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Abstract: We simulate the human brain at the scale of up to 86 billion neurons, i.e., digital twin 

brain (DTB), which mimics certain aspects of its biological counterpart both in the resting state 

and in action. A novel routing communication layout between 10,000 GPUs to implement 

simulations and a hierarchical mesoscale data assimilation method to be capable to achieve more 

than trillions of parameters from the estimated hyperparameters are developed. The constructed 

DTB is able to track the its resting-state biological counterpart with a very high correlation (0.9). 

The DTB provides a testbed for various ‘dry’ experiments in neuroscience and medicine, and 

illustrated in two examples: exploring the information flow in our brain, and testing deep brain 

stimulation mechanisms. Finally, we enable the DTB to interact with environments by 

demonstrating some possible applications in vision and auditory tasks, and validate the power of 

DTB with achieving significant correlation with the experimental counterparts. 

One-Sentence Summary: We develop a human digital twin brain with novel routing 

communication and hierarchical mesoscale data assimilation methods. 
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Main Text:  

Despite progress in brain science, computer science and mathematics, it has been a great 

challenge to simulate a spiking neuronal network of human brain scale, up to of 86B neurons 

(1), in an intensively biological-based interconnected structure by a currently available high-

performance computer with reasonable performance, which is resource demanding and for 

which a simple brute-force approach is doomed to fail (2-6).  However, in neuroscience, we 

cannot directly measure the activity of billions of neurons in a healthy human brain. Therefore, 

even if we had the data of each neuron’s activity available and the resource to simulate such a 

model of human-brain scale, we are still lack of a mathematical tool to reverse engineer the 

complex neuronal networks, which basically requires fitting at least trillions of parameters (7). 

This is essentially important to deploy the model for brain and intelligence study. 

More related to this work, the European Human Brain Project (HBP), at its beginning, aimed 

to simulate a biological brain: a mouse or a rat brain, and in the end, produced two types of 

digital brains. The SpiNNakker (8), the ARM-based simulation engine, as well as the others 

such as NEST (9),  can perform simulations at cellular level of brains (10).  It has been 

remarkably used in performing some simulations, in particular, networks of local circuits such 

as the striatum circuit (11). The TVB, on the other hand, uses the mean field approach and 

aims to simulate the brain with its local field potentials for each brain region and is currently 

undergoing a large clinical trial on brain diseases such as epilepsy (12-14). 

Currently the data which we can directly measure for a whole human brain is the blood-

oxygen-level-dependent (BOLD) signal for each voxel (a human brain typically has around 

100,000 voxels), the fibre connections between each measured voxel and the structural data 

which essentially is the neuronal density (i.e., the number of neurons) for each voxel (Fig 1A. 

left panel). With these available data, we intend to construct a digital twin brain (DTB) as 

similar as possible to its biological counterpart. In this study, the DTB is a spiking neural 

network model composed of up to 86 billion interacting neurons and 10 trillion synapses for 

spike communications (i.e., the number of total neurons in a human brain). Computationally, 

DTB is available at three resolution scales, from low to high resolution, the brain region level, 

the voxel level, and the micro-column level (Fig. 1A, middle panel). 10,000 graphical 

processing units (GPU) cards (AMD, 16 GB Memory) are required to simulate the DTB with 

86 billion neurons. By proposing optimization algorithms for data processing and spike 

communications (9), we have achieved a time-to-solution of 60 with average firing rate 17.5 

HZ for diverse trials, i.e., 60 secs are required for DTB to complete 1 sec biological 

computation in human brain (See the Supplemental Report). Mathematically, combined with 

hierarchal mesoscale data assimilation algorithm, DTB is fitted to the human brain in the 

resting state and in action. With our DTB platform, two experiments are conducted, a “dry” 

experiment to explore the information flow related to cognitive neuroscience, and a virtual 

deep brain stimulation (DBS) in medicine (Fig. 1A, right panel). Two tasks, for visual and 

auditory processing, are performed with the DTB (Fig. 1A right top panel). 

Results 

DTB at a glance 

The DTB gives methods and platform of neuromorphic computing and statistic inference and 

comprises of two components. One is to construct and simulate neuronal network of human-

brain scale and intensively biological data driven structure on general GPU-based HPC with 

appreciable performance. The other is to fit the brain resting-state experiment data and mimic 
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real-world functional experiment tasks by a proposed hierarchical mesoscale data assimilation 

method. 

The network structure in DTB is constructed in accordance with the connectivity 

characteristics of a human brain (Fig. 1B). Firstly, the simulated number of neurons in a 

neuronal population (region or voxel or micro-column) is proportional to the grey matter 

volume obtained from the T1-weighted MRI image (Fig. 1B, top row) and the l. Two types of 

neurons (excitatory neurons and inhibitory neurons) are included here and the ratio of the 

number of excitatory neurons to that of inhibitory neurons in each neuronal population is set 

as 4:1 (with necessary variation in the micro-column model). Each neuron is described by the 

Leaky integrate and fire (LIF) model with four synaptic currents (AMAP, NMDA, GABAA, 

GABAB). Second, the structural connection probability between a pair of neuronal populations 

is estimated by the row-normalized fibre counts obtained from the Diffusion Tensor Image 

(DTI) (Fig. 1B, middle left row). It is assumed that the long-range connections between 

neuronal populations are only excitatory since the inhibitory connections tend to be local. 

Thirdly, the connection within each neuronal population inside a micro-column is based on 

neuroanatomy data (15) (Fig 1B, bottom row). Based on these data and knowledge (16,17), we 

can derive a weighted directed graph of neuronal populations (Fig. 1B, right column). Finally, 

with the predefined network size (86B) and in-degree scale (100), the large-scale 

interconnected neuronal network as DTB can be constructed. The supplemental materials 

provide details. 

Due to the thousands of memory accesses, spike package communications and update 

calculations per neuron in a millisecond, the simulation cost of DTB is very expensive. In 

addition, the inhomogeneous distribution of the numbers of neurons and synapses achieved 

from the biological structure data (T1 and DTI) causes extreme imbalance of data loading and 

communication. To meet the requirement of low-latency communication between GPUs for 

the DTB simulation, we first propose a partitioning algorithm and a two-level routing (Fig 1C) 

method to balance the data traffic and reduce the degree of GPU connections (Fig. 1C). More 

specifically, instead of assigning neurons to multiple GPUs according to their biological layout, 

we apply the partitioning algorithm to assign a set of neurons that have strong communication 

between each other to the same GPU to take advantage of the faster communication speed 

within a GPU, which reduces the data traffic between GPUs (Fig. 1C, left column). However, 

the inter-GPU communications are imbalanced, which may lead to network congestion. For 

example, due to GPUs No. 1 to No. 8 simultaneously communicating with GPU No.12, the 

total traffic amount exceeds its maximum capacity, introducing extra latency due to waiting 

for communication. To address this question, we further proposed a control scheme with a two-

level routing structure (Fig. 1C, right column). We split multiple GPUs into different groups. 

Then for each node (node k), either as a source or a destination, to communicate with GPUs 

from a different group, it has to send one copy of duplicate spikes to routing GPU (1, …, rk), 

which serves as a transfer station to multicast the spike copies to the corresponding destination 

GPUs. An iterative greedy algorithm is employed to assign GPUs to different groups to ensure 

high cohesion for traffic within a group and low coupling for traffic in different groups. 

Compared to the original one-level routing communication (shown in light red/blue colour) in 

Fig. 1C, our new two-level routing method (shown in dark red/blue colour) reduces the number 

of the total source (destination) connections down to a magnitude order of its square root (18).   

From the simulation of DTB, we can collect the neural activities (i.e., spike raster) and the 

corresponding firing rates (Fig. 1D, left column). The time series of the BOLD signal from 



4 

 

each ROI/voxel are formulated by the Balloon-Windkessel model (19),  and generate the 

simulated BOLD signals (Fig. 1D, bottom row). To fit the experimental BOLD signal (Fig. 1D, 

top row) with the simulated BOLD signal (Fig. 1D, bottom row), we proposed a framework of 

hierarchal mesoscale data assimilation (HMDA) to estimate the model parameters, more 

specifically, the synaptic conductance of each neuron. However, due to the huge amount of 

parameters (more than 10 trillion parameters for 86B neurons in total), we take each region of 

interest (ROI), for instance, the brain region, voxel or each layer of the micro column structure 

according to the resolution of the network model, and assume that the conductance parameters 

of the same type of the neurons in the same ROI follow the same distribution, or, equivalently, 

share the same hyper-parameters.  The aim of the data assimilation is to statistically infer the 

brain-scale neuronal network by tracking the BOLD signals. The hyper-parameters are 

estimated and each conductance value is sampled according to the distribution with the hyper-

parameters.  

By this way, we show that the highly steadily similar BOLD signals are achieved by simulating 

a neuronal network of an arbitrarily larger scale than the assimilated model, for instance, the 

human-brain scale model of 86B neurons, with the network structure sampled from the same 

network model as the assimilated model and conduct values sampled from the distribution of 

the estimated hyperparameters. Therefore, the DTB, equipped with the hierarchal mesoscale 

data assimilation, can be used to conduct digital experiments to explore the phenomena at 

neuronal and synaptic level (dry experiment). Particular, the assimilated model can be 

validated by mimicing the cognitive action task by simulating the brain by the assimilated 

model, compared with the results of the real-world experiments (in-action experiment). See 

Supplementary Materials for all details. 

 

DTB in the resting state 

As an illustrative example of DTB (the micro-column version), the cortex voxel is composed 

of six layers: L1, L2/3, L4, L5 and L6, equipped with excitatory and inhibitory neurons. Inside 

each voxel, the excitatory neurons and inhibitory neurons are balanced for excitatory post-

synaptic potentials (AMPA and NMDA) and inhibitory post-synaptic potentials (GABAA and 

GABAB). The cortico-cortical connections from each voxel are excitatory connections via the 

L5 only (Fig. 2A). The training phase is rapid, with a small transition period of around 10 

seconds (demonstrated for the BOLD signal from one of the voxels in V1 in Fig. 2B). It is 

shown that the data assimilation can perfectly track the BOLD signals and there is a high 

similarity between the biological brain and the assimilated DTB, with the averaged correlation 

coefficients of the time course of all voxels between the simulation of DTB after data 

assimilation and the experimental counterpart achieving 0.90 (Fig. 2D). For each brain region 

in the AAL template (20), the averaged correlation coefficients of the voxels in all brain regions 

are over 0.8 (Fig. 2C). The brain regions with the lowest correlation coefficients lie in the 

subcortex, for instance, the hippocampus and amygdala (AMYG) with a value around 0.8 (Fig. 

2C), possibly due to that the lower DTI quality in the subcortex than in the cortex. It is also 

shown that as the number of neurons in the DTB increases, the correlation coefficients improve 

steadily, in that the variance of the correlation coefficients (over 100 repeated simulations of 

the DTB) significantly decreases with respect to the scale of the DTB (Fig. 2G). We 

highlighted that the voxel-wise estimated hyperparameters can be used to achieve an 

assimilated model of 86 billion neurons by sampling the dynamic conductance parameters 

from these estimated hyperparameters and the simulated resting-state BOLD signals of 
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assimilated model of 86 billion neurons also achieved a very high coherence with the 

experimental BOLD signals of the Pearson correlation over 0.9 (See the Supplementary 

Report). 

Second, with the DTB the averaged firing rate of all neurons in each brain region can be 

assessed, where the primary visual cortical area V1 has the highest firing rate (Fig. 2E), as 

reported in PET data (21). On the other hand, the posterior cingulate gyrus (PCG) has the 

lowest firing rate, which is again confirmed in recent data (22). The detailed spikes and firing 

rate for inhibitory and excitatory neurons in each voxel even in the micro-column layer are 

assessable with DTB (Fig. 2F). In the best-fitted resting state DTB, one can see that the firing 

rate of the inhibitory neuronal population is generally higher than that of the excitatory 

population and the inhibitory population of the L2/3 is highest within the micro-column (19.4 

spikes/s).  

