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A bstract

W einvestigatethepropertiesofan autoassociativenetworkofthreshold-

linearunitswhosesynapticconnectivity isspatially structured and asym -

m etric.Since the m ethodsofequilibrium statisticalm echanicscannotbe

applied to such a network dueto the lack ofa Ham iltonian,we approach

theproblem through a signal-to-noise analysis,thatweadaptto spatially

organized networks. The conditions are analyzed for the appearance of

stable,spatially non-uniform pro�lesofactivity with large overlapswith

one ofthe stored patterns. It is also shown,with sim ulations and an-

alytic results, that the storage capacity does not decrease m uch when

the connectivity ofthe network becom es short range. In addition,the

m ethod used here enablesusto calculate exactly the storage capacity of

a random ly connected network with arbitrary degree ofdilution.

1 Introduction

Considerable theoreticaland experim entalevidence supports the notion that

corticalnetworks have been specialized in evolution to serve a m em ory func-

tion.In particularthehippocam pus,sitting atthetop ofthecorticalhierarchy

[13]is thought to approxim ate a "pure" associative m em ory system -in the

form ation ofe.g.spatialm em oriesin ratsorepisodicm em oriesin hum ans[30]-

in thesensethattheactivity ofindividualunitsisonly m eaningfulin relation to

previousactivity,and notin relation to thephysicalposition oftheunitsin the

tissue [36].Atthe coreofthe hippocam pus,inform ation from di� erentsources

isassociated togetherwithin the CA3 network,and the pattern ofactivity cor-

responding to a m em ory item can be conceived ofas an arbitrary,random ly

generated com pressed representation. In neocorticalareassitting lowerin the

hierarchy,instead, m em ory operations stillre ect the topography inform ing

synaptic connections,with the resultthatthe activity ofa unitrelatesalso to

its position in the tissue. O ne can identify ofcourse m any additionaldi� er-

encesbetween m em ory storage in the hippocam pus and in the neocortex,e.g.
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di� erencesin tim escales,butwefocushereon two sim pletypesofm odel,that

em phasizeonly therelationship between m em ory function and thespatialorga-

nization (i.e.,thegeom etry)oftheconnectivity.Both typesofm odelim plem ent

an autoassociativenetwork with recurrentcollateralconnections,whosee� cacy

has been m odi� ed during a training phase by associative plasticity (a m odel

Hebbian "learning rule").

In the � rst,‘hippocam pus’type ofm odelitisassum ed thatepisodic m em -

ories or charts [25]ofthe localenvironm ent have been stored as patterns of

neuronalactivity distributed throughouta network. Units in the network are

labeled with an index i,i= 1:::N ,butthe connectivity between the units,or

theprobability thattwo unitsareconnected,doesnotdepend on theirindexes.

The connectivity can in factbe com plete,asin the Hop� eld m odel[16]and in

its graded-response variants [32],or it can be sparse,but stillindependent of

theindex,asin [29]orin thehighly diluted lim itconsidered by [12].Thistype

ofm odelhasbeen thoroughly analyzed in term sofitsstoragecapacity,yielding

a relation between them axim um num berofpattern pc thatcan beturned into

dynam icalattractors,i.e. thatcan be associatively retrieved,and the num ber

C ofconnectionsperreceiving unit.Typically the relationship includes,asthe

only other crucialparam eter,the sparseness of� ring a [33],and it takes the

form

pc ’
C

alog(1=a)
: (1)

Notethatthestoragecapacity calculation hasbeen extended tothechartm odel

introduced by [25],leading to an estim ate,parallelto Eq.1,ofthe m axim um

num berofchartsthatcan be stored given theirsparsity a and the num berof

connectionsC [6].Although in a given chartunitsarearranged topographically

by theirspatialselectivity,such an arrangem entisdi� erentfrom chartto chart

and unrelated toanyabsolute"index"-e� ectivelythereisachart-speci� cindex,

random ly reshu� ed in each chart. Correspondingly,there is no absolute geo-

m etricalstructure to the connectivity,even though connection weights re ect

the storageofm ultiple charts.

Typically,the plasticity process,i.e.the m odi� cation ofconnection weights

thatleadstotheform ation ofattractors,isnotdescribed in detailbym athem at-

icalm odelsoftheautoassociativevariety,butitisawidely held hypothesisthat

in the hippocam palCA3 network attractorsareform ed by tuning thesynaptic

e� cacy ofitsrecurrentcollateralswith synaptic plasticity m echanism sakin to

LTP and LTD [19].Very sim ilarm echanism scould operate in storing m em ory

patternsin the neocortex.Indeed,severalreportson the observation ofsynap-

tic plasticity in the isocortex contribute to this idea [18,10]. Thus m em ory

storage could be m ediated by the sam e processes in the neocortex as in the

hippocam pus.

Yet, the � rst type of m odels reviewed above is inappropriate to analyze

m em ory retrievalin thecerebralcortex,becausethereonehasto takegeom etry

intoaccount.Both thelocalneocorticalpatch and CA3,in term softhedegreeof

recurrentconnectivity,can bethoughtofasnetworksofextensively butsparsely
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connected pyram idalcells [8],in the sense that each pyram idalcells receives

inputs from thousands ofits neighbors,but those representonly a fraction of

thetotalneighborpopulation.W hilein CA3,on theotherhand,theprobability

ofexistence ofa synapse between two pyram idalcells does not change m uch

with theirphysicaldistance[2],in theneocortex on thecontrary itdoesdepend

on their distance. For instance one study [15]shows that in layersIIand III

ofm ice visualcortex the probability ofconnection falls o� from 50% -80% for

directly adjacentneuronsto0% -15% atadistanceof500�m .A sim ilardistance

dependence and spatially organized pattern ofconnectivity could be observed

in otherisocorticalareas,and thisfactiswhatisnotconsidered in the type of

m odelsm entioned above,which m akesthem inappropriateforneocortex.

Investigating a sim pleassociativenetwork m odelwith a geom etricstructure

inform ing itsconnectivity isthe purposeofthisarticle.W ethusintroduceand

analyzean autoassociativenetwork which iscom prised ofthreshold-linearunits

and includes a geom etricalorganization ofneuronalconnectivity,m eant as a

sim plisticm odelofthetypeoforganization ofconnectionsobserved in thecor-

tex.Theunitsin them odelarethereforeendowed with an index,thatrefersto

theirphysicalposition on an underlying substrate. Forsim plicity,we consider

periodic boundary conditions in either 1D (a ring) or 2D (a torus). Connec-

tionsare taken to be denserbetween unitsclose on the ring orthe torusthan

between distant units. Such connectivity structures have been considered ex-

tensively in neuralnetworksm odelsof,forexam ple,orientation selectivity [7]or

head direction cells[31],and havebeen shown tolead tolocalized activity states

(’bum ps’),correspondingtoaspeci� corientation orhead direction.Thesem od-

elsdo notincludean associativem em ory function.In addition to thesem odels,

therehavebeen studieson networkswith non-geom etricconnectivitiesbutspa-

tialcorrelations in the stored patterns [20]. Here,we consider both geom etry

in the connectivity and associative storage on the connection weights,leading

to network statesthan can be localized,or correlated to random ly distributed

activity patternspreviously stored on the weights,orboth.

