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Abstract

This paper compares a family of methods for characterizengal feature selec-
tivity with natural stimuli in the framework of the linea®nlinear model. In this
model, the neural firing rate is a nonlinear function of a $mamber of relevant
stimulus components. The relevant stimulus dimensionsheafound by max-
imizing one of the family of objective functions, Rényi digences of different
orders[1/2]. We show that maximizing one of them, Rényedjence of or-
der 2, is equivalent to least-square fitting of the lineaniim@ar model to neural
data. Next, we derive reconstruction errors in relevanedisions found by max-
imizing Rényi divergences of arbitrary order in the asyotiptlimit of large spike
numbers. We find that the smallest errors are obtained wethyRdivergence of
order 1, also known as Kullback-Leibler divergence. Thigegponds to finding
relevant dimensions by maximizing mutual informatidh [@fe numerically test
how these optimization schemes perform in the regime of igwad-to-noise ra-
tio (small number of spikes and increasing neural noiseyfodel visual neurons.
We find that optimization schemes based on either least adjttamg or informa-
tion maximization perform well even when number of spikesiigll. Information
maximization provides slightly, but significantly, bettecconstructions than least
square fitting. This makes the problem of finding relevantatisions, together
with the problem of lossy compressian [3], one of examplesngtinformation-
theoretic measures are no more data limited than thoseedidriom least squares.

1 Introduction

The application of system identification techniques to tluelys of sensory neural systems has a
long history. One family of approaches employs the dimerality reduction idea: while inputs
are typically very high-dimensional, not all dimensions agually important for eliciting a neural
response [4,/5/6] 7] 8]. The aim is then to find a small set oédsiongé,, éo, ...} inthe stimulus
space that are relevant for neural response, without imgpkiowever, a particular functional de-
pendence between the neural response and the stimulus nemps;, so, ...} along the relevant
dimensions:

P(spike|s) = P(spike)g(s1, $2, ..., Sk ), (1)

If the inputs are Gaussian, the last requirement is not itapgrbecause relevant dimensions can be
found without knowing a correct functional form for the nim@ar functiong in Eq. (1). However,
for non-Gaussian inputs a wrong assumption for the formefhtnlinearityy will lead to systematic
errors in the estimate of the relevant dimensions thems¢®/&, 1/ 2]. The larger the deviations of
the stimulus distribution from a Gaussian, the larger wélthe effect of errors in the presumed form
of the nonlinearity functiog on estimating the relevant dimensions. Because inputgatefiom a
natural environment, either visual or auditory, have béems to be strongly non-Gaussian[10], we
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will concentrate here on system identification methodsblatfor either Gaussian or non-Gaussian
stimuli.

To find the relevant dimensions for neural responses proliadnen-Gaussian inputs, Hunter and
Korenberg proposed an iterative scheme [5] where the nelelmensions are first found by assum-
ing that the input—output functiogis linear. Its functional form is then updated given the euatr
estimate of the relevant dimensions. The inverse &f then used to improve the estimate of the
relevant dimensions. This procedure can be improved nefyan inverting the nonlinear function
g by formulating optimization problem exclusively with resg to relevant dimensiors [1, 2], where
the nonlinear function is taken into account in the objective function to be optidizA family of
objective functions suitable for finding relevant dimemsiovith natural stimuli have been proposed
based on Rényi divergences [1] between the the probabiktyibutions of stimulus components
along the candidate relevant dimensions computed withertdp all inputs and those associated
with spikes. Here we show that the optimization problem basethe Rényi divergence of order 2
corresponds to least square fitting of the linear-nonlinezdel to neural spike trains. The Kullback-
Leibler divergence also belongs to this family and is theyRéivergence of order 1. It quantifies
the amount of mutual information between the neural respansl the stimulus components along
the relevant dimension[[2]. The optimization scheme baseidformation maximization has been
previously proposed and implemented on model [2] and rdb [3l]. Here we derive asymptotic
errors for optimization strategies based on Rényi divecgs of arbitrary order, and show that rele-
vant dimensions found by maximizing Kullback-Leibler digence have the smallest errors in the
limit of large spike numbers compared to maximizing othenid divergences, including the one
which implements least squares. We then show in numericallations on model cells that this
trend persists even for very low spike numbers.

