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M ultifractal distribution of spike intervals for tw o neurons w ith unreliable synapses
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T wo neurons coupled by unreliable synapses are m odeled by leaky integrate-and- re neurons and
stochastic on-o synapses. The dynam ics is m apped to an iterated function system . Num erical
calculations yield a multifractal distribution of interspike Intervals. The H aussdorf, entropy and
correlation dim ensions are calculated asa function of synaptic strength and transm ission probability.
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N eurons com m unicate via synaptic contacts. W hen a
neuron res it sends an electric pulse (goike) along is
axon. This spike activates biochem ical processes In the
vicinity ofa synaptic contact which change the electrical
m em brane potential at the neighboring neuron. How-—
ever, experin ents on synaptic contacts show that this
com plex biophysical and biochem ical process is not de—
term inistic. Any ncom ing electrical pulse activates the
synapse w ith som e probability, only. In the cortex, trans—
m ission probabilities between 10% and 90% are reported
[}', :g]. A though m odel calculations show that stochas—
tic synapses can transm i nform ation i_j] it is still an
unsolved m ystery how a neural network w ith unreliable
synapses is able to perform reliable com putations.

A quantitative m easure of the activiy of neurons is
the distrbution of interspike intervals. Typically, one
observes broad distrbutions which m ay be described by
a sin ple m athem atical approach: Each neuron is m od—
eled by a stochastic process which is driven by random
uncorrelated synaptic inputs. Hence, usually thee ect of
unreliable synapses is m odeled by extemal uncorrelated
noise Ef, E].

In this paper we nvestigate the dynam ics of two neu—
rons coupled by unreliable synapses. The synapses are
explicitly m odeled by a Bemoulli process: Any synapse
tranan itsthe spikew ith som e probability p which is inde-
pendent of the state of the system . O ur approach allow s
to calculate the soike intervals from an iterated-function—
system (IF'S).Ourm ain resul is a m ultifractal distrdbu—
tion of nterspike Intervals. T he H aussdorf, entropy and
correlation dim ensions are calculated as a function ofthe
synaptic strength and the probability of synaptic trans-
mission. We nd a transiion between connected and
m ultifractal support of the distrlbution of spike intervals.

In fact, fractaltin e seriesofneuralspikesw hich are ob—
served In m any di erent biological system s have been re—
lated to quantalneurotranam itter release ffq']. O urm odel
show s that even a sin ple on-o synapse lkads to fractal
structures of the neural activity. However, our sin ple
m odelm akes predictions for the distrdbution of spike in—
tervals of two coupled neurons but it does not explain
the nature of fractal tim e serdes.

The two neurons are m odeled by a laky integrate—
and- rem echanisn working above threshold. In a m ore
general fram ew ork, ourm odelisa system oftw o identical
pulsecoupled oscillators tj]. W ithout synaptic contacts

the neurons are determm nistic and oscillate periodically,
one obtains two Intervalsbetween the ring tin es ofthe
two neurons. W ih reliable mhbiory synaptic contact,
and w fthout any delay of the synaptic tranan ission, the
tw o neurons relax Into a state of antiphase oscillations
wih a sihgle spike interval. W ih unreliable synapses,
however, the system has a broad distribution of spike
Intervals which becom es m ultifractal in som e range of
the m odel param eters.

Each neuron is described by the Hllow ng di eren—
tialequation for the tin e-dependent m em brane potential
V (©):

av

dt

A's soon as the potential crosses a threshold value it
is reset to a value V, < . In addition it res, ie. it
sends a spike to is neighbor which is transm ited with
a probability p. If a spike is tranam itted it reduces the
potential of the receiving neuron by an am ount J. For
sim plicity, we consider only inhibitory synapses to avoid
an introduction ofa refractory tim e. H ow ever, w e believe
that ourm ain resuls do not depend on the details ofthe
m odel.