Itisworth notingthatitisnotstraightforward toapply tosuch networksen-

dowed with geom etricalconnectivity them ethodsfrom statisticalphysicswhich

were originally borrowed to solve m odels like the Hop� eld m odel[3]. These

m ethods are based on the existence ofa Ham iltonian describing the steady,

asynchronous� ring statesofthe system ,which leadsto a free-energy function

ofa lim ited num beroforder param eters. O ne condition forthe existence ofa

Ham iltonian isthatinteractionsbetween pairofunitsbesym m etric,i.e.theef-

fectofa pre-synapticuniton a post-synapticunitbeexactly reciprocated.This

obviously presupposessym m etricconnectivity (and identicalweightsin thetwo

directions);although it could also be taken to be a good � rst approxim ation

to networks with asym m etric connectivity1. Further,the standard procedure

1It is worth-nothing that in a large variety ofnetworks with graded response units,the

sym m etricconnectivity isjusta necessary condition fortheexistenceofa H am iltonian butnot

su� cient.Itensuresdetailed balance and the existence ofa H am iltonian form odelswith,for

instance,binary neurons or m onotonically increasing analog response functions,but it does

notsu� ce in a variety ofother m odels[17]
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requiresthatallvariablesthatbear the index ofindividualunits be averaged

out,to obtain a free-energy thatdependssolely on non-local,extensivequanti-

ties,which can be assum ed in turn to takenarrowly constrained values.Aswe

shalldiscusselsewhere,thisself-averaging property doesnotapply to networks

with geom etricconnectivity.Toaddresstheseproblem swedevelop an im proved

version ofthe ‘self-consistentsignal-to-noiseanalysis’[27].

The paper is organized in the following way. In the second section, we

describe a m odelofan associative network ofthreshold-linear m odelneurons

with an arbitrary geom etrical(and sparse) connectivity. W e then derive the

self-consistent equations for the order param eters that we de� ne. W e refer

to these equations as the m ean-� eld equations. In the third section,we use

theseequationstocalculatethestoragecapacity ofanetworkwithoutgeom etry.

W e recover the results previously found by using the replica m ethod for an

‘extrem ely diluted’network [34]and also calculate the leading deviationsfrom

thislim itwhen theconnectivity islesssparse.Thisexerciseyieldsinsightuseful

later in analyzing the geom etricalm odel. In the fourth section,we study a

one-dim ensionalm odelin which we considera probability distribution forthe

connectivity. W e study the behavior ofthe storage capacity and the shape

of the pro� les of activity for such a network, via analyticalargum ents and

com putersim ulations.Conclusionsaresum m arized attheend,whiledetailsof

the calculation areprovided in 3 Appendices.

2 M ethods

2.1 T hreshold-linear m odel

Considera network ofN units,in which the levelofactivity ofunitiisrepre-

sented by a variable vi � 0. Thisvariable can be taken to representthe � ring

rate ofthe neuron averaged overa shorttim e window. W e assum e that each

unitreceivesC inputsfrom theotherunitsin thenetwork.Thetherm odynam ic

lim itN ! 1 and C ! 1 isassum ed.Thespeci� ccovariance’Hebbian’learn-

ing rule we considerprescribesthatthe synaptic weightbetween unitsiand j

be given as:

Jij =
1

C a2

p
X

�= 1

cij(�
�

i
� a)

�
�
�

j
� a

�
; (2)

where�
�

i representstheactivityofunitiin m em orypattern � and cij isabinary

variable equalto 1 ifthere isa connection running from neuron j to neuron i,

and 0 otherwise. Each �
�

i is taken to be a ‘quenched variable’,i.e. a given

param eter,drawn independently from a distribution p(�),with the constraints

� � 0,h�i= h�2i= a,wherehistandsfortheaverageoverthedistribution p(�).

Hereweconcentrateon thebinary codingschem ep(�)= a�(�� 1)+ (1� a)�(�),

but the calculation can be carried out for any probability distribution. As in

oneofthe� rstextensionsoftheHop� eld m odel[37],wethusallow forthem ean
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activity a ofthe patternsto di� erfrom thevaluea = 1=2 oftheoriginalm odel

[32].W e furtherassum ethatthe input(local� eld)to unititakesthe form :

hi =
X

j6= i

Jijvi+ b

0

@
1

N

X

j

vj

1

A ; (3)

wherethe� rstterm enablesthem em oriesencoded in the weightsto determ ine

the dynam ics; the second term is unrelated to the m em ory patterns, but is

designed to regulatetheactivity ofthenetwork,so thatatany m om entin tim e

x � 1

N

P

i
vi and y � 1

N

P

i
v2i both approach the prescribed value a (which

then param etrizes the sparsity ofthe network activity [33]). The activity of

each unitisdeterm ined by itsinputthrough a threshold-linearfunction:

vi = F [hi]= g(hi� Tthr)� (hi� Tthr) (4)

where Tthr is a threshold below which the input elicits no output,g is a gain

param eter,and � (:::) the Heaviside step function. The exact details ofthe

updating rule are not speci� ed further,here,because they do not a� ect the

steady statesofthedynam ics,and wetake\fastnoise" levelsto bevanishingly

sm all,T ! 0. Discussions about the biologicalplausibility ofthis m odelfor

networks ofpyram idalcells can be found in [33,4],and willnot be repeated

here.

In orderto analyze this network,we � rst de� ne a set oforder param eters

fm
�

ig,with � = 1:::p;i= 1:::N ,which wecallthe localoverlaps,asfollows:

m
�

i =
1

C

X

j

cij(�
�

j=a� 1)vj; (5)

This is a naturalchoice for quantities that m easure retrievalwhile also tak-

ing into account the spatialstructure ofthe network,and hence the position

dependence ofthe activity.

Ifwerewritethe local� eld hi de� ned abovein term softheseorderparam -

eterswehave:

hi =
X

�

(�
�

i=a� 1)m
�

i � cii�(1=a� 1)vi+ b(x) (6)

in which � = p=C is the storage load,and we have carried out the average
P

�
(�

�

i=a� 1)2 ’ p(1=a� 1). W e willuse thisexpression forthe local� eld in

the nextsection.

2.2 R etrievalstates and the m ean-�eld equations

A pattern � issaid toberetrieved if
P

i
m

�

i = O (N ).W ithoutlossofgenerality,

we suppose thatthe � rstpattern isthe retrieved one and therefore m�i � m 1

i

for� 6= 1 and any i.W hen onepattern isretrieved,the local� eld to each unit

can be decom posed into two term s.O ne isthe signal,which isin the direction

ofkeeping thenetwork in a statewith largeoverlap with theretrieved pattern.
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Thesecond term ,which can becalled noise,contributesrandom interference.In

Eq.6 thesignalisnothing butthe� = 1 term in the sum on the r.h.s.,whereas

the noise isthe rest. The idea isto calculate these term sasa function ofthe

localoverlapswith theretrieved pattern.In otherwordswewish to expressthe

r.h.sofEq.6 solely asa function ofm i = m 1

i and �1i. Ifwe do so,we can then

expressthe activity ofeach unitasa function ofm i,and by inserting itin the

de� nition oflocaloverlaps,wewillbeableto � nd a selfconsistentequation for

the localoverlap with the � rstpattern.