Finally, to understand the dynamics of the DTB in the resting state, the spectrogram of all brain 

regions of the simulated local field potentials for 2 seconds is calculated (Fig. 2H). It is shown 

that the Amygdala has the highest gamma power in the resting state (Fig. 2H, as indicated in 

red). On the other hand, the region with the lowest gamma power is the superior temporal pole 

(TPOsup, as indicated in blue), which is consistent with resting-state fMRI results showing 

that the magnitude of the high frequency band of the BOLD signal is lower in frontal, parietal, 

and occipital cortices compared to subcortical areas (23). 

Experiments with DTB 

It is well known that it is impossible to directly measure information processing at the neuronal 

level of resolution for the whole human brain. With the DTB, however, we can now uncover 

the information processing by carrying out ‘dry’ experiments. The first example is to explore 

the information processing in the whole human brain with a visual or an auditory stimulus (see 

Supplementary Materials). In the second example, we demonstrate how to utilize DTB to 

explore the underlying mechanisms and test the deep brain stimulation setup for an individual 

brain. In contrast with the information flow studied for the human brain with low temporal-

spatial resolution (for instance MRI, MEG/EEG (24)), the DTB broadens the view of complete 

brain pathway and real-time evolution in a higher resolution.  

We inject a pulsed current to excitatory cells in the calcarine (CAL, primary visual cortex) with 

a 50 ms duration to mimic the visual input in our daily perceptual information (Fig. 3A). From 

the ‘BOLD’ signal of period 800 ms acquired from the simulations, it can be seen that almost 

no significant change happens in the brain except the input region (CAL) being activated (red 

box) (Fig. 3B). In comparison, if look at the higher resolution such as neuronal firing rates (Fig. 

3C) and local field potential (LFP) (Fig. 3D) in DTB, the activities change significantly with 

respect to stimuli as shown by three different methods that we employ to track the information 

flow (see Supplemental Material for details).  

Firstly, from the perspective of the onset time of the local field potential (LFP), different brain 

regions exhibit different response: deflections are faster and stronger compared with those 

positions farther away from visual stimuli. The visual stimulus evoked wave calculated by 

ranking the spike onset in response to the stimuli travels across the brain (Fig 3.D). Secondly, 

to assess the duration of the response to a stimulus, we use the average activation strength (25) 

during a 50 ms window in the post-stimulus state compared to the pre-stimulus state for each 

voxel (see supplementary materials). We perform a permutation test by implementing a 

Wilcoxon rank Sum Test (p < 0.005). Visual activation occurs in the primary visual cortical 
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areas, such as the lingual gyrus and cuneus, and then transmits to the temporal lobe and parietal 

lobe, corresponding to the ventral and dorsal pathways (Fig. 3E). The hippocampus which 

integrates the incoming information from the ventral and dorsal pathways is also activated (Fig. 

3E). Some frontal areas such as OFC and Broca’s area are also activated.  

Finally, to analyse the spatio-temporal dynamics of the experimental data, here we adopt the 

optical flow estimation methods (26) with a spatial total variational penalty to construct the 

velocity vector field at each time step (one millisecond frame) (Fig. 3F, also see Supplementary 

Materials). From the map of principal component (PC1) of velocity amplitude (Fig. 3G), the 

highly activated regions（larger than the third quartile of PC1）are circled, which more or 

less coincides with the ventral pathway (27) (Fig. 3E). The values of PC1 before and after a 

stimulus onset indicate the sudden changes of the velocity field when the stimulus is on and 

off (Fig. 3G). The correlation of the information flow (stream line, Fig. 3H left panel) and the 

gradient directions for the resting state and DTB with stimulus show that in the resting state, 

the information is more biased: more information flows from top-down than bottom-up, while 

with the visual stimulus, the bottom-up information flow is increased while the top-down one 

is decreased, demonstrating the information flow from primary visual regions to higher 

functional regions (Fig. 3H, right panel). These phenomena correspond well to the previous 

research results (28). 

To provide some insights into the underlying mechanism of brain-computer interface, we 

implement virtual deep brain stimulus (DBS) in the DTB to explore the relationship between 

the stimulus paradigms and cortical responses, by injecting a pulsed current at 125 Hz with 1 

ms pulse width, which is gamma-distributed with parameters taking values as 5 and 6/5, to 

each neuron in the sub-thalamic nucleus (STN) (Fig. 4A). The activities of neurons in the left 

STN (i.e., the spikes and firing rate) and their corresponding LFPs show huge differences with 

and without these pulsed currents (Fig. 4B). The analysis of power spectral density (PSD) 

further suggests that the pulsed current affects the power at different frequency bands 

differently (Fig. 4C). It affects the low frequency bands more than the high frequency bands 

(Fig. 4C). There is high similarity between the percentage of DTI connections from STN to 

each Parkinson's disease-related brain region (29) and the differences of firing rate with and 

without DBS in these regions (Fig. 4D & E), reflecting the importance of DTI connections in 

DTB. Again, similar to STN, the pulsed current mainly affected the low frequency band (i.e., 

delta and theta band) activity in these regions (Fig. 4F). To assess the overall impact of DBS 

on the neural circuit, we apply Granger causality to our data with the package developed by 

our previous research (30, 31). It is clearly shown that when the pulsed current is on, the overall 

connection is dramatically driven by the STN (Fig. 4G). We next test the outcome of different 

input frequencies with different setups: one with identical pulse width and the other with the 

identical quantity of electricity. It can be seen that the reduced power at low frequency activity 

is a monotonic function of the input frequency, which might indicate the importance of the 

high frequency input in pulsed current (Fig. 4H). Although pulsed current, used as DBS, for 

the treatment of Parkinson’s disease is one of the most successful stories for neuronal 

modulation, the exact mechanism is not known (32). Our DTB gives an unprecedented 

platform to address the issues which are impossible to work on using a biological brain. 

DTB in action  

Herein, we go a step further to show the potential of DTB for applications to validate the 

availability of the DTB. To achieve this, we utilize the HMDA method to assimilate the sensory 

input brain regions and voxels from the experimental BOLD signal obtained by functional MRI 
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(fMRI). Then, we use the assimilated brain regions working as the input source that are inserted 

to the whole brain network for specific subjects. Then, we collect the BOLD signals from the 

specific output brain regions (voxels) in his/her individual DTB to predict his/her task scores 

(Fig. 5A, also see Supplemental Materials for the details). Two tasks were implemented in our 

DTB: evaluation tasks for visual and auditory stimuli (Fig. 5B). Here we present the visual 

task and one can refer to Supplemental Materials for the auditory task (fig. S8). In the visual 

task, we assimilate each voxel in the calcarine cortex (CAL, 868 voxels), as well as the inferior 

frontal gyrus (opercular part, IFGoperc, 248 voxels) and supramarginal gyrus (SMG, 368 

voxles), in the AAL template as the visual input ROIs (Fig. 5A, also see Supplemental 

Materials for details). It turns out the input signal that is decoded can be precise. We use the 

simulated BOLD signals of all voxels except the input regions, i.e. CAL, IFGoperc and SMGas 

to estimate the value in the visual evaluation task (Fig. 5G). 

First, we assimilate the DTB of subject 1 with the experimental BOLD signals in the visual 

evaluation task. After obtaining the inputs for the three regions at voxel level, we then inject 

the inputs to a DTB in resting state by taking the averaging value of all conductance. It turns 

out that the DTB can reach a correlation coefficient of 0.73 for the visual task at the voxel level 

(Fig. 5C top panel) and 0.77 at the regional level (Fig. 5C bottom panel and Fig. 5D). Note that 

the subcortical regions such as the pallidum again have the lowest correlation. In general, the 

DTB in the visual evaluation task for subject 1 fits well with its biological counterpart. Second, 

we applied the inputs in the three areas obtained in subject 1 to two other subjects’ DTB (Fig. 

5E) and obtained their activation patterns. Fig. 5 F shows the comparison of DTB activation 

patterns and actual activation patterns. Although it is in general in agreement with each other, 

it is clearly seen that there are discrepancies. With all these activation patterns available, a 

simple linear regression model via LASSO is utilized to predict the visual evaluation scores by 

the simulated BOLD time course of the DTB. With a total number of 51 pictures for the three 

subjects (each subject evaluates 17 pictures), we trained the LASSO model to perform the 

prediction task with a z-score range from -3 to 3. Finally, the Pearson correlation coefficient 

of 0.58 between the predicted scores and the experimental measures was achieved by leave-

one-out cross-validation (Fig. 5G). 

Discussion 

The DTB presents the ability to carry out the simulation of neuronal networks of human-brain 

scale, for instance up to 86B neurons, and a reverse engineering approach to reconstruct 

spiking neuronal networks at the cellular level and using as constraints biological data 

including DTI, T1 and functional MRI data (33). We found that extremely large-scale 

neuromorphic simulation is both communication- and memory-access-intensive with highly 

parallel computations.  Hence, we argue that the GPU-based HPC system would be better 

alternative than CPU-based system as used in most state-of-the-art works (4-6) when 

simulating neuronal networks of human-brain-scale in a general-purposed HPC. In addition, 

inhomogeneity of the network structure obtained from the real-world biological data causes 

extreme imbalance of data loading and communication, which presents the major challenge 

(1-3).  

The hierarchal mesoscale data assimilation method can well track the BOLD signals with a 

correlation coefficient of 0.90 for the resting state and 0.77 for action between biological brain 

and DTB. Therein, the DTB is a rational platform for us to carry out ’dry’ and ‘in-silicon’ 

experiments on individual brains, with potential for applications in both cognitive neuroscience 

and in medicine. We have demonstrated how to test the deep brain stimulation setup in our 
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DTB platform. Finally, the availability of the DTB validated by carrying out visual and 

auditory evaluation tasks with reverse engineering to decode the input signals, which again 

demonstrated a remarkable property of DTB. 

Although the computational approach is claimed to be the third pillar of scientific methodology 

(34), we have not seen a successful platform for whole human brain simulation yet. The reason 

is clear from what we have done here: it needs both mathematical (soft) and network design 

(hardware) breakthroughs. By developing the hierarchical mesoscale data assimilation 

(HMDA) method, we have successfully estimated the 10 trillion parameters. We are not 

arguing that DTB developed here is the unique solution, but it is one of the solutions. The DTB 

platform is the first promising one which can offer a global view of how the human brain works, 

other than implementing models of attention, memory, emotion, decision, object recognition 

etc. separately (35). 

The DTB also can serve as a platform for digitally trying and testing various cognitive and 

medical approaches. As another similar project, TVB, has shown the successful application of 

such models in medicine (epilepsy) (12), and the DTB can also directly be used in testing 

various medical setups. In our first attempt here, we have tried to assess the impact of DBS for 

a healthy subject. In the following study, we are working on a Parkinson’s patient and will 

compare our simulations with medical treatments. In the dry, visual stimulus, experiment, we 

have applied a current to the visual area to assess the information flow in DTB at neuronal, 

LFP, and BOLD scale with the millisecond resolution. Certainly, we cannot access data of the 

whole human brain in response to stimuli at the millisecond and neuronal scale data. Hence 

our platform opens up, for the first time in the literature, the possibility of testing various 

experiments in a simulated human brain. SpiNNaker, one of the most advanced spiking 

neuronal networks, has successfully been used by many researchers (11). Definitely, the DTB 

platform should be open for scientists all over the world to perform their ‘dry’ experiments and 

test their hypotheses. 

For a system such as DTB to be lasting, we have to find real applications in real life. In the 

action experiment, we tried one such example with the data from one subject, we can then 

simulate the reaction from many subjects when they face the same stimuli. This is a typical 

scenario of making a decision based upon a population of participants: joined-up thinking. 

Using the same approach, we can soon have a population of 1000 brains and then we can make 

a decision/evaluation based upon all of these 1000 brains. 

This is the first version of DTB and it naturally raises more questions than we can answer here. 

First of all, we only have limited biological data which we can use as constraints. For example, 

DTI data is directionless and we all know that the brain network topologies are definitely 

directed (16). As a consequence, the information flow is less constrained than it should be. In 

reality, we actually have both BOLD data and simultaneously recorded MEG/EEG data, which 

might help us increase the reliability at a fine temporal scale. Second, the limits of the 

bandwidths of both communication and memory access contribute to the bottleneck of the 

scale of brain simulation. For example, the average synaptic degree of each neuron is set to 

100, which is widely known to be as large as 1000-10000 in human brain (17).   

