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Abstract

Dynam ics ofFitzHugh-Nagum o (FN) neuron ensem bles with tim e-delayed

couplingssubjectto whitenoises,hasbeen studied by using both directsim -

ulations and a sem i-analytical augm ented m om ent m ethod (AM M ) which

has been proposed in a preceding paper [H.Hasegawa, Phys. Rev E xx,

yyyy (2004)]. For N -unit FN neuron ensem bles,AM M transform s original

2N -dim ensionalstochastic delay di�erentialequations (SDDEs) to in�nite-

dim ensionaldeterm inistic DEs for m eans and correlation functions oflocal

and globalvariables. In�nite-order recursive DEs are term inated at the �-

nite levelm in the level-m AM M (AM M m ),yielding 8(m + 1)-dim ensional

determ inistic DEs. W hen a single spike is applied,the oscillation m ay be

induced when param etersofcoupling strength,delay,noise intensity and/or

ensem ble size are appropriate.E�ectsofthese param eterson the em ergence

ofthe oscillation and on the synchronization in FN neuron ensem bles have

been studied. The synchronization shows the uctuation-induced enhance-

m entatthetransition between non-oscillating and oscillating states.Results

calculated by AM M 5 are in fairly good agreem ent with those obtained by

directsim ulations.

PACS num bers87.10.+ e 84.35.+ i05.45.-a 07.05.M h

Typesetusing REVTEX

�e-m ail:hasegawa@ u-gakugei.ac.jp

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311183v3


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

There have been m any studies on e�ects ofnoises in dynam icalsystem s with delays.

Com plexbehaviorduetonoiseanddelayisfoundinm anysystem ssuch asbiologicalsystem s,

signaltransm issions,electricalcircuitsand lasers. System swith both noisesand delay are

com m only described by stochastic delay di�erentialequations (SDDEs). In recent years,

linear SDDEs ofLangevin equation are beginning to gain m uch attention [1]- [6]. The

param eterrange forthe stationary solutionsofthe Langevin equation hasbeen exam ined

with theuseofthestep by step m ethod [1],them om entm othod [2]and theFokker-Planck

equation (FPE)m ethod [3][4].

W hen we pay ourattention to living brains,variouskindsofnoisesare reported to be

ubiquitous.A studyon noisee�ectshasbeen oneofm ajorrecenttopicsin neuronalsystem s.

Ithasbeen shown thattheresponseofneuronsm ay beim proved by background noises.The

typicalexam pleisthestochasticresonancein which weak noisesenhancethetransm ission of

signalswith thesubthreshold level.Thetransm ission delay isinherentbecausethespeed of

spikespropagating through axonsis�nite. Conduction velocity rangesfrom 20 to 60 m /s,

leading to non-negligible transm ission tim es from m illiseconds to hundreds m illiseconds.

Although an im portance ofe�ects ofdelay has been not so recognized as that ofnoises,

there is an increasing interest in the com plex behavior oftim e delays,whose e�ects have

been investigated byusingintegrate-and-�re(IF)[8]-[12],FitzHugh-Nagum o(FN)[13]-[15],

Hindm arsh-Rose (HR)[16],and Hodgkin-Huxley (HH)m odels[10][11][17][18]. Exposed

behaviorsdueto tim edelaysarethem ultistability and bifurcation leading to chaos.

Therearetwodi�cultiesin studyingcom bined e�ectsofnoiseand delayin brains.Oneis

thatthesystem isusually described by nonlinearSDDEs,which aregenerally m oredi�cult

than linearSDDEs.Dynam icsofindividualneuronsincludesa variety ofvoltagedependent

ionic channels which can be described by nonlinear DEs ofHodgkin-Huxley-type m odels,

orofreduced neuron m odelssuch asIF,FN and HR m odels. The otherdi�culty isthat

a sm allclusterofcortex consistsofthousandsofsim ilarneurons.Fora study ofdynam ics

ofnoisy neuron ensem bleswith tim e-delayed couplings,we have to solve high-dim ensional

nonlinear SDDEs,which have been studied by direct sim ulations (DSs) [19][20]and by

analyticalm ethodslike FPE [21]. Sim ulationsforlarge-scale neuron ensem bles have been

m ade m ostly by using IF,FN,HR and phase m odels.Since the tim e to sim ulate networks

by conventionalm ethodsgrowsasN 2 with N ,thesizeoftheensem ble,itisratherdi�cult

to sim ulate realistic neuron clusters. Although FPE isa powerfulm ethod in dealing with

the stochastic DE,a sim ple FPE application to SDDE failsbecause ofitsnon-M arkovian

property [3][5].

