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In thedevelopm entofthebrain,itisknown thatsynapsesarepruned following over-growth.This

pruning following over-growth seem sto be a universalphenom enon thatoccursin alm ostallareas

{ visualcortex,m otor area,association area,and so on. It has been shown num erically that the

synapsee� ciency isincreased by system atic deletion.W ediscussthesynapsee� ciency to evaluate

thee� ectofpruningfollowing over-growth,and analytically show thatthesynapsee� ciency diverges

asO (jlogcj)atthelim itwhereconnecting ratecisextrem ely sm all.Undera � xed synapsenum ber

criterion,the optim alconnecting rate,which m axim ize m em ory perform ance,exists.

PACS num bers:87.10.+ e,89.70,+ c,05.90.+ m

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In thispaper,weanalyticallydiscusssynapsee� ciency

to evaluate e� ectsofpruning following over-growth dur-

ing brain developm ent, within the fram ework of auto-

correlation-typeassociativem em ory.

Becausethispruningfollowingover-growthseem stobe

a universalphenom enon thatoccurs in alm ostallareas

{ visualcortex,m otorarea,association area,and so on

[1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10]{ we discuss the m eaning

ofitsfunction from a universalviewpointratherthan in

term s ofparticular properties in each area. O fcourse,

to discussthisphenom enon asa universalproperty ofa

neuralnetwork m odel,weneed to choosean appropriate

m odel.

Arti� cialneuralnetwork m odelsareroughly classi� ed

into two types:feed forward m odelsand recurrentm od-

els. Various learning rules are applied to the architec-

tures of these m odels, and correlation learning corre-

sponding to the Hebb rule can be considered a proto-

type ofany other learning rules. For instance,correla-

tion learning can be regarded as a � rst-order approxi-

m ation ofthe orthogonalprojection m atrix,becausethe

orthogonalprojection m atrix can be expanded by cor-

relation m atrices[11]. In thisrespect,we can naturally

regard a correlation-type associative m em ory m odelas

oneprototypeoftheneuralnetwork m odelsofthebrain.

For exam ple,Am it et al. discussed the function ofthe

colum n ofanteriorventraltem poralcortex by m eansof

a m odelbased on correlation-type associative m em ory

m odel[12,13].Also,Som polinsky discussed thee� ectof

dilution. He assum ed that the capacity is proportional

to thenum berofrem aining bonds,and pointed outthat

�Electronic address:m im ura@ kobe-kosen.ac.jp

a synapse e� ciency of diluted network, which is stor-

age capacity pera connecting rate,ishigherthan a full

connected network’s one [14]. Chechik et al. discussed

the signi� cance ofthe function ofthe pruning following

over-growth on thebasisofa correlation-typeassociative

m em ory m odel[15]. They pointed out that a m em ory

perform ance,which isstored pattern num berpersynapse

num ber,is m axim ized by system atic deletion that cuts

synapsesthatare lightly weighted. However,while itis

qualitativelyobviousthatsynapsee� ciency and m em ory

perform ance are increased by a system atic deletion,we

also need to consider the increase ofsynapse e� ciency

quantitatively.

In thispaper,wequantitatively com parethee� ective-

nessofsystem aticdeletion to thatwith random deletion

on thebasisofan auto-correlation-typeassociativem em -

ory m odel. In this m odel,one neuron is connected to

other neurons with a proportion ofc,where c is called

the connecting rate. System atic deletion is considered

as a kind ofnonlinear correlation learning [16]. At the

lim itwherethenum berofneuronsN isextrem ely large,

itisknown thatrandom deletion and nonlinearcorrela-

tion learningcan betransform ed intocorrelationlearning

with synapticnoise[14,16].Thesetwo typesofdeletion,

system atic and random , are strongly related to m ulti-

plicative synaptic noise. First,we investigated the de-

pendence ofstorage capacity on m ultiplicative synaptic

noise. At the lim it where m ultiplicative synaptic noise

is extrem ely large,we show that storage capacity is in-

versely proportionalto thevarianceofthem ultiplicative

synaptic noise. From this result,we analytically derive

thatthesynapsee� ciency in thecaseofsystem aticdele-

tion diverges as O (jlogcj) at the lim it where the con-

necting ratecisextrem ely sm all.W ealso show thatthe

synapse e� ciency in the case ofsystem atic deletion be-

com es2jlogcjtim esaslargeasthatofrandom deletion.

In addition to such the � xed neuron num bercriterion
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as the synapse e� ciency,a � xed synapse num ber crite-

rion could bediscussed.Atthesynapticgrowth stage,it

isnaturalto assum ethatm etabolicenergy resourcesare

restricted.W hen m etabolicenergy resourcesarelim ited,

it is also im portant that the e� ect ofsynaptic pruning

is discussed under lim ited synapse num ber. Under this

criterion,the optim alconnecting rate,which m axim ize

m em ory perform ance,exists. These optim alconnecting

ratesarein agreem entwith the com putersim ulation re-

sultsgiven by Chechik etal[15].

II. M O D EL

Som polinskydiscussed thee� ectsofsynapticnoiseand

nonlinear synapse by m eans ofthe replica m ethod [14].

However,sym m etry ofthesynapticconnectionsJij = Jji
is required in the replica m ethod since the existence of

theLjapunov function isnecessary.Therefore,therewas

a problem that the sym m etry regarding synaptic noise

had to be assum ed in the Som polinsky theory.To avoid

this problem , O kada et al. discussed additive synap-

tic noise,m ultiplicative synaptic noise,random synap-

tic deletion,and nonlinearsynapseby m eansofthe self-

consistent signal-to-noise analysis (SCSNA) [16]. They

showed that additive synaptic noise, random synaptic

deletion,nonlinearsynapsecan betransform ed into m ul-

tiplicativesynaptic noise.

Here,we discussthe synchronousdynam icsas,

xi = F (

NX

j6= i

Jijxj + h); (1)

whereF istheresponsefunction,xi isthe outputactiv-

ity ofneuron i,and � h isthe threshold ofeach neuron.

Every com ponent �
�

i in a m em orized pattern �
�
is an

independentrandom variable,

Prob[�
�

i = � 1]=
1� a

2
; (2)

and thegenerated patternsarecalled sparsepattern with

biasa (� 1< a < 1).W ehavedeterm ined thatthe� ring

rate ofstatesin the retrievalphase isthe sam e foreach

m em orized pattern [17,18]. In this case,threshold � h

can be determ ined as,

a =
1

N

NX

i= 1

sgn(
X

j6= i

Jijxi+ h): (3)

The � ring ratebecom esf = (1+ a)=2 atthe biasa.

