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The critical brain hypothesis posits that neural circuits may operate close to critical points of a
phase transition, which has been argued to have functional benefits for neural computation. Theo-
retical and computational studies arguing for or against criticality in neural dynamics have largely
relied on establishing power laws in neural data, while a proper understanding of critical phenomena
requires a renormalization group (RG) analysis. However, neural activity is typically non-Gaussian,
nonlinear, and non-local, rendering models that capture all of these features difficult to study using
standard statistical physics techniques. We overcome these issues by adapting the non-perturbative
renormalization group (NPRG) to work on network models of stochastic spiking neurons. Within
a “local potential approximation,” we are able to calculate non-universal quantities such as the ef-
fective firing rate nonlinearity of the network, allowing improved quantitative estimates of network
statistics. We also derive the dimensionless flow equation that admits universal critical points in
the renormalization group flow of the model, and identify two important types of critical points: in
networks with an absorbing state there is a fixed point corresponding to a non-equilibrium phase
transition between sustained activity and extinction of activity, and in spontaneously active networks
there is a physically meaningful complex valued critical point, corresponding to a discontinuous tran-
sition between high and low firing rate states. Our analysis suggests these fixed points are related to
two well-known universality classes, the non-equilibrium directed percolation class, and the kinetic
Ising model with explicitly broken symmetry, respectively.

There is little hope of understanding how each of the
O(1011) neurons contributes to the functions of the brain
[1]. These neurons must operate amid constantly chang-
ing and noisy environmental conditions and internal con-
ditions of an organism [2], rendering neural circuitry
stochastic and often far from equilibrium. Experimental
work has demonstrated that neural circuitry can operate
in many different regimes of activity [3–16], and theo-
retical and computational work suggests that transitions
between these different operating regimes of collective ac-
tivity may be sharp, akin to phase transitions observed in
statistical physics. Some neuroscientists argue that cir-
cuitry in the brain is actively maintained close to critical
points—the dividing lines between phases—as a means
of minimizing reaction time to perturbations and switch-
ing between computations, or for maximizing informa-
tion transmitted. This has become known as the “criti-
cal brain hypothesis” [15, 17–19]. While the hypothesis
has garnered experimental and theoretical support in its
favor, is has also become controversial, with many sci-
entists arguing that key signatures of criticality, such as
power law scaling, may be produced by non-critical sys-
tems [20, 21], or are potentially artifacts of statistical
inference in sub-sampled recordings [22, 23].

The tools of non-equilibrium statistical physics have
been built to investigate such dynamic collective activ-
ity. However, there are several obstacles to the appli-
cation of these tools to neural dynamics: neurons are
not arranged in translation-invariant lattices with simple
nearest-neighbor connections, and neurons communicate
with all-or-nothing signals called “spikes,” the statistics
of which are very non-Gaussian. These are all features
very unlike the typical systems studied in soft condensed
matter physics, and hence methods developed to treat

such systems often cannot be applied to models of neural
activity without drastically simplifying neural models to
fit these unrealistic assumptions.

Tools that have been somewhat successful at treating
neural spiking activity on networks include mean-field
theory, linear response theory, and diagrammatic pertur-
bative calculations to correct these approximations [24–
27]. However, these tools break down when the synap-
tic connections between neurons are strong, particularly
when the system is close to a bifurcation. A powerful ap-
proach for studying the statistical behavior of strongly
coupled systems is the non-perturbative renormaliza-
tion group (NPRG), which has been successfully used
to study many problems in condensed matter physics
[28–39]. However, because these methods have been de-
veloped for lattices or continuous media in which the
fluctuations are driven by Gaussian noise, they cannot
be straightforwardly applied to spiking network models.
Previous work has studied phase transitions in neuron
models primarily either through simulations, data anal-
ysis [13, 15, 40], or by applying renormalization group
methods to models from statistical mechanics that have
been reinterpreted in a neuroscience context as firing rate
models or coarse-grained activity states (e.g., “active” or
“quiescent”) [14, 41, 42], but not spikes.

In this work we adapt the non-perturbative renor-
malization group method to apply to a stochastic spik-
ing network model commonly used in neuroscience. We
show that we are able to investigate both universal and
non-universal properties of the spiking network statis-
tics, even away from phase transitions, on both lattices
and random networks, as depicted in Fig. 1. We begin by
briefly reviewing the spiking network model and the types
of phase transitions predicted by a mean-field analysis

ar
X

iv
:2

30
1.

09
60

0v
2 

 [
q-

bi
o.

N
C

] 
 1

7 
M

ar
 2

02
3



2

(Sec. I). We then introduce the core idea of the NPRG
method and derive the flow equations for the spiking
network model (Sec. II), which we use to calculate non-
universal quantities like the effective nonlinearity that
predicts how a neuron’s mean firing rate is related to its
mean membrane potential. To investigate universal prop-
erties, we then present the rescaled RG flow equations
and conditions under which non-trivial critical points ex-
ist (Sec. III). The properties of these critical points de-
pend on an effective dimension d, which coincides with
spatial dimension in nearest-neighbor networks. We end
this report by discussing the implications of this work
for current theoretical and experimental investigations
of collective activity in spiking networks, both near and
away from phase transitions (Sec. IV).

I. SPIKING NETWORK MODEL

A. Model definition

We consider a network of N neurons that stochasti-
cally fire action potentials, which we refer to as “spikes.”
The probability that neuron i fires ṅi(t)dt spikes within a
small window [t, t+dt] is given by a counting process with
expected rate φ(Vi(t))dt, where φ(V ) is a non-negative
firing rate nonlinearity, conditioned on the current value
of the membrane potential Vi(t). We assume φ(V ) is the
same for all neurons, and for definiteness we will take the
counting process to be Poisson or Bernoulli, though the
properties of the critical points are not expected depend
on this specific choice.

The membrane potential of each neuron obeys leaky
dynamics,

τ
dVi
dt

= −(Vi − Ei) +

N∑
j=1

Jij ṅj(t), (1)

ṅi(t)dt ∼ Poiss[φ(Vi(t))dt] (2)

where τ is the membrane time constant, Ei is the rest
potential, and Jij is the weight of the synaptic connec-
tion from pre-synaptic neuron j to post-synaptic neuron
i. We allow Jii to be non-zero in general to allow for,
e.g., refractory effects that would otherwise be absent in
this model (i.e., there is no hard reset of the membrane
potential after a neuron fires a spike). For simplicity, we
model the synaptic input as an instantaneous impulse,
referred to as a “pulse coupled” network. It is straight-
forward to generalize Jij to a general a time-dependent
linear filter of the incoming spikes, but this would compli-
cate the upcoming calculations. Similarly, for technical
reasons explained later, we restrict our analysis to sym-
metric networks, Jij = Jji.

B. Mean-field analysis and phase transitions

The stochastic system defined by Eqs. (1)-(2) cannot
be solved in closed form, and understanding the statis-
tical dynamics of these networks has historically been
accomplished through simulations and approximate ana-
lytic or numerical calculations.

A qualitative picture of the dynamics of the model
can often be obtained by a mean-field approximation
in which fluctuations are neglected, such that 〈ṅi(t)〉 =
〈φ(Vi(t))〉 ≈ φ (〈Vi(t)〉), and solving the resulting deter-
ministic dynamics:

τ
d〈Vi(t)〉
dt

= −(〈Vi(t)〉 − Ei) +

N∑
j=1

Jijφ (〈Vj(t)〉) . (3)

Equations of this form have long been a cornerstone of
theoretical neuroscience, though often motivated phe-
nomenologically, rather than as the mean-field approx-
imation of a spiking network’s membrane potential dy-
namics. Many different types of dynamical behaviors
and transitions among behaviors are possible depending
on the properties of the connections Jij and nonlinearity
φ(V ) [3], including bump attractors [4–7], pattern forma-
tion in networks of excitatory and inhibitory neurons [8–
10], transitions to chaos [11, 12], and avalanche dynam-
ics [13–15]. Many networks admit steady-states for which
d〈Vi〉/dt = 0 for all i as t→∞. In this work we will focus
on transitions from asynchronous steady states character-

ized by 〈Vi(t)〉 = 0 (or limN→∞N−1
∑N
i=1〈Vi(t)〉 = 0) to

active states. If the rest potentials Ei are tuned to cancel
out the mean-input to each neuron, then the transition
from quiescent to active states is fluctuation-driven. For

analytic φ(V ) = φ(0) + φ′(0)V + AV 1+β−1

+ . . . , where

V 1+β−1

is the lowest order nonlinear dependence (i.e.,
β−1 > 0), we can estimate the dynamics of the mean
membrane potentials when 〈V 〉 is close to 0 from above.
In the subcritical or critical regimes in which 〈Vi(t)〉 de-
cays to 0, the projection of 〈Vi(t)〉 onto the eigenmode of
Jij with the largest eigenvalue, Λmax, will have the slow-
est rate of decay, so we may approximate 〈Vi(t)〉 by the
dynamics of this leading order mode:

τ
d〈V 〉
dt
≈ −(1− Λmaxφ

′(0))〈V 〉+Ac〈V 〉1+β−1

+ . . . ,

where c is a constant depending on the eigenmode of Jij
with eigenvalue Λmax. When the inverse response time
ξ−1
τ /τ−1 ≡ 1−Λmaxφ

′(0) > 0 the solution decays to zero
exponentially, whereas 〈V (t)〉 decays algebraically when
ξ−1
τ = 0:

〈V (t)〉 ∼
{

exp(−t/ξτ ), ξ−1
τ > 0

t−β , ξτ = 0
. (4)

For ξ−1
τ < 0 the zero solution of the mean-field equation

becomes unstable. In networks with homogeneous exci-
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FIG. 1. Dynamics of neurons on lattices versus networks can appear to differ substantially, depending on features like
the statistics of synaptic connections between neurons and the signs of those synaptic connections. For example, A) shows
the dynamics of a simulated network of excitatory neurons connected to their neighbors on a 2-dimensional lattice. Initially,
the neurons fire asynchronously at intermediate rates. At t = 3333 timesteps into the simulation, the gain of the neurons is
increased (reflecting, for example, changes in attention of the organism), which creates two metastable states of high or low
firing rate that drift through the network. In comparison, for the network of B) neurons are connected randomly with synaptic
strengths of either sign. Because there is not spatial organization, it is not clear if the increase in gain creates metastable states
of activity in the network, or if it merely increases the variance of the network. Network models like this have been studied
extensively using approximate techniques like mean-field theory, but understanding the roles that stochastic fluctuations play
in these systems demands the use of tools from the renormalization group (RG).

tatory couplings, non-zero steady-state solutions emerge
(assuming Ac < 0),

〈V (∞)〉 ∼ |1− Λmaxφ
′(0)|β ,

with an exponential decay toward these values. Note that
for even β−1 ≥ 2 there are two solutions of opposite sign,
whereas for odd β−1 there is one real positive solution.
Typically, β−1 = 1 or 2 for nonlinearities φ(y) commonly
used in spiking network models. For random networks
with synapses of either sign the behavior is more com-
plicated, and is traditionally studied using the dynamic
mean-field formalism. For symmetric networks like those
we will focus on in this work, the analysis of Eq. (3) pre-
dicts a transition to a spin glass phase as the strength of
the synaptic connections grows [43].

This mean-field model can describe phase transitions in
two important types of networks: i) “absorbing state net-
works”, for which φ(V ) is 0 when V ≤ 0, and there are no
fluctuations in activity once the network has reached this
state; and ii) spontaneous networks, for which φ(0) 6= 0
and neurons can stochastically fire even if the network
has become quiescent for some period of time. In the case
of absorbing state networks, we consider β = 1, and the
transition from 〈V 〉 = 0 to 〈V 〉 ∼ |1−Λmaxφ

′(0)| is a bi-
furcation similar to the directed percolation phase transi-

tion, a non-equilibrium phase transition between a quies-
cent absorbing state and an active state. In spontaneous
networks we will typically consider sigmoidal nonlineari-
ties that have β = 1/2, and the transition from 〈V 〉 = 0
to one of the metastable states 〈V 〉 ∼ ±

√
|1− Λmaxφ′(0)|

is reminiscent of the Ising universality class phase tran-
sition. In our discussion of non-universal quantities, we
will focus on spontaneous networks, but we will cover
both types of classes in our investigation of critical points
in the renormalization group flow.

Typically, mean-field theory gives a good qualitative
picture of the collective dynamics of a system. However,
it is well known that fluctuations can alter the predictions
of critical exponents, like the algebraic decay of 〈V (t)〉 or
how the active state scales with |1 − Λmaxφ

′(0)|, mean-
ing these quantities may not be equal to the exponent β.
Fluctuations can also qualitatively change the mean-field
predictions, for example by changing second order tran-
sitions into first order transitions or vice versa. Indeed,
we will see that fluctuations of the spontaneous spiking
network result in a first order transition, not a second
order transition, as predicted by the mean-field analysis.