In a preceding paper [22](which is referred to as Ihereafter),the present author has

developed an augm ented m om entm ethod (AM M )forSDDE,em ploying a sem i-analytical

dynam icalm ean-�eld approxim ation (DM A)theory [23][24]. In I,AM M isapplied to an

ensem ble described by the delay Langevin m odel,transform ing the originalN -dim ensional

SDDEs to in�nite-dim ensionalDEs which are term inated at �nite levelm in the level-

m AM M (AM M m ). M odelcalculations in Iwith changing the levelm have shown that

calculated results converge at a fairly sm allm . Actually results obtained by AM M 6 are

in good agreem ent with those by DSs for linear and nonlinear Langevin ensem bles. It

has been dem onstrated in Ithat AM M m ay be a usefultoolin discussing dynam ics and
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synchronization ofensem blesdescribed by SDDEs.

Itisthepurposeofthepresentpapertoapply AM M toFN neuron ensem bleswith tim e-

delayed couplings. In the nextSec. II,we apply ourAM M theory to nonlinearSDDEsof

N -unitFN neuron ensem bles,in orderto getthein�nite-dim ensionaldeterm inisticDEsfor

the correlation functions oflocaland globalvariables. In�nite-dim ensionalrecursive DEs

are term inated atthe �nite levelm in AM M m . In Sec. IIIwe reportm odelcalculations,

showing thatresultsofourAM M are in good agreem entwith those ofDSs. Section IV is

devoted to conclusionsand discussions.

II.FN N EU R O N EN SEM B LE

A .A dopted m odeland m ethod

Dynam icsofa neuron ensem ble consisting ofN -unitFN neurons(N � 2),isdescribed

by the2N -dim ensionalnonlinearSDDEsgiven by

dx1i(t)

dt
= F[x1i(t)]� cx2i(t)+

�
1

N � 1

�
X

j(6= i)

wij G(x1j(t� �ij))+ �i(t)+ I
(e)(t); (1)

dx2i(t)

dt
= bx1i(t)� dx2i(t)+ e; (i= 1� N ) (2)

where F[x(t)]= k x(t)[x(t)� h][1� x(t)],k = 0:5,h = 0:1,b= 0:015,c= 1:0,d = 0:003

and e= 0 [23][25],and x1i and x2i denotethefast(voltage)and slow (recovery)variables,

respectively. The third term in Eq. (1)standsforinteractionswith the uniform couplings

ofwij = w and delay tim es of�ij = �,and the sigm ond function G(x) given by G(x) =

1=(1+ exp[�(x� �)=�]),�and �denotingthethreshold and thewidth,respectively [26].The

all-to-allcouplingshavebeen widely em ployed in theoreticalstudies.Theassum ed constant

delay m ay be justi�ed in certain neuralnetworks [27]. The fourth term ofEq. (1),�i(t),

denotestheGaussian white noisegiven by < �i(t)>= 0 and < �i(t)�j(t
0)>= �2�ij�(t� t0)

where� denotesthem agnitudesofindependentnoisesand thebracket< � > thestochastic

average[28].Thelastterm in Eq.(1),I(e)(t),denotesan externalinputwhoseexplicitform

willbeshown later[Eq.(31)].

W e apply ourAM M developed in Ito FN neuron ensem ble given by Eqs. (1)and (2),

de�ning globalvariablesfortheensem ble given by

X �(t)=
1

N

X

i

x�i(t); �= 1;2; (3)

and theiraveragesby

��(t)= < X �(t)> : (4)

W ede�nethecorrelation functionsbetween localvariables,given by

�;�(t;t
0)=

1

N

X

i

< �x�i(t)�x�i(t
0)>; �;�= 1;2 (5)
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where �x�i(t)= x�i(t)� ��(t). Sim ilarly we de�ne the correlation function between global

variables,given by

��;�(t;t
0)= < �X �(t)�X �(t

0)>; (6)

=
1

N 2

X

i

X

j

< �x�j(t)�x�i(t
0)>; (7)

where �X �(t)= X �(t)� ��(t). Conventionalvariances and covariances are given by Eqs.

(5)-(7)with t= t0,forwhich the sym m etry relations: 1;2(t;t)= 2;1(t;t)and �1;2(t;t)=

�2;1(t;t),are hold. Itisnoted that�;�(t;t)(�; �= 1; 2)expresses the spatialaverage of

uctuationsin localvariablesofx�i while ��;�(t;t)denotesuctuationsin globalvariables

ofX �.

Afterourpreviousstudies[22{24],we have assum ed thatthe noise intensity � isweak

and thatthe distribution ofstate variablestakesthe Gaussian form concentrated nearthe

m eansof(�1;�2).Thesecond assum ption isjusti�ed from num ericalcalculationsforsingle

FN [29,30]and HH neurons[31,32]. W e willobtain in�nite-orderequationsofm otionsfor

m eans,variance and covariances de�ned by Eqs. (5)-(7). They willbe term inated atthe

levelm in AM M m . Readers who are notinterested in m athem aticaldetails,m ay skip to

Sec.IIC.

