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M ultifractaldistribution ofspike intervals for tw o neurons w ith unreliable synapses
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Two neuronscoupled by unreliablesynapsesarem odeled by leaky integrate-and-�reneuronsand

stochastic on-o� synapses. The dynam ics is m apped to an iterated function system . Num erical

calculations yield a m ultifractaldistribution ofinterspike intervals. The Haussdorf,entropy and

correlation dim ensionsarecalculated asafunction ofsynapticstrength and transm ission probability.
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Neuronscom m unicate via synaptic contacts. W hen a

neuron �res it sends an electric pulse (spike) along its

axon. This spike activates biochem icalprocessesin the

vicinity ofa synapticcontactwhich changetheelectrical

m em brane potentialat the neighboring neuron. How-

ever, experim ents on synaptic contacts show that this

com plex biophysicaland biochem icalprocess is not de-

term inistic. Any incom ing electricalpulse activates the

synapsewith som eprobability,only.In thecortex,trans-

m ission probabilitiesbetween 10% and 90% arereported

[1,2]. Although m odelcalculations show that stochas-

tic synapses can transm it inform ation [3]it is stillan

unsolved m ystery how a neuralnetwork with unreliable

synapsesisableto perform reliablecom putations.

A quantitative m easure ofthe activity ofneurons is

the distribution of interspike intervals. Typically, one

observesbroad distributionswhich m ay be described by

a sim ple m athem aticalapproach: Each neuron is m od-

eled by a stochastic processwhich is driven by random

uncorrelated synapticinputs.Hence,usually thee�ectof

unreliable synapsesism odeled by externaluncorrelated

noise[4,5].

In thispaperwe investigatethe dynam icsoftwo neu-

rons coupled by unreliable synapses. The synapses are

explicitly m odeled by a Bernoulliprocess: Any synapse

transm itsthespikewith som eprobabilitypwhich isinde-

pendentofthestateofthesystem .O urapproach allows

tocalculatethespikeintervalsfrom an iterated-function-

system (IFS).O urm ain resultisa m ultifractaldistribu-

tion ofinterspike intervals. The Haussdorf,entropy and

correlation dim ensionsarecalculated asa function ofthe

synaptic strength and the probability ofsynaptic trans-

m ission. W e �nd a transition between connected and

m ultifractalsupportofthedistribution ofspikeintervals.

In fact,fractaltim eseriesofneuralspikeswhich areob-

served in m any di�erentbiologicalsystem shavebeen re-

lated to quantalneurotransm itterrelease[6].O urm odel

showsthateven a sim ple on-o� synapse leadsto fractal

structures ofthe neuralactivity. However,our sim ple

m odelm akespredictionsforthe distribution ofspikein-

tervals oftwo coupled neurons but it does not explain

the natureoffractaltim e series.

The two neurons are m odeled by a leaky integrate-

and-�re m echanism working above threshold.In a m ore

generalfram ework,ourm odelisasystem oftwoidentical

pulse-coupled oscillators[7]. W ithoutsynaptic contacts

the neurons are determ inistic and oscillate periodically,

oneobtainstwo intervalsbetween the�ring tim esofthe

two neurons. W ith reliable inhibitory synaptic contact,

and withoutany delay ofthe synaptic transm ission,the

two neurons relax into a state ofanti-phase oscillations

with a single spike interval. W ith unreliable synapses,

however,the system has a broad distribution of spike

intervals which becom es m ultifractalin som e range of

the m odelparam eters.

Each neuron is described by the following di�eren-

tialequation forthetim e-dependentm em branepotential

V (t):

�
dV

dt
= � � V (t) (1)

As soon as the potentialcrosses a threshold value � it

is reset to a value Vr < �. In addition it �res,i.e. it

sends a spike to its neighbor which is transm itted with

a probability p. Ifa spike is transm itted itreduces the

potentialofthe receiving neuron by an am ountJ. For

sim plicity,weconsideronly inhibitory synapsesto avoid

an introduction ofarefractorytim e.However,webelieve

thatourm ain resultsdo notdepend on thedetailsofthe

m odel.

The neuronsareworking abovethreshold,� < �,oth-

erwise they would not �re at all. Hence the param eter

� controlsthe e�ectofany m echanism which forcesthe

neuronsto �re.W ithoutsynapticcouplingseach neuron

�resperiodically with the period

T = � ln
� � Vr

� � �
(2)

W ithoutlossofgeneralitywesetVr = 0,� = 1and� = 1,

and in thefollowingweusetheparam eter� = 0:95which

givesa period ofT ’ 2:996�.