A tractable way to go beyond mean-field theory and
account for fluctuations is to formulate the model as a
non-equilibrium statistical field theory. The stochastic
network dynamics (1) and (2) can be formulated as a
path integral with an action [27, 44]
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S[Ṽ , V, ñ, ṅ] =

N∑
i=1

∫ ∞
−∞

dt

Ṽi(t)
Vi(t)− Ei − N∑

j=1

∫ ∞
−∞

dt′ Jij(t− t′)ṅj(t′)

+ ñi(t)ṅi(t)−
(
eñi(t) − 1

)
φ (Vi(t))

 ,

(5)

where we have formally solved Eq. (1) to write Vi(t) =
Ei +

∑
j Jij(t − t′)ṅj(t′), with Jij(t) ≡ Jijτ

−1e−t/τΘ(t),

with Θ(t) the Heaviside step-function. In fact, Eq. (5)
holds for any model in which the membrane potential lin-
ear filters spike trains through Jij(t− t′), and our NPRG
formalism will apply for any such choice, though we fo-
cus on the case in which the dynamics correspond to
Eq. (1). In addition to the membrane fields V and spike
fields ṅ, the action is a functional of auxiliary “response
fields” Ṽ and ñ that arise in the Martin-Siggia-Rose-
Janssen-De Dominicis (MSRJD) construction of the path
integral [24, 26, 27, 44]. The term

(
eñi(t) − 1

)
φ (Vi(t))

arises from choosing the conditional spike probabilities
to be Poisson or Bernoulli. We have neglected terms
corresponding to initial conditions, as we will primarily
be interested in steady state statistics, or in the non-
equilibrium responses of a network perturbed out of a
steady state. To lighten notation going forward, we

will use the shorthands a · b =
∑
i,α

∫
dt aαi (t)bβi (t) and

a ·M · b =
∑
ij,αβ

∫
dtdt′ aαi (t)Mαβ

ij (t − t′)bβj (t′), where
i, j run over neuron indices, α, β index the different fields
{Ṽ , V, ñ, ṅ} (or their corresponding sources, to be intro-
duced), and t, t′ ∈ R are times.

This field theory was first developed for the spiking dy-
namics (marginalized over V, Ṽ ) by [24], who also devel-
oped the perturbative diagrammtic rules for calculating
the so-called loop corrections to the mean-field approx-
imation with “tree level” corrections (corresponding to
approximating the spiking process as Gaussian fluctua-
tions around the mean-field prediction), and [27] extends
the diagrammatic approach to actions of the form (5)
with an additional nonlinearity to a implement hard re-
set of the membrane potential, which we do not consider
here. This formalism is useful in the subcritical regime
where mean-field theory paints a qualitatively accurate
picture of the dynamics, but ultimately breaks down as
a phase transition is approached.

The standard approach for extending the applicability
of the path integral formalism into parameter regimes
where phase transitions occur is to develop a perturba-
tive renormalization group (RG) approach. In lattice sys-
tems this is normally accomplished by taking a contin-
uum limit of the model, in which the lattice becomes a
continuous medium. However, it is not clear what the
appropriate continuum limit of an arbitrary network is,
rendering it unclear how to perform a perturbation renor-
malization group scheme of this model on networks in-
stead of translation-invariant lattices.

An alternative to the perturbative renormalization

group method that has been successful in analyzing
challenging models in statistical physics is the “non-
perturbative renormalization group” (NPRG). In this
work we adapt the NPRG method to apply to this spik-
ing network model, and show that we can quantitatively
estimate both non-universal and universal statistics of
the network’s behavior, even in regimes where even the
loop corrections break down. Importantly, we show that
our approach works for neurons arranged in lattices or
random networks, currently restricted to networks with
symmetric connections Jij = Jji.

To this end, in the next section we will introduce the
NPRG method through our extension to the spiking net-
work model, and the approximations we implement to
solve the resulting equations in practice. We will show
that incorporating the effects of fluctuations replaces the
bare nonlinearity φ(〈V 〉) in the mean-field equations with
an effective nonlinearity Φ1(〈V 〉), a non-universal quan-
tity which we will calculate numerically. We will show
that our method predicts this nonlinearity well for a vari-
ety of network structures, in sub- and super-critical cases.

After our investigation of the non-universal firing rate
nonlinearity in Sec. II, we will show how to rescale the RG
equations to obtain fixed points of the renormalization
group procedure, and thereby investigate critical points
and universality in this spiking network model in Sec. III.

II. THE NON-PERTURBATIVE
RENORMALIZATION GROUP EXTENDED TO

THE SPIKING NETWORK MODEL

For any statistical model one would in principle like to
compute the moment generating functional (MGF) Z[A]
or the related cumulant generating functional (CGF)
W[A],

Z[A] ≡ exp (W[A]) (6)

=

∫
D[Ṽ , V, ñ, ṅ] e−S[Ṽ ,V,ñ,ṅ]+Ṽ ·h+V ·h̃+ñ·j+ṅ·j̃ ,

a functional of “source fields” A = {h, h̃, j, j̃}. (Note we
use the convention of pairing fields with tildes to their
partners without tildes, as all fields with tildes may be
taken to be purely imaginary). Derivatives of the MGF
evaluated at zero sources yield statistical moments and
response functions. In practice, computing Z[A] orW[A]
exactly is intractable except in special cases.

The key idea behind the non-perturbative renormaliza-
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tion group (NPRG) method is to define a one-parameter
family of models that interpolate from a solvable limit
of the theory to the full theory by means of a differen-
tial equation amenable to tractable approximations that
do not rely on perturbative series. In Eq. (5) the inter-
actions between neurons arise only through the bilinear
term Ṽ · J · ṅ, and the MGF is solvable in the absence
of coupling, J = 0, for which it consists of a collection
of independent Poisson neurons with rates φ(Ei). This
motivates us to define our family of models by regulating
the synaptic interactions between neurons, replacing the
interaction term Ṽ ·J ·ṅ with Ṽ ·JΛ ·ṅ, depending on a pa-
rameter Λ ∈ [Λmin,Λmax], such that Jij;Λ=Λmin(t−t′) = 0
and Jij;Λ=Λmax

(t − t′) = Jij(t − t′). We will choose the
parameter Λ to be a threshold on the eigenvalues of Jij ,
for reasons that will become evident shortly.

Following the standard NPRG approach (see [45] for
pedagogical introductions in equilibrium, [28, 31, 46,
47] in non-equilibrium systems, and [48] for a broad
overview), we derive the flow equation for the regulated
average effective action (AEA) ΓΛ[χ] = −WΛ[A] + χ ·
A − 1

2χ ·RΛ · χ, where χ = {ψ̃, ψ, ν̃, ν} are “fluctuation-

corrected” versions of the fields {Ṽ , V, ñ, ṅ}, respectively.
The regulator RΛ is chosen so that ΓΛ=Λmin

= S[χ] is
the mean-field theory of the spiking network model and
ΓΛ=Λmax

[χ] = Γ[χ], the true AEA of the model. We will
define RΛ explicitly momentarily. The AEA is a modified
Legendre transform of the CGF of the model and hence
contains all statistical and response information about
the network [47, 48]. The fields χ are defined by deriva-
tives of the CGF WΛ[A], and the fields A can similarly
be defined as derivatives of Γ[χ], allowing conversion be-
tween the CGF and the AEA (see [49]).

Owing to the bilinearity of the interaction Jij(t), the

AEA obeys the celebrated Wetterich flow equation [50],

∂ΛΓΛ =
1

2
Tr

[
∂ΛRΛ ·

[
Γ

(2)
Λ + RΛ

]−1
]
, (7)

where Tr denotes a super-trace over field indices χ, neu-
ron indices, and times. The regulator RΛ(t − t′) is a

4N × 4N matrix that couples only the ψ̃ and ν fields. In

particular, Rψ̃,νij;Λ(t − t′) = Jij(t − t′) − Jij;Λ(t − t′) and

Rχ,χ
′

ij;Λ (t − t′) = 0 for any other pair of fields (χ, χ′) 6=
(ψ̃, ν) or (ν, ψ̃). Γ

(2)
Λ is a 4N × 4N matrix of second

derivatives of ΓΛ with respect to pairs of the fields χ,

and the factor
[
Γ

(2)
Λ + RΛ

]−1

is an inverse taken over

matrix indices, field indices, and time.
The Wetterich equation is exact, but being a functional

integro-partial differential equation it cannot be solved in
practice, and approximations are still necessary. The ad-
vantage of using ΓΛ[χ] over ZΛ[A] is that the AEA shares
much of its structure with the original action S, allowing
us to better constrain our non-perturbative approxima-
tion. The standard approach is to make an ansatz for
the form of the solution, constrained by symmetries or
Ward-Takahashi identities, and employing physical intu-
ition. The action of the spiking network model does not
readily admit any obvious symmetries, but we can de-
rive a pair of Ward-Takahashi identities that allows us
to restrict the form of the AEA. The derivation of these
identities makes use of the fact that we can marginalize
over either the spiking fields or the membrane potential
fields when computing the moment generating functional
Z[A] (Eq. (6)). The interested reader can find the deriva-
tions in the Supplementary Material [49]; here we only
quote the result, that the AEA must have the form

Γ[ψ̃, ψ, ν̃, ν] =

N∑
i=1

∫ ∞
−∞

dt

ψ̃i(t)
ψi(t)− Ei − N∑

j=1

∫ ∞
−∞

dt′ Jij(t− t′)νj(t′)

+ ν̃i(t)νi(t)

+ Υ[ν̃, ψ], (8)

where J is the true synaptic coupling, not the regulated
coupling JΛ, and the unknown functional Υ[ν̃, ψ] cou-
ples only the spike-response fields ν̃ and the membrane-
potential fields ψ. i.e., only this term is renormalized by
the stochastic fluctuations of the neurons, and we need
only derive the renormalization group flow for this term.
In the regulated average effective action ΓΛ we therefore
introduce a flowing functional ΥΛ[ν̃, ψ], which has ini-
tial condition for the unknown functional is ΥΛ=Λmin

=
−
∑
i

∫
dt (eν̃i(t) − 1)φ(ψi(t)), a local functional of the

fields ν̃i(t) and ψi(t), depending only on a single time
t and neuron index i. This motivates us to follow the
example of previous NPRG work and assume that ΥΛ

remains a local functional of the fields all throughout the

flow, called the “local potential approximation” (LPA):

ΥΛ[ν̃, ψ] = −
∑
i

∫
dt UΛ(ν̃i(t), ψi(t)). (9)

The effective firing rate nonlinearity Φ1(y), the key quan-
tity we focus on predicting in this work, is defined by the
relationship between expected firing rates νi(t) and ex-
pected membrane potentials ψi(t),

νi(t) = U
(1,0)
Λmax

(0, ψi(t)) ≡ Φ1(ψi(t)). (10)

This relationship is obtained by the saddle point of the
AEA with respect to ν̃i(t). It reveals that, just as at the
mean-field level, a scatter plot of the mean firing rates
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against the mean membrane potentials should trace out
a function.

Using the ansatz (9), we compute the functional deriva-
tives of ΓΛ, evaluate them at homogeneous values ν̃i(t)→

x̃ and ψi(t)→ y, and insert them into the Wetterich flow
equation (7) to obtain a flow equation for the function
UΛ(x̃, y). The result for finite N is

∂ΛUΛ(x̃, y) =
1

2

∫ ∞
−∞

dω

2π
tr

[
∂ΛJΛ(ω)

[
U

(1,1)
Λ (x̃, y)IN×N −

(
U

(1,1)
Λ (x̃, y)2 − U (2,0)

Λ (x̃, y)U
(0,2)
Λ (x̃, y)

)
JTΛ(−ω)

]
ΞΛ(ω)

(11)

+ ∂ΛJTΛ(−ω)ΞΛ(ω)
[
U

(1,1)
Λ (x̃, y)IN×N −

(
U

(1,1)
Λ (x̃, y)2 − U (2,0)

Λ (x̃, y)U
(0,2)
Λ (x̃, y)

)
JΛ(ω)

] ]
,

where the trace tr is over neural indices and

ΞΛ(ω) =
[
IN×N − U (1,1)

Λ (x̃, y)
(
JΛ(ω) + JTΛ(−ω)

)
+
(
U

(1,1)
Λ (x̃, y)2 − U (2,0)

Λ (x̃, y)U
(0,2)
Λ (x̃, y)

)
JΛ(ω)JTΛ(−ω)

]−1

.

(12)

This form of the flow equation holds for any synap-
tic coupling filter J(ω), where we have transformed
to the Fourier domain. For the remainder of this
work we will focus on the specific case of pulse-coupled
networks described by Eq. (1), for which JΛ(t) =
JΛτ

−1 exp(−t/τ)Θ(t) (where τ is the membrane time-
constant and Θ(t) is the Heaviside step function), or
JΛ(ω) = JΛ/(−iωτ + 1). We also consider only symmet-
ric connections JΛ = JTΛ that can be diagonalized. For
the pulse-coupled network the frequency integrals can be
completed exactly using the residue theorem, and sym-
metric couplings allow us to diagonalize the matrices and
reduce the trace to a sum over eigenvalues of JΛ. We
choose to regulate the synaptic couplings by replacing

the eigenvalues λ of the true J with regulated values

λΛ(λ) = λΘ (Λ− λ) , (13)

where the Heaviside step function Θ is interpreted as the
limit of a smooth function [49]. Eigenvalues greater than
the threshold Λ are set to 0 while smaller eigenvalues re-
tain their values (recall that eigenvalues are purely real
for symmetric matrices). In lattice systems the eigenval-
ues λ are related to momentum, and this procedure is
similar to momentum shell integration, but done directly
in energy space. We illustrate the effect of this coarse-
graining on the synaptic connections Jij;Λ in lattices and
random networks in Fig. 2.

