

j“1

Wijxj ` bi

ff

`

, i “ 1, . . . , n, (1)

and rys` “ maxp0, yq is the ReLU transfer function.
We assume that this excitatory-inhibitory network respects the Dale’s law [10], whereas the

neurons are either excitatory (denoted as E) or inhibitory (denoted as I), and the synaptic weights
satisfy the following sign constrains:

excitatory synapses: i P E ùñ Wij ě 0, @j “ 1 . . . n

inhibitory synapses: i P I ùñ Wij ď 0, @j “ 1 . . . n.

Furthermore, we assume that the diagonal entries of W are zeros, Wii “ 0 and denote the collection
of all n ˆ n Dale matrices by Dn.

Following a common architecture of the neocortex, we also assume that the excitatory neurons
“broadcast” the output, while the activity of the inhibitory neurons is not observable directly outside
of the network. We thus consider the setup where the inputs to the network are excitatory, while
only the excitatory output can be “read” from the network (Figure 1). We shall call such a network
a Dale network.
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Figure 1: A Dale recurrent network.

We are interested in the combinatorics of the excitatory output of Dale networks. A combina-
torial code is the set of possible patterns of neural activation at the fixed points (or steady states).
For a firing rate vector x P Rn

ě0, we consider the excitatory support, i.e. the set of active excitatory
neurons:

supp` x “ ti P E |xi ą 0u Ă E .

Recall that x˚ P Rn is a fixed point of a network (1) if xptq “ x˚ is a constant solution. For a given
Dale network (1), we denote the set of excitatory supports of all the possible fixed points as

FP`pW, bq “
␣

supp` x˚
ˇ

ˇ x˚ P Rn
ě0 is a fixed point of (1)

(

.

Here the plus sign highlights the difference from a somewhat different definition in [18], which
considers the combinatorics of all fixed points, which were previously investigated.

The combinatorial code of a Dale synaptic matrix W is the collection of all possible excitatory
support in all fixed points in response to all possible inputs:

CpW q
def
“

ď

bPRn
ě0

FP`pW, bq. (2)

The stable combinatorial code is the set of the excitatory supports of asymptotically stable fixed
points:

SCpW q
def
“

ď

bPRn
ě0

tsupp` x˚ |x˚ P Rn
ě0 is an asymptotically stable fixed pointu.

It turns out that the combinatorial codes of Dale networks can be completely described in terms
of connectivity and spectral radius of the synaptic matrix. We also show that the combinatorial
code is always intersection complete, which implies it is also always a convex combinatorial code
[4].

3 The main results

Here we state the main results, while all the proofs of the theorems are provided in Section 5. To
simplify the mathematical analyses of the network, we make the following mild assumption.
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Ground Assumption. The synaptic matrix W of the network (1) satisfies the condition that for
every non-empty subset of neurons σ Ă rns the principal submatrix pI ´ W qσ is non-singular.

Note that for a a square nˆn matrix A and a subset σ Ă rns we denote by Aσ the appropriate
principal submatrix. In all our results the Ground Assumption is always implicitly assumed. Note
that the set of matrices that do not have this property has measure zero, thus this assumption is
generically satisfied in any network without fine-tuning.

3.1 The role of excitatory-inhibitory connectivity in shaping the combinatorial
code

We first observe that to understand the combinatorial code, one can streamline the excitatory-
inhibitory connectivity to its “essential features” as follows.

Theorem 3.1. Let W P Dn be a Dale matrix with a set of excitatory neurons E and inhibitory
neurons I. Let m “ |E | ` 1 and let W 1 P Dm be any Dale matrix such that W 1

E “ WE and for all
i P E,

W 1
im “

#

´1, Dj P I with Wij ‰ 0,

0, @j P I with Wij “ 0.

Then CpW q “ CpW 1q.

In other words, the combinatorial code CpW q remains unchanged if we replace all the inhibitory
neurons with a single inhibitory neuron that mimics the connectivity of the entire inhibitory pop-
ulation to each excitatory neuron. Note that here the numerical values of the inhibitory-excitatory
weights of the synaptic matrix W do not affect the combinatorial code, even though they may de-
termine the stability of the appropriate fixed points. Furthermore, the following result states that
the connections from excitatory to inhibitory neurons have no influence over the combinatorial code
CpW q, while they still may determine the stability of the appropriate fixed points, as well as other
dynamical properties.

Theorem 3.2. Let W P Dn be a Dale matrix with a set of excitatory neurons E and inhibitory
neurons I, and let W 1 P Dn be such that

W 1
ij “

#

0, @i P I, @j P E
Wij , otherwise

.

Then CpW q “ CpW 1q.

3.2 The characterization of the combinatorial code of a Dale network

Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 imply that only excitatory ´ excitatory synapses and a particular feature of
the inhibitory-excitatory connectivity play a role in shaping the combinatorial code. To describe
these features we make the following definitions.

Definition 3.3. LetW be a Dale matrix, and E and I denote the set of its excitatory and inhibitory
neurons respectively.
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• An excitatory connectivity graph ofW is a directed graphGE whose vertices are the excitatory
neurons E , and whose arcs are defined as

i Ñ j ðñ Wji ‰ 0, where i ‰ j P E .

• The un-inhibited set β Ă E is the subset of excitatory neurons that do not receive any
recurrent inhibition, i.e.

β
def
“ tj P E | @i P I, Wji “ 0u .

• For a directed graph G on a set of vertices E and a subset β Ă E , we define a code of a pair
pG, βq as

codepG, βq
def
“ tσ Ă E | tpσq X β Ă σu ,

where
tpσq

def
“

ď

iPσ

tj P E | i Ñ ju

denotes the set of all the synaptic targets of a subset of excitatory neurons σ.

The following theorem describes the combinatorial code of a Dale network.

Theorem 3.4. Let W be a Dale matrix, and σ Ă E be a non-empty subset of excitatory neurons.
Then σ P CpW q if and only if the following two conditions are both satisfied:

(i) (the spectral condition) ρpWβσq ă 1,

(ii) (the graph condition) σ P codepGE , βq,

where Wβσ denotes the synaptic weights of the excitatory sub-network on the subset βσ “ β X σ,
and ρpWβσq denotes the spectral radius of the matrix Wβσ .

We say that the network (1) is weakly coupled if the Frobenius matrix norm

||W ||F “

b

tracepW TW q

of its synaptic matrix W is smaller than 1. It is natural to consider the weak coupling regime
separately, as in this regime the spectral condition in Theorem 3.4 is always satisfied.