2 Variance asan Objective Function

One way of selecting a low-dimensional model of neural respds to minimize ac2-difference
between spike probabilities measured and predicted by tukehafter averaging across all inpdts

B P(spike|s)  P(spike|s-v)]”
ay —/dsP(s) [ P(spike)  P(spike) } ’ @

where dimension is the relevant dimension for a given model described by By [roultiple
dimensions could also be used, see below]. Using the Baylkesand rearranging terms, we get:

v =fisp(s) |2 P(S'V'Spik@r_/dsw_ fuslPlelpia?

P(s)  P(s-v) P(s) P, () -3

In the last integral averaging has been carried out witheesip all stimulus components except
for those along the trial direction, so that integration variable = s - v. Probability distributions
P, (z) and P, (z|spike) represent the result of this averaging across all presestitadli and those
that lead to a spike, respectively:

P,(z) = /dsP(s)d(z —s-v), Py(x|spike) = /dsP(s|spike)5(x —8-V), (4)

whered(zx) is a delta-function. In practice, both of the averades (d)aculated by bining the
range of projections values and computing histograms normalized to unity. Note thahdré
multiple spikes are sometimes elicited, the probabilistrithution P(x|spike) can be constructed
by weighting the contribution from each stimulus accordim¢he number of spikes it elicited.

If neural spikes are indeed based on one relevant dimertkien this dimension will explain all of
the variance, leading t@> = 0. For all other dimensions, x?[v] > 0. Based on Eq[{3), in order
to minimizex? we need to maximize

Flv] = /dev(x) {%?zi)lm)r’ (5)

which is a Rényi divergence of order 2 between probabilgjribution P, (z|spike) and P, (z), and
are part of a family off-divergences measures that are based on a convex functtbe cdtio of



the two probability distributions (instead of a powein a Rényi divergence of order) [12,[13,1].
For optimization strategy based on Rényi divergencesa¢r, the relevant dimensions are found

by maximizing:
FOy] = ~ i - /da:Pv(a:) [%?E;ke)] . (6)

By comparison, when the relevant dimension(s) are found &yimizing information[[2], the goal
is to maximize Kullback-Leibler divergence, which can béated by taking a formal limitv — 1:

B Py (x|spike) . Py (x[spike) / ) P, (z|spike)
Iv] = /dev (x) Po(2) In Po) dx Py (z|spike) In Po(r) (7)
Returning to the variance optimization, the maximal valoe F[v] that can be achieved by any

dimensionv is:

_ [P(s|spike)]*
Flax = /dsw. (8)

It corresponds to the variance in the firing rate averagensadtifferent inputs (see E{l (9) below).
Computation of the mutual information carried by the indival spike about the stimulus relies on
similar integrals. Following the procedure outlined fongauting mutual informatiori [14], one can
use the Bayes’ rule and the ergodic assumption to comigyie as a time-average:

= & [0 .

where the firing rate'(t) = P(spike|s)/At is measured in time bins of widtAt using multiple
repetitions of the same stimulus sequence . The stimulusndsie should be diverse enough to
justify the ergodic assumption [this could be checked by poting F,..... for increasing fractions of
the overall dataset size]. The average firing rate P(spike)/At is obtained by averagingt) in
time.

The fact thatF'[v] < Fnax can be seen either by simply noting thg{v] > 0, or from the data
processing inequality, which applies not only to Kullbdakibler divergence, but also to Rényi
divergences [12, 18] 1]. In other words, the variance in tigfrate explained by a given dimension
F[v] cannot be greater than the overall variance in the firing Fatg.. This is because we have
averaged over all of the variations in the firing rate thatespond to inputs with the same projection
value on the dimension and differ only in projections onto other dimensions.

