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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 , |§|, , 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 (this list is very incomplete), where



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 convez, 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 x;(¢) > 0 is described by the differential equations

n
T; = —x; + [2 Wz‘j*’”ﬂ'"‘bi] ,ot=1...m, (1)
Jj=1 +

and [y], = max(0,y) 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 £) or inhibitory (denoted as Z), and the synaptic weights
satisfy the following sign constrains:

0, Vj=1...n
0, Vj=1...n

excitatory synapses: 1 € £ = W;; >
inhibitory synapses: 1 € Z = W;; <

Furthermore, we assume that the diagonal entries of W are zeros, W;; = 0 and denote the collection
of all n x n Dale matrices by D,,.

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

supp,xz = {ie&|x; >0} €.

Recall that z* € R™ is a fixed point of a network (1)) if z(¢) = =* is a constant solution. For a given
Dale network , we denote the set of excitatory supports of all the possible fixed points as

FP,(W,b) = {supp, z* ’ z* € RY, is a fixed point of (I]) }.

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:

CW) = | J FPy(W,b). (2)

beRY

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

Sc(w) ¥ U {supp, 2™ | 2™ € R, is an asymptotically stable fixed point}.

beRZ,

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.



Ground Assumption. The synaptic matric W of the network satisfies the condition that for
every non-empty subset of neurons o < [n] the principal submatriz (I — W), is non-singular.

Note that for a a square n x n matrix A and a subset o  [n] we denote by A, 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 € D,, be a Dale matriz with a set of excitatory neurons £ and inhibitory
neurons Z. Let m = || + 1 and let W' € Dy, be any Dale matriz such that Wi = We and for all
1€é&,

— ~1, 3j € T with W;; # 0,
e 0, VjeZuwith W;; =0.

Then C(W) = C(W').

In other words, the combinatorial code C(W) 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
C(W), while they still may determine the stability of the appropriate fixed points, as well as other
dynamical properties.

Theorem 3.2. Let W € D, be a Dale matrix with a set of excitatory neurons £ and inhibitory
neurons I, and let W' € D,, be such that

—— 0, VieI,Vjeé"
" Wi;, otherwise

Then C(W) = C(W").

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. Let W be a Dale matrix, and £ and Z denote the set of its excitatory and inhibitory
neurons respectively.



e An excitatory connectivity graph of W is a directed graph G¢ whose vertices are the excitatory
neurons &, and whose arcs are defined as

i—j <= Wj;; #0, wherei # jef.

e The un-inhibited set 8 < & is the subset of excitatory neurons that do mot receive any
recurrent inhibition, i.e.
BE{je&|Viel, Wj=0}.

e For a directed graph G on a set of vertices £ and a subset 5 < &, we define a code of a pair

(G.B) as
code(G, B) E {oc c E|t(o) nB o},

where

to) = | Jlie€li—j}

i€o

denotes the set of all the synaptic targets of a subset of excitatory neurons o.
The following theorem describes the combinatorial code of a Dale network.

Theorem 3.4. Let W be a Dale matriz, and o < £ be a non-empty subset of excitatory neurons.
Then o € C(W) if and only if the following two conditions are both satisfied:

(i) (the spectral condition) p(Wps, ) < 1,
(ii) (the graph condition) o € code(Gg, ),

where Wpg_ denotes the synaptic weights of the excitatory sub-network on the subset B, = B n o,
and p(Wpg,) denotes the spectral radius of the matriz Wg_ .

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

Wllp = 1/trace(WTW
|

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 is always satisfied.

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

C(W) =SC(W) = code(Gg, B).

Furthermore, for all b e RL there is a unique globally exponentially stable fized point of .

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



exhibit different eigenvalue spectra of excitatory subnetworks, resulting in different combinatorial
codes. Consider Dale matrices

02 0 —2 0 3 0 -2
102 0 05 0 05 0
W=1g 10 of @ U=|y 05 0o o
111 0 1 1 1 0

and note that both these matrices have the same excitatory connectivity graph G¢ and the same
excitatory neurons = {2,3} that do not receive inhibition. Let o = {1,2,3}, thus 5, = {2,3}
and observe that p(Wps,) = v/2 > 1, thus by Theorem [3.4/ o ¢ C(W). On the other hand p(Us,) =
0.5 < 1. Furthermore, because o = &£, the graph condition ¢(c) n 8 < o is satisfied and thus by
Theorem [3.4] o € C(U).

3.3 Combinatorial codes of Dale recurrent networks are convex

Perhaps the most surprising implication of Theorem 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 < R¢ in a stimulus space R,
such that the firing rate z(t) 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 = {U;} of a population of neurons &, consider the
code of U, that describes all possible intersection patterns of the receptive fields U; as

code(U) £ {0 c £| Ry # @},

where
def
R, & <ﬂU> \Ju;
€0 j¢o
denotes the region in the stimulus space where each of the neurons in ¢ is activated and no other
considered neuron is active, and Ry & R\ U ice Uj The regions R, partition the stimulus space

RY (see Figure .