Theorem 3.5. Let W be a nonsingular Dale matrix that is weakly coupled, i.e. ||W ||F ă 1. Then
every fixed point is a steady state, and the combinatorial code is completely described by the graph
condition:

CpW q “ SCpW q “ codepGE , βq.

Furthermore, for all b P Rn
ě0 there is a unique globally exponentially stable fixed point of (1).

The above theorem implies that the combinatorial code of weakly coupled networks is completely
determined by the connectivity features alone, and does not depend on the strengths of the synapses
as long as the network is in the weak coupling regime. The following cautionary example illustrates
two Dale matrices that are not weakly coupled. These matrices have the same connectivity, but they
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exhibit different eigenvalue spectra of excitatory subnetworks, resulting in different combinatorial
codes. Consider Dale matrices

W “

¨

˚

˝

0 2 0 ´2
1 0 2 0
0 1 0 0
1 1 1 0

˛

‹

‚

, and U “

¨

˚

˝

0 3 0 ´2
0.5 0 0.5 0
0 0.5 0 0
1 1 1 0

˛

‹

‚

and note that both these matrices have the same excitatory connectivity graph GE and the same
excitatory neurons β “ t2, 3u that do not receive inhibition. Let σ “ t1, 2, 3u, thus βσ “ t2, 3u

and observe that ρpWβσq “
?
2 ą 1, thus by Theorem 3.4 σ R CpW q. On the other hand ρpUβσq “

0.5 ă 1. Furthermore, because σ “ E , the graph condition tpσq X β Ă σ is satisfied and thus by
Theorem 3.4, σ P CpUq.

3.3 Combinatorial codes of Dale recurrent networks are convex

Perhaps the most surprising implication of Theorem 3.4 is that Dale networks naturally produce
convex combinatorial codes. To explain the relevant background, we first motivate and define con-
vex combinatorial codes.

There are two complimentary viewpoints on what determines neural activity in sensory sys-
tems. One viewpoint is that the brain represents information via patterns of neural activity that
arise as a result of neural dynamics. A different perspective is that the neural activity in sensory
neural systems is induced by external stimuli, whereby each neuron responds to a given stimulus
according to its own receptive field. These two pictures must agree with each other, that is the
patterns of neural activity resulting from the dynamics should be compatible with those allotted
by the patterns of the receptive fields.

We define a receptive field of an individual neuron as a subset U Ă Rd in a stimulus space Rd,
such that the firing rate xptq of a given neuron is non-zero at the times when the stimulus is in the
region U . Given a collection of receptive fields U “ tUiu of a population of neurons E , consider the
code of U , that describes all possible intersection patterns of the receptive fields Ui as

codepUq
def
“ tσ Ă E |Rσ ‰ ∅u,

where

Rσ
def
“

˜

č

iPσ

Ui

¸

z
ď

jRσ

Uj

denotes the region in the stimulus space where each of the neurons in σ is activated and no other
considered neuron is active, and R∅

def
“ Rdz

Ť

jPE Uj . The regions Rσ partition the stimulus space

Rd (see Figure 2).
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U1

U3U2

U4

R13

Figure 2: An example of a collection of receptive fields U “ tU1, U2, U3, U4u and its code, C “

codepUq “ t∅, 2, 3, 4, 12, 13, 23, 34, 123, 134u. Here we denote a codeword ti1, i2, . . . , iku P C by the
string i1i2 . . . ik; for example, t1, 3, 4u is abbreviated to 134. Note that all Ui are convex (and thus
connected), but the regions Rσ are typically non-convex for non-maximal subsets σ. For example
R13 is neither convex nor connected.

Note that codepUq is the set of all possible pattens of neuronal activation that are compatible
with the receptive fields U . The same patterns should be allowed by the neural network dynamics.
We associate a combinatorial neural code CpW q to a Dale network (1), and we interpret the fixed
points of the excitatory neurons (both stable and unstable) as our model for (transiently) activated
stimulus representations. In order to reconcile this interpretation with the receptive field perspec-
tive, the combinatorial code of the network must be the same as the intersection patterns of the
receptive fields:

CpW q “ codepUq.

Recall that a set U Ă Rd is called convex if for any two points x, y P U the line segment
rx, ys also lies in U . A number of sensory areas in the brain possess convex receptive fields; a very
incomplete list of such areas includes the hippocampus, the primary visual cortex, the primary
auditory cortex, etc. Following [6, 4, 16, 8], we define convex combinatorial codes as follows.

Definition 3.6. A combinatorial code C Ă 2rns is open convex if C “ codepUq for a collection
U “ tUiu of open convex subsets in a Euclidean space Rd, for some d ě 1.

Figure 3: A non-convex
code C “ t1, 2, 13, 23u.

It has been previously established in [6, 11, 4] that not every
combinatorial code is open convex. The smallest example of a non-
convex code is illustrated in Figure 3. The topological properties that
prevent a combinatorial code from being convex were studied in [4,
8, 17]. In fact, a randomly chosen1 combinatorial code on a large
number of neurons is non-convex with a high probability.

Following [4], recall that a combinatorial code C is called
intersection-complete, if intersection of any two codewords in C also
belongs to C:

σ, ν P C ùñ σ X ν P C.
1This, of course, requires a proper definition of the probability distribution on the set of all codes that we omit

here.
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If a code is intersection-complete and also has the property that a union of two codewords is a
codeword, then such code is a sublattice of 2E [22]. It has been previously established in [4] that
intersection-complete codes are open convex.

Theorem 3.7. [4] Suppose C Ă 2rns is an intersection-complete code. Then C is open convex.

We use this result to show that the combinatorial codes of a Dale network are convex. Consider
a directed graph GE , whose vertices are the excitatory neurons E , and whose edges are derived from
the the excitatory connectivity as in Definition 3.3. First we observe the following.

Proposition 3.8. The code codepGE , βq is a sublattice of the Boolean lattice 2E .

This observation, combined with Theorem 3.5 implies that the combinatorial code of a weakly
coupled network is a sublattice. If the network is not weakly coupled, then the spectral condition
in Theorem 3.4 may prevent the code of the network from being a sublattice, however the code
CpW q of a Dale network remains intersection-complete.

Theorem 3.9. For a Dale synaptic matrix W , its code CpW q is intersection-complete and is thus
convex.

