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Abstract

Responses have been num erically studied of an ensambl of N =1, 10,
and 100) Hodgkin-Huxly HH) neurons to coherent spiketrain nputs ap—
plied with independent Poisson spiketrain (ST ) noise and G aussian white
noise. Three interrelated issues have been Investigated: (1) the di erence
and the sin ilarity between the e ects of the two noises, (2) the size e ect
of a neuron ensamble on the signaltonoise ratio (SNR), and (3) the com —
patbility of a lJarge ring variability w ith fairly good infomm ation tranam is—
sion. (1) The property of stochastic resonance (SR) for ST noise is shown to
be rather di erent from that for whie noise. W hen SNR for sub-threshold
Inputs obtained In our sinulation is analyzed by the expression given by
SNR = 10 logjg [A=X )exp( B=X )]where X expressesthe noise intensity
and A and B are constants, the ndex is = 3 forthe ST noisceand = 2
for the white noise: the form er is di erent from the conventional valie of

= 2 realized In m any non-linear system s. ST noise works less e ectively
for SR than white noise. (2) The tranan ission delity evaluated by SNR is
m uch in proved by increasing N , the size ofensam ble neurons. In a large-scale
neuron ensambl, SNR for supra-threshold inputs is shown to be not signif-
icantly degraded by weak noises responsible to SR for sub-threshold inputs.

(3) Interspike Intervals (ISIs) of output spikes for sub-threshold inputshave a
large variabilty (o, < 0:8), which is com parabl to the data observed in cor-
tical neurons. D egpie variabl rings of ndividual neurons, output signals
summ ed over an ensam ble m ay carry inform ation w ith a fairly good SNR by
the aid of SR and a pooling e ect.
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I. NTRODUCTION

It hasbeen controversialhow neurons comm unicate inform ation by spikes I} [B1. M uch

of debates on the nature of the neural code hasbeen m ainly focused on the two issues. The

rst issue is whether nform ation is encoded In the average ring rate ofneurons (rate code)
orin theprecise ring tin es (tem poralcode) . Andrian [4] rst noted the relationship between
neural ring rate and stinm ulus Intensity, which fom s the basis of the rate code. A ctually

ring activities of m otor and sensory neurons are reported to vary in resoonse to applied
stin uli. In recent years, how ever, the altemative tem poral code hasbeen proposed In which
detailed spoike tin ings are assum e to play an iIn portant role in Infom ation tranam ission:
Inform ation isencoded in interspike intervals (ISIs) or in relative tin ingsbetween ringtim es
of spikes B} [10]. Indeed, experin entalevidences have accum ulated in the last severalyears,
indicating a use of the tem poral coding in neuralsystem s 11~ [[8]. Hum an visual system s,
for exam ple, have shown to classify pattemsw ithin 250 m s despite the fact that at Jeast ten
synaptic stages are involved from retina to the tem poralbrain [15]. T he transm ission tin es
between tw o successive stages of synaptic tranam ission are suggested to be no m ore than 10
m s on the average. T his period is too short to allow rates to be determ ined accurately.

T he second issue is whether nform ation is encoded In the activity of single (or very few )
neurons or that ofa Jarge num ber of neurons (population or ensem bl code) . T he population
rate code m odel assum es that inform ation is coded in the relative ring rates of ensamble
neurons, and hasbeen adopted in the m ost of the theoreticalanalysis [14]. O n the contrary,
In the population tem poral code m odel, it is assum ed that relative tin ings between spikes
In enssmble neurons m ay be used as an encoding m echanism for perceptional processing
7+ f19]. A number of experin entaldata supporting this code have been reported in recent
years RO} R1]. For exam ple, data have dem onstrated that tem porally coordinated spikes
can system atically signal sensory ob gct feature, even in the absence ofchanges In  ring rate
of the spikes P21.

The strong critician against the tem poral code is that soikes are vulherable to noise
while the rate code perfom s robustly In the presence of noise but w ith lim ited Inform ation
capacity. It is well known that although rings of single neocortical neurons in vitro are
precise and reliable, those In vivo are quite unreliable P31. This is due to noisy environm ent
In viro, which m akes the reliability of neurons ringsworse. In recent years, however, m uch
studies have been m ade for the stochastic resonance (SR) 24] 5] n which nfom ation
tranam ission of signals is enhanced by background noises, against our conventionalw isdom .
SR in a neuralsystem hasbeen theoretically nvestigated PG~ B2]. The transm ission delity
forweak extemal signals, which is evaluated by the signattonoise ratio (SNR) or the peak
height of the mntersoike-nterval (ISI) distrdbution, is enhanced by added noises. SR is
supported in som e physiological experim ents forbiological system s such ascray sh @3] §4],
cricket M5]and rat 4] @71.