Additive synaptic noise,m ultiplicative synaptic noise,

random synapticdeletion,and nonlinearsynapsecan be

introduced by synapticconnectionsin thefollowingm an-

ner.

In thecaseofadditivesynapticnoise,synapticconnec-

tionsareconstituted as,

Jij =
J

N (1� a2)

�NX

�= 1

(�
�

i
� a)(�

�

j
� a)+ �ij; (4)

where �ij isthe additive synaptic noise.The sym m etric

additivesynapticnoise�ij and �ji aregenerated accord-

ing to the probability,

�ij � N (0;
�2A

N
); �ij = �ji; (5)

where�2A istheabsolutestrength oftheadditivesynaptic

noise. The param eter �A is assum ed to be O (1). This

m eansthatthe synaptic connection Jij isO (1=
p
N ). It

isusefulto de� ne the param eter�A as

� A �
�A

J=(1� a2)
; (6)

which m easures the relative strength of the noise and

we callthe param eter � 2
A the variance ofthe additive

synaptic noise. Therefore,we de� ne the probability to

generatethe additivesynaptic noise�ij as

�ij � N (0;
J2

N (1� a2)2
� 2

A ); �ij = �ji: (7)

In the case ofm ultiplicative synaptic noise,synaptic

connectionsareconstituted as,

Jij =
1+ "ij

N (1� a2)

�NX

�= 1

(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a); (8)

where"ij ism ultiplicativesynapticnoise.Thesym m etric

m ultiplicative noise "ij and "ji are generated according

to the probability,

"ij � N (0;�2M ); "ij = "ji; (9)

where � 2
M isthe variance ofthe m ultiplicative synaptic

noise.

In the m odelof random synaptic deletion, synaptic

connectionsareconstituted as,

Jij =
cij

N c(1� a2)

�NX

�= 1

(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a); (10)

where cij isa cutcoe� cient. The synapse thatiscutis

represented by the cutcoe� cientcij = 0.In the case of

sym m etric random deletion,the cut coe� cientscij and

cji aregenerated according to the probability,

Prob[cij = 1]= 1� Prob[cij = 0]= c; cij = cji; (11)

wherecisthe connecting rate.

In the m odelofnonlinear synapse,synaptic connec-

tionsareconstituted as,

Jij =

p
p

N
f(Tij); (12)

Tij =
1

p
p(1� a2)

pX

�= 1

(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a)

� N (0;1); (13)

where p = �N . The nonlinearsynapse isintroduced by

applying thenonlinearfunction f(x)to theconventional

Hebbian connection m atrix Tij.
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A . System atic deletion by nonlinear synapse

Chechik et al. pointed out that a m em ory perfor-

m ance,which isa storagepattern num berpera synapse

num ber,is m axim ized by system atic deletion that cuts

synapses that are lightly weighted [12,13,15]. Such a

system atic deletion can be represented by the nonlinear

function f(x)foranonlinearsynapse.In accordancewith

Chechik etal.,we discussthree typesofnonlinearfunc-

tions(Figs.1,2,and 3).Fig.1showsclipped m odi� cation

thatisdiscussed generally as

f1(z;t)=

�
sgn(z); jzj> t

0; otherwise:
(14)

Chechik et al. also obtained the nonlinear functions

shown in Figs.2and 3byapplyingthefollowingoptim iza-

tion principles[15,19].In orderto evaluatethe e� ectof

synapticpruning on thenetwork’sretrievalperform ance,

Chechik etal. study itse� ecton the signal-to-noise ra-

tio (S/N)ofthe internal� eld hi �
P

j6= i
Jijxj + h [15].

The S/N iscalculated by analyzing the m om entsofthe

internal� eld and wasgiven as

S=N =
E [hij�

�

i = 1]� E [hij�
�

i = � 1]
p
V [hij�

�

i]

/
E [zf(z)]
p
E [f(z)2]

=

Z 1

�1

D z zf(z)

Z 1

�1

D z f(z)2

� �(f(z);z); (15)

where z has standard norm aldistribution,i.e.,E [z2]=

V [z]= 1 and D z isG aussian m easurede� ned as

D z =
dz
p
2�

exp(�
z2

2
); (16)

and E ;V denote the operatorsto calculate the expecta-

tion and the variance for the random variables �
�

i (i=

1;� � � ;N ;� = 1;� � � ;�N ), respectively. The function

�(f(z);z)denotesthe correlation coe� cient.Chechik et

al.considered thepiecewiselinearfunction likefollowing

nonlinearfunctions. In orderto � nd the bestnonlinear

function f(z),we should m axim ize �(f(z);z),which is

invariantto scaling.Nam ely,thebestnonlinearfunction

f(x)isobtained by m axim izing E [zf(z)]underthe con-

dition thatE [f(z)2]isconstant. Let be the Lagrange

m ultiplier,itissu� cientto solve

Z 1

�1

D z zf(z)� 

�Z 1

�1

D z f(z)2 � c0

�

! m ax; (17)

forsom e constantc0. Since the synaptic connection be-

fore acting the nonlinearfunction Tij obeysa G aussian

distribution N (0;1),Eq.(13) is averaged over allofthe

synapticconnections.

z
-t t

f  (z,t)1

FIG .1:Clipped synapse.

z
-t t

f  (z,t)2

FIG .2:M inim alvalue deletion.

Thus,the nonlinearfunction shown in Fig.2,

f2(z;t)=

�
z; jzj> t

0; otherwise;
(18)

isalso obtained.Thedeletion by thisnonlinearfunction

iscalled m inim alvaluedeletion.Sim ilarly,by adding the

condition thatthe totalstrength ofsynaptic connectionR
D z jf(z)jisconstant,the nonlinearfunction

f3(z;t) =

�
z� sgn(z)t; jzj> t

0; otherwise

= f2(z;t)� tf1(z;t); (19)

is obtained. The deletion by this nonlinear function is

called com pressed deletion. W e discusssystem atic dele-

tion by using these three types of nonlinear functions

f1(z;t);f2(z;t)and f3(z;t)given by Chechik etal[15].

z
-t t

f  (z,t)3

FIG .3:Com pressed deletion.
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III. R ESU LT S

In this section,the results concerning the m ultiplica-

tivesynapticnoise,therandom deletion,and thenonlin-

ear synapse are shown,at the lim it where the e� ect of

these deletionsisextrem ely large.

