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Abstract

We propose a generalisation of the existing maximum entnopgels used for
spike trains statistics analysis, based on the thermodgntmrmalism from er-
godic theory, and allowing one to take into account memoigoes in dynamics.
We propose a spectral method which provides directly thee*gnergy” density
and the Kullback-Leibler divergence between the empistatistics and the statis-
tical model. This method does not assume a specific Gibbsipatéorm. It does
not require the assumption of detailed balance and offelen&a of finite-size
sampling effects, inherent to empirical statistics, byngdarge deviations results.
A numerical validation of the method is proposed and thepest/es regarding
spike-train code analysis are also discussed.
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1 Introduction

Processing and encoding of information in neuronal dynaimsia very active research
field [59], although still much of the role of neural asserabland their internal interac-
tions remains unknown [55]. The simultaneously recordiftipe activity of groups of

neurons (up to several hundreds) over a dense configuratipplies a critical database
to unravel the role of specific neural assemblies. In compterf descriptive statistics
(e.g. by means of cross-correlograms or joint peri-stirmtione histograms), some-
how difficult to interpret for a large number of units (review{8, [37]), is the specific

analysis of multi-units spike-patterns, as found e.g.[h [Lhis approach develops
algorithms to detect common patterns in a data block, asasgllerforming combina-

torial analysis to compute the expected probability ofadight kind of patterns. The
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main difficulty with such type of approaches is that they ktya largely controversial

assumption, Poissonian statistics (see[[57, 58, 66]),iwmicreover, is a minimal sta-
tistical model largely depending on the belief that firintesaare essentially the main
characteristic of spike trains.

A different approach has been proposed.in [66]. They havesshbat a model
taking into account pairwise synchronizations betweerrar&iin a small assembly
(10-40 retinal ganglion cells) describes most (90%) of thadation structure and of
the mutual information of the block activity, and performsich better than a non-
homogeneous Poissonian model. Analogous results werergeesthe same year in
[73]. The model used by both teams is based on a probabiltyildlition known as
the Gibbs distribution of the Ising model which comes fromtistical physics. The
parameters of this distribution relating, in neural datalgsis, to the firing rate of neu-
rons and to their probability of pairwise synchronisati@vé to be determined from
empirical data. Note that this approach has been previguskented in neuroscience,
but in a slightly different and more general fashion, by [38,46] (it was referred as
“log-linear models”). The use of Ising model in neural deiogdespecially of visual
stimuli) has been largely exploited by several other awwit®, 53 72, 78]. In partic-
ular, itis believed by some of them [[19] that the pairwiseplmg terms inferred from
simultaneous spikes corresponds, in the model, to efeeciuplings between gan-
glion cells. In this spirit, computing the parameters of kfiag model would provide
an indirect access to ganglion cells connections. In amdifin increasing number of
different theoretical and numerical developments of tti&ai have recently appeared.
In particular, in [80], the authors propose a modified leagnicheme and thanks to
concepts taken from physics, such as heat capacity, expavensights like the dis-
tribution of the underlying density of states; additiogafi [61,/60] authors study and
compare several approximate, but faster, estimation rdstfuw learning the couplings
and apply them on experimental and synthetic data drawiayakresults for this type
of modeling.

However, it might be questionable whether more general fofi@ibbs distribu-
tions (e.g. involvingh-uplets of neurons) could improve the estimation and actfoun
deviations to Ising-model[([72, 80]) and provide a bettedenstanding of the neural
code from the point of view of the maximal entropy princif@d]. As a matter of fact,
back to 1995,[[46] already considered multi-unit synchzations and proposed sev-
eral tests to understand the statistical significance aftlsgnchronizations and the real
meaning of their corresponding value in the energy expangidew years later/[45]
generalized this approach to arbitrary spatio-tempoikégpatterns and compared this
method to other existing estimators of high-order coriefet or Bayesian approaches.
They also introduced a method comparison based on the Nepmarson hypoth-
esis test paradigm. Though the numerical implementatiey thave used for their
approach presented strong limitations, they have apgisditethods successfully to
experimental data from multi-units recordings in the panafal cortex, the visual cor-
tex of behaving monkeys, and the somato-sensory cortexasthetized rats. Several
papers have pointed out the importance of temporal pattdrastivity at the network
level [41,[83)69], and recently [78] have shown the inswgficly of Ising model to
predict the temporal statistics of the neural activity. Asoasequence, a few authors
(we know only one reference, [44]) have attempted to defime-ilependent Gibbs



distributions on the base of a Markovian approach (1-stap fairwise correlations)
and convincingly showed a clear increase in the accurackeofpike train statistics
characterization. Namely, this model produces a lowerelei@hannon Divergence,
when analyzing raster data generated by a Glauber spis-gladel, but als@n vivo
multineuron data from cat parietal cortex in different plstates.

To summarize, the main advantages of all these 'Ising-biggroaches are:

¢ (i) to be based on a widely used principle, the maximal entmnciple [34] to
determine statistics from the empirical knowledgdaaf hoc)observables;

e (ii) to propose statistical models having a close analogdk @iibbs distributions
of magnetic systems, hence disposing of several deep tiwdresults and nu-
merical methods (Monte-Carlo methods, Mean-Field appnations, series ex-
pansions), resulting in a fast analysis of experimental ftatm large number of
neurons.

However, as we argue in this paper, this approaches preaksatsin its current
state, fundamental weaknesses:

¢ (i) The maximal entropy principle leads, in its classicainfimilation, to a para-
metric form, corresponding to chosing a finite seladfhocconstraints, which
only provides an approximation of the real statistics, whiie distance (say
measured by the Kullback-Leibler divergence) between tbdehand the hid-
den distribution can be quite large [21]. Moreover, whersidering time depen-
dent correlations, this procedure leads to Gibbs potentiaih requires a proper
renormalisation in order to be related to a Markov chain ésstiorf 2.36).

e (ii) The Gibbs distributions considered by these approscivih the naive form
“ %e*BH”, whereZ is a constant (while it depends on boundary terms in the gen-
eral case) have a limited degree of application; in parictiiey do not extend
easily to time dependent sequences with long memory, agspiliin emitted
from neural networks might well be. Especially, considgraiready one time
step Markov processes leads to substantial complicatish®an in [44]. The
“partition function” is not a constant (see eq. (1) of paj#el]] and needs to be
approximated (eg. (4) of the same paper) using the (unpj@agstimption of de-
tailed balance, which is moeover a sufficient but non necgssmdition for the
existence of an equilibrium state, and may hardly generatiznore elaborated
models.

e (iii) It does not allow to treat in a straightforward way thené-evolution of the
Gibbs distribution (e.g. induced by mechanisms such agsinalasticity).

However, more general forms of Gibbs distributions haventiagoduced since
long [74,64/ 5], in a theory called “thermodynamic formalisntroduced in the realm
of dynamical systems and ergodic theory, allowing to trefibite time sequences of
processes with long (and even infinite [43]) memory. In tlapgr, we use the thermo-
dynamic formalism to propose a generalisation of the exgsthodels used for spike



trains statistics analysis which results in a more powdramework that overcomes
some of the weaknesses mentioned above. Our results aredgaon well estab-
lished theoretical basements (see €.g| [38]) completeddsnt results of the authors
dealing with collective spike trains statistics in neuratworksmodels[[12| 11]. The
theoretical framework of our approach is presented in thticsed. We propose a
global approach to spike train analysis, going beyond thaluspproaches essentially
because it allows us to take into account (long temmemory effects dynamics (sec-
tions[Z.A[2.P). As a matter of fact we deal with models cogrsidy spatio-temporal
and timeeausalstructure of spike trains emitted by neural networks togettith the
fact that some spike sequences (or “words”) might be fordoly dynamics, intro-
ducing the notion oframmar We propose a spectral method which provides directly
the “free energy density” and the Kullback-Leibler divenge between the empirical
statistics and the statistical model (secfion 2.3). Thitheddoes not assume a specific
potential form and allows us to handle correctly non-norreal potentials. It does not
require the assumption of detailed balance (necessaryply kfarkov Chain Monte-
Carlo (MCMC) methods) and offers a control of finite-size péing effects, inherent
to empirical statistics, by using large deviations res{#ectiorl 2.4). The price to pay
is to introduce a somewhat heavy, but necessary, mathexhftimalism. In several
places we make connections with existing methods to clénégge concepts.

These theoretical basements allows us to propose, in sB;teonumerical method
to parametrically estimate, and possibly compare, modelhé statistics of simulated
multi-cell-spike trains. Our method is not limited to firingtes models, pairwise syn-
chronizations as [66, 73, I72] or 1-step time pairwise cati@hs models as [44], but
deals with general form of Gibbs distributions, with paramegotentials correspond-
ing to a spiken-uplets expansion, with multi-units and multi-times terme method
is exact (in the sense that is does not involve heuristicmmizdtion techniques). More-
over, we perform fast and reliable estimate of quantitiehsas the Kullback- Leibler
divergence allowing a comparison between different modedsvell as the computa-
tion of standard statistical indicators, and a further gsialabout convergence rate of
the empirical estimation and large deviations.

In sectior 4 we perform a large battery of tests allowing usqperimentally val-
idate the method. First, we analyse the numerical precisigrarameter estimation.
Second, we generate synthetic data with a given statistitbcompare the estimation
obtained using these data for several models. Moreoverimdae a neural network
and propose the estimation of the underlying Gibbs didfiobiparameters whose ana-
Iytic form is known [11]. We also perform the estimation feweral models using data
obtained from a simulated neural network with stationargaiyics after Spike-Time
dependent synaptic plasticity. Finally, we show resultst@nparameters estimation
from synthetic data generated by a non-stationary stlstiodel.



2 Spike trains statistics from a theoretical perspective.

2.1 General context
2.1.1 Neural network dynamics.

We consider the evolution of a networkfneurons, described by a dynamical model,
that is, either a deterministic dynamical system or a ststihidynamical system (usu-
ally governed by both a deterministic evolution map and tadghoise). We assume
that there is a minimal time scafe set tod = 1 without loss of generality, at which
dynamics can be time-discretized. Typically, this can leerttinimal resolution of the
spike time, constrained by biophysics and by measuremegttsats (see [9] for a dis-
cussion on time discretisation in spiking neural netwarl$je typical neuron models
we think of are punctual conductance based generalizegrateeand-Fire (IF) models
with exponential synapses (glF)[13]. Actually, the forimad developed here has been
rigorously funded in[[11] for Leaky-Integrate-and-Fird ). models with noise. We
further assume the network parameters (synaptic weightsents, etc..) to be fixed
in this context (se€ [13] for a discussion). This means thataasume observing a
period of time where the system parameters are essent@istants. In other words,
we focus here ostationarydynamics. This restriction is further discussed in section
[4.35.