B .Equations ofm otions

Aftersom em anipulations,wegetDEsfor��(t),�;�(t;t)and ��;�(t;t)(�;�= 1;2)given

by (fordetailsseeappendix A)

d�1(t)

dt
= f0(t)+ f2(t)1;1(t;t)� c�2(t)+ w u0(t� �)+ I

(e)(t); (8)

d�2(t)

dt
= b�1(t)� d�2(t)+ e; (9)

d1;1(t;t)

dt
= 2[a(t)1;1(t;t)� c1;2(t;t)]+ 2wu1(t� �)�1;1(t;t� �)+ �

2
; (10)

d2;2(t;t)

dt
= 2[b1;2(t;t)� d2;2(t;t)]; (11)

d1;2(t;t)

dt
= b1;1(t;t)+ [a(t)� d]1;2(t;t)� c2;2(t;t)+ wu1(t� �)�2;1(t;t� �); (12)

d�1;1(t;t)

dt
= 2[a(t)�1;1(t;t)� c�1;2(t;t)]+ 2wu1(t� �)�1;1(t;t� �)+

�2

N
; (13)

d�2;2(t;t)

dt
= 2[b�1;2(t;t)� d�2;2(t;t)]; (14)

d�1;2(t;t)

dt
= b�1;1(t;t)+ [a(t)� d]�1;2(t;t)� c�2;2(t;t)+ wu1(t� �)�2;1(t;t� �); (15)

with

a(t)= f1(t)+ 3f3(t)1;1(t;t); (16)

u0(t)= g0(t)+ g2(t)1;1(t;t); (17)
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u1(t)= g1(t)+ 3g3(t)1;1(t;t); (18)

��;�(t;t
0)=

�
1

N � 1

�

[N ��;�(t;t
0)� �;�(t;t

0)]; (19)

wheref‘(t)= (1=‘!)F (‘)(�1(t))and g‘(t)= (1=‘!)G (‘)(�1(t)).Equations(8)-(15)includethe

higher-orderterm sof�;�(t;t� �)and ��;�(t;t� �),whose equationsofm otionsare given

by (m � 1)

d1;1(t;t� m �)

dt
= [a(t)+ a(t� m �)]1;1(t;t� m �)� c[1;2(t;t� m �)+ 2;1(t;t� m �)]

+ w[u1(t� �)�1;1(t� �;t� m �)

+ u1(t� (m + 1)�)�1;1(t;t� (m + 1)�)]+ �
2 �(m �); (20)

d2;2(t;t� m �)

dt
= b[1;2(t;t� m �)+ 2;1(t;t� m �)]� 2d2;2(t;t� m �); (21)

d1;2(t;t� m �)

dt
= b1;1(t;t� m �)+ [a(t)� d]1;2(t;t� m �)� c2;2(t;t� m �)

+ wu1(t� �)�1;2(t� �;t� m �); (22)

d2;1(t;t� m �)

dt
= b1;1(t;t� m �)+ [a(t� m �)� d]2;1(t;t� m �)� c2;2(t;t� m �)

+ wu1(t� (m + 1)�)�2;1(t;t� (m + 1)�); (23)

d�1;1(t;t� m �)

dt
= [a(t)+ a(t� m �)]�1;1(t;t� m �)� c[�1;2(t;t� m �)+ �2;1(t;t� m �)]

+ w[u1(t� �)�1;1(t� �;t� m �)

+ u1(t� (m + 1)�)�1;1(t;t� (m + 1)�)]+

 

�2

N

!

�(m �); (24)

d�2;2(t;t� m �)

dt
= b[�1;2(t;t� m �)+ �2;1(t;t� m �)]� 2d�2;2(t;t� m �); (25)

d�1;2(t;t� m �)

dt
= b�1;1(t;t� m �)+ [a(t)� d]�1;2(t;t� m �)� c�2;2(t;t� m �)

+ wu1(t� �)�1;2(t� �;t� m �); (26)

d�2;1(t;t� m �)

dt
= b�1;1(t;t� m �)+ [a(t� m �)� d]�2;1(t;t� m �)� c�2;2(t;t� m �)

+ wu1(t� (m + 1)�)�2;1(t;t� (m + 1)�); (27)

where�(x)= 1 forx = 0 and 0 otherwise.

C .Sum m ary ofour m ethod

Theoriginaltwo-dim ensionalSDDE given byEqs.(1)and(2)aretransform ed toin�nite-

dim ensionaldeterm inistic DDEs given by Eqs. (8)-(15) and (20)-(27),which are due to

non-M arkovian property ofSDDE.Itis,however,im possible to sim ultaneously solve these

in�nite-orderrecursive equations.W e willadoptthe level-m AM M (AM M m )in which the

recursive DEsareterm inated atthe�nitelevelm ,as
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�;�(t;t� (m + 1)�)= �;�(t;t� m �); (28)

��;�(t;t� (m + 1)�)= ��;�(t;t� (m + 1)�); (29)

g1(t� (m + 1)�)= g1(t� m �); (30)

leading to 8(m + 1)-dim ensionalDEs. In the following Sec. III,we willexam ine AM M m ,

perform ing calculationswith changing m ,in orderto show thatAM M 5 m ay yield results

in fairy good agreem entwith those ofDS [Fig.5(b)].In the lim itof� = 0,Eqs.(20)-(27)

reduce to Eqs. (10)-(15),then Eqs. (8)-(15)agree with Eqs. (20)-(27)in Ref.[23]forFN

neuronsensem bleswithoutdelays[26].

