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ABSTRACT

Derived from spiking neuron models via the diffusion approximation, the moment activation (MA)
faithfully captures the nonlinear coupling of correlated neural variability. However, numerical
evaluation of the MA faces significant challenges due to a number of ill-conditioned Dawson-like
functions. By deriving asymptotic expansions of these functions, we develop an efficient numerical
algorithm for evaluating the MA and its derivatives ensuring reliability, speed, and accuracy. We
also provide exact analytical expressions for the MA in the weak fluctuation limit. Powered by this
efficient algorithm, the MA may serve as an effective tool for investigating the dynamics of correlated
neural variability in large-scale spiking neural circuits.

Keywords Diffusion approximation · Spiking neural network · Asymptotic approximation · Numerical analysis

1 Introduction

Understanding how neurons in the brain process noisy spiking inputs with correlated fluctuations is a problem central
to neuroscience9. A couple of mathematical techniques have been developed to analyze the statistical and dynamical
properties of spiking neurons. The first of them is known as the diffusion approximation1, in which the synaptic current
generated by input spikes is replaced by a Gaussian white noise with the same mean and variance. By solving the first
passage time problem associated with firing threshold, the mean and variance of the output spike train can then be
derived2,6. The second technique is the linear response theory which can be used to obtain the pair-wise correlation
map of spiking neurons4,7. Together, these analytical techniques lead to closed-form expressions for the mapping from
the second-order statistical moments of the input synaptic current to that of the output spike train4. We refer to this
mapping as the moment activation (MA). The MA captures the nonlinear coupling of correlated neural variability and
can be thought as a natural extension of rate-based neural activation functions commonly used in modeling studies of
neural circuits.

Despite the availability of close-form expressions for the MA, it contains a group of ill-conditioned Dawson-like
functions which render it numerically intractable4. First, the Dawson-like functions involve products of exploding and
vanishing terms, causing their direct numerical evaluation unreliable. Second, these ill-conditioned functions occur in
nested integrals, which are slow to evaluate even for input range where they are well behaved. Although methods such
as threshold-integration schemes can be used to evaluate the MA by numerically solving the associated Fokker-Planck
equation6,8, these methods are computationally cumbersome and unsuitable for large population size. These challenges
for numerical implementation of the MA limit its usefulness as a practical tool for analyzing the dynamics of correlated
neural variability in neural circuits.

In this study, we develop an efficient numerical algorithm for evaluating the MA ensuring both reliability and speed
through a combination of techniques including asymptotic expansion and Chebyshev polynomial approximation. The
proposed algorithm leads to accurate and reliable evaluation of the MA orders of magnitude faster than brute force
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methods. Powered by this efficient algorithm, the MA can serve as an effective tool for investigating the firing statistics
and correlated variability in large-scale spiking neural circuits.

2 The moment neural activation

Consider the leaky integrate-and-fire (LIF) neuron model with membrane potential dynamics described by

dVi
dt

= −LVi(t) + Ii(t), (1)

where the sub-threshold membrane potential Vi(t) of a neuron i is driven by the synaptic current Ii(t) and L = 0.05
ms−1 is the conductance. When the membrane potential Vi(t) exceeds a threshold Vth = 20 mV a spike is emitted.
Afterwards, the membrane potential Vi(t) is reset to the resting potential Vres = 0 mV, followed by a refractory period
of Tref = 5 ms. Then, the mean firing rate µi and the firing covariabiility Cij can then be defined as

µi = lim
∆t→∞

E[Ni(∆t)]

∆t
, (2)

and

Cij = lim
∆t→∞

Cov[Ni(∆t), Nj(∆t)]

∆t
, (3)

where Ni(∆t) is the spike count of neuron i over a time window ∆t. The moment activation (MA) essentially maps the
statistical moments (µ̄i, C̄ij) of the input current Ii(t) in Eq. 1 to the moments (µi, Cij) of output spike train2,4.

