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Abstract

Spiking neural networks (SNN) are a biologically inspired model of neural networks with certain brain-
like properties. In the past few decades, this model has received increasing attention in computer
science community, owing also to the successful phenomenon of deep learning. In SNN, communication
between neurons takes place through the spikes and spike trains. This differentiates these models from
the “standard” artificial neural networks (ANN) where the frequency of spikes is replaced by real-
valued signals. Spiking neural P systems (SNPS) can be considered a branch of SNN based more on the
principles of formal automata, with many variants developed within the framework of the membrane
computing theory. In this paper, we first briefly compare structure and function, advantages and
drawbacks of SNN and SNPS. A key part of the article is a survey of recent results and applications
of machine learning and deep learning models of both SNN and SNPS formalisms.

Keywords: Artificial neural network, Spiking neural network, Spiking neural P system, Machine learning,
Deep learning

1 Introduction

Spiking neural networks (SNN) are a brain-
inspired model of neural communication and
computation using individual spikes to transfer
information between individual abstract neurons.
These models are known as third-generation neu-
ral networks [1, 2]. Spiking neurons also follow
the principle of integrate-and-fire mechanism. The
internal state of the spiking neurons changes with
time and when it exceeds a threshold, the post-
synaptic neurons spike. Moreover, these neurons

encode the information using the timing of the
spikes. More specifically, in SNN the encoding
of spatio-temporal information is carried by the
spikes. Research into the construction of neu-
romorphic hardware has gained momentum in
the past few years, while it has also promoted
the research of SNN. Implementations of SNN
promises faster information processing capabili-
ties and also lower energy consumption. However,
analog deep learning models are mostly more effi-
cient in real-life applications than SNN which still
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lack comparably efficient machine learning algo-
rithms as well as programming frameworks. Also,
the spiking activity in SNN is discrete and non-
differentiable which complicates the implementa-
tion of backpropagation-like algorithms based on
gradient descent. Therefore, constructing efficient
supervised machine learning algorithms for single-
layer and multi-layer SNN is a recent research
challenge.

Spiking neural P systems (SNPS) [3] are a
variant of spiking neural networks introduced
by Ionescu, Păun, Yokomori in 2006. SNPS are
also partly inspired by the formal language and
automata theory and they belong to the family
of computing models called membrane systems
(also P systems) [4]. Up-to-date information on
membrane computing can be found, e.g., in the
survey [5]. Like SNN, the encoding of informa-
tion in SNPS is based on the timing of spikes
of specified neurons, or also by a number of dis-
crete spikes. In the last decade, SNPS models have
gained popularity among the computer science
community because of their applicability to many
real-life problems [6]. Consequently, many variants
of SNPS models have been introduced and their
computational capability have been investigated
extensively [7].

The motivation behind preparing this survey is
as follows: (1) Though there exist survey works on
different aspects of SNN[8–11] and SNPS[7, 12],
no review covering both models has been published
yet. (2) The main issue of both models is the
need for efficient learning methods. Therefore, we
focused on machine learning and deep learning
algorithms for SNN and SNPS. (3) The research
in both areas accelerated in the last few years and
especially new deep learning methods emerged.

The structure of the paper provides simulta-
neously a key to navigate in the cited literature.
Section 2 lists main types and discusses the struc-
ture and function together with their comparison.
In Section 3 we discuss the machine learning
and deep learning algorithms based on SNN,
and a similar study is provided for SNPS mod-
els in Section 4. Finally, Section 5 resumes and
concludes the paper.

2 Structure and function of
SNN and SNPS

2.1 Architecture and function of

SNN

SNN are inspired by the structure and function
of biological neurons which communicate using
spikes. The neuron spikes only when the mem-
brane potential exceeds a threshold after receiv-
ing some spikes from the neighbouring neurons
via synaptic connections. Synapses are associ-
ated with adjustable scalar weights whose sign
makes them excitatory or inhibitory (increase or
decrease the membrane potential). The presynap-
tic task of an SNN is to encode an analogue
input into spike trains. Different types of encoding
techniques are used, such as rate-based method,
temporal coding [9, 13] etc. Therefore, the mem-
brane potential of the postsynaptic neurons is
modulated by the components of the presynaptic
neurons. Hodgkin and Huxley first modelled this
phenomenon in 1952 [14]. Later, many abstract
variants of SNN models have been introduced such
as spike response model (SRM) [15], the Izhike-
vich neuron model [16], leaky integrated-and-fire
(LIF) neuron [17, 18], stochastic SNN [19, 20], self-
organizing SNN [21], SNN with adaptive structure
[22], biorealistic SNN [23], probabilistic SNN [24].
Among further well-known SNN models we men-
tion memristor-based SNN [25], brain-inspired
SNN [26], including cerebellar-based robotic SNN
controller [27], SNN with noise-threshold [28],
stereospike models [29], xeno-genetic SNN [30],
Izhikevich SNN [31], NeuCube [32], SpinalFlow
[33], polychronous SNN [34], Rmp-SNN [35], Spik-
ing vgg7 [36], BioLCNet [37], Spiking Capsnet
[38], attention SNN [39], AutoSNN [40] and more.

