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Abstract

Spike propagation for spatially correlated inputs in layered neuralnet-

works has been investigated with the use of a sem i-analytical dynam ical

m ean-�eld approxim ation (DM A)theory recently proposed by theauthor[H.

Hasegawa,Phys. Rev. E 67,041903 (2003)]. Each layer ofthe network is

assum ed to consistofFitzHugh-Nagum o neuronswhich are coupled by feed-

forward couplings. Applying single spikes to the network with input-tim e

jitters whose root-m ean-square (RM S) value and the spatialcorrelation are

�I and sI,respectively,wehavecalculated theRM S value(�O m )and thecor-

relation (sO m )ofjittersin output-�ring tim eson each layerm .Forall-to-all

feedforward couplings,sO m gradually grows to a fairly large value as spikes

propagate through the layer,even for inputs without the correlation. This

showsthatforthecorrelation to bein therangeofobserved valueof0.1-0.3,

wehaveto takeinto accountnoisesand m orerealistic feedforward couplings.

M odelcalculations including localfeedforward connections besides all-to-all

feedforward couplingsin m ultilayerssubjectto whitenoises,haveshown that

in a long m ultilayer,�O m and sO m converge to �xed-pointvalues which are

determ ined by m odelparam eters characterizing the m ultilayer architecture.

ResultsofDM A calculationsarein fairly good agreem entwith thoseofdirect

sim ulations although the com putationaltim e ofthe form er is m uch sm aller

than thatofthe latter.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In living brains,inform ation iscarried by spikeswhich propagatefrom onecorticalarea

toanotherarea.Ithasbeen controversialhow inform ation iscoded in spikes(forreview,see

[1]-[7]).Onepossibility isthatinform ation iscoded in thenum berofspikeswithin a short

tim e window (rate code) [8]. Indeed,�ring activities ofm otor and sensory neurons have

been reported to vary in responseto applied stim uli.In an alternativetem poralcode,on the

contrary,inform ationisassum ed tobecarried byprecise�ringtim esofneurons[9]-[11].One

ofproblem sin theratecoding isthata fairly long tim eoftensofm illisecondsarerequired

toread outtheratefortypical�ringsrateof10-100Hz.However,hum an visualsystem s,for

exam ple,havebeen reported to quickly classify patternswithin 250m sdespitethefactthat

atlestten synapticstagesareinvolved from retinatothetem poralbrain:transm ission tim es

between the two successive stagesare no m ore than 10 m son the average [12]. A possible

m echanism to speed up reading of�ring ratem ay beto collectspikesofm any independent

neurons in a population (population code)[13][14],where m any parallelneurons perform

the sam e task with the ine�cient,high redundancy. On the otherhand,one ofproblem s

in thetem poralcoding isthatspikesarevulnerableto noisewhiletheratecoding perform s

robustly butine�ciently.Theseissueson coding havebeen theoretically studied in a single

neuron ensem ble. It is not clear whether these conclusions m ay be applied to m ultilayer

architecturesrelevantto corticalprocessing.

Studies with the use ofm ultiunit recordings offrontalcortex ofm onkeys have shown

thata spatiotem poralpattern ofhighly synchronous�ringscan propagate through several

tens ofsynaptic connections [15]. A sim ple m odelaccounting for this phenom enon is a

feedforward syn�re chain �rstproposed by Abeles[15]. Since the syn�re chain m odelwas

proposed,m any studies have been m ade on its properties [16]-[24]. In the rate coding,

neuronsin each layerareexpected to �rein uncorrelated m annerwith otherneuronsin the

sam elayer.Neuronsin a given layerareassum ed to com putetheaverage�ring rateofthe

neuronsin the previous layerin orderto generate the outputrate which isrelated to the

inputrate.In a feedforward network,however,this�ring m ay propagateto the nextlayer

in synchronous way [15],which isdetrim entalforthe rate code. Diesm ann,Gewaltig and

Aertsen [18]haveshown by sim ulationsofintegrate-and-�re(IF)neuron m odelthata pulse

packetcan propagate through the syn�re chain ifa packetsatis�esthe condition which is

speci�ed by the two param eters: one is the num ber ofspikes in a pulse packet and the

otheristhe root-m ean-square (RM S)value of�ring tim esin a pulse packet. The resultof

Diesm ann etal.[18]hasbeen con�rm ed by them ethod ofFokker-Planck equation [19].

Ithasbeen notclearwhetherfeedforward networkssupporttherate-code ortem poral-

code hypothesis. Shadlen and Newsom e [25,26]have claim ed the feasibility ofthe rate

code,adopting a m odelin which excitatory and inhibitory synaptic inputsare assum ed to

be balanced. Because ofthisbalanced input,postsynaptic potentials
uctuate around the

resting potential,which yieldsrandom �ringsin outputneurons.Ithasbeen shown thatif

each pairofoutputneuronsshareslessthan 40percentofinputneurons,only asm alldegree

ofsynchrony willbedeveloped,which assuresan feasibility oftheratecode.Thee�ciency

oftheratecodetransm ission in unbalanced feedforward networkshasbeen alsostudied [22].

Quite recently,however,ithasbeen pointed outthatin long feedforward networks,input

�ring rate cannotbe transm itted reliably because the m ean �ringsrate in a deep layer is
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independentofinput�ring rate[23].

Studieson feedforward networkshavebeen so farm adem ostly by directsim ulationsfor

networksdescribed by thesim plestIF m odel.Itisworthwhiletom akeam oredetailed study

on feedforward m ultilayers by em ploying m ore realistic neuron m odelwith an analytical

m ethod besides sim ulations. In a previous paper [24](referred to I hereafter),we have

developed the sem i-analyticaldynam icalm ean-�eld approxim ation (DM A) theory as an

e�cienttooldealing with large-scale FitzHugh-Nagum o (FN)neuron ensem blessubjectto

noises[27][28],by extending them om entm ethod [29].Original2N -dim ensionalstochastic

di�erentialequations(DEs)foraN -unitFN neuron ensem blearetransform ed toN (2N + 3)-

dim ensionaldeterm inistic DEs for m eans, variances and covariances of localand global

variables. Recently DM A hasbeen successfully applied to neuron ensem bles described by

therealistic Hodgkin-Huxley (HH)m odel[30][31].The FN neuron m odeladopted in Ifor

a feedforward network isobtainableby a sim pli�cation oftheHH m odel[27][28],and itis

expected tobem orerealisticthan IF m odel.W ehaveinvestigated in I,thespikepropagation

throughthenetwork,takingnoaccountofthespatialcorrelation.Experim entally,correlated