The first part of the MA describes the statistical input-output relation of a single neuron2, in which case we drop the
neuronal index for clarity

φ : (µ̄, σ̄) 7→ (µ, σ2),

µ =
1

Tref + E[T ]
, (4)

σ2 = µ3Var[T ]. (5)

The quantity T is the inter-spike interval whose mean and variance are given by

E[T ] = 2
L

∫ Iub

Ilb

g(u)du = 2
L [G(Iub)−G(Ilb)], (6)

Var[T ] = 8
L2

∫ Iub

Ilb

h(u)du = 8
L2 [H(Iub)−H(Ilb)], (7)

with integration bounds Iub(µ̄, σ̄) = VthL−µ̄√
Lσ̄

and Ilb(µ̄, σ̄) = VresL−µ̄√
Lσ̄

. The four Dawson-like functions that appear in
Eq. 6 and Eq. 7 are

g(x) = ex
2

∫ x

−∞
e−u

2

du, (8)

h(x) = ex
2

∫ x

−∞
e−u

2

[g(u)]2du, (9)

G(x) =

∫ x

0

g(u)du (10)

H(x) =

∫ x

−∞
h(u)du. (11)

The mapping for the correlation coefficients are approximated through a linear response theory as4

ρij = χ(µ̄i, σ̄i)χ(µ̄j , σ̄j)ρ̄ij , i 6= j, (12)

with
χ(µ̄, σ̄) =

σ̄

σ

∂µ

∂µ̄
. (13)

Note that the covariance matrix Cij is related to the correlation coefficient ρij as Cij = ρijσiσj . The linear response
theory provides a first order approximation around ρ̄ij = 0 by assuming that higher order terms are negligible.
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Figure 1: The moment activation (MA). The MA maps the statistical moments (µ̄, σ̄) of the input synaptic current to
those of the output spikes. The three components of MA are (a) the mean firing rate µ, (b) the firing variability σ, and
(c) the linear response coefficient χ used for the correlation map. (d) The family of Dawson-like functions appearing in
the MA exhibiting super-exponential growth.

The three components of the MA, namely, the mean firing rate µ (Eq. 4), the firing variability σ (Eq. 5), and the linear
response coefficient χ (Eq. 13), are shown in Fig. 1(a)-(c). Each of these components depend on both the mean µ̄
as well as the standard deviation σ̄ of the input synaptic current. The evaluation of the MA based on these integral
representations becomes problematic both in reliability and in speed. First, the Dawson-like functions (Eq. 8-11) are
ill-conditioned so that direct evaluation of these integrals may fail catastrophically. To illustrate this point, consider g(x)
of Eq. 8. When x becomes increasingly negative, the exponential function outside the integral sign explodes whereas
the exponential function inside the integral vanishes, resulting in ‘∞ · 0’-type numeric instability even for moderately
negative values of x. Such scenario is frequently encountered in practice as negative values of x, corresponding to
µ̄ > VresL, happen to be in the biological range. The same kind of issue is further amplified in h(x) since the integrand
itself depends on g(x). Second, even for the input range over which the functions are well-behaved, direct evaluation of
the MA is slow as it involves double or triple integrals. In the following, we present an efficient numerical algorithm
that overcomes these difficulties.

3 Efficient numerical algorithm for the moment activation

To achieve reliable and fast numerical evaluation of the MA for arbitrary input values, the overall strategy is to look
for direct numerical approximations to the Dawson-like functions g(x), h(x), G(x) and H(x). This allows us to
efficiently evaluate the inter-spike interval in Eq. 6-7 by computing G(x) and H(x) only at the integration bounds,
thereby significantly reducing the computational complexity compared to explicit evaluation of the nested integrals.
These approximations also enable efficient evaluation of the linear response coefficient χ (Eq. 13) and the derivatives of
the MA. Specifically, we seek approximations of the MA in four input current regimes, namely, the mean-dominant
regime, the weak fluctuation regime, the subthreshold regime, and the intermediate regime.