We are interested in situations where neurons dynamicsegpekially spikes oc-
currences, do not show any regularity or exact reprodutilzind require a statistical
treatment. This is obviously the case for stochastic eimistbut this also happens in
the deterministic case, whenever dynamics exhibits Initaditions sensitivity. This
leads us to the choice of the statistical formalism propdmed, called the “thermody-
namic formalisr ” (see [12] for an extended discussion).

2.1.2 Dynamics and raster plots.

Each neuron of indek= 0...N — 1 is characterized by its stats, which belongs to
some (bounded) sef € IRM. M is the number of variables characterizing the state of
one neuron (we assume that all neurons are described byntleergsamber of variables).

A typical example isM = 1 whereX; =V, is the membrane potential of neurband

7 = [Vmin, Vimay but the present formalism affords extensions to such anfditichar-
acteristics as activation variables (e.g. for the Hoddhindey model[[31M = 4). The
variableX = [Xi]i'\':gl represents the state of a networkMheurons. Without loss of
generality, we assume that all neurons have the same piespsotthaX € .# = 7N,

where.# is the phase space where dynamics occurs. The evolutioreafetwork

over an infinite time is characterized byrajectory X d:ef{X(t) -

One can associate to each neur@variablew (t) = 1 if neuroni fires between
[t,t+1[andw (t) = 0 otherwise. A “spiking pattern” is a vectas(t) gef [w (t)]iN:O -1

1This terminology has been introduced by Sifail[74], Ru@#] fand Bowen[[5] because of its analogy
with statistical physics. But it does not relies on the pptes of thermodynamics. Especially, the maxi-
mization of statistical entropy, discussed below, doesregtires the invocation of the second principle of
thermodynamics.




which tells us which neurons are firing at tirhe In this setting, a “raster plot” is a

sequencev d:ef{w(t) fim, of spiking patterns. Finally apike blocks a finite set of

spiking pattern, written:
[w]ﬁ = {w(t)}{tlgtgtz} )

where spike times have been prescribed between the tines.

To each trajectorX = {X(t) t*:"‘:m is associated a raster plat= {w(t) t*:"‘:m.
This is the sequence of spiking patterns displayed by theaheaetwork when it fol-
lows the trajectoryX. We write X — w. On the other way round, we say that an
infinite sequencey = {w(t)},~" ., is an admissible raster pldf dynamics allows a
trajectoryX such thaiX — w. We callZ the set of admissible raster plots. The dynam-
ics of the neurons state induces therefore a dynamics orethef admissible raster
plots, represented by tHeft shift o, such thattw = ' & /'(t) = w(t+1),vt >0
. Thus, in some sense, raster plots provide a code for thextaajesX. Note that the
correspondence may not be one-to-ané [10].

Though dynamics produces many possible raster plots, iihitant to remark
that it is not able to producany possible sequence of spiking patterns. This depends
on the system properties (e.g., refractoriness forbid®radots with spike interval
below Img and parameters (e.g., after synaptic weight adaptateiynamics often
appears more constrained). For example, inhibition maygortea neuron to fire when-
ever a group of pre-synaptic neurons has fired before. Therthareforallowedand
forbiddensequences, constrained by dynamics. This corresponds foltbwing cru-
cial property, often neglected in entropy estimations of spins [59]. The set of
admissible raster pldt is not the set of all possible raster plotthdeed, considering
spike blocks of siza there are P" possible spike blocks but quite a bit lesgmissible
raster plots (the exponential rate of growths in the numbadmissible raster plots is
given by the topological entropy which is an upper bound far Kolmogorov-Sinai
entropy defined in eql{3), footndtk 6).

2.1.3 Transition probabilities.

Typically, the network dynamics and the related spikes fiatd in an unpredictable
manner. The spike response itself is not sought as a detstimiresponse in this
context, but as a conditional probability [59]. “Readingt die code” consists of
inferring such probability. Especially, the probabilityat a neuron emits a spike at
some timet depends on the history of the neural network. However, itripds-
sible to know explicitely its form in the general case sintelépends on the past
evolution of all variables determining the neural networktesX. A possible sim-
plification is to consider that this probability depermsly on the spikes emitted in
the past by the network. In this way, we are seeking a familyrarisition prob-
abilities of the formP |w(t)| [w]""}| from which all spike trains statistical proper-
ties can be deduced. These transition probabilities atedcabnditional intensityin
[35,[7,18] 36| 82, 51, 81, 56] and they are essential to dateroompletely the spike
trains statistics. The price to pay is that we have to comgidecesses with memory
(which is not so shocking when dealing with neural netwarks)



These transition probabilities are unknown for most mobetsan explicit compu-
tation can be rigorously achieved in the case of a discreie tieaky Integrate-and-Fire
(LIF) neural networks with noise, in the stationary casg.(¢éime independent stim-
ulus) (see eq.[{40) and[i11]). Stationarity means here tiatransition probability
does not depend explicitely dnso that one can focus on transition probabilities of

the formP [w(0)| [w]jo} and infer the probability of any spike block by the classi-
cal Chapman-Kolmogorov equatidn [27]. To our knowledgs thithe only example
where the complete spike trains statistics can be rigoyarsd analytically computed.
Note that the transition probability depends onrdboundecpast in the LIF model.
Indeed, the state of a neuron is reset whenever it fires, spriimbility of a given
spiking pattern at time O depends on the past up to a time waemmeuron has fired
at least once. However, this time cannot be bounded (thdwgbriobability that it is

larger than some decays exponentially fast with) [11].

2.1.4 Gibbs distribution.

As far as the present paper is concerned, the main result]jrs{ates that some neural
networks modelslo have Gibbs distributionghough of a quite more complex form
than currently used in the literature. More precisely ifgorously proved in[[11] that
in discrete-time LIF modefswith noise the statistics of spike trains is characterized
by a Gibbs distributionwhich is also arequilibrium state where the potential can be
explicitely computeduthas infinite range

Let us be more explicit. Since we are using the terms “Giblkgitution” and
“equilibrium state” in a more general sense than the dedimitised in the neuroscience
community for spike train statistics analysis, we give hibedefinition of these two
terms. In several places in the paper we show the link betwlgerformalism and
the usual form, and explain why we need to use the presentfm for spike train
analysis. The main difference is that we consider proltgiistributions on a set of
spatio-temporal sequences where the “space” is the netfandwherdime is infinite
so that the spike train probability distributions is defir@dinfinite time sequences
B. This is the natural context when considering transitianbpbilities as introduced
in the previous section. The price to pay is a more complemidation than the
classical%exp(—BH), but the reward is having a formalism allowing us to handle
spike trains statistics including memory terms, and anieikglay to compute the free
energy density and the Kullback-Leibler divergence betwene empirical statistics
and a statistical model, as developped in the rest of therpape

A probability distributionp, on the set ofnfinite spike sequences (raster plots)
is a Gibbs distribution if there exists a funcﬂﬁ)cp : 2 — R, called apotential such

2Without restriction on the synaptic weights except thay thee finite.

3This corresponds to the “thermodynamic limit” in statiatiphysics but in our case thermodynamic limit
means “time tends to infinity” instead of “dimension of thestm tends to infinity”. As a matter of fact the
number of neurongy, is fixed and finite in the whole paper.

4Some regularity conditions, associated with a sufficiefstst decay of the potential at infinity, are also
required, that we do not state herel[38].



that the probability of a spike bloqku]}*”, for any—oo <t < +00, andn > 0, obeys:

o ([w]™)
4= e[ (n DP(@) + 3T p(0Rw)] © P )

whereP(@),c;,c, are some constants with<0c; < 1 < c,. Recall thato is the shift
on rasters defined in sectibn 2]1.2. Basically, this expetiwat, as becomes large,

t+n K
to ([w]i*") behave$like %.

An equilibrium stateis a probability distributioru, which satisfies the following
variational principle:

P(@) E'h(1p) + Ho(@) = sup  h(u) + (), 2)
e (3)

wherem(™)(5) is the set of invariant probability measuressm(y) is the entropl§ of

the probabilityu, andu (@) def J edu is the average ap with respect to the probability
U. Note that the notion of Gibbs distribution and equilibrigtate are not equivalent
in general([38], but in the present context, theylare[11].

The termP(¢@), called thetopological pressurén this context, is the formal analog
of a thermodynamic potential (free energy density). It isaeyating function for the
cumulants ofp (see section 2.2.3 for explicit examples).

2.1.5 Gibbs potential.

In the case of discrete-time LIF models the potengias the log of the probability
transitionP [oo(t)| [w]tj;} [11]. We believe that this statement extends to more gen-

eral situations: if a spike train is characterized by a Gitistribution then a natural
candidate for the Gibbs potential is the log of the condaldntensity. Let us insist
on this result. Beyond the mathematical intrincacies gding this statement, this
choice is natural because it provides a (tiro@)salpotential withmemory As a con-
sequence, the statistics of spikes at a given time are garedated to the past spikes.
This corresponds to potential havingangethat can be large. A potential has range
Rif ¢([w]°,) = qo([w]g(R,D). In terms of the transition probability, this corresponds
to a system with a memory depk 1 (the probability that a neuron spike at tirne

5In the sense of{1).Thus,"behaves like” does not mean “islemi.
6 The Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy or entropy rate of a probapili is:

)
where
W) == 5wl ) logu ([0 ). (4)
wezM

= being the set of admissible sequences of lemgffhis quantity provides the exponential rate of growth
of admissible blocks having a positive probability ungerasn growths. It is positive for chaotic system
and it is zero for periodic systems.



depends on the spikes emitted by the network, up to timéR— 1) back in the pa@).
Unfortunately even if the simplest known example of neustivork model, the LIF,
the range is (mathematically) infirfitels the situation simpler for more complex neural
networks models, for real neural networks ? Fortunatelitefirange approximations
can be proposed, with a good control on the degree of appediim as we now de-
velop.