The proof of this theorem is given in Section 5.2 (page 19). We suggest that this theorem may
provide a new explanation for the prevalence of convex receptive fields of excitatory neurons in
recurrent circuits of sensory systems.

3.4 Constructing a Dale network from a combinatorial code

Can one encode an arbitrary combinatorial code as the combinatorial code of a Dale network?
Theorem 3.9 implies that the code needs to be intersection-complete, to be realized on a generic
Dale network. In addition, Proposition 3.8 tells us that if one wants to build a weakly coupled
network with a prescribed code, this code needs to be a sublattice. It turns out that any sublattice
can be encoded on a weakly coupled Dale network.

Theorem 3.10. Given a sublattice C Ă 2E with ∅, E P C, define a map c : 2E Ñ C as

cpσq
def
“

č

νPC,
νĄσ

ν, (3)

and consider a directed graph Gc, whose vertices are E and whose edges are defined via the rule

i Ñ j ðñ j P cptiuq and i ‰ j. (4)

Then C “ codepGc, Eq.

This theorem, combined with Theorem 3.5 translates into the following

Corollary 3.11. Given a sublattice C Ă 2E with ∅, E P C, one can find a weakly coupled network
W of excitatory neurons with C “ CpW q.
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Here the learning rule for an excitatory synaptic matrix W amounts to assigning small non-
zero excitatory synaptic weights according to the directed arcs in the graph Gc defined in equations
(3),(4).

The following example illustrates the procedure described above to construct a graph of con-
nectivity from a given code. Consider a sublattice C “ t∅, t4u, t2, 4u, t3, 4u,
t2, 3, 4u, t1, 2, 3, 4uu. It is straightforward to verify that Gc is the graph in Figure 4 and thus
C “ codepGc, t1, 2, 3, 4uq.

1 2

3 4

Figure 4: The graphGc on four vertices such that codepGc, r4sq “ t∅, t4u, t2, 4u, t3, 4u, t2, 3, 4u, r4su.

4 Discussion

We investigated threshold-linear recurrent networks that satisfy the Dale’s law and established what
features of the synaptic connectivity are responsible for determining their combinatorial codes. The-
orem 3.4 describes the combinatorial code in terms of the connectivity graph and the spectral radii
of the appropriate sub-matrices. In the case of weakly coupled networks, the spectral conditions
are always satisfied and the combinatorial code depends only on the features in codepG, βq that
are derived from the connectivity graph (Theorem 3.5). In this situation, all the fixed points are
stable, moreover the combinatorial code is a sublattice. We also proved that any sub-lattice can be
encoded as a combinatorial code of an excitatory network (Corollary 3.11).

If the network is not weakly coupled, the spectral condition in Theorem 3.4 may prevent the
combinatorial code from being a sublattice. Intuitively, this is because the union of two codewords in
CpW q may not be in CpW q, as the spectral radius of the appropriate larger matrix may (or may not)
increase. We have proven in Theorem 3.9 that every combinatorial code is intersection-complete
and therefore convex. Can any intersection-complete code be encoded on a Dale network? The
answer to this question is currently unknown, as it requires a better understanding of the interplay
of the spectral and the graph conditions in Theorem 3.4 .

Finally, we hypothesize that the result (Theorem 3.9) that the combinatorial codes of Dale
recurrent networks are always convex may provide a natural explanation for the ubiquity of convex
receptive fields in many sensory systems in the mammalian brain.

5 Proofs

In this section we provide proofs for our main results stated in Section 3. First, we recall the
conditions for having a fixed point of the dynamics of (1).

Lemma 5.1. [7, Proposition 2.1] For a threshold linear network in eq. (1), characterized by pW, bq,
a point x˚ P Rn is a fixed point with support σ Ă rns if and only if the following conditions are all
satisfied
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1. pI ´ W qσx
˚
σ “ bσ,

2. x˚
σ ą 0, and

3. bσ ď ´Wσσx
˚
σ.

Here bσ the restriction of a vector b to the indices in σ, σ denotes the complement in rns to
a subset σ, Wσσ is the rectangular submatrix of W , restricted to the rows in σ and columns in
σ, and pI ´ W qσ “ pI ´ W qσσ is the principal submatrix restricted to the subset σ. Note that
if pI ´ W qσ is invertible, then there is at most one fixed point with support σ and it is given by
x˚
σ “ pIσ ´ Wσq´1bσ.

A key ingredient in our proofs is the observation that the first condition in Lemma 5.1 can be
translated to the language of semipositive matrices (Definition 5.5 below). From there we make
use of the theory M -matrices (Definition 5.2 below). Note that the machinery of semipositive
matricies has been previously used in a different context of recurrent networks with Heaviside
transfer function in [23].

5.1 Necessary matrix theory results

First, we recall some definitions and results from the theory of M -matrices, following [3]. An m ˆ n
matrix A is positive (nonnegative) if Aij ą 0 (Aij ě 0) for all i and j. If A is positive (nonnegative)
we denote this by A ą 0 (A ě 0). For a vector x P Rn, we write x ą 0, x ă 0, x ě 0, or x ď 0 if all
the entries of corresponding vector x satisfy the appropriate inequality.

Definition 5.2. [3, Chapter 6] A square matrix A is a Z-matrix if Aij ď 0 for all i ‰ j. A
Z-matrix A is called an M -matrix if A “ sI ´ B, where I denotes the identity matrix, Bij ě 0 for
all i ‰ j, and the scalar s is not smaller than the spectral radius of the matrix B, s ě ρpBq.

The following simple corollary of the Perron-Frobenius theorem will be used later.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that A “ I ´ W , where W ě 0. Then the following two statements are
equivalent:

(i) The matrix A is a non-singular M -matrix.

(ii) The spectral radius of W is smaller than one: ρpW q ă 1.

Proof. Note that piiq ùñ piq is immediate. To prove the opposite direction observe that by the
Perron-Frobenius theorem [14], λ “ ρpW q ě 0 is an eigenvalue of the non-negative matrix W . If
A “ I ´ W is an M -matrix, then ρpW q ď 1. If λ “ ρpW q “ 1, then the matrix A “ I ´ W is
singular, which contradicts condition (i), thus piq ùñ piiq.

We shall also make use of the following.

Lemma 5.4. [3, Chapter 2, Corollary 1.6] Let A be a square nonnegative matrix. Suppose that
B is a principal submatrix of A. Then ρpBq ď ρpAq.