The mean-dominant regime corresponds to when the magnitude of input current mean is much larger than the input
current standard deviation, that is, when |µ̄| � σ̄. As a result, the Dawson-like functions (Eq. 8-11) explode or vanish,
as shown in Fig. 1(d), rendering direct numerical integration intractable. To overcome this, we construct asymptotic
expansions for each of the Dawson-like functions g(x), h(x), G(x), and H(x) with a suitable truncation. The weak
fluctuation regime corresponds to when σ̄ is close to zero regardless of the value of µ̄, in which case we derive explicit
analytical expressions for the MA. The subthreshold regime corresponds to when both the input current mean and
variance are small such that the output of MA vanishes. The intermediate regime corresponds to the input range outside
the aforementioned three regimes. For this regime, Chebyshev polynomial approximations with look-up tables for the
coefficients are used. In the following, we present details of these approximations for the MA under each input current
regime. The derivatives of the MA are presented in Appendix.

3.1 The mean-dominant input current regime

Here, we present asymptotic expansions of the Dawson-like functions (Eq. 8-11), which allow us to efficiently evaluate
the MA when the input current mean is large, that is, when |µ̄| � σ̄.

The asymptotic expansion for g(x) as x→ −∞ is

g(x) ∼
∞∑
n=0

(−1)n+1 (2n− 1)!!

2n+1x2n+1
. (14)

3



An efficient numerical algorithm for the moment neural activation

For x > 0, the following identity is used
g(x) =

√
πex

2

− g(−x). (15)

In fact, the function g(x) is related to the scaled complementary error function as g(x) =
√
π

2 erfcx(−x), which has
been implemented previously using a different approach3.

The asymptotic expansion for G(x) as x→ −∞ is

G(x) ∼ −1

4
γe −

1

2
log(−2x)− 1

8x2
+

3

32x4
− 5

32x6
+O(x−8), (16)

where γe is Euler’s constant. It is worth noting thatG(x) is well behaved for x < 0 as the leading term in the asymptotic
expansion is logarithmic. For x > 0 we use the following identity

G(x) =
π

2
erfi(x) +G(−x), (17)

where erfi(x) is the imaginary error function, a well known special function with existing numerical implementations.

Using integration by parts, we obtain the asymptotic expansion for h(x)

h(x) ∼
∞∑
n=0

an
x2n+3

. (18)

Here, we supply the coefficient an for the first few terms which are -1/8, 5/16, -1, 65/16, -2589/128, 30669/256,
-52779/64. For x > 0 we use the following identity

h(x) =
√
πex

2

[ 1
2 log 2 +G(x) +G(−x)]− h(−x). (19)

Next, by integrating the asymptotic expansion of h(x) term by term, we obtain the asymptotic expansion for H(x) as

H(x) ∼
∞∑
n=0

−an
2n+ 2

1

x2n+2
, (20)

where an is the same coefficients in Eq. 18. No practically useful identity is found in the case of x > 0 for H(x).
Therefore, we approximate H(x) with the leading term in its asymptotic expansion as x→ +∞

H(x) ∼ π2

32
[erfi(x)− 1][erfc(−x)]2erfi(x). (21)

Note that for numerical implementation, an appropriate level of truncation is applied to the asymptotic expansion to
achieve a balance between accuracy and applicable input range.

The mean firing rate µ and firing variability σ2 of the MA can then be evaluated by combining the approximations for
G(x) and H(x) with Eq. 4-7. For the correlation mapping, we evaluate the linear response coefficient χ (Eq. 13) using
the derivative of the mean firing rate (see Eq. 25 in Appendix).

3.2 The weak fluctuation input current regime

The weak fluctuation regime corresponds to when the input current variance σ̄2 is close to zero, regardless of the value
of the input current mean µ̄. In this scenario, the integration bounds in Eq. 6-7 contain singularities as the input current
variance σ̄ → 0, making it unsuitable for numerical implementation. However, these singularities are removable as the
moment activation is well behaved when σ̄ → 0. We find that the corresponding limits exist and have vastly simplified
analytical expressions as presented below.