A though SR itself is a genetic phenom enon, its detailed character is detemm ined by the
three In portant factors: (@) kinds of system s (heurons), () Input signaland (c) noises. A's
forthe rst factorof @) neurons, SR in single neuronshasbeen studied by using various the-
oreticalm odels such as the integrateand— re (IF') m odel Q:G]— @8], the F itzH ough-N agum o
EFN) model P91 Bl] and the Hodgkin-Huxley HH) model B2] 83]. SR in coupkd or en-
sem ble neurons has been also investigated by using the IF m odel 34} 851, FN m odel Bé1-



B8]and HH model B9} K2]. The transm ission delity hasm axinum when the noise m ag-
nitude or the coupling strength is changed. It has been pointed out that the tranan ission

delity of ensam ble neurons for sihusoidal nputs w ith Independent w hite noises is in proved
as the size of an ensamble is increased [3§].

A s for the second factor of (o) nput signals, m ost of theoretical studies have been m ade
for analog inputs w ith periodic m ostly sinusoidal) or aperiodic am plitude m odulation [4§].
T his isbecause these studies have been m otivated by a fact that peripheral sensory neurons
ply a rok of transducers receiving analog stim ulus and em itting soikes. In central neural
system s, however, cortical neurons are reported to ply a rolk of data-processors receiving
and transm itting spike trains B9]. There are only a few theoretical studies on SR for spike—
train inputs 3} B4]. The response of single TF neurons to coherent spiketrain (ST ) inputs
is shown to be enhanced by an addition of weak ST noises characterized by the Poisson
BAd] Bl] or gamm a distrbution B2]. Q uite recently, the present author has studied SR of
ensamble HH neurons for transient spiketrain inputs w ith independent G aussian noise by
using the wavelkt analysis [p4].

A s for the third factor of (c) noises, it has been reported that noises are ubiguitous In
neural system s. The origin of these noises is not clear at themoment. W e m ay suppose,
however, ssveral conceivable origins of noises: (i) cells In sensory neurons are exposed to
noises arising from the outerworld, (ii) ion channels of the m em brane of neurons are known
to be stochastic B3], (iii) the synaptic tranam ission yields noises originating from random

uctuations of the synaptic vesicle rekase rate B8], and () synaptic inputs include leaked
currents from neighboring neurons 4]. M ost ofexisting studies on SR have sin ulated noises
ofthe item s (i)—(iil) by the G aussian white noise P41~ P81 B41- B2] H4] orO rstein-U hrenbeck
OU) noise P91 B2] B3] K11 B2]. ST noise isem ployed in Refs. B0} B3] taking account the
tem (). In our study, we w ill Include the ST and white noises which m ay be regarded, in
a crude sense, as analog and digital noises, regoectively, w ith the rather di erent character.

O ne of the controversial issues conceming cortical neurons is how the neuronsm ay com —
municate inform ation by spikes with a large varability. It has been reported that the
variability of ¢, = 05 10 is observed in spike trains of non-bursting cortical neurons in
visualV1l andM T ofmonkey B8], which is in strong contrast with a snalle, (= 005 0:)
in m otor neurons BY]. There have been m uch discussions how to understand the cbserved
large variability : a balance between excitatory and inhibitory inputs [B7}], the high physio-
logical gain in the plot of input current vs. output frequency [60], correlation uctuations
in recurrent networks [61], the active dendrite conductance [62], nput ISIs w ith the distri-
bution of a slow -decreasing tail [63], and input ISIsw ith large ¢, 4] [p3]. W e expect that
although there m ight be several origins responsible to the cbserved, large variability in IST,
noises m ay be one of conceivable m echanisn s.

T he purpose ofthe present study is to nvestigate responses of ensem ble neurons to spike—
train Inputs sub gct to ST and white noises, In order to get som e Insight to the follow Ing
issues.

(1) Isthe e ect of ST noise on reponses to goiketrain signals, particalrly on SR, di erent
from or sam e as that of whie noise?

(2) Isa population or ensem ble of neurons in portant for the delity of signal tranan ission?
(3) Is a large varability of spikes com patible with infom ation tranam ission wih a f&irly
good SNR?