M odelcalculationswillbe reported in the following Sec. III.DSshave been perform ed

for2N DEsgiven by Eqs.(1)and (2)by using thefourth-orderRunge-Kutta m ethod with

a tim estep of0.01.Initialvaluesofvariablesatt2 (��;0]arexi(t)= yi(t)= 0 fori= 1 to

N .DS resultsaretheaverageof100 trialsotherwisenoticed.AM M calculationshavebeen

perform ed forEqs.(8)-(30)by usingalsothefourth-orderRunge-Kuttam ethod with atim e

step of0.01.Initialvaluesare�1(t)= �2(t)= 0 att2 [��;0],and �;�(t;t
0)= ��;�(t;t

0)= 0

t2 [��;0]ort02 [��;0](t� t0).Allcalculated quantitiesaredim ensionless.

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

A .E�ects ofcoupling (w) and delay (�)

In this study,we pay our attention to the response ofthe FN neuron ensem bles to a

singlespikeinputofI(e)(t)given by [23]

I
(e)(t)= A �(t� tin)�(tin + Tw � t); (31)

where �(x)= 1 forx > 0 and 0 otherwise,A standsforthe m agnitude,tin the inputtim e

and Tw thespike width.W ehaveadopted thesam eparam etersofA = 0:10,tin = 100 and

Tw = 10 asin Ref.[23].Param etervaluesofw,�,� and N willbeexplained shortly.

W hen an inputspikegiven by Eq.(31)isapplied,theoscillation m ay betriggered when

m odelparam etersare appropriate. The w-� phase diagram showing the oscillating (OSC)

and non-oscillating (NOSC)statesisdepicted in Fig.1,which iscalculated for� = 0 and

N = 10.In thecaseof�= 0:01,forexam ple,theOSC region isslightly shrunk com pared to

thatfor�= 0,aswillbeshortly discussed [Figs.5(a)and 5(b)].Thew-� phaseisseparated

by two boundariesin positive-and negative-w regions.Circlesin Fig.1 expresspairsofw

and � adopted forcalculationsto beshown in Figs.2 and 3.Along thehorizontal,dashed

linein Fig.1,thew valueiscontinuously changed in calculationsto beshown in Figs.4(a)

and 4(b).

In orderto m onitortheem ergenceoftheoscillation,wecalculatethequantity:

�o = O (t)=
1

t2 � t1

Z t2

t1

dtO (t); (32)

with

O (t)=
1

N

X

i

[< xi(t)
2
> � < xi(t)>

2]; (33)

= �(t)2 � �(t)2 + 1;1(t); (34)
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which becom es �nite in the oscillation state but vanishes in the non-oscillating state,the

overlinedenoting thetem poralaveragebetween t1 (=2000)and t2 (=4000).

Thesynchrony within ensem blesism easured by [22][23]

�s = S(t); (35)

with

S(t)=

 

N �1;1(t;t)=1;1(t;t)� 1

N � 1

!

; (36)

which is0 and 1 forcom pletely asynchronousand synchronousstates,respetively.

W e have calculated tim e coursesof�1(t),1;1(t;t),�1;1(t;t)and S(t),whose resultsare

depicted in Figs. 2(a)-2(l),solid and dashed curves denoting results ofAM M and DS,

respectively.

For� = 0,an outputspike of�1(t)�resafteran applied inputwhich isplotted atthe

bottom ofFig.2(a)[and alsoof2(e)and 2(i)].Itisnoted thatstatevariablesarerandom ized

when an inputspikeisapplied att= 100becauseindependentnoiseshavebeen added since

t= 0.Figures2(b)and 2(c)show 1;1 and �1;1 for� = 0,respectively.Thesynchronization

ratio S(t)for� = 0 shown in Fig.2(d)hasan appreciablem agnitude:itsm axim um values

calculated in AM M are0.038 and 0.077 att= 107 and 123,respectively.Figure2(e)shows

that when a delay of� = 20 is introduced,an input signalleads to a spike output with

an additional,sm allpeak in �1 at t = 133. Figures 2(f) and 2(g) show that although a

peak of1;1 for� = 20 becom eslargerthan thatfor� = 0,a peak of�1;1 isdecreased by

an introduced delay. M axim um valuesofS(t)calculated by AM M are 0.154 and 0.130 at

t= 126 and 140,respectively,for� = 20.W e notefrom Fig.2(i)thatfora larger� = 60,

an inputspike triggersan autonom ousoscillation with a period ofabout65.Peaksin 1;1,

�1;1 and S areprogressively increased with increasing tasshown in Figs.2(j),2(k)and 2(l):

peaksof1;1,�1;1 and S saturateatt
>
� 1200 with thevaluesof0.00253,0.00014 and 0.098,

respectively,in AM M calculations.W enotein Figs.2(a)-2(l)thatresultsof�1 obtained by

AM M and DS are indistinguishable,and thatAM M resultsof1;1,�1;1 and S are in fairly

good agreem entwith thoseofDSs.