To warrant the applicability of the DTB, at this moment, we are still working on intuitive user 

interfaces, guidelines and interfaces for model construction, and generally to address a range 

of more fundamental infrastructure aspects. For example, if we or others have developed a 

more realistic, biophysical-based hippocampus model, it should be easy to insert the model 
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into our whole DTB model to replace the LIF model based by the hippocampus model. Last 

but not the least, the current model needs a considerable amount of computational power to 

run, and a hardware implementation should be our future aims. 
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Fig. 1. Work flow of the digital twin brain (DTB).  (A) The DTB is constructed with different 

numbers of spiking neurons to mimic the brain activity at three resolutions: regional, voxel and 

micro-column. The DTB containing 86 billion neurons and 10 trillion synapses is simulated on 

10,000 GPU cards and achieved a time-to-solution of 560. Resting-state and task-based digital 

experiments were performed with the DTB (see Fig. 2 and 5). Besides, information flow and deep 

brain stimulation were also explored with the DTB (see Fig. 3 and 4). (B) Multi-modality MRI 

data (i.e., diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) and T1-weighted imaging) and a micro-column 

connection map were used to construct a probabilistic connection network. The micro-column is 

an elaborate network composed of six layers (L1, L2/3, L4, L5 and L6) and two types of neurons 

(excitatory and inhibitory neurons), whose inner connections are defined based on the 

neuroanatomy of the primary visual cortex of the cat.  (C) An illustration for our two-level routing 

system, with which we could balance the data traffic and reduce the degree of graphics processing 
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units (GPUs) connection. (D) The parameter and model setting for the DTB. The Leaky Integrate-

and-Fire (LIF) neuron model was used to model spike activity. Then the firing rate, obtained by 

counting the number of spikes of neural activity over a sliding window, is fed into the Ballon-

Windkessel model to form the time series of the simulated blood oxygenation level-dependent 

(BOLD) signal. The synaptic conductance of AMPA and GABAA
 are tuned to fit the empirical 

BOLD signal from functional MRI (fMRI). (E) An illustration for our hierarchical mesoscale data 

assimilation method. The hierarchical brain assimilation estimated the hyperparameters by 

iterating two processes: simulation and filtering the hidden states by diffusion ensemble Kalman 

filter (EnKF). Also see Supplementary Materials for more details. 
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Fig. 2. Activity of DTB in the resting state (86 B neurons, micro-column version). (A) The 

sketch of the local connectivity within cortical columns in DTB. (B) An illustration of the empirical 

and the assimilated BOLD signals of V1 cortex. (C) Pearson correlations between the empirical 

and assimilated BOLD signals among micro-columns in each brain region. (D) Pearson 
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correlations between the empirical and assimilated BOLD signals at the whole brain cortical 

micro-column resolution. The yellow color represents a high correlation while black color 

represents a low correlation. (E) The overall firing rate for DTB. The bold red line represents the 

mean firing rate in each brain region as well as dark and light blue dashed lines represent the 

maximum and minimum firing rate. The green line highlights the regions with the lowest or highest 

mean firing rate. (F) Typical raster plots of spiking activity for cortical micro-columns (V1 as an 

example) and subcortical voxels (hippocampus as an example), respectively. Blue: excitatory 

neurons, red: inhibitory neurons. (G) Population-averaged firing rates across 21017 micro-

columns and 1686 voxels. (H) The mean correlation between the empirical and assimilated BOLD 

signals among the whole brain with different numbers of neurons. (I) The temporal and spatial 

evolution of the frequency for the local field potential obtained from the DTB. Top panel: the 

power spectrogram of each brain region in the left hemisphere. Bottom panel: the statistic results 

for the power of gamma oscillation. 
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Fig. 3. Information flow under visual stimulus in DTB (200 M neurons, micro-column 

version). (A) A schematic diagram of the stimulus experiment. Pulsed electrical stimulus is 

applied to excitatory neurons in the primary visual cortex (Calcarine, CAL). (B) Neural activity 

obtained from BOLD signals before and after stimulation. (C) Spiking activity of 300 randomly 

sampled neurons in a voxel in CAL. The curve is the voxel-averaged firing rate. (D) The local 

field potential of the example brain regions during the stimulus experiment. (E) Significantly 

activated brain regions ordered by their activation strength in the experiment. Herein, the activation 

strength is defined as the integral mean value between the curves of integration value (50 ms 

window) over time for perturbed dynamics (post-stimulus state) compared to the basal state 

dynamics (pre-stimulus state) of a voxel.  (F) An illustration for the spatiotemporal velocity vector 

field. (G) Principal component analysis for velocity amplitude. (H) The correlation between the 

principal gradient of fMRI and propagation direction of the velocity vector field. Also see 

Supplementary Material for more details.  
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Fig. 4. The virtual brain-computer interface (BCI) experiment on DTB (100 M neurons, 

voxel version). (A) The schematic diagram of the BCI experiment. (B) The spiking activity of 500 

randomly sampled neurons, the mean firing rate and the local field potential (LFP) in the left 

subthalamic nucleus (STN) at resting state and under the pulsed currents. (C) The time-frequency 

spectrum and power spectral density (PSD) of LFP in STN at resting state and DBS. (D) Five other 

regions of interest (ROIs) were selected to perform further analysis based on structural 

connectivity with STN. (E) The mean firing rate for each ROI at resting state and under the pulsed 

currents. (F) The mean PSD of the low-frequency oscillation (i.e., delta and theta oscillation) for 

each ROI at resting state and under the pulsed currents. (G) The Granger causality among the 

above six ROIs at resting-state and under the pulsed currents. (H) The outcomes of the different 

pulsed current settings, i.e., with the same pulse width and with the same quantity of electricity, 

respectively. 
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Fig. 5. DTB in action (100 M neurons, voxel version). (A) Workflow for the DTB in action. We 

firstly simulate the BOLD signals of the reference brain regions to obtain electric input currents. 

Then we injected the above currents into the DTB to yield the digital task brain. (B) A schematic 

illustration of the auditory and visual evaluation task. (C) Pearson correlations between the 

empirical and assimilated BOLD signals at both voxel- and region-level. (D) The illustrations of 

the empirical and the assimilated BOLD signals with a time lag of 4 for each region in right 

hemisphere during the visual evaluation task. (E) A schematic illustration of the digital brain 

virtual experiment, in which we injected current during the task from subject 1 into the digital 

resting state brain of other subjects, to yield a digital task brain of other subjects. (F) The activation 

patterns of the assimilated digital task brain and its corresponding biological brain. (G) The 

predicted performance based on the assimilated DTB of the visual evaluation task. Also see fig. 

S8 for the auditory evaluation task and Supplementary Materials for more details. 
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Supplementary Materials 

Materials and Methods: 

The digital twin brain (DTB) 

The whole brain neuronal network model presents the computational basis of the Digital twin 

brain and is composed of two components: the basic computing units and the network structure. 

The basic computing units of the DTB are neurons and synapses, and the spike signal 

transmitted between neurons by synapses are action potentials, i.e., spikes. Each neuron model 

receives the postsynaptic currents as the input and describes the generating scheme of the time 

points of the action potentials as the output. The synapses have different models due to the 

diverse neurotransmitter receptors. The computational neuron is an integral unit of the received 

presynaptic spikes from synapses as the input and generates spike trains as the output 

postsynaptic currents. The network model gives the synaptic interactions between neurons by 

a directed multiplex graph. Structural MRI images (i.e., T1 weighted data and diffusion 

weighted data) from biological brains are used to indirectly and partially measure the 

proportions of grey matters (neurons) in subregions and neuron axions between sub-regions 

Spiking neurons and synapses model 

The computational neuron model is generally a nonlinear operator from a set of input synaptic 

spike trains to an output axon spike train, described by three components: the subthreshold 

equation of the membrane potential that describes the transformation from the synaptic 

currents of diverse synapses; the synaptic current equation describes the transformation from 

the input spike trains to the corresponding synaptic currents; the threshold scheme gives the 

condition for triggering a spike by membrane potential value. Herein, the configuration can be 

sufficiently general to include diverse spike neuron models of single or multi-compartments 

that transfer spike trains of action potentials as the signals.      

Let 𝐼𝑖,𝑠𝑦𝑛,𝑢(t)  stand for the synaptic current at the synapse type u of neuron i and 𝑇𝑖 =

{𝑡1
𝑖 , 𝑡2

𝑖 , ⋯ , 𝑡𝑛
𝑖 , ⋯ } where 𝑡𝑛

𝑖  is the time point of the n-th spike of neuron i, or equivalently 𝑁𝑖(𝑡) 
stands for the count of spikes of neuron i before t. A computational neuron is a nonlinear 

mapping from the synaptic current {𝐼𝑖,𝑠𝑦𝑛,𝑢(t): u, t} to the spike train 𝑇𝑖: 

𝑇𝑖 = 𝑆𝑝𝑁[{𝐼𝑖,𝑠𝑦𝑛,𝑢(t): u, t}] 

Herein, we consider the leaky integrate-and-fire (LIF) model as neuron (36). A capacitance-

voltage (CV) equation describes the membrane potential of neuron i, 𝑉𝑖, when it is less than a 

given voltage threshold 𝑉𝑡ℎ,𝑖 

𝐶𝑖�̇�𝑖 = −𝑔𝐿,𝑖(𝑉𝑖 − 𝑉𝐿) +∑𝐼𝑠𝑦𝑛,𝑖
𝑢

+ 𝐼𝑒𝑥𝑡,𝑖 , 𝑉𝑖 < 𝑉𝑡ℎ,𝑖 (1) 

Here 𝐶𝑖  is the capacitance of the neuron membrane, 𝑔𝐿,𝑖  is the leakage conductance, 𝑉𝐿  is 

leakage voltage and 𝐼𝑒𝑥𝑡,𝑖 is the external stimulus. When 𝑉𝑖 = 𝑉𝑡ℎ,𝑖 at t = 𝑡𝑛
𝑖 , neuron registers 

a spike at time point 𝑡𝑛
𝑖  and the membrane potential is reset at 𝑉𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡 during a refractory period  

𝑉𝑖(𝑡) = 𝑉𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡 , 𝑡 ∈ [𝑡𝑘
𝑖 , 𝑡𝑘

𝑖 + 𝑇𝑟𝑒𝑓] (2) 

After then, 𝑉𝑖 is governed by CV equation (1) again.  
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The synapse model presents a nonlinear mapping from the spike trains of the presynaptic 

neuron to the postsynaptic current: 

𝐼𝑖,𝑠𝑦𝑛,𝑢 = 𝑆𝑦𝑛𝑢[{𝑇𝑗: 𝑗 → 𝑖}] 

Here, 𝑗 → 𝑖 stands for the case that neuron j is synaptically connected to neuron i. We consider 

an exponential temporal convolution for this: 

𝐼𝑢,𝑖 = 𝑔𝑢,𝑖(𝑉𝑢 − 𝑉𝑖)𝐽𝑢,𝑖 

𝐽�̇�,𝑖 = −
𝐽𝑢,𝑖
𝜏𝑖
𝑢 +∑𝑤𝑖𝑗

𝑢𝛿(𝑡 − 𝑡𝑘
𝑗
)

𝑘,𝑗

(3) 

Here, 𝑔𝑢,𝑖 is the conductance of synapse type u of neuron i, 𝑉𝑢 is the voltage of synapse type 

u, 𝜏𝑖
𝑢 is the time-scale constants of synapse type u of neuron i, 𝑤𝑖𝑗

𝑢  is the connection weights 

from neuron j to i of synapse type u, 𝛿(∙) is the Dirac-delta function and 𝑡𝑘
𝑗
 is the time point of 

the k-th spike of neuron j. Herein, we consider at least four synapse types: AMPA, NMDA 

GABAA and GABAB. 

Cortex voxel laminar model 

We consider the laminar model that was established based on the neuroanatomy of the primary 

visual cortex of the cat (15,37), which was widely used to build up large-scale neuromorphic 

computational models (38, 39). In this model, the cortex is composed of six layers: L1, L2/3, 

L4, L5 and L6, equipped with excitatory and inhibitory neurons. At each layer, the number of 

neurons is proportional to the statistics given in Du. et al (38), which originated from Binzegger. 

et al (15). Early studies with physiological experiments in area 17 of cats (40) and adult 

macaques (41) showed consistent results on the synaptic distribution of excitatory and 

inhibitory neurons in each layer (15). We follow the data of assigned synapses. To treat the 

sources of the unassigned synapses, based on these previous works (15, 39), we made 

modifications to the data given the following assumptions: 1) all of the unassigned symmetric 

(i.e., inhibitory) synapses in layer 1-6 originate from smooth (inhibitory) neurons in the layer 

where the synapses are located (15); 2) 95% of the unsigned asymmetric (i.e., excitatory) 

synapses come from other cortical regions (39). Hence, we derived the laminar connections 

(table S1). 

