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Abstract

Spike propagation for spatially correlated inputs in layered neural net-
works has been investigated wih the use of a sem fanalytical dynam ical
m ean— eld approxin ation OM A ) theory recently proposed by the author H .
Hasegawa, Phys. Rev. E 67, 041903 (2003)]. Each layer of the network is
assum ed to consist of F itzH ugh-N agum o neurons which are coupled by feed-
forward couplings. Applying single soikes to the network with inputtine
Jitters whose root-m ean-square RM S) value and the spatial correlation are

1 and sy, regpectively, we have calculated the RM S value ( o ) and the cor—
relation (spn ) of jitters in output- ring tim es on each layerm . For alktoall
feedforw ard couplings, son, gradually grow s to a fairly large value as spoikes
propagate through the layer, even for inputs w ithout the correlation. This
show s that for the correlation to be in the range of observed value 0o£f 0103,
we have to take Into acoount noises and m ore realistic feedforw ard couplings.
M odel calculations including local feedforw ard connections besides all-toall
feed forw ard couplings n m ultilayers sub Ect to white noises, have shown that
In a ong mulilayer, on and spn converge to xed-point values which are
determ ined by m odel param eters characterizing the m ulilayer architecture.
ResultsofDM A calculations are In fairly good agreem ent w ith those of direct
sin ulations although the com putational tin e of the formm er is much an aller
than that of the latter.
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I. NTRODUCTION

In living brains, inform ation is carried by spikes which propagate from one cortical area
to another area. Tt hasbeen controversialhow inform ation is coded in spikes (for review , see
@+ 1)) . O ne possibility is that nfom ation is coded in the num ber of spikes w ithin a short
tin e window (rate code) E}]. Indeed, ring activities of m otor and sensory neurons have
been reported to vary in response to applied stin uli. In an altemative tem poral code, on the
contrary, Infom ation isassum ed to be carried by precise ring tin esofneurons g 1]. One
ofproblam s in the rate coding is that a fairly long tin e of tens of m illissconds are required
to read out the rate fortypical rings rate 0o£10-100 H z. H owever, hum an visual system s, for
exam ple, have been reported to quickly classify pattemsw ithin 250 m s despite the fact that
at lest ten synaptic stages are nvolved from retina to the tem poralbrain: tranan ission tin es
between the two successive stages are no m ore than 10 m s on the average [[2]. A possble
m echanisn to soeed up reading of ring rate m ay be to collect spikes of m any independent
neurons In a population (population code) {13] {14], where m any paralkel neurons perfom
the sam e task with the Ine cient, high redundancy. O n the other hand, one of problm s
In the tem poral coding is that spikes are vulnerable to noise whik the rate coding perform s
robustly but ine ciently. T hese issues on coding have been theoretically studied in a single
neuron ensamble. It is not clear whether these conclusions m ay be applied to multilayer
architectures relevant to cortical processing.

Studies wih the use of multiunit recordings of frontal cortex of m onkeys have shown
that a spatiotem poral pattem of highly synchronous rings can propagate through several
tens of synaptic connections [L5]. A sinple m odel accounting for this phenom enon is a
feedforward syn re chain st proposed by Abeks [15]. Since the syn re chain m odel was
proposed, m any studies have been m ade on its properties {14+ P4]. In the rate coding,
neurons In each layer are expected to re in uncorrelated m anner w ith other neurons in the
sam e Jayer. Neurons in a given layer are assum ed to com pute the average ring rate of the
neurons In the previous layer in order to generate the output rate which is related to the
nput rate. In a feedforward network, however, this ring m ay propagate to the next layer
in synchronous way [13], which is detrin ental for the rate code. D fsn ann, G ewaltig and
Aertsen 18] have shown by sin ulations of integrate-and— re (IF') neuron m odel that a pulse
padket can propagate through the syn re chain if a packet satis es the condition which is
goeci ed by the two param eters: one is the number of spikes in a pulse padket and the
other is the root-m ean-square RM S) value of ring tin es In a pulse packet. The result of
D jesn ann et al. [[§] hasbeen con m ed by the m ethod of FokkerP lanck equation f19].

Tt has been not clkar whether feedforward netw orks support the rate-code or tem poralt
code hypothesis. Shadlen and Newsome R326] have clained the feasbility of the rate
code, adopting a m odel in which excitatory and inhibitory synaptic Inputs are assum ed to
be balanced. Because of this balanced input, postsynaptic potentials uctuate around the
resting potential, which yields random rings in output neurons. It hasbeen shown that if
each pair of output neurons shares less than 40 percent of input neurons, only a an alldegree
of synchrony w ill be developed, which assures an feasibility of the rate code. The e ciency
ofthe rate code tranam ission in unbalanced feedforw ard netw orks hasbeen also studied R2]1.
Q uite recently, however, it has been pointed out that In Iong feedforward netw orks, input

ring rate cannot be tranam itted reliably because the mean rings rate In a desp layer is



independent of nput ring rate P31.