To proceed further,we de� ne two m ore localorder param eters �i and i

through the equation:

X

�6= 1

(��i=a� 1)m�i = �iz+ ivi; (7)

wherewetakez to havequenched-averaged standard deviation unity.W e then

singleoutagenericpattern � from thesum overnon-retrieved patterns,writing:

X

�6= 1;�

(��i=a� 1)m�i = �
�

iz+ 
�

ivi; (8)

and noting that,to leading orderin 1=p,�
�

i ’ �i and 
�

i ’ i are expected to

be independentof�.W ith this,wecan writethe activity ofthe network as:

vi = F [(�1i=a� 1)m1i+ (�
�

i=a� 1)m
�

i+ �
�

iz+ 
�

ivi� cii�(1=a� 1)+ b(x)� Tthr](9)

from which vi can be found selfconsistently,asin [6]:

vi ’ G [(�1i=a� 1)m1i + (�
�

i
=a� 1)m

�

i
+ �

�

i
z+ b(x)� Tthr] (10)

Assum ing that �i = i � cii�(1=a � 1) < 1=g 2 the function G [x]takes the

following form fora threshold-linearunit:

G [x]=
g

1� g�
x� (x): (11)

In the case ofa non-geom etric network,as discussed by Shiino and Yam ana

[28]thisfactor� equalsm inusthe O nsagerreaction term ,when onetreatsthe

network in the TAP equation fram ework.

Now weexpand ther.h.s.oftheaboveequation forvi up to thelinearterm

in m
�

i and insertthe resultin Eq.5,to get:

m
�

i = L
�

i +
X

j

K
�

ijm
�

j (12)

where:

L
�

i =
1

C

X

j

cij(�
�

j=a� 1)G [(�1j=a� 1)m1j + �
�

jz+ b(x)� Tthr]

K
�

ij =
cij

C
(�

�

j=a� 1)2G 0[(�1j=a� 1)m1j + �
�

jz+ b(x)� Tthr]:

2W e shallsee later that this assum ption is valid, at least when one deals with diluted

networks orvery low storage loads.
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Solving the above equation form
�

i;� 6= 1 and using itin the expression de� n-

ing m i � m1i we get the following selfconsistent (m ean-� eld) equations (see

Appendix I):

 ij =
X

l

K
�

il
clj +

X

lt

K
�

il
K

�

lt
ctj + :::

�i = �T0 ii

�
2

i =
�g2T 2

0

C

X

j

�
cij + 2cij ij +  

2

ij

�
�

h

Z
+

D z

�

(
�j

a
� 1)mj + b(x)� Tthr � �jz

�2

(1� g�j)
� 2
i (13)

m i =
g

C

X

j

cij(�j=a� 1)�

Z
+

D z

�

(
�j

a
� 1)mj + b(x)� Tthr � �jz

�

(1� g�j)
� 1

x =
g

N

X

j

h

Z
+

D z

�

(
�j

a
� 1)mj + b(x)� Tthr � �jz

�

(1� g�j)
� 1
i:

where D z = dze
� z

2
=2

p
2�

and the superscript+ indicatesthatthe integration has

to be carried outin the range where (
�i
a
� 1)mi+ b(x)� Tthr > �iz. The new

orderparam eters ,� havebeen de� ned in thederivation oftheseequationsin

Appendix I.

3 D iluted network w ithout structure

To proceed furtherletus� rstconsiderthe case in which there isno geom etry

and the cij’sare random ly generated with probability P rfcij = 1g = C=N .In

thiscase,in the de� nition of (see Eq.I-8 in Appendix I)forthe � rstsum on

the r.h.swehave:

X

l

K
�

il
clj =

1

C

X

l

cilclj(�
�

l
=a� 1)2G 0[(�1l=a� 1)m1l+ �

�

l
z+ b(x)� Tthr]:(14)

Ifwereplacethesum with an averageoverthedistribution offcijgand f�igand

neglectin thisaveragingany correlation between theposition oftheunitand its

activity (thisassum ption willhave to be reviewed,ofcourse,in the geom etric

case)

X

l

K
�

il
clj =

C

N
< (�=a� 1)2 > �< G

0[j]> �;z=
C T0

N
< G

0[j]> �;z (15)

and,in fact,onenotesthatitcan be written,to any orderin n:

X

l;t

K
�

il
(K �)

n� 1

lt
ctj =

C

N
[T0 < G

0[j]> ]
n

�;z
=

C

N

n (16)
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wherewehavede� ned the quantity:


 = T0 < G
0[j]> �;z=

gT0

1� g�
<

Z
+

D z > (17)

thatweassum eto self-average,i.e.notto depend on the index j.

Using the aboveexpression yieldsthe steady state equations:

 =
C

N

�

 + 
2 + 
3 + :::

�

� = �T0 

�
2 = �

�
gT0

(1� g� )

� 2 �

1+ 2 +
N

C
 
2

�

� (18)

h

Z
+

D z

�

(
�

a
� 1)m + b(x)� Tthr � �z

�2

i

m =
g

1� g�
h

Z
+

D z(�=a� 1)

�

(
�

a
� 1)m + b(x)� Tthr � �z

�

i

x =
g

1� g�
h

Z
+

D z

�

(
�

a
� 1)m + b(x)� Tthr � �z

�

i:

The factthat vanishesin the lim itofC=N ! 0 can be understood intu-

itively. The orderparam eter isnothing butthe contribution ofthe activity

reverberating in theloopsofthenetwork.W hen oneconsidersa highly diluted

network,the num ber ofsuch loops becom es negligible,and they do not con-

tribute to network dynam ics. Thus  and � vanish in this lim it. This also

m akes the above inequality �i < 1=g a valid assum ption. � essentially m ea-

sures the e� ect ofthe activity ofeach unit on itself,after it has reverberated

through thenetwork,and thise� ectbecom esnegligiblewhen onedealswith an

extrem ely diluted network.

W ecan then de� nethenew variablesr= m =� and w = [b(x)� m � Tthr]=�

and the following integrals,which arefunctionsofr and w,asin [32]:

A 2 =
1

rT0
h(
�

a
� 1)

Z
+

D z(w +
r�

a
� z)i

A 1 = A 2 � h

Z
+

D zi (19)

A 3 = h

Z
+

D z(w +
v�

a
� z)2i:

By using thisnotation,asshown in Appendix II,one � ndsthat:


 = 1� (A1=A 2) (20)

and the rem aining steady stateequationscan be reduced to:

E 1(r;w) = A
2

2
�

�

1+
C

N

�
(2� 
 )


(1� 
 )2

��

�A 3 = 0 (21)

E 2(r;w) = (
1

gT0
� �

C 


N (1� 
 )
)� A2 = 0 (22)
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which extend and interpolatethe resultsof[33]to � nite valuesofC=N .

The� rstequation aboveappearsasaclosed curvein the(w;r),plane,which

shrinksin size when one increases� and then disappears;whereasthe second

equation is an alm oststraightcurve,which for a certain range ofg intersects

twicewith theclosed curveabove.Sinceforagiven valueof� such thatthe� rst

equation issatis� ed,there alwaysexistsa value forg thatsatis� esthe second

equation,thestoragecapacityisthevalueof� forwhich theclosed curveshrinks

to a point.W e treatg asa freeparam eter,becauseitcan be easily changed in

a network by m echanism slike m ultiplicative inhibition,ifrequired in orderto

approach the optim alstorageload.

10
−2

10
−1

10
−2

10
−1

10
0

10
1

a

S
to

ra
g

e
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a
p

a
c

it
y

Figure1:StorageCapacity vs.a forC=N = 0 (fullcurve),C=N = 0:05(dashed

line)and C=N = 1 (dotted line).

In thelim itofextrem edilution,i.e.C=N ! 0,
 doesnotcontributeto the

equation forthestoragecapacity.Theresultofcalculating thestoragecapacity

asa function ofthe sparsenessofthe coding isshown in Fig.1 (the fullcurve).

ForothervaluesofC=N thecontribution from 
 should betaken into account,

which for sm allC=N 6= 0 results in deviations from the storage capacity ofa

highly diluted network. An exam ple isillustrated in in Fig.1 forC=N = 0:05.