Evaluating the frequency integrals and taking the infi-
nite network limit N →∞, the flow equation for UΛ(x̃, y)
reduces to

∂ΛUΛ(x̃, y) =
1

2τ
ρλ(Λ)

{
1− ΛU

(1,1)
Λ (x̃, y)−

√(
1− ΛU

(1,1)
Λ (x̃, y)

)2

− Λ2U
(0,2)
Λ (x̃, y)U

(2,0)
Λ (x̃, y)

}
, (14)

where ρλ(λ) is the eigenvalue density, also known as the
density of states when the synaptic connections form a
nearest-neighbor lattice. An important result is that the
flow equation is independent of the eigenvectors of Jij .
Thus, any networks with the same eigenvalue density and
bare nonlinearity φ(y) will have the same effective firing
rate nonlinearity within the local potential approxima-
tion. However, the statistics of the network activity will
depend on the eigenvectors through the solution of the
self-consistent equations νi = Φ1(ψi), ψi = Ei+

∑
j Jijνj .

By construction, the initial condition of Eq. (14) is
UΛ=Λmin

(x̃, y) = (ex̃ − 1)φ(y). The boundary conditions

are a more subtle issue, and most papers on the NPRG
method do not discuss them in depth. Common means of
imposing boundary conditions are to i) compute deriva-
tives at the boundaries of the numerical grid using only
points internal to the grid [39], ii) impose that the solu-
tion matches the mean-field or 1-loop approximations at
the numerical boundaries [51], or iii) expand the function
in a power series around some point and truncating the
series at some order, resulting in a reduced system of dif-
ferential equations (however, the truncation is equivalent
to implicitly imposing the missing boundary conditions
[52]). In this work we focus on a combination of method
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FIG. 2. Dynamics of neurons on lattices versus networks can appear to differ substantially, depending on features like
the statistics of synaptic connections between neurons and the signs of those synaptic connections. For example, A) shows
the dynamics of a simulated network of excitatory neurons connected to their neighbors on a 2-dimensional lattice. Initially,
the neurons fire asynchronously at intermediate rates. At t = 3333 timesteps into the simulation, the gain of the neurons is
increased (reflecting, for example, changes in attention of the organism), which creates two metastable states of high or low
firing rate that drift through the network. In comparison, for the network of B) neurons are connected randomly with synaptic
strengths of either sign; we set Jii = 0 for this example. Because there is not spatial organization, it is not clear if the increase
in gain creates metastable states of activity in the network, or if it merely increases the variance of the network. Network
models like this have been studied extensively using approximate techniques like mean-field theory, but understanding the roles
that stochastic fluctuations play in these systems demands the use of tools from the renormalization group (RG).

iii with ii, as it is numerically the most tractable.

Expanding UΛ(x̃, y) in a series around x̃ = 0 and trun-
cating at a finite power x̃m yields an infinite hierarchy of
of flow equations for the effective nonlinearities

Φm,Λ(y) ≡ U (m,0)
Λ (0, y)

for m > 0. The rationale for expanding around x̃ = 0 is
that this is the expected value of the membrane response
field ψ̃i(t) = 〈Ṽi(t)〉 when the network reaches a steady
state. All of these nonlinearities share the initial condi-
tion Φm,Λmin(y) = φ(y). Each equation in the hierarchy
is coupled to the previous m− 1 equations as well as the
(m+ 1)th. That is, the hierarchy has the structure

∂ΛΦm,Λ(y) = Fm(Φ1,Λ,Φ2,Λ, . . . ,Φm,Λ,Φm+1,Λ) (15)

for each m, where the functions Fm depend on the non-
linearities as well as derivatives of those nonlinearities,
which are not denoted explicitly as arguments.

Because each nonlinearity is coupled to the subsequent
nonlinearity in the hierarchy, we need to approximately
close the hierarchy at a finite order of m to solve it. The

simplest such approximation consists of setting the non-
linearities on the right hand side of Eqs. (15) to their ini-
tial values φ(y). However, this amounts to the one-loop
approximation [54], which breaks down when 1− Λφ′(0)
vanishes, and we do not expect it to perform better than
the perturbative diagrammatic methods of [24, 26].

We instead truncate at order m by approximating
only Φm+1,Λ(y) ≈ φ(y). The singular factor is now
1 − ΛΦ′1,Λ(y), but renormalization of Φ′1,Λ(0) results in
the solution persisting until we chose a Λmax such that
1−ΛmaxΦ′1,Λmax

(0) = 0, corresponding to the phase tran-
sition. The solution continues beyond this value of Λmax,
however, because the solution becomes non-analytic, out
of the range of perturbative calculations. This singular-
ity does cause problems for our numerical solution of the
hierarchy, but we will show that we can still obtain a
semi-quantitative solution and understand the supercrit-
ical behavior of the network qualitatively.

We show an explicit example of the truncation to sec-
ond order in Eqs. (16)-(17), setting Φ3,Λ(y) ≈ φ(y)). In
practice, for the subcritical results shown in this paper
we truncate at order 4, and for the supercritical results
we truncate at order 1.
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FIG. 3. Effective nonlinearities on different networks with effective dimension d = 3, along with their corresponding
eigenvalue distributions ρλ(λ) (far left). We show a 3-dimensional hypercubic network (top), a random regular graph of degree
4 (middle), and a Gaussian random network (bottom). For each network we show a subcritical nonlinearity (left), a near-critical
nonlinearity (middle), and a supercritical nonlinearity (right), although the networks themselves are not critical because we use
random distributions of resting potentials Ei to resolve the nonlinearities. Further examples for different effective dimensions d
are given in the Supplementary Information [49]. The red curves are the predictions of the hierarchy of nonlinearities (Eqs. (15)),
truncated at fourth order for subcritical and critical cases and first order for the supercritical case, using the results of [53] to
compute the eigenvalue distributions. Blue data points are simulated data, using networks of N = 103 neurons.

∂ΛΦ1,Λ(y) =
ρλ(Λ)Λ2

4τ

Φ2,Λ(y)Φ′′1,Λ(y)∣∣∣1− ΛΦ′1,Λ(y)
∣∣∣ , (16)

∂ΛΦ2,Λ(y) =
ρλ(Λ)Λ2

8τ

[
Λ2Φ2,Λ(y)2Φ′′1,Λ(y)2

|1− ΛΦ′1,Λ(y)|3
+

4ΛΦ2,Λ(y)Φ′2,Λ(y)Φ′′1,Λ(y)

|1− ΛΦ′1,Λ(y)|2
+

4φ(y)Φ′′1,Λ(y) + 2Φ2,Λ(y)Φ′′2,Λ(y)

|1− ΛΦ′1,Λ(y)|

]
. (17)

The initial initial conditions are Φm,Λmin
(y) = φ(y),

with boundary conditions lim|y|→∞Φm,Λmin
(y) ∼ φ(y)

for m = 1, 2.

For sufficiently small Λmaxφ
′(0) the denominator 1 −

ΛΦ′1,Λ(y) remains positive for the duration of the flow,
and the solution is analytic. However, at a critical value
of Λmaxφ

′(0) the denominator vanishes at the end of the
flow, 1−ΛmaxΦ′1,Λmax

(0) = 0, corresponding to a critical
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point. Above this critical value of Λmaxφ
′(0) the solution

develops a range of y for which 1−ΛΦ′1,Λ(y) = 0, compen-

sated by the second derivatives of the Φ′′m,Λ(y) vanishing
on this range. This corresponds to a supercritical regime
in which the solution is non-analytic, analogous to the
development of the non-analyticity in the free-energy of
the Ising model in the ordered phase [55].

We present results for three different types of networks
with sigmoidal nonlinearity φ(V ) ∝ (1+e−V )−1 in Fig. 3:
a 3d lattice of neurons with excitatory nearest-neighbor
connections, a random regular graph of neurons with 4
excitatory connections to randomly chosen targets, and
a random network with Gaussian distributed synaptic
weights. (We introduce heterogeneity into the rest po-
tentials Ei for the excitatory networks, and set Ei = 0
for the Gaussian network, so that every neuron has a dif-
ferent steady state rate, which allows us to map out the
effective nonlinearity Φ1(ψ) by making a scatter plot of
νi versus ψi).

In the subcritical regime the flow equations can be nu-
merically integrated to predict the effective nonlinearity,
and we have implemented this solution up to order 4
(Φ5,Λ(y) ≈ φ(y)). The solutions are reasonably good for
Φ1,Λ(y) and Φ2,Λ(y) when truncated at this order, with
Φ3,Λ(y) exhibiting some influence of the truncation and
Φ4,Λ(y) suffering the most influence (not shown). In prin-
ciple, truncating at higher orders should improve the nu-
merical solutions further, though the flow equations be-
come increasingly complicated. Our approximation does
systematically undershoot the data near the negative tail
of the distribution. It is unclear if this is an artifact of
the local potential approximation, the hierarchy closure
approximation, or finite-size effects in the simulations.

In the supercritical regime the numerical solution be-
comes increasingly challenging. The development of the
non-analytic behavior is straightforwardly observed at
the order 1 approximation (Φ2,Λ(y) ≈ φ(y)). At higher
orders it is difficult to coax Mathematica to integrate
through the development of the non-analyticity, remi-
niscent of barriers integrating through the development
of non-analytic shocks in nonlinear wave equations [56].
Nevertheless, we obtain a qualitative picture of what hap-
pens in the supercritical regime: in order for the flow
to be finite, the nonlinearity develops a piecewise linear
region for y ∈ [ψ−, ψ+]—where the endpoints of this re-
gion, ψ±, depend on the initial value of φ′(0)Λmax—such
that second order derivatives in the numerator vanish and
cancel out the singularity caused by 1 − ΛΦ′1(y) = 0 in
the denominator. Outside of this region 1− ΛΦ′1(y) < 0
and the nonlinearity is smooth and continuous. We will
use this semi-quantitative picture later when investigat-
ing the dynamics of the mean membrane potentials in
the supercritical regime (Sec. II A).

A. Phase transition analysis with effective
nonlinearities

Now that we understand the qualitative behavior of the
effective nonlinearities, we can revisit the phase transi-
tion analysis discussed in the context of mean-field theory
in Sec. I B. The conditions for a phase transition become

Ei +
∑
j

JijΦ(0) = 0, (18)

ξ−1
τ /τ−1 = 1− ΛmaxΦ′(0) = 0 (19)

as N →∞, where Φ(ψ) ≡ U
(1,0)
Λ=Λmax

(0, ψ) is the effective
nonlinearity, which we remind the reader determines the
expected firing rates via the relation 〈ṅi(t)〉 = Φ(〈Vi(t)〉).
The first condition just means that the mean input into a
neuron is 0, and hence 〈Vi(t)〉 = 0 self-consistently (as we
inserted 〈Vi(t)〉 = 0 into Φ(〈Vj(t)〉))); in a heterogeneous
network Ei can be set to a single value for all neurons to
tune the population average of the membrane potential
to 0 [49], but we will not focus on this case explicitly. The
second condition says that the largest relaxation time ξ−1

τ

of the network diverges, equivalent to the divergence of
the temporal correlation length.

In the subcritical regime 1−ΛmaxΦ′1(0) > 0, the mean-
field analysis does not change, as Φ1(ψ) is analytic, and
so we expect an exponential decay to ψi(t) = 〈Vi(t)〉 = 0.
Qualitatively, the critical case is not expected to change
either, giving rise to an algebraic decay of ψi(t). How-
ever, one generally expects the power of this decay to be
modified at the critical point, as the leading order super-
linear behavior of Φ1(ψ) is expected to be non-analytic
at the critical point. We cannot solve the flow equations
with enough precision to try and predict this exponent
quantitatively, but we revisit this exponent in the next
section on universality.

Finally, the dynamics in the supercritical regime are
much different than the mean-field analysis suggests,
due to the development of the piecewise-linear region of
Φ1(ψ). The “extremal” values of the membrane poten-
tial, corresponding to the values of ψ at which Φ1(ψ)
switches from the linear behavior to the nonlinear be-
havior, are fixed points of the membrane dynamics in a
homogeneous excitatory network, and we typically would
expect to observe the supercritical network to be in one
of those states. These two states therefore represent two
extremal metastable states of the network, analogous to
the positive and negative magnetization phases of the
Ising model.

The linear regime represents a line of metastable states.
Homogeneous excitatory networks can be prepared to
be in this metastable regime, though sudden perturba-
tions can causet phase separation, as shown in Fig. 1A,
which depicts simulations in which different local patches
of neurons in a 2d lattice separate spatially into the
metastable low firing-rate state or high firing rate state.