Figure1 showsthatalthough theobtained NOSC-OSC phase isnearly sym m etric with

respect to the w = 0 axis, it is not in the strict sense. Actually the property of the

oscillation for inhibitory couplings (w < 0)is di�erent from thatforexcitatory couplings

(w > 0). Figures3(a)and 3(b)show autonom ousoscillationsforw = 0:1 and w = �0:1,

respectively,with � = 60,� = 0:01 and N = 10. The period ofthe oscillation T isgiven

by T = �+ �i where �i denotesthe intrinsic delay for�rings.Forinhibitory feedback with

negative w,FN neurons�re with the rebound process,which requiresa larger�i for�ring

than forexcitatory feedback with positive w. Then the period ofT = 86 forautonom ous

oscillation with thenegativew becom eslargerthan thatofT = 65 with thepositivew.

By changing thew valuealong thehorizontal,dashed linein Fig.1,wehavecalculated

thew dependenceof�o and �s,whoseresultsareplotted in Figs.4(a)and 4(b),respectively,

for � = 0:0001 and 0.01. The oscillation em erges for w
>
� 0:058 or w

<
� �0:063 with

�= 0:0001,whilewith �= 0:01itoccursforw
>
� 0:060orw

<
� �0:070.Thetransition from

NOSC to OSC states is ofthe �rst order because �o is abruptly increased at the critical

7



coupling ofw = wc,where �s has a narrow peak. In contrast,the relevant NOSC-OSC

transition in thenonlinearLangevin m odelisofthesecond order[22].

W ehaveinvestigated,in m oredetail,thew dependenceof�o and �s nearthetransition

region of0:05 � w � 0:07,which issandwiched by vertical,dashed linesin Figs. 4(a)and

4(b),resultsfor�= 0:0001 and �= 0:01 being plotted in Figs.5(a)and 5(b),respectively.

Figure5(a)showsthatthecriticalw valuefortheNOSC-OSC transition iswc ’ 0:0579 for

�= 0:0001 both in DS and AM M 5.W hen weadoptAM M 1,wegettheresultshowing the

NOSC-OSC transition atw � 0:6,although wecannotgetsolutionsfor0:0586< w < 0:060.

W ith the use ofAM M 2, we get the transition at w � 0:058,though solutions are not

obtainable for0:0580 < w < 0:0582. W e have noted that AM M m converges at the level

m = 3,above which calculated results are alm ost identical. Figure 5(b) shows that the

criticalvalue ofwc for� = 0:01 is0.0600 in DS and 0.0607 in AM M 5. Form = 1,2 and

3,theNOSC-OSC transition occursatw = 0.0644,0.0609 and 0.0807,respectively:wc for

m = 3 approaches that for m = 5 (in what follows results ofAM M 5 willbe reported).

It is interesting to note in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) that the synchrony �s shows uctuation-

induced enhancem entatthe NOSC-OSC transition.Thisisdue to an increase in the ratio

of�1;1(t;t)=1;1(t;t) in Eq. (36)although both �1;1(t;t) and 1;1(t;t) are increased at the

NOSC-OSC transition. Sim ilarphenom enon hasbeen reported in the nonlinearLangevin

m odel[22]and in heterogeneoussystem sin which the oscillation em ergeswhen the degree

oftheheterogeneity exceedsthecriticalvalue[33][34].

B .E�ects ofnoise (�)

Com paring Fig.5(b)with Fig.5(a),we notethatwhen the noiseintensity isincreased

form �= 0:0001to�= 0:01,thecriticalw c valuefortheNOSC-OSC transition isincreased:

wc=0.0579(0.0579)for�= 0:001andw c=0.0600(0.0607)for�= 0:01inDS(AM M ).Figure

6(a)showsthe � dependence of�o and �s for� = 60,w = 0:06 and N = 10.�o israpidly

decreased at� � �c where �s hasa broad peak: �c isabout0.01 in DS while itisabout

0.0075 in AM M .Figure6(b)showsthatthesim ilar� dependence of�o and �s isobtained

also for a larger w = 0:062,for which �c � 0:015 in DS and �c � 0:014 in AM M .A

suppression ofthe oscillation by noisesisrealized in the Langevin m odel[22]and in som e

calculations for system s with heterogeneity [34],although the noise-induced oscillation is

reported in Refs.[21][35][36]. In particular,Zorzano and V�azquez [21](ZV)showed the

noise-induced oscillation in FN neuron ensem bles(N = 1 )with tim edelaysby using FPE

m ethod.The di�erence between ZV’sresultsand oursm ay be due to the di�erence in the

adopted FN m odeland/orensem blesize.In ordertogetsom einsighton thisissue,wehave

perform ed AM M calculationsforourFN m odelwith largerensem ble sizesofN = 100 and

1000,and obtained again a suppression oftheoscillation by noises[37].Itisnotclearforus

how ZV took into accountthenon-M arkovian property ofSDDE within theirFPE m ethod

[3][5].
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C .E�ects ofsize (N )

The N dependence of �o and �s for � = 0:01, w = 0:06 and � = 60 is shown in

Fig.7whereopen circles(squares)express�o (�s)in DS,and wherethin (bold)solid curves

denote�o (�s)in AM M .Itisshown thatwith increasingthesizeofensem ble,�o isgradually

increased atN � N c where�s hasa broad peak,thecriticaldim ension being N c �10 in DS

and N c � 100 in AM M .ResultsofourAM M calculationsarequalitatively sim ilarto those

ofDS although calculated N c valuesaredi�erentbetween thetwo m ethods.