The SCSNA startsfrom the � xed-pointequationsfor

the dynam ics ofan N -neuron network as Eq.(1). The

resultsoftheSCSNA forthesym m etricadditivesynaptic

noise are sum m arized by the following order-param eter

equations(seeAppendix A):

m =
1

1� a2

Z

D z < (�� a)Y (z;�)>�; (20)

q =

Z

D z < Y (z;�)2 > �; (21)

U =
1

�

Z

D z z < Y (z;�)> �; (22)

�
2 =

�J 2q

(1� JU )2
+

J2

(1� a2)2
� 2

A q: (23)

Y (z;�) = F

�

J(�� a)m + �z+ h

+

�
�J 2U

1� JU
+

J2

(1� a2)2
� 2

A

�

Y (z;�)

�

;(24)

where< � � � >� im pliesaveragingoverthetargetpattern,

m istheoverlap between the1stm em ory pattern �
1
and

the equilibrium statex isde� ned as

m =
1

N (1� a2)

NX

i= 1

(�1i � a)xi; (25)

notethatgeneralityiskepteveniftheoverlapwasde� ned

by only the1stm em ory pattern,q isEdwards-Anderson

order-param eter,U isa kind ofthe susceptibility,which

m easuressensitivity ofneuron outputwith respecttothe

externalinput,Y (z;�)ise� ective response function,�2

isthe variance ofthe noise. W e setthe outputfunction

F (x)= sgn(x)� ain thefollowingsections,wheredom ain

ofthe x variable isF (x)= 1� a when x � 0,otherwise

F (x)= � 1� a.

Accordingto O kadaetal.[16],thesym m etricadditive

synaptic noise,the sym m etric random deletion,and the

nonlinearsynapsecan betransform ed intothesym m etric

m ultiplicativesynapticnoiseasfollows(seeAppendixB):

the additivesynapticnoiseis

� 2

M =
� 2
A

�(1� a2)2
; (26)

the random deletion is

� 2

M =
1� c

c
; (27)

and the nonlinearsynapseis

� 2

M =
~J2

J2
� 1; (28)

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7

O
v
er

la
p
 

m

Loading Rate

c=0.1
c=0.3
c=1.0

α

FIG . 4: O verlaps in the random deletion network. The

curves represent the theoriticalresults. The dots represent

sim ulation results with N = 3000 and f = 0:1 for the con-

necting rate c= 0:1,c= 0:3,and c= 1:0.

whereJ;~J2 are

J =

Z

D z zf(z); (29)

~J2 =

Z

D z f(z)2: (30)

In the following sections, sym m etries of the additive

synapticnoise,them ultiplicativesynapticnoiseand ran-

dom deletion areassum ed.@ Storagecapacity can beob-

tained by solving the order-param eterequations.

Figure 4 shows m (�) curves in the random deletion

network with the num berofneuronsN = 3000 and the

� ringratef = 0:1fortheconnectingratec= 0:1,c= 0:3,

and c = 1:0. It can be con� rm ed that the theoretical

results ofthe SCSNA are in good agreem ent with the

com putersim ulation resultsfrom Fig.4.Sinceitisknown

thattheoreticalresultsobtained by m eansoftheSCSNA

aregenerallyin good agreem entwith theresultsobtained

through the com puter sim ulationsusing variousm odels

thatincludesynapticnoise,wetreattheresultsby m eans

ofthe SCSNA only [16,20,21,22,23,24,25,26].

Through the relationships ofEqs.(26)-(30),the sym -

m etric additive synaptic noise, the sym m etric random

deletion, and the nonlinear synapse can be discussed

in term softhe sym m etric m ultiplicative synaptic noise.

Therefore, � rst of all, we dealwith the m ultiplicative

synapticnoise.

A . M ultiplicative synaptic noise

Figure5 showsthe dependence ofstoragecapacity on

the m ultiplicative synaptic noise. As it is clear from

Fig.5,storagecapacity �c isinversely proportionaltothe

variance ofthe m ultiplicative synaptic noise � 2
M ,when

them ultiplicativesynapticnoiseisextrem elylarge.Stor-
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M . It can be con� rm ed that the

orderofthe asym ptote doesnotdepend on the � ring rate.

agecapacity �c asym ptotically approaches

�c =
2

�� 2
M

; (31)

(see Appendix C). In the sparse lim it where the � ring

rateisextrem ely sm all,itisknown thatstoragecapacity

becom es�c ’ 1=(fjlogfj)[18,20,28,29,30].

Figure 5 shows the results from the SCSNA and the

asym ptoteatthe � ring ratef = 0:5.Figure6 showsthe

resultsfrom theSCSNA atvarious� ring rates.Itcan be

con� rm ed thatthe orderofthe asym ptote O ( 1

� 2

M

)does

notdepend on the � ring ratefrom Fig.6.

B . R andom deletion

Next,we discuss the asym ptote ofthe random dele-

tion.Therandom deletion with theconnectingrateccan

be transform ed into the m ultiplicative synaptic noise by

Eq.(27).Hence,atthelim itwheretheconnecting ratec

isextrem ely sm all,storagecapacity becom es

�c =
2

�� 2
M

=
2c

�(1� c)
!

2

�
c; (32)
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f = 0:5. Com parison ofasym ptote and the results from the

SCSNA.
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according to the asym ptote ofthe m ultiplicative synap-

ticnoisein Eq.(31).In therandom deletion,thesynapse

e� ciency Seff, which is storage capacity per the con-

necting rate [14,16],i.e.,storagecapacity perthe input

ofone neuron,and de� ned as

Seff �
�c

c
; (33)

approachesa constantvalue as

Seff =
�c

c
=

2

�
; (34)

according to Eq.(32) at the lim it where the connecting

ratecisextrem ely sm all.

Figure 7 shows the result from the SCSNA and the

asym ptote at the � ring rate f = 0:5. Figure 8 shows

the results from the SCSNA at various � ring rates. It

can be con� rm ed thatthe orderofthe asym ptote,O (1)

with respecttoc,doesnotdepend on the� ringratefrom

Fig.8.
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C . System atic D eletion

1. Clipped synapse

Synapseswithin the range � t< z < tare pruned by

the nonlinearfunction ofEq.(14).

The connection rate c of the synaptic deletion in

Eq.(13)isgiven by,

c =

Z

fzjf1(z;t)6= 0g

D z = 1� erf(
t
p
2
)

!

r
2

�
t
�1 exp(�

t2

2
); t! 1 ; (35)

since the synaptic connection Tij before acting the non-

linearfunction ofEq.(13)obeystheG aussiandistribution

N (0;1).Next,J;~J ofEqs.(29)and (30)becom e

J = 2

Z 1

t

D z zsgn(z)=

r
2

�
exp(�

t2

2
)

! tc;t! 1 ; (36)

~J2 = 2

Z 1

t

D z = 1� erf(
t
p
2
)= c: (37)

Hence,the equivalentm ultiplicative synaptic noise � 2
M

isobtained as,

� 2

M =
~J2

J2
� 1 !