In the case of implementation on a special pur-
pose hardware, SNN models can be used to con-
struct energy-efficient spiking hardware respond-
ing highly to event-based sensors[41–43], on one
hand. On the other hand, the construction of hard-
ware based on SNPS models is still at a developing
stage.

Industrial applications of SNN lags behind the
mass spread of traditional deep learning ANN
models. This may be resulting from less effi-
cient training algorithms for deep SNNs, but
also from other factors as the non-uniformity in
encoding procedures of inputs into discrete spike
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events. However, SNN have still been successfully
used in many real-life applications including sim-
ulations in neurophysiology, medical diagnostics,
pattern recognition (images, faces, handwriting,
speech. . . ), robotics control and much more. We
refer the reader to recent survey works [44, 45] for
more information.

2.2 Architecture and function of

SNPS

The idea of spiking neurons was formalized math-
ematically by Ionescu, Păun, Yokomori in [3]. The
computing model introduced in [3] is based on for-
mal language and automata theory. Briefly, the
model operates in discrete time steps and each
neuron accumulates a discrete number of spikes
sent to it by other neurons. Each neuron contains
a set of action rules of two possible types: (i) a
spiking rule which consumes a certain number c of
spikes and emits p ≤ c spikes to other neurons; (ii)
forgetting rule which just removes all spikes from
the neuron. Each spiking rule is associated with
a regular expression over integers, and it can be
applied when the number of spikes present in the
neuron matches this expression. Furthermore, its
application can be delayed by a specific number of
time steps. We refer the reader to the monograph
[4] for a detailed formal definition.

In the past decade, many variants of SNPS
models have been introduced. Some of these mod-
els are rather theoretical such as asynchronous
SNPS [46], SNPS with anti-spikes [47], SNPS with
polarization [48], numerical SNPS [49], cell-like
SNPS [50], SNPS with rules on synapses [51],
SNPS with white-hole neurons [52], SNPS with
pre-computed resources [53], SNPS with commu-
nication on request [54] etc. Furthermore, some
variants of SNPS models contain features which
are related to cell biology of neurons, such as
SNPS with neuron division and budding [55],
SNPS with structural plasticity [56], weighted
SNPS [57], SNPS with astrocytes [58], SNPS with
multiple channels [59, 60], echo SNPS [61], SNPS
with self-organization [62], SNPS with scheduled
synapses [63], gated nonlinear SNPS with appli-
cations in time series forecasting [64], nonlinear
SNPS with two outputs used for edge detection
[65], a fuzzy membrane control SNPS [66] etc. The
variants of the SNPS listed above mostly enrich

the basic SNPS model with various additional fea-
tures, on one hand. On the other hand, normal
forms aimed at the study of restricted variants of
the SNPS (while preserving their computational
power) were studied in [67, 68].

The formal framework of SNPS models has
been experimentally verified in many practical
applications ranging from control and optimi-
sation to various artificial intelligence problems
and finally to biological modelling problems. The
applications include areas such as fault diagnosis
of power systems, pattern recognition, image pro-
cessing, classification problems, image processing,
time series forecasting and more. For more details
we refer the reader to survey papers [69, 70].

2.3 Comparison of SNN and SNPS

models

Both SNN and SNPS belong to the category of
third-generation (spiking) neural networks. The
main objective of the SNN and SNPS models is
the temporal encoding of information processed by
the spikes of neurons. However, along with these
similarities, the two models have also distinctive
features. We compare some of the properties of
SNN and SNPS in Table 1.

In summary, SNPS and SNN models are
two independent third-generation neural network
models based on communication using spikes.
Main distinctive features of SNPS with SNN mod-
els are: (1) a formal language-theoretic structure
and motivation of SNPS, in contrast with close
biological inspiration of SNN; (2) SNN has dif-
ferent types of encoding schemes allowing for
real-numbered inputs/outputs. In contrast, SNPS
models encode information using the number of
spikes or discrete time delays. There exist also
discretized models of SNN with binary weights
or even neuron activation[94, 95] benefiting from
temporal encoding of information. Therefore, they
are still distinct from SNPS which operate in
discrete time steps. (3) Much effort is devoted
to study the computing capability SNPS models,
most of which are Turing complete. The comput-
ing power of SNN models is less investigated.

3 Machine learning in SNN

Efficient machine learning of neural networks as
SNN with discrete information processing is one
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Table 1 Comparison of SNN and SNP models

Neuron activation condition

SNN Membrane potential exceeds a threshold.
SNPS The number of accumulated spikes is in the set

represented by a regular expression.

Inputs and outputs

SNN Spike trains or real numbers encoded into/de-
coded from spike trains.

SNPS Mostly integers encoded as a number of spikes
or discrete time delays.

Computation process

SNN Continuous rather than the discrete domain.
Nuances in firing rules, no forgetting rules.

SNPS Operating in discrete time, simple spiking
and forgetting rules. Colored spikes and anti-
spikes to encode additional information. Fuzzy
reasoning SNPS[71] models resemble SNN in
operation.

