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A bstract

This work investigates at what degree two neurom orphom etric m easurem ents,

nam ely the autocorrelation and the excluded volum e ofa neuronalcellcan inu-

ence the characterization and classi�cation ofsuch a type ofcells.W hile the auto-

correlation function presents good potentialfor quantifying the dendrite-dendrite

connectivity ofcellsin m osaic tilings,the excluded volum e,i.e.the am ountofthe

surround space which is geom etrically not accessible to an axon or dendrite,pro-

vides a com plem entary characterization ofthe cellconnectivity.The potentialof

such approachesisillustrated with respectto realneuronalcells.
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1 Introduction

Neuroanatom y is,in m any aspects,a key factorin uencing the overallner-

voussystem perform ance,regardinghealth and adaptation,underlined by the

spatialcharacteristicsofneuralnetworksand by thegeom etry oftheirbuild-

ing blocks,theneuronalcells.Thefunction ofsuch assem blageofcells,which

integratessynapticpropagation ofaction potentials,haslong been related to

the shape ofthe individualcelland speci� c dendritic m orphology [1].The

study ofm orphologicalcharacteristics ofneuronalcells,although overshad-

owed by the  ood ofadvances in neurophysiologicalexplorations along the

lastdecades,wasresum ed in theseventiesasan approach in which com puter

sciencem ethodsprovidethem eansforquantifying,in an objectiveway,m or-

phologicalsubtletiesthatwould otherwisegounnoticed by thehum an eye [2].

Exam plesofgeom etricalfeaturescom m only used in com putationalneurom or-

phology includethein uencearea,num berofdendriticsegm entsand bending

energy (see [3]foran extensive list)and aswellasstandard and m ulti-scale

fractalanalysis[4{9].Ithasalso been shown m orerecently thatneuronalcell

characterization can be e� ciently perform ed with basison m ulti-scale shape

functionalsderived from integralgeom etry and applied toadatabasecontain-

ing two classesofcatganglion cells[10].

In thecurrentwork weextend geom etricalfeaturesthatarenotonly usefulfor

neurom orphiccharacterization,butwhich arealso m oreclosely related to the

functionality ofthe network,with em phasison theirabilitiesatm aking con-

nectionsashighlighted in [11{13].In particular,weexploreand assesstheuse

oftheautocorrelation function and excluded volum eoftheshapeofaneuronal

cellasm eaningfulm easurem ents to be used in cellcharacterization,classi� -
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cation and sim ulation.Thereaderisreported to [14{16]forpioneering works

related to these concepts.Itisshown here thatthe autocorrelation function

quanti� es in a precise fashion the potentialofthe cellfor dendrite-dendrite

connections,a situation that is especially relevant for neuronalsystem s in-

volving electricalsynapses.Atthesam etim e,theexcluded volum eisveri� ed

to provide additionalinform ation about the cellpotentialfor connectivity,

butnow from the com plem entary perspective ofunreachable portionsofthe

arborizations.

Thearticlestartsby presenting in Section 2 thesuggested m easurem entsand

by describing theirrespective application to a few realganglionary cells.Sec-

tion 3 presentsourresultsforan extended databaseofneuronalcellscontain-

ing50cells,showingthediscrim inativepotentialoftheproposed m ethodology.

Section 4 isdedicated to concluding com m ents.

2 Shape D escriptors

Thissection describesthetwo considered neuronalfeatures,nam ely thetwo-

dim ensionalautocorrelation function and the excluded volum e.These m ea-

sureshavein com m on theconceptualadvantageofbeingrelated totheconnec-

tivity potentialofthecellin an actualsim ulation ofam orphologicalneuronal

network.Although theexcluded volum eand theautocorrelation function are

notm ulti-scale functionals,the form ersituation dem andsm ore intense com -

putationale� orts when com pared to the latter which is faster as its im ple-

m entation can bedoneby using propertiesofFourieranalysis.
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2.1 Autocorrelation Function

Given afunction ’(x;y),itsautocorrelation�(x;y)isde� ned asin Equation 1,

which canbee� ectivelyevaluated byusingtheFouriertransform (Equation2).