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

In Sec. II,we have obtained the in�nite-dim ensionalordinary di�erentialequations. It

is,however,possible to getexpressionsgiven by partialdi�erentialequations(PDEs)ifwe

de�nethecorrelation functions:

C�;�(t;z)=
1

N

X

i

< �x�i(t)�x�i(t� z)>; (37)

D �;�(t;z)= < �X �(t)�X �(t� z)>; (38)

introducing a new variable z [see Eqs. (5)and (6)]. Forexam ple,PDEsforC1;1(t;z)are

given by

@C1;1(t;0)

@t
= 2[aC1;1(t;0)� cC1;2(t;0)]+ 2wu1(t� �)E 1;1(t;�)+ �

2
; (39)

 

@

@t
+

@

@z

!

C1;1(t;z)= aC1;1(t;z)� cC1;2(t;z)

+ wu1(t� �)E 1;1(t� �;z� �); forz > 0 (40)

where E 1;1(t;z) = [N D 1;1(t;z)� C1;1(t;z)]=[N � 1]. It is noted that Eqs. (39) and (40)

correspond to Eqs. (10) and (20),respectively. Then we have to solve PDEs including

��(t),C�;�(t;z) and D �;�(t;z) with a proper boundary condition in the (t;z) space. A

sim ilarPDE approach hasbeen adopted in Ref.[6]foran analysisofthestationary solution

ofthe linearLangevin equation with delays. In an earlierstage ofthisstudy,we pursued

the PDE approach. W e realized,however,from the pointofcom puter program m ing that

theuseoftheordinary DEsgiven in AM M ism oretractablethan thatofPDEs.

Ourcalculationshave shown thatFN neuron ensem bles with delaysexhibitthe m ulti-

stability when m odelparam eterssuch asw,�,�and N arevaried.Them ultistability isthe

com m on property ofthe system with tim e delay. Actually the nonlinearLangevin ensem -

blesdiscussed in Ialso show the m ultistability:the w � � phase diagram ofFN ensem bles

shown in Fig.1 issim ilarto thatoftheLangevin ensem blesshown in Fig.6 ofI.In either

case,uctuation-induced synchronization isrealized nearthe transition between OSC and

NOSC states. These results im ply that the oscillating,highly synchronous state m ay be

realized in ensem blesforsm allercouplingswith a properdelay than with no delays.Thisis

consistentwith therecentresultofRef.[38],where theim portanceofdelaysisstressed for

thelong-rangesynchronization with low coupling strength.
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In sum m ary,we have discussed dynam icsofFN neuron ensem bleswith delaysby using

a sem i-analyticalm ethod developed in I.Ourm ethod hasa lim itation ofweak noisesbut

it is free from the m agnitude ofdelay tim es. This is com plem entary to the sm all-delay

approxim ation [3],whose application to FN neuron ensem bles with delays is discussed in

appendix C.For FN ensem bles to show the oscillation,we have to adopt an appreciable

m agnitude ofdelay (�
>
� 20),forwhich SDA m ethod cannot be em ployed. In this study

we have discussed only the case ofa single spike input. Our m ethod m ay be,however,

applicableto arbitrary inputssuch asperiodicspiketrainsand Poisson spikes,aswasm ade

forHH neuron ensem bles(withoutdelays)[24].Although resultscalculated by ourm ethod

arein fairly good agreem entwith thoseobtained by DC,thequantitativeanalyticaltheory

isstilllacking.In thisstudy,wehaveassum ed regularcouplings(wij = w)and uniform tim e

delays(�ij = �). In realsystem s,however,couplingsare neitherregularnorrandom ,and

tim edelaysarenonuniform with a variety ofdendriteradiusand length.Itisinteresting to

includethesepropertiesby extendingourapproach,which isin progressand willbereported

in a futurepaper.
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A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVAT IO N O F EQ S.(8)-(15)

W eexpressEqs.(1)and (2)in a Taylorexpansion of�xi(= �x1i)and �yi(= �x2i)up to

thethird-orderterm sto get

d�xi(t)

dt
= f1(t)�xi(t)+ f2[�xi(t)

2
� 1;1(t;t)]+ f3(t)�xi(t)

3
� c�yi(t)