Computability and Complexity

SNN A few studies of Turing completeness[72, 73]
and computational complexity[74]. Neuromor-
phic completeness of some models has been
discussed in [75, 76].

SNPS Most variants are proved to be Turing com-
plete, solving NP-compete or even PSPACE-
complete problems[47, 56, 77–81].

Training

SNN A broad scope of methods - gradient descent-
based, spike time dependent plasticity algo-
rithms, substitution methods, approximate
derivative methods, deep learning. . .

SNPS Due to the formal language / automata back-
ground, training even a single-layer model is
rather difficult. Not so many results exist.[12,
82–93].

of the most challenging problems in their research.
As the forward pass of information through the
network represents mostly a non-differentiable
function, the classical gradient algorithms cannot
be used and alternative solutions must be sought.
The revolutionary progress of deep learning dur-
ing the last decade accelerated this research and
many types of machine learning and deep learning
algorithms for SNN have been introduced.

The weight modification process during learn-
ing in SNN is associated with timing of spikes
between two connected neurons. The learning in
SNN can be divided into three categories, i.e.,
(1) direct supervised learning (backpropagation-
based etc.); (2) Unsupervised learning (spike
timing-dependent plasticity – STDP); often,
weights on the synapses are modified using the

information locally available. This learning pro-
cess is called local learning and it resembles the
learning process in the neurons present in a human
brain. (3) Indirect supervised learning (conversion
of an ANN to SNN). SNN obtained after transla-
tion of pre-trained ANN into an equivalent SNN
can have higher representation power and capac-
ity [96]. A brief summary of learning algorithms
for SNN is given in Table 2.

3.1 Supervised learning algorithms

for SNN

Supervised learning algorithms for SNN can
be classified according to their principle into
three basic groups: gradient descent-based, synap-
tic plasticity-based and spike train convolution-
based. We provide a few examples for each group.

3.1.1 Gradient descent-based

algorithms

The SpikeProp [97] training algorithm was intro-
duced in 2002 by Bohte et al. It is a feedfor-
ward multilayer SNN framework and state-of-the-
art error-backpropagation learning rule for SNN.
SpikeProp has been a subject to many extensions
and improvements. An improved variant of the
SpikeProp algorithm was introduced by Silva et al.
in [98] using the Levenberg-Marquardt backprop-
agation method of training. Another extension of
the SpikeProp to SNN with neurons that emit
multiple spikes was introduced in 2005 by Booji
and Nguyen[99];

Resilient propagation (RProp) [101] was
designed to speed up the training process with
a learning rate adaptation technique depending
on the sign of the gradient. Also the QuickProp
principle from analog ANNs has been used in
[100, 101] and others to speed up the training
process of SpikeProp, thanks to useful assump-
tions about the data and error surface. One of the
main features of Quickprop algorithms is the use of
Newton’s method for the purpose of minimization
of one-dimensional function.

Multi-SpikeProp was introduced in 2009 by
Ghosh-Dastidar and Adeli [102]. It can be seen as
an extension of the SpikeProp to train MuSpiNNs
(Multi-Spiking Neural Networks) which led to a
dramatic increase of efficiency of the model (the
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Table 2 Machine learning and deep learning algorithms based on SNN

Machine learning and deep Supervised/ Real-life
learning models based on SNN Unsupervised Application
SpikeProp with a BP learning rule[97] /
with Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm [98] /
with multi-spike neurons [99]

Supervised Non-linear classification tasks /
classification of Poisson spike trains

SpikeProp with QuickProp or Rprop[100,
101]

Supervised XOR and Fisher Iris data sets

Multi-SpikeProp[102] Supervised Epilepsy and seizure detection
Back-propagation with momentum[103] Supervised Wisconsin breast cancer classification
Spatio-temporal back propagation[104] Supervised MNIST / N-MNIST dataset

SuperSpike + Hebbian three-factor
rule[105, 106]

Supervised Randman, MNIST, SHD, RawHD

ReSuMe (Remote Supervised Method)[107] Supervised Learning spike trains
Chronotron with STDP[108] Supervised Precise spike trains

BP-STDP for multi-layer SNNs[109] Supervised XOR, Iris data, MNIST dataset
Supervised STDP (SSTDP) [110] Supervised CALTECH 101 / MNIST / CIFAR-10

datasets
Symmetric STDP[111] Supervised Fashion-MNIST dataset
SPAN (spike pattern association
neuron)[112]

Supervised Spike pattern classification

Spike train kernel learning (STKLR)[113,
114]

Supervised LabelMe image dataset

STDP variants[115] Unsupervised Pattern recognition
Locally-connected SNN with STDP[116] Unsupervised Learning image features

Spiking CNN with STDP[117] Unsupervised MNIST digit dataset
Self-organizing SNN[21] Unsupervised Decision-making system
SpikeDyn[118] Unsupervised Image classification

SpiCNN (deep spiking CNN)[119] Supervised CALTECH / MNIST datasets
Deep spiking CNN using Tensorflow[120] Supervised MNIST and NM-NIST datasets
Deep residual learning SNN[121] Supervised ImageNet, DVS Gesture, CIFAR10-DVS

Spiking-Yolo[122] Supervised Object detection
Spiking recurrent NN[123] Supervised Cognitive tasks
Adaptive spiking RNN[124] Supervised Speech and gesture recognition

Spiking convolutional RNN[125] Supervised Hand gesture recognition
Spiking deep belief network (DBN)[126] Supervised MNIST handwritten digits
Spiking DBN on SpiNNaker[127, 128] Supervised MNIST handwritten digits

Spiking DBN with Siegert neuron
model[129]

Supervised Face recognition

Spiking DBN[130] Supervised Emotion analysis from electrodermal signals

authors claim the improvement by two orders of
magnitude).

