arXiv.cond-mat/0510017v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 1 Oct 2005

Sw itching between m an ories n neural autom ata w ith synaptic
noise

J.M .Cortes, P.L.Garido, J.M arro and J. J. Torres
D epartam ento de E lectrom agnetism o y F sica de 1a M aterda, and
Institute Carlbos I for T heoretical and C om putational P hysics,
University of G ranada, 18071 {G ranada, Spain

O ctober 2, 2018

N eurocom puting 58-60: 67-71, 2004
C orresoonding author: JesusM . C ortes
m ailto:jportes@ ugres

A bstract

W e present a stochastic neural autom ata In which
activity uctuationsand synaptic intensities evolve
at di erent tem perature, the latterm oving through
a set of stored pattems. T he netw ork thus exhbis
various retrieval phases, lncliding one which de-
picts continuous sw tching betw een attractors. T he
sw itching m ay be either random or m ore com plkx,
depending on the system param eters values.

1 Introduction and M odel

Understanding how the processing of inform ation
In neural media is in uenced by the biophysical
processes that take place at the synaptic level is an
open question. In particular, the e ect of synap—
tic dynam ics and noise on com plex functions such
as associative m em ory is not yet well understood.
In relation to this, it has been reported that short
tem synaptic plasticity hasam ain role in the abil-
ity of som e system s to exhibit swiching between
stored m em ordes.[ll] T he sam e behavior ensues as—
sum ing dynam ics of the neuron threshold to re.[J]
The origin of the swiching m echanism seem s In
both cases at a sort of fatigue of the postsynap-
tic neuron under repeated presynaptic sin ulation.
T his destabilizes the current attractor which m ay
result in a transition to a new attractor. It would

be interesting to put this on a m ore general per-
spective conceming the role of noise In associative
mem ory tasks. W ith this ain, we present in this
paper a stochastic neural autom ata that involves
tw o Independent com peting dynam ics, one for neu—
rons and the other for synapses.

Consider N (oinary) neuron variabls, s; = 1,
any two of them Ilinked by synapses of intensity
. The Interest is on the con—

gurations S fs;g and W fwi;g. In order
to have a well{de ned reference, we assum e that
Interactions are determ ined by the Hop eld en—
ergy function. Furthem ore, consistent with the
observation that m em ory is a global dynam ic phe—
nom enon, we take the m odel dynam ics determ ined

at each tin e step by a sihglkpa ,say . Con—
sequently, H (S;W ;t) = %]%pip:e:iwijsisj w ith
= (t) and assum ing the Hebbian lraming rule,
ﬁ)rexamp]e,wij = NL i ;where, ; = 1larethe
variablesthat characterize the pattem, oneoutof
the P m em orized ones, and k is a proportionality
constant. Therefore, each con guration W is un—
am biguously associated to a single , and we w rite

W n the ollow ing.

The above m ay be form ulated by stating that
the probability of any con guration (S; ) evolves
In discrete tim e according to

X X
Pu1(S; )= TS )38 % AP 6% %;
SO 0
@)
where T [S; )36 % 9] represents the probability

of jum ping from (SO; % to (S; ). W e explicitly
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consider here the case n which
TI6;)I6% 9= T, BFY T3 @

0
with T, B comesponding to Litte dy-

naly ics, ie., C;).Jar_a]lle%. updating, so that
T, B35 Yt B%a Furthem ore,
too[so;i] [ o H O(sg ! g = sg)], where

X ) is an arbitrary function, except that it

is taken to satisfy detaiked balnce (see Refld]
for a discussion), ¢ is an (nverse) tem pera-
ture parameter, and H denotes the energy
change brought about by the indicated tran-
sition. For changes in the synapses, we take
TP 9= [1HS(°! ). We alo take
s  TINS;)¥s% 9 = 1 or any % 9.
A fter some algebra, one has that H O(sg !

0 0
ss = s = ki@ e & W)
and H (%! )= lN[@m ) @ )
wherem (S) m is the overlap between the

current state S and pattem . The factor N in

H 5 appears because we assume gbhkal energy
variations (ie. all synapses in the con guration
are attem pted to be changed at each step) instead
of the energy variation per site n H ’

This model di ers essentially from apparently
close proposals, eg., 4,15, 16]. First, because it
assum es the sam e tin e scale Por changes in both
S and . On the other hand, the choice here for
T [(S; )i o; O)] am ounts to drive neurons activity
and synaptic intensities by di erent tem perature,

0 . To and . T,, respectively. The case
of ourm odelw ith a singl pattem is equivalent to
the equilbriitm Hop eld modelwih P = 1; for
m ore than one pattem, however, new nonequilib—
rum steady statesensue. T his is closely due to the
fact that T [S; )j6S % ©]does not satisfy detailed
balance.[3]

Tn principle, onem ay estin ate from [I) how any
observable F (S; ) evolves in tine. The resuk is
an equation HF i1, = £ K ;F ); where K isthe set
of control param eters and h
averagew ith P (S; ). [3]A lematively, onem ay be
directly concemed w ith the tim e evolution for the
probability of 1im ping in tem s ofthe overlapsm
fm ; = tr1fm ;)=

i denotes statisticadf m .