Resgoonses of sihgke HH neurons to various types of spketrain inputs with detemm inistic,
chaotic and stochastic ISIsw ithout noises, have been investigated [64]. SR for coherent spike-
train Inputs hasbeen theoretically studied w ith single IF neurons B(1- B3]. W e should note,
however, that the response to applied, extemal stin ulus of the realistic HH m odel [66] is
rather di erent even qualitatively from that ofthe IF neuron [64] b3]. For an excitatory dc
Input I, the IF neuron which is classi ed as the type I, evokes the sslfexcited oscillation
show ing the continuous f, I relation with a wide range of frequency f,. On the other
hand, the HH neuron, which is classi ed as the type II, has the discontinuous £, I r=lation
at the critical current, above which it show s the oscillation wih a fairy narrow range of
f,. For an Inhibitory dc Input current, the HH neuron can re wih the so-called rebound
process while the IF neuron cannot. Since the threshold-crossing behavior of the neuron is
In portant In determm ining the behavior of is SR, it is necessary to reexam Ine SR for the
Foketrain hputsw ith the use of the realistic HH neuron m odel. Furthem ore, sihce SR of
single neurons is generally di erent from that of ensamble neurons, it is also necessary to
nvestigate SR not only of sihgle HH neurons but also ofensamble HH neurons.

T he present paper is organized as ollow s. In Sec. II, an adopted m odel for an ensamble
ofN -unit (N = 1,10,100) HH neurons is described. Sin ulations for regponses ofensemble
neurons to ST signals wih added ST noise, white noise, and ST plus white noises are
reported in Sec. ITTA, ITIB and ITIC, respectively, where SR and the varability of ISIs are
discussed. The nalSec. IV is devoted to conclusion and discussion.

II.ENSEM BLE NEURON M ODEL

W e assum e a netw ork consisting ofN -uni HH neuronsw hich recefve the sam e ST signals
but independent, ST and G aussian noises through excitatory synapses. Spikes em itted by
the ensam ble neurons are collected by a summ ing neuron. A sin ilar m odel was previously
adopted by several authors studying SR 6] B9] @0d] 4]. D ynam ics of the m enbrane
potentialV; ofthe HH neuron i is described by the non-lnear di erential equations given by

C dvi)=dt= T+ %+ 17; rl i N) @)

whereC = 1 F=an ° isthe capacity ofthem embrane. The st tem Iijon ofEqg.(l) denotes
the on current given by

I = gyamhi (Vi Vya)+ nf Vi Vk)+ g Vi Vi); @)

where the m axinum values of conductivities of Na and K channels and lakage are gy, =
120 m S=<:m2, g = 36m S=an’ and g, = 03m S=<:m2, respectively; the respective reversal
potentialsare Vy, = 50mV,Vx = 77mV and V;, = 545 mV.Dynam ics of the gating
variables of Na and K channels, m ;;h; and n;, are describbed by the ordinary di erential
equations, whose details have been given elsswhere [64] [64].

The second term IT° in Eq.(1) denotes the post-synaptic current given by

X
"= g Vo Vo) & tun); 3)

m

which is Induced by an input soike w ith the m agnitude V, given by



w ith the alpha function (t):
=t de”* O: ©)

In Egs.3)-0G) tm = Mm 1) Tg isthem -th ring tin e w ith the input-signal IST of T, the
Heaviside function isde nedby @)= 1forx O0Oand O forx< 0,andgs,,Vsand ¢ stand
for the conductance, reversal potential and tin e constant, respectively, of the synapse.

The third tetm I} in Eqg.(l) denotes added, independent noises which consist of two
tem s:

n X P n P
I' (o= C (& tiL,)+ 2D ;i(: (6)
m

The rst te[gn_oqu.(6) expresses Poisson ST noise, whose m agnitude, C, is hereafter ex—
presssdby C g, V., Vs) Ihtemsofg, asih Eq.(3) fora later pumpose, and t, is the
m -th ring tim e ofthe ST noise ofthe neuron iw ith the average ISTof ,. T he second tem
ofEg.(6) denotes G aussian white noises w ith the m agnitude ofD given by

< SO >=0; )

< 50 L O>= % €& ) ®)

where the overline X and the bracket < X > denote the tem poral and spatial averages,
resoectively.

W e should rem ark that our ensam ble neuron m odelgiven by Egs.(1)—(6) does not include
synaptic couplings am ong constituent HH neurons, In contrast w ith the coupled enssmble
models 37] B1] B2]; related discussions being given in Sec. IV .