2.2 Markov approximations.

In the sequel, we make the assumption that the spike traatistats of the system
that we are observing is described by a Gibbs distributionsetpotential has to be
determined from empirical data.

2.2.1 RangeR potential.

It is always possible to propose Markov approximationgpéven in the case where
the Gibbs potential depends on spike sequences with unkduedgth. This is the
strategy that we now develop. We approximate the exactitimmprobability by a

transition probability with finite memory of depfR— 1, P {w(O) | [w]:%Rfl)} . In this

context, as shown in[11], the exact Gibbs potential can bma;p'mate by arange-R
potentialwith a parametric form:
R

U

LII(CA)) = )\il,nil,...,h,nilml(nil)"'ml (nil)' (5)

I;(il,tl) ..... (il HEP(NR),

This form is nothing but a Taylor expansion of (Gg[w(0)| [w]:(lRfl)} ), where one

collects all terms of fornnqkll(nil) e cq:(‘ (ni,), for integerky, ... ki's, using tha(n) =
w(n), for anyk > 0 and anyi,n. Here #(N,R) is the set of non repeated pairs of
integers(i,n) withi € {0,...,N—1} andne {0...,R—1}.

Such form of potential is a linear combinationmbnomials An order-n mono-
mialis a product, (t1)... w, (th), where 0<i; <ip <--- <iph <N—-1,0<t; <tp <
.-+ <ty < o0 and such that there is no repeated g&itx), k =1...n. The monomial
w, (t1)... w,(t,) takes values i{0,1} and is 1 if and only if each neurdpfires at
timet;, | = 1...n. On phenomenological grounds the mononuglts) ... aw,(t,) cor-
responds to a spike-uplet(i1,t1),...,(in,tn) (neuroniy fires at timet;, neuroni, at
timety, etc ...).

2.2.2 Further approximations.

The potentiall(b) remains quite cumbersome since the nuoflierms in [6) explodes
combinatorially as\, R growth. Equivalently, in terms of the classical Jaynes apph

"Hence range 1 or equivalently memory depth 0 means time émdimt events.

8Though the variation of decays exponentially fast ensuring the existence of a theymamic limit.

9n the case of LIF models the Kullback-Leibler divergencensen the exact Gibbs distribution and its
approximation by the potentid[l(5) decays exponentialt feith R.



where the Gibbs distribution is obtained via the maxim@@atf statistical entropy un-
der constraints (see section 214.3), one has to fix a numtemnstraints that growths
exponentially fast witiN,R. As a consequence, one is typically lead to consider para-
metric forms where monomials have been removed (or, sorasfiadded) in the ex-
pansion. This constitutes a coarser approximation to tlaetepotential, but more
tractable from the numerical or empirical point of view. Tiegiate notations we
write, in the rest of paper, the parametric potential in thre,

v=> Aa, (6)

M-

where@’s are monomials. The choice of the parametric form defineatwie call
a “statistical model”, namely a Gibbs distribution, denbtey, in the sequel, for the
potential [6). The question is “how far is this distributifsom the true statistics” ?

2.2.3 Examples of rangeR potentials

Bernoulli potentials The easiest example of potential are range-1 potentialm@me
ryless) wheray(w) = zi“':*ol)\im (0). The corresponding Gibbs distribution provides a
statistical model where neurons are independent.

“Ising” like potentials. This type of potential has been introduced by Schneidman and
collaborators in[[67]. It reads, in our notations,

%)\lm +Nz:lzz/\|10q CUJ (7)

The corresponding Gibbs distribution provides a statisticodel where synchronous
pairwise correlations between neurons are taken into atcbut neither higher order
spatial correlations nor other time correlations are takém account. As a conse-
quence, the corresponding “Markov chain” is memoryless.

Pairwise Time-Dependentk potentials with rates (RPTDk).
An easy generalization df|(7) is:

ZJ/\M +Nzollz:;rik)\urw wj (T )s (8)

calledPairwise Time-Dependent k (RPTD-k) with Rgtesentials in the sequel.

Pairwise Time-Dependenk (PTD-k) potentials.
A variation of [8) is to avoid the explicit constraints asisied to firing rates :

N-1i—-1 k
Z} %TZKAUTW ( ) 9)

calledPairwise Time-Dependenk (PTD-k) potentials in the sequel.
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2.2.4 Encoding spike blocks

To each spike block of lengtR, [w][j*R’l, k € Z, one can associate an integer:

k+R-1N—1 o
Wy = 2y (). (10)
Z &
One has PR such possible blocks (though some of them can be forbiddetybgm-

ics).
We use the following notation:

k+R N-1

_ 2i+Nt t , 11
o3 5 w

so thatwy represents the blodko]f ™™ * andowy = w1 represents the blodko]is.

In this setting a rang& potential is therefore a vector in the spa#é % R2" with

def . . .
componentsiy, = Y(w). This amounts to recoding spiking sequences as sequences
of spike blocks of lengtiR, associated with wordsy, taking into account the memory
depth of the Markov chain.

2.3 Determining the statistical properties of a Gibbs distibution.

We now introduce the thermodynamic formalism allowing usdmpute numerically
the main statistical properties of a Gibbs distributionisidpproach is different from a
classical approach in statistical physics where one tae®mpute the partition func-
tion. The present approach gives directly the topologicedgure (corresponding to the
free energy density in the thermodynamic limit) from whidle sstatistical properties
can be inferred.

2.3.1 The Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius operator.

Once the parametric form of the potential is given, thestiatil properties of the Gibbs
distribution are obtained by the Ruelle-Perron-Frobe(RI¥F) operator introduced by
Ruelle in [62]. In the present case this is a positiM 2 2NR matrix, L(y) , with
entries

Lw,w(llf) = ew"‘/ Gw’,w ) (12)

(while it acts on functional spaces in the infinite range rase
The matrixG is called thegrammar It encodes in its definition thessential fact

that the underlying dynamics is not able to produce all gbssaster plots:

e, L if the transitionv’ — wis admissible; (13)

WW=1 0, otherwise

Since we are considering blocks of the f@fw/ ~ [oo]E*R’l =w(K)...o(k+R—

10since dynamics is assumed stationnary the result actuadly dot depend d
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1) andw ~ [w] Eﬂ{ = w(k+1)...w(k—R), the transitionw’ — wis legal i1 w andw
have the spiking patterre(k+1) ... w(k+ R—1) in common. Thus, while there are
2NR blocks for a network oN neurons, the matri has at most'2 non zero entries
on each line. As a consequerlde)) is sparse

Note also that all non zeroes entrigg ,,({) on a given line are equal. This de-
generacy comes from our choice to represgmis a vector in#” which is the easiest
for numerical purposes. This has consequences discustiegisection 2.316.

2.3.2 The Ruelle-Perron-Frobenius theorem

In the present paper we make the assumption that the unaig(lid hidden) dynam-

ics is such that thé(y) matrix is primitive, i.e. 3n > 0, s.t. Yww' L],  (¢) > 0.

This assumption holds for Integrate-and-Fire models wils@ and is likely to hold

for more general neural networks models where noise remygramics ergodic and

mixing [11]. Note, on the opposite, that if this assumptienot fulfilled there are little

chances to characterize spike trains statistics with aj(1®)iGibbs distribution.
Then,L(y) obeys the Perron-Frobenius theofdm

Theorem 1 L() has a unique maximal and strictly positive eigenval(ig)s= e”(¥)
associated with a right eigenvectb(y)) and a left eigenvectofb(y), with positive

and bounded entries, such that@)b(y)) = s(¢)b(y)), (b(Y)L(Y) = s(p){b(Y).
Those vectors can be chosen such téty).b(y)) = 1 where. is the scalar product

in 2. The remaining part of the spectrum is located in a disk indtvaplex plane, of
radius strictly lower than @J). As a consequence, for allin 77,

1

s(y)"
as n— o,
The Gibbs-probability of a spike block w of length R is

L"()v — b(w)) (b(w).v, (14)

Hy (W) = bw () (bw(4), (15)
where ly(¢)) is the w-th component & g)).

As a consequence, the assumption of primitivity guararheesxistence and unique-
ness of a Gibbs distribution. Note that it is more generah tthee detailed balance
assumption.

2.3.3 Computing averages of monomials

Sincepy (@] = YwHy[W @ (w) one obtains using (15):
Hylal= Y bw(W))a(w){bw(y). (16)

we A
This provides a fast way to compuytg [@].

11additional transitions are usually forbidden by dynamiés a consequence, those transitions have a
zero probability of occurence and they can be detected ofiriealsequences (see sectfon 314.1).

12Thjs theorem has been generalized by Ruelle to infinite rpngantials under some regularity conditions
[63.[64].
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2.3.4 The topological pressure.

The RPF theorem gives a direct access to the topologicadyme(() which is the
logarithm of the leading eigenvalséy), easily obtained by a power method (see eq.
(@4)). In the case of range-potentials [ZBE where the topological pressi@)) be-
comes a function of the parametdrs= (A|)_;, we writeP(A). One can show that the
topological pressure is the generating function for the wiamts of the monomialg :

T~ wlal (17)

Higher order cumulants are obtained likewise by succes&xigations. Especially,
second order moments related to the central limit theoreayedh by Gibbs distribu-
tions [5,[38] are obtained by second order derivatives. Asrsequence of this last
property, the topological pressure’s Hessian is positha:the topological pressure is
convexwith respect tol.

2.3.5 Entropy

Sincepy is a Gibbs distribution, for the potentigd, therefore, an exact expression for
the Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy{3) can be readily obtained:

hlug] =P(A) - Z/M/Jw [@]. (18)

2.3.6 Normalisation

When switching from the potentidll(5), which is the polynairéxpansion of the log
of the conditional intensity, to a simplified parametricrfo@), one introduces several
biases. First, one may add terms which are not in the origiatntial. Second[]5)
must satisfy a constraint corresponding to the fact gh@b) is the log of a probability.
Such a potential is calledormalized Its main characteristics are (i) the topological
pressure is zero; (ii) the right eigenvectofiy)) has all its components equal. The
reason is simple: when the potential is the log of a transpimbability the RPF oper-

ator satisfie§ e Lww = S wo)efouN P [w(O) | [w]:(lRfl)} =1,YW € J#, wherew

corresponds e.g. I{(w]:é, andw to [w](l(Rfl). Thus, the largest eigenvalsg@yp) is 1,
and the corresponding right eigenvector has all its compisregual.