The limit for the mean firing rate µ is

lim
σ̄→0

µ(µ̄, σ̄) =


0, for µ̄ ≤ VthL,

1

Tref − 1
L log

(
1− VthL

µ̄

) , for µ̄ > VthL. (22)

This limit is consistent with the solution of the leaky integrate-and-fire neuron model receiving a constant input current.

For the variance mapping, we note that the limit of the Fano factor as σ̄ → 0 is simply the Heaviside step function

lim
σ̄→0

σ2

µ
=

{
1, for µ̄ ≤ VthL,

0, for µ̄ > VthL.
(23)
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Combining this result and Eq. 22, we conclude that

lim
σ̄→0

σ(µ̄, σ̄) = 0.

For the linear response coefficient χ in Eq. 13, the limit as σ̄ → 0 is

lim
σ̄→0

χ(µ̄, σ̄) =


0, for µ̄ ≤ VthL,√

2
L

1√
Tref − 1

L log
(

1− VthL
µ̄

)√
2µ̄
VthL

− 1

, for µ̄ > VthL. (24)

These limits can then be used to approximate the moment activation when σ̄ is very close to zero, in which case Eq. 6-7
become numerically intractable. Similar limits can be derived for the gradient of the moment activation (see Appendix).

3.3 The subthreshold input current regime

The subthreshold regime corresponds to when both the input current mean µ̄ as well as the variance σ̄ are weak so that
the neuron receiving the input ceases firing. Concretely, this corresponds to when Iub(µ̄, σ̄) = VthL−µ̄√

Lσ̄
> C for some

sufficiently large positive number C. In this scenario, the integrals in Eq. 6 and Eq. 7 explode super-exponentially and
all outputs of the moment activation including µ, σ and χ vanish. The quantity C can thus be viewed as a form of
generalized firing threshold.

3.4 The intermediate input current regime

The intermediate input regime corresponds to the input range outside the aforementioned regimes. In this regime,
direct numerical integration for the Dawson-like functions is possible but slow. To overcome this, we follow the
strategy previously used for implementing the scaled complementary error function by using Chebyshev polynomial
approximations with look-up tables3.

For x ≤ 0, we first apply the transformation x′ = 4
4−x , which maps the input x ∈ (−∞, 0] to the unit interval

x′ ∈ (0, 1]. We then subdivide the unit interval into N subintervals of equal length, and fit (in the least-square sense)
the function over each subinterval with a Chebyshev polynomial of an appropriate degree K. The coefficients of the
polynomial expansion are then saved to a look-up table which can then be used for fast evaluation of each Dawson-like
function. Special identities (Eq. 15, Eq. 17, and Eq. 19) can then be used to evaluate the functions for x > 0. This
general strategy is applied to all of g(x), G(x), h(x), H(x) but with a couple of minor exceptions. First, for G(x)
subdivision is applied directly over the interval x ∈ [−c, 0] for some constant c without the transformation because
G(x) does not vanish as x → −∞ and grows logarithmically to negative infinity. Second, since there is no special
identity relating H(x) with H(−x), we have to apply Chebyshev polynomial approximation to x > 0 as well, which is
done by fitting H̃(x) = H(x)e−2x2

to a Chebyshev polynomia for each subintervals over x ∈ (0, c].

4 Validating the MA with spiking neuron model

As mentioned earlier, the MA (Eq. 4-13) is derived directly from the LIF neuron model (Eq. 1) through a series
of mathematically rigorous approximations. There are three potential sources of error due to these approximations,
namely, the diffusion approximation for the synaptic current, the assumption for stationary process, and linear response
approximation for the correlation mapping. In this section, we quantify how well the MA approximates the LIF neuron
model (Eq. 1) and numerically investigate the conditions under which these approximations are valid.

The first potential source of error is the diffusion approximation which replaces the synaptic current Ii(t) in (Eq. 1)
representing input spikes with a Gaussian white noise with the same mean and variance. The mean and variance
of the output spike train can then be derived by solving the first passage time problem associated with the firing
threshold2. Under certain conditions, this input-output relationship of the LIF neuron model obtained from the diffusion
approximation converges to the exact result.