Definition 5.5. A square matrix A is semipositive if Dx ą 0 such that Ax ą 0.
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Lemma 5.6. Let A be a non-singular n ˆ n matrix. Then A is semipositive if and only if there
exists a vector x ą 0 such that Ax ě 0.

Proof. The forward direction is immediate. For the converse suppose that Dx ą 0 such that Ax ě 0.
Let a “ ||A´1||op be the operator norm of A´1, xm “ min1ďiďnpxiq, ε “ xm

2a
?
n
and ε P Rn be the

column vector whose all components are equal to ε. Then ||ε||2 “ xm
2a by construction. Furthermore,

||A´1ε||2 ď a||ε||2 “ axm
2a “ xm

2 . In particular,
řn

i“1pA´1εq2i ď
x2
m
4 for all 1 ď i ď n. Therefore,

pA´1εq2i ď
x2
m
4 which implies |pA´1εqi| ď xm

2 for all 1 ď i ď n. Thus, x ` A´1ε ą 0 because of the
way xm was defined. Finally, Apx ` A´1εq “ Ax ` ε ě 0 ` ε ą 0 and thus A is semipositive.

The following example illustrates the necessity of the hypothesis that A is a non-singular matrix

in Lemma 5.6. Consider a singular matrix A “

¨

˝

1 ´1 0
´1 1 0
0 0 1

˛

‚. Let x “
`

1 1 1
˘T

. Then note

that Ax ě 0. Now let y P R3
ą0. Suppose that Ay ą 0. This implies that y1 ą y2 and y2 ą y1 which

cannot be. Thus A is not semipositive.
There are numerous characterizations of M -matrices; one can find several dozen conditions on

a matrix that are all equivalent to being an M -matrix [3]. However, our proofs rely only on the
following observation.

Theorem 5.7. [3, Chapter 6, Theorem 2.3] Let A be a Z-matrix. Then A is a non-singular
M -matrix if and only if A is semipositive.

5.2 The proofs

In order to prove Theorem 3.1 a few preliminary results are necessary. Namely Theorem 5.9
and Corollary 5.10. We also introduce the following notation for convenience.

Definition 5.8. For the dynamical system in (1) we denote the set of supports of all the fixed

points by FP pW, bq and we let FP pW q
def
“

Ť

bě0 FP pW, bq.

Theorem 5.9. Let W P Dn and W 1 P Dn`1 be Dale matrices such that W 1
rns

“ W , and the last

pn ` 1q-st column of W 1 is inhibitory and satisfies the following condition:

Di P E with W 1
ipn`1q ă 0 ùñ Dj P I with Wij ă 0. (5)

Then CpW q “ CpW 1q.

Proof. The proof needs that both matrices W and W 1 satisfy the Ground Assumption (page 4).
Since being non-singular is a fine-tuned condition for matrices, this is generically true. Furthermore,
we can explicitly construct a W 1 in such a way that it satisfies the Ground Assumption and the
hypothesis in the statement of the theorem. In particular we can choose the pn ` 1q-st row of W 1

to be the zero vector. This will make it so that for any σ Ă rn ` 1s, pI ´ W 1qσ is non-singular,
assuming that W was already satisfying the Ground Assumption. We now proceed with the proof.

Suppose that σ P CpW q. Then, there exists τ Ă I such that ν “ σ \ τ P FP pW q, and (by
Lemma 5.1) a vector b P Rn

ě0 such that xν “ pIν ´ Wνq´1bν ą 0 and 0 ď bν ď ´Wννxν , where

11



ν “ rnszν. Let ν 1 “ ν Y tn ` 1u and define y P R|ν|`1
ą0 as follows. The first |ν| entries of y are those

of xν , i.e. yν “ xν P R|ν|

ą0, and the last entry is defined as

y|ν|`1 “

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPν

pI ´ W 1qpn`1qkxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` 1.

Then, by construction we have pI ´ W 1qν1y ě 0. Furthermore, ´W 1

ν1ν1
y ě ´Wννxν ě 0. Let

b1 P Rn`1
ě0 be defined by b1

ν1 “ pI ´ W 1qν1y and b1

ν1
“ 0. Then, by Lemma 5.1 ν 1 “ σ \ τ Y tn ` 1u P

FP pW 1, b1q Ă FP pW 1q, and thus σ P CpW 1q.

Now suppose that σ P CpW 1q. Then there exists a τ 1 Ă I\tn`1u such that ν “ σ\τ 1 P FP pW 1q.
Since ν P FP pW 1q, there exists a b1 P Rn`1

ě0 such that

x
def
“ pIν ´ W 1

νq´1b1
ν ą 0, and 0 ď b1

rn`1szν ď ´W 1
prn`1szνqνx,

by Lemma 5.1. We have two cases to consider; either τ 1 Ă I or pn ` 1q P τ 1.
In the case that τ 1 Ă I, observe that pIν ´W 1

νq´1 “ pIν ´Wνq´1 and that W 1
prn`1szνqν is almost

identical to Wprnszνqν ; W
1
prn`1szνqν can be obtained from Wprnszνqν by adding an extra row of entries

induced from the pn ` 1q-st row of W 1. Define b P Rn
ě0 by bν “ pI ´ W qνx “ pI ´ W 1qνx “ b1

ν and
brnszν “ 0. Then by construction

x “ pIν ´ Wνq´1bν ą 0, and 0 ď brnszν ď ´Wprnszνqνx,

and thus ν “ σ \ τ 1 P FP pW, bq Ă FP pW q by Lemma 5.1. Therefore σ P CpW q.
In the case that pn ` 1q P τ 1, let α be the set of indices of nonzero rows of W 1

Eτ 1 . For each
i P α let ji P I be such that W 1

iji
“ Wiji ă 0 (We can always choose ji to not equal n ` 1 by the

hypothesis of the theorem, and thus we can assume ji P I). Let µ “ σ \ I and define

c
def
“ max

#

max
iPσXα

´
1

Wiji

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
, max

iPI

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
,

max
iPprnszµqXα

´
1

Wiji

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

+

.