It should be highlighted that L1 contains synapses onto the apical dendrites of neurons in lower 

layers (15, 37). The numbers of the input synapses to each layer in the voxel coming from other 

layers and other cortical region are proportional to the statistics given in Du. et al (38) as well. 

These actual numbers of input synapses of each layer can be calculated by fixing the average 

number of input synapses of neurons in this voxel constant. We set that the output synapses all 

come from the excitatory neurons in L5. 

Structural MRI based whole-brain structural network model 

The network architecture of this computational model can be arbitrary including feedforward 

and recurrent. Herein, we consider a general network model of the human or animal brain for 

simulation and data simulation, inspired by structural imaging data. Due to the resolution scale 

of brain structural data, structural information of resolution higher than the imaging technique 

can never be seen, and so we propose a network model of hierarchical random graph with 

constraints and multiple edges (HRGCME), to represent the neuron pairwise synaptic 

connections.  
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The HRGCME model is a set of weighted directed graphs with hierarchical structures. 𝒢 =
{𝐺𝑝: 𝑝 = 1,⋯ , 𝑃} , where 𝐺𝑝 = (𝑉𝑝, 𝐸𝑝)  with node set 𝑉𝑝 = {𝑣𝑗

𝑝
} , edge set 𝐸𝑝  ,the 

corresponding adjacency matrix  𝑊𝑝 = {𝑤𝑖𝑗
𝑝
: 𝑖, 𝑗 ∈ 𝑉𝑝} and node attributes 𝐴𝑝 = (𝐴𝑖

𝑝
: 𝑖 ∈ 𝑉𝑝). 

In the following, |𝐴| denotes the cardinal dimension of the set A of finite elements. For each 

p > 𝑝′, graph 𝐺𝑝 can be regarded as composed of the nodes and edges from 𝐺𝑝′, where |𝑉𝑝| ≤

|𝑉𝑝
′
|  naturally holds. In detail, there exists a disjoint splitting of the node sets 𝑉𝑝

′
, 

{𝐶𝑙
𝑝,𝑝′
: 𝑙 = 1,⋯ , |𝑉𝑝|}, namely satisfying 1) 𝐶𝑙

𝑝,𝑝′
⊆ 𝑉𝑝

′
; 2) 𝐶𝑙1

𝑝,𝑝′
∩ 𝐶𝑙2

𝑝,𝑝′
= ∅; 3) ⋃ 𝐶𝑙

𝑝,𝑝′
𝑙 =

𝑉𝑝
′
. Each node of 𝑉𝑝define one node set {𝐶𝑙

𝑝′
: 𝑙 = 1,⋯ , |𝑉𝑝|}, such that 1) (𝑣𝑗1

𝑝
, 𝑣𝑗2
𝑝
) ∈ 𝐸𝑝 

only if there exists (𝑣𝑞1
𝑝′
, 𝑣𝑞2

𝑝′
) ∈ 𝐸𝑝

′
 with 𝑣𝑞1

𝑝′
∈ 𝐶𝑗1

𝑝,𝑝′
 and 𝑣𝑞2

𝑝′
∈ 𝐶𝑗2

𝑝,𝑝′
 and 2) |𝑤𝑗1𝑗2

𝑝
|  is 

proportional to ∑ |𝑤𝑞1𝑞2
𝑝′

|
𝑣𝑞1
𝑝′
∈𝐶𝑗1

𝑝,𝑝′
,𝑣𝑞2
𝑝′
∈𝐶𝑗2

𝑝,𝑝′ . Here, 𝑝  stands for the order of hierarchy that 

indicate the resolution scale of the obtained data or knowledge and 𝑝 = 1 stands for the scale 

of neurons. A large 𝑝 > 1 can stand for the scale of lower resolution scale, for instance, 𝑝 =
2, 3, 4 are corresponding to a micro-column, voxel, region of interest (ROI) respectively. Each 

type of synaptic connection is represented by a graph set 𝒢𝑢 , which compose a multiplex 

network by the way that all 𝒢𝑢 share the same node sets. The setup of hierarchies is determined 

by the structure data and/or knowledge.  

We illustrate this model by the data of MRI brain scanning and the knowledge of the laminar 

structure of the primary visual cortex of cat. We define 𝒢𝑢 = {𝐺𝑢,𝑝: 𝑝 = 1,2,3} , u =
AMPA,NMDA, GABAa, GABAb , with 𝐺𝑢,𝑝 = (𝑉𝑝, 𝐸𝑢,𝑝)  where 𝑝 = 1  stands for neuronal 

network such that 𝑉1 is the neuron set. There are two types of neurons: excitatory (pyramidal) 

neurons and inhibitory (inter) neurons. It should be highlighted that edge of 𝐸𝑢,𝑝 with u =
AMPA,NMDA occurs only from excitatory neuron to other neurons and edge of 𝐸𝑢,𝑝 with u =
GABAa, GABAb occurs only from inhibitory neuron to other neurons. We do not allow self-

loop and multiple connection for a pair of neurons on graph 𝐺𝑢,1 . For the above settings 

mentioned, we can rewrite it formally: 1) 𝐺𝑢,1 share the same node sets for all u, 2) graph of 

type AMPA and type NMDA have the same edges and the same for inhibitory type. 3) the 

corresponding weight of graph for different synaptic types are different but obey the same 

distribution (uniform distribution U[0, 1] in our model). And 𝑝 = 3 stands for a network of 

voxels, where 𝑉3  is the set of voxels, |𝐶𝑙
3,1|  proportional to the gray volume of voxel 𝑙 

measured by the voxel-based morphometry (VBM), and the element 𝑤𝑖𝑗
𝐴𝑀𝑃𝐴,3

 and 𝑤𝑖𝑗
𝑁𝑀𝐷𝐴,3

 of 

𝑊𝐴𝑀𝑃𝐴,3 takes values of the fibre counts between voxel pair (𝑖, 𝑗) obtained from DTI. The 

ratio of the number of excitatory neurons over that of inhibitory neurons of each voxel was set 

as 4:1. The ratios between the number of excitatory synaptic (out-) edges within each voxel, 

that of excitatory synaptic (in-) edges from out of this voxel, and that of the inhibitory synaptic 

edges (within the voxel) are constant as 5:3:2. As for 𝑝 = 2, each cortical voxel is regarded as 

a micro-column of six laminar layers with eight disjoint splitting populations (layer 2 and layer 

3 merge to L2/3 and no L1, each layer splits 2 populations, Exc. and Inh.): 𝐶𝑙
2,1

, 𝑙 = 𝑗1, ⋯ , 𝑗8. 

Each |𝐶𝑙
2,1| is proportional to |𝐶𝑗

3,1| ∗ 𝑇𝑙 ∗ 𝐷𝑙, where 𝑇𝑙 stands for the thickness of layer where 

population 𝑙  resides and 𝐷𝑙  stands for the neuronal density of population 𝑙 . For each non-

cortical voxel 𝑣𝑗
3, we do not consider its further structure and regard it as a canonical voxel 

structure which contains 2 sets of excitatory and inhibitory neurons (𝐶𝐸
2,1: 𝐶𝐼

2,1 = 4: 1). To be 

consistent with the above setting, the connections between populations (long-range 
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connections) are all excitatory connections, it equally says that both 𝐸𝑢,2 and 𝑊𝑢,2 as empty 

sets when u ≠ AMPA,NMDA.  

Network topology implementation 

Based on the HRGCME proposed above, we are now ready to construct the DTB. The DTB 

provides three resolution scales of network models, namely a brain region version, voxel 

version, and micro-column version, which corresponds to 𝒢1,4, 𝒢1,3, 𝒢1,2, respectively. We use 

the micro-column version as an example to implement this network model. For the graph set 

𝒢1,2, we need to construct the graph 𝐺2 firstly and then convert to 𝐺1 with the predefined 

network size and in-degree scale. In detail, we begin from computing the node attributes which 

represents the scale of population size. Formally, we use 𝑆 = [𝑆𝑚] to stand for VBM vector 

for brain regions (voxels), 𝑇 = [𝑇𝑖] and 𝐷 = [𝐷𝑖] for thickness vector and neuronal density 

vector respectively in a micro-column. Then we can easily derive the node attribute of G2 as 

𝐴(𝑖) =

{
 
 

 
 
𝑆𝑚
∑𝑆𝑗

×
𝑇𝑖
∑𝑇𝑖

× 𝐷𝑖        𝑖 ∈ 𝐶𝑚
2,3 𝑎𝑛𝑑 |𝐶𝑚

2,3| = 10

𝑆𝑚
∑𝑆𝑗

× (0.8 𝑜𝑟 0.2)    𝑖 ∈ 𝐶𝑚
2,3 𝑎𝑛𝑑 |𝐶𝑚

2,3| = 2

(4) 

Here, |𝐶𝑚
2,3| = 10 implies a cortex voxel with laminar model and  |𝐶𝑚

2,3| = 2 implies a non-

cortex voxel, where multiplied with 0.8 standing for excitatory neuron. and 0.2 for inhibitory 

neurons. Therein, we assign the neuronal size of population 𝑖 as 𝑁𝑖 = 𝐴(𝑖) ∗ |𝑉1|. Secondly, 

the connection matrix of G2 is derived by applying the kronecker product of the normalized 

DTI matrix (voxel level) and micro-circuit matrix M (table S1) as 

𝑝(𝑖 ← 𝑗) = {𝐷𝑇𝐼⨂𝑀}𝑖,𝑗 (5) 

where i, j represents index of population respectively and p denotes the derived connection 

probability. Thirdly, we fix the average number of input-synapses of neuron in this voxel to �̅�  

and then calculate the actual number of input synapses for neurons of each population as: 

𝑑(𝑖 ←⋅) =
�̅� × 𝑁(i)

∑𝑁(𝑗)
×
∑ 𝑀𝑖,𝑗𝑗

∑ 𝑀𝑖,𝑗𝑖,𝑗
,      𝑤ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑒 𝑖, 𝑗 ∈ 𝐶𝑙

2,3 (6) 

In this work, we set the source of cortico-cortical connection to be L5E and the destinations 

are distributed in the 2/3, 4, 5 and 6 layers. According to equation (5) and equation (6), the in-

degree of population i from population j is calculated as: 

Nsyn(i ← j) = d(i ←⋅) × p(i ← j) (7) 

In summary, we implement this network model based on an extension of k-random graph (42). 

Firstly, we set the number of neurons per population as equation (4). Secondly, for each neuron, 

according to its property (excitation or inhibitory neuron) and location (the voxel and/or layer 

if in a cortical voxel), we can calculate the number of synaptic links from each neuron 

population (the non-cortical voxel or the layer of the cortical voxel) defined in 𝐺 .,2 to this given 

neuron (Eqs. 5-7). Thirdly, we select each source neuron in that neuron population by equal 

probability without replacement iteratively.  

In the present paper, we set �̅� = 100, despite of generally the average synaptic number of each 

neuron varying from 103  to 105  due to the limit of the communication amd memory 
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bandwidths. Since the main simulation cost comes from communicating and reading spikes 

between neurons, as detailed in the following section, it cannot be afforded with a large 

synaptic degree for a whole-brain-scale neuronal network simulation by our GPU-based high-

performance computer (HPC).  