We validate the diffusion approximation with a single integrate-and-fire neuron receiving a controlled synaptic current
of the form

I(t) = weSe(t)− wiSi(t),
where Se,i(t) =

∑
k δ(t− tke,i) represent renewal processes describing the excitatory and inhibitory input spike trains

and we,i are the corresponding synaptic weights. We then control the statistical moments of the total input current
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(a)

(c)

(b)

(d)

Figure 2: Moment activation (MA) for approximating the firing statistics of spiking neuron model. (a) The mean firing
rate µ and firing variability σ as a function of the input current mean µ̄ for different input current variability σ̄. The MA
(solid line) show excellent agreement with the LIF neuron (dots) with the exception that the MA tends to underestimate
the firing variability for inhibitory input currents. (b) Empirical Fano factor (solid curves) decreases with the spike
count time window and agrees reasonably well with the analytical predictions of MA (horizontal bars) for time windows
larger than 200 ms. Each curve corresponds to a different neuron in the network. (c,d) Correlation map between a pair
of LIF neurons receiving correlated synaptic currents with varying input conditions. Horizontal axis: input correlation;
vertical axis: output correlation. In (c), we fix µ̄2 = 1 and σ̄2 = 1 while varying µ̄1 and σ̄1. The linear response theory
provides accurate predictions (solid lines) to LIF neurons (dots). In (d), we vary both inputs with µ̄1 = µ̄2 and σ̄1 = σ̄2.
The predictions based on linear response theory (solid lines) deviate away from LIF neurons (dots) for |ρ̄| > 0. This
deviation becomes more apparent for inputs closer to ρ̄ = 1.

I(t) by fixing the synaptic weights to we = 0.1 and wi = 0.4 while modifying the statistics of the input spike train
Se,i. We then simulate the LIF spiking neuron model (Eq. 1) under these settings and calculate the trial-averaged mean
firing rate µ and firing variability σ using a finite but large time window ∆t (see Eq. 2-3). According to the diffusion
approximation, the output spike statistics of the MA should approach to that of the LIF neuron model when we,i are
sufficiently small and when Se,i(t) contain a sufficiently large number of spikes for a given period of time.

We visualize the results by plotting the mean firing rate µ and the firing variability σ against the input current mean
µ̄ at different values of input current variability σ̄. As shown in Fig. 2(a), the prediction of the MA (solid curves) as
implemented using our algorithm agrees well with simulation results of the LIF neuron model (dots) for both µ and σ.
Minor exceptions occur in the firing variability σ in the subthreshold input current regime, in which the MA tends to
underestimate the firing variability.
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The second source of error may arise from the assumption for stationary process, a requirement for deriving the MA
from the spiking neuron model. This assumption is reflected by the limit in the spike count time window T in Eq. 2-3.
This implies that the Fano factor, σ2/µ, computed by the MA corresponds to the infinite-time Fano factor. However, it
is well known that the Fano factor of event count in a renewal process is time-dependent and that the Fano factor is one
at T = 0 and converges to a finite value as T → ∞5. Fortunately, in practice the requirement for infinite T can be
relaxed to a finite but sufficiently large time window rather than an infinite one. To quantify how large is sufficient, we
simulate a homogeneous recurrent network using the LIF neuron model with random synaptic weights and investigate
the dependence of Fano factor on the size of spike count time window T . Specifically, the neural network consists of
Ne = 100 excitatory neurons and Ni = 100 inhibitory neurons with a synaptic connection probability of p = 0.3. The
synaptic weights are drawn randomly from normal distributions such that we ∼ N (0.2, 0.1) and wi ∼ N (0.4, 0.2).
Each neuron in the neural network receives input currents in the form of Gaussian white noise with mean µ̄ext and
standard deviation σ̄ext which are drawn randomly for each neuron as µ̄ext ∼ N (1, 0.2) and σ̄ext ∼ N (1, 0.2).