Studies on feedforw ard netw orks have been so farm ade m ostly by direct sim ulations for
netw orks descrioed by the sim plest IF' m odel. Tt isworthw hile tom ake a m ore detailed study
on feedforward m ultilayers by em ploying m ore realistic neuron m odel w ith an analytical
m ethod besides simulations. In a previous paper R4] (referred to I hereafter), we have
developed the sam ianalytical dynam ical m ean— eld approxin ation ©M A ) theory as an
e cient tooldealing w ith large-scale F itzH ugh-Nagum o (N ) neuron ensam bles sub gct to
noises P11 P81, by extending the m om ent m ethod R9]. O righal 2N -din ensional stochastic
di erentialequations P Es) foraN -unit FN neuron ensambl are transformed toN @2N + 3)-
din ensional determm inistic DEs for m eans, variances and covarances of local and global
variables. Recently DM A has been successfully applied to neuron ensembles described by
the realistic Hodgkin-Huxley HH) model 30] B1]. The FN neuron m odel adopted in I for
a feedforward network is cbtainable by a sin pli cation of the HH m odel R7] B8], and i is
expected to bem ore realistic than IF m odel. W e have Investigated In I, the soike propagation
through the netw ork, taking no account ofthe spatial correlation . E xperin entally, correlated

rings have been observed in a variety of neurons 321 B0]. It has been reported that the
correlation coe cient between cells is about 012 in V5 of a thesus m onkey 2], 01-03 i
hum an m otor units ofm uscles 34], and about 0.3 in cat’s lateral geniculate nuckus L.GN)
B4]and ;n retinal ganglion cells of rabbits 39]. T heoretical studies on the input correlation
have shown that i may yield a signi cant e ect on the ring rate and the variability of
outputs @11 @8]. Calultions with the use of IF m odel have shown that the ring rate
of outputs is increased w ith increasing the input correlation for low ring rates of inputs
but is decreased for their high ring rates B1] B8] E8]. T he variability of output spikes of
IF m odel is an increasing function of the input correlation, whereas that of HH m odel is a
decreasing fiinction of the nput correlation B7].

These studies have been m ade for a single neuron enseambl KLl- A8]. W e expect that
the spatial correlation plays an in portant rolk also in m ulilayer networks. A though som e
theoretical studies have Investigated the cross-correlation of soike rates averaged over long
tin es -2:3], there have been no calculations of the ring-tin e correlation In m ulilayers, as
far as the author is concermed. W e have developed, In I, a new method calculating the
Instantaneous synchronization ratio in neuron ensambles which is expressed in tem s of
variances of local and global variables Eqg. (58)]. Aswillbe shown shortly, the calculated
correlation In multilayers w ith alktoall feedforward couplings sub fct to weak noises is
developed to a fairly large value as spikes propagate, even for inputsw ithout the correlation.
In oxder that the correlation rem ains in the range of the observed valuie 0f0.1-0.3 m entioned
above [B21- B0], we have to take into account at least two factors: one is the m ore detailed
connectivity in feedforward couplings besides the allto-all coupling and the other is noises.
A s for the rst issue, we have assum ed, in this study, that our m ultilayer network ncludes,
besides altto-all couplings, Jocal couplings in which each neuron In a given layer receives an
Input from oneneuron In the preceding layer. A 1-to-alland Jocalocouplings are superin posed
w ih fractionsofpand 1 p, respectively, where p denotes a param eter expressing a degree
of alkto-all com ponent In the total feedforward couplings. A s for the second issue, several
conceivable sources of noises have been reported: (i) cells n sensory neurons are exposed to
noisy outer world, (i) ion channels of the m em brane of neurons and synaptic tranan ission
by a release of synaptic vesicles are essentially stochastic, and (iil) synaptic inputs include



Jleaked currents from neighboring neurons. In this study, we have taken account of white
noises which are independently added to allneurons. Applying spike nputsto the rst layer
of the network w ith the spatial correlation In nput-tin e Jjitters, we have investigated the
e ect of the spatial correlation in m ultilayer w ith allto-all and local feedforw ard couplings
sub Ect to Independent noises.

T he paper is organized as follow s: In Sec. IT, we w ill discuss an adopted m ultilayer w ith
feedforward couplings. By ushg DM A, the RM S value ( o ) and the correlation (spn ) of
Jtters In output ring tines at layer m are expressed as functions of the RM S value ( 1)
and the correlation (s;) of jitters In input tin es. In Sec. ITI, som e m odel calculations are
reported of the correlated soike propagation through the m ultilayer by using DM A theory
and direct sin ulations. The nalSec. IV is devoted to discussions and conclusions.