W e assum e that nform ation is carried by ring tin es of soikes. D wviding the tin e scale
by thewidth oftinebin of Ty, ast= t.= (¥ 1) Ty, (‘: Integer), we de ne input and output
signals sum m ed over ensem ble neurons w thin the each tim e bin by

X
Wil = Tp=2 Jt tm Ji ©)

m

Fox
Wo®= (1=N) Tp=2 Jt tom J: (10)
i=1 n
In Egs. (9) and (10) (t) stands for the Heaviside function, ty them-th ring tine of
nputs, and t,;, the n-th ring tim e of outputs of the neuron i when V; ) crossesV, = 0
mV from below . The tin e bin is chosen as T, = 2.5 m s in our sim ulations. T he fast Fourier
transform ation FT) isperform ed for W . (£) in order to get the SNR de ned by

where A ¢ is the signalpower spectrum at a given frequency of 1=T; and A, the background
noise level.



D i erential equations given by Egs.(1)—(6) are solved by the forth-order RungeX utta
m ethod by the Integration tin e step 0£0.01 m sw ith doubl precision. T he initial conditions
for the varables are given by V; )= 65 mV, m; ()= 0.0526, h; (t)=0.600, n; (t)= 0313 at
t = 0, whith are the rest-—state solution of a single HH neuron. Hereafter tin e, volage,
conductance, current, and D are expressed in units ofms, mV, mS=cm2, A=am 2, and
A ?=am *, respectively. W e have adopted param eters of V, = 30, V. = 50, and , =2.
Adopted valuesof g, 9, D, , and N willbe described shortly. The sinulation tin e for
each run fora given set of param eters is Tgin 1500m s (150000 N tin e steps) and niial
3000 N tin e steps are discarded to get asym ptotic solutions. The size of sam ple data for
FT analysis becomes Ny =512 when the Input IST is chosen to be T = 25 ms. A singlke
simulation with N = 100 requires the CPU tim e of about 150 m inutesby DO S/V PC wih
900 M H z processor. The calculated SNR is expected to be In proved if the sinulation time
Tsin Is Increased. Unfortunately, we have not been able to adopt larger Ty, because of a
Iim itation in our com puter facility (related discussion w illbe presented in Sec. IV ) .W e hope
that our sim ulation reveals som e of the interesting features of SR of ensam ble neurons for
Foketrain Inputsw ith added, m ultiple noises.

IIT.CALCULATED RESULTS
A . Spike-Train N oises
1. SNR and SR

F irstly we discuss the case In which ensambl HH neurons receive input signals w ith
Independent ST noise only. The input IST is assum e to be T4 = 25 m s because spikes w ith
this value of IST are reported to be ubiquitous in corticalbrains @9]. W e study sub-threshold
Inputsw ith g5 < gy orwhich neuronscannot rew ithout added noises. T he threshold value
of gy, generally depends on the input ISI, Ts: for exam ple, gyn,= 0.088, 0.085 and 0.095 for
Ts=20, 25 and 30 m s, respectively [67].

Raster n Fig. 1 shows rings ofN = 100 ensamble neurons when spiketrain signals of
Ty = 25 m s are applied to ensam ble neurons w ith added ST noises ofg, = 0:10,D = 00
and , = 25ms. Neurons re when a spiketrain input plis noise or noises exceed the
threshold kevel. At a glance, rings In Fig. 1 seem random . W e m ay realize it is not true
when rings are summed over ensesmble neurons as shown In Fig. 2 (o) where the output
signalW o (t) ssmmed overa N = 100 ensamble is plotted. W e note that W . (t) includes a
periodic com ponent w ith a period of Ts=25m s as an nput signalshown in Fig. 2@). This
regularity ismore clearly seen n s FT power soectrum shown In Fig. 3 (@), which shows
clear peaks at a fundam ental frequency of 1=T; = 40 Hz and is ham onics. Infom ation
m ay be tranan itted wih aid of SR in a N = 100 neuron ensemble.

W hen the size of ensamble neurons is an all, however, the informm ation trangm ission is
much degraded. Figures 2(c) and 2(d) show W, () orN = 10 and N = 1, respectively,
other param eters except N being the same as n Fig. 20). Figure 2(d) orN = 1, for
exam ple, show s that a single neuron intem ittently res, yielding 18 rings for 40 Input
goike nputs. The FT power spectra orN = 10 and N = 1 are expressed In Fig. 3 () and
3 (), respectively. F igures 3 @)3 (c) show that the m agnitude of a peak at the fundam ental



frequency divided by that ofbackground noises, ie. SNR, increases as the size of ensamble
neurons is ncreased. Thesem ean that despite of ostensbly irregqular ringsofsingle neurons,
output signals summ ed over an ensamble, W, (t), becom e m ore regular when N becom es
su ciently large.