On the opposite, the parametric forii (6) whéreare free parameters is in gen-
eralnot normalizedwith deep consequences discussed in the next sectionsevudow
there exists a transformation allowing to convert an aabjtrangeR potential to a
normalized potentid¥ by the transformation:

Porw = Wy —log(bw (§))) +log(bw(y))) — P(Y). (19)

Let us give two examples. First, if is normalized ther,, (¢)) = bw(y)) and
P(y) = 0 so that (fortunatelyyY = . Second, if¢y has range-1 then, according to
the computations done in sectlon 2]34§,,, = —109(Z) + Yy = —109(Z) + Y(w(0)).
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Here, the normalisation only consists of removing the logadtonstant) partition
function.

In the general case, the potentfall(19) has raRget. The corresponding RPF op-
eratorL (W), is therefore the transition matrix fofastep Markov chain. Thus, switch-
ing to a parametric forni.{6) without constraint on th& we end up with a redundant
transition probability of fornP (w(0) | [w] &) while the right transition probability is
P(w(0)] [@] {r_y)). Since, obviouslP’ (w(0) | (o] &) = P(w(0)| [w]_{r_y)) the final
form of the normalized potential can be easily simplified.

2.3.7 Probability of arbitrary spike blocks
Using the normalized potentidl {[19) the probability cidmissiblespike block of size

strictly larger tharR, [w]: "™ R*1, t € Z, n > 0 is given by:
g [ R = g [0(), @(t 1) . o(t N+ R=1)] = g [k, W]

where the wordw encodes the bIocﬂw]E*R’l. As a consequence,

lJlIJ [Wta s 7Wt+n] = IJUJ [Wt]LWt-,Wt+1(qJ)LW1+1aWt+2(LP) te LW[+n—1-,Wt+n (LP) (20)

This is the classical Chapman-Kolmogorov equation. Rétgrito the initial (non-
normalised) potential{6) this relation reads, us[ng (19):

Buso (W) 1 sty
bw, (1)) e IP@) |

One checHks that Hy W, ... ,Wein] Satisfies the definition of a Gibbs distribution
(@ with P(¢) = logs(y) andwi = o*wp.
On the opposite, for blocks of sizedn < R+ 1 then

Uy (W, - .., Wegn] = My [W] (21)

t+n] —

Hy ([l Hy (W),

we o] "

where the sum holds on each wavdtontaining the blockwl]*".

2.3.8 Links with the simple Gibbs form.

In this section we make the link between our formalism andiptes approaches using
the simple Gibbs formulation.
As a preliminary remark note that the Gibbs-probability spéke blockw of length

R, given by [I5) hasn’'tthe form%e‘”‘”), with Z constantexcept when R 1. The case
R =1 corresponds to a Markov chain without memory, where tloeesthe spiking
patternw; = w(t) is independent omt_1 = w(t —1). Examples are the Bernoulli
model (where moreover spikes are spatially independernt)etsing model (where
spikes are spatially correlated but not time correlatedt).this case, all transitions

13Taking into account the fact that symbaig encode spike blocks of lengfh
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are allowed, thus the RPF matrix reddg ,,({) = e¥w and does not depend am
As a consequence, all lines are linearly dependent whichiesthat there arél —
1 0-eigenvalues while the largest eigenvalu& & s(y) =Tr(L(y)) = z e¥w,

wes
The correspondmg left eigenvector(is(¢) = (1,...,1) and the right eigenvector is

by (@) = Zw , so that(b(y).b(y)) = 1. Thus, the Gibbs distribution is, according to
\A/
(3). pw = -

ConS|der now larger ranges. Recall first that a potentialoofnf(8) is in gen-
eral not normalized. To associate it to a Markov chain onetbhasse the trans-
formation [19) and the probability of a spiking pattern semge is given by[(21).
In particular, the joint probability of two admissible sessive blocksv,w reads

Hy(W,W) = ty[W] g"\:“/(("’>)>> Fr € Y . One can introduce a formal Hamiltonidty,, =

Wy +log(by(y))) and a “conditional” partition functio(w) = €%y, (g)) such
thatpy (wiw') = ﬁe’*w With Z(W) = S e € but here the partition function de-
pends ow (compare with eq. (1) in ref[44]). This corresponds, inistiatal mechan-
ics, to have interactions with a boundary. In this settihg,ftee energy density (topo-
logical pressure) is obtained (away from phase transkipneia % logZ,(wW) — P(y)
asn — oo, YW, requiring to consider a thermodynamic limit, as we do inphesent
setting.

As a conclusion, starting from an a priori form of a potenf@)|, obtained e.g. by
Jaynes argument (see secfion 2.4.3) one obtains a non methpbtential which can-
not be directly associated with a Markov chain, and the spoading Gibbs measure
hasn’t the simple Gibbs form used for Ising model, as soomadrdroduces memory
terms in the potential. However, the thermodynamic foremalallows one to treat this
case without approximations, or assumptions such as eétadllance, and gives direct
access to the topological pressure.

2.3.9 Comparing several Gibbs statistical models.

The choice of a potentidl{6), i.e. the choice of a set of olzges, fixes a statistical
model for the statistics of spike trains. Clearly, thereraemy choices of potentials and
one needs to propose a criterion to compare them. The Kklbaibler divergence,

d(v, ) _Ilmsup— z ( 1) log [MI (22)

e N w(lwlg )

0
wherev andu are two invariant probab|I|ty measures, provides someonati asym-
metric “distance” betweep andv.
The computation ofi(v, i) is delicate but, in the present context, the following
holds. Forv an invariant measure andy a Gibbs measure with a potentigl both
defined on the same set of sequeritesne has[B, 63, 38, 16]:

d (v, py) =P(W) —v() —h(v). (23)

14This requires a sufficiently fast decay of the potential, ationed in the footnofg 4
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This is the key of the algorithm that we have developed.

2.4 Computing the Gibbs distribution from empirical data.
2.4.1 Empirical Averaging

Assume now that we observe the spike trains generated byetln@almetwork. We
want to extract from these observations informations altloeitset of monomialg
constituting the potential and the corresponding coefiisig, .

Typically, one observes, from¥” repetitions of the same experiment, i.e. submit-
ting the system to the same conditions; raster plotsw(™ , m=1....4 on a finite
time horizon of lengttT. These are the basic data from which we want to extrapolate
the Gibbs distribution. The key object for this is tmpiricalmeasure. For a fixed”
(number of observations) and a fix&d(time length of the observed spike train), the
empirical averagef a functionf : 2 — R is:

fom_ 1 5 S f(olw™) (24)
ST 22 -

Typical examples aré(w) = w (0) in which case the empirical averagefois the
firing raté4 of neuroni; f(w) = @ (0)w; (0) then the empirical average 6fmeasures
the estimated probability of spike coincidence for neur@mdi; f(w) = w (T)w;(0)
then the empirical average 6imeasures the estimated probability of the event “neuron
j fires and neuronfirest time step later” (or sooner according to the sigrrpf

Note that in[[24) we have used the shiftfor the time evolution of the raster plot.
This notation is compact and well adapted to the next dewedoyis than the classical
formula, reading, e.g., for firing rategt+ S 1 511 f(w(™(1)).

The empirical measure is the probability distributioff) such that, for any func-

tiorlld f : 5 — R,
D (f) = {71, (25)

Equivalently, the empirical probability of a spike bloizkt]g is given by:

T ([o]2) = S S ot ™ 26

([ ]tl) = ﬁéﬂ: X[w]g( ), (26)

wherex, i, is the indicatrix function of the blockw]? so that;lex[w]tz(atwm)
1 1

simply counts the number of occurences of the blkna]lg in the empirical raste®(™.

2.4.2 Estimating the potential from empirical average

The empirical measure is what we get from experiments whiteassumed that spike
statistics is governed by an hidden Gibbs distribufigrthat we want to determine or
approximate. Clearly there are infinitely maaypriori choices for this distribution,

15Recall that we assume dynamics is stationary so rates deepend on time.
181 fact, it is sufficient here to consider monomials.

16



corresponding to infinitely many a priori choices for theeputal . However, the
ergodic theorem (the law of large number) states &t — Hy asT — o where
My is the sought Gibbs distribution. Equivalently, the Kultkeleibler divergence

d (nm,uw) between the empirical measure and the sought Gibbs distribiends

to 0 asT — oo.

Since we are dealing with finite samples the best that we cpaagxs to find a
Gibbs distribution whichminimizeghis divergence. This is the core of our approach.
Indeed, using eq[(23) we use the approximétion

(", py) = P(w) - nT () — h(nD). 27)

The advantage is that this quantity can be numerically esédy since for a given
choice ofy the topological pressure is known from the Ruelle-PerroobEnius the-
orem, Whilen<T)(L,U) is directly computable. Sinca'™) is fixed by the experimental
raster ploth(r'™)) is independent of the Gibbs potential, so we can equivaienithi-
mize:

hly] =Ply] -V (y), (28)

without computing the entropy( fit™)).
This relation holds for any potential. In the case of a patameotential of the
form (@) we have to minimize

L
hiA] =Pl -5 AnT(q). (29)
I=1

Thus, from[[I¥V) and (24), given the parametric form, the §&i'e minimizing the KL
divergence are given by:

pylal=n"(@), 1=1..L (30)

Before showing why this necessary condition is also sufiicizre want to comment
this result in connection with standard approaches (“Jagngument”).