�ringshave been observed in a variety ofneurons[32]-[40]. Ithasbeen reported thatthe

correlation coe�cientbetween cellsisabout0.12 in V5 ofa rhesusm onkey [32],0.1-0.3 in

hum an m otorunitsofm uscles[36],and about0.3 in cat’slateralgeniculatenucleus(LGN)

[34]and in retinalganglion cellsofrabbits[39].Theoreticalstudieson theinputcorrelation

have shown that it m ay yield a signi�cant e�ect on the �ring rate and the variability of

outputs [41]-[48]. Calculations with the use ofIF m odelhave shown thatthe �ring rate

ofoutputs is increased with increasing the input correlation forlow �ring rates ofinputs

butisdecreased fortheirhigh �ring rates[41][46][48].The variability ofoutputspikesof

IF m odelisan increasing function ofthe inputcorrelation,whereasthatofHH m odelisa

decreasing function oftheinputcorrelation [47].

These studieshave been m ade fora single neuron ensem ble [41]-[48]. W e expectthat

thespatialcorrelation playsan im portantrolealso in m ultilayernetworks.Although som e

theoreticalstudieshave investigated the cross-correlation ofspike ratesaveraged overlong

tim es[23],there have been no calculationsofthe �ring-tim e correlation in m ultilayers,as

far as the author is concerned. W e have developed,in I,a new m ethod calculating the

instantaneous synchronization ratio in neuron ensem bles which is expressed in term s of

variancesoflocaland globalvariables[Eq. (58)]. Aswillbe shown shortly,the calculated

correlation in m ultilayers with all-to-allfeedforward couplings subject to weak noises is

developed toafairly largevalueasspikespropagate,even forinputswithoutthecorrelation.

In orderthatthecorrelation rem ainsin therangeoftheobserved valueof0.1-0.3m entioned

above[32]-[40],wehaveto takeinto accountatleasttwo factors:oneisthem oredetailed

connectivity in feedforward couplingsbesidestheall-to-allcoupling and theotherisnoises.

Asforthe�rstissue,wehaveassum ed,in thisstudy,thatourm ultilayernetwork includes,

besidesall-to-allcouplings,localcouplingsin which each neuron in a given layerreceivesan

inputfrom oneneuron in theprecedinglayer.All-to-alland localcouplingsaresuperim posed

with fractionsofp and 1� p,respectively,wherep denotesa param eterexpressing a degree

ofall-to-allcom ponentin the totalfeedforward couplings. Asforthe second issue,several

conceivablesourcesofnoiseshavebeen reported:(i)cellsin sensory neuronsareexposed to

noisy outerworld,(ii)ion channelsofthe m em brane ofneuronsand synaptic transm ission

by a release ofsynaptic vesiclesare essentially stochastic,and (iii)synaptic inputsinclude
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leaked currents from neighboring neurons. In this study,we have taken account ofwhite

noiseswhich areindependently added toallneurons.Applying spikeinputstothe�rstlayer

ofthe network with the spatialcorrelation in input-tim e jitters,we have investigated the

e�ectofthespatialcorrelation in m ultilayerwith all-to-alland localfeedforward couplings

subjectto independentnoises.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:In Sec.II,wewilldiscussan adopted m ultilayerwith

feedforward couplings. By using DM A,the RM S value (�O m )and the correlation (sO m )of

jittersin output�ring tim es atlayer m are expressed asfunctionsofthe RM S value (�I)

and the correlation (sI)ofjittersin inputtim es. In Sec. III,som e m odelcalculationsare

reported ofthe correlated spike propagation through the m ultilayerby using DM A theory

and directsim ulations.The�nalSec.IV isdevoted to discussionsand conclusions.

II.LAY ER ED N ET W O R K S C O N SIST IN G O F FN N EU R O N S

A .A dopted m odel

W ehaveadopted M -layerneuralnetworksin which each layerincludesN -unitFN neu-

rons.Dynam icsofasingleFN neuron j(=1toN )in agiven layerm (=1toM )isdescribed

by nonlineardi�erentialequations(DEs)given by

dxm j(t)

dt
= F[xm j(t)]� cym j(t)+ I

(c1)

m j (t)+ I
(c2)

m j (t)+ I
(e)

m j(t)+ �m j(t); (1)

dym j(t)

dt
= bxm j(t)� dym j(t)+ e; (2)

with

I
(c1)

m j (t)=

�
w1

N � 1

�
X

k(6= j)

G(xm k(t)); (3)

I
(c2)

m j (t)= (1� �m 1)w2 [

�
p

N

�
X

k

G(xm � 1k(t))+ (1� p)G(xm � 1j(t))]; (4)

I
(e)

j (t)= �m 1 u H (t): (5)

In Eqs. (1)-(5),F[x(t)]= 0:5x(t)[x(t)� 0:1][1� x(t)],b= 0:015,c= 1:0,d = 0:003 and

e = 0 [24][29],and xm j and ym j denote the fast (voltage) and slow (recovery) variables,

respectively,ofa given neuron j in the layerm ;I
(c1)

m j (t)in Eq. (3)denotesthe intra-layer

couplingswith thestrength w1,thesigm oid function G(x)given by G(x)= 1=[1+ exp[�(x�

�)=�]],the threshold � and the width � [49];the �rst and second term s ofI
(c2)

m j (t) in Eq.

(4) stand for all-to-alland localcouplings,respectively,with the inter-layer feed-forward

couplings w2,p denoting the degree ofcom m on inputs to neuron j in the layer m from

neurons in the preceding layer m � 1 [50];I
(e)

j in Eq. (5) denotes inputs applied to the

�rstlayerwith m agnitude ofu and an arbitrary function ofH (t)whose explicitform will

bespeci�ed below [Eq.(8)];thelastterm ofEq.(1),�m j(t),expressesthe Gaussian white

noisegiven by
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< �m j(t)> = 0; (6)

< �m j(t)�nk(t
0)> = �

2
�jk �m n �(t� t

0); (7)

where � denotesthem agnitudesofnoisesand the bracket< � > expressestheexpectation

value.