�(x;y)=

Z
1

�1

Z
1

�1

’(r;s)’(r+ x;s+ y)drds (1)

�(x;y)= F
�1
(F (’(x;y))F (’(x;y)

�
) (2)

Letthe spatially sam pled neuronalcellm orphology (dendritesand som a)be

represented in term s ofa binary im age,with each cellpoint represented as

1 and taking the center ofm ass ofthe respective som a (i.e.cellbody) as

the coordinate system origin.The autocorrelation ofthisshape ata speci� c

point(x;y),i.e.�(x;y)correspondsto the num berofintersection pointsbe-

tween two versionsofthecellwith relative displacem entof(x;y).Therefore,

theautocorrelation function quanti� esthecellpotentialfordendrite-dendrite

connectionswith respectto copiesofitselfplaced atallpossible relative po-

sitions,see Figure 1 forexam plesofthe autocorrelation forfew prototypical

shapes.Figure 2 illustrates the autocorrelation function for a series ofcat

ganglion cells.It is im portant to observe that the inform ation provided by

theautocorrelation analysisofthecellm orphology representsa second order

analysisofthecellgeom etry,which could notbeotherwiseobtained by m ore

traditionalm easurem entsdirectlyfocusingthecell,such asitsarea,perim eter,

and so on.

Theautocorrelation function isim m ediately related to thetwo following bio-

logicalquestions:(a)in a relatively hom ogeneousm orphom etricnetwork (i.e.

com posed by sim ilar copies ofthe sam e cell) is there a preferentialorienta-
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tion where the cellpresents highest or lowest potentialfor connection? (b)

thesam equestion regarding radialdistance.Given a neuronalcelland itsre-

spective two-dim ensionalautocorrelation function,it is therefore interesting

toderivesom eparticularly m eaningfulone-dim ensionalsignaturessuch asthe

functionsde� ned in Equations3 and 4.

f(�)=

Z

r2L(�)

�(x;y)dr (3)

g(r)=

Z

�2C (r)

�(x;y)d� (4)

where L(�)isthe line segm ent starting atthe coordinate system origin and

m akinganangleof� withthex-axis,� 2 [0;2�),andC(r)isthecircleofradius

r centered at the coordinate system origin.W hile the function f(�) can be

understood asthepotentialofthecellto m akedendrite-dendriteconnections

in term s ofthe angle � m ade with the x-axis,the function g(r) gives the

potentialforconnectionsin term softhe distance r from the som a centerof

m ass.

2.2 Excluded Volum e

Theexcluded volum e fora given objectisusually de� ned asthevolum e sur-

rounding and including a given object,which is excluded to another object

asitisplaced atvarying relativepositions[17,18].A sim ilarde� nition ofthe

excluded area holdsin 2-D.Although we henceforth referto thisconceptas

excluded "volum e",itisim portantto keep in m ind thatitactually refersto

an area m easurem enttaking into accountthetopologicalfeaturesofthecell.

Atthesam etim e,3D generalizationsarealsopossibleand interestingand will

be considered in future works.Thisfunctionalisalwaysde� ned fora pairof
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Fig.1.Theautocorrelation function forprototypicaldi�erentcells.

objects.

Theexcluded volum eterm inology com esfrom thestatisticalm echanicsofnon-

idealgases,where this functionalarises in the leading order concentration

expansion (virialexpansion )forthepressurein thecaseofgasparticlesthat

repeleach otherwith ahard-corevolum eexclusion [19].Thisideaisfrequently

em ployed also in system s that share the sam e physicalconstraints such as

colloidalsolutionsin polym ersciences.