It is clear that,at least for sm alla,a network with 5% connectivity can be

considered as highly diluted,in the sense that for sparse patterns ofactivity,

thee� ectofloops{which producesthedi� erencebetween A2 and A 1 {becom es

unim portant.

4 T he network w ith geom etricalconnectivity

In this section we study the � xed points equations ofthe network,when the

probability oftheexistenceofa connection between two unitsdependson their
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distance,as opposed to the previouscase. An interesting exam ple,in one di-

m ension,isa network with a G aussian connectivity probability distribution:

P rfcij = 1g =
C

p
2��2

e
� (i� j)

2

2� 2 + Baseline: (23)

The baseline is a correction that has to be considered for � _ N ,to ensure

that when the ring cannotbe taken to be in� nite,we stillhave that the sum
P

j
P rfcij = 1g= C .

In thisgeom etricalcase there can be spatially non-uniform solutionsto the

steady stateequations.W ehavetoanalyzethen tworelated issues,both em erg-

ing with decreasing�,asthenetwork approachesa m orelocalconnectivity:the

appearanceofnon-uniform solutionsto theequations,and whetherthestorage

capacity ofthe network decreases.

4.1 A ppearance ofspatially non-uniform activity

W hen � is large one m ay expect the solutions ofthe equations that we have

previously found to be again independent ofspace. It can be seen from the

sim ulationsthatthisisactually the case. Indeed when one m easuresthe local

overlap with di� erentpatternsin a steady state,onecan observethatforvalues

of� larger than a criticalvalue �c the solutions do not show spatialdepen-

dence;but,assoon as� becom essm allerthan �c,the localoverlap beginsto

display som espatialdependence,which increasesby furtherdecreasing �.This

is illustrated in Fig.2. In this subsection we aim to study this phenom enon

analytically.

Thesim ulationsindicatethatcloseto thetransition thespatialdependence

oftheoverlaptakestheform ofacosine,whereasforlower� valuesitapproaches

a gaussian.O necan easily check analytically,however,thatconsidering a gaus-

sian ansatz form i,and anothergaussian for,say,�i,doesnotsolve the m ean-

� eld equations,Eqs.13,which do notin factappearto adm itany sim ple curve

asa solution. Thisled usto develop approxim ate treatm entsthatcircum vent

the lack ofa closed-form spatially-dependentsolution.

From whatwe see in the sim ulationswe assum e thatthe transition to the

spatially non-uniform solution is sm ooth (second order). W e further assum e

thatC=�c issm allso thatto a � rstapproxim ation,in orderto determ ine the

criticalpoint,we can neglectthe e� ectofloops,i.e.of and � .Thisassum p-

tion m ay wellbe inappropriate (forsm allg,forinstance,aswe shallsee later)

but we hypothesize that its e� ect willnot distort a qualitative picture ofthe

phenom enon too m uch.Thiscan be veri� ed by sim ulations.Using thisansatz,

wenow writethe solutionsofthe � xed pointequationsasfollows:

m i = m
0 + �m i; j�m i j� m

0

�i = �
0 + ��i; j��i j� �

0

T = T
0 + �T j�T j� T

0

wherem 0 and �0 aretheuniform partsofthesolutions,which wetaketo bethe
solutionsofthe� xed pointequationsfor� = 1 ;and �mi and ��i arethesm all
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Figure2:Thedependenceofthelocaloverlap on �.Resultsarefrom sim ulating

a network with N = 6400,C = 320,p = 32,g = 0:7,a = 0:2 and � = 1900 (a),

� = 1700 (b),� = 1500 (c),� = 1000 (d),� = 700 (e)and � = 500 (f).In each

panel,theupper uctuating curveisthelocaloverlap with theretrieved pattern

and theloweronethelocaloverlap with oneofthenon retrieved patterns.The

black lineinsidethelocaloverlap with theretrieved pattern isa sm ooth version

ofthelocaloverlap,calculated byaveragingover100nearbyunitsforeach point.

A sm ooth changeofthelocaloverlap from a uniform shape to the � rstFourier

m odeisclear.

deviations from uniform ity. In the sam e way T 0 is the value ofthe threshold

which sets the m ean activity x = a for the uniform solution and T 0 + �T is
the(uniform )threshold necessary to keep x = a in thepresenceofnon-uniform
term s�m i and ��i.Itisworth noting thata m oreaccurateapproach would be

to use the valuesofm 0 and �0 calculated for� justabovethe transition value
�c.Thesevalueswould bedi� erentfrom thoseat� = 1 ,asthee� ectsofloops
m ay becom eim portantcloseto the transition to non-uniform solutions;butas
stated beforeweprovisionally neglectthisinaccuracy.Using theseassum ptions
and expandingthem ean-� eld equation around theuniform solutionsoneobtains

equationsforthe  uctuations.These equationsin the continuum lim it3 areof

3The continuum lim it can be approached by averaging both sides ofthe above equations

overa length scale� which islargeenough to e� ectively sam plethe distributionsofboth f�jg

and fcijg.
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the following form :

�m (r) =

Z

dr
0
f

�
a11

C
c
�
r;r

0
�
�

b11

N

�

�m
�
r
0
�
+

�
a12

C
c
�
r;r

0
�
�

b12

N

�

��
�
r
0
�
g (24)

��(r) =

Z

dr
0
f

�
a21

C
c
�
r;r

0
�
�

b21

N

�

�m
�
r
0
�
+

�
a22

C
c
�
r;r

0
�
�

b22

N

�

��
�
r
0
�
g (25)

wherethe coe� cientsarede� ned in Appendix III.
NextwetaketheFouriertransform ofthetwo sidesoftheaboveequations,

to get:

0

@
1� a11e

�
k2 � 2

2 + b21
�(k)

N
a12e

�
k2� 2

2 � b12
�(k)

N

a21e
�

k
2
�
2

2 � b21
�(k)

N
1� a22e

�
k
2
�
2

2 + b22
�(k)

N

1

A

�
� ~m (k)

�~�(k)

�

= 0:

The above equationsfor�m and �� have a non-trivialsolution ifand only

ifthe determ inant ofthe m atrix ofcoe� cients becom es zero. For k = 0 the

m atrix (which includesthe b term s)isthe sam e asthatwhich determ inesthe

stability oftheuniform solution in thenetwork withoutgeom etry.O n theother

hand,when k 6= 0 them atrix doesnotincludethebterm s,and thevanishing of

itsdeterm inantyieldsthe criticalvalue of�,asitsignalsthe instability ofthe

uniform solution towardsthe appearance ofa non-uniform Fourierm ode. For

large�,thedeterm inantofthecoe� cientm atrix approaches1,and itdecreases

with decreasing �. For those values ofthe other param eters (besides �) for

which the determ inant ofthe m atrix is negative at � = 0,there would be a

criticalvalue for � at which the determ inant becom es zero,and therefore a

transition occurs. Itisclearthatthe � rstFourierm ode i.e. k = 2�

N
isthe one

thatappears� rst.Thisiswhatoneactually observesin sim ulations.
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Figure 3: The determ inantofthe coe� cientsversusthe �=N forg = 0:7 (full

curve),g = 0:6(dashed curve)andg = 0:5(dotted curve).Theotherparam eters

area = 0:2 and p=C = 0:1.