Figure 2: An example of a collection of receptive fields U = {Uy,Us,Us, Uy} and its code, C =
code(U) = {2,2,3,4,12,13,23,34,123,134}. Here we denote a codeword {i1,12,...,i;} € C by the
string i1z . .. ix; for example, {1, 3,4} is abbreviated to 134. Note that all U; are convex (and thus
connected), but the regions R, are typically non-convex for non-maximal subsets o. For example
Ry3 is neither convex nor connected.

Note that code(Uf) 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 C(W) to a Dale network , 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:

C(W) = code(U).

Recall that a set U < R? is called convez if for any two points =,y € U the line segment
[z,y] 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 ﬂ§|, , we define convex combinatorial codes as follows.

Definition 3.6. A combinatorial code C < 2" is open convez if C = code(Ud) for a collection
U = {U;} of open convex subsets in a Euclidean space RY, for some d > 1.

It has been previously established in @ that not every
combinatorial code is open convex. The smallest example of a non- 1 3 2
convex code is illustrated in Figure[3| The topological properties that
prevent a combinatorial code from being convex were studied in ,
, . In fact, a randomly chosenE| 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 Figure 3: A non-convex
intersection-complete, if intersection of any two codewords in C also code C = {1,2,13,23}.

belongs to C:
o,veC = onveC.

L This, of course, requires a proper definition of the probability distribution on the set of all codes that we omit
here.



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 2 [22]. Tt has been previously established in [4] that
intersection-complete codes are open convex.

Theorem 3.7. [/] Suppose C 27l s 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 Gg, whose vertices are the excitatory neurons £, and whose edges are derived from
the the excitatory connectivity as in Definition First we observe the following.

Proposition 3.8. The code code(Ge, () is a sublattice of the Boolean lattice 2¢.

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 may prevent the code of the network from being a sublattice, however the code
C(W) of a Dale network remains intersection-complete.

Theorem 3.9. For a Dale synaptic matriz W, its code C(W) is intersection-complete and is thus
convex.

The proof of this theorem is given in Section (page . 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 implies that the code needs to be intersection-complete, to be realized on a generic
Dale network. In addition, Proposition 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  2¢ with @, € € C, define a map ¢ : 26 — C as

clo) < (v (3)

veC,
voo

and consider a directed graph G., whose vertices are £ and whose edges are defined via the rule
i—j < jec({i}) and i # j. (4)

Then C = code(Ge, E).

This theorem, combined with Theorem translates into the following

Corollary 3.11. Given a sublattice C < 28 with @,€ € C, one can find a weakly coupled network
W of excitatory neurons with C = C(W).



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 G, defined in equations
.0

The following example illustrates the procedure described above to construct a graph of con-
nectivity from a given code. Consider a sublattice C' = {@, {4}, {2, 4}, {3, 4},

{2,3,4},{1,2,3,4}}. Tt is straightforward to verify that G, is the graph in Figure {4 and thus
C = code(G, {1,2,3,4}).

Figure 4: The graph G. on four vertices such that code(G., [4]) = {&, {4}, {2, 4}, {3, 4}, {2, 3,4}, [4]}.

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 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 code(G, 3) that
are derived from the connectivity graph (Theorem . 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 .

If the network is not weakly coupled, the spectral condition in Theorem may prevent the
combinatorial code from being a sublattice. Intuitively, this is because the union of two codewords in
C(W) may not be in C(W), as the spectral radius of the appropriate larger matrix may (or may not)
increase. We have proven in Theorem 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 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 .

Lemma 5.1. [7, Proposition 2.1] For a threshold linear network in eq. , characterized by (W, b),
a point z* € R™ is a fized point with support o < [n] if and only if the following conditions are all
satisfied



1. (I = W)exk = bs,
2. xk >0, and

3. b& < —WEO—(E;.

Here b, the restriction of a vector b to the indices in o, & denotes the complement in [n] to
a subset o, Wz, is the rectangular submatriz of W, restricted to the rows in & and columns in
o, and (I —= W)y = (I — W)se is the principal submatriz restricted to the subset o. Note that
if (I — W), is invertible, then there is at most one fized point with support o and it is given by
x¥ = (I, — Wy) " tb,.

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 below). From there we make
use of the theory M-matrices (Definition 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]. Anm x n
matrix A is positive (nonnegative) if A;; > 0 (A;; = 0) for all ¢ and j. If A is positive (nonnegative)
we denote this by A > 0 (A > 0). For a vector € R", we write z > 0, z < 0, x = 0, or z < 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-matriz if A;; < 0 for all ¢ # j. A
Z-matrix A is called an M-matriz if A = sl — B, where I denotes the identity matrix, B;; > 0 for
all 7 # j, and the scalar s is not smaller than the spectral radius of the matrix B, s > p(B).

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

Lemma 5.3. Assume that A = I — W, where W = 0. Then the following two statements are
equivalent:

(i) The matriz A is a non-singular M -matriz.
(i1) The spectral radius of W is smaller than one: p(W) < 1.