Whole brain simulation on GPUs 

We implement the computation of simulating the neuronal network with the computational 

neuron model and synaptic network model by GPUs (clusters), due to their power of parallel 

computation. The simulation of the neuronal network is composed of two components: the 

spike integral that integrals the synaptic input spike trains to the membrane potential, which is 

set as an individual module/class and hence is flexible to different neuronal model; and the 

spike communication that transfers spike trains between neurons. There are two different types 

of neuromorphic computation methods available in this simulation. For the first synchronous 

method, the subthreshold evolution, the spike triggering judgement and the transferring of 

spikes are executed with the uniform time step length (1 ms) and thus the spikes are coded in 

a binary way, i.e., 1 and 0 stand for “spike” and “no-spike” respectively at the time bin, for 

communication. For the second asynchronous method, the membrane potential of each neuron 

is integrated from the input spike trains independently until the output spike is triggered or it 

reaches the upper bound of time interval (5 ms), and the spike is coded with its time stamp 

within the time interval (5 ms) for communication. The former is a general and direct 

calculation method, of which the simulation accuracy can be verified by comparison with the 

local CPU simulation of sampling some neurons. However, the latter has higher computational 

efficiency but cannot verify the accuracy of the simulation results. Therefore, after 

comprehensive consideration, DTB adopts the synchronization algorithm as the operation 

mechanism in the whole calculation process. 

Push-based spike integrals 

We use synchronous push-based spike integrals to numerically evolve the membrane potentials 

of each neuron at the incoming synaptic spikes from other neurons. The push-based spike 

integral is a synchronous method to integrate the membrane potential on the subject neuron by 

summing up the integrals of all spikes (the postsynaptic currents, Eq. 3) that are sent to this 

neuron in the given time bin. The Euler iteration method of Eqs. (1-3) are formulated as follows 

with Δ𝑡 = 1 𝑚𝑠： 

{
  
 

  
 𝐽𝑢,𝑖(𝑡 + Δ𝑡) = exp(−

Δ𝑡

𝜏𝑖
𝑢) 𝐽𝑢,𝑖(𝑡) +∑𝑤𝑖𝑗

𝑢𝐴𝑗(𝑡)

𝑗

𝑉𝑖(𝑡 + Δ𝑡) = 𝑉𝑖(𝑡) +∑Δ𝑡𝐽𝑢,𝑖(𝑡 + Δ𝑡)𝑔𝑢,𝑖(𝑉
𝑢 − 𝑉𝑖(𝑡))

𝑢

,

𝑉𝑖(𝑡 + Δ𝑡) = 𝑉𝑟𝑠𝑡 ,   𝑤ℎ𝑒𝑛 𝑡 + Δ𝑡 ∈ [𝑡𝑘
𝑖 , 𝑡𝑘

𝑖 + 𝑇𝑟𝑒𝑓]

 (8) 

where 𝐴𝑗(𝑡) is the spike label of the neuron 𝑗 in the last time bin [𝑡 − Δ𝑡, 𝑡), 𝐴𝑗(𝑡) ∈ {0, 1}. 

Since the spikes of each neuron are sparse in total, we use the following spike-driven scheme 

as follows: 
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As shown in Algorithm 1, the spike is coded as 𝐴𝑗(𝑡) in this method. A destination-address list 

is stored for each neuron. When a spike is registered by neuron 𝑗 at time 𝑡, i.e., 𝐴𝑗(𝑡) = 1, 

neuron 𝑗 sends this spike package to all other neurons connected from 𝑗 following its DST-

address list, which triggers spike operation at all connected neurons. Although it may cost 

additional time on atom operations, it is still much faster than the natural pull-based algorithm 

in practice because it takes full advantage of both the sparsity of 𝐴𝑗(𝑡) and 𝑤𝑖𝑗
𝑢 . 

To initialize the spike trains and avoid synchronization of neuronal spikes, noting that we 

initially set the homogeneous values for each type of parameters and the identical initial values 

for Eq. 1, we inject a background spike into the output spike train of each neuron with a low 

independent identical probability from 0.5% to 1%, turning out an external spike frequency 

from 10-20 Hz. 

Communication of synaptic spikes 

The major cost of the DTB simulation lies on the spike communication between neurons. 

Details can be referred to (9). In the DTB, we use the existing techniques and protocols of 

high- performance computer (HPC) of GPU clusters and map the synaptic spike transmission 

on them. The basic assembly of neurons is according to the GPU card where the neurons are 

assigned for computation. It can contain a part of a neuronal network and multiple networks 

when conducting simulation. Because the computing device (GPU) is known where each spike 

communication occurs, we do not need to take the GPU label into consideration when labelling 

the neurons. The neurons and their synapses at each GPU are coded in a single link table (fig. 

S1), including: 1) the attributes (parameters) of each neuron, which are used to evolve its 

membrane potential; 2) The attributes of each incoming synapse, composed of the label of 

neurons coming from (4 bytes for neuron index and 2 bytes for block index) and going to (4 

bytes), and the type of synapse (1 byte) and its synaptic weights. We do not contain the outward 

synapses of this block into the link table. By this way, we use 11 bytes (4+2+4+1) to encode 

each synapse (except the connection weight) and highlight that this bit size per synapse is 

totally independent of the scalability of the neuronal network of the DTB but only depends on 

the number of neurons assigned to a single GPU. 

Thus, each spike is encoded only by the label of its source neuron (without the block/GPU 

label). The GPUs are initialized by handshakes to know the labels and the Message Packet 

Interface (MPI) rank of the GPUs by sharing their link tables once for all. At each time bin, 

the GPU bags the spikes that are generated by the neurons on this GPU and then send them off. 

When a GPU receives a bag of spikes, the label of the source neuron encoded in the spike and 
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the synapse label queried from the link label can be obtained, and neurons in this GPU can 

update their states by calculating the accumulative spike integrals. 

The physical and data-link transmission of synaptic spikes is implemented by the 

communication interface and equipment of the GPU cluster of three layers: The VRAM on the 

GPU can communicate the synaptic spikes of neurons within the block; the PCIe and shared 

memory on CPU with communication between GPUs on the same cluster node; the InfiniBand 

(IB) switcher conducts the communication between cluster nodes (fig. S1).  

We implement the synaptic spike communication by the Open MPI (43). When implementing 

a large-scale neuronal network which cannot be assigned on a single GPU and even a single 

cluster node, we reduce the communication traffic by two directions. On the one hand, 

optimizing the layout of neurons on GPUs. We make synaptic communication as much as 

possible firstly in the same GPU or secondly in the same node. On the other hand, based on 

communication efficiency of the communication interfaces, we optimize the routines between 

nodes in the IB switchers according to the real-time communication traffics. 

Voxel-GPU mapping, topology and routing 

To achieve the data traffic management problem, we presented an optimization framework to 

improve the delivery of hyper-giant traffic in brain simulations, leveraging the re-

configurability along three dimensions: voxel-GPU mapping, topology and routing. We 

employ a low-latency communication design method to optimize the efficiency to simulate the 

whole-brain neuronal model on GPUs with Open-MPI (44). 

We focused on the flow of logical data in a HPC composed of GPU nodes. Since the physical 

network architecture cannot be changed, when designing routing for a system, we are to 

consider some limitations including hardware conditions (such as bandwidth limitations) and 

frameworks on HPCs. 

Both the partition algorithm and routing method need to consider balancing the data traffic 

among GPUs (fig. S2). Owing to the limitations of hardware and the different connected 

relationships between neurons, planning the partitioning of neurons into different GPUs and 

designing the routing of the communication between these GPUs can increase hardware 

utilization and connect more of the information between neurons in the same GPU. 

Furthermore, the number of connections across different GPUs is reduced to minimize the 

connections of the entire network. An increased number of connections across different GPUs 

will result in memory overhead in the network, causing time delay and affecting even the 

normal operation of the system. When the number of connections is smaller, the system will 

incur fewer overheads, while performing the task. 

During the development process for communications, limitations including hardware 

conditions (such as bandwidth limitations) and frameworks on HPCs being difficult to change, 

should be considered. Additionally, when designing routing for a system, each additional layer 

of routing increases the waiting time of the hardware. The number of layers in such a routing 

is inversely proportional to the number of connections between different GPUs, requiring 

tradeoffs for specific scenarios.  

Using the partitioning algorithm, we may assign neurons to GPUs in the system based on the 

amount of data with which they interact. However, owing to the difference in the amount of 

data information contained by the neurons, differences still exist in the amount of data between 

different GPUs. Without proper traffic processing, thousands of GPUs in a HPC that are used 
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to simulate the human brain will communicate with each other simultaneously, which will 

inevitably lead to network congestion. The GPUs all need to communicate with a GPU at the 

same moment (fig. S3), if the amount of data generated by one GPU in the simulation process 

is more than that generated by other GPUs for the total system running time, the result can 

only be obtained after all GPUs have fully executed. That is, when the system is running, the 

resources of the majority of GPUs are wasted, which is not conducive to minimizing the 

running time of the entire system. Thus, balancing the amount of data generated in each GPU 

as far as possible can promote the improvement of the low-latency communication design in 

brain simulations. Furthermore, as the simulation is run on the HPC, communications among 

a large group of GPUs only adopt the functions in the MPI architecture; therefore, to control 

the data traffic, logical hierarchical processing must be performed between the GPUs. The two-

level routing proposed in this paper is used to balance the communication speed and degree of 

congestion between GPUs. The routing for data traffic in brain simulation here is set to two 

levels; that is, communication between any two GPUs can only be forwarded at most once. 

Such a structural design satisfies all the restrictions mentioned above as much possible, while 

balancing the number of connections and forwarding time between GPUs and the traffic 

between all GPUs in the system as much as possible. The GPUs in the system are divided into 

groups according to the amount of data that can be communicated between GPUs. The amount 

of data that need to be exchanged between the GPUs in the same group is relatively large, and 

the amount of data exchanged between the GPUs in different groups should be as little as 

possible. GPUs in the same group communicate with each other through direct connections, 

and GPUs in different groups need to identify the corresponding GPU node in their group to 

forward data traffic.  

While a GPU wants to connect to a GPU in another group, the GPU needs to judge whether it 

can communicate with it on behalf of its group. If the answer is no, it needs to find another 

GPU as the bridge node to transmit its information. The amount of data that needs to be 

exchanged between the GPUs in the same group is relatively large, and the amount of data 

exchanged between the GPUs in different groups should be as little as possible. The reason is 

that GPUs in the same group communicate with each other through direct connections, and 

GPUs in different groups need to identify the corresponding GPU node in their group to 

forward data traffic. Moreover, a group of GPUs on the same switch in the physical structure 

speeds the information interaction. In addition, because each connection requires a thread to 

be started, the time taken to start the thread in the whole system can be reduced by reducing 

the number of connections. By matrix reordering, GPUs with dense connections or no 

connections can be grouped together to reduce the number of connections (fig. S4). 

Parameter initialization 

We initialize parameters according to the spike dynamics of networks in the resting state 

(without specifically external inputs) numerically, according to the following aspects: 1) 

Distribution of the firing rates with respect to neurons; 2) Response map of firing rate with 

respect to the synaptic conductance parameters; 3) asynchronization between neuron spike 

trains. The first item is to guarantee biologically sound spiking dynamic behaviours, the second 

is to guarantee that the spike dynamical behaviours are mainly generated and maintained not 

by injected spike noises but the network structure, and furthermore, the third is to guarantee 

that it is not the initial homogeneous parameter but the heterogeneity of the network structure 

accounts for the neuronal spiking dynamics.   
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We utilize an approximate off-network method to initialize the parameters (i.e., the 

conductance parameters) to enable the network to simulate spike trains of a stable frequency 

and normal variance, for on-network simulation costs much. Given the large-scale network 

configuration, we extract the smallest unit that can characterize the network infrastructure. In 

this case, the entire network can be expressed as a complex coupling of such units (such as a 

single neuron in a sparse network, micro-column in a cortical laminar network). Consider a 

small network with some such units, our goal is to find a stable parameter so that enable the 

unit can fire with the same frequency in the network under a given spike input. We inject 

statistically independent Poissonian spike trains with a fixed frequency (5-10 Hz) to each unit 

and adopt a semi-automatic iterative method to update the synaptic conductance parameters 

until all selected neurons stably fire with the same frequency (10-20 Hz) or up to a limit 

iteration (we set 20 herein). From the iteration process, we can see that the off-line network 

gradually approaches the firing state specified by us, and in which parameters can converge in 

about ten iterations (fig. S5). At last, the derived parameters are set in the large scale network 

simulation. It has been seen by the network simulation that the output spike trains are 

approximately stable at the given frequency.  