Optimization scheme based on Rényi divergences of diffeyalers have very similar structure. In
particular, gradient could be evaluated in a similar way:
<Pv(x|spike))a1]7 (10)

Py ()

/da:Pv(x|spike) [(s|z, spike) — (s|z)] 4

V F® =
dz

a—1

where(s|z, spike) = [ dssd(z—s-v)P(s|spike)/P(xz|spike), and similarly for(s|z). The gradient

is thus given by a weighted sum of spike-triggered averdgjesspike) — (s|x) conditional upon
projection values of stimuli onto the dimensienfor which the gradient of information is being
evaluated. The similarity of the structure of both the otiyecfunctions and their gradients for
different Rényi divergences means that numeric algoisticam be used for optimization of Rényi
divergences of different orders. Examples of possiblerétyns have been described [1/2] 11] and
include a combination of gradient ascent and simulatedalimge

Here are a few facts common to this family of optimizationestles. First, as was proved in the case
of information maximization based on Kullback-Leibler igencel[2], the merit functioR(®) [v]
does not change with the length of the veatoiThereforev - V, F' = 0, as can also be seen directly
from Eq. [10), because - (s|x,spike) = z andv - (s|z) = z. Second, the gradient iswhen
evaluated along the true receptive field. This is becausthéotrue relevant dimension according
to which spikes were generate(|s;, spike) = (s|s1), a consequence of the fact that relevant
projections completely determine the spike probabilithird, merit functions, including variance
and information, can be computed with respect to multipheatisions by keeping track of stimulus



projections on all the relevant dimensions when formindpitulity distributions[(%). For example,
in the case of two dimensionsg andvs, we would use

Py, v, (x1,x2|spike) = /ds 0(x1 —s-v1)d(xa — s - va)P(s|spike),

Py, v,(z1,22) = /ds 0(x1 —s-vy1)d(ze —s-v2)P(s), (11)

to compute the variance with respect to the two dimensions HEsq,vo] =
[ daydes [P(21, zo|spike)]” [ P(x1, x2).

If multiple stimulus dimensions are relevant for elicitittge neural response, they can always be
found (provided sufficient number of responses have beesrded) by optimizing the variance
according to Eq.[(J1) with the correct number of dimensiols.practice this involves finding

a single relevant dimension first, and then iteratively éasing the number of relevant dimensions
considered while adjusting the previously found relevamigghsions. The amount by which relevant
dimensions need to be adjusted is proportional to the daritoin of subsequent relevant dimensions
to neural spiking (the corresponding expression has the ganctional form as that for relevant
dimensions found by maximizing information, cf. Appendifd}). If stimuli are either uncorrelated
or correlated but Gaussian, then the previously found dgoeis do not need to be adjusted when
additional dimensions are introduced. All of the relevameahsions can be found one by one, by
always searching only for a single relevant dimension inshiespace orthogonal to the relevant
dimensions already found.

3 [lustration for amodel ssimple cell

Here we illustrate how relevant dimensions can be found byirmaing variance (equivalentto least
square fitting), and compare this scheme with that of findelgvant dimensions by maximizing
information, as well as with those that are based upon camgptlie spike-triggered average. Our
goal is to reconstruct relevant dimensions of neurons mtebth inputs of arbitrary statistics. We
used stimuli derived from a natural visual environment [thiHt are known to strongly deviate from
a Gaussian distribution. All of the studies have been cariat with respect to model neurons.
Advantage of doing so is that the relevant dimensions arevkndrhe example model neuron is
taken to mimic properties of simple cells found in the prignaisual cortex. It has a single relevant
dimension, which we will denote a&. As can be seen in Fi§] 1(a), it is phase and orientation
sensitive. In this model, a given stimulsdeads to a spike if the projection = s - é; reaches a
threshold valué in the presence of noisé(spike|s)/ P (spike) = g(s1) = (H(s1 —0+¢&)), where

a Gaussian random varialjevith variances? models additive noise, and the functiéh(z) = 1

for z > 0, and zero otherwise. The parametgéfer threshold and the noise varianc# determine
the input—output function. In what follows we will measulnese parameters in units of the standard
deviation of stimulus projections along the relevant disien. In these units, the signal-to-noise
ratio is given byo.