Back-propagation with momentum for SNN
was presented in [103]. Learning performance of
gradient descent algorithms was improved by a
combination of back-propagation with momen-
tum, QuickProp and heuristic rules.

Spatio-temporal back propagation introduced
in [104] by Wu et al. is a combination of layer-
by-layer spatial domain phase and time-dependent
temporal domain phase.
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3.1.2 Synaptic plasticity-based

algorithms

These algorithms are mostly based on the spike
time-dependent plasticity (STDP) learning mech-
anism [131], applicable both in supervised and
unsupervised training schemes. The STDP learn-
ing rules are inspired by Hebbian learning. Synap-
tic strengths are adjusted based on the correlation
of the pre-synaptic and post-synaptic firing times.

The ReSuMe (Remote Supervised Method)
[107] was introduced in 2010 by Ponulak and
Kasiński. The algorithm is based on a combina-
tion of STDP and anti-STDP and later it provided
a base for several imporoved variants. The SNN
trained in ReSuMe are capable of learning and
reproducing complex patterns of spikes.

Chronotron introduced in [108] is an algorithm
based on information encoding in the form of
precise timing of a train of spikes. Neurons are
trained to generate a desired output spike train in
a response to a specific spike patterns received as
input. Two learning rules have been introduced:
E-learning with high memory capacity, and more
biologically plausible I-learning.

More recently, BP-STDP alorithm [109] has
been introduced in 2019, using the concepts of gra-
dient descent and STDP applicable in multi-layer
SNN, potentially also in deep SNN .

Among other recent algorithms combining gra-
dient descent and STDP we can name Supervised
STDP [110]. Further variants of supervised learn-
ing algorithms based on STDP have been used, for
instance, for training of multi-layer photonic SNN
[132]. Hao et al.[111] proposed a neuroscience-
plausible symmetric STDP rule which provided
competitive results in classification tasks. From
many other applications of STDP-based learn-
ing we mention, e.g., touch modality classification
[133], or MNIST image dataset learning [134, 135].

3.1.3 Spike train convolution

algorithms

SPAN (spike pattern association neuron) [112]
stands for a learning algorithm based on the
Widrow–Hoff rule and a transformation of spike
trains into analog signals via an α-kernel function.

The use of kernel function turned out to be a
promising approach in this class of learning meth-
ods. A spike train kernel learning rule (STKLR)

with various kernel functions has been proposed
in [113]. The algorithm was later extended from
single-layer to multi-layer networks and several
applications have been reported, see, e.g., [114].

3.1.4 Resume

In 2020, Wang et al.[8] prepared a comprehensive
survey on supervised learning algorithms for SNN,
including experimental comparison of a selected
group of algorithms. In general it can be concluded
that for feedforward SNNs, algorithms based on
STKLR[113, 136] performed very well and they
gave the best score in several tests. However, due
to the diverse nature of learning approaches and
test criteria, it is rather difficult to provide a uni-
fied scoreboard [8]. Further supervised learning
methods for multilayer SNN can be found, e.g., in
[105, 137–141] and many more. A recent study on
supervised training algorithms for SNN inspired
by deep learning methods has been published in
[11].

3.2 Unsupervised learning

algorithms for SNN

Unsupervised learning models deal with unla-
belled data and, instead of supervision, they
identify hidden patterns inside the data on their
own. A vast majority of unsupervised learning
algorithms in SNN are based on the concept of
synaptic plasticity. Indeed, the concept of spike
time-dependent plasticity (STDP) introduced in
the previous section forms a base of many SNN
training algorithms. STDP rules can have many
variants such as Ca-STDP, Cm-STDP, M-STDP,
P-STDP etc. A summary of these and further
STDP variants can be found in [115]. The use
of STDP is mostly found in unsupervised learn-
ing [115], although it is also applied in many
supervised and reinforcement learning algorithms,
often in combination with gradient descent. In this
section we provide several examples of successful
unsupervised learning algorithms for SNN.

In Saunders et al. [116], an unsupervised fea-
ture learning for locally connected spiking neural
networks was conceptualized. The paper intro-
duced locally connected SNN learning features
of images with locally connected layers of SNN.
The model uses the STDP learning algorithms
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providing, thanks to the local connections, faster
convergence than original SNN.

Tavanaeri and Maida [117] proposed a spik-
ing CNN model containing spiking convolutional-
pooling layer and feature discovery layer. An
unsupervised local learning has been used to train
kernels of the convolution layers and the feature
discovery layer consists of probabilistic neurons. A
probabilistic STDP rule has been used for train-
ing convolution layers of the spiking CNN. The
network performed competitively on the MNIST
digit dataset.