The generalexpression for the excluded volum e Vex oftwo convex objects,

involving theirsurface area Fi and m ean radiusofcurvature ofeach R i and

theirindividualvolum es,Vi,isgiven by (see[19]):

< Vex >= V1 + V2 + (A 1R 1 + A 2R 2)=(4�) (5)

6



Fig.2.The autocorrelation function oftypicalganglion cells ofthe dom estic cat

retina from two phyisiologicalclass.The alpha and beta types are shown at the

leftand right-hand sides,respectively.Theneuronalcellim ageswereadapted with

perm ission from [2].

Here we evaluate a com putationalvariant ofthe excluded volum e concept.

M ore speci� cally,our algorithm tries to � t a copy ofthe cellshape at ev-

ery relative position on an orthogonalgrid,while checking forintersections.

W henever no intersection isfound,the respective region below the im age is

considered accessible,and theexcluded volum efunction atthatspeci� cpoint

ism arked as0,otherwise itism arked as1.Figure 3 illustratesthe excluded

volum efunction obtained forseveraldi� erentcells.

Itstem sfrom theabovede� nition thatallconvex shapeshavea nullexcluded

volum e.Foran intricategeom etry such asneuronalcellform sthisfunctional

can beunderstood asan indication oftheboundariesofconnectableportions

ofthecell.From thefunctionalpointofview,alldendriteswhich aretrapped
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insidean excluded volum eregion willnotactually establish connectionswith

othercells,com prom ising the perform ance ofa network m ade with copiesof

thatsam ecell.Thisfactisbeing furtherinvestigated asa partofan ongoing

research on m orphologicalHop� eld networks[20].

Fig.3.Theexcluded volum e forexam plesofrealganglion cellsofthedom estic cat

retina.Theneuronalcellim ageswere adapted with perm ission from [2].

3 R esults and D iscussion

In thisworkweuseadatabaseof53im agesofganglion cellsfrom thedom estic

catretinaofwhich 26areoftypealphaand therem aing27oftypebeta.These

two typesofneuronalcellscan often bedi� cultto bedistiguished by hum an

visualinspection.Typicalcellsfrom these classesare illustrated in Figures2

and 3.
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Figures4 and 5 presentthe functionsf(�)and g(r)(Equations3,4)forthe

ganglion cellsin Figure2.These especially representative 6 cellswere chosen

forillustrativepurposes,asthefunctionsf(�)and g(r)would resulttoo clut-

tered in caseall53cellswereused.Itisclearfrom the� rstofthese� guresthat

quitedi� erentcurvesareobtained foreach neuronalclass,suggestingthatthe

considered m easurem entshavegood discrim inativepower.On theotherhand,

thecurvesobtained fortheautocorrelation lineintegralsin term softheradial

distance,shown in Figure5,arecharacterized bysim ilaroverallbehaviour,but

di� erentm agnitudes.Although such aresultim plieslessdiscrim inativepower

forthism easurem ent,italso representsan interesting biologicalphenom enon

on itsown,indicatingthattheconsidered cellssharequitesim ilarpotentialfor

connectionsasfarastheradialdistance isconcerned.M orespeci� cally,such

curvesare characterized by sm allvaluesatboth leftand right-hand extrem -

ities,taking a m axim um value in its interm ediate portion.W hile the sm all

valuesforsm alldistancesisexpected sincelineintegralsforthosecasescover

lessperim eter,thesm allvaluesobtained forlargeradialdistancesisa conse-

quenceoftheprogressive term ination ofthedendriticextrem ities.Itrem ains

to be further investigated whether sim ilar curves are obtained forclasses of

neuronalcellsotherthan ganglion retinalneurons.

Figure6 showsthephasespaceorscatterplot,de� ned by thestandard devi-

ation ofthecorrelation integralforanglesand theexcluded volum e,obtained

for the considered ganglion cells.It is clear from this � gure that the two

classes ofcells are well-separated conform ing to the discrim inative potential

ofthe form erofthese features.Atthe sam e tim e,thissam e � gure indicated

that,atleastforthe considered data,the excluded volum e haslessdiscrim i-

nativepower,despiteofitsdirectrelationship with theconnectivity potential
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ofa cell.Thiscould berelated to thefactthatthem easureisnotm ultiscale.