In detail, for a given large-scale network model, we aim to find a set of proper parameters 

(explicitly, conductance parameters of synapses 𝑔𝑢𝑖) for the spike network to maintain a stable 

firing rate. To do this, we reduce the network size while maintaining consistent topology and 

neuron properties, and adopt the semi-automatic iterative method in the off-line network to 

update the parameters, until the network converges. 

Reviewing the CV equations (Eq. 1), the membrane potential is modulated by 4 synaptic 

currents and the leaky current: 

C�̇� = 𝐼𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑘𝑦 + 𝐼𝐴𝑀𝑃𝐴 + 𝐼𝑁𝑀𝑃𝐴 + 𝐼𝐺𝐴𝐵𝐴𝑎 + 𝐼𝐺𝐴𝐵𝐴𝑏 (9) 

where Ileaky = −𝑔𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑘𝑦(𝑉 − 𝑉𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑘𝑦)  depends on the membrane potential and can be 

approximated as Ileaky = −𝑔𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑘𝑦(
𝑉𝑡ℎ+𝑉𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡

2
− 𝑉𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑘𝑦) in the evolution process. So, given the 

allowed maximum fire rate of the network, we can calculate the EPSP Iexc  for the 

consideration that the network fires at a maximum level if the inhibitory synaptic current is 

zero. Then we can calculate the IPSP Iinhi while the network fires at a stable firing rate rnormal. 
Empirically, in order to prevent the network collectively oscillating, we set the ratio of the 2 

excitatory synaptic currents to be 0.3 and 0.7 respectively (reducing the ratio of excitatory 

current of fast channels). The ratio of the two inhibitory channels is set to 0.5 and 0.5. Now, 

we can compute the synaptic current for 4 chemical channels respectively according to the 

EPSP and IPSP. Empirically, the synaptic currents are approximately linear in relation to 

synaptic conductance, so we can tune parameter gui to enable the synaptic current close to the 

PSPs value that we calculate above. The detailed algorithm is as follows: 
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In both brain sparse network and voxel laminar model, we use the semi-automatic iterative 

method to initialize the conductance coefficients of synapses for a nontrivial state. Specifically, 

in the model at the brain region version and the voxel version, we generate a 2000 neuron small 

off-line network, while keeping the in-degree 100 for all neurons. In the laminar model 

(cortical column version), we think of the voxel structure of eight populations as a unit, in 

which the cortico-cortical connection is fed back to the voxel from L5. Then the in-line 

simulation of real network utilizing the method as above is run to initialize the parameters and 

validate their effectiveness. 

Bayesian inference framework 

The details of the inference approach can be referred to (45). Generally speaking, let 𝑥(𝑡) be 

the neural activity (series) of the brain and the dynamical system model of neuronal network 

be formulated as follows 

�̇� = 𝑓(𝑥, 𝜃) 

where θ stands for the parameters in the model. Let 𝑦𝑡 = h[𝑥𝑡] be the observation (series) of 

the neural activity. The basic Bayesian inference becomes 

P(θ|𝑦𝑡) ∝ ∫P(𝑦𝑡|𝑥𝑡 , θ)P(𝑥𝑡|θ)P(θ) 𝑑[𝑥𝑡] (10) 

where 𝑑[𝑥𝑡]  denotes the path integration since 𝑥𝑡  is sequential data, rather than over 

state/observation points.  

Eq. 1 implies that the number of parameters involved in the neuronal network model is possibly 

much larger than the number of data points, even higher in order of magnitude, due to the low 

resolution of the data in both space and time scales, for example the fMRI scanning data. So, 

it is always overdetermined if conducing this sort of Bayesian inference. Alternatively, we 

establish a hierarchical Bayesian inference by introducing hyper-parameter ϑ to describe the 

distribution of parameters (fig. S5), which may contain the important neurophysiological 

information of these parameters. Then, Eq. 10 becomes 
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P(ϑ|𝑦𝑡) ∝ ∫P(𝑦𝑡|𝑥𝑡 , θ)P(𝑥𝑡|θ)P(θ|ϑ)𝑃(ϑ) 𝑑[𝑥𝑡]𝑑𝜃 (11) 

If [𝑥𝑡 , 𝑦𝑡] is Markovian, then path integration can be equivalently transformed into filters as 

follows: 

∫P(𝑦𝑡|𝑥𝑡 , θ)P(𝑥𝑡|θ)P(θ|ϑ)𝑃(ϑ) 𝑑[𝑥𝑡] =

∫P(yt|𝑦t−1, xt, θ)P(𝑥t|xt−1, θ)P(𝑦𝑡−1|𝑥𝑡−1, θ) 𝑑𝑥tP(𝑥𝑡−1|θ)P(θ|ϑ)𝑃(ϑ)𝑑[𝑥𝑡−1]𝑑𝜃 (12)
 

Hyper-parameters can greatly reduce the number of variables to be inferred and so relieve the 

over-determination. However, it is essential to identify the hyper-parameters as well as the 

parametric distribution of the parameters, towards balancing between overfitting and 

preciseness of models. 

BOLD signal model 

Towards a Bayesian inference, the mathematical model is based on the neuronal network 

model and a hemodynamical model that takes the neural activity quantified by the spike rate 

of a pool of neurons and outputs a Bold signal. Let 𝑧𝑡 be the time series of neural activity and 

the hemodynamical model can be generally written as 

�̇� = 𝐺(𝑔, 𝑧) 

Here g denotes the states related to blood volume and blood oxygen consumption. And the 

bold signal is read as a function of g, i.e., 𝑦(𝑡) = ℎ(𝑔(𝑡)). There are diverse hemodynamical 

models and herein, we introduce the Balloon-Windkessel model (11) (table S2). The neural 

activity of each pool of neurons associated with the ROI/voxel is the input (𝑧𝑖) and 𝑦𝑖(𝑡) with 

down-sampling coinciding with the frequency of fMRI scanning. 

Hierarchal mesoscale data assimilation (HMDA) 

We take each ROI as the subnetwork and assume that the conductance parameters of the same 

type of the neurons in the same ROI follow the same distribution, or equivalently, share the 

same hyper parameters. The time series of the BOLD signal from the ROI are formulated by 

the Balloon-Windkessel model mentioned above, and taken as the observations. The aim of 

the data simulation is to estimate the hyperparameters t of all ROIs by tracking he BOLD 

signals. In practice, the parameter inference is realized by the ensemble Kalman filter and the 

hyperparameter inference (Eq. 11) is realized by a simple random-walk bootstrap filter. 

Consider the following general evolution equations: 

{
 
 
 

 
 
 
𝑥(𝑡) = 𝐺(𝑥(𝑡 − 1), 𝜃(𝑡 − 1)) + 휀𝑔

𝑧(𝑡) ← 𝑆𝑝𝑁(𝑥(𝑡))

𝑟(𝑡) = 𝐵𝑊(𝑧(𝑡 − 1), 𝑟(𝑡 − 1), 𝜃(𝑡 − 1))

𝑦(𝑡) = 𝐻𝑟(𝑡)

𝜃(𝑡) = 𝑐𝑑𝑓−1 (𝑐𝑑𝑓(𝜃(𝑡 − 1), 𝜗(𝑡 − 1)), 𝜗(𝑡))

𝜗(𝑡) = 𝜗(𝑡 − 1) + 휀𝜗

(13) 

Here, 𝑥(𝑡) stands for the state variables (membrane potentials and synaptic currents) of all 

neurons in the whole-brain neuronal network model, 𝐺(∙) gives the discrete-time integrals of 
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Eq. 9 and 휀𝑔  stands for the white Gaussian noises which are injected into the membrane 

potential equations; 𝑆𝑝𝑁(∙) gives the threshold model of registering spike trains from the 

membrane potentials, 𝑧(𝑡) gives the neural activity (measured by spike counts) of each ROI; 

𝐵𝑊(∙) gives the Euler discrete-time version of the Balloon-Windkessel model with 𝑟(𝑡) for 

its state variables, and 𝑦(𝑡) stands for the BOLD signal generated by the Balloon-Windkessel 

model; 𝜃(𝑡) stands for all parameters in the models that are to be estimated and 𝜗(𝑡) for the 

corresponding hyperparameters; 𝑐𝑑𝑓(∙) stands for the cumulant distribution function of the 

parameters (alternatively the empirical distribution if taking them by bootstrap method, for 

example Monte-Carlo Markov Chain (MCMC); the hyperparameters evolve by random walks.  

The iterative Bayesian inference from observed data to the states and parameters is conducted 

by the standard ensemble Kalman filters. Herein, we utilize two alternatives of ensemble 

Kalman filter (EnKF) methods. The first one is the standard ensemble Kalman filter with the 

pseudo codes (Algorithm 3). 

 

The second one is the diffusion ensemble Kalman filter. The computation complexity of each 

iteration depends on the dimension of the observed data. In the case of experimental 

observations with high resolution, the dimension of y can be very high, which may cause both 

computation complexity and ill-posedness due to the limited number of data time points. The 

distributed Kalman filter is an efficient way to handle high-dimensional observations (46). 

Taking each observer as an independent sensor, a fusion process is added to correction of each 

sensor by weighted average. Herein, we utilize this idea to the diffusion EnKF by taking each 

ROI bold signal as an observer and establishing an independent EnKF (Algorithm 4). 

Correction of the states, parameters and hyperparameters of this ROI is weighted average 

between EnKF of itself and EnKF from other ROIs (47). A fusion coefficient 𝛾 is introduced 

to balance the fusion of corrections from this ROI and all other ROIs. 
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Thus, we are to establish a framework for HMDA of fMRI over the neuronal network and 

hemodynamic models by taking all states of neuronal including neural activities (spikes), 

synaptic currents, variables of hemodynamics, bold signals, and the parameters to be estimated 

as well as its preassigned distribution with the hyperparameters. Analysis and prediction of the 

HMDA filter is executed at each time point of the BOLD signals. The time scale follows the 

biological clock (in ms) and taking each time step as the period of the fMRI scanning. We 

utilize the diffusion ensemble Kalman filter for the population of state and parameter inference, 

which gives the framework of distributed hierarchical mesoscale data assimilation (dHMDA). 

In the following work, we take the hyper-parameters of the synaptic conductance 𝑔𝑢,𝑖 in Eq. 3 

to statistically infer the model with the resting-state fMRI data and those of the external current 

𝐼𝑒𝑥𝑡,𝑖 in Eq. 1 to statistically infer the model with task fMRI data. 

Although HDMA takes consideration of all hidden states and parameters contained in model, 

what we want is that the network driven solely by the synaptic conductance. Therefore, after 

estimating the hyperparameter of subnetwork with observation signal (experimental BOLD 

signal), we re-simulate this model by assigning synaptic conductance for each neuron 

according the hyperparameter series (gu ) and then evaluate fitting effect. The resting-state and 

task-state fitting results of the whole-brain model demonstrate the validity of our proposed 

HDMA algorithm. 

Layout of HDMA on GPU HPC 

The layout of data assimilation is logically composed of two classes of units: each simulation 

worker may be physically a part of computation hardware (a GPU, several GPUs and several 

nodes) and simulates a single model of DTB; a HMDA worker conducts the HDMA according 

to the simulated data and the observation data. In our layout, towards a better performance, we 

layout the iteration of the parameters according to the hyperparameters, i.e., the fifth item in 
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Eq. 13 onto the GPU simulation worker, since it is of parallel high load of computation. Besides 

a centralized HDMA worker based on the standard HMDA, alternatively, we also utilize the 

dHMDA by setting m (equal to the number of ROIs or voxels) HDMA workers and conduct 

the fusion processing (the last step in algorithm 4) at each HDMA worker. 

The GPU simulation worker iteratively samples the parameters of its WBNN model from the 

hyperparameters, simulates neuron states, and send the neural activities (in term of spike counts 

or rates) to the CPU HDMA worker (fig. S6). The HDMA worker takes the hyperparameters 

and the state variables of the hemodynamics into the ensemble Kalman filter, which in facts 

assumes that the evolution of the state variables of the neuron model given the parameters and 

the parameters induced by the hyperparameters are precise. The HMDA worker simulates the 

hemodynamics, outputs the bold signals, conducts HMDA filter or dHMDA of each iteration, 

and send the iterated hyperparameters to the simulation workers. 

Correlation coefficients 

We mainly use the Pearson correlation coefficients between the simulation DTB after data 

assimilation and the experimental fMRI data in voxels to measure the performance of the DTB. 