12



In Fig.3 (fullline)wehaveplotted thedeterm inantofthecoe� cientm atrix

asa function of�=N forthe� rstFourierm ode.Thisisdoneforthreevaluesof

g = 0:7;0:6 and 0:5.W e deduce from thisgraph thatthe value of�c increases

by increasing g. Note however that the � rst Fourier m ode, a cosine,is not

strictly speakinga solution ofEqs.13forany � valuebelow �c.Thediscrepancy

becom es m ore evident,see Fig.2,as � decreases,and the solution eventually

becom eslocalized,i.e.ittakesnon-zerovaluesfortheorderparam etersonly on

a lim ited fraction ofthering.In thatregim esolutionslook likegaussian curves,

butthey arenotexactgaussians.

Itisim portantto realizethatthebterm sin theaboveequationscom efrom

thee� ectivethreshold which resultsfrom ouruniform inhibitory term ,and � xes

the m ean activity ofthe network atx = a. Thisisim portantbecause ifthere

wereno bterm s,thecondition fortheinstability oftheuniform solution forthe

non-geom etricnetwork and thecondition fortheappearanceofthenon-uniform

solutionsat� nite � would havebeen the sam e.Thereforewithoutan activity-

dependentthreshold,stable retrievalin the non-geom etricnetwork would have

im plied no spatially non-uniform solution in itsgeom etriccounterpart.

4.2 Storage capacity

The storage capacity ofthe geom etric network di� ers from that ofthe non-

geom etric one for two m ain reasons. The � rst one is that by changing the

geom etry ofthe connectivity one changes the distribution ofthe connectivity

loopsthatcontributetonoisereverberationin thenetwork.E� ectively,lowering

� increasesthe clustering ofthe nodesin the network [38]and the num berof

its loops,leading to a decrease in storage capacity for the sam e reason that

the capacity decreases(ifexpressed as� � p=C )when a diluted non-geom etric

network reachesa denserconnectivity.

Thesecond oneisthenon-uniform ity ofthespatialdistribution ofthesignal

and noiseto theunitsi.e.thespatialdependenceofm (r)and �(r).E� ectively,

theconnectionsoriginating from thelessactiveunitsatthe anksofthespatial

pro� le are used less,oreven unused ifthe solution islocalized and those units

rem ain inactive,and the network becom es roughly equivalent to one with a

lowerC value.

Thesetwoe� ectsarecorrelated with each other,butonecan getan estim ate

ofhow they a� ect the storage capacity by � rst considering them separately.

In other words,one can consider a network with structured connectivity and

calculateitsstoragecapacity ifthepro� leofactivity hasno spatialdependence.

Although weknow from theprevioussectionsthatthiskind ofuniform solution

would not be the stable state ofthe network,we can calculate this way the

e� ect ofthe change in the distribution ofthe loops on the storage capacity.

O n theotherhand,onecan considera network withoutgeom etricconnectivity,

butwith a spatially non-uniform activity,although again thiswould notbethe

stablesolution.W e willfollow thisapproach in thecom ing subsections.
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4.2.1 T he e�ect ofthe loops

W e startby considering a uniform solution to the m ean-� eld equationsEqs.13,

while considering a gaussian connectivity. The uniform solution is ofcourse

not stable nor relevant when � < �c: as discussed previously (see Fig.2 and

section 4.1)theactualform oftheactivity isquitecloseto a cosineim m ediately

below the �c;and then slowly transform sto a localized quasi-gaussian activity

(Fig2.f) by decreasing �. Although we know thatthe uniform solution is not

stable below �c,we can stillcalculate a reference storagecapacity by inserting

it into the m ean-� eld equations. Then we can com pare the results with the

sim ulations and assess their correspondence. In the next section we shallsee

that this procedure,even though very crude,gives us an estim ate ofthe true

storagecapacity which iscom parablewith the sim ulations.

By considering the uniform solution to the equations,wehave:

 (r� r
0)=

C
p
2��2

1X

n= 1

e
�

(r� r
0
)

2(n + 1)� 2
1

p
n + 1


n (26)

and hence:

Z

dr
00
f2c(r� r

00) (r� r
00)+  (r� r

00)2g =
C

p
2��2

1X

n= 1

n + 1
p
n + 2


n (27)

Using the above,wecan write the equation forthe storagecapacity as:

A 2 �

 

1+
C

p
2��2

1X

n= 1

n + 1
p
n + 2


n

!

�A 3 = 0 (28)

Using this equation and evaluating the series num erically,we have calculated

thestoragecapacity forvariousvaluesof� in anetwork ofC = 320and a = 0:2,

asshown in Fig.6.Thisgraph indicatesthatthestoragecapacity decreaseswith

� butnotby m uch.Theassum ption ofconsidering theuniform solution im plies

that such a decrease is due solely to the increased relevance,as � decreases,

ofclosed loops,and therefore ofincreased noise reverberation. Although this

analysisdoesnottake into accountadditionale� ects due to the em ergence of

non-uniform solutions,weshallseein thenextsection thatthecapacitydecrease

in the graph is quite com parable with the results ofthe sim ulations,also for

valuesof� which lead to non-uniform steady states.

4.2.2 T he e�ect ofthe non-uniform solution

W ecan havean idea ofhow theform ofthesolution a� ectsthestoragecapacity

sim ply by considering an ansatz on the form of�(r) and m (r) which depends

on a � nite set ofparam eters f�1;�2;� � � ;�kg. W e also assum e,to start with,

that the e� ects of loops are negligible, so that we can set  (r;r0) = 0 and

� (r)= 0.Loopsareofcoursenotnegligible e.g. when � issm all,butwe want

now toisolatethee� ectofthenon-uniform ityfrom thatofloops,which hasbeen

estim ated in the previous partusing the uniform solution. In other wordsby
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thisprocedure we actually considera network withoutloopsand calculate the

storage capacity corresponding to a param etrized non-uniform activity pro� le,

although weknow itisunstable in a structure-lessnetwork.

W ith thisansatzand integratingoverron both theleftand righthand sides

ofthe equationsdescribing �(r)and m (r),i.e.Eqs.13,wecan writeaftersom e

m anipulation:

� R
drI2(r)

T0
R
drm (r)

� 2

� �

R
drI3(r)

R
dr[�(r)]2

= 0 (29)

x =

R
drm (r)

R
drI2(r)

Z

drI4(r) (30)

I2(r) = h(
�(r)

a
� 1)

Z
+

D z((
�(r)

a
� 1)m (r)+ b(x)� Tthr � �(r)z)i

I3(r) = h

Z
+

D z((
�(r)

a
� 1)m (r)+ b(x)� Tthr � �(r)z)2i

I4(r) = h

Z
+

D z((
�(r)

a
� 1)m (r)+ b(x)� Tthr � �(r)z)i

In practice,for any given form ofthe functions m (r) and �(r),one can solve

Eq.30 to get b(x)� Tthr by setting its r.h.s to x = a. Then one can use this

to evaluatethe integralsappearing in Eq.29 and � nd the highestvalueof� for

which a solution forthisequation existsin the f�1;�2;� � � ;�kg space.

Asan exam ple,letusconsidera gaussian form ,which sim ulationsindicate

is a reasonable approxim ation,even ifnot an exactsolution,in the localized,

orlow �,regim e. In otherwords,letusassum e thatm (r)= m 0exp(� r2=2l2)

and �(r)= �0exp(� r2=2l2). By � xing land following the procedure described

aboveone� ndsthatforagiven valueof�,Eq.29appearsasaclosed curvein the

(m 0;�0)plane,thatshrinksin sizewith increasing�,analogouslytoEq.21.The

value of� for which this closed curve disappears de� nes the storage capacity

at constant width �(l). O f course the gaussian ansatz is an approxim ation

which needsto be considered carefully.An exam ple ofgaussian-likeactivity is

Fig.2.f.Unfortunatelythepro� leofactivitybelow �c doesnottakean analytical

form .Still,a gaussian � tseem sto be a good approxim ation,even though itis

notthe solution (note thatin Fig.2.fthe activity goesto zero outside a � nite

radius,hence it cannot be a gaussain). The accuracy ofthe gaussian ansatz

can be checked by com paring the resulting storage capacity with that ofthe

sim ulations. As we shalldiscuss in the nextsection,ourprocedure leads to a

reasonableagreem entwith the sim ulations.