T he neurons are working above threshold, < , oth-
erw ise they would not re at all. Hence the param eter

controls the e ect of any m echanism which forces the
neuronsto re.W ithout synaptic couplings each neuron

res periodically w ith the period

V (t) @)

\Y%
T= hn - @)
W ithout lossofgeneraliywesetV,= 0, = land =1,
and In the ollow ngwe use the param eter = 0:95which

gives a period of T " 2:996

Figure :14' show s the potential of the two neurons for a
typical sttuation. At tine ty the neuron A res and the
spike is tranan itted to neuron B resulting n a decrease
of the potentialby an am ount J. The next ring event
occursattin ety . The tin e Intervalbetween ring events
isdenoted by . U sing the analytic solution ofthedi er-
ential equation @) one obtains an iteration of the spike
Intervals . Forthe quantity x = exp( ) the iteration
has the form

x%= f;(x); 12 f1;2;3;4;5g 3)
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FIG.1: M em brane potential of the two neurons. The spike
of neuron A at tim e ty is trangn itted to neuron B.

where the ve functions f; are selected according to the
tranam ission probability p and the previous value of x.
For the situation ofF ig. 1, which occursw ith probability
p (tranam ission), one nds

=2 = f1 (x) @)
x+J !
W ith probability 1 p (o transm ission) the sum  +
9= T is identicalto the period of unperturbed oscilla—
tions which gives

o 1
x'= —— = £, x) ©)
X

Hence, two sinple functions are iterated according to
probability p of synaptic tranan ission. T he situation be-
com es slightly m ore com plicated when neuron A over—
takes neuron B, ie. when one neuron res tw ice before
the otherone is ringagain. T hisoccursw hen the poten—

tialVy (g + ) becom es negative after neuron A has red,
0

that iswhen x> 1 J. In this case one has =T or
x=1 = f ) ®6)
Butnow ®dependson and one ndsw ith probabil
ity p
1
0= ———— = £, &) )
x+ J+ —

1
and w ith probability 1 p

1
xP=
x+ J

= f5 x) ®)

If the synaptic pulse J is larger than =2 ) the sam e
neuron can even rem orethan twice n a row ,butwe do
not consider such large unphysioclogicalvalies of J.

In summ ary, only ve sim ple functions are fterated to
calculate the distrbution of spike intervals . Ik iswell

@ J= 01

©b) J= 025

FIG . 2: H istogram of the spike intervals for the transm ission
probability p = 0:5 and the strength of the synaptic pulse
J= 01 @ and J = 025 ().

known that such a system (IFS) may lead to a fractal
structure of the set of iterated values g]. In our num eri-
calsim ulations of equations 4) to (8) we have generated
about 10! spike intervals oreach set of param eters. F ig—
ure-'_i show stw o histogram softhe spoike intervals for am all
and large valuesofJ . O bviously, the distrbution of spike
Intervals has a com plex structure which we quantify by
the Renyidin ensions i_E}]

1 X*
I()=—11n Pi 9)

i=1

D ()= lin —

I();

Here " is the size of the boxes of the histogram and p;
is the nom alized num ber of data points in the box i.
The sum runs gyver all nonem pty boxes. For = 1, the
entropy I(1) = |, pilp; is caloulated.

W e consider three Renyidim ensions: T he covering or
box dimension D (0) which is usually identical to the
H aussdorf din ension, the entropy din ension D (1) and
the correlation dim ension D 2). Fjgure-'_I% show s that a
plt ofI( ) versus In " yields a straight line over several
orders of m agnitude, hence the corresponding dim ension
can reliably be estin ated from the slope of this line. In
addition, we checked our resuls for the correlation di-
mension by applying the software package T ISEAN to
our data E[(_i]
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FIG.3: The quantity I as a function of the size " of the
covering boxes there or = 1,p= 05 and J = 0:15). The
slope ofthe gureisan es't'Tim ate oftheR enyidin ensionsD ( )
which are shown in Fig.4.
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FIG .4: Renyidim ensions (@) as a function of the strength J
of the synaptic pulse (for p = 0:5) and (o) as a function of
the tranam ission probability p (for J = 025)

The results for the three di erent Renyi din ensions
are shown in Fig. :ff O f ocourse, our resuls obey the
exact relations D (2) D (1) D 0). W ith increas-
Ing ocoupling strength J and tranam ission probability p
the three dim ensions decrease. For am all values of J
the distrbution of spoike Intervals is an ooth, hence one
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FIG.5: The phases ofthe neurons are iterated by the two
functions¥; (pottom ) and F2 (top) shown by the dashed lines.
T he openings of the two fiinctions show the em pty intervals
in the distrbution of iterated phases.

observesD (0) ¥ D (@) " D () ' 1. For large values
of J the three din ensions are di erent, which m eans
that the distrbution of spike Intervals ism ultifractal @'].
W hilke the covering din ension D (0), ie. the structure
of the support of the distrbution, is Insensitive to the
valie ofp, the entropy as well as the correlation din en—
sion decrease to the value zero In the detem inistic lin it
p! 1.In fact, orp= 1, the distrbution of soike inter-
vals is a delta—p?@k at the xed point of £f; which gives

= In( J+ 4+ J° 4 )=2. Sumprsingly, even for
p < 1 the distrbution has itsm aximum at this value, a
sharp peak, as can be seen from Fjg.:j.