W ewillstudy e�ectsofthespatialcorrelation in singlespikeson thepropagation ofspike

inputs.W eadoptan externalinputI
(e)

j in Eq.(5)with thealpha function,�(t):

H (t)= �(t� tIj)= [(t� tIj)=�s]exp[1� (t� tIj)=�s]�(t� tIj); (8)

where �s stands for the synaptic tim e constant and �(t) the Heaviside function given by

�(t)= 1 fort� 0 and 0 otherwise. W e assum e thatjittersin inputtim estIj in Eq. (8)

obey theGaussian distribution with m eansand variancegiven by

< tIj > = tI; (9)

< �tIj �tIk > = �
2

I [�jk + (1� �jk)sI]; (10)

where�tIj = tIj � tI,�I and sI denoteRM S valueand thespatialcorrelation,respectively,

ofinput-tim ejitters.

W hen an input spike given by Eqs. (5) and (8) is applied to the �rst layer,it m ay

propagatethrough them ultilayerin thepropagating regim e[18].The�ring tim eofa given

neuron j in the layer m is de�ned as the tim e when the fast variable xm j(t) crosses the

threshold � from below:

tO m j = ftjxm j(t)= �;_xm j > 0g: (11)

M eans,RM S value and the spatialcorrelation ofjittersin output�ring tim eson the layer

m aregiven by

tO m = < tO m j >; (12)

�
2

O m = < �t
2

O m j >; (13)

sO m =
1

N (N � 1)

X

j

X

k(6= j)

< �tO m j �tO m k >
q

< �t2O m j >< �t2O m k >
; (14)

where �tO m j = tO m j � tO m . W e willcalculate �O m and sO m asfunctionsof�I and sI fora

setofm odelparam etersby directsim ulationsand DM A theory,detailsofthe latterbeing

discussed in thefollowing subsection.

B .D M A theory

1. Equationsofm otions

Asin I[24],we�rstde�netheglobalvariablesforthelayerm by

X
m (t)=

1

N

X

j

xm j(t); (15)

Y
m (t)=

1

N

X

j

ym j(t); (16)

5



and theiraveragesby

�
m
1 (t)= < X

m (t)>; (17)

�
m
2
(t)= < Y

m (t)> : (18)

Next we de�ne variances and covariances between localvariables in the layers n and m ,

given by



n;m

1;1 (t)=
1

N

X

j

< �xnj(t)�xm j(t)>; (19)



n;m

2;2 (t)=
1

N

X

j

< �ynj(t)�ym j(t)>; (20)



n;m

1;2 (t)=
1

N

X

j

< �xnj(t)�ym j(t)>; (21)



n;m

2;1 (t)=
1

N

X

j

< �ynj(t)�xm j(t)>; (22)

and thosebetween globalvariablesin layersn and m ,given by

�
n;m

1;1 (t)= < �X
n(t)�Xm (t)>; (23)

�
n;m

2;2 (t)= < �Y
n(t)�Ym (t)>; (24)

�
n;m

1;2 (t)= < �X
n(t)�Ym (t)>; (25)

�
n;m

2;1 (t)= < �Y
n(t)�Xm (t)>; (26)

where �xm j(t)= xm j(t)� �m
1
(t),�ym j(t)= ym j(t)� �m

2
(t),�Xm (t)= X m (t)� �m

1
(t)and

�Ym (t)= Y m (t)� �m2 (t).Itisnoted thatforn = m ,weget

m ;m

1;2 = 

m ;m

2;1 and �
m ;m

1;2 = �
m ;m

2;1 .

In deriving equations ofm otions,we have assum ed sm all� and �I,and the Gaussian

distribution ofstatevariables,asin I.Theinterlayercorrelation between layers,which was

neglected in I,hasbeen taken into accountwithin the nearest-layer approxim ation (NLA)

in which thecorrelation beyond adjacentlayersisneglected,asgiven by

�
m � ‘;m

�;� = 0: for‘> 1 (�;� = 1;2) (27)

After som e m anipulations,we get the following DEs for m =1 to M (arguem ent t is ne-

glected):

d�m1

dt
= f

m
0
+ f

m
2


m ;m

1;1 � c�
m
2
+ w1g

m
o + �m 1 uh0 + (1� �m 1)w2 g

m � 1
0

; (28)

d�m
2

dt
= b�

m
1
� d�

m
2
+ e; (29)

d

m ;m

1;1

dt
= 2(am 


m ;m

1;1 � c

m ;m

1;2 )+ 2w1g
m
1
�
m ;m

1;1 + �
2 + 2X m

1;1; (30)

d

m ;m

2;2

dt
= 2(b


m ;m

1;2 � d

m ;m

2;2 ); (31)

d

m ;m

1;2

dt
= b


m ;m

1;1 + (am � d)

m ;m

1;2 � c

m ;m

2;2 + w1g
m
1
�
m ;m

1;2 + X
m
1;2; (32)

6



d�
m ;m

1;1

dt
= 2(am �

m ;m

1;1 � c�
m ;m

1;2 )+ 2w1g
m
1
�
m :m
1;1 +

 
�2

N

!

+ 2Y m
1;1; (33)

d�
m ;m

2;2

dt
= 2(b�

m ;m

1;2 � d�
m ;m

2;2 ); (34)

d�
m ;m

1;2

dt
= b�

m ;m

1;1 + (am � d)�
m ;m

1;2 � c�
m ;m

2;2 + w1g
m
1
�
m ;m

1;2 + Y
m
1;2; (35)

with

�
n;m

�;� =
(�

n;m

�;� � 

n;m

�;� =N )

(1� 1=N )
; (36)

X
m
1;1 = �m 1 u h1 P1(t)+ (1� �m 1)w2 g

m � 1
1

[p�
m � 1;m

1;1 + (1� p)

m � 1;m

1;1 ]; (37)

X
m
1;2 = �m 1 u h1 P2(t)+ (1� �m 1)w2 g

m � 1
1

[p�
m � 1;m

1;2 + (1� p)

m � 1;m

1;2 ]; (38)

Y
m
1;1 = �m 1 u h1 R 1(t)+ (1� �m 1)w2 g

m � 1
1 �

m � 1;m

1;1 ; (39)

Y
m
1;2 = �m 1 u h1 R 2(t)+ (1� �m 1)w2 g

m � 1
1

�
m � 1;m

1;2 ; (40)

where am = fm
1
+ 3fm

3

m
1;1, fm‘ = (1=‘!)F (‘)(�m

1
), gm‘ = (1=‘!)G (‘)(�m

1
) and h‘ =

(1=‘!)d‘ H (t)=dt‘. In Eqs. (37)-(40),P� and R � (� = 1;2) express contributions to the

�rstlayer(m = 1),obeying thefollowing DEs(seetheAppendix A):

dP1

dt
= a

1
P1 � cP2 +

 
w1g

1
1

N � 1

!