2.4.3 Inferring statistics from empirical averages of obsevables: The Jaynes
argument.

The conditions[{30) impose constraints on the sought Gilsttslslition. In view of the
variational principle[{R) the minimization of KL divergeafor a prescribed paramet-
ric form of the Gibbs potentiat equivalent tanaximizing the statistical entropy under
the constraintg(3Q)where the)|’'s appear as adjustable Lagrange multipliers. This is
the Jaynes argument [34] commonly used to introduce Gibdishilitions in statisti-
cal physics textbooks, and also used in the fundating pdfectmeidman et al [67].
There is however an important subblety that we want to cauitlithe Jaynes argument
provides the Gibbs distribution which minimizes the KL diyence with respect to the
empirical distributionin a specific class of Gibbs potentialGiven a parametric form
for the potential it gives the set af's which minimizes the KL divergence for the set

1"This is an approximation becaus€’) is not invariant[[38]. It becomes exact fis— +c.
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of Gibbs measures havirthis form of potentiaJ21]. Nevertheless, the divergence can
still be quite large and the corresponding parametric foamgrovide a poor approxi-
mation of the sought measure. So, in principle one has tomiwei the KL divergence
with respect to several parametric forms. This is a way toam® the statistical mod-
els. The best one is the one which minimiZed (29), i.e. kngwfithe “ model"y, is
significantly “better” thanp,, reduces to verifying:

ﬁ[‘pz] < ﬁ[‘l’l]v (31)

easily computable at the implementation level, as develbéow. Note thah has the
dimension of entropy. Since we compare entropies, whictsamné bits of information,
defined in base 2, the previous comparison units is well-ddfin

2.4.4 Convexity.

The topological pressure is convex with respechtoAs being the positive sum of
two (non strictly) convex criteri&[y] and—m™) () in (29), the minimized criterion
is convex. This means that the previous minimization methathsically converges
towards a global minimum.

Let us now consider the estimation of an hidden potential 2|Lzlx\| @ by atest

potentialy(tesh = gL 21" " As a consequence, we estimatevith a set of
parameterﬂl(teso, and the criterior[{29) is minimized with respecthmse parameters

At =1, Ltesh,
Several situations are possible. Firgt,and ¢/tes! have the same set of mono-

mials, only theA;’s must be determined. Then, the unique minimum is reached fo
A = A1 =1...L. Secondytes! contains all the monomials af plus additional

ones (verestimation Then, the\l(teso 's corresponding to monomials i converge
to A; while the coefficients corresponding to additional mondsntanverge to 0. The
third case corresponds tmderestimation /®sY contains less monomials thanor

distinct monomials. In this case, there is still a minimum thee criterion [2B), but
it provides a statistical model (a Gibbs distribution)pasitive KL distancérom the

correct potential[21]. In this case adding monomialg/tss? will improve the estima-
tion. More precisely, if for a first test potential the coaffiats obtained after minimi-

sation off are 'Y | = 1... L{tes! and for a second test potential they ar&**" | —

1., Loy /sy test thenfi(A[*Y . Ale) > ﬁu;@esﬁ,...,AL(tg:g)). For the

samd the coefficients\ " and,"**! can be quite different.

Note that these different situations are not inherent topyocedure, but to the
principle of finding an hidden probability by maximizing tetatistical entropy under
constraints, when the full set of constraints is not k rExamples of these cases
are provided in section] 4. As a matter of fact, we have theeefwo strategies to

18The problem of estimating the memory order of the underlyiraykov chain to a given sequence, which
means, in our framework, to find the the potential range, leas la well known difficult question in coding
and information theory [49]. Some of the current availakltg might offer additional algorithmic tools that
would be explored in a forthcoming paper
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estimate an hidden potential. Either starting from a miniiman of test potential (e.g.
Bernoulli) and adding successive monomials (e.g. base@oridtical arguments such
as “pairwise correlations do matter”) to reduce the valud.ofThe advantage is to
start from potentials with a few number coefficients, but vehne knowledge of the
coefficients at a given step cannot be used at the next stémlare one has noidea on
“how far” we are from the right measure. The other strategystsis of starting from
the largest possible potential with ranl@@ . In this case it is guarantee that the test
potential is at the minimal distance from the sought onehésiet of rang&k potential,
while the minimization will remove irrelevant monomialéir coefficient vanishes
in the estimation). The drawback is that one has to start fiorary huge number of
monomials (2R) which reduces the number of situations one can numeribaltyle.
These two approaches are used in sefion 4.

2.4.5 Finite sample effects and large deviations.

Note that the estimations crucially dependnThis is a central problem, not inher-
ent to our approach but to all statistical methods where nes to extract statistical
properties from finite empirical sample. SinEean be small in practical experiments,
this problem can be circumvented by using an average overaesamples (see eq.
(24) and related comments). Nevertheless it is importahat@ an estimation of finite
sampling effects, which can be addressed by the large dmvéaproperties of Gibbs
distributions.
For each observablg,| = 1...L, the following holds, a§ — + [22]:

g {0, 17T (@) — iy (@) | = £} ~ exp(~T(2)). (32)

wherel; () = sup, ¢ (AIX—PIA]), is the Legendre transform of the pressBi@ |.

This result provides the convergence rate with respett tbhis is very important,
since, once the Gibbs distribution is known, one can infeldémgthT of the time win-
dows over which averages must be performed in order to otshable statistics. This
is of particular importance when applying statistical sestich as Neymann-Pearson
for which large deviations results are available in the cddéarkov chains and Gibbs
distributions with finite range potentials [50].

Another important large deviation property also resultsrfthermodynamic for-
malism [38| 14, 22]. Assume that the experimental rasterpis distributed according
to the Gibbs distributiomy, with potentialy, and assume that we propose, as a statis-
tical model, a Gibbs distribution with potentigf # . The Gibbs measure of spike

blocks of range[(15) is a vector i’ and ™) = (nm(w)]) , is @ random vec-
we.

tor. Now, the probabilityi {Hrrm — My < e} that i'T) is e-close to the “wrong”
probability ity decays exponentially fast as,

Hp {In™ — byl <) ~exp-T inf d(u, ). (33)
| H—Hy | <&

ibid.
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Thus, this probability decreases exponentially fast Withwith a rate given (for

smalle) by T d(uy, py ). Therefore, a difference of in the Kullback-Leibler diver-

. ") —py<e}

enced (), uy), d(™), ) leads to a ratigte ™ sl <e}

g ( ul,U) ( ulll ) IJl,U{HTI(T)*Nw'\KE}

Consequently, fof ~ 10° a divergence of ordem = 107 leads to a ratio of order
exp(—10). lllustrations of this are given in sectibh 4.

of order exp-Tn.

2.4.6 Other statistics related to Gibbs distributions.

The K-L divergence minimization can be completed with ots&ndard criteria for
which some analytical results are available in the realmibb&distributions and ther-
modynamic formalism. Fluctuations of monomial averagesiatheir mean are Gaus-
sian, since Gibbs distribution obey a central limit theongitih a variance controlled
by the second derivative &(A). Then, using g? test seems natural. Examples are
given in sectiof . In order to compare the goodness-of-faffor probability dis-
tributions of spike blocks, we propose at the descriptivell¢he box plots tests. On
the other hand, quantitative methods to establish GOF areraus and can be clas-
sified in families of 'test Statistics’, the most importargifg the Power-Divergence
methods (eg. Pearsgy?test), the Generalized Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) tests (eg.
the KS and the Watson-Darling test) and the Phi-Divergerethouds (eg. Cramer-von
Mises test)[20, 17]. Finally, to discriminate 2 Gibbs meaaswone can use the Neyman-
Pearson criteria since large deviations results for theNeyPearson risk are available
in this casel[50]. In the present paper we have limited oulyaisto the most standard
tests (diagonal representations, box plg®,

3 Application: parametric statistic estimation.

Let us now discuss how the previous piece of theory allowoestimate, at a very
general level, parametric statistics of spike trains.

We observeN neurons during a stationary period of observafigmssuming that
statistics is characterized by an unknown Gibbs potentiargeR. The algorithmi
procedure proposed here decomposes in three steps:

1. Choosing a statistical modgile. fixing the potential{6) (equivalently, the rele-
vant monomials or “observables”).

2. Computing the empirical average of observabies determine them from the
raster, using eql_(24).

3. Performing the parametric estimatiphe. use a variational approach to deter-
mine the Gibbs potential.

Let us describe and discuss these three steps, and theegilikewdesign choices.

20The code is available @it tp: //enas.gforge.inria.fr/classGibbsPotential.html
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3.1 Choosing a model: rate, coincidence, spiking pattern ahmore.
3.1.1 The meaning of monomials.

In order to understand the power of representation of thpgeed formalism, let us
start reviewing a few elements discussed at a more theakdtieel in the previous
section.

We start with a potential limited to a unique monomial.

o If ¢ = w(0), its related average value measures the firing probabilifiriag
rate of neuroni;

o If Y(w)=w(0) w;j(0), we now measure the probability of spikes coincidence for
neuronj andi, as pointed out at the biological level by, e[q,|[28] and ¢gved
by [66];

o If Y(w)=w(T)w;(0), we measure the probability of the event “neuidires
and neuron fires T time step later” (or sooner according to the signriifin
this case the average value prov@hecross-correlatiorfor a delayr and the
auto-correlation for = j;

o A step further, if, sayp(w) = w(0)w;(0)w;(1), we now take into account
triplets of spikes in a specific pattern (i.e. one spike fraganoni coinciding
with two successive spikes from neurpin

These examples illustrate the notion of “design choiceg:fitst step of the method
being to choose the “question to ask”, i.e. what is to be aleskover the data. In this
framework, this translates in: “choosing the form of thegudial”. Let us enumerate a
few important examples.

3.1.2 Taking only rate or synchronization into account: Benoulli and Ising po-
tentials.

Rate potential are range-1 potentials, as defined beforeh Bwdels are not very
interesting as such, but have two applications: they ard tsealibrate and study
some numerical properties of the present methods, and tkeglso used to compare
the obtained conditional entropy with more sophisticatediats.

Ising potentials have been introduced by Schneidman arddbowhtors in[[6/7],
taking rate and synchronization of neurons pairs, as didies.g. [28]. This form is
justified by the authors using the Jaynes argument.

Let us now consider potentials not yet studied, up to our kestledge, in the
present literature.

3.1.3 Taking rate and correlations into account: RPTDK potentials.

This is a key example for the present study. On one hand, tbeept algorithmic
was developed to take not only Bernoulli or Ising-like pdigninto account, but a

21substracting the firing rates bandj.
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large class of statistical model, includinggeneral second order modéledundant
monomial being eliminated), i.e. taking ratjto-correlation(parametrized bw;;)
andcross-correlation(parametrized by;j ;) into account.

