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In the developm ent of the brain, it isknown that synapses are pruned follow ing overgrow th. T his
pruning follow Ing overgrow th seem s to be a universal phenom enon that occurs in aln ost all areas
{ visual cortex, m otor area, association area, and so on. It has been shown num erically that the
synapse e ciency is increased by system atic deletion. W e discuss the synapse e ciency to evaluate
thee ectofpruning follow ing overgrow th, and analytically show that the synapsee ciency diverges

as O (jlogc) at the lin it where connecting rate ¢ is extrem ely am all. Under a

xed synapse num ber

criterion, the optin al connecting rate, which m axin ize m em ory perform ance, exists.

PACS numbers: 87.104 ¢, 89.70,+ ¢, 0590 4 m

I. NTRODUCTION

In thispaper, we analytically discuss synapsee ciency
to evaluate e ects of pruning follow Ing overgrow th dur—
Ing brain developm ent, w ithin the fram ework of auto—
correlation-type associative m em ory.

B ecause thispruning follow ing overgrow th seem sto be
a universal phenom enon that occurs in aln ost all areas
{ visual cortex, m otor area, association area, and so on
W, 4 3 4,5 & 1,8 8 10] { we discuss the m eaning
of its function from a universalview point rather than in
tem s of particular properties In each area. O f course,
to discuss this phenom enon as a universal property of a
neuralnetwork m odel, we need to choose an appropriate
m odel.

Arti cialneuralnetwork m odels are roughly classi ed
Into two types: feed forward m odels and recurrent m od—
els. Various lraming rules are applied to the archiec—
tures of these m odels, and correlation leaming corre—
soonding to the Hebb rule can be considered a proto—
type of any other leaming rules. For instance, correla—
tion leaming can be regarded as a rst-order approxi-
m ation of the orthogonalpro fction m atrix, because the
orthogonal profction m atrix can be expanded by cor-
relation m atrices E[]_:] In this respect, we can naturally
regard a correlation-type associative m em ory m odel as
one prototype ofthe neuralnetw ork m odels of the brain.
For example, Am it et al. discussed the function of the
colum n of anterior ventral tem poral cortex by m eans of
a model based on correlation-type associative m em ory
m odel [_1-2_3, :_l-I_i] A Iso, Som polinsky discussed the e ect of
dilution. He assum ed that the capaciy is proportional
to the num ber of ram aining bonds, and pointed out that
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a synapse e clency of diluted network, which is stor-
age capacity per a connecting rate, is higher than a ull
connected network’s one t_lfi] Chechik et al. discussed
the signi cance of the function of the pruning follow ing
over-grow th on the basis ofa correlation-type associative
m em ory m odel t_l-ﬁ] T hey pointed out that a m em ory
perform ance, w hich is stored pattem num ber per synapse
num ber, is m axin ized by system atic deletion that cuts
synapses that are lightly weighted. However, whil it is
qualitatively obviousthat synapsee ciency and m em ory
perform ance are increased by a system atic deletion, we
also need to consider the increase of synapse e ciency
quantitatively.

In this paper, we quantitatively com pare the e ective—
ness of system atic deletion to that w ith random deletion
on the basis ofan auto-correlation-type associativem em —
ory model. In this m odel, one neuron is connected to
other neurons w ith a proportion of ¢, where c is called
the connecting rate. System atic deletion is_considered
as a kind of nonlinear correlation leaming I_l§‘] At the
lim it w here the num ber of neuronsN is extrem ely large,
it is known that random deletion and nonlinear correla—
tion leaming can be transfom ed into correlation laming
w ith synaptic noise i_lé_l', :_l§'] T hese tw o types of deletion,
system atic and random , are strongly related to multi-
plicative synaptic noise. First, we investigated the de-
pendence of storage capacity on m ultiplicative synaptic
noise. At the lim it where m ultiplicative synaptic noise
is extram ely large, we show that storage capacity is in—
versely proportionalto the variance of the m ultiplicative
synaptic noise. From this resul, we analytically derive
that the synapsee ciency in the case of system atic dele—
tion diverges as O (jlogc) at the lim it where the con—
necting rate c is extrem ely sm all. W e also show that the
synapse e ciency in the case of system atic deletion be-
com es 2jlogcjtin es as large as that of random deletion.

In addition to such the xed neuron num ber criterion
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as the synapse e ciency, a xed synapse number crite—
rion could be discussed. At the synaptic grow th stage, it

isnaturalto assum e that m etabolic energy resources are

restricted. W hen m etabolic energy resources are lin ied,

it is also In portant that the e ect of synaptic pruning
is discussed under lm ited synapse number. Under this

criterion, the optin al connecting rate, which m axin ize

m am ory perfom ance, exists. T hese optin al connecting

rates are in agreem ent w ith the com puter sin ulation re-

sults given by Chechik et al [15].

II. MODEL

Som polinsky discussed the e ectsofsynaptic noise and
nonlinear synapse by m eans of the replica m ethod t_l-é_i']
H ow ever, sym m etry ofthe synaptic connections J;5 = Jy;
is required in the replica m ethod since the existence of
the L ppunov function is necessary. T herefore, there was
a problem that the symm etry regarding synaptic noise
had to be assum ed In the Som polinsky theory. To avoid
this problem , Okada et al. discussed additive synap-—
tic noise, m ultiplicative synaptic noise, random synap—
tic deletion, and nonlinear synapse by m eans of the self-
consistent signalto-noise analysis (SCSNA) I_l-é] They
showed that additive synaptic noise, random synaptic
deletion, nonlinear synapse can be transform ed intom ul-
tiplicative synaptic noise.

Here, we discuss the synchronous dynam ics as,

b
x;=F (
61

JijXy + h); @)

where F is the response function, x; is the output activ—
ity ofneuron i, and h isthe threshold of each neuron.