IT.LAYERED NETW ORKS CONSISTING OF FN NEURONS
A .A dopted m odel
W e have adopted M —layer neural networks in which each layer ncludes N -unit FN neu—

rons. D ynam icsofa single FN neuron j E1toN ) hagiven ayerm 1toM ) isdescribbed
by nonlinear di erential equations © Es) given by
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IhEgs. O)-G),Fk@E]= 05xt) k) O01]L x@®], b= 0015, c= 1:0,d= 0:003 and
e= 0 P4] 9], and %, 3 and y, ; denote the fast (voltage) and slow (recovery) variabls,
resoectively, of a given neuron j In the layerm ; Infci : (t) n Eg. (3) denotes the intra-layer
ocouplings w ith the strength w1, the sigm oid function G X) given by G x) = 1=[1+ exp[ &
)= 1], the threshold and the width 1[49]; the rst and second tem s of c];) ) n Eq.
(4) stand for alktoall and local couplings, respectively, w ith the inter-ayer feed-forward
couplings w,, p denoting the degree of comm on Inputs to neuron j in the layerm from
neurons in the preceding layerm 1 BQJ; Ij(e) in Eq. (5) denotes inputs applied to the
rst lJayer w ith m agnitude of u and an arbitrary function of H (t) whose explicit form will
be speci ed below [Eq. 8)]; the last term of Eq. (1), n;(t), expresses the G aussian white

noise given by



< a5 > =0; 6)
< ns® m®> = 7 5 onn € 9 (7)

where denotes the m agnitudes of noises and the bracket < > expresses the expectation
value.

W ew ill study e ects ofthe spatial correlation in single soikes on the propagation of spike
Inputs. W e adopt an extemal Input Ij(e) in Egq. B) wih the alpha function, (t):

HO= €t ty)=I[t ty=slexpll & tHy)=s] € try); ®)
where ¢ stands for the synaptic tin e constant and () the Heaviside function given by

©=1fort O0and 0 otherwise. W e assum e that jitters In lnput tines t;y In Eg. (8)
cbey the G aussian distribution w ith m eans and variance given by

< fy > = Flut @ s5)sk (10)

where %3= 1ty t, 1 and s; denoteRM S value and the spatial correlation, respectively,
of input—tin e jitters.

W hen an Input spike given by Egs. (B) and (8) is applied to the rst layer, i may
propagate through the m ultilayer in the propagating regin e {[8]. The ring tin e ofa given
neuron j in the layer m is de ned as the tine when the fast variable x, ; (t) crosses the
threshold from below :

tomy= fEiXns® = ;% 35> 0g: (11)

M eans, RM S value and the spatial correlation of Jitters in output ring tim es on the layer
m are given by

t0m=<t0mj>; 12)
co=x< @mj>; 3)
1 X X < Bnjy Bnk>
Son = T T g l_onk ; (14)
ol ) k@3 < 1émj>< Bk >

where 5= thny ton.Wewillcalulate o, and 55, as functionsof ; and s; fora
set of m odel param eters by direct sin ulations and DM A theory, details of the latter being
discussed in the follow Ing subsection.

B.DM A theory
1. Equations of m otions

Asin I P4],we rstde ne the gltbalvariabks for the layerm by

X" = N j Xn 5 ©F 15)
1 X
YY" = N Ym 5 07 16)
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and their averages by

TO=<xX"@®>; a7
SO =<Y"@®> : (18)

Next we de ne variances and covariances between local variables In the layers n and m,
given by
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and those between global variabls in Jayers n and m , given by

L=< X" X"O>; ©3)
2 =< Y @® Y ©>; ©4)
L=< X"® Y O>; ©5)
=< Y@ X"@O>; 26)

where %50 = X,50 70, %:0=vas® 6O, X"®©=X"® T and
Y'®=Y"@® 5 @.Lkisnotedthatforn=m,weget 14 = 51 and 75 = 3. .
In deriving equations of m otions, we have assumed snall and :, and the G aussian
distribution of state variables, as In I. T he interlayer correlation between layers, which was
neglected in I, has been taken into acoount w ithin the nearest-ayer approxin ation NLA )
In which the correlation beyond ad-pcent layers is neglected, as given by

mom =0 or'>1 (; =1;2) 7)

A fter som e m anjpulations, we get the Plowing DEs form=1 to M (@rgueam ent t is ne-
glected):
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where a" = fI' + 3f} [, £ = @@=WFO(7), ¥ = @=H6"(]) and h. =
(I="hd'H (t)=dt'. In Egs. (37)-@0), P and R ( = 1;2) express contributions to the
rst layer (m = 1), cbeying the Pllowng DEs (see the Appendix A ) :
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InEgs. 37)-(40), ™ '™ and ™ '™ expressthe interlayer correlation between layersm 1
and m , satisfying D E s given by
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O rignal2N M -din ensionaldetermm inistic D Es given by Egs. (1)-(5) are transform ed to N ¢~
dim ensionaldetemm inisticD Esgiven by Egs. (28)-(52) whereN = 12+ 16 M 1). Ifthere
areno jitters @ = R = 0) or ifthe interlayer correlation isneglected ( "™ = 0 form 6 n),
DMA ladsto 8Y -dimensionalDEs as in I.W e note that the contrlbution of nput Jitters
to the rst layer isproportionalto ? n Eq. (41) whereasthatto [I=N + (1 1N )s;] Z i
Eqg. 43).