Figure[1 shows that it is possible to obtain a good estimatbenfelevant dimensioé&, by maxi-
mizing either information, as shown in panel (b), or vareras shown in panel(c). The final value
of the projection depends on the size of the dataset, as witlikcussed below. In the example
shown in Fig[l there were 50, 000 spikes with average probability of spike0.05 per frame, and
the reconstructed vector has a projectign,, - ¢ = 0.98 when maximizing either information or
variance. Having estimated the relevant dimension, ongoaceed to sample the nonlinear input—
output function. This is done by constructing histograntsA¢s - tpax) and P(s - dmax|spike) of
projections onto vectod,,., found by maximizing either information or variance, anditaktheir
ratio. Because of the Bayes’ rule, this yields the nonlineput—output functiory of Eq. (). In
Fig.[(d) the spike probability of the reconstructed neuRgapike|s - tmax) (Crosses) is compared
with the probabilityP (spike|s; ) used in the model (solid line). A good match is obtained.

In actuality, reconstructing even just one relevant dinem&om neural responses to correlated
non-Gaussian inputs, such as those derived from real-wisrftbt an easy problem. This fact can
be appreciated by considering the estimates of relevargrsion obtained from the spike-triggered
average (STA) shown in panel (e). Correcting the STA by sdemder correlations of the input

ensemble through a multiplication by the inverse covaganatrix results in a very noisy estimate,
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Figure 1. Analysis of a model visual neuron with one relewdintension shown in (a). Panels (b)
and (c) show normalized vectobg, . found by maximizing information and variance, respectivel
(d) The probability of a spikeP(spike|s - ¥mqz) (blue crosses — information maximization, red
crosses — variance maximization) is compareff tepike|s; ) used in generating spikes (solid line).
Parameters of the model ave= 0.5 andfd = 2, both given in units of standard deviation &f,
which is also the units for the-axis in panels (d and h). The spike—triggered average (&gtown
in (e). An attempt to remove correlations according to tiverse correlation method;_ Z}vasm
(decorrelated STA), is shown in panel (f) and in panel (ghweégularization (see text). In panel
(h), the spike probabilities as a function of stimulus petigns onto the dimensions obtained as
decorrelated STA (blue crosses) and regularized dectete®TA (red crosses) are compared to a
spike probability used to generate spikes (solid line).

shown in panel (f). It has a projection value of 0.25. Attetoptegularize the inverse of covariance
matrix results in a closer match to the true relevant dimenidi5, 16, 17, 18, 19] and has a projection
value of 0.8, as shown in panel (g). While it appears to beressy, the regularized decorrelated
STA can have systematic deviations from the true relevamedsions([9| 20,14, 11]. Preferred
orientation is less susceptible to distortions than théepred spatial frequency [19]. In this case
regularization was performed by setting aside 1/4 of tha data test dataset, and choosing a cutoff
on the eigenvalues of the input covariances matrix that evgisle the maximal information value
on the test dataset [16,/19].

4 Comparison of Performance with Finite Data

In the limit of infinite data the relevant dimensions can berfd by maximizing variance, informa-
tion, or other objective functions][1]. In a real experimemith a dataset of finite size, the optimal
vector found by any of the Rényi divergendewvill deviate from the true relevant dimensian.

In this section we compare the robustness of optimizatiatesties based on Rényi divergences of
various orders, including least squares fitting=£ 2) and information maximizatioro( = 1), as the
dataset size decreases and/or neural noise increases.