1

t2c
; t! 1 : (38)

Therelationship ofthepruning rangetand theconnect-

ing ratec

t
2 = � 2logc; (39)

is obtained by taking the logarithm ofEq.(35) at t !

1 lim it. Therefore,at the lim it where the equivalent

connecting ratecisextrem ely sm all,storagecapacity �c
can be obtained

�c = �
4

�
clogc; (40)

through Eqs.(31),(38),and (39).Thesynapsee� ciency

becom es

Seff =
�c

c
= �

4

�
logc: (41)

Figure 9 shows the results from the SCSNA and the

asym ptoteatthe� ringratef = 0:5.Figure10showsthe

resultsfrom theSCSNA atvarious� ring rates.Itcan be

con� rm ed thatthe orderofthe asym ptoteO (logc)does

notdepend on the � ring ratefrom Fig.10.

2. M inim alvalue deletion

In a sim ilarway,the equivalentm ultiplicative synap-

ticnoise� 2
M ofthesystem aticdeletion ofEq.(18)isob-

tained asfollows,

� 2

M =
~J2

J2
� 1 !

1

t2c
; t! 1 : (42)
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FIG . 9: D ependence of the synapse e� ciency Seff with

the clipped synapse on the connecting rate c at f = 0:5.

Com parison ofthe resultsfrom the SCSNA and asym ptote.
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FIG .10: D ependenceofthesynapsee� ciency Seff with the

clipped synapseon the� ring ratef.Itcan becon� rm ed that

theorderoftheasym ptotedoesnotdepend on the� ringrate.

wheretheconnectingratecand J;~J ofEqs.(29)and (30)

are

c =

Z

fzjf2(z;t)6= 0g

D z = 1� erf(
t
p
2
)

!

r
2

�
t
�1 exp(�

t2

2
); t! 1 ; (43)

J =

r
2

�
texp(�

t2

2
)+ 1� erf(

t
p
2
)

!

r
2

�
texp(�

t2

2
); t! 1 ; (44)

~J2 = J; (45)

respectively. Hence, at the lim it where the equivalent

connecting ratecisextrem ely sm all,storagecapacity �c
and thesynapsee� ciency Seff can beobtained through

Eqs.(31)C (42),and (39)asfollows,

�c = �
4

�
clogc; (46)

Seff = �
4

�
logc; (47)

respectively. Figure 11 shows the results from the SC-

SNA and the asym ptote atthe � ring rate f = 0:5. Fig-
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FIG .12: D ependence ofthe synapse e� ciency Seff with

the m inim alvalue deletion on the � ring rate f. It can be

con� rm ing thatthe orderofthe asym ptote does notdepend

on the � ring rate.

ure12showstheresultsfrom theSCSNA atvarious� ring

rates. Itcan be con� rm ed thatthe orderofthe asym p-

tote doesnotdepend on the � ring ratefrom Fig.12.

3. Com pressed deletion

Again,in the sim ilarway,

Theequivalentm ultiplicativesynapticnoise� 2
M ofthe

system aticdeletion ofEq.(19)isgiven by

� 2

M =
~J2

J2
� 1 !

2

t2c
; t! 1 ; (48)

wheretheconnectingratecand J;~J ofEqs.(29)and (30)

are

c =

Z

fzjf3(z;t)6= 0g

D z = 1� erf(
t
p
2
);

!

r
2

�
t
�1 exp(�

t2

2
); t! 1 ; (49)

J = c (50)

~J2 =

Z 1

�1

D z f2(z;t)
2 + t

2

Z 1

�1

D z f1(z;t)
2

� 2t

Z 1

�1

D z f1(z;t)f2(z;t)

=

�r
2

�
texp(�

t2

2
)+ 1� erf(

t
p
2
)

�

+ t2
�

1� erf(
t
p
2
)

�

� 2t

�r
2

�
exp(�

t2

2
)

�

!
2c

t2
; t! 1 ; (51)

respectively.Here,weuse a asym ptoticexpansion equa-

tion ofthe errorfunction

erf(x)= 1�
e�x

2

p
�

�
1

x
�

1

2x3
+

3

4x5
� O (x�7 )

�

; (52)

for x � 1. In order for the � rst term and the second

term of Eq.(51) to be sam e order,the asym ptotic ex-

pansion equation hastaken theapproxim ation ofO (t�3 )

and O (t�5 ) respectively. The equivalent m ultiplicative

synapticnoisein thecaseofsystem aticdeletion becom es

double that ofthe clipped synapse ofEq.(38) and the

m inim alvaluedeletion ofEq.(48).Therefore,atthelim it

wheretheequivalentconnectingratecisextrem elysm all,

storage capacity �c and the synapse e� ciency Seff can

beobtained through Eqs.(31)C (48),and (39)asfollows,

�c = �
2

�
clogc; (53)

Seff = �
2

�
logc; (54)

respectively. Figure 13 shows the results from the SC-

SNA and the asym ptote atthe � ring rate f = 0:5. Fig-

ure 14 showsthe resultsby the SCSNA atvarious� ring

rates.Itcanbecon� rm edthattheorderoftheasym ptote

O (logc)doesnotdepend on the � ring ratefrom Fig.14.

Figure 15 shows the dependence ofthe synapse e� -

ciency Seff on the connecting rate cobtained by m eans

ofthe SCSNA.Table Ishows the asym ptote ofstorage

capacity with the random deletion and the system atic

deletion. Hence,when using m inim alvalue deletion as

the sim plest from ofsystem atic deletion we found that

the synapse e� ciency in the case ofsystem atic deletion

becom es

Seff(system aticdeletion)

Seff(random deletion)
=

4

�
jlogcj

2

�

= 2jlogcj; (55)
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the com pressed deletion on the connecting rate c atf = 0:5.

Com parison ofthe results from the SCSNA and the asym p-

tote.
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com pressed deletion on the� ring ratef.Itcan becon� rm ing
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rate.

thus we have shown analytically that the synapse ef-

� ciency in the case of system atic deletion diverges as

O (jlogcj) at the lim it where the connecting rate c is

extrem ely sm all, and have shown that the synapse ef-

� ciency in the case ofthe system atic deletion becom es

2jlogcjtim esaslargeasthatofthe random deletion.