Proof. Note that (i) = (i) is immediate. To prove the opposite direction observe that by the
Perron-Frobenius theorem [14], A = p(W) > 0 is an eigenvalue of the non-negative matrix W. If
A =1—W is an M-matrix, then p(W) < 1. If A = p(W) = 1, then the matrix A = I — W is
singular, which contradicts condition (i), thus (i) = (7). O

We shall also make use of the following.

Lemma 5.4. [3, Chapter 2, Corollary 1.6] Let A be a square nonnegative matriz. Suppose that
B is a principal submatriz of A. Then p(B) < p(A).

Definition 5.5. A square matrix A is semipositive if 3x > 0 such that Ax > 0.

10



Lemma 5.6. Let A be a non-singular n x n matriz. Then A is semipositive if and only if there
exists a vector x > 0 such that Ax = 0.

Proof. The forward direction is immediate. For the converse suppose that 3z > 0 such that Az > 0.
Let a = ||A7Y|op be the operator norm of A™1, z,, = minj<i<n (), € = 22% and € € R" be the
column vector whose all components are equal to €. Then [[g||2 = = by construction. Furthermore,
[|A7E||2 < allg]l2 = a%2 = 2z, In particular, > (A7'E)? <

2

: T for all 1 < i < n. Therefore,
2

x

(A712)? < ©» which implies [(A7'8);| < % for all 1 < i < n. Thus, z + A7 > 0 because of the

way T, was defined. Finally, A(x + A7'8) = Az + > 0+ > 0 and thus A is semipositive. [

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

1 -10
in Lemma [5.6, Consider a singular matrix A = [ =1 1 0] Letw = (1 1 1)". Then note
0 0 1

that Az > 0. Now let y € R2 ;. Suppose that Ay > 0. This implies that y; > y2 and y2 > y; 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-matriz. Then A is a non-singular
M -matrixz 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
and Corollary We also introduce the following notation for convenience.

Definition 5.8. For the dynamical system in we denote the set of supports of all the fixed
points by FP(W,b) and we let FP(W) ¥ Upso FP(W, ).

Theorem 5.9. Let W € D, and W' € D41 be Dale matrices such that Wy,

[n] = W, and the last

(n + 1)-st column of W' is inhibitory and satisfies the following condition:

Ji € € with WZ’

i1y <0 = JjeTwith W;; <O0. (5)

Then C(W) = C(W').

Proof. The proof needs that both matrices W and W' 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’ 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 (n + 1)-st row of W’
to be the zero vector. This will make it so that for any ¢ < [n + 1], (I — W’), is non-singular,
assuming that W was already satisfying the Ground Assumption. We now proceed with the proof.

Suppose that ¢ € C(W). Then, there exists 7 < Z such that v = o0 w7 € FP(W), and (by
Lemma D a vector b € R such that x, = (I, — W,)~tb, > 0 and 0 < by < —Wy, 2, where

11



v =[n]\v. Let v/ =v U {n+1} and define y € R':J)H as follows. The first |v| entries of y are those

of z,,i.e. y, =x, € R‘Vl and the last entry is defined as

>0

Z(I = W) s 1)p®| + 1.

kev

Y|+1 =

Then, by construction we have (I — W'),,y > 0. Furthermore, —W& vy = —Wgax, > 0. Let
b e R;gl be defined by ¥/, = (I — W'),,y and b:j—, = 0. Then, by Lemma V=ocurtu{n+l}e
FPW' V)< FP(W’), and thus o € C(W').

Now suppose that o € C(W’). Then there exists a 7/ < Zu{n+1} such that v = o’ € FP(W').
Since v € FP(W'), there exists a b’ € RZ{! such that

ef _
X d: (II/ — W;) lb:j > 0, and 0 < b/[n+1]\y < —W(/[n+1]\y)yx,

by Lemma We have two cases to consider; either 7/ < Z or (n+ 1) € 7.

In the case that 7/ < Z, observe that (I, — W))™! = (I, — W,)~! and that W(,[n+1]\1/)u is almost
identical to Wpn)\w)ws W(’[n F1]\p)p CAD be obtained from W([,)\,), by adding an extra row of entries
induced from the (n + 1)-st row of W’. Define b e R%; by b, = (I = W),z = (I — W'),z = b}, and
b = 0. Then by construction

= (I, = W) 'by > 0, and 0 < bpupy < —Wignp)

and thus v = o U7’ € FP(W,b) € FP(W) by Lemma [5.1] Therefore o € C(W).

In the case that (n + 1) € 7/, let a be the set of indices of nonzero rows of W¢_,. For each
i € « let j; € Z be such that I/VZ’]Z = Wij;, < 0 (We can always choose j; to not equal n + 1 by the
hypothesis of the theorem, and thus we can assume j; € 7). Let 4 = 0 1 Z and define

def
C = max max —
€oNQ

’Z(I = Wik,

iJi keo

max‘ Z —Wikzk!,
€L
keo

max — ‘Z Wzkxk‘}

ie((nl\w)na  Wij, 1 &4

Let y € letl) be defined by y, = 25 and y; =1 +c for j € 7.
Then for i € 0 N a, we have

(T =W)y)i = X (T = Wiy = D (I = Wik + Y (T = W)akys =

kep keo ke
=D =W+ DT =W+ eI =W)ijo +¢ >, (I =Wy =
keo ke Ji#kel
1
= Z(I — W)zkxk — Wiji + (_Wiji)(_W“ ) Z(I — W)kak +0>=
keo Wi |keo
=0- Wiji > 0.