As shown in Fig. 2, the Fano factor (solid curve, each for a different neuron) computed from the spiking neuron
simulation is equal to one for T = 0 and gradually decreases as T increases. After a sufficiently large time window,
the Fano factor eventually converges to the theoretical limit (solid bars) predicted by the MA. We find that reasonably
accurate approximation is achieved for time window larger than T = 200 ms. This result also implies that the
assumption for stationary process can be relaxed to weakly non-stationary processes, that is, processes with statistics
that slowly change over a time scale much larger than T = 200 ms.

The third source of error is the linear response theory used to obtain the pairwise correlation map of LIF neurons4.
Conceptually, the linear response theory provides a linear-order approximation to the correlation map near ρij = 0,
and is thus the most accurate for weakly correlated neural activity. However, as we show below through numerical
simulations, this approximation is quite accurate for most input current values with some large discrepancy only for
specific circumstances. Since we only concern pairwise correlations, it is sufficient to consider two neurons without loss
of generality. We treat the aggregated post-synaptic currents as correlated Gaussian random variables without explicitly
modeling the input spike trains. This also allows us to separate the effect due the linear response approximation from
that due to the diffusion approximation. Mathematically, the input currents received by the pair of neurons are

Ii(t) = µ̄i + σ̄iξi(t),

where µ̄i and σ̄i are the mean and standard deviation of the input current for neuron i ∈ {1, 2}, and ξi(t) are white
Gaussian noise with correlation coefficient equal to ρ̄. We compare the predicted spike correlation ρ based on the linear
response theory against the empirical spike correlation ρ∆t of the LIF neuron model for varying input current conditions.
First, we fix µ̄2 = 1 and σ̄2 = 1 while varying µ̄1 and σ̄1. As shown in Fig. 2(c), the linear response theory provides
accurate predictions (solid lines) to LIF neurons (dots) even for correlation coefficients away from zero. Second, we
vary both inputs with µ̄1 = µ̄2 and σ̄1 = σ̄2. As shown in Fig. 2(d), the predictions based on linear response theory
(solid lines) deviate away from LIF neurons (dots) for |ρ̄| > 0. This deviation becomes more apparent for inputs closer
to ρ̄ = 1. Based on these observations, it is evident that the MA based on linear response theory provides reasonably
accurate predictions of the correlation mapping for a large region of input space and the quality of approximation only
degrades when the moments of the input synaptic currents coincide.

5 Discussion

In this study, we have developed an efficient numerical algorithm for the moment neural activation (MA) through a
combination of strategies that provide both reliability and speed. The proposed algorithm overcomes the numerical
instability caused by a group of ill-conditioned integrals in the MA through asymptotic approximation, allowing reliable
evaluation of the MA for arbitrary input range. Moreover, the proposed algorithm circumvents multiple nested integrals
in the MA and reduces the computation to finite series expansion, thereby vastly reducing the computational cost for
evaluating the MA. The proposed method is thus more effective than previous methods for evaluating neural firing
statistics which require numerically solving the associated Fokker-Planck equation6,8. The algorithm for evaluating the
Dawson-like functions may also find application in other fields in which such ill-conditioned integrals occur.

The MA powered by the propose algorithm has several potential applications in neuroscience. Understanding the
dynamics and functional roles of correlated neural fluctuations exhibited by neurons in the brain is a central question in
neuroscience9. Derived from spiking neuron models on a mathematically rigorous ground, the MA captures realistic
correlated neural fluctuations of neural spikes and provides an ideal tool for tackling such a question. Specifically,
the computational efficiency of the proposed algorithm may enable simulations of large-scale cortical circuits with
correlated variability and provide new insights about cortical computation previously unobtainable with direct simulation
of spiking neurons or simplified firing rate models. The efficient implementation of the derivatives of the MA also
provides a tool for semi-analytical approach to investigating the dynamical properties of correlated neural fluctuations
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in neural circuits. By capturing the nonlinear coupling of correlated neural variability, the MA also emphasizes a
stochastic view of neural spiking activity and can thus be applied to investigate probabilistic neural computation in the
brain.