Let y P R|µ|

ą0 be defined by yσ “ xσ and yj “ 1 ` c for j P I.
Then for i P σ X α, we have

ppI ´ W qµyqi “
ÿ

kPµ

pI ´ W qikyk “
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikyk `
ÿ

kPI
pI ´ W qikyk “

“
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk `
ÿ

kPI
pI ´ W qik ` cpI ´ W qiji ` c

ÿ

ji‰kPI
pI ´ W qik ě

ě
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk ´ Wiji ` p´Wijiqp´
1

Wiji

q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` 0 ě

ě 0 ´ Wiji ą 0.
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For i P σzα, we have

ppI ´ W qµyqi “
ÿ

kPµ

pI ´ W qikyk “
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikyk `
ÿ

kPI
pI ´ W qikyk “

“
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk `
ÿ

kPI
pI ´ W qikyk ě

ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk ` 0 ą 0,

because the i-th row of W 1
Eτ 1 is zero for i R α by assumption and x was by hypothesis such that

for i P σzα, ppI ´ W 1qνxqi “
ř

kPνpI ´ W 1qikxk “
ř

kPσpI ´ W 1qikxk `
ř

kPτ 1pI ´ W 1qikxk “
ř

kPσpI ´ W qikxk ` 0 ą 0.
For i P I, we have

ppI ´ W qµyqi “
ÿ

kPµ

pI ´ W qikyk “
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikyk `
ÿ

kPI
pI ´ W qikyk “

“
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk `
ÿ

kPI
pI ´ W qik ` cpI ´ W qii ` c

ÿ

i‰kPI
pI ´ W qik ě

ě
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk ` pI ´ W qii `

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` 0 ě

ě 0 ` 1 ą 0.

Together, all these inequalities yield that pI ´ W qµy ą 0 and pIµ ´ Wµq´1pI ´ W qµy “ y ą 0.
On the other hand, for i P prnszµq X α, we have

p´Wprnszµqµyqi “ p´Wprnszµqµyqi “
ÿ

kPµ

´Wikyk “

“
ÿ

kPσ

´Wikyk `
ÿ

kPI
´Wikyk “

ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk `
ÿ

kPI
´Wik ` c

ÿ

kPI
´Wik “

“
ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk ´ Wiji `
ÿ

ji‰kPI
´Wik ` cp´Wijiq ` c

ÿ

ji‰kPI
´Wik ě

ě
ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk ´ Wiji ` 0 ` p´Wijiqp´
1

Wiji

q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` 0 ě

ě ´Wiji ą 0.

Furthermore, for i P prnszµqzα, we have

p´Wprnszµqµyqi “
ÿ

kPµ

´Wikyk “

“
ÿ

kPσ

´Wikyk `
ÿ

kPI
´Wikyk ě

ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk ` 0 ě 0,

because the i-th row of W 1
Eτ 1 is zero for i R α by assumption and x was by hypothesis such that for

i P prnszµqzα Ă E ,

p´W 1
prn`1szνqνxqi “

ÿ

kPν

´W 1
ikxk “

ÿ

kPσ

´W 1
ikxk `

ÿ

kPτ 1

´W 1
ikxk “

ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk ` 0 ě 0.

Let b P Rn
ě0 be defined by bµ “ pI ´ W qµy and brnszµ “ 0. Then, by construction µ “ σ \ I P

FP pW, bq Ă FP pW q by Lemma 5.1. Therefore σ P CpW q.

13



Corollary 5.10. Let W P Dn, and W 1 P Dn`1 be Dale matrices such that W 1
rns

“ W , and the last

pn ` 1q-st column of W 1 is inhibitory and such that for all i P E, Wipn`1q ă 0 if and only if the
i-th row vector of WE is nonzero. Let W 2 be a Dale matrix obtained by deleting all the inhibitory
columns and rows of W 1 except the pn ` 1q-st row and column. Then CpW q “ CpW 2q.

Proof. By Theorem 5.9 we have that CpW q “ CpW 1q. Now we can reindex the inhibitory columns
and rows so that the pn ` 1q-st column of W 1 becomes the first inhibitory column. Then we start
deleting all the other inhibitory rows and columns one at a time and at the end we obtain the matrix
W 2. The code will be preserved at each deletion step by Theorem 5.9 and thus CpW q “ CpW 2q.
Note that W 1 can be generically chosen such that W 1 and at each deletion step all relevant matrices
satisfy the Ground Assumption, which was necessary in the proof of Theorem 5.9.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Note that we can obtain W 1 from W by following the procedure from Corol-
lary 5.10 where we obtained W 2. The result thus follows.

Before proceeding to prove Theorem 3.2, we make a few observations in Proposition 5.11
and Corollary 5.12 which will simplify our proof strategy.

Proposition 5.11. Let W P Dn, σ Ă E and τ Ă I. If σ \ τ P FP pW q, then σ \ τ 1 P FP pW q for
any τ Ă τ 1 Ă I.

Proof. Suppose that ν “ σ \ τ P FP pW q and let τ Ă τ 1 Ă I, ν 1 “ σ \ τ 1. Then, there exists a
b P Rn

ě0 such that

x
def
“ pIν ´ Wνq´1bν ą 0, and 0 ď bν ď ´Wννx,

by Lemma 5.1. Define

c
def
“ max

iPτ 1zτ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

Let x1 P R|ν1|

ą0 be defined by x1
ν “ x and x1

i “ 1 ` c for i P ν 1zν. Then for i P ν we have

ppI ´ W qν1x1qi “
ÿ

kPν1

pI ´ W qikx
1
k “

“
ÿ

kPν

pI ´ W qikx
1
k `

ÿ

kPν1zν

pI ´ W qikx
1
k ě

ě
ÿ

kPν

pI ´ W qikxk ` 0 “ bi ě 0.

For i P ν 1zν we have

ppI ´ W qν1x1qi “
ÿ

kPν1

pI ´ W qikx
1
k “

“
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikx
1
k `

ÿ

kPτ

pI ´ W qikx
1
k `

ÿ

kPτ 1zτ

pI ´ W qikx
1
k ě

“
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikx
1
k ` 0 ` pI ´ W qiix

1
i `

ÿ

i‰kPτ 1zτ

pI ´ W qikx
1
k ě

ě
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk ` 1 ` c ` 0 ě
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk ` 1 `

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ě 1 ą 0.
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Furthermore, for i P ν 1 Ă ν we have

p´Wν1ν1x
1qi “

ÿ

kPν1

´Wikx
1
k “

ÿ

kPν

´Wikx
1
k `

ÿ

kPτ 1zτ

´Wikx
1
k ě

ÿ

kPν

´Wikxk ` 0 ě bi ě 0.