Every component ; in a mem orized pattem is an
Independent random variable,
1 a
Prop[; = 1]= 5 ; @)

and the generated pattems are called sparse pattem w ith
biasa ( 1< a< 1).W ehave detem ined that the ring
rate of states In the retrievalphase is the sam e for each
m em orized pattem [, 8]. Tn this case, thresnold h
can be detem ined as,

byl X
sgn (
=1 36 i

1

a= — Ji3x;+ h): 3
N 3 ) 3)
The ringratebecomesf = (1+ a)=2 at thebiasa.

A ddiive synaptic noise, m ultiplicative synaptic noise,
random synaptic deletion, and nonlinear synapse can be
Introduced by synaptic connections in the follow lngm an—
ner.

In the case ofaddiive synaptic noise, synaptic connec—
tions are constituted as,

g X

a) ( a)+ i35 )

where 45 is the additive synaptic noise. T he symm etric
additive synaptic noise ;5 and s; are generated accord—
Ing to the probability,
2
i35 N (O;N—A Yi 5= 51 5)

where ? isthe absolute strength ofthe additive synaptic
noise. The parameter , isassumed to be O (). This
m eans that the synaptic connection J;; is0O (1= N). It
isusefiilto de ne the parameter , as

A

e 6
A =1 2 (6)

which m easures the relative strength of the noise and
we call the param eter i the variance of the additive
synaptic noise. Therefore, we de ne the probability to
generate the additive synaptic noise i3 as
g’ 2y, .

2) a)i i3 = it (7)

In the case of multplicative synaptic noise, synaptic
connections are constituted as,
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where ";y ism ultiplicative synaptic noise. T he sym m etric
m ultiplicative noise "5 and ";; are generated according
to the probability,

"5 N O; &) M= " 9)

where 2 isthe variance of the m ultiplicative synaptic
noise.

In the model of random synaptic deletion, synaptic
connections are constituted as,

XN
(; a( a)
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where ciy isa cut coe cient. The synapse that is cut is
represented by the cut coe cient ¢y = 0. In the case of
symm etric random deletion, the cut coe cients ¢35 and
cy; are generated according to the probability,

Probfcy = 11=1 Prblgy = 0]= ¢ cj= c5; @1)
w here c is the connecting rate.
In the m odel of nonlinear synapse, synaptic connec—

tions are constituted as,

P
P
Jiy = N_f(Tij); 12)
1 xP
TR e BT T
N (0;1); (13)

wherep= N . The nonlinear synapse is introduced by
applying the nonlinear fiinction f (x) to the conventional
Hebbian connection m atrix Tij.



A . System atic deletion by nonlinear synapse Ay

Chechik et al. pointed out that a mem ory perfor- _
m ance, which is a storage pattem num ber per a synapse
num ber, is m axin ized by system atic deletion that cuts -t t
synapses that are lightly weighted t_l-gl, ::I-:’_:, .’:I-g] Such a
system atic deletion can be represented by the nonlinear
function f x) fora nonlinear synapse. In accordance w ith
Chechik et al, we discuss three types of nonlinear func—
tions CE‘jgs:'l;',-r_j, and -r;") . Fjg:_i show s clipped m odi cation

that is di | generally as FIG.1l:Clipped synapse.
L Sn@); >t fa(z0)
£ @0 0; otherw ise: a4)

Chechik et aL also obtained the nonlinear fiinctions
shown n F Jgsﬁ and d by applying the follow ing optim iza— z
tion principles [15 :19] Th order to evaluate thee ect of |
synaptic pruning on the netw ork’s retrieval perform ance,
Chechik et al. study itse ecton the signaktonoise ra-
tio (S/N) of the intemal eld h 46 1J15%3 + h {19
The S/N is calculated by analyzing the m om ents of the

intemal eld and was given as FIG .2: M inin al value deletion.
E il =1 E . j. = 1
s = hij; o 1 .[hlj 5 1 3
v ﬂ%‘l] ;] T hus, the nonlinear function shown in Fig 4,
1
E b Dz zf (z) 2: >
" [z (Z)i _ 11 £, (z;0) = Ot gztl?lem i 18)
E[£(z)] Dzf (z)?
1
€ @);2); 15) is also obtained. T he deletion by this nonlinear function
T is called m inin alvalue deletion. Sin ilarly, by adding the
where z has dard nom al distrbution, ie., E 2] = gondition that the total strength of synaptic connection
V [z]= 1 and D z is G aussian m easure de ned as D z ¥ (z)33s constant, the nonlnear finction
dz z? o _  Z sm@b P>t
Dz= p2:exp( ?); 16) fz ;) = 0; othenw ise
= £zt Z0; 19)
and E ;V denote the operators to calculate the expecta—
?fm and th; x‘fanzanole- for the J:alr\;d)o mrex;nable‘:yi élh; ﬁm btamed The deletion by this nonlinear finction is

com pressed deletion. W e discuss system atic dele—
tion by using these three types of nonlinear ﬁmct_jgns
f1 (z;0); £, (z;0) and f3 (z;t) given by Chechik et al @Q].

f (z);z) denotes the correlation coe cient. Chechik et
al. considered the piecew ise Inear fiinction like follow ing
nonlinear fiinctions. In order to nd the best nonlnear
function f (z), we should m axin ize (f (z);z), which is
Invariant to scaling. N am ely, the best nonlinear function
f x) is obtained by m axin izing E zf (z)] under the con—
dition that E [f (z)] is constant. Let be the Lagrange
muliplier, it issu cient to solve /

z

fa(z,t)

2 Z

D z zf (z) Dzf@)? @ ! max; (17)
1 1

-t t

for som e constant ¢y . Since the synaptic connection be-
fore acting the nonlinear function T;; obeys a G aussian
distrdbbution N (0;1), Eq. ClB) is averaged over all of the
synaptic connections. FIG .3: Compressed deletion.