Being able to consider such type of model is an importantlehgé, because it
provides a tool to analyze not only synchronization betwesirons, but more general
temporal relations (see e.@. [23] 28, 6] for important aqgtions).

Let us now turn to a specific example related to the neuronslark dynamic
analysis.

3.1.4 Taking plasticity into account: “STDP” potentials

In [12] we considered Integrate-and-Fire neural networkk ®pike-Time Dependent
Plasticity of type:

T+Ts
rdvv.,+— Z z f(u)w(t+u) (34)

u=—Ts

W’_e

whereW; is the synaptic weight from neurgrto neuron, —1 < rq < 0 a term corre-
sponding to passive LTO;, a large time, corresponding to averaging spike activity for
the synaptic weights update, and,

A,e%, x<0, A_<Q0;
fX)=< Ae™, x>0, A, >0;
0, x=0;

with A_ < 0 andA; > 0, is the STDP function as derived by Bi and Pbb [4]. The

shape off has been obtained from statistical extrapolations of empertal data.

Ts d_Emea>(r+, _) is a characteristic time scale. We argued that this synamight

adaptation rule produces, when it has converged, spikestdistributed according to
a Gibbs distribution with potential:

N—-1N-1

_ii,\i“) 0) + Z} Z))\” u:Ts (U) e (0)w; (). (35)

When considering a large number of neurons, it becomesultffic compute and
check numerically this joint probability over the whole pgtion. Here, we propose
to consider a subse¥s of Ns < N neurons. In this case, the effects of the rest of
the population can be written as a bulk term modulating thézidual firing rates and
correlations of the observed population, leading to a nmatgiotential of the form:

, N-1
Yo w=3 A w0+ > AP z fUw(Owi(u).  (36)
,jeEZ0 |=

ie P u=—Ts

Here, the potential is a function of both past and future.myde way to embed this
potential in our framework, is to shift the time by an amounigH using the stationarity
assumption.
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3.1.5 The general case: Typical number of observed neurongad statistics range.

The previous piece of theory allows us to take any statistfamngeR, among any
set ofN neurons into account. At the numerical level, the situaisomot that simple,
since it appears, as detailed in the two next sections, thtét the memory storage
and computation load are @(2\R), except if the grammar is very restrictive, and the
possible spike pattern blocks very sparse. Hopefully, wgaimg to see that estimation
algorithms are rather efficient, thus do not lead to a conityiéarger thanO(2NR).

It is clear that the present limitation istrinsic to the problem, since we have
at least for a statistics of rang®, to count the number of occurrences of blocks of
N neurons of sizeR, and there are (at most)'? of them. Fastest implementations
must be based on thgartial observation of only a subset of, e.g., the most preeminent
occurrences.

Quantitatively, we consider “small” values NfandR, typically a number of neu-
rons equal toN € {1,~ 8}, and Markov chain of rangR = {1,~ 16}, in order to
manipulate quantities of dimensidh< 8, andR < 16, and such that(R+ 1) < 18.

3.2 Computing the empirical measure: prefix-tree construdbn.

For one sample{” = 1),the empirical probability (25) of the bIo¢k>][D ,—D<t<0
is given by t
#lo]_
(o] p) = ="
thus obtained counting the number of occurrenf@|¥#,,—D <t < 0 of the block
[w]' 5 in the sequenc{m](lT. Since we assume that dynamics is stationary we have,

™ ([w]' ) = T (w5 ).

We observe that the data structure size has to be of @@\R) (lower if the dis-
tribution is sparse), but does not depend3 o®ince many distributions are sparse (not
all blocks occur, because the distribution is constrained grammar), it is important
to use a sparse data structure, without storing explicltghs of occurence zero.

Furthermore, we have to study the distribution at severgjesR and it is important
to be able to factorize these operations. This means cayittione pass, and in a
unique data structure, block occurrences of differenteang

The chosen data structure is a tree of dépth1 and degree™ The nodes at
depthD count the number of occurrences of each bI{m}&DH, of length up toD <
R+ 124 Itis known (see, e.g/ [29] for a formal introduction) thiais is a suitable data
structure (faster to construct and to scan than hash-tdblaastance) in this context.
It allows to maintain a computation time of ord®(T R), which does not depends on
the structure size.

3.2.1 The prefix-tree algorithm.

Since we use such structure in a rather non-standard wayarechpo other authors,
e.g. [29] 26], we detail the method here.

22The code is available @it tp: //enas.gforge.inria.fr/classSuffixTree.html.
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We consider a spike traiw?T, where time is negative. The prefix-tree data struc-
ture for the present estimation procedure is constructedtively.

1. Each spiking pattern at timiecw(t), is encoded by an integer(t).

2. This given, before any symbol has been received, we sttrtthe empty tree
consisting only of the root.

3. Then suppose forD <t < 0 that the tree?([w]thl) represent$w]th1. One
obtains the tree7 ([w]' ) as follows:

(a) One starts from the root and takes branches correspptalthe observed
symbolsw(t —D+1), ---, w(t).

(b) If ones reaches a leaf before termination, one repldig$eaf by an inter-
nal node and extends on the tree.

(c) Each node or leaf has a counter incremented at each atlmessounting
the number of occurrenceld]' ,, —D < t < 0 of the block[w]' ; in the

sequenc@w]gT.

The present data structure not only allows us to perform thpirical measure
estimation over a period of timE, but can also obviously be used to aggregate several
experimental periods of observation. It is sufficient to all@bservations to the same
data structure.

3.2.2 Generalization to a sliding window.

Though we restrict ourselves to stationary statistics éngtesent work, it is clear that
the present mechanism can be easily generalized to thesemafynon-stationary data
set, using a sliding window considering the empirical measu [t,t + T|, then[t +
1,t+14TJ, etc.. This is implemented in the present data structurérbylg counting

the block occurrences observed at titnend adding the block occurrences observed
at time T, yielding a minimal computation load. The available impétation has
already this functionality (see sectiion 413.5 for an exahpl

3.3 Performing the parametric estimation

In a nutshell, the parametric estimation reduces to minimgig1), by calculating the
topological pressur®(y) = P(A) using [14) and the related theorem. The process
decomposes into the following steps.

3.3.1 Potential eigen-elements calculation.

It has been shown in the theoretical section that the Rirdlgen-Frobenius operator
eigen-elements allows one to derive all characteristiagh®fprobability distribution.
Let us now describe at the algorithmic level how to perforesthderivations.
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1. The first step is to calculate the right-eigenvedt@p)) of the L(¢) operator,
associated to the highest eigenvalue, using a standard-pogtbod series:

sV = L(g)v Y|
vin = g_}])L(w)v<nfl>

wherev(" is then-th iterate of an initial vector(®) ands™ is then-th iterate
of an initial real values®. With this method the paifs™,v(") converges to
(s(g),b(y))) as soon as'? is not orthogonal t()). In our case, after some
numerical tests, it appeared a good choice to either(8eto an uniform value,
or to use the previous estimated valueb6f))), if available. This last choice is
going to speed up the subsequent steps of the estimatiorithfgo

The key point, in this iterative calculation, is thaty) is (hopefully) a sparse
2NR« 2NRmatrix, as outlined in the section 2.B.1. As a consequericalating
L()vis aO(2V+NR) < O(22NR) gperation, making explicit the grammar in the
implementation.

The required precision ofs(y),b({))) must be very high, for the subsequent
steps to be valid, even if the eigenvector dimension is hiige ¢qual to 2'R),
therefore the iteration must be run down to the smallestoregtde precision
level (10-2%in the present implementation).

We have experimented that between 10 to 200 iterations quéreel for an initial
uniform step in order to attain the required precision {iét< 2..20), while less
than 10 iterations are sufficient when starting with a presip estimated value.

From this 1st step we immediately calculate:

(a) The topological pressuR( () = log(s(y)).

(b) The normalized potenti&,, (this normalized potential is also stored in a
look-up table). This gives us the transition matrix, whi@nde used to
generate spike trains distributed according the Gibbsiloigion 1, and
used as benchmarks in the secfion 4.

2. The second step is to calculate the left eigenvetiap), this calculation having
exactly the same characteristics asbiow)).

From this 2nd step one immediately calculates:

(a) The Gibbs probability of a bloak given by [15), from which probabilities
of any block can be computed (section 21.3.7).

(b) The theoretical value of the observables avegage ), as given in[(16).
(c) The theoretical value of the distribution entrdpﬁyw], as given in[(1B).

After both steps, we obtain all useful quantities regardivggrelated Gibbs dis-
tribution: probability measure, observable value predigtentropy. These algo-
rithmic loops are direct applications of the previous piettneory and show the
profound interest of the proposed framework: given a Gikdtential, all other
elements can be derived directly.
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3.3.2 Estimating the potential parameters.

The final step of the estimation procedure is to find the pararsa such that the
Gibbs measure fits at best with the empirical measure. We dliagassed why mini-
mizing (27) is the best choice in this context. Sim¢a(™)) is a constant with respect
to A, it is equivalent to minimizé (P,] eq. [29), whereuy (@) is given by [16. Equiv-

alently, we are looking for a Gibbs distributiry, such thatﬁp “'* =" (q) which
expresses that'T) is tangent td® at Y, [38].

3.3.3 Matching theoretical and empirical observable valus.

As pointed out in the theoretical part, the goal of the ediimmais indeed to find the
parameterd for which theoretical and empirical observable values maite impor-
tant point is that this is exactly what is performed by thegmged method: minimizing
the criterion until a minimum is reached, i.e. until the gead vanishes corresponding
to a point whereuy (@) = nm(qq), thus where theoretical and empirical observable
values are equal. Furthermore, this variational approaatigies an effective method
to numerically obtain the expected result.

At the implementation level, the quantities™) (@) are the empirical averages of
the observables, i.e. the observable averages computdteqrdfix tree. They are
computed once from the prefix tree. For a giveriP(A) is given by step 1.a of the pre-
vious calculation, whilg, (@) is given by the step 2.b. Itis thus now straightforvérd
to delegate the minimization of this criterion to any stamdzowerful non-linear min-
imization routine.