Define b1 P Rn
ě0 by b1

ν1 “ pI ´ W qν1x1 and b1

ν1
“ 0. Then by construction and by Lemma 5.1,

ν 1 “ σ \ τ 1 P FP pW, b1q Ă FP pW q.

We thus immediately have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.12. Let W P Dn. Then σ P CpW q if and only if σ \ I P FP pW q.

We now prove Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. The proof relies on W satisfying the Ground Assumption, however we will
also need W 1 to satisfy the Ground Assumption. Because of the way W 1 was constructed from W ,
this is the case. Indeed, observe that for σ Ă rns, we have a block matrix decomposition pI´W 1qσ “
ˆ

pI ´ W qEXσ ´WpEXσqpIXσq

0 pI ´ W qIXσ

˙

. Therefore detppI´W 1qσq “ detppI´W qEXσqdetppI´W qIXσq ‰ 0,

by the Ground Assumption for W . Having this in mind, we proceed with the proof.
Let σ P CpW q. Then there exists a τ Ă I such that ν “ σ \ τ P FP pW q. Thus, there exists a

b P Rn
ě0 such that

x
def
“ pIν ´ Wνq´1bν ą 0, and ´ Wννx ě bν ě 0,

by Lemma 5.1. Observe that because of the way W 1 was defined we have that

pI ´ W 1qij “

#

0, i P I, j P E
pI ´ W qij , otherwise

.

Therefore y
def
“ pI ´W 1qνx ě pI ´W qνx “ bν ě 0. Observe that x “ pIν ´W 1

νq´1y “ pIν ´Wνq´1bν .
Furthermore, ´W 1

ννx ě ´Wννx ě 0. Define b1 P Rn
ě0 by b1

ν “ y and b1
ν “ 0. Then by construction

ν “ σ \ τ P FP pW 1, b1q Ă FP pW 1q by Lemma 5.1. Therefore σ P CpW 1q.
Now suppose that σ P CpW 1q. By Corollary 5.12 it follows that ν “ σ \ I P FP pW 1q. Thus,

there exists a b1 P Rn
ě0 such that

x1 def
“ pIν ´ W 1

νq´1b1
ν ą 0, and ´ W 1

ννx
1 ě b1

ν ě 0,

by Lemma 5.1. Define

c
def
“ max

iPI

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikx
1
k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

.

Let x P R|ν|

ą0 be defined by xσ “ x1
σ and xi “ x1

i ` 1 ` c for all i P I. Then, for i P σ we have

ppI ´ W qνxqi “
ÿ

kPν

pI ´ W qikxk “

“
ÿ

kPν

pI ´ W 1qikx
1
k ` p1 ` cq

ÿ

kPI
pI ´ W qik ě

ě
ÿ

kPν

pI ´ W 1qikx
1
k ` 0 ě 0.
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For i P I we have

ppI ´ W qνxqi “
ÿ

kPν

pI ´ W qikxk “
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk `
ÿ

kPI
pI ´ W qikxk “

“
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikx
1
k ` pI ´ W qiixi `

ÿ

i‰kPI
pI ´ W qikxk ě

ě
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikx
1
k ` px1

i ` 1 ` cq ` 0 ě

ě
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikx
1
k ` 1 `

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikx
1
k

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ě 1 ą 0.

Furthermore, for i P ν “ Ezσ we have

p´Wννxqi “
ÿ

kPν

´Wikxk “
ÿ

kPν

´W 1
ikx

1
k ` p1 ` cq

ÿ

kPI
´W 1

ik ě
ÿ

kPν

´W 1
ikx

1
k ` 0 ě 0.

Define b P Rn
ě0 by bν “ pI ´ W qνx and bν “ 0. Then by construction and by Lemma 5.1,

ν “ σ \ I P FP pW, bq Ă FP pW q. Therefore, σ P CpW q.

From Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.13. Let W P Dn, with E “ t1, 2, . . . ,mu, |I| “ k ě 1, m ` k “ n. Let W 1 P Dm`1

be a Dale matrix obtained from W in the following way: W 1
ij “ Wij for i, j P E, and for all i P E,

W 1
ipm`1q

ă 0 if and only if the i-th row of WEI is a nonzero row vector, and the pm ` 1q-st row of

W 1 is zero. Then CpW q “ CpW 1q.

Before we proceed to prove Theorem 3.4, we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 5.14. Let A be an n ˆ m matrix, n ď m, such that Dσ Ă rms with |σ| “ n and that Arnsσ

is an invertible Z-matrix, and Arnsprmszσq ď 0. Here Arnsτ is a submatrix of A obtained by deleting
columns outside of τ . Then Dx P Rm

ą0 such that Ax ě 0 if and only if Arnsσ is an M -matrix.

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality that σ “ rns, otherwise we can re-index. Suppose
that Dx P Rm

ą0 such that Ax ě 0. For all i P rns we then have pAxqi “
ř

kPrms Aikxk “
ř

kPrns Aikxk`
ř

kPrmszrns Aikxk ě 0, from where it follows that
ř

kPrns Aikxk “ Airnsxrns ě 0 because Aiprmszrnsq ď 0
by assumption. Thus, Arnsxrns ě 0 and thus Arns is semipositive by Lemma 5.6. Since it is also a
Z-matrix by assumption, we have that it is an M -matrix by Theorem 5.7.

Conversely, suppose that Arns is an M -matrix. Then, since it is also invertible by assumption,
from Theorem 5.7 we have that Arns is semipositive. Therefore, Dy P Rn

ą0 such that Arnsy ě 0 by
Lemma 5.6. Note that for all i P rns,

ř

kPrmszrns Aik ď 0. Define

M
def
“ min

iPrns

ÿ

kPrns

Aikyk, N
def
“ min

iPrns

ÿ

kPrmszrns

Aik.

Observe that since Arns is invertible by assumption and y ą 0 it cannot be that Arnsy “ 0.
Thus, M ą 0. Suppose that N “ 0. Since, Arnsprmszrnsq ď 0 by assumption, this implies that
Arnsprmszrnsq “ 0. Therefore, we can define x P Rm

ą0 by xrns “ y and xj “ 1 for all j P rmszrns.
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Then, by construction Ax ě 0. Now suppose that N ‰ 0, that is N ă 0 and define x P Rm
ą0 by

xrns “ y and xj “ ´M
N for all j P rmszrns. Then for all i P rns we have

pAxqi “
ÿ

kPrms

Aikxk “
ÿ

kPrns

Aikxk `
ÿ

kPrmszrns

Aikxk “

“
ÿ

kPrns

Aikyk ´
M

N

ÿ

kPrmszrns

Aik ě M ´
M

N
N “ M ´ M “ 0.