12



For i € o\«, we have

(I =W)uy)i = DI = Wiy = Y, (T = Wiy + D (1 = W)anys =
ke keo keZ

= Z(I — Wik, + Z(I —W)ikyr = Z(I — W)y, +0 >0,
keo kel keo

because the i-th row of W{_, is zero for i ¢ o by assumption and = was by hypothesis such that
for i € o\, (I = W)yx)i = e, (I = Wirae = 2o = Win + Dper (I = Wiy, =
Zkea(l — W)ixr +0 > 0.

For i € 7, we have

(T =W)uw)i = 2T = Winge = > (I = Wige + D, (I = W)igye =

kep keo kel
=D =W+ DT =W+ (T =W)ii+¢ D, (I=W)iy =
keo kel i#kel
> 31 = W)geap + (I = Wi + | D] —Wigag| +0 =
keo keo
=20+1>0.

Together, all these inequalities yield that (I — W),y > 0 and (I, — W,)"}(I — W),y =y > 0.
On the other hand, for i € ([n]\p) N a, we have

(Wit = CWipapwuy)i = D5~ Wik =

keu

= > Wk + >, ~Wikgk = Y, —Wirzr + ), Wik +¢ )| —Wy =

keo kel keo ke kel
= Wik — Wi, + >, Wi +e(=Wy,) +¢ Y, ~Wi >

keo Ji#kel Ji#kel

1
= Z —Wirxy — Wiji +0+ (—Wz‘ji)(—w ) kTl +0 =
keo iJi |keo

= _Wiji > 0.
Furthermore, for i € ([n]\p)\a, we have

( W( N\w) ,uy Z —Wiryr =
kep

= 2 —Wikyr + Z —Wikyr = Z ~Wixzp +0 =0,
keo kel keo

because the i-th row of W _, is zero for i ¢ o by assumption and x was by hypothesis such that for

e ([n\uw)\a = €,
(7W(/[n+1]\u )% Z kak = Z Wk;xk; + Z kak; = Z —Wipxr +0 = 0.

kev keo ke’ keo
Let b € RZ; be defined by b, = (I — W),y and by}, = 0. Then, by construction p = o u T €
FP(W,b) ¢ FP(W) by Lemma [5.1] Therefore o € C(W). O
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Corollary 5.10. Let W € D,,, and W' € D,, .1 be Dale matrices such that W[’n] = W, and the last
(n + 1)-st column of W' is inhibitory and such that for all i € &, Witn+1) < 0 if and only if the
i-th row vector of We is nonzero. Let W” be a Dale matriz obtained by deleting all the inhibitory
columns and rows of W' except the (n + 1)-st row and column. Then C(W) = C(W").

Proof. By Theorem we have that C(W) = C(W’). Now we can reindex the inhibitory columns
and rows so that the (n + 1)-st column of W’ 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"”. The code will be preserved at each deletion step by Theorem and thus C(W) = C(W").
Note that W’ can be generically chosen such that W’ and at each deletion step all relevant matrices
satisfy the Ground Assumption, which was necessary in the proof of Theorem O

Proof of Theorem [3.1. Note that we can obtain W’ from W by following the procedure from Corol-
lary where we obtained W”. The result thus follows. O

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

Proposition 5.11. Let W eD,,cc € and T cZ. Ifoute FP(W), then c ut € FP(W) for
any T < 7 < I.
Proof. Suppose that v = o u7 € FP(W) and let 1 € 7/ < Z, v/ = 0 u 7/. Then, there exists a
b e RL, such that
x = (I, —W,) b, >0, and 0 < by < —Wy,,
by Lemma Define
def

C = Imax
ieT/\T

Z (I — W)Zka:k

keo

Let 2’ € ]R';’é)' be defined by z], = x and 2} = 1 + ¢ for i € /\v. Then for i € v we have

(L =W)ya)i = Y11= W)iga, =

kev’
= DT =Wgay, + > (I = W)y, >
kev kev'\v
= E(I—W)zkwk +0=0b;=0.
kev
For i € v\v we have
(I =W)ya')i = D (I = W)ga}, =
kev!
= 2T = W)y, + DI = W)gag, + >, (I —W)gaj, >
keo ket ket'\t
= DT =Wl + 04+ (I = W)azh+ > (1= W)gaj, >
keo i#keT\T
>3 = W)igze +14c+0= D (1= W)gag + 1+ | D (1 — W)k > 1> 0.
keo keo keo
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Furthermore, for i € v/ < ¥ we have

(—Wgy,x/)i = Z —Wikl‘?ﬂ = Z —Wikx;c + Z —Wl‘kl“;c = Z —Wiipxr +0>=b; = 0.
kev! kev ket'\T kev

Define b' € RY, by b, = (I — W),s2’ and b’y—, = 0. Then by construction and by Lemma
V=ocut e FP(W,V)c FP(W). O

We thus immediately have the following corollary.
Corollary 5.12. Let W € D,,. Then o € C(W) if and only if c uwZ € FP(W).
We now prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[3.3. The proof relies on W satisfying the Ground Assumption, however we will
also need W’ to satisfy the Ground Assumption. Because of the way W’ was constructed from W,
this is the case. Indeed, observe that for o — [n], we have a block matrix decomposition (I —W'), =
<(I - VOV)W ‘(z"“;;))@m)). Therefore det((I—W")y) = det((I—W)gny) det((I=W)zng) # 0,
- Ino

by the Ground Assumption for W. Having this in mind, we proceed with the proof.