We have implemented such a mechanism using th@i&?lplementation of non-
linear minimization methods. We have also made availal#eGBL implementation
of the simplex algorithm of Nelder and Mead which does nouiegthe explicit com-
putation of a gradient like in eq[_(R9). This alternative ssially less efficient than the
previous methods, except in situations, discussed in theseetion, where we are at
the limit of the numerical stability. In such a case the siexghethod is still working,
whereas other methods fail.

23Considering a simple gradient scheme, there is alwagfs>a0, small enough for the seri(iké,< andh¥,
defined by:

kt1 k oh
Al )\ T

(A
0< hk+l < bk
to converge, as a bounded decreasing series, since:2
=i e |8 o).

2AThe GSLhttp://www.gnu.org/software/gsl mult-dimensional minimization algorithms
taking the criteria derivatives into account used here ésRketcher-Reeves conjugate gradient algorithm,
while other methods such as the Polak-Ribiere conjugatdigmaalgorithm, and the Broyden-Fletcher-
Goldfarb-Shannon quasi-Newton method appeared to beflésierd (in precision and computation times)
on the benchmarks proposed in the result section. Anywayavhilable codettp://enas.gforge.
inria.fr/classIterativeSolver.htmlallows usto consider these three alternatives, thus allow-
ing to tune the algorithm to different data sets.
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3.3.4 Measuring the precision of the estimation.

Once the quantith [] = P[w] — ") () (eq. [29)) has been minimized the Kullback-
Leibler divergenced(ri™), uy) = h[y] — h(r™)) determines a notion of “distance”
between the empirical measur®’) and the statistical modely. Though it is not
necessary to computr’), y) for the comparison of two statistical modelg, Ly,
the knowledge ofl (1T, My ), even approximate, is a precious indication of the method
precision. This however requires the computatioh(@f™)).

Though the numerical estimation ofri{™)) is a far from obvious subject, we have
implemented the entropy estimation using definitions (3) @). In order to interpo-
late the limit [4), we have adapted an interpolation methmothf{29] and used the fol-
lowing interpolation formula. Denote by 7")(" the entropy estimated from a raster
plot of lengthT, considering cylinders of siza. We use the interpolation formula
h(r™)™ ~ h= + X whereh k,c > 0 are free parameters, witifri™)(™ — h™, as
n— +oo. The interpolation formula has been estimated in the lepsire sense, cal-
culatingh(r™)(™ on the prefix-tree. The formula is linear with respechtoandk,
thus has a closed-form solution with respect to these twiahis. Since the formula
is non-linear with respect tg an iterative estimation mechanism is implemented.

3.4 Design choices: genesis of the algorithm.

Let us now discuss in details the design choices behind thgoged algorithm.

The fact that we have an implementation able to efficientl eéth higher-order
dynamics is the result of computational choices and vatidat important to report
here, in order for subsequent contributor to have the beuiefiis part of the work.

3.4.1 Main properties of the algorithm.

Convexity. As indicated in the sectidn 2.4.4 there is a unique minimuthetriterion.
However, if €Y contains monomials which are not iy, the procedure converges
but there is an indeterminacy in tigs corresponding to exogenous monomials. The
solution is not unique, there is a subspace of equivalentisok. The rank of the
topological pressure Hessian is an indicator of such a degémcase. Note that these
different situations are not inherent to our proceduretdtite principle of finding an
hidden probability by maximizing the statistical entropyder constraints, when the
full set of constraints is not knowh [21].

Finite sample effects.As indicated in the sectidn 2.4.5 the estimations cruciddy
pend onT. This is a central problem, not inherent to our approachdatltstatistical
methods where one tries to extract statistical propert@®s fiinite empirical sample.
SinceT can be small in practical experiments, this problem can tmigivented by
using an average over several samples. In the present tbgnamic formalism it is
possible to have an estimation of the size of fluctuationsfas@ion of the potential,
using the central limit theorem and the fact that the vaeaofcfluctuations is given
by the second derivative of the topological pressure. This further statistical test
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where the empirical variance can be easily measured andaredhpo the theoretical
predictions.

Numerical stability of the method. Two factors limitate the stability of the method,
from a numerical point of view.

The first factor is that the RPF operator is a function of éixponentialof the
potentialyy = 3, A @. As a consequence, positive or negative valuey gfeld huge
or vanishing value ok, and numerical instabilities easily occurs.

However, though numerical instabilities are unavoidathle good news is that they
are easily detected, because we have introduced a ratgerder of numerical tests in
the code:

1. Negligible values (typically lower than 16) are set to zero, implicitly assuming
that they correspond to hidden transition in the grammar.

2. Huge value (typically higher than 40generate a warning in the code.

3. Several coherent tests regarding the calculation of fPE &gen-elements are
implemented: we test that the highest eigenvalue is pesfti¢ expected from
the RPF theorem), and that the left and right RPF relatedneamors yield
equal eigenvalues, as expected; we also detect that thepogthod iterations
converge in less than a maximal number of iteration (typicat®). We never
found this spurious condition during our numerical testsheW’V computing the
normalized potential[{19), we verify that the right eigelmeais 1 up to some
precision, and check that the normal potential is numdyicgadrmalized (i.e.
that the sum of probabilities is indeed 1, up to some “ep¥jlon

In other words, we have been able to use all what the piecesofytdeveloped in the
previous section makes available, to verify that the nucag¢gstimation is valid.

The second factor of numerical imprecision is the fact tbatesterms\; ¢ may be
negligible with respect to others, so that the numericaiegton of the smaller terms
becomes unstable with respect to the imprecision of theenighes. This has been
extensively experimented, as reported in the next section.

Relation with entropy estimation. The construction of a prefix-tree is also the basis
of efficient entropy estimation methods [29] 68]. See [28]d@omparative about en-
tropy estimation of one neuron spike train (binary time esri Authors numerically
observed that the context-tree weighting methods [42]éa $e provide the most accu-
rate results. This, because it partially avoids the fadtubang small word-lengths fails
to detect longer-range structure in the data, while witlgmword-lengths the empir-
ical distribution is severely under-sampled, leading tgédabiases. This statement is
weaken by the fact that the method frdml[68] is not directbted in [26], although a
similar prefix-tree method has been investigated.

However the previous results are restrained to relativeopptestimation of “one
neuron” whereas the analysis of entropy ajraup of neuronss targeted if we want
to better investigate the neural code. In this case [68]rectly generalizable to non-
binary (thus multi-neurons) spike trains, whereas theedrttee methods seems in-
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trinsically limited to binary spike-trainsg [42], and the marical efficiency of these
methods is still to be studied at this level.

Here, we can propose an estimation for the KS-entropy fron{l). Clearly, we
compute here the entropy of a Gibbs statistical megeivhile methods above try to
compute this entropy from the raster plot. Thus, we do natestiiis delicate problem,
but instead, propose a method to benchmark these methodsdster plots obeying a
Gibbs statistics, where the Gibbs distribution approaahbsst the empirical measures
obtained from experiments.

3.4.2 Key aspects of the numerical implementation.

Estimating the grammar from the empirical measure.

The grammar defined ifi(IL3) is implemented as a Boolean virtered byw and
estimated by observing, in a prefix-tree of depth at I&astl, whose block:{;oo]‘in1
occur at least once (allowed transition). We make therefiere the (unavoidable)
approximation that unobserved blocks correspond to fodadwords (actually, our
implementation allows to consider that a block is forbid#fendoes not appear more
than a certain threshold value). There is however, unles®g imformation about the
distribution is available, no better choice. The presepi@mentation allows us to take
into account such a priori information, for instance redatie global time constraints
on the network dynamics, such as the refractory period. $2kfpr an extended
discussion.

Potential values tabulation.

Since the implementation is anyway costly in terms of mengirg, we have
choosen to pay this cost but obtaining the maximal benefitasfd we used as much as
possible tabulation mechanisms (look-up tables) in ordenihimize the calculation
load. All tabulations are based on the following binary rixatr

Q c {07 :I_}L><2NR7

with Qjw = qq([w](lR), wherew is given by [ID). Q is the matrix of all monomial
values, entirely defined by the choice of the parameter déimesN, R andD. It
corresponds to a “look-up table” of each monomial valuesrwneencodes[w]gR.
Thus the potential{6) writegiy = (QA)w. We thus store the potential exponential
values as a vector and get values using a look-up table mschaspeeding-up all
subsequent computations.

This allows to minimize the number of operations in the pt&migen-elements
calculation.

3.4.3 Appendix: About other estimation alternatives.

Though what is proposed here corresponds, up to our bestl&dge; to the best we
can do to estimate a Gibbs parametric distribution in thegmecontext, this is obvi-
ously not the only way to do it, and we have rejected a few ogliternatives, which
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appeared less suitable. For the completeness of the paéisantit is important to
briefly discuss these issues.

Avoiding RPF right eigen-element’s calculation.In the previous estimation, at each
step, we have to calculate step 1 of the RPF eigen-elemeantisation for the criterion
value calculation and step 2 of the RPF eigen-element'vakgsn for the criterion
gradient calculation. These are a cogi2N*NR) operations.

One idea is to avoid step 2 and compute the criterion gradiemnterically. We

have explored this track: we have caIcuIag}j: % for several order of

magnitude, but always found a poorer convergence (moiberand a biased result)
compared to using the closed-form formula. In fact, eaataiten is not faster, since
we have to calculaté at two points thus, to apply step 1, at least two times. This
variant is thus to be rejected.

Anotheridea is to use a minimization method which does reptire the calculation
of the gradient: we have experimented this alternativeguie simplex minimization
method, instead of the conjugate gradient method, and Hasereed that both meth-
ods correctly converge towards a precise solution in mastg;awvhile the conjugate
gradient method is faster. However, there are some caskdaxife range potential,
or at the limit of the numerical stability where the simplertimod may still converge,
while the other does not.

Using a simple Gibbs form.Using the Gibbs form

ekt .
Py W W] = ———, With Zy= 5 eZk
Zn

whereZ, is a constant, could provide an approximation of the righthiSidistribution
and of the topological pressure, avoiding the power-meittednal loop. Furthermore,
instead of a costlp(2N+NR) gperation, calculating, (and derivatives) would require

a simple scan of the prefix-tree (since values are calcultedch step weighted by
the empirical measure values) thD&2\R) operations. This apparent gain is unfortu-
nately impaired since the amount of calculation is in fatheaheavy. Moreover, as
widely commented on section 2, the result is biased wittoa negligibleadditional
bias increasing with the rangof the potential. Finally, it has been observed as being
slower than for the basic method.