III. RESULTS

In this section, the results conceming the m uliplica—
tive synaptic noise, the random deletion, and the nonlin—
ear synapse are shown, at the lin it where the e ect of
these delktions is extrem ely large.

The SCSNA starts from the xed-point equations for
the dynam ics of an N -neuron network as Eq.@) . The
resultsofthe SCSNA forthe sym m etric additive synaptic
noise are summ arized by the ©Hllow ing orderparam eter
equations (see A ppendix :Z-\:) :

Z
1
m = Dz< a)yY (z; )> ; 20
T =z z < ( )Y z; ) (20)
VA
g= Dz<Y @ V> ; 1)
1Z
U= — Dzz<Y(z;)>; 22)
J%qg J?
2 2
= + : 23
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I + L 2 Y (z;) ;R4
Z 7
1 Ju a &2 *
w here < Iplies averaging over the target pattem,
m isthe overlap between the lst m em ory pattem ! and
the equilbrium state x isde ned as
1 b
m=——— (i ax; @5)
N1 &) 8 !

i=1

note that generality iskept even ifthe overlap wasde ned
by only the 1st m em ory pattem, g is E dw ards-A nderson
orderparam eter, U is a kind of the susoceptibility, which
m easures sensitivity ofneuron output w ith respect to the
extemal input, Y (z; ) ise ective response function, 2
is the variance of the noise. W e set the output function

F x)= sgn (x) a In the ollow ing sections, where dom ain
ofthe x variable isF x) = 1 a when x 0, otherw ise
F x)= 1  a.

A ccording to O kada et al. t_l-g:], the sym m etric additive
synaptic noise, the sym m etric random deletion, and the
nonlinear synapse can be transform ed into the symm etric
m ultiplicative synaptic noise as follow s (see A ppendix :_B:) :
the additive synaptic noise is

q = i 26)

i = ; @7)

@8)
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FIG.4: Overlaps in the random deltion network. The

curves represent the theoritical results. T he dots represent
sinulation results with N = 3000 and £ = 0:1 for the con—
necting rate c= 0:d,c= 03, and c= 10.

where J;J2 are

J = Dz zf (z); (29)

J? = Dzf(z)%: (30)

In the follow ing sections, symm etries of the additive
synaptic noise, the m ultiplicative synaptic noise and ran—
dom deletion are assum ed.@ Storage capacity can be ob—
tained by solving the orderparam eter equations.

Figure :ff showsm () curves In the random deletion
network w ith the number of neurons N = 3000 and the

ring rate £ = 0: forthe connecting ratec= 0d,c= 03,
and c= 10. Ik can be con m ed that the theoretical
results of the SCSNA are in good agreem ent w ith the
com puter sin ulation resuls from F jgg. Since it isknown
that theoretical results cbtained by m eans ofthe SCSNA
are generally in good agreem ent w ith the results obtained
through the com puter sin ulations using various m odels
that include synaptic noise, w e treat the resultsby m eans
ofthe SCSNA only 16, 20, 21, 23, 23, 24, 29, 261.

Through the relationships oqus.C_Z-é)—C_?;g), the sym —
m etric additive synaptic noise, the symm etric random
deletion, and the nonlinear synapse can be discussed
In term s of the sym m etric m ultiplicative synaptic noise.
Therefore, rst of all, we deal wih the multiplicative
synaptic noise.

A . M ultiplicative synaptic noise

F jgure-'_S show s the dependence of storage capaciy on
the multiplicative synaptic noise. As it is clear from
F J'gz_ﬂ, storage capaciy . is Inversely proportionalto the
variance of the m ultiplicative synaptic noise }24 , when
them ultiplicative synaptic noise is extrem ely large. Stor—



' SCSNA(f—OS) [
2/( TG

storage capacity 10go(0c)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
multiplicative noise  10g10@w)

FIG .5: D ependence ofstorage capacity . on them uliplica-
tive synaptic noise fq atthe ringratef = 0:5. Com parison

of asym ptote and the results from the SCSNA .
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FIG. 6:
plicative synaptic noise fq . It can be con m ed that the

order of the asym ptote does not depend on the ring rate.
age capacity . asym ptotically approaches
2
p= (31)
M

(see A ppendix '_C-:) . In the sparse lin  where the ring
rate is extrem e]y an all, it isknown that storage capaciy
becomes .’ 1=(fjlogf) {8, 20, 28, 24, 301.

FJgured shows the results from the SCSNA and the
asym ptote at the ringrate f = 05. FJgure-_E show s the
results from the SCSNA atvarious ring rates. It can be
con m ed that the order of the asym ptote O (—) does

not depend on the ring rate from FJg,6

B. Random deletion

Next, we discuss the asym ptote of the random dele-
tion. The random deltion w ith the connecting rate c can
be transform ed into the m ultiplicative synaptic noise by
Eq.C_Z-j) . Hence, at the lin it w here the connecting rate c
is extrem ely am all, storage capaciy becom es

2 2c

c 2 a o

2
-G (32)

synapse efficiency  Seff

SCSNA(f= 05) —_—

connecting rate  10g10(c)

FIG.7: Dependence of the synapse e ciency Serr on the
random delktion w ith the connecting rate c at the ring rate
f = 05. Comparison of asym ptote and the resuls from the
SCSNA .
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FIG . 8: Dependence of the synapse e cliency Sers on the
random deletion w ith the connecting rate c at various ring
rates. Tt can be con m ed that the order of the asym ptote
does not depend on the ring rate.

according to the asym ptote of the m ultiplicative synap—
ticnoise in Eq. @-]; In the random deletion, the synapse
e ciency Seff, which is storage capaciy per the con—
necting rate ﬂéJ. :16], ie., storage capacity per the input
ofone neuron, and de ned as

Sert —; 33)
C

approaches a constant value as

c 2
Sefe = — = —; (34)
c

according to Eq.i_B-g:) at the lin i where the connecting
rate c is extrem ely sm all.