Let 0 € C(W). Then there exists a 7 < Z such that v = o u T € FP(W). Thus, there exists a
b e RL, such that

def

x = (I, — Wy)_lb,, >0, and — Wg,x = by = 0,
by Lemma Observe that because of the way W’ was defined we have that

(W = {0, ieI,j'eg.
(I —W);;, otherwise
Therefore y £ (I—W'),x = (I — W),z = b, > 0. Observe that « = (I, — W)ty = (I, —W,) " 'b,.
Furthermore, =W/, x > —Wy,x > 0. Define b’ € R, by b, = y and b, = 0. Then by construction
v=ourteFP(W V)< FP(W) by Lemmal[5.1] Therefore o € C(W’).
Now suppose that o € C(W'). By Corollary it follows that v = 0 U Z € FP(W'). Thus,
there exists a b’ € R, such that

o = (1, — W), >0, and — W2’ > b, >0,

14

by Lemma Define
DT = Wil

keo

def
C = 1max
€L

Let z € R‘:J) be defined by z, = z,, and z; = 2} + 1 + ¢ for all i € Z. Then, for i € ¢ we have

(T =W)yx)i = Y. (I = W)y, =

kev

= DT =Wt + (L+0) D (I = W) =
kev kel

> (I = W)at, +0>0.
kev
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For i € 7 we have

(I =W)a)s = D (I = W)y, = D (I = W) + O, (I = W)ipa =

kev keo keZ
= Z(I — W)igxy, + (I = W)izx; + Z (I —=W)igxy =
keo i#kel
> (I =W)gay + (@ +1+¢)+0>
keo

> (1= W)geay, + 1+ >1>0.

keo

D= W),

keo

Furthermore, for i € 7 = £\o we have

Wora)i = Y, Wk = >, ~Whah + (L +¢) Y =W = > —Wjah +0> 0.

kev kev kel kev

Define b € R%y by b, = (I — W),z and by = 0. Then by construction and by Lemma [5.1] .,
v=ouZle FP(W,b) c FP(W). Therefore, o € C(W).

From Theorems [3.1] and [3.2] we have the following corollary.

Corollary 5.13. Let W € D, with £ = {1,2,....m}, |Z| =k > 1, m+k =n. Let W € Dy, 41
be a Dale matriz obtained from W in the following way: W’ Wi fori,j e &, and for all i€ &,
Wz(m+1) < 0 if and only if the i-th row of Wez is a nonzero row vector, and the (m + 1)-st row of
W' is zero. Then C(W) = C(W').

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

Lemma 5.14. Let A be an n x m matriz, n < m, such that 3o < [m] with |o| = n and that Ap,,
is an invertible Z-matriz, and Ap)(m)\o) < 0. Here Ap,j; is a submatriz of A obtained by deleting
columns outside of 7. Then 3z € RYy such that Az = 0 if and only if Ap,e is an M-matriz.

Proof. We can assume without loss of generality that o = [n], otherwise we can re-index. Suppose
that 3z € R o such that Az > 0. For all i € [n] we then have (Ax); Zke Az = Zke[n] Ajrp+
Zke kmk > 0, from where it follows that Zke Ay = A i[n]T[n] = > 0 because A, i([m ]\[ DS 0
by assumptlon Thus, Az, = 0 and thus Ap,) is semlposmve by Lemma [5 . Since it is also a
Z-matrix by assumption, we have that it is an M-matrix by Theorem

Conversely, suppose that Ap,) is an M-matrix. Then, since it is also invertible by assumption,
from Theorem we have that Ap, is sem1pos1t1ve Therefore, 3y € RY; such that A,y > 0 by
Lemma 5.6 . Note that for all i € [n], D cppp ] Aik < 0. Define

[n]

def f .

= A = Ak,
mln Z zkyk7 gln Z\[n] ik

Observe that since Ap,) is invertible by assumption and y > 0 it cannot be that Ap,y = 0.
Thus, M > 0. Suppose that N = 0. Since, Apm ]\[ ) < 0 by assumption, this implies that
Ap(im\[n)) = 0. Therefore, we can define x € RY by zp,) = y and z; = 1 for all j € [m]\[n].
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Then, by construction Az > 0. Now suppose that N # 0, that is N < 0 and define z € R7; by
T =y and x; = =Y for all j € [m]\[n]. Then for all i € [n] we have

= Z Apzy, = Z Aikl'k + Z Aikxk =
ke[n]

ke[m]\[n]
M
ZA,kyk Z Azk >M— N =M-M=0.