The deviation from the true relevant dimensibn = ¢ — ¢; arises because the probability distri-
butions [(4) are estimated from experimental histogramsdidfiek from the distributions found in
the limit of infinite data size. The effects of noise on theomstruction can be characterized by
taking the dot product between the relevant dimension amahimal vector for a particular data
sample:v - é; =1 — %5v2, where bothy andé; are normalized, andlv is by definition orthogo-
nal toé;. Assuming that the deviatiodv is small, we can use quadratic approximation to expand
the objective function (obtained with finite data) near itaximum. This leads to an expression
ov = —[H]71VF() which relates deviatioiv to the gradient and Hessian of the objective
function evaluated at the vectér. Subscript{«) denotes the order of the Rényi divergence used
as an objective function. Similarly to the case of optimgzinformation [2], the Hessian of Rényi



divergence of arbitrary order when evaluated along thexmdtdimensiore; is given by
P(x|spike) 1% [ d_( P(|spike)\]” (12)
P(z) dx P(z) ’

whereC;;(z) = ({sis;|x) — (s;|z)(s;|x)) are covariance matrices of inputs sorted by their projec-
tion = along the optimal dimension.

Hz(f‘) = —oz/da:P(a:|spike)Cij(x) {

When averaged over possible outcomed/dfials, the gradient is zero for the optimal direction. In
other words, there is no specific direction towards whictdihé@ationsiv are biased. Next, in order
to measure the expected spread of optimal dimensions atbaridue one;, we need to evaluate

(6v?) = Tr [(VF(a)VF(a)T> [H )] 72], and therefore need to know the variance of the gradient
of F averaged across different equivalent datasets. Assurhatghie probability of generating a
spike is independent for different bins, we find thwi(a)VFJ§”)> = Bi(f)/Nspikc, where

B — a2/d:vP(:v|spike)Cij (x) [ (13)

P(:C|spike)ra_4 [i P(:zc|spike)]2
1] °

P(x) dx  P(x)
Therefore an expected error in the reconstruction of thenabtfilter by maximizing variance is
inversely proportional to the number of spikes:

1
ﬁ-é1x1—§<5v2>:1

TY[BH 2|
2Nspike ’

where we omitted superscript® for clarity. Tr’ denotes the trace taken in the subspace orthogo-
nal to the relevant dimension (deviations along the relegiamnension have no meaning [2], which
mathematically manifests itself in dimensiénbeing an eigenvector of matricés and B with the
zero eigenvalue). Note that when= 1, which corresponds to Kullback-Leibler divergence and
information maximizationA = H*=! = B~=!, The asymptotic errors in this case are completely
determined by the trace of the Hessian of informati@n;?) oc Tr’ [A~!], reproducing the previ-
ously published result for maximally informative dimenssd2]. Qualitatively, the expected error
~ D/(2Ngpike) increases in proportion to the dimensionalldyof inputs and decreases as more
spikes are collected. This dependence is in common withaegeerrors of relevant dimensions
found by maximizing information[]2], as well as methods lshea computing the spike-triggered
average both for white noisel[1,]21,22] and correlated Gans$sputs[[2].

(14)

Next we examine which of the Rényi divergences providessthallest asymptotic errof (1L4) for
estimating relevant dimensions. Representing the cawegianatrix asC;;(z) = vir(x)v,k ()
(exact expression for matriceswill not be needed), we can express the Hessian mafriand
covariance matrix for the gradieRtas averages with respect to probability distributidfx|spike):

B= /de(x|spike)b(:v)bT(:v), H= /d:vP(:v|spike)a(:v)bT(x), (15)
where the gain functiop(z) = P(z|spike)/P(x), and matrice$;;(z) = av;;(z)g (z) [g(z)]* >
and a;;(z) = ~;(x)¢'(xz)/g(x). Cauchy-Schwarz identity for scalar quantities stateg, tha
(b?)/{ab)? > 1/(a®), where the average is taken with respect to some probaHiktyibution.