TABLE I: Asym ptote of storage capacity by the random

deletion and by thesystem atic deletion atthe� ring rate f =

0:5.

Typesofdeletion Storage capacity

(Asym ptote)

random deletion (2=�)c

system atic deletion clipped synapse (4=�)cjlogcj

m inim alvalue deletion (4=�)cjlogcj

com pressed deletion (2=�)cjlogcj

TABLE II: Asym ptote ofthe synapse e� ciency by the ran-

dom deletion and the system atic deletion at the � ring rate

f = 0:5.

Typesofdeletion Synapse e� ciency

(Asym ptote)

random deletion (2=�)

system atic deletion clipped synapse (4=�)jlogcj

m inim alvalue deletion (4=�)jlogcj

com pressed deletion (2=�)jlogcj
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FIG .15: Com parison ofthesynapsee� ciency with theran-

dom deletion and that with the system atic deletion at the

� ring rate f = 0:5.

IV . T H E M EM O R Y P ER FO R M A N C E U N D ER

LIM IT ED M ETA B O LIC EN ER G Y R ESO U R C ES

Untiltheprevioussection,wehavediscussed thee� ect

ofsynaptic pruning by evaluating the synapse e� ciency

which is the m em ory capacity norm alized by connect-

ing rate c. W hen the connecting rate is c,the synapse

num berperone neuron decreasesto cN .Therefore,the

synapse e� ciency m eans the capacity per the input of

one neuron. In the discussion by the synapse e� ciency,

the synapse num berdecreaseswhen the connecting rate

issm all.

In addition to such the � xed neuron num ber crite-

rion,a� xed synapsenum bercriterion could bediscussed.

At the synaptic growth stage, it is naturalto assum e

that m etabolic energy resources are restricted. W hen

m etabolic energy resourcesare lim ited,itisalso im por-

tantthatthe e� ectofsynaptic pruning isdiscussed un-

der lim ited synapse num ber. Chechik et al. discussed

the m em orized pattern num berperonesynapseundera

� xed synapse num ber criterion [15]D They pointed out

the existence ofan optim alconnecting rate under the

� xed synapse num ber criterion and suggested an expla-

nation ofsynaptic pruning asfollows: synaptic pruning

following over-growth can im proveperform anceofa net-

work with lim ited synaptic resources.
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The synapse num berisN 2 in the fullconnected case

c = 1. W e consider the larger network with M (> N )

neurons.Thesynapsenum berin thelagernetworkswith

the connecting rate c becom es cM 2. W e can introduce

the� xed synapsenum bercriterionbyconsideringalarger

network which hasM neurons,i.e.,

N
2 = cM

2
; (56)

synapsesatthe connecting rate c. The m em orized pat-

tern num berperone synapsebecom es

pc

cM 2
=

pc

N 2
=
�c

N
=

�c
p
cM

; (57)

wherethe criticalm em orized pattern num berpc is

pc = �cN : (58)

W ede� nethecoe� cient�c=
p
casm em ory perform ance.

W ediscussthee� ectofsynapticpruning by them em ory

perform ance.Underlim ited m etabolic energy resources,

the optim alstrategy isthe m axim ization ofthem em ory

perform ance.Chechik etal.showed the existenceofthe

optim alconnecting ratewhich m axim izem em ory perfor-

m ance[15].Them em ory perform ancecan be calculated

by norm alisingthecapacity,which isgiven by solvingthe

order-param eterequations,with
p
c.Figure16showsthe

dependence ofthe m em ory perform anceon the connect-

ing rate in three types ofpruning. It is con� rm ed that

therearetheoptim alvalueswhich m axim ized them em -

oryperform anceby each deletions.Theoptim alconnect-

ing ratesofclipped synapse,m inim alvaluedeletion,and

com pressed deletion are c = 0:036;0:038;0:084,respec-

tively.Thisinteresting factm ay im ply thatthem em ory

perform ance isim proved withoutheavy pruning. These

optim alvalues agree with the com puter sim ulation re-

sultsgiven by Chechik etal[15].
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FIG .16:M em ory perform ance�c=
p
cofnetworkswith di� er-

entnum berofneuronsbutthesam etotalnum berofsynapses

as a function ofthe connecting rate c in the case ofclipped

synapse (the solid line),m inim alvalue deletion (the dotted

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

V . C O N C LU SIO N

W e have analytically discussed the synapse e� ciency,

which we regarded asthe auto-correlation-type associa-

tive m em ory,to evaluate the e� ect ofthe pruning fol-

lowing over-growth. Although Chechik et al. pointed

out that the synapse e� ciency is increased by the sys-

tem aticdeletion,thisisqualitatively obviousand thein-

crease in the synapse e� ciency should also be discussed

quantitatively. At the lim it where the m ultiplicative

synaptic noise isextrem ely large,storage capacity �c is

inversely as the variance ofthe m ultiplicative synaptic

noise � 2
M . From this result, we analytically obtained

thatthe synapse e� ciency in the case ofthe system atic

deletion divergesasO (jlogcj)atthelim itwherethecon-

necting ratecisextrem ely sm all.

O n the other hand, it is natural to assum e that

m etabolic energy resources are restricted at the synap-

tic growth stage. W hen m etabolic energy resourcesare

lim ited,i.e.,synapsenum berislim ited,theoptim alcon-

necting rate,which m axim ize m em ory perform ance,ex-

ists. These optim alvalues are in agreem ent with the

resultsgiven by Chechik etal[15].

In the correlation learning,which can be considered a

prototypeofany otherlearning rules,variousproperties

can be analyzed quantitatively. The asym ptote of

synapse e� ciency in the m odel with another learning

rule can be discussed in a sim ilar way. As our future

work,we plan to further discuss these properties while

taking into account various considerations regarding

related physiologicalknowledge.
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A P P EN D IX A :SC SN A FO R A D D IT IV E

SY N A P T IC N O ISE

Derivationsofthe order-param eterEqs.(20)-(24)are

given here.TheSCSNA startsfrom the� xed-pointequa-

tions for the dynam ics ofthe N -neuron network shown

asEq.(1). The random m em ory patterns are generated

according to the probability distribution ofEq.(2). The

syanaptic connections are given by Eq.(4). The asym -

m etric additive synaptic noise,�ij and �ji are indepen-

dently generated according to the probability distribu-

tion ofEq.(7).M oreover,wecan analyzea m oregeneral
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case,where�ij and �ji havean arbitary correlation such

that

Cov[�ij;�ji]= k�
J2

N (1� a2)2
� 2

A ; � 1� k� � 1: (A1)