[N R 1 � P1]+ �
2

I u h1; (41)

dP2

dt
= bP1 � dP2; (42)

dR 1

dt
= a

1
R 1 � cR 2 + w1 g

1

1 R 1 + [
1

N
+ (1�

1

N
)sI]�

2

I u h1; (43)

dR 2

dt
= bR 1 � dR 2: (44)

In Eqs.(37)-(40),
m � 1;m
�;� and �m � 1;m

�;� expresstheinterlayercorrelation between layersm � 1

and m ,satisfying DEsgiven by

d

m � 1;m

1;1

dt
= (am � 1 + a

m )

m � 1;m

1;1 � c(

m � 1;m

1;2 + 

m � 1;m

2;1 )+ w1(g
m � 1
1 + g

m
1 )�

m � 1;m

1;1

+ w2g
m � 1
1

[p�
m � 1;m � 1

1;1 + (1� p)

m � 1;m � 1

1;1 ]; (45)



m � 1;m

2;2

dt
= b(


m � 1;m

1;2 + 

m � 1;m

2;1 )� 2d

m � 1;m

2;2 ; (46)



m � 1;m

1;2

dt
= b


m � 1;m

1;1 + (am � 1 � d)

m � 1;m

1;2 � c

m � 1;m

2;2 + w1g
m � 1
1

�
m � 1;m

1;2 ; (47)



m � 1;m

2;1

dt
= b


m � 1;m

1;1 + (am � d)

m � 1;m

2;1 � c

m � 1;m

2;2 + w1g
m
1
�
m � 1;m

2;1

+ w2g
m � 1
1 [p�

m � 1;m � 1

2;1 + (1� p)

m � 1;m � 1

2;1 ]; (48)

d�
m � 1;m

1;1

dt
= (am � 1 + a

m )�
m � 1;m

1;1 � c(�
m � 1;m

1;2 + �
m � 1;m

2;1 )+ w1(g
m � 1
1 + g

m
1 )�

m � 1;m

1;1
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+ w2g
m � 1
1

�
m � 1;m � 1

1;1 ; (49)

�
m � 1;m

2;2

dt
= b(�

m � 1;m

1;2 + �
m � 1;m

2;1 )� 2d�
m � 1;m

2;2 ; (50)

�
m � 1;m

1;2

dt
= b�

m � 1;m

1;1 + (am � 1 � d)�
m � 1;m

1;2 � c�
m � 1;m

2;2 + w1g
m � 1
1

�
m � 1;m

1;2 ; (51)

�
m � 1;m

2;1

dt
= b�

m � 1;m

1;1 + (am � d)�
m � 1;m

2;1 � c�
m � 1;m

2;2 + w1g
m
1 �

m � 1;m

2;1 + w2g
m � 1
1 �

m � 1;m � 1

2;1 : (52)

Original2N M -dim ensionaldeterm inisticDEsgiven by Eqs.(1)-(5)aretransform ed toN eq-

dim ensionaldeterm inisticDEsgiven by Eqs.(28)-(52)whereN eq = 12+ 16(M � 1).Ifthere

arenojitters(P� = R � = 0)oriftheinterlayercorrelation isneglected (�
n;m

�;� = 0form 6= n),

DM A leadsto 8M -dim ensionalDEsasin I.W e note thatthe contribution ofinputjitters

to the�rstlayerisproportionalto �2I in Eq.(41)whereasthatto [1=N + (1� 1=N )sI]�
2
I in

Eq.(43).

2. Quantitiesrelevantto output�rings

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

W ewillshow,in thissubsection,thatfrom �m
1
(t),


m ;m

1;1 (t)and �
m ;m

1;1 (t)which areobtained

from Eqs. (28)-(52),we m ay calculate the three im portant quantities relevant to output

�ringson thelayerm :theactivity ofneurons(aO m ),theRM S valueofoutputjitters(�O m )

and theirspatialcorrelation (sO m ).

The averaged distribution ofthe voltage variable xm j(t) is described by the Gaussian

distribution with the m ean of�m
1
(t)and the variance of


m ;m

1;1 (t)[24][29]. The probability

W O m (t)when xm j(t)attisabovethethreshold � isgiven by

W O m (t)= 1�  

0

@
� � �m

1
(t)

q



m ;m

1;1 (t)

1

A ; (53)

where  (y) is the error function given by an integration from �1 to y of the norm al

distribution function �(x):

�(x)=
1

p
2�
exp

 

�
x2

2

!

: (54)

Theneuron activity in thelayerm isgiven by

aO m = W O m (t
�
O m ); (55)

which isunity when allneuronsin the layer�re att= t�O m de�ned by �mi (t
�
O m )= �. The

fraction of�ringsofneuronsin thelayerm isgiven by [24]

ZO m (t)=
dW O m

dt
� �(

t� t�O m

�O m
)
d

dt
(

�m
1

q



m ;m

1;1

)�(_� 1
m ); (56)

with theRM S valueofjittersofoutputspikesgiven by
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�O m =
q

< �t2O j > =

q



m ;m

1;1

_�1
m

; (57)

where�m1 , _�1
m and 


m ;m

1;1 areevaluated att�O m .Our�O m correspondsto �O ,RM S of�rings

tim es,ofDiesm ann,Gewaltig and Aertsen [18].

Synchronization ratio and C orrelation ofoutput �rings

Thesynchronization ratio Sm (t)in a given layerm isgiven by [24]

Sm (t)=
[�
m ;m

1;1 (t)=

m ;m

1;1 (t)� 1=N ]

(1� 1=N )
(58)

=
1

N (N � 1)

X

j

X

k(6= j)

< �xm j �xm k >
q

< �x2m j >< �x2m k >
; (59)

which is0 and 1 forcom pletely asynchronous and synchronous states,respectively. Then

the spatially-averaged correlation ofoutput�ring tim esin layerm de�ned by Eq. (14),is

given by

sO m =
1

N (N � 1)

X

j

X

k(6= j)

< �tO m j �tO m k >
q

< �t2O m j >< �t2O m k >
= Sm (t

�
O m ); (60)

wheretherelation given by Eq.(57)isadopted.

ThusaO m ,�O m and sO m given by Eqs. (55),(57)and (60),respectively,are expressed

in term sof�m
1
,


m ;m

1;1 and �
m ;m

1;1 ,and they depend on m odelparam etersof�I,sI,p,�,w1,

w2 and N .