2. Quantities relevant to output rings

N euron A ctivity and Firing-T im e D istribution

W ew illshow , in this subsection, that from T ), 14 ) and 7{" (t) which are cbtained
from Egs. 28)-(52), we may calculate the three In portant quantities relevant to output

rings on the layerm : the activity of neurons (@gn, ), the RM S value of output Jitters ( on )

and their spatial correlation (sop ) -

The averaged distribution of the voltage variable x, 5 (t) is described by the G aussian
distrbution with themean of T () and the variance of 1.0 (t) 4] P39]. The probability
Wom (©) when x, 5 (t) at t is above the threshold  is given by

0 1
Won =1 d H;MA ; (53)
m m
1;1 (t)

where (y) is the error function given by an Integration from 1 to y of the nomal
distrbution function &):

1 x°
x) = P?GXP - (54)

T he neuron activity in the Jayerm is given by

aom = Wom )i 3)
which isunity when allneurons In the layer reatt= t,, denedby 7| (,)= . The
fraction of rings of neurons in the layerm is given by R4]

Zow 0= hon  E Ton) i By m (56)
m = — (&§—— M
] at \ om at m‘;m —1 ’

1;1

w ith the RM S value of jitters of output soikes given by



om= < £,>= — 57)

m ;m

where 7, ;" and 1, areevaliated att,, .Our o, correspondsto ,RM S of rings
tin es, of D jesm ann, G ewaltiy and Aertsen [18].

Synchronization ratio and C orrelation of output rings
The synchronization ratio S, () In a given layerm is given by P4]

(15 =10 © 1]
Sp (©)
1 1=N)

= — €

’
NN D)y ey < X5>< %, >

(58)

©9)

which is 0 and 1 for com pltely asynchronous and synchronous states, regoectively. T hen
the spatially-averaged correlation of output ring tines in Jayerm de ned by Eq. (14), is
given by

1 X X < 1ém j 1ém k >

Som = — ——— S = Sn (G )/ (60)
NN 1) ey < 1émj>< Bk >

w here the relation given by Eq. (57) is adopted.

Thusaonmr om and s given by Egs. (55), (67) and (60), respectively, are expressed
htemsof T, 7{ and 7 ,and they depend on model param eters of 1, s;, P, , W1,
wo, and N .

IIT. M ODEL CALCULATIONS
A .E ectsofsy

In this study, we pay our attention to the response of m ultilayer networks to a singlke
spike input of I® () with tt = 100 n Egs. (5) and (8). W e have adopted the param eters
ofu= 010, = 05, = 0d and = 5. Parameter valuesof i1, s;, p, , Wi, Wy, N
and M will be explained shortly. The value of u = 0:10 has been chosen for a study of
the response to a supra-threshold input, because the criticalm agnitude of u isu. = 0:0435
below whith rings ofneuron de ned by Eqg. (11) cannot take place for ;= = 0.D irect
sim ulations have been perform ed by solving 2M N D Esgiven by Egs. (1)—(5) w ith the use of
the fourth-order R ungeK utta m ethod w ith a tim e step 0f 0.01 for hundred trials otherw ise
noticed. Correlated input tim es of &7y given by Egs. (9) and (10) have been generated by
the G aussian-distribbution program s. DEsofDM A given by Egs. (28)—(52) have been solved
by using also the fourth-order R ungeX utta m ethod w ith a tim e step 0f 0.01. A Il calculated
quantities are dim ensionless.

RasterinFig. 1 @) shows ringsofneuronsofthe rstten layersin amultilayerofN = 10
and M = 20 for a typical set of parametersof ;= 1,51 = 0, p=1, = 001,w; =0
and w, = 0:, calculated by a direct sinulation (@ single trial) . The ordinate expresses the



neuron ndex kde nedbyk= 10m 1)+ jwherem = 1 10and j= 1 10. Theuppem ost
cluster denotes rings of ten neurons in the layerm = 1 and the bottom cluster those In
the layerm = 10. W hen spikes are applied at t = 100, neurons are already random ized
because noises have been applied since t= 0. F irings occur w ith a delay of about 5 at each
stage, and it takes about 48 for soikes to propagate from m = 1 tom = 10. W hen the noise
Intensity is ncreased to = 002, uctuations of rings due to nputs and sourious rings
are Increased, as shown iIn Fig. 1 (o). Figures 2 (@) and 2 (o) show tine coursesof T (t) and
Sn © of the rst ten layers for the sam e st of param eters as in Fig. 1(a): solid curves
denote the results of DM A theory and dashed curves those of direct simulations. F igure
2 (@) show s that a spike propagates from m = 1 tom = 10.Resultsof T (t) ofDMA are in
good agreem ent w ith those of direct sim ulations; the form er is not distinguishable from the
latter. The synchronization ratio of S, () shown in Fig. 2() is zero at m = 1 because of
the vanishing input correlation s; = 0. Nevertheless, S, () after receiving Inputs gradually
becom e large as a spike propagates through the layer. T his developm ent in the synchrony
ism ore clearly realized In Fig. 3@), where lJarge open and lled circles, respectively, show