Therefore Ax ě 0.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. By Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, we can assume that there is only one inhibitory
neuron, let us say the n-th neuron, and that the n-th row of W is all 0.

Suppose that σ P CpW q. As observed in Corollary 5.12, σ P CpW q if and only if τ “ σ \ tnu P

FP pW q. By Lemma 5.1, τ P FP pW q if and only if Dx P R|τ |

ą0 such that the following two conditions
are satisfied:

pI ´ W qτx ě 0 (6a)

0 ď ´Wττx. (6b)

Observe that for any vector y P R|τ |

ą0, for i P βσ we have

ppI ´ W qτyqi “
ÿ

kPτ

pI ´ W qikyk “
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikyk,

since pI ´W qin “ 0. Thus, condition (6a) forces us to have xσ ą 0 be such that pI ´W qβσσxσ ě 0.
Because pI ´ W qβσ is a non-singular Z-matrix and pI ´ W qβσpσzβσq ď 0, by Lemma 5.14 we
have that this is equivalent to pI ´ W qβσ being an M -matrix, that is ρpWβσq ă 1. Furthermore,
note that τ “ Ezσ. Thus, condition (6b) is equivalent that for all i P Ezσ we need to have
p´WpEzσqτxqi “

ř

kPτ ´Wikxk ě 0. For i P Ezσ, if Win “ 0 the only possibility is that Wiσ “ 0 for
the inequality to be true.

Thus to be able to find an x P Rn
ą0 for which condition (6b) is satisfied we need that for all

i P Ezσ, Wiσ “ 0 or Win ă 0. This implies that tpσq X β Ă σ.
Now suppose the following two conditions are both satisfied:

ρpWβσq ă 1 (7a)

tpσq X β Ă σ. (7b)

Condition (7a) means that pI ´W qβσ is an M -matrix. Because pI ´W qβσpσzβq ď 0, by Lemma 5.14

this means that there Dx P R|σ|

ą0 such that pI ´ W qβσσx ě 0. Let τ “ σ \ tnu, and define

c
def
“ max

#

max
iPσzβσ

´
1

Win

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
,

max
iPpEzσqzβσ

´
1

Win

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ
,
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

´Wnkxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

+

.
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Define y P R|τ |

ą0 by yσ “ x and y|τ | “ 1 ` c. Then, for i P βσ we have

ppI ´ W qτyqi “
ÿ

kPτ

pI ´ W qikyk “
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikyk ` pI ´ W qiny|τ | “

“
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk ´ Winp1 ` cq ě 0 ` 0p1 ` cq “ 0.

For i P σzβσ we have

ppI ´ W qτyqi “
ÿ

kPτ

pI ´ W qikyk “
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikyk ` pI ´ W qiny|τ | “

“
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk ´ Winp1 ` cq “
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk ´ Win ´ Winc ě

ě
ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk ´ Win ` Win
1

Win

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

pI ´ W qikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ě ´Win ą 0.

Similarly if i “ n, we will also have that ppI´W qτyqi ě 0 because of the definition of y|τ |, Therefore
we have that pI ´ W qτy ě 0. Furthermore, tpσq X β Ă σ implies that for all i P Ezσ, Wiσ “ 0 or
Win ă 0. Note that τ “ Ezσ. Thus for i P pEzσq X βσ, and thus Win “ 0, we have that it must be
that Wiσ “ 0 and therefore

p´Wττyqi “
ÿ

kPτ

´Wikyk “
ÿ

kPσ

´Wikyk ´ Winy|τ | “ 0 ´ 0p1 ` cq “ 0 ě 0.

On the other hand for i P pEzσqzβσ we have that Win ă 0 and thus

p´Wττyqi “
ÿ

kPτ

´Wikyk “
ÿ

kPσ

´Wikyk ´ Winy|τ | “
ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk ´ Winp1 ` cq “

ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk ´ Win ´ Winc ě
ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk ´ Win ` Win
1

Win

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

kPσ

´Wikxk

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ě

ě ´Win ą 0.

Thus, we have that 0 ď ´Wττy and therefore τ “ σ \ tnu P FP pW q by Lemma 5.1. Hence
σ P CpW q.

We now prove Theorem 3.5, mainly relying on results stated in Section 6.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Since ||W ||F ă 1, this implies that ρpWηq ă 1 for any principal submatrix
Wη, η Ă rns. Therefore by Theorem 3.4, CpW q “ codepGE , βq. Furthermore, ||W ||F ă 1 implies
that W P L (Definition 6.1) by Lemma 6.2. Since the Ground Assumption is assumed to hold,
by Proposition 6.3, for all b P Rn

ě0 (1) has a unique globally exponentially stable fixed point. In
particular, if σ P CpW q, by definition σ \ τ is a support of a fixed point of (1) for some τ Ă I
and some input b P Rn

ě0. This fixed point is unique and asymptotically (exponentially) stable as
argued above. Therefore σ P SCpW q. The inclusion SCpW q Ă CpW q is by definition and thus
CpW q “ SCpW q.

The proof of Proposition 3.8 is straightforward and it gives us the important Corollary 5.15.

18



Proof of Proposition 3.8. It’s easy to see that ∅, E P codepG, βq. To show that codepG, βq is re-
spected by intersections and unions assume that tpσiq X β Ă σi for i “ 1, 2, σi Ă E . Since
tpσ1 X σ2q Ă tpσ1q X tpσ2q, we obtain that

tpσ1 X σ2q X β Ă tpσ1q X tpσ1q X β Ă σ1 X σ2.

Similarly,

tpσ1 Y σ2q X β “ ptpσ1q Y tpσ2qq X β “ ptpσ1q X βq Y ptpσ2q X βq Ă σ1 Y σ2.

Corollary 5.15. Let W P Dn. The code CpW q is closed under intersections.

Proof. Suppose that σ, τ P CpW q. By Theorem 3.4 we have that ρpWβσq, ρpWβτ q ă 1 and that
σ, τ P codepGE , βq. Note that WβσXτ is a principal submatrix of Wβσ which is nonnegative. Thus,
by Lemma 5.4, ρpWβσXτ q ă 1. Furthermore, codepGE , βq is closed under intersections by Proposi-
tion 3.8 and thus σ X τ P codepGE , βq. Thus, by Theorem 3.4 it follows that σ X τ P CpW q.