III.M O D EL C A LC U LAT IO N S

A .E�ects ofsI

In this study,we pay our attention to the response ofm ultilayer networks to a single

spike inputofI(e)(t)with tI = 100 in Eqs. (5)and (8). W e have adopted the param eters

ofu = 0:10,� = 0:5,� = 0:1 and �s = 5. Param eter values of�I,sI,p,�,w1,w2,N

and M willbe explained shortly. The value ofu = 0:10 has been chosen for a study of

theresponse to a supra-threshold input,because thecriticalm agnitudeofu isuc = 0:0435

below which �ringsofneuron de�ned by Eq.(11)cannottakeplacefor�I = � = 0.Direct

sim ulationshavebeen perform ed by solving 2M N DEsgiven by Eqs.(1)-(5)with theuseof

thefourth-orderRunge-Kutta m ethod with a tim estep of0.01 forhundred trialsotherwise

noticed. Correlated inputtim esoftIj given by Eqs. (9)and (10)have been generated by

theGaussian-distribution program s.DEsofDM A given by Eqs.(28)-(52)havebeen solved

by using also thefourth-orderRunge-Kutta m ethod with a tim estep of0.01.Allcalculated

quantitiesaredim ensionless.

RasterinFig.1(a)shows�ringsofneuronsofthe�rstten layersinam ultilayerofN = 10

and M = 20 fora typicalset ofparam eters of�I = 1,sI = 0,p = 1,� = 0:01,w1 = 0

and w2 = 0:1,calculated by a directsim ulation (a single trial).The ordinateexpressesthe
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neuron indexk de�ned byk = 10(m � 1)+ jwherem = 1� 10and j= 1� 10.Theupperm ost

cluster denotes �ringsoften neurons in the layer m = 1 and the bottom cluster those in

the layer m = 10. W hen spikes are applied at t= 100,neurons are already random ized

becausenoiseshavebeen applied sincet= 0.Firingsoccurwith a delay ofabout5 ateach

stage,and ittakesabout48 forspikesto propagatefrom m = 1 to m = 10.W hen thenoise

intensity isincreased to � = 0:02,
uctuationsof�ringsdue to inputsand spurious�rings

areincreased,asshown in Fig.1(b).Figures2(a)and 2(b)show tim ecoursesof�m
1
(t)and

Sm (t) ofthe �rst ten layers for the sam e set ofparam eters as in Fig. 1(a): solid curves

denote the results ofDM A theory and dashed curves those ofdirect sim ulations. Figure

2(a)showsthata spikepropagatesfrom m = 1 to m = 10.Resultsof�m
1
(t)ofDM A arein

good agreem entwith thoseofdirectsim ulations;theform erisnotdistinguishablefrom the

latter. The synchronization ratio ofSm (t)shown in Fig. 2(b)iszero atm = 1 because of

thevanishing inputcorrelation sI = 0.Nevertheless,Sm (t)afterreceiving inputsgradually

becom e large asa spike propagatesthrough the layer. Thisdevelopm entin the synchrony

ism ore clearly realized in Fig. 3(a),where large open and �lled circles,respectively,show

the m dependence ofthe correlation ofsO m = Sm (t
�
O m )forsI = 0 and p = 1 calculated by

directsim ulation (dashed curve)and DM A (solid curve).W enotethatalthough sO m = 0at

m = 1 forsI = 0,itisrapidly increased and saturateswith a value ofabout0.71 (0.61)in

directsim ulations(DM A calculation)atm = 20.On thecontrary,open and �lled squares,

respectively,in Fig.3(a)show thatsO m forsI = 1and p= 1isdecreased atm � 1and again

show thesaturation with avalueofabout0.87(0.71)in directsim ulation (DM A calculation)

atm = 20. For0 < sI < 1,sO m show a sim ilar,gradualchange asm is increased. Itis

noted thattheagreem entbetween theresultsofDM A calculationsand directsim ulation is

good atsm allm butbecom e worse atlargerm .Thisisdue to the adopted NLA in which

thecorrelation beyond thenearestlayersisneglected.

Itisnoted thatan increasein thesynchrony asm isincreased,which isrealized forsI = 0

and 0.2 in Fig.3(a),isdueto com m on inputsarising from all-to-allinterlayercouplingsfor

p= 1 in Eq.(4).In fact,ifwesetp= 0 forwhich inputscom eonly through localcouplings

in Eq. (4),the synchrony isgradually decreased asspikes propagate by e�ectsofrandom

noisesforallvaluesofsI,asshown in Fig.3(c).In the interm ediate p value,forexam ple,

forp = 0:4,the synchrony isdecreased (increased)com pared with thatforp = 1 (p = 0),

asshown in Fig.3(b).

Figure 4(a),4(b) and 4(c) express the m dependence of�O m ,RM S value ofjitters in

�ring tim es,forp = 1:0,0.4 and 0,respectively,with varioussI values. Although sO m is

variable depending on sI and p asshown in Figs. 3(a)-3(c),m agnitudesof�O m are nearly

independentofm ,which showsthatspikespropagate with nearly the sam e dispersion. In

particular,for p = 0,the m dependence of�O m is alm ost the sam e for allsI values,as

shown in Fig. 4(c). Because ofthe adopted NLA,the agreem ent between the results of

DM A calculationsand directsim ulation becom eworseatlargerm although both resultsare

sim ilarin thequalitative sense.Theneuron activity aO m de�ned by Eq.(55)is0.50 -0.51

atm � 1 forallthecasesinvestigated (notshown).

So far we have adopted values ofN = 10 and M = 20. It is desirable to perform

num ericalcalculationswith largervaluesofN and M fora betterunderstanding ofm ulti-

layer networks in living brains. Because ofa lim itation ofourcom puter facility,we have

perform ed only DM A calculationsforlargervalueofN and M .Figure5(a),5(b)and 5(c)
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show the m -dependence ofsO m forp = 1:0,0.4 and 0.0,respectively,with N = 100 and

M = 40 for various sI values: param eters of�,w1,w2 are sam e as in Fig. 2. W hen

com paring Figs. 5(a)-5(c)with 2(a)-2(c),we note sim ilar m dependence in them : the N

dependence ofsO m willbeshortly discussed in Sec.IIID.