Figure ::/! show s the result from the SCSNA and the
asymptote at the ring rate £ = 0:5. FigureiB shows
the results from the SCSNA at various ring rates. It
can be con m ed that the order of the asym ptote, O (1)
w ith respect to ¢, doesnot depend on the ring rate from
Figd.



C . System atic D eletion
1. C lipped synapse
Synapses w thin the range t< z < tare pruned by

the nonlinear function oqu.{_l-fJ'l) .
The oonnection rate c of the synaptic delktion in

Eq.Q-I_;) jsgjyenzby,
t
c = Dz=1 erfp=)
fzif, (z;t)6 0g 2
"2 @
2
! Ztlexp( —); t! 1 ; 35)

2

since the synaptic connection T;; before acting the non-—
linear function ofE g. Cl3 ) obeysthe G aussian distribution

(0;1). Next, J;J ofEgs.£9) and {30) becom e

Z r _
2 £
J = 2 Dz zson (z) = — exp ( E)
t
't t! 1 (36)
Z
t
J? = 2 Dz=1 erf(e—z)=c: 37)
t
Hence, the equivalent m ultplicative synaptic noise 54
is obtained as,
A NI (38)
M J2 e T )

T he relationship ofthe pruning range t and the connect-
Ing rate c

Y= 2lgc; (39)

is obtained by taking the lgarithm of Eq.(33) at t !
1 Iim i. Therefore, at the lin i where the equivalent
connecting rate c is extrem ely sm all, storage capacity .
can be obtained

4
<= —clgc; 40)

through Egs {_51‘ d_3-§‘ and C_Sjé).The synapse e cliency

becom es

[e}

4
Sefr = == bgec: 41)

Figure § shows the results from the SC SNA and the
asym ptoteatthe ringratef = 05. FJgurelO show sthe
results from the SCSNA atvarious ring rates. It can be
con m ed that the order of the asym ptote O (Iogc) does
not depend on the ring rate from FJg_.lO

2. M inim alvalue deletion
In a sin flar way, the equivalent m ultiplicative synap—
ticnoise 2 ofthe system atic deletion ofEq.{18) is ob-
tained as follow s,

42)

35
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FIG. 9: Dependence of the synapse e ciency Serr with

the clipped synapse on the connecting rate c at £ = 05.
C om parison of the results from the SCSNA and asym ptote.
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FIG .10: D ependence ofthe synapsee cincy Serr W ih the
clipped synapse on the ring rate f. It can be con m ed that
the order of the asym ptote does not depend on the ring rate.

w here the connecting rate cand J;Joqus.{_Z-gl) and {_59'
are

Z
t
c = Dz=1 erfe—)
£z (2;0)6 Og 2
r
2, £
! —t " exp( E); t! 1; 43)
r_
2 £ t
J = —texp( —)+ 1 erfe—=)
2 2
2 £
! —texp ( E); t! 1; 44)
32 = J; 45)

respectively. Hence, at the lin it where the equivalent
connecting rate c is extrem ely sm all, storage capacity .
and the synapse e c:nency Sers Ccan be obtained through
Egs. GL)C C42), and C39) as ollow s,

4
¢ = —clgg; (46)

4
Secs =  —logg; 47)
respectively. Figure :_i}: show s the results from the SC-

SNA and the asym ptote at the ringrate f = 05. Fig—
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the m inim al value deletion on the connecting rate c at time
f = 0:5. Com parison of the results from the SCSNA and the
asym ptote.
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FIG.12: Dependence of the synapse e ciency Sers W ih

the m inim al value deletion on the ring rate £. It can be
con m ing that the order of the asym ptote does not depend
on the ring rate.

ure:iZ' show sthe results from the SCSNA atvarious ring
rates. It can be con m ed that the order of the asymp-
tote does not depend on the ring rate from FJg.lQ

3. Compressed dektion

Again, In the sim ilar way,

Theequivalentm thJpJJcatJye synaptic noise fq ofthe
system atic deketion ofEq.{l9) is given by
2 _ T 12 e 48)
= J? 2c’ !

w here the connecting rate cand J;Joqus.C_Z-g') and C_S-Q)

are
Z
t
c = Dz=1 erfe=);
fzif3 (z;t)6 Og 2
o —tlexp( —); t! 1; 49
J = c (50)
Z Z
J? = Dzt (z;t)2+t2 Dzf (z;t)2
1 1
Z
2t Dz f; (z;9)f; (z;0)
. 1
2 £ t
= —texp( =)+ 1 erfe—)
2 2
r __
t
+£ 1 erf(e—z) 2t Zexp( —)
! 2_c t! 1 ; (51)
. tzr . ’

regpectively. Here, we use a asym ptotic expansion equa—
tion of the error function

erf(x) = ox') ; 62)

for x 1. In order for the 1rst term and the second
term oqu.(_‘.';]_;) to be sam e order, the asym ptotic ex-—
pansion equation has taken the approxin ation ofO ¢ 3)
and O (t° ) respectively. The equivalent m ultiplicative
synaptic noise in the case of system atic deletion becom es
double that of the clipped synapse of Eq. C38 and the
m inin alvalie deletion ofEq. @8 T herefore, at the lim it
w here the equivalent connecting rate c isextrem ely am all,
storage capacity . and the synapse e c:ency Seff Can
be cbtained through Egs. CBZIJ C d48 and B9) as ollow s,

2
c —cloggc; (53)

2
— logc; (54)

Seft

respectively. Figure :_ig' show s the results from the SC-
SNA and the asym ptote at the ringrate f = 05. Fig—
ure '2[4 show s the results by the SCSNA at various ring
rates. Itcanbecon 1 ed that the orderofthe asym ptote
O (Iogc) does not depend on the ring rate from FJgultl