Fig.4 showsthe resultoffollowing the above procedure forcalculating �(l)

fora network ofN unitsand a = 0:2.The decreasein the storagecapacity for

m ore localized solutions can be seen. This decrease is solely due to the non-

uniform ity ofthesolution,and ithasno contribution from the geom etry ofthe

connectivity,since the e� ectofthe connectivity decoupleswhen one integrates
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overspacein them ean-� eld equationsto getEq.29.In otherwords,thereisno

dependenceon theconnectivity probability distribution c(r;r0)in thisequation.

In Fig.4 we have indicated,on the l=N axis,the widths ofthe pro� les seen
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Figure4:The dependence ofthe storagecapacity,fora = 0:2,on l=N ,where l

isthe width ofa gaussian solution.Note the correspondencewith the � values

used in Fig.2:see text.

in the sim ulationswith the 6 valuesof� used in Fig.2.W e haverun extensive

sim ulationswith those6valuesof� but,unlikethosein Fig.2,with � closeto�c
and g to the optim algain value,asestim ated from the sim ulationsthem selves.

Tocalculatethevaluesoflcorrespondingtoeach � and closetocapacitywehave

used equation Eq.32:we� rstcalculatetheaveragevalueofqacrosssim ulations

with each �,by using itsde� nition Eq.31,and then � nd thevaluelwhich solves

Eq.32. Please note thatthe gaussian � tisa reaonable approxim ation,only in

thelocalized regim ee.g.Fig.2eand f,butnotreally forapparently atsolutions

likethosein Fig.2aoreven cosine-likeoneslikethosein Fig.2c.M oreover,� nite

size e� ects sm ooth the otherwise sharp transition at �c. Finally, Fig.2 was

produced by running sim ulations at low � and � xed g,whereas we now set

these param eters at the storage capacity lim it. Allthese e� ects cum ulate to

m ake the estim ated lvaluessm allerthan whatone would have predicted from

visually inspecting Fig.2a-c(the discrepancy ism ilderin the localized regim e).

Forexam ple,looking atpointa in Fig.4 one seesl= 1:4N for� = 1900,while

from the  at-looking solution ofFig.2 onem ighthaveexpected l! 1 !

O necan seethatsuch widthschangesigni� cantly,and correspondinglythere

isa signi� cantestim ated capacity decrease,fortheupper3 � values,which are

relatively clustered around �c. For the lower 3 � values, even though they

cover a m uch larger range on a log scale,the resulting pro� le widths change

less (lis roughly proportionalto �),as the solutions have becom e e� ectively

localized. Correspondingly,the storage capacity doesnotdecrease furtherdue
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the pro� les of the solutions, although it continues to decrease due to m ore

clustered connectivity. The second ofthe two m echanism swhich decrease the

storage capacity thus reaches a m axim um e� ect as soon as the two  anks of

the activity pro� le go to zero,and the steady state ofthe network isa genuine

’bum p’.

5 Sim ulations

In thissection wepresenttheresultsofsim ulationsthatinvestigatetherelation

between the storage capacity and the width ofthe connectivity,aswellasthe

em ergenceofnon-uniform asym ptoticstates.Such statesforvery localconnec-

tivity (very low �)eventually becom elocalized,in thesensethatactivity iszero

outsidea lim ited fraction ofthe ring.

To m easure the degree ofuniform ity ofthe steady states reached in each

sim ulation,wede� ne the quantity:

q=
12
R
dr(r� rm ax)

2
m (r)

N 2
R
drm (r)

(31)

where rm ax is where the local overlap m (r) has its m axim um . W e use a

sm oothed version ofthe localoverlap to regularize the param eter 0 < q � 1,

which takesitsm axim um q = 1 fora uniform solution and isinversely related

to the degree ofbum piness,or oflocality,ofa spatially non-uniform overlap

distribution [5].
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Figure5:Thechangein theuniform ityqasafunction ofgand � from sim ulating

a network ofN = 6400,C = 320.The sparsity ofthe patternsisa = 0:2.The

valueofp ischosen in a way thatthenetwork on averageisableto retrieve50%

ofthe patternsforthegiven valuesofg and �.
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Here we reportthe resultsofsim ulating a network com posed ofN = 6400

unitswith C = 320and a = 0:2.Foreach valueof�,gand pwegivethenetwork

afullcue,correspondingtooneofthestored patterns,and after50synchronous

updates we m easure the � naloverlap with the presented pattern. Ifthe � nal

overlap islargerthan 0:4 wetakeitto be a successfulretrieval.W erepeatthis

for4 di� erentseedsforthe random num bergeneratorand 5 di� erentpatterns

and then index the perform ance ofthe network with the percent ofpatterns

retrieved (according to theabovecriteria).W etakethevalueofp atwhich the

perform ancereaches50% asa m easure ofthe storagecapacity forthose values

ofg and �. By repeating for di� erent values ofg we thus assess the optim al

storagecapacity forthe network,optim ized acrossvaluesofthe gain.

In Fig.5 onecan observetheway q changesasa function ofg and �.Aswe

found in section 4,forvaluesof� below thetransition theactivityisnotuniform

in space,i.e. ithasa ’bum py’pro� le. Increasing g favoursthe localization of

the solution,which forhigh g and low � becom esa genuine’bum p’ofactivity,

as seen in Fig.2. There appears to be no sharp transition,but rather a very

sm ooth cross-over,from the’quasi-cosine’regim enear�c tothelocalized ’quasi-

gaussian’regim eforlow �.The cross-overisin factregulated by the gain g.

Thesecond pointthatwehavestudied through thesim ulationsisthedepen-

dence ofthe storage capacity on the width ofthe connectivity �. The storage

capacity calculated from the sim ulationsisthe fullcurve in Fig.6. Thiscurve

lies below the storage capacity calculated analytically using the uniform solu-

tion. As previously m entioned there are two e� ects which contribute to the

decrease ofthe storage capacity. First,the increase in the num berofloopsas

a result ofthe decrease in the width ofthe connectivity,which has the e� ect

discussed in section 4.2.1 and shown with the dashed curve in Fig.6. Second,

the non-uniform pro� le ofthe solution,discussed in section 4.2.2. These two

e� ectsarenotuncorrelated butonecan considerthem com bined asifthey were

uncorrelated,in the following way. Foreach value of� one � rstcalculatesthe

storage capacity by considering only the e� ects ofthe loops,i.e. the dashed

curve. Then one estim ates the m ost appropriate width for a m odellocalized

solution,i.e.thebestgaussian � t,by solving thefollowing equation forl,using

the valueq obtained from the sim ulations:

q=
12
R
0:5

� 0:5
drr2exp(� r

2
N

2

2l2
)

R
0:5

� 0:5
drexp(� r2N 2

2l2
)

(32)

Then an estim ateofthestoragecapacity,given independente� ectsofloopsand

localization,would sim ply be the m ultiplication ofthe storage capacity calcu-

lated fortheuniform solution by thefactor�(l)=�(1 ).Thisisthedotted curve

in Fig.6.Ityieldsa lowerestim ateofthe storagecapacity ascom pared to that

ofthesim ulations,butyetcloserto itthan theuniform solution approxim ation.