Therefore Az > 0. O

Proof of Theorem [3.4. By Theorems and 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 o € C(W). As observed in Corollary ceC(W)if and only if 7 =0 L {n} €

FP(W). By Lemma/5.1} 7 € FP(W) if and only if 3z € | such that the following two conditions
are satisfied:

(I—W)yz=0 (6a)
0< —Wera. (6D)
7|

Lo, for i € B; we have

Observe that for any vector y € R

(I =W)ry)i = Y (T = Wiy = D (I = W)iri,

ket keo

since (I —W);, = 0. Thus, condition forces us to have z, > 0 be such that (I —W)g, o2, = 0.
Because (I — W)g, is a non-singular Z-matrix and (I — W)g (5\3,) < 0, by Lemma we
have that this is equivalent to (I — W)g_ being an M-matrix, that is p(Wps,) < 1. Furthermore,
note that 7 = £\o. Thus, condition is equivalent that for all i € £\o we need to have
(—Wie\o)r®)i = 2per —Wirar, = 0. For i € E\o, if Wi, = 0 the only possibility is that W;, = 0 for
the inequality to be true.

Thus to be able to find an z € RZ; for which condition is satisfied we need that for all
i€ &\o, Wi, =0 or Wy, <0. This implies that t(c) n 8 < o.

Now suppose the following two conditions are both satisfied:

p(Wg,) <1 (7a)
tlo)n B co. (7b)

Condition means that (I —W)g, is an M-matrix. Because (I —W)g (5 5) < 0, by Lemma
this means that there 3z € IR%';T(‘) such that (I —W)g, o2 > 0. Let 7 = 0 u {n}, and define

(I = W)ikxkl|,

def
C = 1max ‘maX —
i€o\Bo n keo

Z Wikxk‘, - nkxk‘ :
ZE(E\U \6(7 7/n keo keo

17



Define y € RLT!) by y, = x and y);| = 1 + ¢. Then, for i € 5, we have

(T =W)ry)i = D = W)iwgr = > (I = Wi + (I = W)inyjr| =

ket keo
= Z(I—W)ikl“kz —Win(1+¢)=0+0(1+¢)=0.

keo

For i € 0\, we have

(1 =W)ry)i = DT = Wiy = DI = W)igyi + (I = W)inyjr| =

ket keo
= DT =W)igwp = Win(1+¢) = Y (I = W)igar — Win — Wine =
keo keo
1
> I —W)ixr — Win + Wiy —— I — W) —Win > 0.
1;( )ikk W lé( )ik Tk

Similarly if i = n, we will also have that ((I —W);y); = 0 because of the definition of y;,|, Therefore
we have that (I — W),y = 0. Furthermore, t(0) n f < o implies that for all i € E\o, W, = 0 or
Win < 0. Note that 7 = E\o. Thus for i € (£\o) N B, and thus W, = 0, we have that it must be
that W, = 0 and therefore

Wert)i = O =Wikyk = >, Wikt = Wintry = 0 = 0(1 +¢) = 0 > 0.

ket keo

On the other hand for i € (£\0)\B, we have that W;,, <0 and thus

(=W=ry)i Z —Wikyr = 2 —Wikye — Winyjr| = 2 ~Wikzr — Win(1+¢) =

ket keo keo

}: Wik — Wi — Wine = }: Wiz — Win + Wiy —— kTh| =

1
keo keo I@Qn

keo

-—L@Qn > 0.

Thus, we have that 0 < —W=,y and therefore 7 = o u {n} € FP(W) by Lemma Hence
ogeC(W). O

We now prove Theorem mainly relying on results stated in Section [6}

Proof of Theorem[3.5 Since ||W||p < 1, this implies that p(W,) < 1 for any principal submatrix
W,, n < [n]. Therefore by Theorem C(W) = code(Gg, ). Furthermore, ||W||r < 1 implies
that W € L (Definition by Lemma Since the Ground Assumption is assumed to hold,
by Proposition for all b € RY has a unique globally exponentially stable fixed point. In
particular, if o € C(W), by definition ¢ L 7 is a support of a fixed point of ( . ) for some 7 < T
and some input b € RZ,. This fixed point is unique and asymptotically (exponentially) stable as
argued above. Therefore 0 € SC(W). The inclusion SC(W) < C(W) is by definition and thus
C(W) =S8C(W). O

The proof of Proposition is straightforward and it gives us the important Corollary
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Proof of Proposition[3.8 It’s easy to see that &, & € code(G, ). To show that code(G, ) is re-
spected by intersections and unions assume that ¢(o;) N 8 < o; for i = 1,2, 0, < €. Since
t(o1 N o) < t(o1) N t(oz), we obtain that

t(o1 nog) N ctlog) nt(or) npcornos.
Similarly,

t(orvoz) N p=(tor1) ut(o2) nB = (t(o1) nB) v (t(o2) N B) < o1 L o3.

Corollary 5.15. Let W € D,,. The code C(W) is closed under intersections.