In thisgeneralcase,the sym m etric and the asym m etric

additivesynapticnoisecorrespond to k� = 1 and k� = 0,

respectively. Here,we assum e the probability distribu-

tion oftheadditivesyanpticnoiseisnorm aldistribution

�ij � N (0; J
2

N (1�a 2)2
� 2
A ). However,any probability dis-

tributions,which havesam eaverageand variance,can be

discussed by thecentrallim ittheorem in thesim ilarway

ofthefollowing disscussion.De� ning theloading rateas

�= p=N ,we can writethe local� eld hi forneuron ias

hi �

NX

j6= i

Jijxj

= J

�NX

�= 1

(�
�

i � a)m� +

NX

j6= i

�ijxj � J�xi; (A2)

where m � is the overlap between the stored pattern �
�

and the equilibrium state x de� ned by

m � =
1

N (1� a2)

NX

i= 1

(�
�

i
� a)xi: (A3)

The second term including xj = F (hj + h) in Eq.(A2)

dependson �ji.The�ij dependencesofxj areextracted

from xj,

xj = x
(�ji)

j
+ �jixix

0(�ji)

j
; (A4)

where

x
(�ji)

j = F (hj � �jixi); (A5)

x
0(�ji)

j = F
0(hj � �jixi): (A6)

Substituting Eq.(A4)into Eq.(A2),thelocal� eld hi can

be expressed as

hi = J

�NX

�= 1

(�
�

i � a)m� +

NX

j6= i

�ijx
(�ji)

j � J�xi

+ xi

NX

j6= i

�ij�jix
0(�ji)

j : (A7)

W e assum e that Eq.(A7) and xi = F (hi + h) can be

solved by using the e� ective responsefunction ~F (u)as,

xi = ~F

�

J

pX

�= 1

(�
�

i � a)m� +

NX

j6= i

�ijx
(�ji)

j

�

: (A8)

Let�
1
be the targetpattern to be retrieved. Therefore,

wecan assum ethatm 1 = O (1)and m � = O (1=
p
N );�>

1.Then wecan use the Taylorexpansion to obtain

m � =
1

N (1� a2)

NX

i= 1

(�
�

i
� a)x

(�)

i

+
J

N (1� a2)

NX

i= 1

(�
�

i � a)2m �x
0(�)

i

=
1

N (1� a2)

NX

i= 1

(�
�

i � a)x
(�)

i + JU m �

=
1

N (1� a2)(1� JU )

NX

i= 1

(�
�

i � a)x
(�)

i ; (A9)

by substituting Eq.(A8) into the overlap de� ned by

Eq.(A3),where

x
(�)

i = ~F

�

J

�NX

�6= �

(��i � a)m� +

NX

j6= i

�ijx
(�ji)

j

�

;(A10)

x
0(�)

i = ~F 0

�

J

�NX

�6= �

(��i � a)m� +

NX

j6= i

�ijx
(�ji)

j

�

;(A11)

U =
1

N

NX

i= 1

x
0(�)

i : (A12)

Equations (A7) and (A9) give the following expression

forthe local� eld:

hi = J(�1i � a)m1

+ �

�
J2

1� JU
+ k�

J2

(1� a2)2
� 2

A

�

U xi

+
J

N (1� a2)(1� JU )

NX

j6= i

�NX

�= 2

(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a)x
(�)

j

+

NX

j6= i

�ijx
(�ji)

j : (A13)

Note that the second term in Eq.(A13) denotes the ef-

fective self-coupling term . The third and the lastterm s

are sum m ations ofuncorrelated random variables,with

m ean 0 and variance,

J2

N 2(1� a2)2(1� JU )2

�

NX

j6= i

�NX

�= 2

(�
�

i � a)2(�
�

j � a)2(x
(�)

j )2

=
�J 2

(1� JU )2
q; (A14)

NX

j6= i

�
2

ij(x
(�ji)

j )2 =
J2

(1� a2)2
� 2

A q; (A15)
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respectively. The cross term ofthese term s have van-

ished.Thus,we � nally obtain

hi = J(�1i � a)m1 + �zi

+

�
�J 2

1� JU
+ k�

J2

(1� a2)2
� 2

A

�

U xi (A16)

�
2 =

�J 2q

(1� JU )2
+

J2

(1� a2)2
� 2

A q; (A17)

from Eqs.(A14)and (A15),wherezi � N (0;1).Equation

(23)isgivenbyEq.(A17).Finally,afterrewriting�1i ! �,

m 1 ! m ,zi ! z,and xi ! Y (z;�),the results ofthe

SCSNA for the additive synaptic noise are sum m arized

by the order-param eterequationsofEqs.(20)-(22)as,

m =
1

1� a2

Z

D z < (�� a)Y (z;�)>�;

q =

Z

D z < Y (z;�)2 > �;

U =
1

�

Z

D z z < Y (z;�)> �;

wherethe e� ective responsefunction Y (z;�)becom es

Y (z;�) = F

�

J(�� a)m + �z+ h

+

�
�J 2

1� JU
+ k�

J2

(1� a2)2
� 2

A

�

U Y (z;�)

�

:

(A18)

The e� ective response function of Eq.(24) can be ob-

tained by substituting k� = 1 into Eq.(A18).

A P P EN D IX B :EQ U IVA LEN C E A M O N G T H R EE

T Y P ES O F N O ISE

Them ultiplicativesynapticnoise,therandom synaptic

deletion,and the nonlinearsynapse can be discussed in

the sim ilarm annerto Appendix A.

1. M ultiplicative synaptic noise

Derivations of the equivalent noise Eq.(26) is given

here. W e can also analyze by a sim ilar m anner to the

analysis ofthe additive synaptic noise. The syanaptic

connectionsaregiven by Eq.(8).The asym m etricm ulti-

plicative synaptic noise, "ij and "ji are independently

generated according to the probability distribution of

Eq.(9). W e analyze a m ore generalcase,where �ij and

�ji havean arbitary correlation such that

Cov["ij;"ji]= k"�
2

M ; � 1� k" � 1: (B1)

In thisgeneralcase,the sym m etric and the asym m etric

m ultiplicative synaptic noise correspond to k" = 1 and

k" = 0,respectively. Here,we assum e the probability

distribution ofthe m ultiplicative synaptic noise is nor-

m aldistribution "ij � N (0;�2M ). The local� eld hi for

neuron ibecom es

hi =

�NX

�= 1

(�
�

i � a)m�

+
1

N (1� a2)