Theassum ption ofuncorrelated e� ectsthusoverestim atesthecapacity decrease

with lower� values.

Note thatthe capacity decrease could in principle be overestim ated also as

an e� ectofourprocedure ofexploring only spatially-dependentsolutionsofa
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given shape (in particular,gaussian);thise� ectishoweverlikely negligible,at

leastin the localized regim ewherethe pro� lesseen in the sim ulationsarevery

closeto gaussian.
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Figure6:In thisgraph,thefullcurveshowsthestoragecapacityversus� fora =

0:2,obtained num erically sim ulating a network with N = 6400,C = 320.The

dashed curve is the storage capacity estim ated analytically using the uniform

approxim ation,as discussed in section 4.2.1. The dotted line represents the

storagecapacity estim ated taking into account,asuncorrelated,both thee� ect

ofm ore loopsand thatofthe spatialdependence ofthe solution,asexplained

in section 4.2.2.

6 D iscussion

In this paper we have studied the retrievalproperties of an autoassociative

network with geom etric synaptic connectivity. To approach the analysis ofa

spatially structured network we had to � nd alternativesto the standard ther-

m odynam ic form alism often applied to system swith quenched disorder,based

on the calculation ofa free-energy with the replica trick,and on itsevaluation

ata saddle point. Even though in term s oftheir behaviourand even oftheir

� xed pointequationsasym m etricand sym m etricnetworksdonotdi� erbym uch

atleastin networkswith threshold-linearunits forwhich the spin glassphase

is irrelevant [35],the lack ofa Ham iltonian requires an alternative approach

to obtain the m ean-� eld equations. Fukaiand Shiino developed years ago a

’self-consistent signal-to-noise analysis’to treat cases in which a Ham iltonian

could notbede� ned,in particularasym m etricnetworks[26]and networkswith

arbitrary analogue transfer functions [27]. The asym m etric connectivity is in

som esensea technicalproblem ,which m ightnotrevealany ’new’physicsin the

threshold-linearnetworks.In ourcase,we had to face a second and m ore sub-
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stantiveproblem ,asa directresultofthe geom etry in the connectivity.Thisis

thefactthatin ordertodescribethebehaviorofageom etricnetwork,oneneeds

to introduceorderparam etersthatarenotscalarsbutscalar�elds.Thism akes

the derivation ofthe m ean-� eld equations and the analysis oftheir solutions

m uch m orechallenging:the equationsarenow integralequationsin these � eld

order param eters (see Eq.13). W e adapted the ’self-consistent signal-to-noise

analysis’turning itinto a localsignal-to-noise approach,to � nd self-consistent

equationsfororderparam eterswith the following physicalm eaning:

� m (r): the localoverlap,i.e. the product ofthe currentactivity and the

stored patterns,sum m ed overallunitspresynapticto the unitatr.

� �(r):thelocalnoise,i.e.them ean squaream plitudeofthenon-condensed

overlaps[3],asseen atr.

�  (r;r0):thee� ectofthedirectand indirectconnectionslinking two units

atpositionsr and r0 on the reverberation ofthe noise.

� � (r): a m easure,proportionalto the diagonalelem entsof (r;r0),ofthe

e� ectoftheactivity ofeach uniton thenoisecom ponentofitsown input.

Although the stored patternsdo notinclude any spatialstructure orcorre-

lation,theretrievalstatesofthegeom etricconnectivity network,assim ulations

easily dem onstrate,m ay have non-uniform activity pro� les when the connec-

tionsareshortrangeenough.Theactivity pro� leoftheretrievalstatecan even

becom e localized in space,as a ’bum p’ofactivity,in the appropriate param -

eter regim e. It is worth em phasizing that a non-uniform retrievalstate does

not correspond in fullto the stored pattern that is being retrieved,since the

stored pattern does not have any spatialpreference;the retrievalstate has a

large overlap with the pattern,but circum scribed to the bum p. As shown in

Fig.5,thebum pinessofsuch a non-uniform retrievalstatedependsnotonly on

how short range is the connectivity,but also on the gain ofthe input-output

transferfunction.Increasing thegain favourslocalization in theretrievalstate,

ofcourseaslong asthe network rem ainsin the regim ewhereretrievaloccurs.

G iven thatthestoragecapacity ofthegeom etricnetwork decreaseswith re-

spect to that ofa uniform network due to both an increase in the loops and

the non-uniform ity ofthe solution,we described a procedure to estim ate these

e� ectsundertheassum ption thatthey areindependent.Com paring with sim u-

lations,wefound thattheprocedureyieldsa reasonableestim ateofthestorage

capacity,although lower than the true value,due probably to the sim plifying

independenceassum ption.Thebottom -lineconclusion isthatastheconnectiv-

ity ofthe autoassociative network becom esshorterrange,itsstorage capacity,

expressed asp=C ,decreasesindeed,butnotby a largefactor.

The m odelthat we have studied here is de� ned on a ring,i.e. it is a one

dim ensionalm odel. Although we do notexpectsigni� cantdi� erencesbetween

the resultsreported here and those ofa m ore interesting m odelin two dim en-

sions,itrem ainsto be checked,in future work,to whatextentthe resultscan

be generalized to a 2D m odel.
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Further,we have considered a gaussian connectivity ofvarying width. An

alternativem odel,introduced by W attsand Strogatz [38],isthatofa network

with a fraction ofconnectionsstrictly shortrange,and thecom plem entary frac-

tion distributed at random across the entire network. This could be perhaps

an appropriate m odelfor corticalconnectivity,with its short-and long-range

connections [8],and it has already been considered,albeit in a geom etry-free

form ulation,asa m odelofsem anticm em ory [22,14].Itseem sim portantto be

able to extend our approach to a m odelofthe W atts-Strogatz type,with 1D

or2D geom etry. It is possible that the storage capacity would decrease m ore

substantially in such a m odel,than itdoesin theoneconsidered here-a naive

expectation isthatp should scale,essentially,with the num berofshortrange

connections,thosethatcom prisethe so-called regularnetwork.

Indeed,the W atts-Strogatz autoassociative m odelhas been studied by [5],

even though with sim ulationsonly and a m orerealisticneuronalintegrate-and-

� re dynam ics. O ne result ofthat study is the near incom patibility between

localization and retrieval,which appearto occurin alm ostm utually exclusive

rangesofthe relevantparam eter,the fraction ofshort-rangeconnections. The

fact that retrievaldid not seem to succeed when asym ptotic � ring states are

localized m ay have been due to a strongly decreased capacity,or to instabili-

tiesassociated with theintegrate-and-� redynam ics,orto otheraspectsofthat

m odel,such asthe m echanism im plem enting inhibitory controlofthe activity

ofexcitatory units.W hateverthe case,thisem phasizesthe need forstudiesof

associativeretrievaland localization in realisticneuralnetwork m odels.Im por-

tantfeaturesthatneed consideration are the dynam icsofindividualunitsand

the m odeladopted forinhibitory e� ects.

O nce thus extended,this approach has the potentialto yield a quantita-

tive assessm entofthe storage capacity ofcorticalm odules in the m am m alian

brain.Such m odulesobviously di� erfrom oursim pli� ed m athem aticalm odels

in severalrespects,butan educated guesspredictsthatthe crucialfactorthat

determ inestheirstoragecapacity isthenum berand geom etricaldistribution of

the Hebbian-m odi� ableconnectionsthatthe averageunitreceives.