Proof. Suppose that o,7 € C(W). By Theorem [3.4 we have that p(Wps,), p(Ws,) < 1 and that
o,7 € code(Gg, B). Note that Wpg, __ is a principal submatrix of W3, which is nonnegative. Thus,
by Lemma p(Wj,..) < 1. Furthermore, code(Gg, §) is closed under intersections by Proposi-
tion and thus o N 7 € code(Gg, ). Thus, by Theorem it follows that o n 7€ C(W). O

By Corollary and Theorem [3.7] we immediately get Theorem

We now proceed to prove Theorem Given a code C' < 2¢ that is a sublattice with @, € € C,
recall the definition of ¢ : 2° — C and the graph (G, &) from Theorem Let t.(c) denote
the targets of o < £ in the graph (G.,€&). By definition, one sees that ¢(&) = &, ¢(£) = &£, and
o < ¢(o). We immediately make the following observations that will help us prove Theorem

Lemma 5.16. Let C < 2¢ be a sublattice with @, € C. Then the following are true.
1. Let o,71 < &. Then c(oc uT) =c(o) ue(r),
2.C={occ&|lo=c(o)}

Proof. For part 1, we first show that c¢(o) U ¢(7) < ¢(o U 7). Note that since o < o U 7 it follows
that ¢(o) < ¢(o U 7). Similarly ¢(7) < ¢(o U 7). Therefore ¢(o) U ¢(7) € ¢(0 U 7). Now we show
the other inclusion. Observe that since C' is a lattice, it follows that ¢(o), c(7) and ¢(o) v e(r) € C.
Furthermore, o U 7 < ¢(0) U ¢(7) and therefore by definition ¢(o U 7) < ¢(0) U (7).

To prove part 2, suppose that o € C. By definition,

Since o € C, it follows that

veC,ocv

and thus c¢(0) = 0. Now suppose that o < £ is such that

veC,ocv

Since C' is finite and is closed under finite intersections, it follows that o € C. [
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Lemma 5.17. The arcs in G are a transitive relation on .

Proof. Let i, j,k € € be such that i — j and j — k. In other words, we have j € ¢(i) and k € ¢(j).
Let v € C be such that i € v. Then, by definition j € v. Since k € ¢(j), by definition this implies
that k € v. Therefore, by definition i — k. O

Lemma 5.18. Let G be any graph whose transitive closure is G.. Then code(G,E) = code(G,, )

Proof. Let t(0),t.(0) be the targets of 0 = £, in G and G, respectively. By definition code(G, £) =
{o c &|t(o) c o} and code(G,, &) = {0 c € |t.(0) < o}. By assumption t(o) < t.(o) forall o  £.
Thus for any o < € if t.(0) < o then t(o) < o. Therefore code(G.,E) < code(G, E). Furthemore,
if for any o < &, t(0) < o, then t"(0) < o where t™ is an m-fold application of the ¢ operator to
o, for any m > 1. Thus, t.(0) < 0. Therefore code(G, ) < code(G, E). O

Remark 5.19. This whole construction is common and known in finitely generated topologies, or
equivalently Alexandroff topological spaces [2]. Note that @, £ € C' and C being a lattice, means
that C'is a collection of closed sets of a topology on £. 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

Proof of Theorem [3.10 By definition, code(Ge, &) = {0 < & |t.(0) n E = t.(o0) < o}. Thus, we
need to show that {o € £|t.(0) nE =t.(0) c o} ={oc c E|c(o) = o}. Let G be the digraph on
& be defined by i — j if and only if j € ¢(i) for all 4,5 € £. Let t(o) be the targets of ¢ < £ in
G. Note that by construction, t(0) = t.(c) U o. Therefore for all o = &, t(o) = o if and only if
tc(0) € o. Furthermore, by construction ¢(i) = ¢(i). Hence by Lemma for all o < £ we have

t(o) = Ut(i) = Uc(i) —c (Uz) = ¢(0).

Therefore for all o < &, ¢(0) = o if and only if t.(0) < 0. O

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|2] = |Al]|

Definition 6.1. An n x n matrix A is totally-£ stable, written A € £, if there exists P = PT > 0
such that (—I + ATY)P + P(—I + £ A) < 0 for all ¥ = diag(c) and o € {0, 1}".

Lemma 6.2. [19, Lemma 2.5/
1. p(jW|) < 1= WeL.
2. |IW]|<1— WeL.
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Given a o € {0,1}" let ¥ = diag(o), that is the diagonal matrix with the elements of ¢ 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 ¢ € {0,1}", (I — ¥W) is non-singular as well. By the standard
correspondence between finite binary sequences and finite subsets of 2[™, it is not hard to observe
that for a given o € {0,1}", (I —XW) is non-singular if and only if (I — W), 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 p(|[W]) <1 or
[|W]| < 1, then for allb € R™, the network has a unique fized 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.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the NSF Next Generation Networks for Neuroscience Program (award
2014217).

References

[1] Yashar Ahmadian, Francesco Fumarola, and Kenneth D Miller. “Properties of networks with
partially structured and partially random connectivity”. Physical Review E 91.1 (2015),
p- 012820.