Figure 4 shows SNR asa function ofg, calculated forg; = 0:06,D = Oand , = 25ms
wih N = 1, 10 and 100. Results orN = land 10 are averages of ten runs. W hen the noise
Intensity g, is increased from zero, neuronsbegin to occasionally reby a cooperative action
between input signals and added noises. A s g, becom es greater than the threshold kvel of
gy = 0085, ST noise alone is su cient to trigger rings w ithout signal Inputs. W hen g ,
is further Increased, SNR of outputs is gradually degraded. Then SNR hasa m axinum at
Jn  Om, which is the characteristics of SR . For the case of N = 10 and 100, we realize SR
wih themaxinum In SNR fora weak noise ofg, 0:07. On the contrary, for the case of
N = 1,themaxinum In SNR isnot evident although SNR isenhanced at g, > 0:04.

In m any non-lnear system s, SNR for shusoidal input signals is reported to cbey the
noise-intensity dependence given by R4] R3]

SNR = 10 bg;, [A=X ) exp( B=X)]J; 12)

wih amaxinum at X ,.x = B= where X = D (the Intensity of the white noise), = 2,
and A and B are constants depending on the m odel param eters. Substiuting X = g2 [/ C
In Eg.(6)], we have tred to analyze the g, dependence of SNR for N = 100 obtained in
our sim ulation. D ashed curves in Fig4 show the resuls adopting two sets of param eters In
Eq.(12): (;A;B)=@,177 10 2,845 10°)and (3,200 10%,127 107?),which
are chosen such as to locate the maxinum of SNR at g, = 0:065. The Jatter choice of
param eters wih = 3 yilds the much better agreem ent w ith the data cbtained in our
sin ulations than the fomerwih = 2, although the plateau around the m axinum is not
well reproduced even in the latter.

W e have investigated the e ect of nput IST on SR by changing Ts. Solid curves in F ig.
5 denote SNR s as a function of g, for Ts= 20, 25 and 30 m s cbtained in our sin ulation and
dashed curves those analyzed by Eq.(12) with X = gzrl and sets of param eters of ( ;A;B)
= @3, 501 104,127 10%) or Ty = 20, 3,200 10%,127 102%) orT, = 25,
and 3,794 10°,127 10?%) forTs = 30. The index = 3 is realized Hrallthe T4
values investigated. Them axinum SNR value is decreased as Ty is increased, although the
maximum position atg, 0065 in SNR isnot changed.

So far our discussion is con ned to the sub-threshold case. W e have perform ed sin u-—
lations also for the supra-threshold inputs, adopting gs larger than the threshold value of
O - Figure 6 show s the g5 dependence of SNR caloulated for ST noise only (@, = 0:10 and
D=0)wih ,=25ms,andN = 1,10 and 100. W hen g5 is increased across the threshold
value of gy, , SNR is discontinuously increased. SNR for the supra-threshold inputs is better
than that for sub-threshold inputs, as expected. W e note, however, that ensem bl neurons
wih large N is fairly robust against weak noises relevant to SR .

2.1IsI

N ext we discuss the distrbution of output ISIs of individualneurons given by



Toin = Gomn+1  toms 13)

where t;, isthen-th ringtim e ofoutputsofthe neuron i. Figures7 (@)—(d) show histogram s
of output ISIs for g,=0.02, 0.06, 0.10 and 0.14, respectively, when ST noise ofg, = 0:10 is
added to ST signal (see Fig. 6). In the cases of g3 = 002, IST histogram s (ISTH ) nearly
cbey the exponential distribution as shown by dashed curve, but it vanishes at Toiyn, < 15
m s because a HH neuron cannot properly regoond to an al=IST inputs due to is refractory
period {p4]. O n the contrary, in the cases of g; = 0:10 and 0.14, ISH has Jargerm agnitudes
at Toin Ts, which m ay be approxin ately expressed by the gam m a-type distrdbution. In
the case of g, = 006, ISTH includes not only the truncated exponential distribution but
also nite contrbutions at multiples of T4. T his change in the distrdbution is m ore clarly
seen In the g; dependence of the average ( ,) and RM S values ( ,) of output ISIs, which
are potted In Fig. 8. Both , and . are aln ost constant at g, < 0:08, and at gs " 010
they are suddenly decreased. W hen ISIH of output spikes for g; < gy, is expressed by the
truncated exponential distribbution given by