A similar result can also be proven for matrices under a Tragn as in Eq.[(14). Applying the

matrix-version of the Cauchy-Schwarz identity to Eql (148,find that the smallest error is obtained
when

T'[BH %] = TY'[AY], with A= /dch(gc|spike)a(9€)aT(gc)7 (16)

Matrix A corresponds to the Hessian of the merit functiorifes 1: A = H(@=1, Thus, among the
various optimization strategies based on Rényi divergeni€ullback-Leibler divergencev(= 1)
has the smallest asymptotic errors. The least square fitbngesponds to optimization based on
Rényi divergence withh = 2, and is expected to have larger errors than optimizatioedas
Kullback-Leibler divergenceq = 1) implementing information maximization. This result agge
with recent findings that Kullback-Leibler divergence ig thest distortion measure for performing
lossy compression [3].

Below we use numerical simulations with model cells to corapihe performance of information
(o« = 1) and varianceq = 2) maximization strategies in the regime of relatively snrmalmbers



of spikes. We are interested in the rarige < D/Ngike < 1, where the asymptotic results do not

necessarily apply. The results of simulations are showrgriZras a function oD /Npixe, as well

as with varying neural noise levels. To estimate sharpss (@isy) input/output functions with =

1.5, 1.0, 0.5, 0.25, we used larger number of bingg( 21, 32, 64), respectively. Identical numerical
algorithms, including the number of bins, were used for mmzing variance and information. The
relevant dimension for each simulated spike train was nbthais an average of 4 jackknife estimates
computed by setting aside 1/4 of the data as a test set. Raseihown after 1000 line optimizations
(D = 900), and performance on the test set was checked after everpfitimization. As can be
seen, generally good reconstructions with projectionesdu 0.7 can be obtained by maximizing
either information or variance, even in the severely uretarded regimeD < Ngpike. We find that
reconstruction errors are comparable for both informadiath variance maximization strategies, and
are better or equal (at very low spike numbers) than STAasethods. Information maximization
achieves significantly smaller errors than the least-sgfitiing, when we analyze results for all
simulations for four different models cells and spike numsi{e < 10~*, paired t-test).
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Figure 2: Projection of vectod,,,, obtained by maximizing information (red filled symbols) or
variance (blue open symbols) on the true relevant dimengidas plotted as a function of ratio be-
tween stimulus dimensionali and the number of Spike¥,pixe, With D = 900. Simulations were
carried out for model visual neurons with one relevant disi@mfrom Fig[(a) and the input-output
function Eql(1) described by threshdld= 2.0 and noise standard deviatien= 1.5, 1.0, 0.5, 0.25

for groups labeled A4), B (v7), C (0), and D @), respectively. The left panel also shows results
obtained using spike-triggered average (STA, gray) andmdelated STA (dSTA, black). In the right
panel, we replot results for information and variance optation together with those for regularized
decorrelated STA (RASTA, green open symbols). All erroslshiow standard deviations.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we compared accuracy of a family of optimizastrategies for analyzing neural re-
sponses to natural stimuli based on Rényi divergencedirigmelevant dimensions by maximizing
one of the merit functions, Rényi divergence of order 2regponds to fitting the linear-nonlinear
model in the least-square sense to neural spike trains.rAage of this approach over standard least
square fitting procedure is that it does not require the neali gain function to be invertible. We
derived errors expected for relevant dimensions computeddximizing Rényi divergences of ar-
bitrary order in the asymptotic regime of large spike nursb@&he smallest errors were achieved not
in the case of (honlinear) least square fitting of the lineaminear model to the neural spike trains
(Rényi divergence of order 2), but with information maxaation (based on Kullback-Leibler di-
vergence). Numeric simulations on the performance of bidtirination and variance maximization
strategies showed that both algorithms performed well exrean the number of spikes is very small.
With small numbers of spikes, reconstructions based omnmdition maximization had also slightly,
but significantly, smaller errors those of least-squariadjtt This makes the problem of finding rel-
evant dimensions, together with the problem of lossy cosgioa [23] 3], one of examples where



information-theoretic measures are no more data limitad those derived from least squares. It
remains possible, however, that other merit functionsdasenon-polynomial divergence measures
could provide even smaller reconstruction errors thanrmédion maximization.
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