[2] P. Alexandroff. “Diskrete Rédume”. Mat. Sbornik N.S. 2.44 (1937), pp. 501-519.

[3] Abraham Berman and Robert J Plemmons. Nonnegative matrices in the mathematical sci-
ences. STAM, 1994.

[4] Joshua Cruz, Chad Giusti, Vladimir Itskov, and Bill Kronholm. “On open and closed convex
codes”. Discrete & computational geometry 61.2 (2019), pp. 247-270.

[5] C.Curto, A. Degeratu, and V. Itskov. “Encoding binary neural codes in networks of threshold-
linear neurons”. Neural Comput. 25 (2013), pp. 2858-2903.

[6] C Curto, V Itskov, A Veliz-Cuba, and N Youngs. “The neural ring: an algebraic tool for an-
alyzing the intrinsic structure of neural codes.” Bulletin of mathematical biology 75.9 (2013),
pp. 1571-1611.

[7] Carina Curto, Anda Degeratu, and Vladimir Itskov. “Flexible memory networks”. Bulletin
of mathematical biology 74.3 (2012), pp. 590-614.

[8] Carina Curto, Elizabeth Gross, Jack Jeffries, Katherine Morrison, Mohamed Omar, Zvi
Rosen, Anne Shiu, and Nora Youngs. “What makes a neural code convex?” SIAM Journal
on Applied Algebra and Geometry 1.1 (2017), pp. 222-238.

[9] Carina Curto and Katherine Morrison. “Pattern Completion in Symmetric Threshold-Linear
Networks”. Neural Computation 28 (Dec. 2015), pp. 2825-2852.

21



John Carew Eccles. “From electrical to chemical transmission in the central nervous system:
the closing address of the sir henry dale centennial symposium cambridge, 19 september
1975”. Notes and records of the Royal Society of London 30.2 (1976), pp. 219-230.

Chad Giusti and Vladimir Itskov. “A no-go theorem for one-layer feedforward networks”.
Neural computation 26.11 (2014), pp. 2527-2540.

R. H. Hahnloser, R. Sarpeshkar, M.A. Mahowald, R.J. Douglas, and H.S. Seung. “Digital
selection and analogue amplification coexist in a cortex-inspired silicon circuit”. Nature 405
(2000), pp. 947-951.

R. H. Hahnloser, H.S. Seung, and J.J. Slotine. “Permitted and forbidden sets in symmetric
threshold-linear networks”. Neural Comput. 15.3 (2003), pp. 621-638.

Roger A. Horn and Charles R. Johnson. Matriz Analysis. Cambridge University Press, 1990.

Jesper R Ipsen and Andre DH Peterson. “Consequences of Dale’s law on the stability-
complexity relationship of random neural networks”. Physical Review E 101.5 (2020), p. 052412.

V Itskov, A Kunin, and Z Rozen. “Hyperplane neural codes and the polar complex”. The
Abel Symposia proceedings 15 (2020), pp. 343-3609.

Caitlin Lienkaemper, Anne Shiu, and Zev Woodstock. “Obstructions to convexity in neural
codes”. Advances in Applied Mathematics 85 (2017), pp. 31-59.

Katherine Morrison, Anda Degeratu, Vladimir Itskov, and Carina Curto. Diversity of emer-
gent dynamics in competitive threshold-linear networks. 2022. URL: https://arxiv.org/
abs/1605.04463.

Erfan Nozari and Jorge Cortés. “Hierarchical selective recruitment in linear-threshold brain
networks—Part [: Single-layer dynamics and selective inhibition”. IEEE Transactions on
Automatic Control 66.3 (2020), pp. 949-964.

Alexey Pavlov, Nathan van de Wouw, and Henk Nijmeijer. “Convergent piecewise affine
systems: analysis and design part i: continuous case”. Proceedings of the 44th IEEE Conference
on Decision and Control. IEEE. 2005, pp. 5391-5396.

Kanaka Rajan and Larry F Abbott. “Eigenvalue spectra of random matrices for neural net-
works”. Physical review letters 97.18 (2006), p. 188104.

S. Roman. Lattices and Ordered Sets. Springer New York, 2010.

Magnus Tournoy and Brent Doiron. “A Step Towards Uncovering The Structure of Multi-
stable Neural Networks”. arXiv:2210.05241 (2022).

X. Xie, R. H. Hahnloser, and H.S. Seung. “Selectively grouping neurons in recurrent networks
of lateral inhibition”. Neural Comput. 14 (2002), pp. 2627-2646.

22


https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.04463
https://arxiv.org/abs/1605.04463

	Introduction
	Preliminaries: The combinatorial codes of Dale networks
	The main results
	The role of excitatory-inhibitory connectivity in shaping the combinatorial code
	The characterization of the combinatorial code of a Dale network
	Combinatorial codes of Dale recurrent networks are convex
	Constructing a Dale network from a combinatorial code

	Discussion
	Proofs
	Necessary matrix theory results
	The proofs

	Appendix: Stability of Linear-Threshold Rate Dynamics