Since the ensemble Kalman filter tracks the real data usually with small delays, we alternative 

employ the following lag correlation coefficients: 

𝑝𝑐𝑐(𝑥𝐷𝑇𝐵(𝑡 + 𝑙𝑎𝑔), 𝑥𝑒𝑥𝑝(𝑡)) 

where 𝑝𝑐𝑐(∙,∙) stands for the Pearson correlation coefficients, 𝑥𝐷𝑇𝐵,𝑒𝑥𝑝  for the time course 

acquired by the DTB and experimental counterpart and 𝑙𝑎𝑔 for the time delay. We take 𝑙𝑎𝑔 =
4 throughout the paper if without special annotations. 

Biological data acquisition 

For illustration, we scan multi-model MRI from the corresponding author of this paper, 

Jianfeng Feng (i.e., JF data). All neuroimaging was performed on a 3 Tesla MR scanner 

(Siemens Magnetom Prisma, Erlangen, Germany) at the Zhangjiang International Brain 

Imaging Centre in Shanghai, using a 64-channel head array coil. High-resolution T1-weighted 

(T1W) MR images were acquired using a 3D Magnetization-Prepared RApid Gradient Echo 

(3D-MPRAGE) sequence (TR/TE = 3000/2.5 ms, TI = 1100 ms, FOV = 256 mm, flip angle = 

7˚, matrix size = 320 x 320, 240 sagittal slices, slice thickness = 0.8 mm, no gap). Multi-shelled, 

multi-band diffusion-weighted images (DWI) were acquired using a single-shot spin-echo 

planar imaging (EPI) sequence (monopolar scheme, TR = 3200 ms, TE = 82 ms, Matrix size: 

140x140, voxel size: 1.5 x 1.5 x 1.5 mm3, multiband factor = 4, phase encoding: anterior to 

posterior) with two b-values of 1500 s/mm2 (30 diffusion directions) and 3000 s/mm2 (60 

diffusion directions), in which b0 images were interleaved in every 6 volumes. Each volume 

consisted of 92 contiguous axial slices (thickness: 138 mm). Data with the same DWI protocol 

using an opposite polarity (phase encoding from posterior to anterior) were also acquired. 

Resting-state and task state fMRI were acquired using a gradient echo-planar imaging (EPI) 

sequence (repetition time, TR: 800 ms, echo time, TE: 37 ms, field of view, FoV: 208 mm, flip 

angle: 52 degrees, matrix size: 104×104x72, and voxel size: 2 × 2 × 2 mm3, multiband factor 

= 8, phase encoding: anterior to posterior). The resting-state fMRI scan consisted of 488 

contiguous EPI volume and each task state fMRI scan has two runs, which consisted of 487 

EPI volume, respectively. 

Supplementary Text: 
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Biological data preprocessing 

T1w data were preprocessed with the voxel-based morphometry (VBM) by using the VBM8 

toolbox based on the Statistical Parametric Mapping (SPM, http://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm). 

Firstly, all structural MRI data were manually corrected and divided into grey matters, white 

matters and cerebrospinal fluid. Secondly, the grey matter images were aligned to a nonlinear 

deformation field and normalized to Montreal Neurological Institute (MNI) space by using the 

templates which were created by DARTEL tool. Finally, the normalized images were all 

smoothed with a full-width at half-maximum (FWHM) 8-mm Gaussian kernel for further 

analysis. After above procedures, the grey matter images were resampling at a resolution of 3 

x 3 x 3mm3. 

FSL software V6.0.4 (Functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging of the Brain Software Library, 

http://www.fmrib.ox.uk/fsl) and MRtrix 3.0 (http://www. mrtrix.org/) (48) was utilized to 

preprocess DWI data (49). The DWI was denoised and corrected for Gibbs ringing artifacts 

(50-53). The DWI was then corrected for head motion, eddy current, and tissue susceptibility-

induced off-resonance geometric distortions with the reversed phase encoding b = 0 s/mm2 

images (54-57). The DWI bias field created by the nonuniform coil receives sensitivity was 

also corrected (58, 59). For the the anatomical connectivity matrix, we firstly generated a mask 

image appropriate for seeding streamlines on the grey matter-white matter interface. White 

matter tractography was used to estimate the fiber tract numbers connecting each pair of voxels 

in the mask image, resulting in an anatomical connectivity matrix. The connection of a voxel 

to itself was set to 0 in the connectivity matrix for the simulations. 

  For BOLD signals, the following preprocessing was performed using fMRIPrep (60). First, a 

reference volume and its skull-stripped version were generated using a custom methodology 

of fMRIPrep. A deformation field to correct for susceptibility distortions was estimated based 

on fMRIPrep’s fieldmap-less approach. The deformation field is that resulting from co-

registering the BOLD reference to the same-subject T1w-reference with its intensity inverted 

(61). Registration is performed with antsRegistration (ANTs 2.3.3), and the process 

regularized by constraining deformation to be nonzero only along the phase-encoding direction, 

and modulated with an average fieldmap template (62). Based on the estimated susceptibility 

distortion, a corrected EPI (echo-planar imaging) reference was calculated for a more accurate 

co-registration with the anatomical reference. The BOLD reference was then co-registered to 

the T1w reference using flirt (63) with the boundary-based registration (64) cost-function. Co-

registration was configured with nine degrees of freedom to account for distortions remaining 

in the BOLD reference. For resting-state data, ICA-based automatic removal of motion 

artifacts (AROMA) was used to generate aggressive noise regressors as well as to create a 

variant of data that is non-aggressively denoised (65). Then the preprocessed data were 

smoothed with a full width at FWHM Gaussian kernel of 6 mm and filtered with a band-pass 

filtering (0.01 – 0.1 Hz). Finally, the preprocessed data were resampling at a resolution of 3 x 

3 x 3mm3. 

Digital twin brain (DTB) with visual stimulus 

Under the best fitted DTB, we explore how visual information is propagated in the brain 

network model with 200 million neurons including a micro-column structure. A pulsed 

electrical stimulus with duration = 50 ms and intensity = 0.6 mA is employed to the excitatory 

neurons in the voxels of the visual brain regions (Calcarine in the AAL template) in the specific 

time interval (50 ms) to mimic the transcranial random noise (34). 

http://www.fil.ion.ucl.ac.uk/spm
http://www.fmrib.ox.uk/fsl
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We then collect both the micro-level data including local field potential (LFP) and spike trains, 

generated by averaging the membrane potentials of the neurons in the interested voxels and 

micro-columns, and the macro-level data, including the BOLD signals generated by the 

hemodynamic models, from the simulation of the neuronal network, towards comparing the 

dynamics before and after visual stimulus. We use three methods to analyze the information 

flows between brain regions in the whole brain. 

The first one is simply ranking the onset time of evoked spikes in brain regions of interests 

with respect to the stimuli. Second, once perturbation of the response is halted, we use the 

measure—the average activation strength which is defined as the integral mean value between 

the curves of integration value (50 ms window) over time for perturbed dynamics (post-

stimulus state) compared to the basal state dynamics (pre-stimulus state) (25), to evaluate the 

stimulus response of a voxel. Specifically, we perform a permutation test approach to 

implement Wilcoxon rank Sum Test (p > 0.005). From Figure S7, one can see that the results 

of auditory stimulation experiment confirm the pathway of auditory information transmission. 

Furthermore, a novel computational framework is established to explore the information flow 

based on the simulated LFP signals, which calculates the velocity vector field of the hidden 

brain dynamics for each millisecond involving both the spatial and temporal information. 

Specifically, the simulated local field potential signals are bandpass filtered (10-30 Hz) and 

then transformed to MNI152 space prior to surface mapping. Then the preprocessed data are 

mapped to cortical surface meshes using the standard Human Connectome Project pipeline. 

Finally, the resulted time series are aligned to 32k fs_LR atlas space. The velocity vector field 

is calculated by adapting optical flow estimation methods with a spatial total variational 

penalty. Concretely, given a signal 𝐼(𝒙, 𝑡), the velocity field of the hidden dynamics can be 

extracted by solving the following inverse problem as: 

𝑚𝑖𝑛
𝑢∈𝛺

∑|𝐼𝑥 ∙ 𝑢 + 𝐼𝑡|

𝑥

+ 𝜌∑|| 𝛻𝑢||𝑙2
𝑥

 

s. t.   𝑢 = 0 outside Ω (14) 

where Ω denotes the whole region with effective LFP signals and the regularization parameter 

in this model is taken as ρ = 0.001. Moreover, this convex optimization is solved by the 

GADIM algorithm (66). 

DTB for deep brain stimulus (DBS) 

We perform the digital experiments on Feng’s digital brain by setting DBS to given brain ROIs. 

The simulated results provide insights into the influence of DBS on whole brain. In the section, 

we use the whole-brain computational model of resting-state brain, composed of 100 million 

neurons and 22705 voxels with a minor modification. The left and right subthalamic nucleus 

(STN) are chosen as the stimulus sites.  

The DBS stimulus is mimicked by a pulse current (frequency = 125Hz, mean amplitude = -6 

mA, pulse width = 1ms), which is injected to all neurons in the STN voxels with the amplitudes 

following the distribution of −Gamma (5, 6/5)  statistically interpedently. For statistical 

analysis, we carry out 100 repetitive trials of the digital DBS experiments. Each simulation 

trial is composed of 80 seconds’ simulation: the first 40 s as the resting-state and the last 40 s 

with applying DBS stimulus. We record the instantaneous firing rate and local filed potential 

in millisecond. In particular, the LFP is estimated by the mean of four synaptic currents 

(AMPA, NMDA, GABAa and GABAb) of all neurons in the ROIs. For the removal of 
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stimulation artifacts, the raw LFP is preprocessed through the Chebyshev filters (type I) to 

filter the frequency over 100 Hz. The time-frequency spectrum is obtained by Morlet wavelet 

transform. The power spectral density (PSD) is estimated by the Welch's overlapped segment 

averaging estimator.  

In this experiment, except for STN, five Parkinson's disease-related brain regions (29) are 

selected to perform further analysis. For each ROI, the voxel with largest structural connection 

with STN is firstly picked and the spatially adjacent voxels with structural connection to STN 

are also included. Finally, 22 voxels are picked out in thalamus (THA), 21 voxels in 

supplementary motor area (SMA), 13 voxels in precental gyru (PreCG), 8 voxels in caudate 

(CAU) and 10 voxels in putamen (PUT). To investigate the effects of DBS on the neural 

circuits, the Granger causality among six ROIs is calculated with the ROI-averaged filtered 

LFPs (30, 31). The order of the model is 1 (10ms) estimated by Bayesian Information Criterion 

(BIC). The statistical results are estimated by averaging over 100 repetitions. 

Finally, this platform provides the possibility to explore the optimal parameters of DBS and its 

underlying mechanism. We perform the DBS digital experiments with two kinds of DBS 

stimulus setup. First, we fix the pulse width, as 1ms, with respect to different frequencies: 

10Hz, 50Hz, 75Hz, 100Hz, 125Hz and 200Hz. Second, we fix the quantity of electricity for 

the stimulus duration (40 secs) with respect to different frequencies 10Hz, 50Hz, 75Hz, 100Hz, 

125Hz and 200Hz, as well. In order to keep the same quantity of electricity equal to 0.0012 C, 

in the present experiment, we set different pulse widths for the DBS stimulus respectively. For 

instance, we set 1ms pulse width for 200 Hz DBS, and 20 ms pulse width for 10Hz DBS. In 

addition, we introduce the percentage decrease of δ,θ-rhythms of the LFP, defined as follow: 

〈𝑃𝑆𝐷 𝑎𝑡 𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡 − 𝑃𝑆𝐷 𝑎𝑡 𝐷𝐵𝑆〉𝛿,𝜃
〈𝑃𝑆𝐷 𝑎𝑡 𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑡〉𝛿,𝜃

(15) 

where 〈∙〉𝛿,𝜃 stands for average over all rhythms of δ,θ-rhythms of the LFP and “at rest” and 

“at DBS” means to calculate the PSD over the resting-state duration (the first 40 s) and the 

DBS duration (the last 40 s) respectively. 