For symmetric random networks Jij with both excita-
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tory and inhibitory connections, we expect the network
to be in a spin glass regime. The population-distribution
of the membrane potentials can be understood using the
dynamical mean-field theory method for spin glasses [57]
applied to the dynamical equations for ψi(t):

τ
dψi(t)

dt
= −ψi(t) +

N∑
j=1

Jij (Φ1(ψj(t))− Φ1(0)) ,

where we set Ei = −
∑
j JijΦ1(0). The key difference be-

tween the standard dynamic mean-field calculations and
our case is that the nonlinearity Φ1(ψ) changes with the
tuning parameter Λmax, whereas in previous treatments
the nonlinearity is a fixed quantity. The dynamic mean-
field calculation is not as tractable as it is in the case
of asymmetric random networks with independent Jij
and Jji [16, 25, 43, 58], or the original spin-glass treat-
ment of the Ising model [57]. In particular, the non-
analytic behavior of the effective nonlinearity Φ1(ψ) in
the critical and supercritical regimes renders the self-
consistent equations difficult to solve analytically and
elucidate how heterogeneous synaptic weights influence
the critical properties we discuss in the next section. We
discuss possible routes forward in the Discussion.

III. UNIVERSALITY IN THE
RENORMALIZATION GROUP FLOW

So far, our renormalization group (RG) treatment of
the spiking network model has implemented the first step
of an RG procedure, coarse-graining. This has allowed us
to calculate non-universal features of the network statis-
tics that hold regardless of whether the network is close
to a phase transition. In this section we turn our atten-
tion to networks tuned to a phase transition, at which
the statistics are expected to exhibit universal scale-
invariant properties that can in principle be measured
in experiments. To investigate these universal features,
we must implement the second step of the RG procedure,
rescaling. In the non-perturbative renormalziation group
(NPRG) context, the rescaling procudure will amount to
identifying an appropriate non-dimensionalization of the
flow equation Eq. (14) and searching for fixed points.

This section proceeds as follows: we will first iden-
tify the rescaling of the NPRG flow equations that ren-
ders them dimensionless, and will admit fixed points. We
will search for these fixed points using a combination of
a perturbation expansion and non-perturbative trunca-
tions. This will show that the mean-field prediction of
a second-order transition is qualitatively invalidated in

spontaneous networks.
A. Non-dimensionalization of the flow equation

In translation-invariant lattices and continuous media,
rescaling a theory is typically done by scaling variables
and fields with powers of momentum; it is not a priori
obvious how to perform this step for general networks.
The resolution in this more general setting is that near
a critical point quantities will scale as powers of δΛ ≡
Λmax − Λ.

To isolate the singular behavior of the RG flow as
it approaches a critical point, it is convenient to de-
fine UΛ(x̃, y) = Λ−1

maxx̃y + WΛ(x̃, y), where Λ−1
max is the

critical value of G11,Λ=Λmax
≡ U

(1,1)
Λ=Λmax

(0, 0), such that

W
(1,1)
Λ=Λmax

(0, 0) = 0 at the critical point. We look for a
scale invariant solution by making the change of variables
WΛ(x̃, y) = ΩΛws(z̃, z) with z̃ = x̃/X̃Λ and z = y/YΛ,

where ΩΛ, X̃Λ, and YΛ are running scales to be deter-

mined and s = − ln
(

Λmax−Λ
Λmax−Λmin

)
∈ [0,∞) is the “RG

time” (which we define to be positive, in contrast to the
convention in some NPRG works).

A straightforward way to determine the running scales
ΩΛ, X̃Λ, and YΛ is to require the flow equation (14) to
become asymptotically autonomous as s→∞. One can
also find these scalings by rescaling the full average ef-
fective action (AEA), but it is more involved, and re-
quires a careful consideration of the N → ∞ limit in
the eigenbasis of Jij ; we give this derivation in [49]. In
the scalings that follow below, we define the effective
dimension d by the scaling of the eigenvalue distribu-
tion near Λmax, ρλ(Λ) ∼ δΛd/2−1. This definition is
chosen so that the effective dimension is equal to the
spatial dimension when Jij is a nearest-neighbor lattice
with homogeneous coupling. Such a definition has pre-
viously been proposed in investigations of the φ4 the-
ory on deterministic lattices [59]. With this definition,
we find ΩΛ ∼ δΛd/2+1 ∼ e−s(d/2+1) and the combina-
tion X̃ΛYΛ ∼ ΩΛ/δΛ ∼ δΛd/2. Importantly, we can

only constrain the combination X̃ΛYΛ, which means that
there is a “redundant parameter”, similar to the case in
models with absorbing state transitions [60]. This al-
lows us to introduce a running exponent ηXs by defining

X̃Λ ∼ δΛη
X
s = e−sη

X
s and YΛ ∼ δΛd/2−η

X
s = e−s(d/2−η

X
s ).

Note that this exponent does not arise from any field
renormalizations, as our Ward-Takahashi identity guar-
antees no such field renormalizations exist. We will dis-
cuss the determination of X̃Λ shortly. First, we present
the dimensionless flow equation, whose asymptotically
autonomous form as δΛ→ 0 is

∂sws −
(
d

2
+ 1

)
ws + ηXs z̃w

(1,0)
s +

(
d

2
− ηXs

)
zw(0,1)

s = 1− w(1,1)
s −

√(
1− w(1,1)

s

)2

− w(0,2)
s w

(2,0)
s . (20)
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Although Eq. (20) is only valid for RG-times s→∞, we
retain some autonomous time-dependence for the pur-
poses of performing linear stability analyses around fixed
points of the flow. For the fully non-autonomous flow,
see [49].

We will not solve Eq. (20) directly, as its numerical so-
lution is rendered delicate by the divergence of ws when
it is not near a critical manifold. This is in contrast to
its dimensionful counterpart Eq. (14), which remains fi-
nite over the course of integration. To assess the critical
properties of the model, we will focus on searching for
fixed point solutions, using a combination of traditional
perturbative techniques and additional functional trun-
cations of w∗(z̃, z) to a finite number of couplings that
can be treated non-perturbatively.

To find fixed point solutions, we need to make a choice
of the running scale X̃Λ. We briefly discuss the most nat-
ural choice X̃Λ = 1, and then focus on two choices corre-
sponding to networks with absorbing states and sponta-
neously active networks.

B. Pure annihilation fixed point

The variable x̃, corresponding to the spike response
fields ν̃i(t), is dimensionless, appearing in the bare po-
tential through ex̃ − 1. Its “dimensionless” counterpart
z̃ = x̃/X̃Λ could therefore be chosen to be equal to x̃ it-

self by setting X̃Λ = 1. However, as we will see momen-
tarily, the resulting fixed points w∗(z̃, z) are unstable to
couplings in the model that cannot all be simultaneously
tuned to put the RG flow on the stable manifold of these
fixed points.

One fixed point is the trivial solution w∗(z̃, z) = 0.
This is analogous to the Gaussian fixed point in most field
theoretic RG studies. A linear stability analysis around
the trivial fixed point reveals that perturbations to all
couplings of order z0 and z1 are unstable (“relevant”) in
any dimension d, independent of z̃. This means that in
order to tune the network to this trivial critical point,
one has to adjust entire functions of z̃ to some “critical
functions.” For our initial condition w0(z̃, z) these func-
tions start at (ez̃ − 1)φ(0) and (ez̃ − 1)φ′(0)z, and it is
not clear that the two parameters φ(0) and φ′(0) are suf-
ficient to tune the entire model to this critical point. We
therefore expect that for effective dimensions d > 2 any
phase transitions are more likely to be controlled by some
other fixed points, which we will find by using non-trivial
choices of the running scale X̃Λ.

C. Absorbing state networks

A commonly used class of nonlinearities in network
models are “rectified units,” which vanish when the mem-
brane potential is less than a particular value (here, 0):
φ(V ) = 0 for V ≤ 0. Neurons with rectified nonlinearities

are guaranteed not to fire when their membrane poten-
tials are negative, and as a result the network boasts an
“absorbing state:” once the membrane potentials of all
neurons drop below this threshold the network will re-
main silent. It is possible, in the N →∞ limit, that mu-
tually excitatory neurons can maintain network activity
at a high enough level that the network never falls into
the absorbing state and remains active. Non-equilibrium
models with absorbing states often fall into the directed
percolation universality class [61], with exceptions when
there are additional symmetries satisfied by the micro-
scopic action [62].

The primary symmetry of the directed percolation
(DP) universality class is the “rapidity symmetry.”
Translated into the spiking network model, rapidity sym-
metry would correspond to an invariance of the aver-
age effective action under the transformation ν̃i(t) ↔
−cψi(t), where c is a specific constant, chosen so that
the terms ν̃i(t)ψi(t)

2 and ν̃i(t)
2ψi(t) transform into each

other (including their coefficients). The spiking network
does not obey this symmetry; however, most models in
the DP universality class do not exhibit rapidity sym-
metry exactly, and it is instead an emergent symmetry
that satisfied after discarding irrelevant terms in an ac-
tion tuned to the critical point [63]. We will show this is
true for the absorbing state spiking network.

The spiking network action does not appear to admit
any obvious symmetries beyond the the Ward-Takahashi
identities. One of the consequences of these identities is
the prediction that the dynamic exponent is z∗ = 2, un-
modified from its “mean-field” value. A trivial dynamic
exponent is also a feature of the “directed percolation
with coupling to a conserved quantity” (DP-C) universal-
ity class [61], which is another possible candidate for the
universality class of the spiking network. The DP-C class
has a symmetry that also predicts a correlation length ex-
ponent of ν∗ = 2/d, which is not guaranteed by our Ward-
Takahashi identities but could be an emergent property
if the model is in the DP-C class. (Note that we will
give critical exponent symbols ∗ subscripts to distinguish
them from the variables z and field ν). To demonstrate
that the spiking network model supports a DP-like criti-
cal point, we will choose the running scale X̃Λ to impose
the rapidity symmetry relationship on the lowest order
couplings. We assume that φ′(0+) > 0 and φ′′(0+) < 0,

and choose X̃Λ = YΛ|W (1,2)
Λ (0, 0)|/W (2,1)

Λ (0, 0). This ren-
ders g21,s = −g12,s for all s, a hallmark of the Reggeon
field theory action that describes the directed percola-
tion universality class [46, 61]. We can then show that
w∗(z̃, z) = 0, ηX∗ = d/4 is a trivial fixed point for which
the combination of terms z̃z2 − z̃2z loses stability below
the upper critical dimension dc = 4.

The exponent ηXs can be defined by differentiating
Eq. (20) to derive equations for g12,s and −g21,s and
equating them. This reveals that

ηXs =
d

4
+

1

2

g13,s − g31,s

1− g11,s
. (21)
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In general, rapidity symmetry requires g∗mn =
(−1)m+ng∗nm [46]. Under this assumption, ηX∗ = d/4
for all d and the anomalous exponent δηX∗ = ηX∗ − d/4 is
always 0.

To capture the key features of the RG flow, we expand
the running potential in a power series,

ws(z̃, z) =

∞∑
m,n=1

gmn,s
m!n!

z̃mzn,

truncating at some finite order in z̃ and z. This trunca-
tion does not reflect an assumption that the variables are
small, but a further projection onto a reduced solution
subspace, similar to analyses of, e.g., the Ising model,
that track only the flow of two couplings despite coarse
graining generating couplings of all orders. To close the
equations, a system of differential equations is obtained
by differentiating Eq. (20) with respect to the appropriate
powers of z̃ and z and evaluating at (z̃, z) = (0, 0). In
this expansion we have g12,s = −g21,s by construction,
but we need not impose the rapidity symmetry on the
higher order terms, so that we may check how the lack of
this symmetry at the dimensionful level affects the RG
flow. Note that because rapidity symmetry imposes a
relationship between g∗mn and g∗nm, any truncation we
make must include both terms.

1. Minimal truncation

The RG flow in the g11−g21 plane is shown in Fig. 4.
We find that the upper critical dimension is 4: in d > 4
only the trivial fixed point (g∗11, g

∗
21) = (0, 0), ηX∗ = d/4

exists, while in d < 4 we find fixed point solution for the
minimal truncation is

ηX∗ =
d

4
, g∗11 =

4− d
12− d

, g∗21 =
4
√

4− d√
d2 − 24d+ 144

,

with g∗12 = −g∗21. From this solution we see that the fixed
point values of the couplings scale as powers of

√
4− d.

This suggests that if we set ε = 4−d our series expansion
should be in powers of

√
ε.

By performing a linear stability analysis around the
trivial and non-trivial fixed points we can estimate the
correlation length exponent ν∗ from the largest eigen-
value of the stability matrix, µ: ν∗ = (2µ)−1. (The fac-
tor of 1/2 is included so that the value of ν∗ matches
the numerical values obtained in prior work in transla-
tion invariant systems. We also retain the name “cor-
relation length exponent,” even though there may not
be a notion of spatial distance in arbitrary networks).
When d > 4 the trivial fixed point has one negative and
one positive eigenvalue, signaling the fact we must tune

only one parameter to arrive at this fixed point. The
positive eigenvalue at the trivial fixed point is µ = 1
in d > 4, giving ν∗ = 1/2, as expected. In d < 4 the
trivial fixed point becomes wholly unstable as it splits
into the pair of non-trivial fixed points shown in Fig. 4,
which each have a stable and unstable direction, and the
eigenvalue of the flow along the unstable manifold gives
the correlation length exponent, which for d → 4− is
ν∗ ≈ 1/2 + (4 − d)/16 − 7/128(4 − d)2 + . . . . Although
g∗21 scales as

√
4− d, the lowest order dependence of ν∗

is linear. The expansion of ν∗ near d = 4− matches the
one-loop approximation of ν∗ for Reggeon field theory,
the first suggestion that the spiking network is more like
the standard DP class, not the DP-C class, for which
ν∗ = 2/d ≈ 1/2 + (4− d)/8 + . . . [61].