W ork toextend thisnotion and toextractm oreinform ation ofthisim portant

conceptisin course.
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Fig.4.The line integralofthe correlation function in term softhe angle ofa line

passingthrough them axim um pointofcorrelation.In this�gureweshow resultsfor

typicalcellsofthe two physiologicalclassesofcatganglion cellsshown in �gure2.

� � Error Posterior.Error Strati�ed.Error

� 25 1 0.0384615 -0.1151105 -0.0437544

� 5 22 0.2380952 0.2949808 0.2197885

O verall 0.1382784 0.0899351 0.0880171

Table 1

Theresultofclassicaldiscrim inantanalysisforthem easuresconsidered in thescat-

terplotofFigure6.From thiscross-validation tableweobserveagood discrim inative

potential,m ostofitderived (see Figure 6)from the autocorrelation functionals.
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Fig.5.Thelineintegralofthecorrelation function in term softheradiusofa circle

centered atthem axim um pointofcorrelation.In this�gureweshow resultsforthe

sam e typicalcellsofthedom estic catganglion cellsshown in �gure2.
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Fig.6.A scatterplot,de�ned by m easuresofexcluded volum eand auto correlation,

exhibiting signi�cantclustering oftwo physiologicalclassesofcatganglion cells.
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Table1 showstheresultofstatisticaldiscrim inantanalysis[21]forallthe53

considered cells.Thiscross-validation tableshowsclearly thepotentialofthe

proposed m ethodology forpropercellclassi� cation.W hiletheclassi� cation of

� cellswasparticularly e� ectivewith justonecelloutof26 m isclassi� ed,the

identi� cation ofthebeta cellswasrelatively poorerwith 5 outofthe27 cells

being m isclassi� ed as alpha type.This is in part a consequence ofthe fact

thatthecellsaredi� cultto beseparated even by visualinspection.

Despitea few m isclassi� ed cells,thesuggested m easurem entswereveri� ed to

be capable ofdiscrim inating between the 53 considered cells.However,itis

im portant to bearin m ind thatthe im portance ofthe suggested neurom or-

phom etricalfeaturesgoesbeyond such an ability forcelldiscrim ination,in the

sense that it re ects in a quantitative way the potentialofthe investigated

cellsto establish synapticcontacts,which isan allim portantproperty in bio-

logicalneuronalsystem s.In addition,theexcluded volum eprovidesadditional

inform ation aboutthespatialdelim itation oftheneuronalprocesses,which is

alsoim portantin de� ningcellconnections.In thisway,thesuggested m ethod-

ology allowsthe prediction ofm acroscopic propertiesofthe neuronalsystem

with basison localgeom etricalfeaturesofindividualrepresentative cells.

4 C oncluding R em arks

Thiswork presented a prelim inary assessm entofthepotentialforneurom or-

phom etric characterization oftwo features directly related to the ability of

a neuronalcellto m ake dendrite-dendrite connections,which isim m ediately

relevantforde� ning and constraining the behaviourofneuronalsystem s.In

particular,wehaveshown thattheautocorrelation function leadsto di� erent
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pro� les forthe cells in the considered ganglion celldatabase.The extracted

featuresresulted particularly e� cientforcellclassi� cation.W hen taken on its

own,theexcluded volum eled to poorerdiscrim inative potential.Thecontin-

uation ofthiswork should include the correlation ofthe suggested m easure-

m entswith functionalsexpressing theperform anceofm orphologicalneuronal

networks [20]as wellas other shape functionals [10,13],3D and m ultiscale

extensionsofthosem easurem ents.Anotherinteresting perspectivethatisbe-

ing investigated ishow the proposed m easurem entsand m ethodology,which

im pliesneuronalnetworkscom posed by identicalcopiesofthesam e cell,can

beextended according toam ean-� eld approach,wheream ean representation

ofthe cellm orphology is used to analyse networks com posed by cells with

varying m orphology.
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