P

s M m S)Pwq1(S; ) satis es
. oX 0, 0 0, 0
wifm; )= dm Tlm; )im 55 )] cm 7 )
0
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Figure 1: Phase diagram showing three di erent
phases. ) Ferrom agnetic, for To < T03 (T1), wih

m 6 0 and j = 0. The system has static associa—
tivem em ory. (P ) P aram agnetic, or To > Ty (T1), w ith
0 and j = 0, without any kind of associative
mem ory. (O) O scillatory, for TO3 (T1) < To < TO1 (T1),
withm = 0, J6 0 and dynam ic associative m em ory,
eg. there are Jum ps between pattems either uncorre-
lated (O (II)) or tim ecorrelated (O (I)), as explained
In the main text. The transition between O (I) and
O (II) is discontinuous. Here, N = 16384 and P = 3
spatiakcorrelated pattemsw ith 20% of average overlap

m =

between any two of them .

This amounts to reduce the degrees of free—
dom, from a number of order 2¥ + 1 In (S; )
to P + 1 In (m; ): Dealing wih this sort

of ooarse{grained master equation requires
an explicit expression fr T[m; )jm % 9]
which we take as [ [, H™ (% !
JK dgexpN ( o;jm;m%q; 9.  Here, K

is a constant, and g is the conjigated m om entum

Hence, and m evolre separately in

tine. Changes in , given m , are controlled by
[ 1 H™( OR! )], while m evolves according
to the term  dgexpN ( om ;m %q; 9] wih a

xed O, A dasti cation of this equation and a



detailed study of its consequences w illbe reported
elsew here.[8]

2 Simulations

Here we report on som e prelin nary results of a
M onte C arlo study of thism odel which reveals an
Intriguing situation. D i erent regin esare shown in
Figure 1 (Left) depending on the values of tem per—
atures Ty and T; . To distinguish between them ,we
Introduce the overlbp (m ) and the totalnum ber of
Jum ps (j); three regin es occur that are close to the
ones reported in [ll]. There is an oscillatory phase
w hich is illustrated In Figure 1 R ight). T he system
In thiscasehasassociativem em ory, likke n Hop eld
m odel. H owever, this is here a dynam ic process, in
the sense that the system trapped in any attrac-
tor corresponding w ith a pattem isable to Jum p to
the other stored pattems. Because the probability
of jim ping depends on the neurons activity, this
m echanisn is, in general, a com plex process.

100
%)
c
°
=
@)
Z
1
Time
Figure 2: A ctivity of neurons versus tim e forN = 100
neurons and P = 4 pattems. Here, To = 0:9T; and

T1 = 1%69T7, where T§ and Ty are the corresponding
critical values of tem peratures.

One m ght argue that these jumps are a nie
size e ect; it does not seem to be the case, how—
ever. Sin ilar jum ping phenom ena, apparently in—
dependent of the size of the system ,[9] have al
ready been described in kinetic Ising{lke m odels
In which disorder is hom ogeneous in space and
varies w ith tin e, and m ean{ eld solutions also ex—
hbi these phenomena. Some nie{size e ects
are evident, however; the synaptic tem perature,
for instance, scales w ith size. In fact, we obtain
T =N = 00431 0:0001 for N = 1024;1600 and

4096; consequently, we rede ne 1
on.

1N from now

A serdes of our com puter experim ents concemed
N = 65536 and P = 6:In order to study In detail
the oscillatory phase, i tumed out convenient to
Jook at tim e correlations. T herefore, we used corre—
lated pattems, nam ely, there was an average over—
lap 0f20% between any two of the stored pattems.
T he goalwas to detect non {trivial correlations be-
tween Jum ps, so that we com puted the tin e the
sy stem gg ains in pattem before Jum ping to pat—
tem ; 1 = is the totaltim e the system
stays In pattern : T his reveals the existence oftwo
di erent kinds of oscillatory behavior. O ne is such
that " ; independent of and :That is, the
system staysthe sam e tin e at each pattem, so that
Jum ping behaves as a com plktely random process,
w ithout any tim e correlation. T his is denoted by
O () in Figure 1 (Leff). Even m ore interesting is
phase O (I) . A s the probability of jim ping betw een
pattems is activity dependent, lowering T, leads to
non {trivial tin e correlations, nam ely, depends
on both and :W e also observe that di ers
from . This peculiar behavior suggests one that
som e spatial tem poral inform ation m ay be coded
In phase O (T) .
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Figure 3: P robability distrbution for the tin e the sys-
tem stays In a pattem before Jum ping to another one
in the phase O (II) . Inset: Tail for lJarge events.

In order to understand further these two di er—
ent jum ping m echanian s, we sinulated for To =



£0:1;0:5;1:1g, n units of T5; at xed T; = 1:36T :
T he resuting probability distrdoution oftim e
eraged over ;P (); is shown In Figure 2. The
data tP ()= Aexp( B ?) ?:Thispredictsthat
h ?i? = 2 ?h i’ which com pared w ith our sin ula-
tions gives relative errorsofe (5 ) = £33;38;112g
forTp = £0:1;05;1:1g, respectively. T he error in—
creases w ith Ty because the overlaps then tend to
becom e too am alland jum ps are, consequently, not
so welkde ned.

A Iso interesting is the average of tine  before
Jum ping, because diverging ofh i indicatesthat the
overlp is stable and no jum ps occur. The trial
distribution above givesh i = A=2B?: T herefore,
B, which also enters the probability nom alization
as A = 4(@B°=)'?, idicates whether there are
Jmps B & 0) ornot B = 0). B measures the
Jum ping frequency.

Tt isalso worth studying the tails ofthe distrdbu—
tions for large events. This is illustrated In F igure
2 (Inset) . Onemay argue that, as n Ref.[10] for
som ew hat related phenom ena, this tail is due to
the superposition of m any exponentials, each cor-
regponding to a well{de ned type of jum ping event.
W e are presently studying this possibility in detail.
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