them dependence of the correlation of so, = Sy (G, ) ©rs; = 0 and p= 1 calculated by
direct sin ulation (dashed curve) and DM A (solid curve). W e note that although s, = 0 at
m = 1 Pors; = 0, it is rapidly increased and saturates w ith a value of about 0.71 (0.61) in
direct simulations OM A calculation) at m = 20. On the contrary, open and lled squares,
respectively, In Fig. 3 @) show that sy, fors; = landp= 1 isdecreased atm 1 and again
show the saturation w ith a value ofabout 0.87 (0.71) in direct simulation ©M A calculation)

atm = 20. For0< s; < 1, son show a sin ilar, gradual change asm is lncreased. Ik is
noted that the agreem ent between the results of DM A calculations and direct sim ulation is
good at am allm but becom e worse at Jargerm . This is due to the adopted NLA in which
the correlation beyond the nearest layers is neglected.

Tt isnoted that an increase In the synchrony asm is increased, which isrealized fors; = 0
and 02 in Fig. 3 (@), is due to comm on inputs arising from alkto-all interlayer couplings for
p= 1lnhEqgq. @).In fact, fwe sest p= 0 Prwhich nputs com e only through local couplings
n Egq. @), the synchrony is gradually decreased as spikes propagate by e ects of random
noises for all values of s;, as shown in Fig. 3(c). In the intem ediate p value, for exam ple,
forp= 04, the synchrony is decreased (increased) com pared w ith that forp= 1 @ = 0),
asshown in Fig. 3 ().

Figure 4@), 4 ) and 4 (c) express the m dependence of o, , RM S value of jitters in

ring tines, forp = 10, 04 and 0, respectively, w ith various s; values. A though 55, is
variable depending on s; and p as shown in Figs. 3@)-3(c), m agniudes of o, are nearly
Independent ofm , which show s that spikes propagate w ith nearly the sam e dispersion. In
particular, forp = 0, the m dependence of ,, is alnost the same for all s; values, as
shown In Fig. 4(c). Because of the adopted NLA , the agreem ent between the resuls of
DM A calculations and direct sin ulation becom e worse at largerm although both results are
sim ilar In the qualitative sense. T he neuron activity ap, de ned by Eqg. (85) is 050 -051
atm 1 for all the cases Investigated (not shown).

So far we have adopted values of N = 10 and M = 20. It is desirabl to perfom
num erical calculations w ith Jarger values of N and M for a better understanding of m ulti-
layer networks In living brains. Because of a lin itation of our com puter faciliy, we have
perform ed only DM A calculations for larger value of N and M . Figure 5@), 5 @) and 5(c)
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show the m dependence of s, orp = 10, 04 and 0.0, regpectively, with N = 100 and
M = 40 for various s; values: parameters of , w;, Wy, are same as n Fig. 2. W hen
com paring Figs. 5@)-5() wih 2@)2 (), we note sin ilarm dependence In them : the N
dependence of s, willbe shortly discussed in Sec. IIID .

B.E ectsofp

Aswas polnted out In Figs. 3@)-3(c), the factor of p plays an im portant rok for syn—
chrony In soike propagation. In order to system atically study the e ect of p on the input-
output relation of M = 20 multilayer, we have caloulated s 20, Som @atm = M = 20, as
a function ofp or various s; valueswith = 1, = 001 and N = 100, whose result is
shown In Fig. 6. Forp= 0, 5q 29 isvery anall forall s;. W hen p is Increased from 0, 5o 20
is linearly increased and it show s an aln ost saturation atp> 05 0®6.

Figure 7 (@) depicts the calculated result show ing sy 59 against sy, the nput-output re-
lation of the correlation for a xed valie of = 0:01 In the multilayer of M = 20 and
N = 100. It is shown that for independent local couplings only @ = 0), So 50 becom es too
an all com pared to s;. In contrast, for comm on alkto-all feedforward couplingsonly o= 1),
So 20 beocom es Jarger than the nput correlation for s; < s;. where s;. = 0:54 is the crtical
value below which 54 50 > s;. Forp= 02 and 04, the critical value becom es s = 0:09 and
033, respectively, which are nearly the sam e as the experin entally cbserved value 0o£f01-03

B2} @a).
C.E ectsof

Aswasshown in Fig. 1 (o), noises are detrim ental or the synchrony of soikes. This fact
is realized when we com pare sy, for = 0:02 shown In Fig. 5(d) wih that for = 001 in
Fig.5@). Thevalue of 5o, orsy= 1latm = 40 isabout 020 In Fig. 5 () whith ismuch
an aller than 046 In Fig. 5(@).