The results ofFjg.-'_éI (@) do not rule out a sharp tran—
sition between a sn ooth and m ultifractal distrdbution of
soike intervals. In fact, for the covering dim ension D (0),
the transition point can be found analytically. It is conve—
nient to transform Eq. (:14') to d =dt= 1 where the phase

isde ned as

V)= nad V) 10)

Now we consider the phase which one neuron occupies
afterthe otheronehas red. A ftertheneuron A has red
it has the phase = 0, whereas the other neuron B has
a nonzero phase ;. If ; isposiive it will be neuron B
which resnext, namely afferthetine T i. However,
if ; is negative then neuron A will re again after the
tine T . Regardless of which neuron res, in both cases
we record the phase i;; of the neuron which has not

red. G iven a phase j, the next phase ;1 resultsby
applying one of two m appings depending on whether a
soike has been tranam itted at time ti; ;1 or not. These
twomappings i1 = Fi1( i) and i1 = Fa( 1) which
desm::sjbe the transform ation of phases are as follow s (see
Fig.h):

Fi() = Ihkexp(jj T)+ J] (ransnission) (11)



F,() = T JjJj@otransm ission) 12)
The function F, jast ipsthe lowerinterval 0;T=2]to the
upper one [[=2;T ]. The function F; m aps the com plete
Interval [0;T Jtothe nterval [ Mm@+ J); h(l + J)].
If the maximum of F; is sm aller than T=2, then there
exists an Interval in the vicinity of T=2 which cannot be
reached from outside. In Fjg.:_S this interval is lndicated
by the snall square in the center of the gure. This
Interval in the center is either ipped by F, or m apped
to an Intervaloutside of it by F; . Thism eansthat nally
any point inside the square w ill leave it. In addition, no
otherpoint can enterthis Interval. H ence the distribution
ofphaseshasan opening on this interval. By consecutive
fterations ofF'; and F, this opening is distrdbuted on the
com plete range of phases, as depicted in Fjg.-'_ﬂ by the
openings in the functionsF; and F, . T his indicates { but
doesnot prove it { that the support ofthe distribution of
soike intervals has a fractal structure, leading to D (0) <
1. By these argum ents the support of the distribution
has a fractal structure if the m axinum ofF; is smaller
than T=2 which gives a criticalpoint

pP—
J =1

@ ) 13)
For J < J the distrbution 1Is the com plte range of

valies, while for large values of J the distrdbution has
em pty intervals. Indeed, this value is consistent w ith
the data ofFi;.:_éI (@) where the covering din ension D (0)
deviates from the valueD (0) = 1 atabout J = 0:1736.

N ote, however, that even below J the distrbution is
m ultifractalbecause the valuesofD (1) and D 2) are still
an aller than one. W e do not know whether there is a
sharp transition to a am ooth structure for an allJ values
or whether the fractal dimensions D (1) and D (2) just
com e very close to the value one. The data ofFjg.:fi do
not allow to distinguish between these two possbilities.

Our system of two identical pulse-coupled oscillators
w ith random on-o synapses is very sin pli ed m odel of
two coupled neurons. For instance, synaptic tranam is—
sion m ay be mulivalied {1, 4] and tin edelayed (3],
and a much better m odelwould include the dynam ics of
jon channels [_l-fl] However, in any m odel a random un-—
correlated processw hich opens and closes synaptic trans-
m ission always yields an iterated function system which
produces fractal distributions of spike intervals depend-
Ing on them odelparam eters. Up to now, a fractal struc—
ture of spike intervals has not yet been observed. But,
to our know lege, experin ents on tw o interacting neurons
under controlled conditions have not yet been reported,
either. O urm odelm akes predictions for such an experi-
ment which m ay help to clarify the stochastic nature of
synaptic tranam ission.
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