B .E�ects ofp

Aswaspointed outin Figs. 3(a)-3(c),the factorofp playsan im portantrole forsyn-

chrony in spike propagation. In orderto system atically study the e�ectofp on the input-

outputrelation ofM = 20 m ultilayer,we have calculated sO 20,sO m atm = M = 20,as

a function ofp forvarioussI valueswith �I = 1,� = 0:01 and N = 100,whose resultis

shown in Fig.6.Forp = 0,sO 20 isvery sm allforallsI.W hen p isincreased from 0,sO 20

islinearly increased and itshowsan alm ostsaturation atp> 0:5� 0:6.

Figure 7(a)depictsthe calculated resultshowing sO 20 againstsI,the input-outputre-

lation ofthe correlation for a �xed value of� = 0:01 in the m ultilayer ofM = 20 and

N = 100.Itisshown thatforindependentlocalcouplingsonly (p = 0),sO 20 becom estoo

sm allcom pared tosI.In contrast,forcom m on all-to-allfeedforward couplingsonly (p= 1),

sO 20 becom eslargerthan the inputcorrelation forsI < sIc where sIc = 0:54 isthe critical

valuebelow which sO 20 > sI.Forp= 0:2 and 0.4,thecriticalvaluebecom essIc = 0:09 and

0.33,respectively,which arenearly thesam eastheexperim entally observed valueof0.1-0.3

[32]-[40].

C .E�ects of�

Aswasshown in Fig.1(b),noisesaredetrim entalforthesynchrony ofspikes.Thisfact

isrealized when wecom paresO m for� = 0:02 shown in Fig.5(d)with thatfor� = 0:01 in

Fig.5(a).ThevalueofsO m forsI = 1 atm = 40 isabout0.20 in Fig.5(b)which ism uch

sm allerthan 0.46 in Fig.5(a).

Figure 7(b) expresses sI versus sO 20 when the noise intensity is changed with a �xed

value ofp = 1 for�I = 1 and N = 100. In the case of� = 0:01,sO 20 islargerthan sI for

sI < sIc = 0:54. On the contrary,in the case of� = 0:02,the criticalvalue issIc = 0:18.

Furtherm ore,in the case of� = 0:03,we getsIc = 0:11. Thus sIc is m uch reduced with

increasing �.

D .E�ects ofN

As m entioned above,sO 20 becom es sm aller than sI for sI > 0:18 for � = 0:02 and

N = 100. Thissituation ischanged ifthe size ofN isreduced. Figure 8(a)showssO m for

variousN with sI = 0:4 and � = 0:02. In the case ofN = 10,forexam ple,sO 20 is0.50

which islargerthan 0.19 forN = 100. ForN = 20,sO 20 isnearly the sam e assI = 0:4.

Figure8(a)clearly showsthatsO 20 isgradually decreased asN isincreased.
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E.E�ects ofw1

So farwe have assum ed vanishing intralayer couplings,w1,which are now introduced.

W hen intralayercouplingw1 arepositive(excitatory),sO m isexpected tobeincreased.This

iscon�rm ed in ourcalculationsshown in Fig. 8(b)depicting sO m forw1=0,0.05 and 0.1

with �I = 1,sI = 0:4,� = 0:02,w2 = 0:1 and N = 100.On thecontrary,ifw1 isnegative

(inhibitory),itisconsidered topreventthepropagation ofaspike.Actually,Fig.8(b)shows

thatforw = �0:05,a propagation ofa spike isterm inated atm = 7 below which sO m is

sm allerthan thatforpositivew1.

F.E�ects ofw2

Theinterlayercoupling w2 isexpected to play also im portantrolesin spikepropagation.

Figure 8(c)showscalculated resultswhen the interlayercoupling w2 isincreased from 0.1

to 0.2,which yields an increase in sO m for �I = 1,sI = 0:4,w1 = 0,� == 0:02 and

N = 100. On the contrary,ourcalculation in Fig. 8(c)showsthatthe negative couplings

with w2 = �0:1 and -0.2 arenotfavorableforthespikepropagation which isterm inated at

m = 9.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

W e have discussed the spatialcorrelation while spikes propagate through feedforward

m ultilayer.Figures3(a)and 3(b)suggestthatasm isincreased,sO m and �O m m ayapproach

�xed values.In ordertoshow thism oreclearly,wedepict,in Fig.9(a),the�O m -sO m plotin

which pointsof(�O m ,sO m )aresequentially connected from m = 0 tom = 40 with � = 0:01

and N = 100:notethat(�O m ,sO m )form = 0 stand forinputvalues.Forexam ple,in the

caseof�I = 1 and sI = 1:0,thepointstartsfrom (�O m ,sO m )=(1.0,1.0)atm = 0 and ends

with (0.58,0.45)atm = 40.In contrast,in thecaseof�I = 1 and sI = 0:0,thepointstarts

from (1.0,0.0)atm = 0 and endswith (0.49,0.22)atm = 40. In the case of�I = 0 and

sI = 0:0,the pointvariesfrom (0.0,0.0)atm = 0 to (0.48,0.21)atm = 40. These show

thata �xed pointm ay be about(�O 1 ;sO 1 )� (0:54;0:38),asshown by the crossin Fig.

9(a).

Figure 9(b)show a sim ilar�O m -sO m plotfora larger� = 0:02. In the case of�I = 1

and sI = 1:0,forexam ple,the pointstartsfrom (1.0,1.0)atm = 0 and endswith (0.95,

0.22)atm = 40.In the case of�I = 1 and sI = 0:0,the pointchangesfrom (10.0,1.0)at

m = 0 to (0.92,0.16)atm = 40.Resultsfor�I = 0 and sI = 0 and for�I = 1 (and 2)with

0� sI � 1 show that(�O 1 ;sO 1 )� (0:93;0:18)for� = 0:02.

Including calculated results of the neuron activity aO m [Eq. (55)], which becom es

aO m = 0:50� 0:51 atm � 1 forallthe cases investigated (not shown),we m ay say that

allcurves starting from di�erent initialvaluesof�I and sI converge to the �xed pointof

(aO 1 ;�O 1 ;sO 1 )in thethree-dim ensionalspacespanned by aO m ,�O m and sO m .The�xed

point is determ ined by the param eters characterizing the m ultilayer architecture such as

�,p,w1,w2 and N ,but independently ofthe param eters of�I and sI for input signals.

Ourconclusion supplem entsthe resultofDiesm ann etal.[18]who have shown thatin the
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propagating regim e,thenum berof�ring neuronsand RM S of�ring tim esin a pulsepacket

converge to �xed-pointvalues.Ourcalculation hasshown thatwhile a pulsepacketpropa-

gateswith an alm ostconstantdispersion (RM S),the spatialcorrelation within the packet

m ay change,and in a deep layer,it saturates atthe value determ ined by the param eters

depending on them ultilayer.