Figure 7 (o) expresses s; versus S 50 when the noise intensity is changed with a xed
valieofp= 1HHr ;= landN = 100. In thecaseof = 001, 5 5o is larger than s; or
St < s = 0:54. On the contrary, n the case of = 002, the crtical value is s;. = 0:8.
Furthem ore, n the case of = 003, we get s = 0:11. Thus s;. ismuch reduced with
Increasing

D.E ectsofN

A s m entioned above, s 59 becom es an aller than s; for s; > 018 for = 0:02 and
N = 100. This situation is changed if the size 0of N is reduced. Figure 8 @) shows s, fOr
variousN with s; = 04 and = 002. In the case of N = 10, for example, 5 29 is 0.50
which is larger than 019 forN = 100. ForN = 20, sy 29 is nearly the same as sy = 04.
Figure 8 @) clkarly show s that s 59 is gradually decreased asN is increased.
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E.E ectsofw;

So far we have assum ed vanishing Intralayer couplings, w, which are now introduced.
W hen Intralayer coupling w; are positive (excitatory), som isexpected to be increased. This
is con med in our calculations shown in Fig. 8 (o) depicting sg, rw;=0, 005 and 0.1
wih 1=1,s1= 04, = 002,w,= 01 andN = 100. On the contrary, ifw; is negative
(Ihhibitory), it is considered to prevent the propagation ofa spike. A ctually, Fig. 8 (o) show s
that forw = 0:05, a propagation of a spike is term nated at m = 7 below whith s, is
an aller than that forpositive w1 .

F.E ectsofwy

T he Interlayer coupling w, is expected to play also in portant roles in soike propagation.
Figure 8(c) show s calculated results when the interlayer coupling w, is Increased from 0.1
to 02, which yields an ncrease n sy, for 1 = 1, 51 = 04, w;, = 0, == 0:02 and
N = 100. On the contrary, our calculation n Fig. 8(c) show s that the negative couplings
wihw,= 0:1 and 02 are not favorablk for the soike propagation which is tem inated at
m = 9.

IV.CONCLUSIONSAND DISCUSSIONS

W e have discussed the spatial correlation while spikes propagate through feedforward

m ultilayer. F igures 3 (@) and 3 (o) suggest thatasm is increased, son and o, M ay approach

xed values. In order to show thism ore clearly, we depict, n Fig. 9@),the on Son plotn
which pointsof ( o s Som ) are sequentially connected from m = Otom = 40wih = 001
and N = 100: notethat ( om, Son ) orm = 0 stand for nput values. For exam ple, in the
cazeof 1= lands;= 10, thepoint startsfrom ( g s Son )= 10,1.0) atm = 0 and ends
wih (058,045) atm = 40. In contrast, n thecase of ;= 1 and s; = 00, the point starts
from (1.0,00)atm = 0 and endswith (049, 022) atm = 40. In thecassof ;= 0 and
st = 0:0, the point vardes from (0.0, 00) atm = 0to (048,021) atm = 40. Thes show
that a xed point may be about ( o1 ;So1 ) (0:54;0:38), as shown by the cross In Fig.
9@).

Figure 9() show a simibr on Son plot ora arger = 0:02. In thecassof ;1 = 1
and s; = 10, for exam ple, the point starts from (1.0, 1.0) atm = 0 and endswih (0.95,
022) atm = 40. In thecasse of ;= 1 and s; = 00, the point changes from (10.0, 1.0) at
m = 0to (092,016) atm = 40.Resultsfor ;= 0and s; = Oand for ;= 1 (@nd 2) wih
0 s 1show that (o1 7501 ) (0:93;0:18) for = 0:02.

Including calculated resuls of the neuron activiy ag, Eg. 65)], which becom es
aom = 050 051 atm 1 for all the cases investigated (ot shown), we m ay say that
all curves starting from di erent Initial values of ; and s; converge to the xed point of
@017 o017 %01 ) Inthe threedin ensional space spanned by apn , om and Son - The xed
point is detem Ined by the param eters characterizing the m ultilayer architecture such as

, Pr W1, wy and N, but independently of the param eters of ; and s; for input signals.
O ur conclusion supplem ents the result of D fesm ann et al. {1§] who have shown that in the
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propagating regin €, the num ber of ring neurons and RM S of ring tin es in a pulse packet
converge to xed-point values. O ur calculation has shown that whik a pulse packet propa-—
gates w ith an alm ost constant dispersion RM S), the spatial correlation w ithin the packet
may change, and In a desp layer, it saturates at the value determ ined by the param eters
depending on the m ulilayer.