+ �i(t)+ �I
(c)

i (t� �); (A1)

d�yi(t)

dt
= b�xi(t)� d�yi(t); (A2)

with

�I
(c)

i (t)= w

0

@
g1(t)

N � 1

X

j(6= i)

�xj(t)+
g2(t)

N � 1

X

j(6= i)

[�xj(t)
2
� 1;1]+

g3(t)

N � 1

X

j(6= i)

�xj(t)
3

1

A ; (A3)

where f‘(t)= (1=‘!)F (‘)(�1(t))and g‘(t)= (1=‘!)G (‘)(�1(t)). AveragesofEqs. (A1)and

(A2)with Eqs. (3)and (4)yield DEsform eansofd�1=dtand d�2=dt[Eq. (8)]. DEsfor

variancesand covariancesm ay beobtained by usingtheequationsofm otionsof�xiand �yi.

Forexam ple,DE ford1;2(t;t)=dtisgiven by

d1;2(t;t)

dt
=

1

N

X

i

<

 

d�xi(t)

dt

!

�yi(t)+ �xi(t)

 

d�yi(t)

dt

!

>; (A4)

which leadsto Eq.(12).DEsforothervariancesand covariancesaresim ilarly obtained.
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A P P EN D IX B :D ER IVAT IO N O F EQ S.(20) A N D (27)

In theprocessofcalculationsofEqs.(8)-(15),wegetnew correlation functionsgiven by

S1(t1;t2)=
1

N

X

i

< �xi(t1)�i(t2)>; (B1)

S2(t1;t2)=
1

N

X

i

< �yi(t1)�i(t2)>; (B2)

where �xi = �x1i,�yi = �x2i,t1 = tand t2 = t� m �,ort1 = t� m � and t2 = t. W e will

evaluatethem by using DEsfor�xi(t)and �yi(t),which arelinearized from Eqs.(A1)-(A3):

d�xi(t)

dt
= a(t)�xi(t)� c�yi(t)+

�
w

N � 1

�
X

j(6= i)

g1(t� �)�xj(t� �)+ �i(t); (B3)

d�yi(t)

dt
= b�xi(t)� d�yi(t); (B4)

where a(t) = f1(t)+ 3f3(t)1;1(t;t). Neglecting the t dependence in a(t),we get form al

solutionsofEqs.(B3)and (B4)given by

�xi(t)=

 

A + d

A � B

! Z t

dsexp(t�s)A [

�
w

N � 1

�
X

j(6= i)

g1(s� �)�xj(s� �)+ �i(s)]

�

 

B + d

A � B

! Z t

dsexp(t�s)B [

�
w

N � 1

�
X

j(6= i)

g1(s� �)�xj(s� �)+ �i(s)]; (B5)

�yi(t)=

 

b

A � B

! Z
t

dsexp(t�s)A [

�
w

N � 1

�
X

j(6= i)

g1(s� �)�xj(s� �)+ �i(s)]

�

 

b

A � B

! Z t

dsexp(t�s)B [

�
w

N � 1

�
X

j(6= i)

g1(s� �)�xj(s� �)+ �i(s)]; (B6)

where A and B arerootsofthe equation given by z2 � (a� d)z� ad+ bc= 0.By using

them ethod ofstepsin Ref.[6],weobtain thestep by step functions,from which weget

S1(t;t� m �)= S1(t� m �;t)=

 

�2

2

!

�(m �); (B7)

S2(t;t� m �)= S2(t� m �;t)= 0; (B8)

where �(x) = 1 for x = 0 and 0 otherwise. By using Eqs. (B7) and (B8),we get Eqs.

(20)-(27).Theassum ption ofa neglectofthetdependencein a(t)m ay bejusti�ed,to som e

extent,from resultscalculated by ourm ethod which arein fairly good agreem entwith those

by DS asreported in Sec.III.

A P P EN D IX C :T H E SM A LL-D ELAY A P P R O X IM AT IO N

W hen the delay � is very sm all,we m ay adopt the sm all-delay approxim ation (SDA)

proposed in Ref.[3].W ith thisapproxim ation,we �rsttransform the SDDEsto stochastic
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non-delayed DEs,and then to determ inistic DEswith the use ofDM A [23].Fora sm all�,

wem ay expand x1i(t� �)in Eq.(1)as

x1i(t� �)’ x1i(t)� �
dx1i(t)

dt
; (C1)

with which Eq.(1)becom esstochasticnon-delayed DEsgiven by

dx1i(t)

dt
+

�
w�

N � 1

�
X

j(6= i)

G
0(x1j(t))

dx1j(t)

dt

= F(x1i)� cxi2 +

�
w

N � 1

�
X

j(6= i)

G(x1j(t))+ �i(t)+ I
(e)
: (C2)

W hen weapply DM A to2N -dim ensionalstochasticDEsgiven by Eqs.(2)and (C2),weget

equationsofm otionsform eans,variancesand covariances,given by

d�1(t)

dt
= [1� w�u1][f0(t)+ f2(t)1;1(t;t)� c�2(t)+ wg0(t)+ I

(e)(t)]; (C3)

d�2(t)

dt
= b�1(t)� d�2(t)+ e; (C4)

d1;1(t;t)

dt
= 2[a(t)1;1(t;t)� c1;2(t;t)+ wu1(t)�1;1(t;t)]+ �

2

� 2w�u1(t)

"

a(t)�1;1(t;t)� c�1;2(t;t)+

 

wu1(t)

N � 1

!