Thedependenceofcalculated �xed-pointvaluesofsO 1 and �O 1 on �,p,N ,w1 and w2

aresum m arized asfollows.

(1)�O 1 isincreased asincreasing �,butdecreased asincreasing p,N ,w1 orw2.

(2)sO 1 isincreased asincreasing p,w1 orw2,butdecreased asincreasing � orN .

W ehavetried toelucidatethisproperty by an analysisusingDM A.Becausethe�xed points

donotdepend on �I and sI,weconsiderthecaseof�I = sI = 0.In thecaseofw1 = w2 = 0,

Eqs.(28)-(52)yield



m ;m

1;1 / �
2
; (61)

�
m ;m

1;1 /
�

N
; (62)

form ! 1 where they areindependentofm .W hen w1 and w2 aresm all,Eqs.(30),(33),

(37),(39),(45)and (48)yield following equationsgiven asseriesofw1 and w2:


1;1 � lim m ! 1 

m ;m

1;1 = c�
2(1� a1w1 � a2w2)+ dw2[p�

0

1;1 + (1� p)

0

1;1]; (63)

�1;1 � lim m ! 1 �
m ;m

1;1 =

 
c�2

N

!

(1� b1w1 � b2w2)+ dw2�
0

1;1; (64)



0

1;1 � lim m ! 1 

m � 1;m

1;1 = ew2 [p�1;1 + (1� p)
1;1]; (65)

�
0

1;1 � lim m ! 1 �
m � 1;m

1;1 = ew2 �1;1; (66)

where expansion coe�cientsofa 1,a2,b1,b2 c,d and e are obtainable from Eqs. (28)-(52)

in principle although their explicit form s are not necessary forour qualitative discussion.

Solving Eqs.(63)-(66)for
1;1 and �1;1,which aresubstituted to Eqs.(57)and (60),weget

�O 1 /

 
�

_�1

! �

1�
1

2
(a1w1 + a2w2)+

1

2
dew

2

2
[(1� p)2 +

1

N
p(2� p)]

�

; (67)

sO 1 ’

 
a1 � b1

N � 1

!

w1 +

 
a2 � b2

N � 1

!

w2 +

 
dep(2� p)

N

!

w
2

2
; (68)

where only relevant term s are retained. Expressions given by Eqs. (67) and (68) m ay

accountforallthe dependence of�O 1 and sO 1 raised in item s(1)and (2),exceptthe N

dependenceof�O 1 and the� dependenceofsO 1 .Theform erm ay beexplained ifa1 ora2
isan increasing function ofN ,and thelatterifa1 ora2 (b1 orb2)isadecreasing (increasing)

function of�.

Although num ericalcalculations reported in Sec. IIIhave been m ade for single spike

inputs,wem ay easily apply ourDM A theory to thecaseofspike-train inputsgiven by [see

Eq.(8)]

I
(e)

j (t)= �m 1 u
X

‘

�(t� tIj‘) (69)
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where tIj‘ standsforthe ‘th inputtim e to neuron j. Rasterin Fig. 10(a)shows�ringsof

neuronsforan applied Poisson spike train with the average interspike interval(ISI)of100

(� = 0:02 �I = 1,sI = 0,p = 1,w1 = 0,w2 = 0:1,M = 20 and N = 10)calculated by

directsim ulation (a single run).In contrast,rasterin Fig.10(b)expressesglobal�ringson

layerm forwhich the�ring tim eisde�ned by

tO m g = ftj�m1 (t)= �;_�m1 > 0g: (70)

where�m1 (t)denotestheaveraged voltagevariableon thelayerm [Eq.(17)].Tim ecourses

of�m
1
(t)areplotted in Fig.10(c),in which theupperm ostfram eshowsan applied Poisson

spiketrain,I(e)(t).Theresultof�m
1
(t)ofDM A (solid curves)isin good agreem entwith that

ofdirect sim ulations (dashed curves). Figures 10(a)-(c)show that spikes propagate from

m = 1 to m = 10 ofthe M = 20 m ultilayer. Spurious�ringsdue to added noises,which

isrealized in Fig.10(a),vanish in global�ringsshown in Fig.10(b)by theaveraging over

neuron ensem bles,which expresses the population e�ect[13][14]. Com paring �m1 (t) with

an applied spike train ofI(e)(t),forexam ple,att� 300� 600,we note thatwhen ISIof

inputspikesisshorterthan about55,FN neuron cannotrespond because ofitsrefractory

period,which isrealized also in HH neuron [51]. Itisnoted thatalthough the correlation

forspike-train inputsdevelopswhile spikespropagate through the m ultilayer,asforsingle

spikeinputs,m eansand variancesoftheirISIrem ain alm osttheconstant.

Tosum m arize,wehavestudied thespatialcorrelation duringspike’spropagationthrough

m ultilayersto show

(a)theinputcorrelation ofsI m ay propagatethrough thenetwork,yielding sO m � sI atthe

end layerofm = M � 10� 20 with the observed m agnitude ofsO M � 0:1� 0:3 [32]-[40],

when m odelparam etersareappropriate,and

(b)in a long m ultilayer,thecorrelation ofthedeep layerconvergesto a �xed-pointvalueof

(�O 1 ;sO 1 )which dependson theparam eterscharacterizing them ultilayerarchitecturebut

isindependentoftheinputcorrelation.

The item (1)im pliesthatspikesin m ultilayerswith physiologically reasonable size ofm =

M � 10� 20 m ay carry inform ation encoded in thespatialcorrelation of�ring tim es.The

item (b)issim ilarto theresultobtained in Ref.[23],wherethespikeratein a deep layerof

a balanced syn�rechain isshown to beindependentoftheinputrate.