T he dependence of calculated xed-point valiesofsy; and o; on ,p,N,w; andw,
are sum m arized as ollow s.
(1) o1 isncreased as increasing , but decreased as ncreasingp, N , w; orw,.
(2) sp1 is Increased as increasing p, w; orw,, but decreased as Increasing orN .
W e have tried to elucidate thisproperty by an analysisusing DM A .Because the xed points
donotdepend on ; and s;,we considerthecaseof ;= s;= 0. Inthecassofw; = wy, = 0,
Egs. 28)—(52) yield

VA (61)
W &
form ! 1 where they are ndependent ofm . W hen w,; and w, are an all, Egs. (30), 33),

37), 39), 45) and (48) yield follow ng equations given as series ofw; and w:

0

. m 0
g Mmno1 34 =c 2(1| aiwy  awy)+ dwap .+ 1 p) 4k (63)
. m c ? 0
11 Mgy g = N @ bw; Iwy)+ dwy ;47 (64)
;,-1 Ny 1 1a = ew, p it @ P ok (65)
0 . m
171 g1 gp = eWa 117 (66)

where expansion coe cients ofa 1, a,, b, I» ¢, d and e are cbtainablk from Egs. 28)-(52)
In principle although their explicit fomm s are not necessary for our qualitative discussion.
Solving Egs. (63)—(66) for ;,; and ;1;,which are substituted to Egs. (57) and (60), we get

1 1 1
o1 / — 1 Z@wi+ awy)+ —dew; [l pl¥+ —pR pIl ; 67)
" o2 | 2 oN
a b a b dep2 p)
! wi+ Wyt —mMm— w,; 68
So1 N 1 1 N 1 2 N 57 (68)

where only relevant tem s are retained. Expressions given by Egs. (67) and (68) m ay
acoount for all the dependence of 1 and s51 rised In items (1) and ), except the N
dependence of o; and the dependence ofsy; . The omerm ay be explained ifa; or a,
isan increasing function ofN , and the Jatter ifa; ora, (o orky) isa decreasing (increasing)
function of

A though num erical calculations reported In Sec. IIT have been m ade for single spike
Inputs, wem ay easily apply ourDM A theory to the case of soketrain inputs given by [see
Eq. 8)]

X

LY®= n1u €ty (69)
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where t74. stands for the ‘th input tin e to neuron j. Raster in Fig. 10 (@) shows rings of
neurons or an applied Poisson spike train with the average intersoike interval (ISI) of 100
( =002 1=1,5=0,p=1,w;=0,wy,=01,M = 20 and N = 10) calculated by
direct simulation (@ single run). In contrast, raster in Fig. 10 (o) expresses gblal rings on
layerm forwhich the ring tine isde ned by

tOmg: ftj T t) = ;_I}n > 0g: (70)

m

where 7 (t) denotes the averaged voltage variabl on the layerm [Eq. (17)]. T in e courses
of T (t) are plotted In Fig. 10 (c), n which the uppem ost fram e show s an applied P oisson
pketrain, I® (). Theresultof T (t) ofDM A (s0lid curves) is in good agreem ent w ith that
of direct simulations (dashed curves). Figures 10 @)—(c) show that spikes propagate from

m = 1ltom = 10 oftheM = 20 multilayer. Spurious rings due to added noises, which
is realized in F ig. 10 @), vanish in global rings shown in Fig. 10 (o) by the averaging over
neuron ensembles, which expresses the population e ect 3] I4]. Comparing T () wih
an applied spike train of I® (), orexampl, at t 300 600, we note that when ISI of
Input spikes is shorter than about 55, FN neuron cannot resoond because of is refractory
period, which is realized also in HH neuron [B1]. T is noted that although the correlation
for soiketrain inputs develops whik spikes propagate through the m ultilayer, as for single
goike inputs, m eans and variances of their IST ram ain aln ost the constant.

To sum m arize, we have studied the spatial correlation during spike’s propagation through
m ulilayers to show

(@) the input correlation of s; m ay propagate through the netw ork, yielding sop, st at the
end layerofm =M 10 20 with the cbserved m agnitude of soy 01 03 B2} [Ad],
when m odel param eters are appropriate, and

() n a Jong m ultilayer, the correlation ofthe desp layer converges to a xed-point value of
( 01 7801 ) which depends on the param eters characterizing the m ultilayer architecture but
is independent of the input correlation.

The item (1) in plies that soikes in m ultilayers w ith physiologically reasonable size ofm =
M 10 20 may carry lnform ation encoded in the spatial correlation of ring times. The
iem () is sim ilar to the result obtained n Ref. LZ?»], w here the spike rate in a deep layer of
a balanced syn re chain is shown to be independent of the Input rate.

Finally we would like to point out the e ciency ofour DM A . D irect sim ulations w ith
100 trials for a multilayer of M = 20 and N = 10 wih a st of param eters Figs. 1 and
2), required the com putation tin e 0of 51 m nutesby usng 1.8 GHzCPU PC,whikaDMA
calculation needs only 6 s, which is about 500 tin es faster than sim ulations.
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APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF EQS. (41)—(44)

From Egs. (1)-(5),we get DEs for the deviationsof x,yand y jofaneuron j =1 to
N ) nthelyerm E1toM ),given by (see Appendix A In I)

d %, 0 o -
dtj:fl %3t B (%, )+ £ Ky cwst I3+ EYH IS+ as AL
d v - .
—dtj:ban d % yi (J2m) @2)
w ih
Wiy X
15 = ﬁ X ki @ 3)
k 6 3)
pX
1= ml)Wzg’f[[; X% ot @ P) F o3k @ 4)
k
In(e§= m1 UH- &5; @5)

where H- = dH (t)=dt. W e have taken Into account up to third-order term s In = %, 5 which
ply an in portant role in stabilizing D es P4], whik only a linearorder tem is ncluded in
the coupling term In Egs. A 3) and @A 4). D Es for the variances and covariances are given
by

ddr‘z :Nixj S P%j(dd}:j)> 11t < y“j(dd?j)-i- x“j(ddﬁ’ilj)> P
+2< %j(ddfj) 2 2l ®.6)

n

ddén =N—12Xj Xk p< w2y k< w e wy ERNs
+ < ¥y (dd}:k)"' &k(dd}jj)> 2 11T 2<%y (%)> 2 2k @7