Although within this minimal truncation we obtain an
expression for ν∗ valid for all d < 4, the result begins
decreasing non-monotonically as d is lowered below ∼
3.2. This non-monotonic behavior is an artifact of the
truncation, as we will show by increasing the truncation
order. To facilitate our higher order truncations we first
turn to a perturbative expansion.

2. Perturbative fixed point solution in powers of
√

4− d

One can implement the so-called “ε-expansion” in the
NPRG framework by assuming the fixed point solution
w∗(z̃, z) can be expanded in a series of powers of the
distance from the upper critical dimension dc, ε ≡ dc−d.
As our minimal truncation showed, however, we expect
some of the couplings to depend on

√
ε, which we will use

as our expansion parameter:

w∗(z̃, z) = ε1/2w1(z̃, z) + εw2(z̃, z)

+ ε3/2w3(z̃, z) + ε2w4(z̃, z) + . . . (22)

ηX∗ = 1 + ε1/2δη1 + εδη2 + ε3/2δη3 + ε2δη4 + . . . .
(23)

Because the trivial fixed point is w∗(z̃, z) = 0, there are
no ε0 terms. For this calculation we will not assume
ηX∗ = d/4 = 1− ε/4 at the outset, to allow for the possi-
bility of discovering a solution that does not obey rapidity
symmetry, though it turns out there is no such solution
perturbatively.

We insert the expansions (22)-(23) into Eq. (20) and
expand in powers of ε1/2, resulting in a hierarchy of linear
equations whose solutions depend on the previous solu-
tions in the hierarchy. A valid critical point solution must
exist for all z̃ and z, so we fix constants of integration and
the coefficients of ηX∗ order by order to eliminate terms
that are not polynomially bounded in z. The result to
O(ε2) is
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FIG. 4. Renormalization group flow of the absorbing state network model in the space of the couplings g11 and g21,
for effective dimensions d > 4 and d < 4, where 4 is the upper critical dimension. In d > 4 only a trivial fixed point exists,
while in d < 4 two equivalent fixed points exist, only one of which is selected by the initial conditions of the network model.
The stable and unstable manifolds (solid lines) are colored according to the critical points (saddle nodes), with blue indicating
the stable manifold and red indicating unstable manifolds.

w∗(z̃, z) = 2a
z̃2z − z̃z2

2!
ε1/2 + 2a2z̃zε− 544a5

48a2 − 1

z̃2z − z̃z2

2!
ε3/2

+

((
1088a6

48a2 − 1
+ 4a4

)
z̃z + 72a4 z̃

2z2

2!2!
− 48a4 z̃

3z + z̃z3

3!

)
ε2 +O(ε5/2), (24)

where a = 0,±1/4. The first choice of a corresponds
to the trivial solution, while the second corresponds to
two equivalent non-trivial solutions; we take the positive
value a = 1/4 to match the sign of our initial condition.
We see that at order ε2 the combination z̃3z + z̃z3 ap-
pears, which obeys the expected rapidity symmetry. The
exponent is ηX∗ = 1 − ε/4 + O(ε5/2), which is just the
exact result ηX∗ = d/4.

We can estimate the linear stability of the solution by
the standard method of perturbing ws(z̃, z) = w∗(z̃, z) +
eµsδw(z̃, z), and expanding µ = µ0 + ε1/2µ1 + εµ2 + . . . ,
choosing µ0 to correspond to the eigenvalue of the largest
allowed eigenvalue to zeroth order, and the remaining
terms to non-polynomial divergent terms at large z. In
this analysis we will assume rapidity symmetry to hold,
such that we may fix ηX∗ = d/4. In our higher-order non-
perturbative analysis we will relax this assumption. We
find that the largest eigenvalue of this fixed point gives a
correlation length exponent of

ν∗(ε) =
1

2
+

ε

16
+

7

256
ε2 +O(ε3). (25)

To first order this agrees with both our minimal trun-
cation and the epsilon expansion for the Reggeon field
theory. The second order correction is numerically close
to the 2-loop expansion for the Reggeon field theory, but
is not the same. The discrepancy could be an artifact
of our sharp regulator or our local potential approxima-
tion. Our result suggests that the universality class of
this fixed point is more consistent with the regular DP
class, rather than the DP-C class. However, it remains
that our Ward-Takahashi identities predict a dynamic
exponent of z∗ = 2 for all effective dimensions d, in con-
trast with the perturbative results for the Reggeon field
theory. In the Discussion we explain that this trivial
dynamic exponent is likely due to the linear membrane
potential dynamics, and nonlinearities would contribute
to an anomalous value of z∗, in which case the absorb-
ing state fixed point may conform to the well-known DP
class.
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3. Non-perturbative truncation up to order z̃5z5

Because the ε-expansion is expected to be exact close
to d = 4−, we can use the results of our perturbative
calculation as initial guesses in a numerical root-finding
scheme in a higher order non-perturbative truncation.
Once the roots are found numerically, we can decrease
the value of d and use the previously obtained numerical
root as the initial guess for the root finder. We proceed
iteratively in this way, allowing us to continuously track
the non-trivial fixed point as we decrease d from 4, avoid-
ing the erroneous roots introduced by our truncation.

We have performed our truncation up to order z̃5z5,
beyond which the calculations become computationally
expensive. We indeed still find a non-trivial fixed point
with rapidity symmetry, for which we estimate the criti-
cal exponent ν∗ by analyzing the eigenvalues of the flow.
We insert the expression Eq. (21) for ηXs into the flow
equations before linearizing, such that we can verify that
the fixed point with rapidity symmetry is not unstable
to some other fixed point lacking that symmetry, at least
for some finite range of d < 4. We indeed find that
the DP fixed point has a single relevant direction for
2.78 . d < 4. As d → 2.78+ the estimates for ν∗ di-
verge for our z̃3z3 and z̃4z4 truncations, and cannot be
continued for lower d for our z̃5z5 truncation, as shown in
Fig. 5. Interestingly, the estimate of ν∗ in the z̃5z5 trun-
cation appears to be quite close to the ε-expansion up to
the dimension where the solution ends. The restriction
of this range indeed appears to be due to the develop-
ment of an additional positive eigenvalue for d . 2.78,
indicating the DP-like fixed point may become unstable
to some other fixed point in this regime. However, nu-
merical attempts to find this other fixed point suggest
it may be the case that the second largest eigenvalue
merely becomes small and close to zero, remaining so as
d is lowered further, which could just be an artifact of
the approximation. We leave a detailed investigation of
what happens in d < 2.78 for future studies.

D. Spontaneous networks

We now consider the case of spontaneously active net-
works, for which φ(0) 6= 0. The probability of firing a
spike is never 0 at any finite V , so there is no absorb-
ing state in this network. Instead, we anticipate that the
network may be able to achieve active steady-states.

The fact that there is a membrane potential-
independent component of the fluctuations in the spon-
taneous networks suggests we should choose the run-

ning scale X̃Λ =

√
ΩΛ/W

(2,0)
Λ (0, 0). This choice renders

g20,s = w
(2,0)
s (0, 0) = 1 for all s, which is in essence like

choosing the Gaussian part of the action to be invari-
ant under the RG procedure. This restriction puts a
constraint on the exponent ηXs in terms of the couplings
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FIG. 5. Correlation length exponent for the absorbing
state network as a function of the effective dimension d. Ob-
tained using the third (dark blue triangles), fourth (light blue
circles), and fifth order (green squares) truncations. The esti-
mates are compared to Eq. (25), the perturbative ε-expansion
estimate (black dashed line). The non-perturbative analy-
sis suggests the fixed point becomes unstable toward another
fixed point in d . 2.78.

gmn,s:

ηXs =
d+ 2

4
+

1

4

g22,s + 2g12,sg30,s

1− g11,s

+
1

2

g12,sg21,s

(1− g11,s)
2 +

1

8

g2
12,s

(1− g11,s)
3 (26)

The reader can check that w∗(z̃, z) = z̃2/2, ηX∗ = d+2
4

is a trivial fixed point solution. A linear stability analy-
sis of this fixed point shows that the couplings g10,s and
g11,s are unstable [49]. The divergent flow of g10,s does
not contribute to any other coupling, only to the renor-
malized value of Φ1(0), which is compensated by tuning
the rest potentials Ei. The flow of g11,s is the key relevant
term; its initial value g11,0 must be tuned so that the RG
flow takes the model to the critical point.

A linear stability analysis of the trivial fixed point pre-
dicts that as the effective dimension d is lowered the cou-
plings g1n,s become relevant sequentially, with g12 be-
coming relevant at d = 6, then g13 at d = 4, and so on
until all couplings are relevant in d = 2. This is the stan-
dard sequence predicted for scalar field theories, like φ4

theory with symmetry breaking terms. The coefficients
gmn,s with m ≥ 2, n ≥ 1 are all irrelevant in d > 2 [49].

In our exemplar case in the mean-field analysis ex-
plored in Sec. I B, we chose a bare nonlinearity φ(V ) =
(1 + exp(−V ))−1, which has φ′′(0) = 0. Naively, then,
it appears that g12,0 = 0, and we might expect to find
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a Wilson-Fisher fixed point in d < 4 related to the Ising
universality class. While our dimensionless flow equa-
tions do admit such a fixed point solution, the Z2 sym-
metry of this fixed point is not a symmetry of the initial
action for this model. Such a symmetry would mani-
fest as an invariance to the transformation ws(z̃, z) =
ws(−z̃,−z), which the initial condition—a scaled ver-
sion of (ex̃ − 1)φ(V ) − φ(0)x̃—does not satisfy. Thus,
even though g12,s = 0 initially, we expect this term to be
generated by the RG flow, and the mean-field prediction
for this case will be qualitatively invalidated.

1. Minimal truncation

We validate our above claims by making a minimal
truncation of w∗(z̃, z) = z̃2/2 + z̃(g11,sz + g12,sz

2/2 +
g13,sz

3/3!). As expected, we find three valid fixed points:
a trivial fixed point, a fixed point with a Z2 symmetry,
and a third fixed point for which g∗12 6= 0. Analysis of the
eigenvalues of these three fixed points reveals that this
third fixed point controls the RG flow below d = 6, so we
focus on its properties here.

The third fixed point is rather unwieldy in its exact
form, so we instead give its behavior near the dimension
d = 6, where it coincides with the trivial solution:

g∗11 =
6− d

9
+

(6− d)2

81
+ . . . (27)

g∗12 = ±i
√

2

3

√
6− d∓ i 5

27
√

2
(6− d)3/2 + . . . (28)

g∗13 =
4

27
(6− d)2 + . . . (29)

ηX∗ = 2− 5

18
(6− d)− 2

81
(6− d)2 + . . . . (30)

The most striking feature of this fixed point solution is
that the coupling g∗12 is imaginary. This is not an artifact
of the truncation, but a signature of a spinodal point in
the model, as observed in the critical φ3 theory. Indeed,
[64, 65] argue that imaginary fixed points correspond to
spinodal points associated with first order transitions,
yet still possess several features of continuous transitions,
such as universal critical exponents. i.e., the imaginary
couplings have real physical consequences. Importantly,
the anomalous exponents and correlation length expo-
nent ν∗ are purely real. We can visualize the flow of
the couplings in the g11−g12 plane, shown in Fig. 6 (for
this visualization we use a further truncation in which we

set g13 = 0, so that the flow is wholly two-dimensional).
In Fig. 6A we show the flow for real-valued g12, which
reveals that in d > 6 the trivial fixed point is the criti-
cal point, but two other unstable fixed points exist that
collide with the trivial fixed point at d = 6, leaving an un-
stable node with no other apparent fixed points in d < 6.
If we look at the flow for imaginary g12 → ig12, shown
in Fig. 6B, we see that in d > 6 only the trivial fixed
point exists, and in d < 6 it splits into two critical points
that control the flow of the model. Notably, the flow in
this plane looks like a regular RG flow — there is no ex-
otic behavior such as limit cycles or spirals, which is a
reflection of the fact that the critical exponents we will
calculate below are purely real. If we could visualize the
RG flow in the space complex g12, what we would expect
to see is a pair of purely real unstable fixed point values
of g12 in d > 6, which exchange stability with the trivial
fixed point at the upper critical dimension d = 6, and be-
come a pair of purely imaginary fixed points that control
the critical behavior in d < 6.

We confirm this picture by estimating the eigenvalues
of the fixed points via a linear stability analysis. The
analysis shows that g11 is relevant in all dimensions, while
g12 and g13 become relevant in d = 6 and d = 4, respec-
tively. Numerical evaluation of the eigenvalues confirms
that the complex spinodal critical point has two unstable
directions in d > 6 and one unstable direction for d < 6,
indicating that it is the controlling critical point for the
spiking network model, even for dimensions d < 4.