Figure 35 show s the dependence of the synapse e -
ciency Sers On the connecting rate c obtained by m eans
of the SCSNA . Tabl :_i show s the asym ptote of storage
capacity with the random deletion and the system atic
deletion. Hence, when using m Inin al value deltion as
the sin plest from of system atic deletion we found that
the synapse e ciency in the case of system atic deletion
becom es

Serf (system atic de]etjon) = j]og cg
Serr (random deletion) 2

= 2jlogcy  (55)



s SCSNA(f=05) ——
30t “(2/mlogc ——— 1
25t

synapse efficiency  Seff

-12 -10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0
connecting rate  1ogo (€)

FIG.13: Dependence of the synapse e ciency Serr with
the com pressed deletion on the connecting rate cat £ = 0:5.
Com parison of the resuls from the SCSNA and the asym p-—
tote.
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) -12 -10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0
connecting rate  10g10(C)
FIG .14: Dependence ofthe synapsee ciency Ser¢ W ith the

com pressed deletion on the ring rate f. Tt can becon m ing
that the order of the asym ptote does not depend on the ring
rate.

thus we have shown analytically that the synapse ef-
ciency In the case of system atic deletion diverges as
O (Jlogc) at the lin i where the connecting rate c is
extram ely an all, and have shown that the synapse ef-
ciency in the case of the system atic deletion becom es
2jlogcjtim es as large as that ofthe random deletion.

TABLE I: A symptote of storage capacity by the random

deletion and by the system atic deletion at the ring rate f =

05.

T ypes of deletion Storage capacity

(A sym ptote)

random deletion 2= )c

system atic deletion clipped synapse (4= )cjlogcj
m Inin alvalue deletion (4= )cjlogcj
com pressed deletion (2= )cjlogcj

TABLE II: A sym ptote of the synapse e ciency by the ran-
dom delktion and the system atic deletion at the ring rate
f=05.

T ypes of deletion Synapse e ciency
(A sym ptote)
random deletion @=)
system atic deletion clipped synapse (4= )jlogcj
m Inin alvalie deletion (4= )jlogcj
com pressed deletion (2= )jlogcj

35 : : : : :
e 30f 1
3 systematic deletion
> 25 (Clipped Modification) 1
§ 20+ / systematic deletion 1
5 N / (Minimal value deletion)
5 L1 /:\ o 1
-(2m logc
A
& systematic deletion
@ 5 (Compressed deletion)
random deletion
0t . . L
-12 -10 -8 -6
connecting rate  10go(c)
FIG .15: Com parison ofthe synapse e ciency with the ran—

dom delktion and that wih the system atic deletion at the
ring rate £ = 0:5.

Iv. THEMEMORY PERFORMANCE UNDER
LIM ITED M ETABOLIC ENERGY RESOURCES

U ntilthe previous section, we have discussed the e ect
of synaptic pruning by evaluating the synapse e ciency
which is the m em ory capacity nom alized by connect—
Ing rate c. W hen the connecting rate is ¢, the synapse
num ber per one neuron decreases to AN . T herefore, the
synapse e ciency m eans the capacity per the nput of
one neuron. In the discussion by the synapse e ciency,
the synapse num ber decreases when the connecting rate
is am all.

In addition to such the xed neuron number crite—
rion,a xed synapsenum ber criterion could be discussed.
At the synaptic growth stage, it is natural to assum e
that m etabolic energy resources are restricted. W hen
m etabolic energy resources are lim ited, i is also in por-
tant that the e ect of synaptic pruning is discussed un—
der Ilim ited synapse number. Chechik et al. discussed
the m em orized pattem num ber per one synapse under a

xed synapse num ber criterion :_ﬂ_iS]D They pointed out
the existence of an optin al connecting rate under the

xed synapse num ber criterion and suggested an expla—
nation of synaptic pruning as follow s: synaptic pruning
ollow ing over-grow th can im prove perform ance ofa net-
work with lim ited synaptic resources.



T he synapse number is N ? i the fi1ll connected case
c= 1. We consider the larger network with M (> N)
neurons. T he synapse num ber in the lager netw orksw ih
the connecting rate c becomes dM 2. W e can introduce
the xed synapsenum ber criterion by considering a lJarger
network which hasM neurons, ie.,

(56)

synapses at the connecting rate c. The m em orized pat-
tem num ber per one synapse becom es

pC pC C C
=—=—=p—7 57
M2 N2 N a &7
w here the criticalm em orized pattem num ber p. is
Pc= N: (58)

W ede nethecoe cient C=p casm em ory perform ance.
W e discussthe e ect of synaptic pruning by the m em ory
perform ance. Under lim ited m etabolic energy resources,
the optin al strategy is the m axin ization of the m em ory
perform ance. Chechik et al. showed the existence of the
optin aloonnect:ng rate which m axin ize m em ory perfor-
m ance Il5] T he m em ory perform ance can be calculated
by nom alising the capaciy, w h]%l isgiven by sonJng the
orderparam eterequations,with c.F Jgure.l6 show sthe
dependence of the m em ory perform ance on the connect—
Ing rate in three types of pruning. It is con m ed that
there are the optim alvalues which m axin ized them em -
ory perform ance by each deletions. T he optin alconnect-
Ing rates of clipped synapse, m inim alvalue deletion, and
com pressed deltion are ¢ = 0:036;0:038;0:084, respec—
tively. T his Interesting fact m ay in ply that the m em ory
performm ance is in proved w ithout heavy pruning. T hese
optim al values agree w ith the com puter sin ulation re—
suls given by Chechi et al [L5].

cli napse —
025! minimal vpalp$ eleat‘fonr—r
g PEARNS compessed deletion - - -

I
N

memory performance
o 2
= ol

0.05

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
connecting rate ¢

FIG .16: M em ory perform ance C=p cofnetworkswih di er—
ent num ber of neuronsbut the sam e totalnum ber of synapses

as a function of the connecting rate ¢ In the case of clipped

synapse (the solid line), m inin al value deltion (the dotted

line), and com pressed deletion (the dashed line).