P@T)/ (T Ti)exp( sT); (14)

( ) being the Heaviside function and T, the lower bound, the average and RM S values
aregiven by o= (1 + sTy)=sand , = 1l=s,which yield , = 40and = 25ms for
l1=s= 25and Ty, = 15ms. These guresare a little di erent from , 50 and 35ms
forgs < 08 shown In Fig. 8. The di erence m ay be attrbuted to the extra contribution at
2 Ty obtained in our sinulation, as shown in Figs. 7@) and (). The varability de ned by
Cio = o= o 180655, 0.703, 0307 and 0212 for g,=0.02, 0.06, 0.10 and 0.4, respectively.
W hen com paring F ig. 6 and F ig. 8, we note that even if the variability of ISIs of individual
neurons is considerable, output signals sum m ed overa lJargescaleensamble W . (t) In Eq.(10)]
may carry infom ation wih a fairly good SNR . For exam ple, in the case of g, = 006, we
get SNR=174 dB forg,, = 0.703. This is an advantage of a neuron ensamble.

B .W hite N oises
1. SNR and SR

Next we discuss SR fOor G aussian white noise, which is applied to our ensem ble neurons
Instead of ST noise. Neurons occasionally re when signalplus noise exceed the threshold
level. F irings of neurons for white noises are sin ilar to those to the ST noises shown in Fig.
1. SNR calculated asa function ofD , the intensity ofthe white noise, orN = 1, 10 and 100
ispltted In Fig. 9. W hen the white noise ntensity is ncreased from zero, SNR is rapidly
enhanced wih amaximum atD 2 followed by a gradualdecreass, which isa typical SR.
A Tthough the calculated SNR show s the SR behavior irrespective of N, it is m ore evident
for argerN .

The dashed curve in Fig. 9 expresses SNR calculated by Eq.(12) w ith a sst ofparam eters
of (;A;B)= (2,5890, 5), whith are chosen such as to agree w ith the m axim um position at
D = 251 SNR forN = 100 obtained by our sim ulation. T he agreem ent between the result
of = 2 and our data seem s satisfactory. This value of = 2 agrees w ith the resuls of



SR for shusoidal input signals in HH neurons (B3] [42] as well as those realized in m any
non-linear system s 4] R31.

Fig. 10 shows the g5 dependence of SNR for white noisessonly © = 2 and g, = 0)
wih N = 1, 10 and 100. SNR is gradually Increased as increasing gs. In contrast w ith the
case for ST noise shown In Fig. 6, there is no signi cant changes in SNR at the threshold
Jevel shown by the vertical, dashed line. A com parison ofFig. 6 and Fig. 10 show s that g
dependence 0of SNR fOr ST noise is di erent from that for white noise.

2. IsI

Figures1l (@)—(d) show histogram sofoutput ISIs forgs= 0.02, 0.06, 010 and 0.14, respec—
tively, when white noise ofD = 2 isadded to ST signal (see Fig. 10). ISTHs forg; = 002
and g, = 006 show a typicalbehavior with peaks at multiples of Ty whose m agnitudes de-
crease exponentially R9] 8]. It is noted that the distribution extends up to 200 m s. A's gs
is Increased across g, , m agnitudes of the m ain peak at Ty are much Increased as expected.
Figure 12 show s the g; dependence of the average ( ,) and RM S values ( ,) of IST and the
variability (Gy). As Increasing g, both , and , are gradually decreased w ith no sudden
changesatgs Gw . Thevarability is0.813 and 0.710 forgs= 0.02 and 0.06, respectively. A s
gs beocom es larger than gy, , ISIH hasa largerm agnitude at To;, T and then the variability
is decreased: ¢, becom es 0528 and 0.343 for g;= 010 and 014, regpectively. Com paring
Fig. 12 to Fig. 8, we note that g; dependence of ,, , and ¢, for white noises is rather
di erent from that for ST noise.