The approach developed in this study may potentially be extended in two directions. First, the MA considered here is
based on a particular type of spiking neuron model (the current-based LIF neuron model). In the future, the proposed
method may be extended to other types of neuron models to incorporate biological features such as synaptic conductance
and slow/fast synaptic time scales. Moreover, the MA considers pairwise neural covariance with zero temporal lag and
future works may extend this to incorporating cross-covariance to fully capture the rich spatio-temporal covariance
structure of cortical networks.

Appendix: Derivatives of the moment activation

In the following, we supply formulae for the derivatives of the MA. First, for the mean firing rate µ, by differentiating
Eq. 4 with respect to µ̄ and σ̄ we obtain the corresponding partial derivatives

∂µ

∂µ̄
=

2

L
√
L

µ2

σ̄
[g(Iub)− g(Ilb)], (25)

and
∂µ

∂σ̄
=

2

L

µ2

σ̄
[g(Iub)Iub − g(Ilb)Ilb], (26)

respectively. Second, for the firing variability σ, by differentiating Eq. 5 with respect to µ̄ and σ̄ we obtain

∂σ

∂µ̄
=

3

L
√
L

σ

σ̄
µ[g(Iub)− g(Ilb)]− 1

2
√
L

σ

σ̄

h(Iub)− h(Ilb)

H(Iub)−H(Ilb)
, (27)

and
∂σ

∂σ̄
=

3

L

σ

σ̄
µ[g(Iub)Iub − g(Ilb)Ilb]− 1

2

σ

σ̄

h(Iub)Iub − h(Ilb)Ilb
H(Iub)−H(Ilb)

, (28)

respectively. Third, for the linear response coefficient, the derivatives are

∂χ

∂µ̄
=

1

2

χ

µ

∂µ

∂µ̄
−
√

2

L

√
µ

∆H
[Iubg(Iub)− Ilbg(Ilb)]

1

σ̄
+

1

2
√
L
χ

∆h

∆H

1

σ̄
, (29)

and
∂χ

∂σ̄
=

1

2

χ

µ

∂µ

∂σ̄
− χ

σ̄

2(Iub)2g(Iub)− 2(Ilb)2g(Ilb) + Iub − Ilb
∆g

+
1

2

χ

σ̄

Iubh(Iub)− Ilbh(Ilb)

∆H
, (30)

where the short-hand notation ∆ denotes the difference between a function evaluated at Iub and Ilb.

We also find analytical expressions of these derivatives in the weak fluctuation input current regime as σ̄ → 0. First, for
the mean firing rate µ, by differentiating Eq. 22 we obtain

lim
σ̄→0

∂µ

∂µ̄
=

 0, for µ̄ ≤ VthL
V µ2

µ̄(µ̄− V L)
, for µ̄ > VthL

(31)

For the derivative of µ with respect to σ̄, the limit is found to be zero everywhere except an isolated singularity at
µ̄ = VthL. For practical purposes we simply set it to zero.

Second, for the firing variability σ, the gradient with respect to µ̄ is zero at σ̄ = 0 except that it is not well defined at
µ̄ = VthL. For numerical purposes we set it to zero, that is,

∂σ

∂µ̄

∣∣∣∣
σ̄=0

= 0, (32)

for all µ̄. The analytical limit for the derivative of σ with respect to σ̄ is

lim
σ̄→0

∂σ

∂σ̄
=

1√
2L
µ

3
2

√
1

(VthL− µ̄)2
− 1

µ̄2
. (33)
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Third, for the linear response coefficient χ, the limits of its derivatives are found to be

lim
σ̄→0

∂χ

∂µ̄
=

1√
2L

1√
µ( 2

VthL
µ̄− 1)

∂µ

∂µ̄
−
√

2

L

1

VthL
µ

1
2

(
2

VthL
µ̄− 1

)− 3
2

, (34)

for µ̄ > VthL and zero otherwise, and

lim
σ̄→0

∂χ

∂σ̄
= 0. (35)

Note that in call cases, the derivatives vanish to zero for sufficiently large Iub.
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