Unsupervised learning of self-organizing spik-
ing neural networks has been introduced in [21]
and applied to train a rapid decision-making sys-
tem. The architecture is inspired by classical
Kohonen’s self-organizing maps with the capabil-
ity of clustering unlabeled datasets in an unsuper-
vised manner.

SpikeDyn [118] is the name of a framework
based on SNN with unsupervised learning in
dynamic environments was introduced in. Its
design focuses on a restriction of neuronal opera-
tions and memory and energy consumption, lead-
ing to the decrease of training energy consumption
by approx. 50%.

In [142], a combined framework of unsuper-
vised learning algorithm and clustered connectiv-
ity has been introduced, confirming experimen-
tally an enhanced reinforcement learning capabil-
ity in SNN.

3.3 Deep SNN

Deep neural network (DNN) architectures are pri-
marily based on real-valued ANN and they are
composed of multiple hidden layers between the
input and the output neurons. DNN are capable of
learning complex patterns present inside the data.
In the last decade, DNN have become a useful tool
for solving problems in image processing, natu-
ral language processing, pattern recognition, self-
driving cars etc. However, training of deep spiking
neural networks is still a very challenging problem.
As we have already mentioned, the backpropaga-
tion algorithm cannot be directly implemented for
deep SNN due to their non-differentiable nature.
A review of supervised and unsupervised learning
methods for training of deep SNN can be found
in [143]. In this section, we briefly discuss main
features of several deep SNN models and their

real-life applications such as spiking CNN, spiking
RNN, spiking DBN etc. For instance, the perfor-
mance of the SNN in solving pattern recognition
tasks has been very promising [143]. A recent
study[11] summarizes deep learning methods and
approaches applicable in learning of deep SNNs.

3.3.1 Spiking convolutional neural

networks

Spiking CNNs are mainly used for image process-
ing and two-dimensional grids, object detection
etc. They are mostly based on conversion of
already trained CNN into a spiking CNN which
is more efficient and consume less energy. In
[119], Lee et. al introduced a deep spiking neural
network with a hierarchy of stacked convolu-
tion layers, i.e., SpiCNN (deep Spiking Convolu-
tional Neural Network). The convolution kernels
are trained using spike time-dependent plasticity
(STDP) rules which is a well-known method in
unsupervised learning.

A study on the implementation of spiking
CNNs using Tensorflow is performed in [120]. A
spike-element-wise (SEW) ResNet with residual
learning in a deep SNN was presented in [121].
The authors claim primacy in a direct training of a
deep SNNs with more than 100 layers. A channel-
wise normalization and neurons with imbalanced
threshold were used in [122] to implement a spik-
ing version of the Yolo network, performing on the
level comparable with Yolo Tiny, but with energy
consumption lower by two orders of magnitude.

3.3.2 Spiking recurrent neural

networks

Recurrent neural networks (RNNs) with classical
units as the LSTM (Long short-term memory) or
GRU (gated recurrent unit) are primarily used to
process sequential data. In this section we focus
on some recent implementations of RNNS based
on spiking neurons.

In Kim et. al.[123], a biologically realistic
framework for spiking RNNs is introduced and
shown to be capable of performing many elemen-
tary cognitive tasks. In [124], a novel spiking RNN
model with adaptive multiple-timescale spiking
neurons was introduced by Yin et al. The model
reaches the performance of analog RNNs with the
energy consumption lower by one to three orders

7



of magnitude. Xing et al.[125] conceptualized a
new variant of SNN which combines the properties
of convolution and recurrent neural networks. The
model is called spiking convolutional recurrent
neural network (SCRNN) and it uses a super-
vised training algorithm called SLAYER (Spike
Layer Error Reassignment). A temporal spiking
recurrent network, another novel variant of spik-
ing RNN, was introduced in [144]. The model has
been applied for video recognition and its perfor-
mance is competitive against SOTA CNN-RNN
models in the literature.

3.3.3 Spiking deep belief networks

Deep belief network (DBN) [145] is a genera-
tive neural network model using stacked layers
of Restricted Boltzmann Machines (RBMs). It is
used mostly to reconstruct or classify input data
(e.g., images ). In [126], O’Connor et al. pro-
posed a spiking deep belief network. These models
can efficiently classify MNSIT handwritten digits.
Later studies in [127, 128] showed that DBN on
SpiNNaker can achieve classification performance
of 95% on the same dataset.

In [146], Xue et al. investigated the object
recognition capacity of spiking DBN models. Face
recognition capability of spiking DBN models has
been evaluated on ORL dataset in [129]. Spik-
ing DBN models have also been used for emo-
tional analysis using electrodermal signals [130].
The study on spiking convolution deep belief net-
works has gained interest of researchers due to its
capacity to learn high-level features from dynamic
vision sensor datasets [147]. However, the accu-
racy of the spiking DBN on the MNIST dataset
was shown lower than that of other types on
SNNs[143].