V. CONCLUSION

W e have analytically discussed the synapse e cliency,
which we regarded as the auto-correlation-type associa-
tive m em ory, to evaluate the e ect of the pruning ol
Iow Ing overgrowth. A lthough Chechik et al. pointed
out that the synapse e ciency is increased by the sys—
tem atic deletion, this is qualitatively obvious and the in—
crease in the synapse e ciency should also be discussed
quantitatively. At the lm it where the multiplicative
synaptic noise is extrem ely large, storage capacity . is
nversely as the variance of the m ultiplicative synaptic
noise 2 . From this result, we analytically obtained
that the synapse e ciency In the case of the system atic
deletion divergesasO (jlogc) at the lim it where the con—
necting rate c is extrem ely am all.

On the other hand, i is natural to assume that
m etabolic energy resources are restricted at the synap-
tic grow th stage. W hen m etabolic energy resources are
lim ited, ie., synapse num ber is lim ited, the optin alcon—
necting rate, which m axin ize m em ory perfom ance, ex—
ists. These optim al values are In agream ent w ith the
results given by Chechik et al [_ig:]

In the correlation leaming, which can be considered a
prototype of any other leaming rules, various properties
can be analyzed quantitatively. The asym ptote of
synapse e ciency in the model with another leaming
rule can be discussed in a sim ilar way. A s our future
work, we plan to further discuss these properties while
taking into acocount various considerations regarding
related physiologicalknow ledge.
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APPENDIX A:SCSNA FOR ADDITIVE
SYNAPTIC NOISE

D erivations of the orderparam eterEqs.{_éQ') —{_2-4) are
given here. The SCSNA starts from the xed-pointequa—
tions ﬁ)_r the dynam ics of the N -neuron netw ork shown
asEqg. {;L The random m em ory pattems are generated
according to the probability distrbution ofEg. {2) The
syanaptic connections are given by Eg. (-4) . The asym -
m etric additive synaptic noise, ;5 and 5; are indepen-—
dently generated according to the probability distribu-
tion oqu.{j) . M oreover, we can analyze a m ore general



case, where ;5 and 4; have an arbitary correlation such
that

J2
2. 1 k 1:

2)2 27

Covliy; 5il= k ————
[13 jl] N @

@Al
In this general case, the sym m etric and the asym m etric
additive synaptic noise correspondtok = landk = 0,
respectively. Here, we assum e the probability distribu-
tion of the additive syanptic noise is nom aldistribution
iy N (O;ﬁ 2). However, any probability dis-
tribbutions, which have sam e average and variance, can be
discussed by the central lim it theorem in the sim ilarway
of the follow ing disscussion. D e ning the loading rate as
= p=N ,we can write the local eld h; rneuron ias

R
hl Jinj
i6 i
XN R
= J (; am + i3%3 J xRy A2)

=1 i6 i

wherem is the overlap between the stored pattem
and the equilbbriuim state x de ned by

a)x: @A 3)

The second tem incliding x5 = F (; + h) in Eq.@2)

dependson ;. The ;5 dependences ofxy are extracted
from Xy
Xj = Xj( 31) + jiXiXO; 31) H (A4)
w here
" = Foy ogx; @®5)
(51)
Xoj ’ = F O(hj jixi): (AG)
Substituting Eq.® 4) into Eq.@3), the bcal eld h can
be expressed as
XN X (i
hi = J (3 am + 3% 7 J Xi
=1 361
X
ol 51)
X i o3Xy ol @)
361

W e assum e that Eq.{g\_:/:) and x; = F (i + h) can be
solved by using the e ective response functionF ) as,

XP X .
X =F J (, am + 13X D A 8)
=1 i6 i

Let ® bethe target pattem to be retrieved. Therefore,
wecan assumethatm;= O (1) andm = O (I= N); >

10

1. Then we can use the Taylor expansion to obtain

m = éxq (, ax'’
N@ &)t
J o)
+N(1 )i=1(l a)2m Xy
1 R
= ———  (, ax'+Jum
N@o & "
= - ! (; ax’'; @9
N@ &)@ Ju) *

by substituting Eq.@§) into the overlp de ned by
Eq.@ 3), where

() Xt 2 (51)
x;, = F J (5 am + 3% ;@A 10)
€ j6 1
() Xt ¥ (51)
X = F°g (; am + uxy A1)
6 96 i
1 ¥
U= = o0, @12)

E quations @;:’Z) and @:9) give the follow Ing expression
for the local eld:

h; = i a)m;
J2 J2 5
+ k Ux;
1 g0 a &z * °F
N
+ J o (; a( ax’
N@1 &)@ Ju) * J
€ =2
S (51)
+ i3 jj : (Al3)
36 i

N ote that the second term in Eq.@:l:a’) denotes the ef-
fective selfcoupling term . T he third and the last tem s
are sum m ations of uncorrelated random variables, w ith
m ean 0 and varianoce,

J2
N2@1 &£)2@ Juy
R XN O
(; af(y are&’)
$i =2
g2
= ; 14
@ JU)zq @A 14)
X J2
2 . (31)y2 _ 2 .
s ij (XJ )= m a2 A15)



regpectively. The cross tem of these term s have van—
ished. Thus, we nally obtain

h; = J(:lL ami; + zj
J? J? 5
t JU+k T2 h Ux; ([@16)
J%q J?
Z = + gt 17
@ agup @ =ap ¢ @17

from Egs.{a 14) and {_AlS),wherezl N (0;1).Equation
£3) isgivenby Eq.A17) . Finally, afterrew riting !,
mi! m,z ! z,and x; ! Y (z; ), the results of the
SCSNA for the additive synaptic noise are sum m arized

by the orderparam eter equations of E gs. {20 C22 ) as,
1 Z
m—% ) Dz< ( a)y (z; )> ;
q = Dz<Y(z;)2>;
Z
U= — Dzz<Y(z;)>;

where the e ective response function Y (z; ) becom es

Y(@z;)=F J( am+ z+h

J? J? 5
+ + k
1 Ju a 22 *°

Uy (z; )
A 18)

The e ective response function of Eq, (24) can be ob-
tained by substituting k = 1 into Eq. @13)

APPENDIX B:EQUIVALENCE AMONG THREE
TYPES OF NO ISE

T hem uliplicative synaptic noise, the random synaptic
deletion, and the nonlinear synapse can be discussed in
the sin ilar m anner to A ppendix Al.