We will verify that higher order truncations give a
consistent qualitative picture that agrees with the above
analysis. To assist in this endeavor, we first derive the
fixed point solution using an ε-expansion.

2. Perturbative fixed point solution in powers of
√

6− d

The ε-expansion proceeds similarly to the absorbing
state network. We expand

w∗(z̃, z) =
z̃2

2
+ ε1/2w1(z̃, z) + εw2(z̃, z)

+ ε3/2w3(z̃, z) + ε2w4(z̃, z) + . . .

ηX∗ = 2 + ε1/2δη1 + εδη2 + ε3/2δη3 + ε2δη4 + . . .

and insert this expansion into Eq. (20), deriving a hier-
archy of linear equations. Demanding that the solutions
are polynomially bounded as z grows large yields the triv-
ial solution as well as two equivalent non-trivial complex
fixed points:
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FIG. 6. Renormalization group flow of the spontaneous network model in the space of the couplings g11 and g12, for
effective dimensions d > 6 and d < 6, where 6 is the upper critical dimension. A) For real-valued g12, in d > 6 the trivial fixed
point coexists with two unstable fixed that merge with the trivial fixed point at d = 6, leaving only an unstable node in d < 6.
B) For imaginary-valued g12 → ig12 only the trivial fixed point exists in d > 6, splitting off into two non-trivial critical points
in d < 6. The stable and unstable manifolds (solid lines) are colored according to the critical points (saddle nodes), with blue
indicating the stable manifold and red indicating unstable manifolds.
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w∗(z̃, z) =
z̃2

2
+

i

12
√

2
z̃
(
4z2 − 2

)
ε1/2 +

z̃z

9
ε

− i

216
√

2
z̃

(
z̃2 + 12z̃z + 16z2 + 4

(
2z2 − 1

)(
−2 + ψ(0)

(
−1

2

)
− ψ(0)

(
1

2

)))
ε3/2

+

[
1

162
z̃

(
z2 − 1

2

)(
z
(
4z2 + 19

)
−
(
8z4 + 26z2 + 19

)
F (z)

)
+

1

324
z̃
((

2z2 − 1
)
F (z)− z

)(
8z4 + 2z2

(
5 + 4ψ(0)

(
−1

2

)
− 4ψ(0)

(
1

2

))
+ 11− 4ψ(0)

(
1

2

)
+ 4ψ(0)

(
−1

2

))
+
z̃2z2

54
+

5z̃3z

972
+

5z̃4

10368

]
ε2, (31)

where ψ(0) (·) is the Poly-Gamma function
(ψ(0) (−1/2) ≈ 0.03649, ψ(0) (1/2) ≈ −1.96351)

and F (z) =
√
π

2 e−z
2/2erfi(z) is the Dawson F function

with erfi(z) = 2√
π

∫ z
0
dt e+t2 the “imaginary error func-

tion.” The second non-trivial solution is the complex
conjugate. As in the minimal truncation, the exponents
turn out to be purely real. The anomalous exponent is

δηX∗ ≡ ηX∗ −
d+ 2

4
= − 1

36
ε+

29

648
ε2 +O(ε5/2).

We may attempt a linear stability analysis to estimate
the critical exponent ν∗, but the standard approach of
perturbing ws(z̃, z) = w∗(z̃, z) + eµsδw(z̃, z) is compli-
cated by the fact that ηXs flows near this fixed point and
should be perturbed as well. Nonetheless, we calculate
a rough estimate by fixing ηXs to its fixed point value,
which we will find agrees with our other estimates to at
least O(ε3/2). We find that the correlation exponent ν∗
is

ν∗ =
1

2
+
ε

9
+O(ε2). (32)

Only the non-analytic powers of ε give rise to imagi-
nary terms, consistent with the minimal truncation find-
ing that this fixed point is purely real in d > 6. It also
turns out the real component of ϕ1∗(z) is odd in z, while
the imaginary components are even in z.

The fact that the critical point is complex implies
the following behavior as one translates from the di-
mensionless flow to the dimensioned flow: when starting
from real-valued initial conditions, the dimensionless flow
equation will eventually blow up at a finite scale of the
RG flow, but this divergence can be analytically contin-
ued into the complex plane, such that the flow is able to
arrive at the critical point (for a fine-tuned initial condi-
tion). If the initial condition is complex to begin with, we
expect a smooth flow to the critical point, as was shown
for a toy model in [64].

3. Higher order truncations

We now return to the non-perturbative truncations
of the flow equations, using the perturbative results as
seeds for the initial guess of a root finding algorithm
near d = 6−. Unlike the absorbing state network, we
do not have to truncate symmetrically in z̃ and z. The
simplest truncation consists of setting gmn,s = 0 for all
m ≥ 2, n ≥ 1, and truncating gmn,s at a finite value
of n. We show this truncation up to n = 7 in Fig. 7;
the numerical solution becomes increasingly difficult at
larger orders.

The estimate of the anomalous exponent δηX∗ , shown in
Fig. 7A, is determined entirely by the fixed point values of
the couplings. The non-perturbatively computed values
of δηX∗ are entirely negative as a function of dimension;
the ε-expansion is also negative close to the upper critical
dimension, but becomes positive for lower dimensions.
Our results compare favorably to an NPRG study of the
Yang-Lee φ3 theory of An et al. in Ref. [66], providing
numerical evidence that the spontaneous network fixed
point may be in a closely related universality class.

Our estimates of the correlation length exponent ν∗,
computed using the linearized flow of the truncated equa-
tions around the fixed point, as opposed to exponent
relations, are shown in Fig. 7B. We find consistent be-
havior as we increase n, but the estimates display a
non-monotonic behavior that is likely an artifact of the
truncation. Including higher order powers of z̃ in our
truncation does not improve the result. We find that
when d < 5 the numerical estimates of the eigenvalues
abruptly develop non-negligible imaginary components,
jumping from O(10−17∼10−15) to O(10−4∼1), which is
most likely an artifact of the truncation or numerical
evaluation, and not a real emergence of complex eigen-
values in the RG flow.

The non-monotonic estimates of ν∗ below d ≈ 5 could
be a consequence of the local potential approximation.
Ref. [66]’s NPRG study of the spinodal point in the Yang-
Lee model φ3 theory found that the local potential ap-



18

2 3 4 5 6

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

2 3 4 5 6
0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

FIG. 7. Anomalous and correlation length exponent estimates for the spinodal fixed point as a function of the
effective dimension d. Top panel: Estimate of the anomalous exponent ηX∗ − (d+ 2)/4 obtained at the non-trivial fixed point
found for 2 < d < 6, compared to the anomalous exponent estimates of Ref. [66] in the equilibrium Lee-Yang φ3 theory. Bottom
panel: Estimates of the correlation length exponents ν∗ obtained from the flow of the model near the fixed point, rather than
expected exponent relations. We show results using truncations at linear order in z̃ and up to order z7. The numerical estimates
are compared to the perturbative ε-expansion estimate (black dashed line), which is only expected to be reliable close to d = 6.
The non-perturbative analysis suggests the results may be reliable for d & 5, but may require a more refined approximation
than the local potential approximation in lower dimensions.

proximation alone was insufficient to find fixed points
below d ≈ 5.6, and a non-local ansatz like the derivative
expansion is necessary to proceed. While the structure
of the spiking network model differs in several important
ways, it could be that to fully capture the behavior of the
critical exponents as a function of dimension we need to
generalize the derivative expansion to the present case.
There are technical obstacles to doing so [67], so we leave
this as a direction for future work.

E. Singular contributions to the firing rate
nonlinearity at criticality

We end our current investigation of universality in the
spiking network model by discussing the non-analytic
contributions to the effective firing rate nonlinearity
Φ1(ψ). The critical effective firing rate nonlinearity
is related to its dimensionless counterpart ϕ1,∗(z) =

w
(1,0)
∗ (0, z) via

Φ1(ψ) = Φ1(0) + Λ−1
maxψ

+ lim
s→∞

e−s(d/2+1−ηXs )ϕ1∗

(
ψes(d/2−η

X
∗ )
)

+ analytic & subleading singular terms. (33)

The analytic terms arise from deviations of ϕ1s(z) away
from the critical point, such as irrelevant couplings that
are non-zero in the bare nonlinearity φ(V ). We expect

such terms to be higher order than the singular term,
which would lead to the non-mean-field scaling behavior.
The critical ϕ1∗(z) gives rise to the singular non-analytic
behavior that emerges at the critical point, which is in
principle observable when the network is tuned to the
critical point, though the analytic terms can make it dif-
ficult to measure the singular behavior, even if the sys-
tem is close to a critical point. In homogeneous networks
this singular behavior can be detected through power-
law behavior of other quantities, while in heterogeneous
networks, such as those with random Jij , the singular-
ity may be further masked by the effect of the disorder.
Because the effective firing rate nonlinearity Φ1(ψ) must
be real and finite, ϕ1,∗(z) must behave as a power-law
for large z, such that the dependence on s in Eq. (33)
cancels out [33]. This yields

Re[Φ1(ψ)− Φ1(0)− ψ/Λmax]

= lim
s→∞

e−s(d/2+1−ηX∗ )Re[ϕ1∗(ψe
s(d/2−ηX∗ ))]

∼ Adψ
1+ 1

d/2−ηX∗ ,

Im[Φ1(ψ)− Φ1(0)− ψ/Λmax]

= lim
s→∞

e−s(d/2+1−ηX∗ )Im[ϕ1∗(ψe
s(d/2−ηX∗ ))]

→ 0,

where Ad is a d-dependent constant and Im[ϕ1∗(z)] must

grow more slowly than z
1+ 1

d/2−ηX∗ as z →∞.
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Because our analyses of the flow equations are based on
truncating the dimensionless function w∗(z̃, z) in small
powers of z̃ or ε, we cannot predict the coefficient Ad.
However, because we have estimates of ηX∗ for our various
cases, we can estimate the exponent

β−1 =
1

d/2− ηX∗
,

where we previously defined β−1 by the leading order

nonlinear scaling of Φ1(ψ), ψ1+β−1

. In the absorbing
state universality class we found ηX∗ = d/4 for d < 4,
which yields an exponent of βAS = d/4. Because of the
emergent rapidity symmetry, this is exact within our lo-
cal potential approximation, at least for 2.78 . d ≤ 4
where our analysis predicts this critical point exists.

We have checked that simulations of the absorbing
state network on excitatory lattices agree with the pre-
diction βAS = d/4 for dimensions d = 2 and 3, shown
in Fig. 8. The agreement in d = 2 suggests that the
relevant fixed point in this dimension may still exhibit
an emergent rapidity symmetry, or the loss of stability
of the DP-like fixed point below d . 2.78 is an artifact
of the truncation or local potential approximation. In
d = 4 we do not find power-law scaling consistent with
d/4, but this is likely due to scale-dependent logarithmic
corrections known to occur at the upper critical dimen-
sion [42, 55], which we do not attempt to estimate.

With this exponent we may use our estimates of ν∗
and z∗ to calculate the exponents measured in neural
avalanches in slice tissue. In slices neurons are not very
spontaneously active, and the absorbing state network
may be an appropriate model for this situation. A neural
avalanche is triggered when a single neuron fires due to
external stimulation (either injected by the experimenter
or due to environmental noise), and triggers a cascade of
subsequent firing events. Key statistical measurements
are the distribution of avalanche sizes, S, which is pre-
dicted to scale as S−τ∗ for large S, the distribution of
durations T , which is predicted to scale as T−α∗ , and
the average avalanche size conditioned on the duration,
which is predicted to scale as T 1/(σ∗ν∗z∗) [15]. These re-
lations introduce the new critical exponents τ∗, α∗, and
σ∗, in addition to the exponents z∗ = 2, βAS = d/4, and
ν∗. These critical exponents are not independent, and
are related through the scaling relations [14]

τ∗ = 1 +
βAS

(d+ z∗)ν∗ − βAS
, (34)

σ∗ =
1

(d+ z∗)ν∗ − βAS
, (35)

α∗ − 1

τ∗ − 1
=

1

σ∗ν∗z∗
. (36)

We use these relations to calculate the critical exponents
for networks with effective dimensions 2.78 . d ≤ 4,
shown in Fig. 9. These estimates do not agree well with
the experimental estimates obtained by [15]: a value of
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FIG. 8. Decay of mean membrane-potential near crit-
icality in d = 2 and 3-dimensional lattices for excitatory
absorbing state networks with N = 1000. All neuron mem-
brane potentials start at Vi(0)/Vs = 0.2, where Vs is a scale
factor with units of the membrane potential. Network dy-
namics are simulated for 1500 time-steps of size ∆t = 0.1 and
averaged over 100 trials. Plots show the population average of
these trial averages to eliminate stochastic variability. There
is a region of the decay of both curves that is consistent with
a power-law t−β with exponents that agree with the predicted
value β = d/4.

d ≈ 3.2 ∼ 3.4 yields predictions consistent with the ends
of the ranges of the reported error bars (τ∗ = 1.6 ± 0.2,
α∗ = 1.7 ± 0.2), but the estimate of 1/(σ∗ν∗z∗) = 1.3 ±
0.05 is not consistent with any dimension in this range.