Substituting Egs. A1)-@A5) to Egs. A6) and A7), wegetDEsfor "™ and " (; =
1;2). In the process of these calculations, we get new correlation functions of P (t) and
R () de ned by

1 X
P (D= N K x50 &> 1+< ywy®© &> 2); A 8)
J
1 X X
R ()= N2 K x50 &> 1t < ¥0O ®w> 2); A9)

whose equations ofm otions are given by Egs. (41)—(44).
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Raster showing rings of neurons on the st ten layers In a multilayer of N = 10
andM = 20 or @ = 00l and ) = 002wih 1= 1,s1=0,p=1,w; = 0,w, = 01,
M = 20and N = 10, calculated by a direct sin ulation (@ single trial). T he vertical scale expresses
the neuron ndex k de nedby k= 10m 1)+ jwherel m 10and 1 3§ 10.

FIG.2. Tine courses of @) rlﬂ and ) Sgpy M1 m 10 ofamultilayerwih N = 10 and
M =20pr 1=1,s1=0,p=1, = 001,w;= 0andwy = 0, calculated by DM A (solid
curves) and direct sim ulations of 100 trials (dashed curves).

FIG.3. som Dr@p= 10, b) p= 04 and ) p= 00, with =1, = 001,w; = 0,
wy, = 01,N = 10 and various sy: st = 10 (squares), 0.8 (circks), 0.6 (diam onds), 04 (inverted
triangles), 02 (trianglk) and 0 (large circles), calculated by direct sim ulations (open m arks) and
DMA ( lled marks):

FIG . 4. om r @ p= 10, b)p= 0dand ¢ p= 00, with =1, = 001,w; = 0,
wy, = 01,N = 10 and various sy: st = 10 (squares), 0.8 (circks), 0.6 (diam onds), 04 (inverted
triangles), 02 (trianglk) and 0 (large circls), calculated by direct sinulations (open m arks) and
DMA ( lled marks):

FIG.5. sop or @ = 00landp= 10, ) = 00landp= 04, ) = 00landp= 020,
and d) = 002andp=1,wih 1= 1,wi1=0,wy,= 01,N = 100 and various sy calculated by
DMA:st= 10 (squares), 0.8 (circkes), 0.6 (diam onds), 04 (Inhverted trianglks), 02 (trianglk) and
0 (large circles).

FIG.6. The p dependence of sy 59 for various sy with 1= 1, = 001,w;= 0,w, = 01
and N = 100 calculated by DM A : st = 080 (circkes), 0.6 (diam onds), 04 (inhverted triangls), 02
(trianglk) and 0 (large circles).

FIG.7. @) so20 against sy or = 0:01 with variousp: p= 1 (circlkes), 0.6 (squares), 04
(inverted triangles), 02 (trangles) and 0 (diam onds). () Sp 20 against s; forp = 1 w ith various
= 001 (circks), 002 (trangls) and 0.03 (squares). (@) and () are calculated by DM A w ih

1= 1,wi=0,wy= 01 and N = 100.

FIG.8. (@) som fordierent N, ) fordi erent wy, and () fordi erent wy, with 1= 1,
s1= 04,p= 04, = 002, calculated by DM A .
FIG.09. om against spn, for @) = 001 and () = 002, with 1= 1,p= 1wy =0,

wy= 041,M = 40 and N = 100 calculated by DM A . A rrow s denote the direction of increasingm .
A Il points starting from ( ¢ ¢; So o) converge to the xed-point m arked by the cross (see text).
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FIG.10. (@) Raster of rings of ndividual neurons, (o) raster of global rings averaged on
each layer in a multilayer calculated by a direct sin ulation (@ singlke trial), and (c) tin e courses
of T calculated by DM A (solid curves) and sin ulations (dashed curves) for applied P oisson spike
nputs I® shown at the uppem ost fram e of (c): =002 :1=1,s1r=0,p= 1, wy = 0,
wy= 01,M = 20 and N = 10. T he vertical scale of (@) expresses the neuron ndex k de ned by
k=10 1)+ jwherel m 10and 1l 3§ 10 (see text).

19



Thisfigure "figl-4.gif" isavailable in "gif* format from:


http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0308043v2

Thisfigure "figs-7.gif" isavailable in "gif* format from:


http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0308043v2

Thisfigure "fig8-10.gif" isavailablein "gif" format from:


http://arxiv.org/ps/cond-mat/0308043v2