1. M ultiplicative synaptic noise

D erivations of the equivalent noise Eq.@-é) is given
here. W e can also analyze by a sin ilar m anner to the
analysis of the additive synathc noise. The syanaptic
connections are given by Eq. @d The asymm etricm ulti-
plicative synaptic noise, ";; and "y; are Independently
generated according to the probability distribution of
Eq.@) . W e analyze a m ore general case, where 5 and

;1 have an arbitary correlation such that
Covly;"ul=ke 5; 1 %k 1: B1)
In this general case, the sym m etric and the asym m etric
m ultiplicative synaptic noise correspond to k= = 1 and

11

ke = 0, regpectively. Here, we assum e the probability
distrdbbution of the m ultiplicative synaptic noise is nor-

maldistrbution ™3 N (0; 2 ). The bcal edh Pr
neuron ibecom es

XN

h; = (5 a)m
=1
1 XN 3
+ N @ ) "yl Al a)x
=1561i
Xij B2)

wherem isthe overlap de ned by Eq.':(._P_:__B) . The second
term including x5 = F (s + h) in Eq.@2) depends on
"5i. The ";; dependences and ; dependences of xj are
extracted from x5,

) ("31)

Xy = xj + h§ ;"jigxog )("]1); ®3)
£ "9 _
hy = (3 am
1 X
+ " a a
T G At am
k6 j
"ji XN
+ a a)x
Na 2 . (5 ) (4 )%
+ e a a)x; 4
Nad ) (5 ) (4 )% B4)
w here
ng )M g h; h§ ;"jlq); ®5)
XO; ) ("31) Fo(hj hﬁ ;"jig): ®6)

W e assum ethatEq.é:Z) and x; = F (;t+ h) can be solved
by using the e ective resoponse functionF” (u) as,

+N r &)
B7)

Let ' be the target pattem. W e substitute E q.{é_:/:) nto
the overlap de ned by E q,'_(A:;3) and expand the resultant

expressi{gm by (; am ( > 1), which has the order
ofO (1= N ). This lradsto
m = ! * (; ax’ ®8)
S I



w here

XN
x{ = F (; am

s

1 XA " () (")
+m B ij (3 a)(y a)% ;
€ J61
B9)

and U isde ned by the sin ilar way of EquA 12) in the
case of the additive synaptic noise. Equations @2), B 3)
and B4§) give

hi = (§{ am+ +ke 2 Ux;
1 R XN O
e e o o 6@
i =2
1 xR " ()50
RS 0 ) pl;  al  ax

B10)

The third and last tem s can be regarded as the noise
term s. T he variance of the noise temm s becom es

2 q 2
= —+ : 11
T U7 v d ®11)
Thus,afferrewritihg { !  andm; ! m,weobtain the
e ective response fiinction:
Y(z;)=F ( aym + z+ h
+ + kn qu uyY (z; )
B12)
Finally, the equivalence between the multiplicative

synaptic noise and the additive synaptic noise is obtained
as follow s,

J = 1; ®13)
2= 1 &% i B14)
k = kn; B15)

by comparing Egs.@11) and @14) to Egs.@17) and
4). oo T oo

1B

2. Random deletion

D erivations of the equivalent noise Eq.(,’_z-j) is given
here. The random deletion has sin ilare ectsto themul-
tiplicative synaptic noise. Therefore, we analyse by a
sim ilar way to the analysis of the m ultiplicative synaptic
noise. The syanaptic connections are given by Eq.z_l-(_j) .

12

The asym m etric cut coe cients are Independently gener—
ated according to the probability distribution ofEq.(L1).
W e analyze a m ore general case, where ¢;5 and c;; have
an arbitary correlation such that

Covlsici] = keVarks)i 1 k1 (B16)
varly;l = Ely)®] € lg)’
= cl o: ®17)

In this general case, the sym m etric and asym m etric ran—
dom deletion corresoond to k. = 1 and k. = 0, respec—
tively. A cocording to a sin ilar analysis of the m ultiplica-
tive synaptic noise, the local eld becom es

1 ke@ ©
h; = (1 aym; + + Ux;
1 U C
1 R XN )
+N(1 &)1 U)._ . oal
%1 =2
1 XN 3
+Nc(1 ) | ‘(Cij )
=1361
() (c51)
G a  ax ®18)
w here
X; ) (C51) =F (hj hJ; ;leg); B19)
XN
()
.= F
X, . (3 am + Nod 2
XN X
@ oG a e
€ J61
B20)
£ jcyig _ 1
hj = (j am + o0 2
pal
Cx oA al  ax
k6 3
XN
S © ,
+Nc(l 2) (5 a; ax
Gi ¢
. ; 21
o o PG am ®21)

and U isde ned by Eqi® l?.) sin ilarly. T he variance of
the noise temm is given by

5 q 1 c
= + : 22
1 Uy - a B22)
T hus, after rew riting i ! andmq; ! m,thee ective
regponse function becom es
Y(@z;)=F ( ajm + z+ h
1 ke@ ¢
+ + o ) UY (z; )

B23)



F inally, the equivalence betw een random deletion and the
additive synaptic noise is cbtained as follow s,

J = 1; B24)

A= az)zlc y ®25)

k = kei B 26)

by com paring Egs. (5_3-_22 _an é_3_2-_) to Egs. (;;-\-_l-j and

@1d). Substituting E q|{]_3_2_3 Eq.@14), we obtain
).

the equivalence ofEq C_Z

3. N onlinear synapse

D erivations of the equivalent noise Eq.@-é) is given
here. The e ect of the nonlinear synapse can be sgpa—
rated Into a signalpart and a noise part. T he noise part
can be regarded as the additive synaptic noise.