DTB for appetitive/aversive evaluation prediction 

Based on human-scale brain neuromorphic simulation and data assimilation method on the 

voxel-wise MRI, in the present paper, we conduct an explorative step towards establishing a 

digital brain model and methodologies that can assimilate the model with the experimental 

data and the infer the perceptive and cognitive tasks. Due to the complexity of visual and 

auditory perception, there is no good encoding and decoding model to replace this process. 

DTB approximates the input signal of the input region by assimilating the BOLD signal 

acquired from experiment, and then simulates the propagation of the signal within best-fitted 

resting brain. Finally, we extract the signal of the decision regions (all voxels excluding the 

input regions) and makes the score prediction. The detailed results of evaluation prediction on 

auditory task can been seen in Fig. S8. 

We design perceptual and cognitive task experiments and collect the voxel-wise BOLD signals 

for assimilating the digital brain model. Herein, we consider the visual and auditory evaluation 

task. The experiment consisted of three emotional runs (positive run, negative run, and neutral 

run). Each run has 20 emotional figures or sounds, which was present for 3 seconds. Then the 

participants were asked to evaluate how they feel to the stimulus with a Likert scale from (0 – 

10) in 4 seconds. 
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To assimilate DTB in action, we first utilize the resting-state digital brain model on JF data as 

the initial state to assimilate the experimental data of the tasks. According to the specific task, 

we assimilate the perceptive ROIs by the task fMRI data in the whole brain neuronal network. 

We employ the dHMDA on the perceptive ROIs at the voxel level and the assimilated hyper-

parameters of injection currents of the voxels in the perceptive ROIs will serve as the “input” 

brain ROIs. For instance, in the visual evaluation experiment, we consider the voxels in the 

calcarine (CAL), inferior frontal gyrus (opercular part, IFGoperc), and supramarginal gyrus 

(SMG) in AAL template as the visual input ROIs. (The CAL is responsible for the primary 

visual information processing. The IFGoperc mediates active maintenance of stimulus 

information. The SMG is part of the somatosensory association cortex, which receives 

somatosensory, visual, and auditory inputs from the brain).  

To explore the potential applications of DTB in cognitive decision making, we use DTB to 

virtually mimic the real-world experiment, which JF really did but another subject did not 

really execute, and then predict the performance. Specifically, for another subject (named 

subject B), we firstly establish the whole-brain neuronal network model based on her/his 

structural MRI data and then assimilate the hyper-parameters of the synaptic conduces of each 

voxel in subject B with her/his resting-state fMRI. With the AAI template, we align the voxels 

of subject B to JF. We deploy the assimilated hyper-parameters of the injection currents of the 

voxels in the perceptive input ROI for subject B to sample the injection currents of the voxel 

in the perceptive input ROI of the same location from the hyper-parameters of JF. Hence, we 

simulate the whole-brain neuronal networks for subject B to virtually and digitally mimic the 

digital task experiment as JF really did. 

The brain activation for each trial was assessed with both the biological and digital BOLD 

signals by the general linear model, in which the regressors for modeling each trial was 

established by convolving the corresponding experimental condition with SPM’s canonical 

hemodynamic response function (HRF) and six head motion parameters were as the additional 

covariate regressors. Hence, the patterns of brain activation were comparable between the 

digital brain and biological brain. Furthermore, we take brain activations during stimuli 

evaluation as the response variables and scores of pictures as the predictors in a linear 

regression model. The least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) regularization 

is employed to pursuit a sparse coefficient vector. The picture evaluation task of each subject 

involves 18 pictures. We exclude the first two trails due to the quality of assimilation and 

removed the duplicated trails with the same stimulus. The leave-one-out approach is applied 

to measure the performance. That is, we take the brain activations of all voxels excluding the 

ones in input regions and scores of each 17 pictures as training data to estimate a sparse 

coefficient vector via LASSO. Then we use this coefficient vector and the brain activations 

during evaluation of the remaining one to predict how the subjects score this picture. 
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fig. S1 The link table and spike communication organization.  

  



 

fig. S2 Illustration of the partition algorithm and routing method. 

  



 

fig. S3 Illustration of the two-level routing method. 

  



  

fig. S4 Real connections during the communication of 2000 GPUs. (left panel) The 

connections between GPUs without two-level routing method; (right panel) The 

connections between GPUs without two-level routing method 

  



 

fig. S5 Framework of Hierarchical Bayesian Inference. 

  



 

fig. S6 Layout framework of HMDA (A) and dHMDA (B) for fMRI data. 

  



 

 

fig. S7. Auditory stimulus results. (a) The definition of average activation strength of 

a voxel after the pulse stimulus. (b) Significantly activated brain regions order ranked 

by its average activation strength in auditory stimulus experiment. 

  



 
fig. S8. DTB in action (auditory experiment). (a)The whoel-brain voxel-level 

correlation analysis. (b)The time course of assimilated BOLD signal and raw BOLD 

signal for each right hemisphere AAL region (lag = 4) of auditory evaluation task. 

(c)The predicted performance based on the assimilated fMRI data.  

  



  presynaptic 

i1 e2/3 i2/3 e4 i4 e5 i5 e6 i6 CC 
p
o
st

sy
n
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e1 1323  823  200  15  1  9        10133  

i1 901  560  149  10  1  6       6899  

e2/3 133  3554  804  881  45  431    136    1020  

i2/3 52  1778  532  456  29  217    69    396  

e4 27  417  84  1070  782  79  8  1686   1489  

i4   168  41  628  538  36    1028    790  

e5 147  2550  176  765  99  621  596  363  7  1591  

i5   1357  76  380  32  375  403  129    214  

e6 2  643  46  549  196  327  126  925  597  2609  

i6   80  8  92  3  159  11  76  499  1794  

table S2. Average number of synapses received by individual neuron in each 

cortical layer. e1,2/3,4,5,6 and i1,2/3,4,5,6 stand for the excitation and inhibition 

neuron population of the layer 1,2/3,4,5,6 respectively. 

  



Equations Notations 

�̇�𝑖 = 𝑧𝑖 − 𝜅𝑖𝑠𝑖 − 𝛾𝑖(𝑓𝑖 − 1) 
𝑧𝑖 the neural activity; 𝑠𝑖 vasodilatory signal; i the label 

of ROI/voxel 

�̇�𝑖 = 𝑠𝑖 Inflow 

𝜏𝑖 �̇�𝑖 = 𝑓𝑖 − 𝑣𝑖

1
𝛼 Blood volume; 𝑓𝑜𝑢𝑡,𝑖 = 𝑣𝑖

1

𝛼 

𝜏𝑖�̇�𝑖 =
𝑓𝑖𝐸(𝑓𝑖 , 𝜌𝑖)

𝜌𝑖
− 𝑣

𝑖

1
𝛼𝑞𝑖/𝑣𝑖 Deoxyhemoglobin content, 𝐸(𝑓, 𝜌) = 1 − (1 − 𝜌)

1

𝑓 

𝑦𝑖 = 𝑉0[𝑘1(1 − 𝑞𝑖) + 𝑘2 (1 −
𝑞𝑖
𝑣𝑖
)

+ 𝑘3(1 − 𝑣𝑖)] 

Bold signal 

table S2 Details of the Balloon-Windkessel model. 

  



Supplementary Report: 

Simulations of a Human-Brain Scaled Neuronal Network of 86 

billion Neurons 

 

Abstract 

We have conducted neuromorphic simulation of leakage-integrate-fire (LIF) neuronal 

networks of 86 billion neurons with network structure from Feng Jianfeng’s MRI data 

(T1 and DTI) companied with micro-column model on cortex. With 1 ms time-step, 

we achieved the time-to-solution (ToS) around 60 on the HPC with 10000 GPUs. We 

also simulated the assimilated model over the resting-state voxel-wise BOLD signals. 

The DTB showed a good coherence with the biological counterparts. 

 

Experiment Setup 

We completed digital twin brain (DTB) experiments that simulated up to 86 billion 

neurons network, which corresponds to the full size of the human brain, on the 2500 

heterogeneous computing nodes supercomputer. To accelerate computer simulation, 

graphics processing units (GPUs) as special-purpose hardware for parallel computing 

provide tremendous computational power for simulation. Every supercomputer node 

is composed of 32 processor cores hosted on a multi-core CPU and 4 GPUs each with 

16GB memory. Among these nodes a 200Gbps bidirectional Infiniband network is 

connected. DTB applications run on 4 of 32 processors, each consisting of a single 

process that utilizes a separate GPU. Thus, we were able to run the DTB experiment 

in the 160 TB GPU memory of the system.  

 

Results 

The human brain model in DTB consists of 86 billion neurons (80% excitatory) and 

100 average synapses per neuron. Each neuron is described by the Leaky integrate 

and fire (LIF) model with four synaptic currents (AMAP, NMDA, GABAA, GABAB). The 

structural connection probability between neurons is according to the Diffusion 

Tensor Image (DTI) and micro-column neuroanatomy data. To reduce communication 

time, we apply the partitioning algorithm to assign a set of neurons with high 

communication demands on the same GPU due to the faster communication speed 

within the GPU. The neurons and their synapses at each GPU are coded in a single 

link table, including the attributes (parameters) of each neuron, which are used to 

evolve its membrane potential; and the attributes of each synapse, composed of the 

label of neurons coming from and going to (neuron index and GPU block index), and 

the type of synapse and its synaptic weights. The initialized procedure of DTB not 

only generates the link tables, which are up to 115T and stored in the physical store 

but also assigns the information of link tables on different GPUs. Since the human 



brain model in DTB is heterogeneous, each GPU-loaded memory is still not balanced 

even after applying the partitioning algorithm (shown in Figure 1). Finally, we were 

able to simulate 3000 ms of DTB human brain model time with a simulation time 

step of 1 ms. For counting the amount of communication data in the simulation, we 

add statistical interfaces in our software, which would change some of calculation 

and communication from parallel to serial, resulting in reducing the speed of the 

simulation. To distinguish whether to add interfaces or not, we name the two 

software as benchmark and benchmark with statistics respectively. Several 

experiments are shown in Table 1, where the most efficient one was achieved by 

simulating 1 ms biological time in 60 ms of real-time, at a mean firing rate of 17.5 Hz 

(shown in Figure 2).  

 

Actually, the time to solution of simulating depends on the amount of computation 

of synaptic conductance and communication data of spike information while the 

latter depends on the firing rates in the network. In DTB, combined with BOLD signals 

(blood oxygen level dependent signals) from fMRI scanning, we utilized the 

hierarchical brain assimilation method to correct synaptic conductance parameters in 

the model, so that our brain model could adjust the firing rate. More specifically, 

hierarchical brain assimilation estimates the parameters by iterating two processes: 

simulation, computing the hidden states including model parameters and states by 

numerical calculation, and assimilation, adjusting the model hidden states by data 

assimilation (DA) methods such as ensemble Kalman filter (EnKF) according to BOLD 

observation. After hierarchical brain assimilation, Pearson correlations between the 

empirical and assimilated BOLD signals at the brain region resolution is 0.90 at a 

mean firing rate of 10 Hz. The sum of messages communicated between GPUs during 

1s simulation time is up to 43TB, and the distribution of communication data on each 

GPU is shown in Figure 3.  

 

 

 

 

 software size 

input 

noise 

firing 

rate 

simulation 

time 

wall-clock 

time 

Time of 

solution 

1 benchmark 86billion 10Hz 17.5Hz 3s 180s 60 

2 benchmark 86billion 10Hz 17.5Hz 3s 228s 76 

3 

benchmark 

with 

86billion 10Hz 6.6Hz 3s 207s 69 



statistic 

4 

benchmark 

with 

statistic 

86billion 10Hz 17.5Hz 3s 232s 77 

 

Table 1 shows several experiments using different software. In the DTB brain model, 

each neuron received 10Hz noise spikes as random input to prevent the silent state. 

We adjust initial synaptic conductance parameters to vary the firing rate from 6.6Hz 

to 17.5Hz. Time-to-solution of the most efficient experiment is 60 based on 

benchmark software, at a mean firing rate of 17.5 Hz.  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

Figure 2 shows elapsed times of simulation for 1 ms of biological time: calculation of neurons and 

synapses (blue), and communication (yellow). 

Figure 3 shows the distribution of communication data during simulating for 1 s of 

biological time: sent by nodes(red), and received by nodes(blue).  

Figure1 shows the distribution of actual GPU memory usage after applying partitioning 

algorithm. 