�NX

�= 1

NX

j6= i

"ij(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a)xj

� �xi; (B2)

wherem � istheoverlap de� ned by Eq.(A3).Thesecond

term including xj = F (hj + h) in Eq.(B2) depends on

"ji. The "ij dependences and �
�

j dependencesofxj are

extracted from xj,

xj = x
(�)("ji)

j
+ h

f�;"jig

j
x
0(�)("ji)

j
; (B3)

h
f�;"jig

j = (�
�

j � a)m�

+
1

N (1� a2)

NX

k6= j

"jk(�
�

j � a)(�
�

k
� a)xk

+
"ji

N (1� a2)

�NX

�6= �

(��j � a)(��i � a)xi

+
"ji

N (1� a2)
(�

�

j � a)(�
�

i � a)xi; (B4)

where

x
(�)("ji)

j = F (hj � h
f�;"jig

j ); (B5)

x
0(�)("ji)

j = F
0(hj � h

f�;"jig

j ): (B6)

W eassum ethatEq.(B2)and xi = F (hi+ h)can besolved

by using the e� ective responsefunction ~F (u)as,

xi = ~F (

pX

�= 1

(�
�

i � a)m�

+
1

N (1� a2)

�NX

�= 1

NX

j6= i

"ij(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a)x
(�)("ji)

j ):

(B7)

Let�
1
bethetargetpattern.W esubstituteEq.(B7)into

theoverlap de� ned by Eq.(A3)and expand theresultant

expression by (�
�

i � a)m� (� > 1),which hasthe order

ofO (1=
p
N ).Thisleadsto

m � =
1

N (1� a2)(1� U )

NX

i= 1

(�
�

i � a)x
(�)

i ; (B8)
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where

x
(�)

i = ~F

� �NX

�6= �

(��i � a)m�

+
1

N (1� a2)

�NX

�6= �

NX

j6= i

"ij(�
�
i � a)(��j � a)x

(�)("ji)

j

�

;

(B9)

and U is de� ned by the sim ilar way ofEq.(A12)in the

caseoftheadditivesynapticnoise.Equations(B2),(B3)

and (B8)give

hi = (�1i � a)m1 + �

�
1

1� U
+ k"�

2

M

�

U xi

+
1

N (1� a2)(1� U )

NX

j6= i

�NX

�= 2

(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a)x
(�)

j

+
1

N (1� a2)

�NX

�= 1

NX

j6= i

"ij(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a)x
(�)("ji)

j :

(B10)

The third and last term s can be regarded as the noise

term s.Thevarianceofthe noiseterm sbecom es

�
2 =

�q

(1� U )2
+ �� 2

M q: (B11)

Thus,afterrewriting�1i ! �and m 1 ! m ,weobtain the

e� ective responsefunction:

Y (z;�) = F

�

(�� a)m + �z+ h

+ �

�
1

1� U
+ k"�

2

M

�

U Y (z;�)

�

:

(B12)

Finally, the equivalence between the m ultiplicative

synapticnoiseand theadditivesynapticnoiseisobtained

asfollows,

J = 1; (B13)

� 2

A = �(1� a
2)2� 2

M ; (B14)

k� = k"; (B15)

by com paring Eqs.(B11) and (B12) to Eqs.(A17) and

(A18).

2. R andom deletion

Derivations of the equivalent noise Eq.(27) is given

here.Therandom deletion hassim ilare� ectstothem ul-

tiplicative synaptic noise. Therefore,we analyse by a

sim ilarway to theanalysisofthem ultiplicativesynaptic

noise. The syanaptic connections are given by Eq.(10).

Theasym m etriccutcoe� cientsareindependently gener-

ated accordingto theprobability distribution ofEq.(11).

W e analyze a m ore generalcase,where cij and cji have

an arbitary correlation such that

Cov[cij;cji] = kcVar[cij]; � 1� kc � 1 (B16)

Var[cij] = E[(cij)
2]� (E[cij])

2

= c(1� c): (B17)

In thisgeneralcase,thesym m etricand asym m etricran-

dom deletion correspond to kc = 1 and kc = 0,respec-

tively.According to a sim ilaranalysisofthe m ultiplica-

tivesynapticnoise,the local� eld becom es

hi = (�1i � a)m1 + �

�
1

1� U
+
kc(1� c)

c

�

U xi

+
1

N (1� a2)(1� U )

NX

j6= i

�NX

�= 2

(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a)x
(�)

j

+
1

N c(1� a2)

�NX

�= 1

NX

j6= i

(cij � c)

� (�
�

i
� a)(�

�

j
� a)x

(�)(cji)

j
; (B18)

where

x
(�)(cji)

j
= F (hj � h

f�;cjig

j
); (B19)

x
(�)

i = ~F

� �NX

�6= �

(��i � a)m� +
1

N c(1� a2)

�

�NX

�6= �

NX

j6= i

(cij � c)(��i � a)(��j � a)x
(�)(cji)

j

�

;

(B20)

h
f�;cjig

j = (�
�

j � a)m� +
1

N c(1� a2)

�

NX

k6= j

(cjk � c)(�
�

j � a)(�
�

k
� a)xk

+
cji� c

N c(1� a2)

�NX

�6= �

(��j � a)(��i � a)xi

+
cji� c

N c(1� a2)
(�

�

j � a)(�
�

i � a)xi; (B21)

and U isde� ned by Eq.(A12)sim ilarly.The varianceof

the noiseterm isgiven by

�
2 =

�q

(1� U )2
+ �

1� c

c
q: (B22)

Thus,afterrewriting �1i ! � and m 1 ! m ,the e� ective

responsefunction becom es

Y (z;�) = F

�

(�� a)m + �z+ h

+ �

�
1

1� U
+
kc(1� c)

c

�

U Y (z;�)

�

:

(B23)
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Finally,theequivalencebetween random deletion and the

additivesynapticnoise isobtained asfollows,

J = 1; (B24)

� 2

A = �(1� a
2)2

1� c

c
; (B25)

k� = kc; (B26)

by com paring Eqs.(B22) and (B23) to Eqs.(A17) and

(A18). Substituting Eq.(B25)into Eq.(B14),we obtain

the equivalenceofEq.(27).

3. N onlinear synapse

Derivations of the equivalent noise Eq.(28) is given

here. The e� ect ofthe nonlinear synapse can be sepa-

rated into a signalpartand a noisepart.Thenoisepart

can be regarded asthe additivesynapticnoise.