Finally we would like to pointoutthe e�ciency ofourDM A.Directsim ulations with

100 trialsfora m ultilayer ofM = 20 and N = 10 with a setofparam eters (Figs. 1 and

2),required thecom putation tim eof51 m inutesby using 1.8 GHzCPU PC,whilea DM A

calculation needsonly 6 s,which isabout500 tim esfasterthan sim ulations.
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A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVAT IO N O F EQ S.(41)-(44)

From Eqs.(1)-(5),wegetDEsforthedeviationsof�xm j and �ym j ofa neuron j(=1 to

N )in thelayerm (=1 to M ),given by (seeAppendix A in I)

d�xm j

dt
= f

m
1
�xm j + f

m
2
(�x2m j � 
1;1)+ f

m
3
�x

3

m j � c�ym j + �I
(c1)

m j + �I
(c2)

m j + �I
(e)

m j + �m j; (A1)

d�ym j

dt
= b�xm j � d�ym j; (j2 m ) (A2)

with

�I
(c1)

m j =

�
w1g

m
1

N � 1

�
X

k(6= j)

�xm k; (A3)

�I
(c2)

m j = (1� �m 1)w2g
m
1 [

p

N

X

k

�xm � 1k + (1� p)�xm � 1j]; (A4)

�I
(e)

m j = ��m 1 u _H �tIj; (A5)

where _H = dH (t)=dt. W e have taken into accountup to third-orderterm sin �xm j which

play an im portantrole in stabilizing Des[24],while only a linear-orderterm isincluded in

the coupling term in Eqs.(A3)and (A4).DEsforthe variancesand covariancesaregiven

by

d
m�;�

dt
=

1

N

X

j

[2< �xm j (
d�xm j

dt
)> ��1��1+ < �ym j (

d�xm j

dt
)+ �xm j (

d�ym j

dt
)> ��1��2

+ 2< �ym j (
d�ym j

dt
)> ��2��2]; (A6)

d�
n;m

�;�

dt
=

1

N 2

X

j

X

k

[2< �xnj (
d�xm k

dt
)> ��1��1+ < �ym k (

d�xnj

dt
)+ �xnj (

d�ym k

dt
)> ��1��2

+ < �ynj (
d�xm k

dt
)+ �xm k (

d�ynj

dt
)> ��2��1 + 2< �ynj (

d�ym k

dt
)> ��2��2]; (A7)

Substituting Eqs.(A1)-(A5)to Eqs.(A6)and (A7),we getDEsfor

n;m

�;� and �
n;m

�;� (�;� =

1;2). In the process ofthese calculations,we get new correlation functions ofP�(t) and

R �(t)de�ned by

P�(t)= �
1

N

X

j

(< �x1j(t)�tIj > ��1+ < �y1j(t)�tIj > ��2); (A8)

R �(t)= �
1

N 2

X

j

X

k

(< �x1j(t)�tIk > ��1+ < �y1j(t)�tIk > ��2); (A9)

whoseequationsofm otionsaregiven by Eqs.(41)-(44).
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Raster showing �rings ofneurons on the �rst ten layers in a m ultilayer ofN = 10

and M = 20 for (a) � = 0:01 and (b) � = 0:02 with �I = 1,sI = 0,p = 1,w1 = 0,w2 = 0:1,

M = 20 and N = 10,calculated by a directsim ulation (a singletrial).Theverticalscaleexpresses

the neuron index k de�ned by k = 10(m � 1)+ j where1 � m � 10 and 1� j� 10.

FIG .2. Tim e coursesof(a)�m1 and (b)Som in 1 � m � 10 ofa m ultilayerwith N = 10 and

M = 20 for �I = 1,sI = 0,p = 1,� = 0:01,w1 = 0 and w2 = 0:1,calculated by DM A (solid

curves)and directsim ulationsof100 trials(dashed curves).

FIG .3. sO m for (a) p = 1:0,(b) p = 0:4 and (c) p = 0:0,with �I = 1,� = 0:01,w1 = 0,

w2 = 0:1,N = 10 and varioussI: sI = 1:0 (squares),0.8 (circles),0.6 (diam onds),0.4 (inverted

triangles),0.2 (triangle) and 0 (large circles),calculated by directsim ulations (open m arks)and

DM A (�lled m arks):

FIG .4. �O m for (a) p = 1:0,(b) p = 0:4 and (c) p = 0:0,with �I = 1,� = 0:01,w1 = 0,

w2 = 0:1,N = 10 and varioussI: sI = 1:0 (squares),0.8 (circles),0.6 (diam onds),0.4 (inverted

triangles),0.2 (triangle) and 0 (large circles),calculated by directsim ulations (open m arks)and

DM A (�lled m arks):

FIG .5. sO m for(a)� = 0:01 and p = 1:0,(b)� = 0:01 and p = 0:4,(c)� = 0:01 and p = 0:0,

and (d)� = 0:02 and p = 1,with �I = 1,w1 = 0,w2 = 0:1,N = 100 and varioussI calculated by

DM A:sI = 1:0 (squares),0.8 (circles),0.6 (diam onds),0.4 (inverted triangles),0.2 (triangle)and

0 (large circles).

FIG .6. The p dependence ofsO 20 for various sI with �I = 1,� = 0:01,w1 = 0,w2 = 0:1

and N = 100 calculated by DM A:sI = 0:80 (circles),0.6 (diam onds),0.4 (inverted triangles),0.2

(triangle)and 0 (large circles).

FIG .7. (a) sO 20 against sI for � = 0:01 with various p: p = 1 (circles),0.6 (squares),0.4

(inverted triangles),0.2 (triangles)and 0 (diam onds). (b)sO 20 againstsI forp = 1 with various

�:� = 0:01 (circles),0.02 (triangles)and 0.03 (squares).(a)and (b)arecalculated by DM A with

�I = 1,w1 = 0,w2 = 0:1 and N = 100.

FIG .8. (a) sO m for di�erent N ,(b) for di�erent w 1,and (c) for di�erent w 2,with �I = 1,

sI = 0:4,p = 0:4,� = 0:02,calculated by DM A.

FIG .9. �O m against sO m for (a) � = 0:01 and (b) � = 0:02,with �I = 1,p = 1 w1 = 0,

w2 = 0:1,M = 40 and N = 100 calculated by DM A.Arrowsdenotethedirection ofincreasing m .

Allpointsstarting from (�O 0;sO 0)converge to the �xed-pointm arked by thecross(see text).
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FIG .10. (a) Raster of�ringsofindividualneurons,(b) raster ofglobal�rings averaged on

each layer in a m ultilayer calculated by a direct sim ulation (a single trial),and (c) tim e courses

of�m1 calculated by DM A (solid curves)and sim ulations(dashed curves)forapplied Poisson spike

inputs I(e) shown at the upperm ost fram e of(c): � = 0:02 �I = 1,sI = 0,p = 1,w1 = 0,

w2 = 0:1,M = 20 and N = 10. The verticalscale of(a)expressesthe neuron index k de�ned by

k = 10(m � 1)+ j where1 � m � 10 and 1 � j� 10 (see text).
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