It becom es possible at that stage to consider in a realistic setting a phe-

nom enon which had been considered earlierin ratherabstractm odels:the co-

existence ofm ultiple retrievalstates. So-called ’spurious’solutions have been

shown notto bestable,essentially,in threshold-linearnetworkswithoutgeom e-

try[24],butin asim pleringm odel[21]di� erentstored patternscan beretrieved

in di� erentportionsofthe ring.Thustheunderlying geom etricalm anifold can

turn spurious m ixtures ofpatterns into interesting com binations oflocalized

patterns, and this raises the issue oftheir com petitive interactions. Recent

neurophysiologicalwork [23]dem onstrates that the receptive � elds ofvisually

evoked activity patterns are e� ectively restricted 2-to 3-fold,in the m acaque

tem poralcortex,when severalobjectsare presenttogetherin the visualscene.

This � nding m ay have a correlate in an associative m em ory network with ge-

om etry,where long-range inhibition m ay restrictthe width ofactivity pro� les

retrieved on di� erentportionsofthe m anifold.
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A ppendix.I

Using Eq.12,the solution form
�

i can be written as:

m
�

i
=

1

C
R
�

ii
(�

�

i
=a� 1)G�[i]+

1

C

X

j6= i

R
�

ij
(�

�

j
=a� 1)G�[j] (I-1)

whereR
�

ij isexpanded in a powerseriesas:

R
�

ij = cij +
X

l

K
�

il
clj +

X

lt

K
�

il
K

�

lt
ctj + ::: (I-2)

and wehaveused the notation G �[i]= G [(�1i=a� 1)m1i + �
�

iz+ b(x)� Tthr].

Now thatwe have expressed the localoverlap with a non-retrieved pattern

asa function ofm 1

i,we can proceed to evaluate� and :

X

�6= 1

(��i � 1)m�i =
1

C

X

�6= 1

R
�
ii(�

�
i=a� 1)2G �[i] (I-3)

+
1

C

X

j6= i;�6= 1

R
�
ij(�

�
i=a� 1)(��j=a� 1)G�[j]:

For the � rst sum in the r.h.s ofEq.I-3 above,using the independence of

di� erentpatternsand assum ing that�
�

i ’ �i onecan write:

1

C

X

�6= 1

R
�
ii(�

�
i=a� 1)2G �[i] = �hR

�
ii(�

�
i=a� 1)2G �[i]i (I-4)

’ �hR
�
ii(�

�
i=a� 1)2ivi

and asa resultweidentify:

i = � < R
�
ii(�

�
i=a� 1)2 > = �T0hR

�
iii; (I-5)

wherewedenote asin [32]T0 � 1=a� 1;and therefore:

�i = �T0(hR
�
iii� cii)= �T0h

X

l

K
�
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clj +

X

lt

K
�

il
K

�

lt
ctj + :::i: (I-6)

The second term is a bit tricky. Forthis term ,by replacing the sum with

the averagewe getzero m ean,butforthe standard deviation wehave:

�
2 =

�

C
(1=a� 1)

X

j

hR
�
ij

2
(��j=a� 1)2G �[j]2i (I-7)

which is,actually,the standard deviation ofthe noise. W e can then replace

the second term ,thatisthe noise term ,with a gaussian random variable with

m ean zero and standard deviation �,and take it into account in our m ean-

� eld equationsby averagingtheequationsoverthisgaussian m easure.W eshall

discussthe reliability ofthisassum ption soon.

22



In order to m ake the equations m ore com prehensive,we de� ne the order

param eter asan averageovernon-retrieved patternsof �,where:

 
�

ij = R
�

ij � cij =
X

l

K
�

il
clj +

X

lt

K
�

il
K

�

lt
ctj + ::: (I-8)

By using thisde� nition with som ealgebraicm anipulation wegetthem ean-� eld

equations.

Consideringthenoiseterm asagaussian random variablecom esfrom rewrit-

ing the lefthand sideofEq.7 in itsoriginalform and then approxim ating itas

a sum ofrandom independentvariables:

�iz+ ivi =
1

C

X

�6= 1;j

cij(�
�
i=a� 1)(��j=a� 1)vj (I-9)

Theassum ption ofindependenceoftheseterm sisabittricky,sincein general

when followingthedynam icsofthesystem theactivity ofeach unitvi atagiven

tim edependson thelocal� eld attheprevioustim estep,henceon thepatterns.

However,it becom es an appropriate approxim ation when the � rst pattern is

thoroughly retrieved i.e. vi = �1i. In this case the term s that appear in the

noise sum are in fact close to independent random variables,as the patterns

are,by construction. The gaussian noise assum ption is thus accurate in the

lim itin which thesolutionsofthem ean-� eld equationsareexactly equalto the

patterns used in generating the weight m atrix,i.e. in the case ofretrieval

without errors. This is ofcourse never strictly the case, unless the storage

capacity iszero in thetherm odynam iclim it[1].However,ifweassum ethatthe

retrieved statein a successfulretrievalisvery closeto a stored pattern and has

a largeoverlap with it,then thegaussian approxim ation isreasonable.In other

wordsthe gaussian noiseisappropriatewhen retrievalreally occurs.

It is im portant to note that one should be carefulin using the gaussian

approxim ation when dealing with the dynam icsofthe network. Thisapproxi-

m ation m ay justqualitatively predicttherecalldynam icswhen retrievaloccurs

(aswellasthe stationary statephasediagram )butitfailsto describethe non-

retrievaltrajectories.Thisissim ply due to the factthatthe noise distribution

can be approxim ated by a gaussian when retrievalis successful,as explained

above,but it could be non-gaussian in the interm ediate states before getting

closeto theretrievalattractor.Starting from an initialstatewhich forinstance

hasa non-zero overlap with two patterns,the noise doesnotfollow in general

a gaussian distribution. Itapproachesa gaussian form asthe network evolves

toward oneoftheattractors,correspondingtooneofthepatterns.Thegaussian

approxim ation m ay also give the correct dynam icalequations for the � st few

tim e steps,butthen itm ay giveresultsdi� erentfrom the exactsolutionslater

on.Fora detailed discussion on thisissuesee [11,9].

Aswe shallsee laterin the lim itofa structure-lessnetwork the m ean-� eld

equationsfrom the gaussian approxim ation are identicalto those found previ-

ously using the replica m ethod. This con� rm s that the equations that result

from the gaussian approxim ation in the signal-to-noiseanalysisare in term sof
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accuracy in thesam elineastheequationsderived with thereplicam ethod.Ac-

tually thecloserelation between thesignal-to-noiseanalysis,thereplicam ethod

and the TAP equation has been investigated in a recentpaper by Shiino and

Yam ana [28].

A ppendix.II

Dividing by the gain factorthe equationsfor� and m onegets:

�
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1� g�

� � 2
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�
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N

C
 
2

�
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�
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= A 2

O n theotherhand using theequation for and thede� nition of
 in Eq.17 we

have:

2 +
N

C
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C

N

(2� 
 )


(1� 
 )2

and we� nd:


 = h

Z
+

D zi=A 2: (II-1)

Com bining the equationsabove one gets to Eqs.21 and 22. The second of

those equationsdeterm inesthe optim alvalue ofg,butitdoesnotchange the

storagecapacity.

A ppendix.III
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�(x) =
1

p
2��2

Z x

� 1

dzexp(� z
2
=2)

� (x) =
1

p
2��2

exp(� x
2
=2):

wherewehavesetr= m 0=�0 and w = [b(x)� m0 � Tthr]=�0.
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