(N �1;1(t;t)� �1;1(t;t))

#

; (C5)

d2;2(t;t)

dt
= 2[b1;2(t;t)� d2;2(t;t)]; (C6)

d1;2(t;t)

dt
= b1;1(t;t)+ [a(t)� d]1;2(t;t)� c2;2(t;t)+ wu1(t)�1;2(t;t)

�w�u1(t)

"

a(t)�1;2(t;t)� c�2;2(t;t)+

 

wu1(t)

N � 1

!

(N �1;2(t;t)� �1;2(t;t))

#

; (C7)

d�1;1(t;t)

dt
= 2[1� w�u1(t)]

"

a(t)�1;1(t;t)� c�1;2(t;t)+ wu1(t)�1;1(t;t)+
�2

2N

#

; (C8)

d�2;2(t;t)

dt
= 2[b�1;2(t;t)� d�2;2(t;t)]; (C9)

d�1;2(t;t)

dt
= b�1;1(t;t)+ [a(t)� d]�1;2(t;t)� c�2;2(t;t)+ wu1(t)�1;2(t;t)

�w�u1(t)[a(t)�1;2(t;t)� c�2;2(t;t)+ wu1(t)�1;2(t;t)]; (C10)

wherea(t)and ��;�(t;t)aregiven by Eqs.(16)and (19),respectively.

A num ericalcom parison between AM M and SDA is m ade in Fig. 8,where solid and

chain curvesdenote resultsofAM M and SDA,respectively. For� = 0 both m ethodslead

to the identicalresult. Forsm alldelaysof� = 1 and 2,resultsofSDA are in fairly good

agreem entwith thoseofAM M .Asthedelay isincreased to� > 5,however,thediscrepancy

between thetwo m ethodsbecom essigni�cant.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. The w-� phase diagram showing the oscillating (O SC)and non-oscillating (NO SC)

statesfor� = 0 and N = 10.Forsetsofparam etersofw and � m arked by circles,tim ecoursesof

�(t),(t;t),�(t;t)and S(t)are calculated,whose resultsare shown in Figs. 2 and 3. Along the

horizontaldashed line(� = 60),thew dependenceof�o and �s iscalculated in Figs.4 and 5.

FIG .2. (color online). Tim e courses of�1(t),1;1(t),�1;1(t) and S(t) calculated by AM M

theory (solid curves)and DS (dashed curves)with A = 0:10,� = 0:01,w = 0:1 and N = 10: (a)

�1,(b)1;1,(c)�1;1 and (d)S for� = 0,(e)�1,(f)1;1,(g)�1;1 and (h)S for� = 20,and (i)�1,

(j)1;1,(k)�1;1 and (‘)S for � = 60. Chain curves atbottom s of(a),(e) and (i)expressinput

spikes.

FIG .3. Tim e coursesof�1(t)showing the oscillation for(a)w = 0:1 and (b)w = � 0:1 with

� = 60,�= 0:01 and N = 10 calculated by AM M ,the resultof(a)being shifted upwardsby 2.

FIG .4. The w dependence of(a) �o and (b)�s for � = 0:0001 (solid curves)and � = 0:01

(dashed curves) with � = 60 and N = 10. The region sandwiched by dashed,verticallines is

enlarged in Figs.5(a)and 5(b)for� = 0:0001 and 0.01,respectively.

FIG .5. Thew dependenceof�o and �s for(a)� = 0:0001 and (b)� = 0:01 with � = 60 and

N = 10.Thin and bold solid curvesdenoteresultsof10�o and �s,respectively,in AM M ,whereas

squaresand circlesexpressthose of10�o and �s,respectively,in DS.AM M resultswith di�erent

levelm (= 1,2,3 and 5)are shown.Dotted linesare only fora guide ofthe eye (see text).

FIG .6. The � dependence of�o and �s for(a)w = 0:60 and (b)w = 0:62 with � = 60 and

N = 10.Thin and bold solid curvesdenote resultsof10�o and �s,respectively,in AM M whereas

squaresand circles expressthose of10�o and �s,respectively,in DS.Dotted linesare only fora

guideofthe eye.

FIG .7. The N dependence of�o and �s for � = 0:01,� = 60 and w = 0:06. Thin and

bold solid curvesdenoteresultsof10�o and �s,respectively,in AM M ,whereassquaresand circles

expressthose of10�o and �s,respectively,in DS.Dotted linesare only fora guideofthe eye.

FIG .8. The tim e course of�1(t) calculated in AM M (solid curves) and in a sm all-delay

approxim ation (SDA)(chain curves)with � = 0:01,w = 0:1 and N = 10 (see appendix C).
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