Thesystem aticdeletion ofsynapticconnectionscan be

achieved by introducing synapticnoisewith an appropri-

ate nonlinear function f(x) [14]. Note that Tij obeys

the norm aldistribution N (0;1)for p = �N ! 1 . Ac-

cording to thisnaiveS/N analysis[16],wecan writethe

connectionsas

Jij =

p
p

N
f(Tij)

=
J

N (1� a2)

pX

�= 1

(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a)

�

�p
p

N
f(Tij)�

J

N (1� a2)

pX

�= 1

(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a)

�

=

p
p

N
fJTij � [f(Tij)� JTij]g: (B27)

Thefollowing derivation suggeststhattheresidualover-

lap m � for the � rst term in Eq.(B27)is enhanced by a

factorof1=(1� JU ),while any enhancem entto the last

partis canceled because ofthe subtraction. It also im -

pliesthatthelastpartcorrespondsto thesynapticnoise.

For the SCSNA ofthe nonlinear synapse,we can ana-

lyze by a sim ilarm annerofthe analysisofthe additive

synapticnoise.W e obtain the local� eld:

hi = J(�1i � a)m1 + �

�
J2

1� JU
+ (~J2 � J

2)

�

U xi

+

p
p

N

X

j6= i

[f(Tij)� JTij]x
(Tji)

j

+
J

N (1� a2)(1� JU )

pX

�= 2

NX

j6= i

(�
�

i � a)(�
�

j � a)x
(�)

j ;

(B28)

where

x
(�)

i = ~F

�

J

pX

�6= �

(��i � a)m�

+

p
p

N

NX

j6= i

[f(T
(�)

ij )� JT
(�)

ij ]x
(Tji)

j

�

;(B29)

x
(Tji)

j = F

�

hj �

p
p

N
[f(Tji)� JTji]xi)

�

; (B30)

T
(�)

ij =
1

p
p(1� a2)

pX

�6= �

(��i � a)(��j � a); (B31)

and U isde� ned by Eq.(A12)sim ilarly.The varianceof

the noiseterm isgiven by

�
2 =

�J 2q

(1� JU )2
q+ �( ~J2 � J

2): (B32)

Thus,afterrewriting �1i ! � and m 1 ! m ,Thee� ective

responsefunction becom es

Y (z;�) = F

�

J(�� a)m + �z+ h

+ �

�
J2

1� JU
+ (~J2 � J

2)

�

U Y (z;�)

�

:

(B33)

Finally,the equivalence between the nonlinear synapse

and the additivesynaptic noiseisobtained asfollows,

� 2

A = �(1� a
2)2

� ~J2

J2
� 1

�

; (B34)

J =

Z

D x xf(x) (B35)

~J2 =

Z

D xf(x)2 (B36)

by com paring Eqs.(B32) and (B33) to Eqs.(A17) and

(A18). Substituting Eq.(B34)into Eq.(B14),we obtain

the equivalenceofEq.(28).

A P P EN D IX C :A SY M P T O T E FO R LA R G E

M U LT IP LIC A T IV E SY N A P T IC N O ISE

Derivationsofthe asym ptote ofstorage capacity in a

largem ultiplicativesynaptic noise� M isgiven here.

In Eqs.(20)-(22),leta = 0,J = 1,and F (x)= sgn(x),

the order-param eterequationsbecom e

m = erf

�
m
p
2�

�

; (C1)

q = 1; (C2)

U =
1

�

r
2

�
exp

�

�
m 2

2�2

�

; (C3)
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thethreshold becom esh = 0,thee� ectiveresponsefunc-

tion ofEq.(24)and the varianceofthe noisebecom e

Y (z;�) = sgn(�m + �z); (C4)

�
2 =

�

(1� U )2
+ � 2

A ; (C5)

respectively,wheretheerrorfunction erf(x)isde� ned as

erf(x)=
2
p
�

Z x

0

e
�u

2

du: (C6)

The slopeofthe r.h.s.ofEq.(C1)isgiven by

d

dm
erf

�
m
p
2�

�

=
1

�

r
2

�
exp

�

�
m 2

2�2

�

: (C7)

Equation (C1)hasnontrivialsolutionsm 6= 0 within the

rangewheretheslopeofther.h.s.ofEq.(C7)atm = 0is

greaterthan 1.Therefore,the criticalvalue ofthe noise

�2c isgiven by

�
2

c = 2=�: (C8)

Thisshowsthata retrievalphaseexistsonly for�< �c.

W e de� ne the param eter�(< 1)de� ned as

� =
�

�c
; (C9)

to solve for m as a function of� in the vicinity ofthis

criticalvalue�c.Thecriticalvalueoftheadditivesynap-

ticnoiseisdiscussed in thecaseof� ’ 1.Theoverlap m

showsthe � rstorderphasetransition when �A issm all,

but it is regarded as the second order phase transition

atlarge � A region. The overlap becom esm � 1 when

� ’ 1and � A issu� cientlylarge,thereforethenontrivial

solution ofm isgiven as

m ’
m

�
�

m 3

6�2�
+ O (m 4)= �c�

p
6(1� �); (C10)

by Taylorexpansion including term sup to the third or-

der.Substituting Eq.(C10)into Eq.(C3),U becom es

U ’
1

�

�

1�
m 2

2�2

�

+ O (m 4)= 3� 2��1 : (C11)

From Eq.(26),the variance ofthe m ultiplicative synap-

tic noise � 2
M is related to the variance ofthe additive

synapticnoise� 2
A as

� 2

A = �� 2

M ; (C12)

when biasa = 0.Therefore,substituting Eqs.(C11)and

(C12)into Eq.(C5),the variance ofthe noise � isgiven

as

�
2 =

�� 2

4(1� �)2
+ �� 2

M : (C13)

Theloading rate�becom es

�=
8

�
�

�2(1� �)2

�2 + 4� 2
M
(1� �2)

: (C14)

W hen theoverlap issm allenough,i.e.,m � 1,theorder-

param eter equations of Eqs. (C1)-(C5) reduce to Eq.

(C14). Solving Eq.(C14) for the � xed value of � and

� M ,weobtain theparam eter�.Substituting � into Eq.

(C10),wecan obtain theoverlap m forgiven �and � M .

Itiseasily con� rm ed thatthe � increaseswith � forthe

� xed value of�M . Thism eansthatthe m axim alvalue

of� which holdsEq.(C14)correspondsto them axim um

valueof�,thatisstoragecapacity � c.Thecriticalvalue

�c isequalto thevaluewhich m axim izestheloading rate

ofEq.(C14)and becom es

�c =
(2� M )2=3

1+ (2� M )2=3
’ 1� (2�M )�2=3 ; (C15)

in a large � M lim it. Therefore,substituting Eq. (C15)

into Eq.(C14),weobtain Eq.(31)asfollows:

�c =
2

�� 2
M

: (C16)
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