Figure 1 showsthe potentialofthe two neuronsfora

typicalsituation. Attim e t1 the neuron A �resand the

spike istransm itted to neuron B resulting in a decrease

ofthe potentialby an am ountJ. The next�ring event

occursattim et2.Thetim eintervalbetween �ringevents

isdenoted by �.Usingtheanalyticsolution ofthedi�er-

entialequation (1)one obtainsan iteration ofthe spike

intervals�.Forthequantity x = exp(� �)theiteration

hasthe form

x
0
= fi(x); i2 f1;2;3;4;5g (3)
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FIG .1: M em brane potentialofthe two neurons. The spike

ofneuron A attim e t1 istransm itted to neuron B.

where the �ve functionsfi are selected according to the

transm ission probability p and the previous value ofx.

Forthesituation ofFig.1,which occurswith probability

p (transm ission),one �nds

x
0
=

1� �

x + J
:= f1(x) (4)

W ith probability 1� p (no transm ission) the sum � +

� 0= T isidenticalto the period ofunperturbed oscilla-

tionswhich gives

x
0
=
1� �

x
:= f2(x) (5)

Hence, two sim ple functions are iterated according to

probability p ofsynaptictransm ission.Thesituation be-

com es slightly m ore com plicated when neuron A over-

takesneuron B,i.e. when one neuron �restwice before

theotheroneis�ringagain.Thisoccurswhen thepoten-

tialVB (t1+ )becom esnegative afterneuron A has�red,

thatiswhen x > 1� J.In thiscaseonehas� 0= T or

x
0
= 1� � := f3(x) (6)

Butnow � 00 dependson � and one�ndswith probabil-

ity p

x
00
=

1

x + J + J

1��

:= f4(x) (7)

and with probability 1� p

x
00
=

1

x + J
:= f5(x) (8)

Ifthesynapticpulse J islargerthan �=(2� �)the sam e

neuron can even �rem orethan twicein a row,butwedo

notconsidersuch largeunphysiologicalvaluesofJ.

In sum m ary,only �ve sim ple functionsareiterated to

calculate the distribution ofspike intervals�. Itiswell

(a) J = 0:1

(b) J = 0:25

FIG .2:Histogram ofthe spike intervalsforthe transm ission

probability p = 0:5 and the strength of the synaptic pulse

J = 0:1 (a)and J = 0:25 (b).

known that such a system (IFS) m ay lead to a fractal

structureofthesetofiterated values[8].In ournum eri-

calsim ulationsofequations(4)to (8)wehavegenerated

about1011 spikeintervalsforeach setofparam eters.Fig-

ure2showstwohistogram softhespikeintervalsforsm all

and largevaluesofJ.O bviously,thedistribution ofspike

intervalshas a com plex structure which we quantify by

the R�enyidim ensions[9]

D (�)= lim
"! 0

1

ln"
I(�); I(�)=

1

� � 1
ln

r
X

i= 1

pi
�

(9)

Here " is the size ofthe boxes ofthe histogram and pi
is the norm alized num ber ofdata points in the box i.

The sum runsoverallnonem pty boxes. For� = 1,the

entropy I(1)=
P

r

i= 1
pilnpi iscalculated.

W e considerthree R�enyidim ensions:The covering or

box dim ension D (0) which is usually identical to the

Haussdorfdim ension,the entropy dim ension D (1) and

the correlation dim ension D (2). Figure 3 shows that a

plotofI(�)versusln" yieldsa straightline overseveral

ordersofm agnitude,hencethecorresponding dim ension

can reliably be estim ated from the slope ofthisline. In

addition,we checked our results for the correlation di-

m ension by applying the software package TISEAN to

ourdata [10].
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FIG .3: The quantity I� as a function ofthe size " ofthe

covering boxes (here for � = 1,p = 0:5 and J = 0:15). The

slopeofthe�gureisan estim ateoftheR�enyidim ensionsD (�)

which are shown in Fig.4.
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FIG .4:R�enyidim ensions(a)asa function ofthe strength J

ofthe synaptic pulse (for p = 0:5) and (b) as a function of

the transm ission probability p (forJ = 0:25)

The results for the three di�erent R�enyidim ensions

are shown in Fig.4. O f course, our results obey the

exact relations D (2) � D (1) � D (0). W ith increas-

ing coupling strength J and transm ission probability p

the three dim ensions decrease. For sm allvalues of J

the distribution ofspike intervals is sm ooth,hence one

FIG .5:The phases� ofthe neuronsare iterated by the two

functionsF1 (bottom )and F2 (top)shown bythedashed lines.

The openings ofthe two functions show the em pty intervals

in the distribution ofiterated phases.

observes D (0) ’ D (1) ’ D (2) ’ 1. For large values

of J the three dim ensions are di�erent, which m eans

thatthedistribution ofspikeintervalsism ultifractal[9].