T he system atic deletion of synaptic connections can be
achieved by introducing synathc noisew ith an appropri-
ate nonlinear function f (x) ﬂ4.] Note that Ti; cbeys
the nom aldistrbution N (0;1) forp= N ! 1 . Ac-
cording to this naive S/N analysis [_1-§], we can w rite the
connections as

P
Jij = N_pf(Tij)
“wa @ P60
plsf(l" ) J * ( ) ( )
ij N 1 2) . i alty a
5
= N—fJle [f(Tj_j) JTij]g: @27)

T he ollow ing derivation suggests that the residual over—
lbpm forthe rsttem JnEq-(BZ'7) is enhanced by a
factorofl=(@  JU), whilk any enhancem ent to the last
part is canceled because of the subtraction. It also in —
plies that the last part corresponds to the synaptic noise.
For the SCSNA of the nonlinear synapse, we can ana—
Iyze by a sim ilar m anner of the analysis of the additive
synaptic noise. W e obtain the local eld:

J2
hi = J : + T2 F) U i
(i amg 1 JU+( ) Ux
P=x
P (T51)
+ N £ (Ti3) JTij]XjT
i6 i
J xXP X O
+ : .7
Na &Ha oy @G
=2 361

®B28)

13

w here
XP
xi) = F J (3 a)m
s
P
I
t—  Eogh Iy R e29)
61
Pp
(T55)
;7 F  h; N—[f(Tji) JTilxi) 5 B30)
O 1 X
Tij = pm (1 a)(j a); B31)

and U isde ned by EqI@1?) sin flarly. The variance of
the noise tem is given by

2

J°q
2
= ———~ g+ (F2  F): 32
l JU)ZC{ ( ) B32)
Thus, afferrewriting ;! andm; ! m,Thee ective
regponse function becom es
Y@z )= F J( am + z+ h
2
+

St T2 F) UY ;)
B33)

Finally, the equivalence between the nonlinear synapse
and the additive synaptic noise is cbtained as ollow s,

= o ) ; 1; ®34)
Z
J = D x xf (x) B35)
Z
J?2 =  Dxf(x)? ®36)
by com paring Egs. é332 nd d_%-?: to Egs .&11) and
@1d). substituting Eq.B34) into Eq.@14), we cbtain

the equivalence of E q.C_ZE_%')

APPENDIX C:ASYMPTOTE FOR LARGE
MULTIPLICATIVE SYNAPTIC NO ISE

D erivations of the asym ptote of storage capacity n a
large m ultiplicative synaptic noise |y is given here.

I Egs.@0) -£24), ta= 0,0 = 1,andF ) = son x),
the orderparam eter equations becom e
m
m = erf pi— ; c1
qa=1; c2)
r__
12 m ?
U = — —exp 52 C3)



the threshold becomesh = 0, thee ective response finc—
tion ofEqg. 6241) and the variance of the noise becom e

Y (z; )
2

son(m + z); c4)

= T opt A €5)

respectively, w here the error finction erf(x) isde ned as
Z

X
2

2 u
erf(X) = p— e du:

ceo)
0
T he slope of the rh s. oqu.{_é_-l:) is given by
r__
derf m 1 2 m 2 c)
il = = - Zex -
dm 2 Y

E quation @:].') hasnontrivial solutionsm € 0 w ithin the

range w here the slope ofthe rh s. ofE q.{_é_:/:) atm = 0is

greater than 1. T herefore, the critical value of the noise
2 is given by

c8)

T his show s that a retrievalphase existsonly for < .
W ede netheparameter (K 1) de ned as

= — c9)

to solve form as a function of in the vicinity of this
criticalvalie .. The crticalvalue ofthe additive synap—
tic noise isdiscussed in the caseof ’ 1. Theoverlapm
show sthe rst order phase transition when » issnall,
but it is regarded as the second order phase transition
at large a region. The overlap becom esm 1 when

" land , issu ciently large, therefore the nontrivial
solution ofm is given as

3

6 2

m’E

4 p—
+0m™)= . 6@ )i €10)
by Taylor expansion jng]}ldjng tem s up to the third or-
der. Substituting Eq.@_lg) into Eq.€C3), U becom es
2 1

v’ -1 C11)

14

From Eq.C_Z-Q'), the variance of the m ultiplicative synap—
tic noise ; is related to the variance of the additive

synapticnoise 2 as

2 2
2= 2, €12)

when biasa = 0. Therefore, substituting Eqs.('(_l-_l-}') and
€12) into Eq.€9), the variance of the noise  is given
as

L 2. 1
10 )2+ M C13)

The loading rate becom es

_ 8 “ 7 : C14)
244 2.1 27
W hen the overlap is sm allenough, ie., m 1, the order—

param eter equations of Eqs @1' @5 reduce to Eq.
€14). sowing Eq.£14) for the xed valie of and
, we obtain the param eter . Substituting ntoEq.
1d we can obtain the overlapm forgiven and |y .
NS Jseasty con m ed that the Increaseswith forthe
xed valueof y . T hJS m eans that the m axim al value

of which holdsEqg. C 14 ) corresponds to them axin um
value of , that is storage capacity . The criticalvalue
¢ Isequalto the value w hich m axin izes the loading rate

ofE q.('g-_l-_4) and becom es

W™ @w)*3; €15)
c 1+ (2 N )2=3 M ’
inalarge y limit. Therefore, substiuting Eq. ('Q-_l-_ﬂ)
into Eq.{ 14), we obtain Eq.{31) as Hlows:
2
o= —: €16)
M
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