4 Learning algorithms for
SNPS

In recent years, machine learning and deep learn-
ing frameworks have been introduced also for
SNPS models. In [150], Gutiérrez-Naranjo et al.
introduced the first study of introducing Heb-
bian learning in the SNPS framework. This study
was further continued by many authors and the
SNPS model with Hebbian learning method has
been applied to various tasks. Among them we

mention, e.g., the analysis of nuclear export sig-
nals [82], recognition of digital English letters
[85], identification of digits [12]. Hebbian learning
belongs to the category of unsupervised machine
learning. The model introduced in [82] has two
modules, i.e., (i) input and (ii) predict module.
The rules used in this model are E/ac → ap and
as → λ. The Hebbian learning strategy is used
in the predict module. It is important to note
that the topology of the model remains unchanged
in the input module. However, it changes in the
predict module. To perform the task of identi-
fication of nuclear export signal (NES), at first,
it is encoded into a binary string. Moreover, the
model in [82] has a better precision rate than
NES-REBS, Wregex, ELM and NetNES. In [85],
Song et. al. introduced an SNPS-based machine-
learning model for recognition of digital English
letters. The spiking rule used in [85] is E/ac → a.
Similarly, as in [82], synaptic connections change
dynamically using learning function. Also, this
model is divided into two modules, i.e., in (i) the
input module; (ii) the recognize module. The rec-
ognize module is divided into innermost, middle
and outermost layers. This model performs bet-
ter than SNNs in recognizing letters with noise.
In [12], Hebbian learning is used for the identifica-
tion of digits. The working of the model is inspired
by the Hopfield network. It uses only spiking rules
of the form a∗/aall → a and the set of input and
output neurons are the same. Finally, the synaptic
weights are updated using the energy function.

Over the years, researchers from the mem-
brane computing community have developed sev-
eral supervised machine learning algorithms based
on spiking neural P systems. The first of them,
based on the Widrow-Hoff rule, was proposed in
2010 by Peng and Wang [83]. In this model, a neu-
ron σi = (αi, ωi, Ri); has rules of the formE/aα →

aα where α represents the potential of the neu-
ron σi instead of number of spikes. This study was
further extended in [84]. In [84], Wang et. al. intro-
duced adaptive fuzzy spiking neural P systems.
This model is capable of performing dynamic
fuzzy reasoning using the weighted fuzzy reason-
ing rules, where the fuzzy reasoning algorithm and
the training mechanism are based on the firing
mechanism of the neurons. Moreover, this model
has two types of neurons, i.e., proposition neuron
and rule neuron. A proposition neuron is a 4-tuple
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Table 3 Machine learning and deep learning algorithms based on SNPS

Machine learning and deep Supervised / Real-life
learning models based on SNPS Unsupervised Application
SNPS with Hebbian learning [82] Unsupervised Identification of nuclear export

signal
Adaptive SNPS with Widrow-Hoff learning
algorithm [83]

Supervised Fault diagnosis

Adaptive fuzzy SNPS with Widrow-Hoff
learning algorithm [84]

Supervised Fault diagnosis

SNPS with learning function [85] (Hebbian) Unsupervised Recognize digital English letters
Associative memory network based on SNPS
with white holes + Hebbian learning [12]

Unsupervised Identification of digits

Layered SNPS [86] Supervised Classification problem
Deep dynamic SNPS (SNPS + CNN) [87] Supervised (ensem-

ble learning)
Organ segmentation

Hypergraph-based SNPS [89] Supervised (ensem-
ble learning)

predicting the survival time of
glioblastoma patients

LSTM-SNP [90] Supervised Time series forecasting
Nonlinear SNPS [91] Supervised (linear

machine learning)
multivariate time series forecast-
ing

Spiking neural P-type Dual-channel dilated
convolutional network (SDDC-Net) [92]

Supervised Retinal vessel segmentation

(bidirectional) LSTM-SNP [93, 148] Supervised Sentiment classification

Load forecasting non-linear SNPS (LF-
NSNPS) [149]

Supervised Electricity load forecasting

Learning SNPS with belief AdaBoost [88] Supervised learning Fault diagnosis

σi = (αi, ωi, λi, ri), where αi ∈ [0, 1], ωi (weight
vector), λi ∈ [0, 1) (threshold) and has spiking rule
E/aα → aα. Similarly, rule neuron is represented
by a 4-tuple σri = (αi, γi, τi, ri), where αi, γi ∈

[0, 1] and has spiking ruleE/aα → aβ , α, β ∈ [0, 1].
Moreover, synaptic connections exist only between
proposition and rule neurons. In [86], a new vari-
ant of SNPS model, i.e., layered spiking neural P
system was introduced by Zhang et. al to solve
classification problems. This model contains mul-
tiple weighted SNPS and weight-adjusting rules.
Furthermore, the performance of layered SNPS
in solving classification problems has been veri-
fied on the MNIST dataset. The model in [86]
is highly-flexible, simple and has a multi-layer
weighted SNPS with adaptive weight adjustment
rule. Similarly, as in [83, 84], the model contains
proposition neurons and rule neurons with sim-
ilar spiking rules. However unlike in [83, 84], it
contains a high dimensional encoder (which exists
between the pre-processing and input layer) and a
weighted fuzzy SNPS classifier. It has input, hid-
den, comparison, selection and output layers. The

main difference between WFSNPS and LSNPS is
that the first one has one layer and the latter has
more than one layer. Furthermore, it has excellent
learning ability and convergence.