C .SpikeTrain plus W hite N oises

Since neurons In realneural system s are In the environm ent w ith various kinds of noises
as discussed In Sec. I, it is necessary to exam Ine various e ects ofm ultiple types of noises.
Taking Into account independent G aussian and O U noises, L1, Hu and W ang have nvesti-
gated the e ect of spatial correlation on SR in coupled HH neurons @2]. Recently Lindner
and Schin ansky-G efer B3]have included, in the ensem bl TF m odel, the addirive and signal-
coded noises, which are expressed by 2D, ;) and D,skt) ,1), respectively, n temm s
of the extemal sinusoidal signal s() and G aussian noises , wih the m agnides of D ,
nh=1;2).

In previous Sec. ITIA and Sec. ITIB, we have ssparately discussed ST and white noises.
Now we sin ultaneously add both the noises to our ensam bl neurons. Figure 13 show s the
three-din ensional plot of SNR for N = 100 as functions ofg, and D . In the case ofD = 0
(ST noiseonly), SNR hasamaximum atg, 0:07,asshown inFigd.In thecassofg, = 0
(whie noises only), on the other hand, SNR hasa maxinum at D 2 as shown In Fig.
9. The contour plot depicted In the base of Fig. 13 shows that SNR is rapidly increased
from zero as ST or white noise is increased. SNR in the presence of weak white noise of
0< D < 1 isenhanced by a further addition of ST noise and it depends considerably on g, .
W ith stronger white noise of D > 1, SNR is slightly enhanced by an addition of weak ST
noise ofg, 001 although it only weakly dependson g, at g, > 0:02. SNR In the presence
ofweak ST noise with g, < 0:05 ismudch enhanced by a further addition ofwhite noise. W e




note, however, that white noise enhances SNR even in the presence of stronger ST noise of
gy > 0d, where SNR is decreased by excess ST noise orD = 0. These clarly show that
white noise ism ore e ective for SR than ST noise.

IV.CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In previous Sec. III, the simulation tin e of each run has been lim ited to be 1500 m s
(150000 N time steps) because of a lim itation In our com puter facility. It is, however,
possble, to extend the sin ulation tin e when the simulation ism ade only for single N = 1)
neurons. Figure 14 shows SNR asa function ofg, for ST noise added to singlke HH neurons,
which are calculated w ith the simulations times of Tgy,, = 1500, 3000, 6000 and 12 000 m s,
yvielding FT data sizes Npr) of 512, 1024, 2048 and 4096, respectively. W e note that as
Tsim becom es larger, SNR is In proved, in particular, itsm axinum becom es m ore evident.
The dashed curve expresses SNR calculated by using Eg.(12) wih X = gzn and a st of
param eters of (;A;B)= (3,631 10 °,9:75 10 °3),which are chosen to reproduce SNR
calculated PrTgy = 12000 m swith themaxinum at g, = 0057. Again the ndex of = 3
is realized for ST noise added to singke neurons. W e note from Figs. 4 and 14 that SR
becom es m ore signi cant if the duration of applied, coherent spike trains is Jonger and/or
the size of ensamble neurons is larger. Even if the duration of applied signal is not long,
SNR may be imnproved if the size of ensamble neurons is su ciently large. This ismore
evident when the nput signal is transient spike train, as recently dem onstrated in Ref.[B4].

In a summ ary, we have num erically investigated SR responses of an ensamble of HH
neurons to spiketrain signals with added ST and/or white noises. O ur conclusions against
the three issues raised in the Introduction are sum m arized as ollow s:

(1) Com parisonsofF igs. 4, 6, 7 and 8 for ST noisew ith Figs. 9, 10,11 and 12 forwhienoise,
resoectively, clarly show both the di erence and the sim ilarity between the e ects of ST
and white noises. A lthough SR is a genetic phencm enon, its detailed behavior depends on
kinds ofthe Input signaland added noises. W hen analyzing SNR obtained in our sim ulations
w ith the use 0ofEq.(12), we get = 3 for ST noise, which isdi erent from = 2 forwhite
noise. ST noise is kess e ective for SR than the white noise Fig. 13).

(2) SNR ism ore in proved as the size ofensam ble is Jarger. In a large neuron ensam ble, the
tranam ission delity for supra-threshold nputs is not signi cantly degraded by weak noises
responsibl to SR for sub-threshold inputs F igs. 6 and 10).

(3) The varability of ISIs of individual neurons for sub-threshold inputs is rather large
(o © 08). Neverthekss the output W , summ ed over an ensemble m ay carry inform ation
w ith a fairly good SNR.