Previous work has suggested that the universality class
of neural avalanches may be Directed Percolation, on
the basis of experimental measurements that appeared
to be consistent with the mean-field estimates [14]. Our
analysis, based on the high resolution recordings of [15],
suggests that a different universality class may describe
neural avalanches. This could be due to several factors,
including the aforementioned fact that we expect ran-
domness of synaptic connections to alter or obscure the
critical exponents. Other important factors include the
fact that actual slice networks are unlikely to have sym-
metric synaptic connections (Jij 6= Jji), which could give
relevant perturbations to the fixed points, or the effective
dimension could lie closer to d = 2, for which a different
critical point may control the universal properties of the
absorbing state network.

In the spontaneous network at the spinodal critical
point our estimates of βspont are straightforwardly cal-
culated from the anomalous exponent δηX∗ : βspont =
(d − 2)/4 − δηX∗ . We plot the results in Fig. 10. In
principle, spontaneous networks can generate avalanche-
like activity, realized as large fluctuations from baseline
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FIG. 9. Estimate of the avalanche exponents τ∗, α∗,
and 1/σ∗ν∗z∗ as a function of the effective dimension d (solid
lines), compared to the experimental estimates of these quan-
tities obtained in Ref. [15] (dashed lines, with uncertainties
shown as shaded regions).
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FIG. 10. Estimate of the exponent βspont for the spin-
odal fixed point of the spontaneous network model,
as a function of the effective dimension d, compared to the
perturbative expansion in powers of

√
ε =
√

6− d.

firing. However, we cannot use Eqs. (34)-(36) to estimate
avalanche exponents near this fixed point, as spontaneous
activity allows for multiple system-spanning avalanches
to overlap in time, as seen, e.g., in the random-field Ising
model. This introduces a new hyperscaling exponent into
the exponent equalities. This hyperscaling exponent can

also alter the Harris criterion used to estimate whether
disorder is a relevant perturbation to a critical point.
Because our estimates of the critical exponents near the
spinodal fixed point may not be reliable in dimensions
d . 5, and it is unclear whether exponent relations de-
rived for systems with hyperscaling violations would ap-
ply to a spinodal fixed point, we do not attempt to esti-
mate the avalanche exponents for spontaneous networks
at this juncture.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work we have adapted the “non-perturbative
renormalization group” (NPRG) formalism to apply to a
spiking network model of neural activity, and used this
formalism to study universal and non-universal proper-
ties of the network statistics in both lattices and random
networks. We have shown that this method

1. produces accurate quantitative predictions of the
effective firing rate nonlinearity that describes the
relationship between the mean firing rate of neu-
rons and their mean membrane potentials, includ-
ing excitatory lattices, excitatory graphs of random
connections, and random networks with Gaussian
synaptic connections (Fig. 3). See Appendix A
for additional examples and different choices of the
bare nonlinearity φ(V ).

2. qualitatively captures non-universal behavior in the
supercritical regime.

3. predicts that the spiking network model supports
two important universality classes, a Directed-
Percolation universality class in networks with an
absorbing state and a spinodal fixed point like the
Yang-Lee φ3 theory universality class in sponta-
neous networks.

4. allows us to estimate values of critical exponents as
a function of the effective network dimension d.

The non-universal predictions agree well with simu-
lations, demonstrating the success of the extension to
network models. We focused on calculating the effective
nonlinearity Φ1(y) using a hierarchy-closing scheme. In
the sub-critical regime we are able to close the hierar-
chy at fourth order, while in the super-critical regime we
could only calculate solutions at first order due to the
non-analytic behavior that emerges. For similar reasons
of numerically instability, we studied the non-universal
nonlinearities only in the context of spontaneous net-
works, not the absorbing state networks that we consider
in addition to spontaneous networks when investigating
universal quantities. The numerical solution of the flow
equations appears unreliable in the region where the bare
nonlinearity vanishes, possibly due to the systematic is-
sues observed in the spontaneous case in which the pre-
dicted nonlinearity underestimates the simulation data.
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Our analysis of universal features makes several quali-
tative predictions regarding universality classes that spik-
ing neural networks could be part of, though quantitative
predictions of critical exponents require further refine-
ment of the method and handling of the randomness of
synaptic connections, to be discussed below. To arrive at
our results we used a combination of a perturbative and
non-perturbative truncations. Both yield roughly consis-
tent results for dimensions not far from the upper crit-
ical dimensions dc, while higher order non-perturbative
truncations give better results in lower dimensions and
can predict the existence of fixed points that may not be
perturbatively accessible, though the results may still be
unreliable far from dc because the local potential approx-
imation neglects the frequency and λ dependence of the
renormalized terms.

There are several other aspects of our results and their
implications for neuroscience research that warrant de-
tailed discussion, including the anomalous dimensions
(IV A), limitations of the spiking model we use here
and the local potential approximation (IV B), the role
of disorder in the synaptic weight matrix Jij (IV C), and
potential implications for the critical brain hypothesis
(IV D), to be discussed in turn below.

A. Anomalous dimensions

In the standard NPRG approach in statistical physics
on lattices or continuous media, anomalous exponents—
δηX∗ in this work—are best characterized by including the
long-time, small momentum behavior of the model, which
is not captured by the local potential approximation. Im-
proved quantitative estimates can often be obtained by
including field renormalization factors in the ansatz for
the average effective action, dubbed the LPA’ approxima-
tion. In the spontaneous network model our non-trivial
choices of the running scale X̃Λ are effectively like includ-
ing a field renormalization of the noise, though is perhaps
more like the redundant parameter in directed percola-
tion field theories [60], as our Ward-Takahashi identities
do not allow for direct field renormalization factors.

In order to improve on the predictions of the LPA’
approach, previous NPRG work has implemented the
“derivative expansion,” which amounts to expanding
renormalized parameters as functions of the momentum
and temporal frequency. In the spiking network model
such an extension might involve expanding the func-
tion UΛ(x̃, y) in powers of the frequency ω and synaptic
weight matrix eigenvalues λ. The derivative expansion
has yielded very accurate estimates of critical exponents
in the O(N) model universality classes [68], though the
technical implementation has been found to be sensitive
to the smoothness of the regulator [67, 69]. Our eigen-
value regulator (13) is equivalent to the ultra-sharp reg-
ulator that has been used in previous NPRG approaches,
which is known to cause issues for the derivative expan-
sion.

An alternate approach to obtaining improved esti-
mates of the anomalous exponents is a type of hierarchy
closure scheme for vertex functions (derivatives of Γ), not
related to our hierarchy Eqs. (15), called the Blaizot–
Méndez-Galain–Wschebor (BMW) approximation [70].
[25] introduce a variation of this approximation technique
for a firing rate model. This could potentially be an ap-
proach that works even with our ultra-sharp regulator.

While the beyond-LPA methods discussed above may
improve our estimates of the critical exponents, they are
unlikely to yield a non-trivial value of the dynamic expo-
nent z∗ = 2 imposed by our Ward-Takahashi identities.
This poses a mystery, as the critical points we have iden-
tified for this model appear to be closely related to the
directed percolation universality class in absorbing state
networks and the Ising model family with explicitly bro-
ken Z2 symmetry in spontaneous networks, but the fact
that z∗ = 2 would suggest these fixed points belong to
distinct universality classes.

There is some precedent for this situation: there are
non-equilibrium extensions of the Ising model that share
static critical exponents of the equilibrium Ising uni-
versality class, but have different dynamic critical ex-
ponents, the best-known examples being the so-called
“Model A” and “Model B” formulations [71–73].

We conjecture that the trivial dynamical exponent is
due to the linear dynamics of the membrane potential in
Eq. (1), which was an important element of the derivation
of one of our Ward-Takahashi identities. Including addi-
tional nonlinearities in the membrane dynamics—which
would couple Vi(t) nonlinearly to its response field Ṽi(t)
and not just the spike response field ñi(t) in the action
(5)—would give rise to non-trivial values of z∗. We dis-
cuss this possibility in more detail in the next section.

B. Limitations of the spiking model and the local
potential approximation

The spiking network we have focused on here is a pro-
totypical model in neuroscience and captures many of the
essential features of spiking network activity. However,
there are possible changes to the model that could alter
the critical properties we estimate in this work. The main
features we discuss here are the form of the dynamics of
the membrane potentials and spike train generation, as
well as the properties of the synaptic connections.

As noted in the previous section, the dynamic response
of the membrane potentials to spike input is linear in
Eq. (1). Although spike generation depends nonlinearly
on the membrane potential through the conditional Pois-
son process, Eq. (2), the linearity of the membrane po-
tential dynamics allows us to solve for Vi(t) entirely in
terms of the spike trains ṅi(t). It is this feature that
allows us to derive one of the Ward-Takahashi identi-
ties that restricts the form of the average effective action
Γ[ψ̃, ψ, ν̃, ν]. If the membrane potential dynamics contain
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a nonlinear dependence F (V ), for example,

τ
dVi(t)

dt
= −(Vi(t)− Ei) + F (Vi(t)) +

N∑
j=1

Jij ṅj(t),

then the solution for Vi(t) will depend nonlinearly on
the spike trains, which precludes the derivation of one
of the Ward-Takahashi identity that relied on integrat-
ing out the membrane potential fields. The other Ward-
Takahashi identity, which involved integrating out the
spiking fields, remains. Consequently we can only re-
strict the form of the average effective action to

Γ[χ] = ν̃ · ν − ψ̃ · J · ν + Υ[ψ̃, ψ, ν̃].

i.e., the renormalized terms would be functionals of three
fields, instead of just ν̃ and ψ. In this situation, the fact
that the average effective action has the same structure
as the bare action, plus all terms allowed by symmetry,
becomes crucial, and the standard course of action is to
make an ansatz that to lowest order Γ has the same form
as the bare action but with renormalized coefficients, e.g.,

ΓΛ[χ] =

∫ ∑
i

{
ψ̃i(t)

[
τΛψ̇i(t) + ψi(t)− Ei − FΛ(ψi(t))

−
∑
j

Jij(t− t′)νj(t′)

]

+ ν̃i(t)νi(t)− UΛ(ν̃i(t), ψi(t))

}
,

where the membrane time constant τΛ and nonlinear-
ity FΛ(ψ) flow in addition to UΛ(x̃, y). Because these
parameters flow they can contribute to the anomalous
exponents in a way that was absent in the linear model.
In particular, if τΛ ∼ δΛ−δz∗/2 as δΛ → 0, then the dy-
namic exponent would become z∗ = 2 + δz∗; i.e., the dy-
namic exponent may no longer take on the trivial value
z∗ = 2. Moreover, the membrane potential nonlinear-
ity could also allow for the possibility of partly canceling
out terms arising from the firing rate nonlinearity ΦΛ(ψ),
which we expect would allow the network model to ad-
mit the fixed point found recently in a firing rate network
model via a perturbative approach [42].

Another important type of membrane nonlinearity is
a multiplicative coupling between the membrane po-
tential and the spike train. In this stochastic spiking
model a coupling of the form Ṽi(t)ṅi(t) (Vi(t)− Ereset)
has been used to implement a hard reset of the mem-
brane potential to Ereset after a neuron spikes [27], as
opposed to the soft resets implemented through neg-
ative diagonal terms Jii < 0. Similarly, the synap-
tic currents that neurons inject into their targets de-
pends on the membrane potential of the target, known
as conductance-based coupling [74], which would replace

the synaptic current injection Ṽi(t)Jij ṅj(t) in Eq. (1)

with −Ṽi(t) (Vi(t)− Esyn)Gij ṅj(t), for some synaptic re-
versal potential Esyn and conductances Gij . Many types
of behavior observed in conductance-based models can
be reproduced with current based models, so this type
of interaction could be irrelevant in the RG sense, at
least near some critical points, but checking this could
be challenging. These types of interactions would require
a modified approach using the NPRG method presented
here, as they not only introduce a direct coupling be-
tween the spike train fields ṅi(t) and the membrane po-
tentials Vi(t) in the model, but in the conductance-based
model the synaptic interactions are no longer bilinear,
and cannot be used to regulate the flow of models from
the mean-field theory to the true model. A separate reg-
ulator would have to be introduced, perhaps more in the
style of standard NPRG work that achieves mean-field
theory as a starting point by introducing a large “mass”
term to freeze out stochastic fluctuations. We discuss a
possible form of such a regulator in [49].

Finally, a notable simplification of the analysis pre-
sented here is the restriction to symmetric synaptic con-
nections Jij = Jji. While in principle our method will
work for asymmetric matrices, the assumption of sym-
metry allows a dramatic simplification of the general flow
equation for the local potential UΛ(x̃, y) (Eq. (11)), after
which theN →∞ limit could be taken. While symmetric
connections have been very useful in developing founda-
tional theories in neuroscience, such as associative mem-
ory models like the Hopfield network [75], real neural cir-
cuits do not have perfectly symmetric connections. Con-
nections are often highly reciprocally connected [76], and
hence symmetric weights may be a reasonable approxi-
mation for some circuits; however, the behavior of firing
rate networks is known to change qualitatively as the cor-
relations between Jij and Jji vary from 1 to 0. For exam-
ple, firing rate networks with perfectly symmetric connec-
tions exhibit spin-glass behavior with many metastable
states [57], while non-symmetric connections display a
transition to chaotic behavior [11, 16]. In-between new
phases controlled by marginally stable stables have even
been shown to emerge [77]. We therefore expect correla-
tions of reciprocal connections to be a relevant parameter
in the RG flow of the spiking network model.