In [88], Zhang et. al introduced a novel learning
spiking neural P system with the belief AdaBoost
for identification of faults in oil-immersed power
transformers. Similarly, as in [83, 84, 86], it
has proposition and rule neurons. Moreover, the
experimental implementation of the models shows
that it has higher accuracy in the identification of
faults in comparison with back-propagation neural
networks, support vector machine etc.

In [89], a new variant of hypergraph-based neu-
ral network, i.e., hypergraph-based numerical P
system was introduced. In recent years, hyper-
graph neural networks have become an attractive
direction for research due to their superior perfor-
mance in many domains. The P system variant of
the hypergraph neural network in [89] can repre-
sent the high-order neural connections and can be
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implemented for the segmentation of tumours/or-
gans in medical images. This model also outper-
forms state-of-the-art methods which are based on
hippocampal datasets and multiple brain metas-
tases datasets. It consists of three new classes of
neurons with Plane, Transmembrane and Hierar-
chical rules to describe higher-order relationships
among neurons. The time consumed for the seg-
mentation of images was also reduced. In [87],
Qiu et. al. proposed a novel organ segmentation
method based on a deep dynamic SNPS model.
It is a combination of features from SNPS and
CNN. It has two subsystems (i) locating pan-
creas (ii) accurate segmentation of the pancreas.
Accuracy of this model is lower than some state-of-
the-art methods. Again, the system is represented
as Π = (O,C, σiL, syn,M, σin, σout) where C rep-
resents coefficients of the spike and the neuron
σi = (si, ri) has rules of the form [as → ap]i,
[as → λ]i, [a

s]i → [λ]j [λ]k(i 6= j 6= k).
Long short-term memory is a novel variant

of neural networks. Based on the properties of
LSTM, a new variant, i.e., LSTM-SNP model
was introduced in [90]. LSTM-SNP also has been
implemented for time series forecasting. It is a
recurrent-type model and can process sequential
data. Again, it has nonlinear spiking mechanisms
(nonlinear spike consumption and generation) and
nonlinear gate functions (reset, consumption, and
generation gates). The neurons in this model have
spiking rule of the form T/g(xi) → f(xi) where
T represents a threshold, g(xi) is a linear or non-
linear function, f(xi) is a non-linear function.
LSTM-SNP model has better predictive perfor-
mance than some state-of-the-art prediction mod-
els. Also, it has a lower predictive performance for
some time series.

In [91], Liu et. al proposed a new variant of
SNPS model as well as a recurrent neural net-
work, i.e., SNP systems with autapses. These
models contain three non-linear gate functions and
a recurrent-type prediction model is constructed
based on this model. In summary, it has four
mechanisms, i.e., (1) Non-linear spiking; (2) recur-
rent mechanism; (3) Non-linear gate mechanism;
(4) autapses mechanism. Furthermore, this model
has been used in chaotic time series and exper-
imental results demonstrate the effectiveness of
this model in time series forecasting. The neu-
rons in [91] are of the form σi = (ui, ri, (ρ

i
1, ρ

i
2, ρ

i
3)

where ui represents internal state and the gate

function is represented by ρi. The spiking rule
used in this model is of the form T/ag(u) → af(u))
where T is a threshold and f, g are non-linear
functions. This model also can Predict Lorenz
chaotic time series efficiently. In [149], Long et. al.
used non-linear spiking neural P systems for MST-
based time series forecasting. In this method,
wavelet transformations are used for the transfor-
mation of time series data into frequency domain
data during the training phase. Next, the non-
linear SNPS model is trained using the frequency
domain data. This model is also capable of gener-
ating sequential data automatically as prediction
results. More specifically, the proposed method in
[149] is capable of processing non-stationary time
series problems. The spiking rules used in [149] is
similar to the rules in [91]. However, the model
has some extra properties such as (i) synaptic
weights are associated with the neurons; (ii) neu-
rons do not have any forgetting rules and have
only one spiking rule. Moreover, the constraint
g(x) ≥ f(x) ≥ 0 has been removed from the
spiking rules.

In [93], a modified LSTM-SNP model, i.e.,
bidirectional LSTM-SNP (BiLSTM-SNP) was
introduced by Huang et. al. Moreover, aspect-level
sentiment classification model based on BiLSTM-
SNP has been introduced. The semantic cor-
relation between the aspect word and content
word has been investigated using this model and
to understand the effectiveness of the model, it
has been implemented on English and Chinese
datasets. This model is a variant of non-linear
SNPS and it is a combination of a forward LSTM-
SNP (which extracts the contextual semantic
information towards aspect word) and a backward
LSTM-SNP (which obtains the semantic correla-
tion between aspect word and content words). It
also outperforms some variants of LSTM models.