The item (2) is consistent w ith the results of SR for transient soketrain signal EZ!] and for
analog signals [3§], show ing that a population of neurons plays a very inportant roke for
the tranan ission of spike-train Inputsboth w ith sub—and supra-threshold levels. It isworth
to note that this enhancam ent in SNR is due to the pooling e ect H]because our ensamble
neuron m odel have no couplings am ong HH neurons. The item (3) show s that noise m ay
be one of conceivable m echanisn yielding a large variability observed experin entally [B8g].
Even when the varability of rings of individual neurons is considerable, rings summ ed
over a ensam ble m ay carry lnform ation w ith a fairly good SNR enhanced by SR and pooling
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e ects. Thus the lJarge variability and high SNR are not incom patible in a large-scale neuron
ensamble.

T he present study entirely relies on sin ulations. &t would be Interesting to theoretically
elucidate the dependence ofthe ndex on a kind ofadded noisesm entioned above. H ow ever,
conventional approaches having been em ployed for a study of SR such as the rateequation

and linearresponse theories P4} 25], do not work on ourcase. W e Jeave its analytical study
as our future problam .
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Rastershowing ringsinN = 100 ensembleneuronswithD = 0:0,g, = 010, , = 25
msand gs = 0:06 (ST noise only).

FIG.2. (@) An input signalW ; ), and () output signalsW , () or N = 100, () N = 10
and d)N = 1,withD = 00,9, = 010, = 25msandgs= 0:06, results of ) and (c) being
muliplied by factors of 5 and 2, resgpectively.

FIG.3. Fourier power spectra for @) N = 100, o) N = 10and ¢ N = 1,with D = 00,
g, = 010, , = 25msandgs= 0:06.

FIG.4. The g, dependence of SNR f©Or ST noisewith D = 00, 5, = 25msand gs= 006,
results or N = 1 and 10 being averages of ten runs. D ashed curves express SNR calculated by
Eq.l2) with X = gﬁ for = 2 and 3 (see text).

FIG.5. The g, depoendence of SNR for ST noise and nput signals with T4 =20, 25 and 30
ms N = 100,D = 00, , = 25msand gg= 0:06), dashed curves expressing SNR calculated by
Egq.Q2) with X = gﬁ for = 3 (see text).

FIG.6. The gs dependence of SNR fOr ST noiseswih D = 00, g, = 010 and , = 25ms,
results or N = 1 and 10 being averages of ten runs and the dashed line the threshold value of
Om = 0:085.

FIG.7. Histogram s of output ISIsof N = 100 ensambl neurons for @) gs = 0:02, () 0.06,
(©) 010 and (d) 0.14, wih nnput signals of Tg=25 m s and added ST noise (©,=0J10,D = 0).
D ashed curves n (@) and (b) express the exponential distribution given by P (T) / exp( T=25)
and histogram s of (c) and (d) are muliplied by a factor of 1/5.

FIG .8. Thegs dependence ofthe average ( o) and RM S values ( o) ofIST, and the variability
(Gvo) when ST noise of gy = 0:10 isadded to N = 100 ensamble, the dashed line denoting the
threshold value of gy, = 0:085.

FIG.9. TheD dependence of SNR forwhite noiseswith g, = 00, , = 25msand gs = 0:06,
results for N = 1 and 10 being averages of ten runs. T he dashed curve expresses SNR calculated
by Eq.(12) with X = D for = 2 (see text).

FIG.10. The g5 dependence of SNR for whie noisesswih D = 20, g, = 00 and , = 25
m s, results forN = 1 and 10 being averages of ten runs and the dashed line the threshold value of
Gm = 0:085.
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FIG.11l. Histogram s of output ISIs of N = 100 ensambl neurons for @) gs = 0:02, ©)
0.06, () 010 and d) 014, with input signals of Ts=25m sand added whie noise © = 2, g,=0),
histogram s of (c) and (d) being m ultiplied by a factor of 1/3.

FIG .12. Thegs dependence ofthe average ( o) and RM S values ( o) ofIST, and the variability
(Gvo) when white noises of D = 20 isadded to N = 100 ensam ble, the dashed line denoting the
threshold value of gy, = 0:085.

FIG.13. The threedin ensional plot of SNR as functions of g, and D for ,=25ms and
gs = 0206, the contour plot being shown in the base ofthe gure.

FIG .14. Theg, dependence of SNR for single N = 1) HH neuronsw ith ST noise calculated
by changing Ty (M s), the sinulation tine oreach run © = 0, , = 25msand gs = 006), the
result for Tsy = 1500 m s being the average of ten runs. T he dashed curve denotes SNR given by
Eq.(12) with X = g2 and = 3 (see text).
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