Allowing for asymmetric connections would also allow
exploration of networks with multiple cell types, the clas-
sic case in neuroscience being populations of separate ex-
citatory and inhibitory neurons (“E-I networks”), whose
synapses are constrained to be positive or negative, re-
spectively. These different population could have differ-
ent effective firing rate nonlinearities, owing to their dif-
ferent properties, which would not be captured by the
current formalism. This said, models in which the E-
I dichotomy is not enforced can be viewed as effective
models describing networks with unobserved neurons in-
fluencing the activity of recorded neurons [44]. In this
case our random network model might still capture some
aspects of E-I networks, though it may miss some collec-
tive phases driven by having cell types [9].
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C. Impact of disorder on critical properties

Much of the renormalization group analysis presented
was not affected by the whether neurons were connected
in a stuctured arrangement like a lattice or in a ran-
dom network. Our calculation of the effective nonlinear-
ity Φ1(y) was insensitive to the origin of the eigenvalue
density. Similarly, we find that the critical fixed points
of the dimensionless flow equations only depend on the
effective dimension d of the network, defined by the scal-
ing of the eigenvalue distribution near the maximum bulk
eigenvalue, ρλ(λ) ∼ |Λmax − λ|d/2−1. Consequently, at
the level of the local potential approximation we make
in this work, lattices of spatial dimension d and random
networks of effective dimension d share the same critical
points, and may belong to the same universality class.

However, this conclusion is likely too naive. For one,
extensions of the NPRG beyond the local potential ap-
proximation (e.g., by generalizing the derivative expan-
sion or implementing a BMW-esque closure scheme) may
not have the convenient property that the eigenmodes of
the weight distribution fall out of the flow equations, and
hence could shape the critical properties of the network.
This could even happen at the level of the LPA in asym-
metric networks.

Second, we have already shown that the macroscopic
dimensionful behavior of the system does depend on de-
tails of the synaptic weights Jij . For instance, excitatory
networks show two extremal metastable states (Fig. 1A),
while random networks with excitatory and inhibitory
connections are expected to exhibit spin-glass behavior.

It is well known that “disorder,” such as a random
distribution of synaptic connections, can alter the criti-
cal properties of a continuous phase transition [55]. In
equilibrium the Harris criterion predicts that when the
correlation length exponent ν∗ < 2/d, then disorder is
a relevant perturbation to a critical point. Similar cri-
teria also appear to hold in non-equilibrium absorbing
state transitions [78]. If we assume this criterion holds
for the spiking network model, then for the absorbing
state ν∗− 2/d < 0 for the estimates shown in Fig. 5, and
we expect disorder to be relevant. In the spontaneous
network model it is not clear if a Harris-like criterion ap-
plies to the spinodal point, which is associated with a
first order transition.

One way to investigate how disorder impacts the be-
havior of the network would be to perform a dynamic
mean-field calculation similar to those used to study the
population statistics of mean-field models (we give the
set up of such a calculation in the Supplementary Mate-
rial [49]). The primary challenge of this approach is the
non-analytic behavior of the effective nonlinearity at and
above the critical point, as the self-consistent calculations
necessarily involve expectations over the nonlinearity.

An alternate route to investigating the impact of disor-
der on critical points in the dimensionless RG flow is by
means of a replica calculation, and tracking the RG flow
of an additional function called the “disorder cumulant,”

which has been done for the random-field O(N) model
[36, 79–81]. Understanding the impact of disorder on
critical properties of spiking networks, and the influence
on the sub- or super-critical collective behavior, while
important, is non-trivial, and we leave investigations of
these matters as avenues for future work.

D. Implications for the critical brain hypothesis

Many experimental searches for criticality in neural tis-
sue have focused on neural avalanches [13–15, 18], which
display power law scaling in the distributions of quanti-
ties like avalanche size, duration, and even scaling forms
of avalanche shapes [15]. Other lines of inquiry have
looked for general signatures of criticality in, e.g., the
retina [82]. These experimental analyses have spawned
a variety of theoretical models to explain power law ob-
servations in neural data, including analyses that claim
that many signatures of criticality may appear in non-
critical models [20, 21], or could be due to the effects of
subsampling [22, 23].

To date, most experimental analyses of criticality have
looked for power law scaling, with a smaller subset
attempting to perform Widom-style data collapses, a
stronger signature of criticality [15]. Theoretically, most
work has either focused on simulating network mod-
els that can produce power-law scaling in neural activ-
ity statistics, performed mean-field analyses to identify
phases [83], or reinterpreted known models in statisti-
cal physics whose phase transition properties are well-
studied [14]. The first and second cases typically do not
directly invoke the renormalization group, and in the lat-
ter case the renormalization group may have been used
to analyze models in their original context, but the rein-
terpretation in neuroscience must often be taken as a
coarse-grained model of neural activity, rather than spik-
ing activity.

Recent applications of renormalization group meth-
ods in neuroscience include [40, 41] which used ideas
of renormalization-style coarse-graining as a data anal-
ysis tool. [42] applied perturbative RG to the Wilson-
Cowan neural field model, a model of coarse-grained
neural activity, and found that in d = 2 the model ex-
hibits marginal scaling, leading to scale-dependent loga-
rithmic corrections to critical exponents. There has been
some work applying the non-perturbative renormaliza-
tion group in a neuroscience context, notably [25] in-
troduces a BMW-like scheme for calculating correlation
functions in firing rate models, and [84] explores pos-
sible equivalences between the NPRG and the informa-
tion bottleneck neck in information theory, used in neu-
ral sensory coding work. To the author’s knowledge, the
present work is the first to apply renormalization group
methods to spiking network models, both to calculate
non-universal quantities like the firing rate nonlinearity,
and to investigate critical points in the renormalization
group flow.
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Our results demonstrate that a spiking network model
commonly used in neuroscience does possess non-trivial
critical points in its renormalization group flow, and
moreover that these critical points are accessed by tun-
ing the gain of the neurons φ′(0) or the strength of the
synaptic connections Λmax —in contrast to the possibil-
ity that such critical points may not be accessible and
mean-field theory describes transitions in neural activity,
or more exotic possibilities like non-universal scaling. In
networks with absorbing states our analysis predicts a
regular continuous phase transition between an inactive
state and an active state, which could be the universality
class of avalanche dynamics observed in vitro, where the
spontaneous activity of neurons is very low. In sponta-
neously active networks, however, which might be a bet-
ter model for in vivo activity, our analysis predicts that
the fixed point corresponds to a discontinuous transition
associated with a spinodal point, owing to the fact that
the dimensionless couplings are complex-valued. Despite
the fact that this fixed point corresponds to a first order
transition, it still boasts universal scaling. Thus, our re-
sults establish a firm renormalization-group-based foun-
dation for the possibility that real networks could poten-
tially be tuned to such critical points, but the full picture
of the nature of these transitions may be more compli-
cated than the relatively simple second order transitions
commonly associated with universality.

This said, it is important to distinguish between the
possibility that neural circuit dynamics posses bona fide
critical points separating different regimes of emergent
collective activity from some of the stronger variations of
the critical brain hypothesis, which posit that the brain’s
homeostatic mechanisms actively maintain neural activ-
ity near a critical point. The results presented here say
nothing about whether the brain tends to maintain it-
self near critical points. The most-studied mechanism
by which the brain might tune itself to a critical point
is through synaptic plasticity, a process through which
the activity of the network alters the synaptic connec-
tions Jij . The model presented here assumes fixed Jij ,
but in principle one could add such dynamics to Jij and
study how this changes the renormalization group flow.
This scenario is conceptually similar to direction percola-
tion with a conserved quantity (DP-C) discussed earlier
in this report, in which giving dynamics to a previously
conserved quantity changes the critical exponents [61].

V. FUTURE DIRECTIONS

We have shown that we can extend the methods of the
non-perturbative renormalization group (NPRG) to ap-
ply to an action for which the free theory is a Poisson,
rather than Gaussian, process. Moreover, the dynam-
ics may take place on either networks or lattices. While
the context of our investigation is the collective activ-
ity of neural populations, the underlying model has been
applied to spike-like events in other fields, including epi-

demiology, ecology, and earth science [85–89].
While the spiking network model presented here con-

tains many simplifications that do not reflect the physiol-
ogy of real neural circuitry, this has allowed it to become
an important foundational model for extending the non-
perturbative renormalization group to spiking neural net-
works with increasingly realistic features. In our discus-
sion we have outlined many possible avenues for future
extensions of the model and methods, including going
beyond the local potential approximation, adding non-
linearities to the membrane potential dynamics, inves-
tigating how randomness in synaptic connections might
alter critical properties, and investigating other network
structures—in particular asymmetric networks and net-
works with multiple cell types.

Other avenues that can be investigated with the cur-
rent model include studying the effects of fluctuations
on dynamic phenemona, such as spinodal decomposition.
Our finding that the spontaneous networks are controlled
by a spinodal fixed point motivated investigating how a
sudden quench—a change of the bare gain φ′(0)—could
lead to phase separation, as shown in Fig. 1. A mean-field
analysis of the dynamics would predict that one phase
of the network typically takes over rather quickly, while
simulations show that the stochastic fluctuations give rise
to more complex spatiotemporal dynamics. Our method
provides a means of taking the stochastic fluctuations
into account in both the sub- and super-critical phases.
Moreover, because our method is not restricted to lat-
tices, we can probe deeper into the impact that other
network structures have; a particular case of interest will
be navigable-small world graphs, which interpolate from
the lattice dynamics shown in Fig. 1A to the random
network dynamics shown in Fig. 1B. By adapting the
non-perturbative renormalization group to spiking net-
works, we have opened new doors to elucidating such
phenomena.
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Appendix A: Examples of effective nonlinearities for different networks and nonlinearities

Here we provide some additional examples of our NPRG method applied to different types of networks with different
effective dimensions d (Figs. 12-14) and nonlinearities φ(y) (Fig. 11). (c.f., Fig. 3, shown for d = 3 and a sigmoidal
nonlinearity).
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FIG. 11. Effective nonlinearities as functions of synaptic strength in networks of N = 103 neurons and for three different
choices of the bare nonlinearity φ(V ) (in dimensionless units). Top row: Sigmoidal nonlinearity φ(y) = (1 + exp(−y))−1 and
synaptic weight variance J0 = 2.0 (left) 2.5 (middle), and 3.0 (right). Middle row: Sigmoidal nonlinearity with a non-zero
minimum baseline firing rate, φ(y) = 1/2 + 1/(1 + exp(−y)) and synaptic weight variance J0 = 2.0 (left) 3.0 (middle), and 4.0
(right). Bottom: Results for a non-monotonic nonlinearity with φ(y) = 1 + y exp(−y2) and synaptic weight variance J0 = 0.1
(left) 0.5 (middle), and 1.0 (right). Our non-perturbative renormalization group analysis predicts that scatter-plots of the
mean firing rates νi versus mean membrane potentials ψi = Ei +

∑
i Jijνj should lie along a nonlinear curve, confirmed by

the simulation data (blue data points). Our prediction of the effective nonlinearity is given by the solid red curve, obtained
by solving Eq. (14) numerically. For comparison, we show the mean field prediction (black dashed lines) and the 1-loop
predictions obtained using Ref. [24]’s diagrammatic methods (grey data points). We see that for strong coupling strengths our
non-perturbative predictions continue to predict the firing rates well when other methods break down.
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FIG. 12. Effective nonlinearities on a hypercubic lattices of dimensions d = 2, along with the corresponding eigenvalue
distributions ρλ(λ) (far left). We show a subcritical nonlinearity (left), a near-critical nonlinearity (middle), and a supercritical
nonlinearity (right). The red curves are the predictions of the hierarchy of nonlinearities (Eqs. (15), truncated at fourth order
for subcritical and critical cases and first order for the supercritical case, using the results of [53] to compute the eigenvalue
distributions. Blue data points are simulated data, using a network of N = 352 neurons.
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FIG. 13. Effective nonlinearities on excitatory random regular graphs of effective dimension d = 3 (all cases) and
degrees 5 (top row) and 3 (bottom row), along with their corresponding eigenvalue distributions ρλ(λ) (far left). For each degree
we show a subcritical nonlinearity (left), a near-critical nonlinearity (middle), and a supercritical nonlinearity (right), tuned by
varying the global excitatory coupling J0 = Λmax/2. We map out the nonlinearity synthetically by assigning a distribution of
rest potentials Ei. The red curves are the predictions of the hierarchy of nonlinearities (Eqs. (15), truncated at fourth order for
subcritical and near-critical cases and first order for the supercritical case. Blue data points are simulated data, using networks
of N = 103 neurons.
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