Recently, convolution neural networks have
gained prominence due to their image and video
processing capacity and perform tasks such as
facial recognition, object detection, image classi-
fication etc very efficiently. In [92], an U-shaped
deep CNN model, i.e., spiking neural P-type Dual-
channel dilated convolution network (SDDC-Net)
is proposed by Yang et. al. It has the classic
encoder-decoder architecture containing convolu-
tional neurons which makes it different from the
standard SNPS model. This model has excellent
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segmentation, and generalization ability and SNP
U-Net increases the accuracy.

5 Conclusion

This survey focuses on the relation of spiking neu-
ral networks (SNN) and their variant popular in
the field of membrane computing, i.e, spiking neu-
ral P systems (SNPS). We compared these models
based on their properties, architectures and real-
life applications. Most importantly, we discussed
a range of machine learning algorithms for SNN
and SNPS. In order to keep this study to a reason-
able length, we could not cover all related topics,
such as the issue of real-time recurrent learning
(RTRL), for which we refer to the recent source
[11].

Although the research in both SNN and SNPS
provides a series of theoretical results and inter-
esting applications, it is fair to note that their
efficient learning remains a challenging problem
and their applicability in deep learning tasks can-
not recently compete with that of real-valued deep
ANN models. Therefore, among open and chal-
lenging research problems in SNN and SNPS fields
we mention first an efficient training of multi-
layer SNN and SNPS. An interesting topic is their
possible hardware implementation which promises
a lower energy consumption than in the case of
classical ANN. Thanks to their closer relation to
biological brain structure, a possible use of SNN
/ SNPS models in sentiment classification seems
interesting. Another promising application topic
is the analysis of time series where the poten-
tial of spiking neuronal model is high due to
their dynamical representation of data patterns
[2]. Finally, an efficient implementation of the
spike timing-dependent plasticity learning [115]
in SNPS could greatly improve their learning
potential.

Acknowledgements. Supported by the Sile-
sian University in Opava under the Student Fund-
ing Plan, project SGS/11/2023.

References

[1] Maass, W.: Networks of spiking neurons: the
third generation of neural network models.
Neural Networks 10(9), 1659–1671 (1997)

[2] Ghosh-Dastida, S., Adeli, H.: Spiking neural
networks. International Journal of Neural
Systems 19(04), 295–308 (2009)
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M.: Real-life Applications with Membrane
Computing vol. 25. Springer, ??? (2017)

[7] Leporati, A., Mauri, G., Zandron, C.: Spik-
ing neural P systems: main ideas and results.
Natural Computing 21(4), 629–649 (2022)

[8] Wang, X., Lin, X., Dang, X.: Supervised
learning in spiking neural networks: A
review of algorithms and evaluations. Neural
Networks 125, 258–280 (2020)

[9] Auge, D., Hille, J., Mueller, E., Knoll, A.: A
survey of encoding techniques for signal pro-
cessing in spiking neural networks. Neural
Processing Letters 53(6), 4693–4710 (2021)

[10] Nunes, J.D., Carvalho, M., Carneiro, D.,
Cardoso, J.S.: Spiking neural networks:
A survey. IEEE Access 10, 60738–60764
(2022)

[11] Eshraghian, J.K., Ward, M., Neftci, E.O.,
Wang, X., Lenz, G., Dwivedi, G., Ben-
namoun, M., Jeong, D.S., Lu, W.D.: Train-
ing spiking neural networks using lessons
from deep learning. Proceedings of the IEEE
(2023)

[12] Chen, Y., Chen, Y., Zhang, G., Paul, P.,
Wu, T., Zhang, X., Rong, H., Ma, X.: A
survey of learning spiking neural P systems
and a novel instance. International Journal

11



of Unconventional Computing 16 (2021)

[13] Gerstner, W., Kistler, W.M., Naud, R.,
Paninski, L.: Neuronal Dynamics: From Sin-
gle Neurons to Networks and Models of
Cognition. Cambridge University Press, ???
(2014)

[14] Hodgkin, A.L., Huxley, A.F.: A quantita-
tive description of membrane current and
its application to conduction and excitation
in nerve. The Journal of physiology 117(4),
500 (1952)

[15] Kistler, W.M., Gerstner, W., Hemmen,
J.L.v.: Reduction of the hodgkin-huxley
equations to a single-variable threshold
model. Neural computation 9(5), 1015–1045
(1997)

[16] Izhikevich, E.M.: Simple model of spiking
neurons. IEEE Transactions on neural net-
works 14(6), 1569–1572 (2003)

[17] Hodgkin, A., Huxley, A.: A quantitative
description of membrane current and its
application to conduction and excitation in
nerve. Bulletin of mathematical biology 52,
25–71 (1990)

[18] Koravuna, S., Rückert, U., Jungeblut, T., et
al.: Evaluation of spiking neural nets-based
image classification using the runtime simu-
lator ravsim. International Journal of Neural
Systems, 2350044–2350044 (2023)

[19] Morro, A., Canals, V., Oliver, A., Alo-
mar, M.L., Galán-Prado, F., Ballester, P.J.,
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like spiking neural P systems. Theoretical
Computer Science 623, 180–189 (2016)

[51] Song, T., Pan, L., Păun, G.: Spiking neural
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