W hile the covering dim ension D(0), i.e. the structure

ofthe support ofthe distribution,is insensitive to the

value ofp,the entropy aswellasthe correlation dim en-

sion decreaseto the value zero in the determ inisticlim it

p ! 1.In fact,forp = 1,the distribution ofspike inter-

valsis a delta-peak atthe �xed pointoff1 which gives

� = � ln(� J +
p
4+ J2 � 4�)=2. Surprisingly,even for

p < 1 the distribution hasitsm axim um atthisvalue,a

sharp peak,ascan be seen from Fig.2.

The resultsofFig.4(a)do notrule outa sharp tran-

sition between a sm ooth and m ultifractaldistribution of

spikeintervals.In fact,forthecovering dim ension D (0),

thetransition pointcan befound analytically.Itisconve-

nientto transform Eq.(1)to d�=dt= 1 wherethephase

� isde�ned as

�(V )= � ln(1� V ) (10)

Now weconsiderthephasewhich oneneuron occupies

aftertheotheronehas�red.Aftertheneuron A has�red

ithasthe phase � = 0,whereasthe otherneuron B has

a nonzero phase �i. If�i ispositive itwillbe neuron B

which �resnext,nam ely afterthetim eT � �i.However,

if�i is negative then neuron A will�re again after the

tim e T. Regardlessofwhich neuron �res,in both cases

we record the phase �i+ 1 ofthe neuron which has not

�red. G iven a phase �i,the nextphase �i+ 1 resultsby

applying one oftwo m appings depending on whether a

spike has been transm itted at tim e ti+ 1 or not. These

two m appings �i+ 1 = F1(�i) and �i+ 1 = F2(�i) which

describethe transform ation ofphasesareasfollows(see

Fig.5):

F1(�) = � ln[exp(j�j� T)+ J](transm ission)(11)
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F2(�) = T � j�j(no transm ission) (12)

Thefunction F2 justipsthelowerinterval[0;T=2]tothe

upperone [T=2;T].The function F1 m apsthe com plete

interval[0;T]totheinterval[� ln(1+ J);� ln(1� �+ J)].

Ifthe m axim um ofF1 is sm aller than T=2,then there

existsan intervalin the vicinity ofT=2 which cannotbe

reached from outside.In Fig.5 thisintervalisindicated

by the sm allsquare in the center of the �gure. This

intervalin the centeris eitheripped by F2 orm apped

toan intervaloutsideofitby F1.Thism eansthat�nally

any pointinside the squarewillleaveit.In addition,no

otherpointcanenterthisinterval.Hencethedistribution

ofphaseshasan openingon thisinterval.By consecutive

iterationsofF1 and F2 thisopening isdistributed on the

com plete range ofphases,as depicted in Fig.5 by the

openingsin thefunctionsF1 and F2.Thisindicates{but

doesnotproveit{ thatthesupportofthedistribution of

spikeintervalshasa fractalstructure,leading to D (0)<

1. By these argum ents the support ofthe distribution

has a fractalstructure ifthe m axim um ofF1 is sm aller

than T=2 which givesa criticalpoint

J� =
p
1� � � (1� �) (13)

For J < J� the distribution �lls the com plete range of

� values,while forlargevaluesofJ the distribution has

em pty intervals. Indeed, this value is consistent with

thedata ofFig.4(a)wherethecovering dim ension D (0)

deviatesfrom the value D (0)= 1 ataboutJ� = 0:1736.

Note, however,that even below J� the distribution is

m ultifractalbecausethevaluesofD (1)and D (2)arestill

sm aller than one. W e do not know whether there is a

sharp transition to a sm ooth structureforsm allJ values

or whether the fractaldim ensions D (1) and D (2) just

com e very close to the value one. The data ofFig.4 do

notallow to distinguish between thesetwo possibilities.

O ur system oftwo identicalpulse-coupled oscillators

with random on-o� synapsesisvery sim pli�ed m odelof

two coupled neurons. For instance,synaptic transm is-

sion m ay be m ulti-valued [11,12]and tim e-delayed [13],

and a m uch betterm odelwould includethedynam icsof

ion channels[14]. However,in any m odela random un-

correlated processwhich opensand closessynaptictrans-

m ission alwaysyieldsan iterated function system which

producesfractaldistributions ofspike intervalsdepend-

ing on them odelparam eters.Up to now,a fractalstruc-

ture ofspike intervals has not yet been observed. But,

to ourknowlege,experim entson two interacting neurons

undercontrolled conditionshave notyetbeen reported,

either.O urm odelm akespredictionsforsuch an experi-

m entwhich m ay help to clarify the stochastic nature of

synaptictransm ission.
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