By Corollary 5.15 and Theorem 3.7 we immediately get Theorem 3.9.

We now proceed to prove Theorem 3.10. Given a code C Ă 2E that is a sublattice with ∅, E P C,
recall the definition of c : 2E Ñ C and the graph pGc, Eq from Theorem 3.10. Let tcpσq denote
the targets of σ Ă E in the graph pGc, Eq. By definition, one sees that cp∅q “ ∅, cpEq “ E , and
σ Ă cpσq. We immediately make the following observations that will help us prove Theorem 3.10.

Lemma 5.16. Let C Ă 2E be a sublattice with ∅, E P C. Then the following are true.

1. Let σ, τ Ă E. Then cpσ Y τq “ cpσq Y cpτq,

2. C “ tσ Ă E |σ “ cpσqu.

Proof. For part 1, we first show that cpσq Y cpτq Ă cpσ Y τq. Note that since σ Ă σ Y τ it follows
that cpσq Ă cpσ Y τq. Similarly cpτq Ă cpσ Y τq. Therefore cpσq Y cpτq Ă cpσ Y τq. Now we show
the other inclusion. Observe that since C is a lattice, it follows that cpσq, cpτq and cpσq Y cpτq P C.
Furthermore, σ Y τ Ă cpσq Y cpτq and therefore by definition cpσ Y τq Ă cpσq Y cpτq.

To prove part 2, suppose that σ P C. By definition,

cpσq “
č

νPC,σĂν

ν.

Since σ P C, it follows that
č

νPC,σĂν

ν “ σ,

and thus cpσq “ σ. Now suppose that σ Ă E is such that

cpσq “
č

νPC,σĂν

ν “ σ.

Since C is finite and is closed under finite intersections, it follows that σ P C.
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Lemma 5.17. The arcs in Gc are a transitive relation on E.

Proof. Let i, j, k P E be such that i Ñ j and j Ñ k. In other words, we have j P cpiq and k P cpjq.
Let ν P C be such that i P ν. Then, by definition j P ν. Since k P cpjq, by definition this implies
that k P ν. Therefore, by definition i Ñ k.

Lemma 5.18. Let G be any graph whose transitive closure is Gc. Then codepG, Eq “ codepGc, Eq

Proof. Let tpσq, tcpσq be the targets of σ Ă E , in G and Gc respectively. By definition codepG, Eq “

tσ Ă E | tpσq Ă σu and codepGc, Eq “ tσ Ă E | tcpσq Ă σu. By assumption tpσq Ă tcpσq for all σ Ă E .
Thus for any σ Ă E if tcpσq Ă σ then tpσq Ă σ. Therefore codepGc, Eq Ă codepG, Eq. Furthemore,
if for any σ Ă E , tpσq Ă σ, then tmpσq Ă σ where tm is an m-fold application of the t operator to
σ, for any m ě 1. Thus, tcpσq Ă σ. Therefore codepG, Eq Ă codepGc, Eq.

Remark 5.19. This whole construction is common and known in finitely generated topologies, or
equivalently Alexandroff topological spaces [2]. Note that ∅, E P C and C being a lattice, means
that C is a collection of closed sets of a topology on E . The digraph we obtained is also known as the
specialization preorder associated to the topology of C. Technically, the digraph we would obtain
would have all loops, but we can ignore them as there is a one-to-one functorial correspondence of
graphs with no loops and graphs with all loops.

Finally, we can prove Theorem 3.10.

Proof of Theorem 3.10. By definition, codepGc, Eq “ tσ Ă E | tcpσq X E “ tcpσq Ă σu. Thus, we
need to show that tσ Ă E | tcpσq X E “ tcpσq Ă σu “ tσ Ă E | cpσq “ σu. Let G be the digraph on
E be defined by i Ñ j if and only if j P cpiq for all i, j P E . Let tpσq be the targets of σ Ă E in
G. Note that by construction, tpσq “ tcpσq Y σ. Therefore for all σ Ă E , tpσq “ σ if and only if
tcpσq Ă σ. Furthermore, by construction tpiq “ cpiq. Hence by Lemma 5.16 for all σ Ă E we have

tpσq “
ď

iPσ

tpiq “
ď

iPσ

cpiq “ c

˜

ď

iPσ

i

¸

“ cpσq.

Therefore for all σ Ă E , cpσq “ σ if and only if tcpσq Ă σ.

6 Appendix: Stability of Linear-Threshold Rate Dynamics

Here we expose the necessary results on the stability of the linear threshold dynamics from [19, 20]
that we used in the proofs of Section 5. For a matrix A let ||A|| be its 2-norm and let |A| denote
the matrix |A|ij “ |Aij |.

Definition 6.1. An n ˆ n matrix A is totally-L stable, written A P L, if there exists P “ P T ą 0
such that p´I ` ATΣqP ` P p´I ` ΣAq ă 0 for all Σ “ diagpσq and σ P t0, 1un.

Lemma 6.2. [19, Lemma 2.3]

1. ρp|W |q ă 1 ùñ W P L.

2. ||W || ă 1 ÝÑ W P L.
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Given a σ P t0, 1un let Σ “ diagpσq, that is the diagonal matrix with the elements of σ on the
diagonal. In the statements of the following results the authors in [19] had a hypothesis that W
is non-singular and that for all σ P t0, 1un, pI ´ ΣW q is non-singular as well. By the standard
correspondence between finite binary sequences and finite subsets of 2rns, it is not hard to observe
that for a given σ P t0, 1un, pI ´ΣW q is non-singular if and only if pI ´W qσ is non-singular. Thus,
the second hypothesis is equivalent to the Ground Assumption. We thus continue not writing out
the Ground Assumption in the statement of the following theorem as is the case in the rest of the
paper, but the reader should note that it is indeed necessary for the statement to be true.

Proposition 6.3. [19, Proposition 4.9] Consider the network dynamics in (1). If ρp|W |q ă 1 or
||W || ă 1, then for all b P Rn, the network has a unique fixed point x˚ and it is globally exponentially
stable relative to x˚.

Note that it has been shown in [19], that a more general condition [19, Theorem 4.8] can
also guarantee the above result. However, checking if the matrix W satisfies those conditions is
significantly harder in our context, thus we used the statement above instead.
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