About analytical estimation of the RPF eigen-element’sThe costly part of the RPF
eigen-element’s computation is the estimation of the hgleggenvalue. It is well-
known that if the size of the potential is lower than five, thare closed-form solutions,
because this problem corresponds to finding the root of teead@r characteristic poly-
nomial. In fact, we are going to use this nice fact to crodidate our method in the
next section. However, except for toy’s potentials (withi2: 5 < NR< 2 ), there is
no chance that we can not do better thamericallycalculating the highest eigenvalue.
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And the power method is known as the most powerful way to do the general case.
We thus have likely optimal choices at this stage.

Using other approximations of the KL-divergence criterion. Let us now discuss
another class of variants: the proposed KL-divergencerait in [22) and its empirical
instantiation in[(2l7) are not the only one numerical cridarthat can be proposed in
order to estimate the Gibbs distribution parameters. Riairce, we have numerically
explored approximation of the KL-divergence of the form:

R an -~ v([ew)pt
d(v,u)zn;% 5 v (1wl *)log “(([w];l% ,

[wlg *

and have obtained coherent results @gr= 1), but not quantitatively better than what
is observed by the basic estimation method, at least forehefperformed numerical
tests.

All these variants correspond to taking into account theeskimd of criterion, but
some other weighted evaluations of the empirical averagkeobbservable. There is
no reason to use it unless some specific a priori informatiothe empirical distribu-
tion is available.

Another interesting track is to use {19) which allows us tieva KL-divergence
criterion, not on the probability block, but on the condita probability block, as pro-
posed in[[14, 15] in a different context. We have considehésl dption. However a
straightforward derivation allows one to verify, that timisfact corresponds the same
class of criterion but with a different empirical obsenablerage estimation. At the
numerical level, we did not observe any noticeable imprasmem

Using score matching based estimationiVe are here in a situation where we have to
estimate a parametric statistical distribution, whossetsform is given up to a scale
factorZ,. Such model contains a normalization constant whose catipantmay be
considered as too difficult for practical purposes, as ihésdase for some maximum
likelihood estimations. Score-matching methads [32] arsell on the gradient of the
log-density with respect to the data vector, in which thenmalization constant is elim-
inated. However, the estimation criterion is no more thed@ergence, and there is no
guaranty that the obtained solution is not biased with retdpea well-defined statisti-
cal quantity. As such it is another candidate to estimatéd&distribution. However,
thanks to the eigen decomposition of the RPF operator, wetioaed to use this trick,
since we obtain a tractable calculation of the normalizationstant at each step of the
estimation and can minimize a well-defined criterion, appse®d in this paper.

We have numerically checked such modification of the cadtein which we do
not consider the KL-divergence criterion, but tia¢io between two conditional prob-
abilities, as defined i (19). Considering this ratio alldavliminate the scale factor
Zn. This is the same spirit as score matching based estimatiorg precisely, it corre-
sponds to a discrete form of it, where the gradient of thedegsity is replaced by finite
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difference. We have obtain correct results for simple foahgotential, but have ex-
perimented that the method is numerically less robust tisargithe unbiased method
developed in this paper. This confirms that using the eiggreohposition of the RPF
operator, is the key for numerically stable estimationsuahsparametric statistics.

Estimation in the case of a normalized potential.In the case where the potential
is normalized, the criteriori (29) is a simple linear cribexj thus unbounded and its
minimization is meaningless. In this singular case, itshgious to propose another
criterion for the estimation of the parameters. A simpleicéas to simply propose
that the theoretical likelihood of the measure matches stienated one, in théeast
square senseThis has been integrated in the available code.

4 Results

4.1 Basic tests: validating the method
4.1.1 Method

Knowing the potentialp, it is easy to generate a spike train of lengdthdistributed
according tauy, using the Chapman-Kolmogorov equatidns (20). Thus, we ban-
sidered several examples of Gibbs potentials, whereirgidrom a sample raster plot
[w]‘iT distributed according tg,, we use our algorithm to recover the right form of

W

Given a potential of rangB-of the parametric forni {6) and a number of neurbins
we apply the following method:

1. Randomly choosing the parameter’s valdgd = 1...L of the Gibbs potential;
2. Generating a spike train realization of length
3. From these values re-estimating a Gibbs potential:

(a) Counting the block occurrences, thus the probabilitiésfrom the prefix-
tree,
(b) Minimizing (29), givenr'™), as implemented by the proposed algorithm.

(c) Evaluating the precision of the estimation as discugs#ie previous sec-
tion.

In the previous method, there is a way to simulate “infinif"= +o) sequences,
by skipping step 2., and filling the prefix-tree in step 3.&diy by the exact probabil-
ity py(w) of the blocksw.

At afirst glance, this loop seems to be a “tautology” since avestimate the Gibbs

potential parameters from a one-to-one numerical procklgsvever, this is not the
case for three reasons:
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1. ForT = 4o using the same potential for the prefix-tree generation anthi
parameters estimation, must yield the same result)pt the computer numer-
ical precision This has to be controlled due to the non-linear minimizatimp
in huge dimension. This is obviously also a way to check thatdode has no
mistake.

2. ForT < +oo using the same potential allows us to study the numericalipre
sion of the estimation in the realistic situation of finiteesidata set, providing
guantitative estimations about the truncation effectstexpected.

3. Using different potentials between simulated data geimer and the parameters
value estimation allows us to study numerically to whicheexis we can only
correctly estimate the parameter’s values, even if huge gégtors are involved.
Quantitative errors are obtained. We can also perform casgrabetween dif-
ferent statistical models, as detailed in the sequel.

4.1.2 Anillustrative example to understand what the algorihm calculates

Let us start with very simple example, for which we can makglieit what the al-
gorithm calculates, thus helping the reader to understarggfails what the output
is.

We consider a situation where the numhesf parameterg, is known (only the
values of theA|’'s are unknown). We start from rather basic examples and ithen
crease their complexity. In the first examples analyticgregsion for the topological
pressure, entropy, RPF eigen-vectors and invariant measeravailable. Thus we
can check that we re-obtain, from the estimation methodretated values up to the
numerical imprecision.

One neuron and range2. Here ((w) = A1 ap(0) + A2 an(0) ap(1). We obtain ana-
Iytically:
14+B++/(1-B)2+4A

() = ———,
P(y) = logs(y),
(b(¢) = (Ls(¢)—-1AB(s(Y) —%)7)
b("p)> = (S(W)_Bvs(w)_Ba 17 1) B
Ilw = W;}FA—,B(S(QU) _BaAaAa B(S(LIJ) _1))7 ’
hlug] = log(s(y))— Alaai,\‘f) — A2 ﬁ;&?
r _ ABEW)-D
S 0°
C = SurAE

with A= el = e¥10 B = el1742 — g¥11 and whereT denotes the transpose. We remind
that the index vector encodes spike blocs by &gl (10). Thesfirist index (0) corre-
sponds to the bloc 00, 1 to 01, 2 to 10 and 3 torlik.the firing rateC the probability
that the neuron fires two successive time steps. This is omaguthe few models for
which a closed-form solution is available.
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The following numerical verifications have been conductAdsimulated prefix-
tree whose nodes and values has been generated [5ing (6)iwitHog(2),A, =
log(2)/2. We have run the estimation program &% and have obtained the right
values with a precision better than£0 We also obtain a precision better tharr 0
for s(¢),r,C,h [uw]. This first test simply states that the code has no mistake.

A step further, we have used this simple potential to inga$é to which extends
we can detect if the model is of range-1 (i.e. with= 0) or range-2 (i.e. with a non-
negligible value ofA,). To this purpose, we have generated a range-2 potential and
have performed its estimation using a range-1 and a rangeehtal, comparing the
entropy difference (Fid. 4.1.2).

As expected the difference is zero for a range-2 model when 0, and this dif-
ference increases withp. Less obvious is the fact that curves saturate for high walue
of A2. Indeed, because of the exponential function, high valdes gield huge or
vanishing values of the RPF operator, thus numerical iigtab. This instability is
detected by our algorithm. Note that valuesiofarger than 10 in absolute value have
little sense from a statistical analysis of spike trainspective.

Figure 1. Entropy difference, usingh, defined in [ZP), between the estimations of a range-
1 and a range-2 model. The range-2 model writgs= —A1a0(0) — A2ap(0) ap(1) for Ap =
{—1 (black), —0.5 (brown),—0.2 (red),—0.1 (orange,0 (green, 1 (blue),2 (Magenta}. Az is a free pa-
rameter, in abscissa of this curve. The range-1 correspongs= 0.

We also have generated a range-1 potential and have peddsestimation, using
arange-1versus arange-2 model, and found always thatiasigg-2 model is as good
as using a model of range-1 (not shown).

Two neurons and range2 (Ising). Herey(w) = A1 w1 (0) + A2 ap(0) + Az w1 (0) a(0).
The largest eigenvalue of the RPF operataZ is s(¢/) = A+ B+ C+D, with A=
1,B =M ,C = ¢e’2,D = ¢1t%2+% and the topological pressure is kg). Here the
Gibbs distribution has the classical form. We still obtaimerical precision better
than 1074, for standard values df, e.g.,A1 = 1, A, = l0g(2),A3 = log(2) /2.
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Two neurons and pattern of spikes. A step further, we have considergd w) =

A101(0) +A2w2(0) +Azwr (0) wp(1) wi(2), andy(w) = A1 wi(0) + A2 wp(0) + Az (0) w2(1) w2(2) w3(3),
for random values drawn ih—1,0], i.e., considering the statistical identification of

spike patternsWe still obtain numerical precision better thar #0for these standard

values ofA, though the precision decreases with the number of degféesedom, as

expected, while it increases with the observation timesTéinvestigated in details in

the remainder of this section.

When considering larger neurdhand rangeRthe main obstacle toward analytical
results is the Galois theorem which prevent a general mefimothe determination
of the largest eigenvalue of the RPF operator. Thereforepmiye provide numerical
results obtained for more general potentials.

4.1.3 Gibbs potential precision paradigm: several neuronand various ranges.

In order to evaluate the numerical precision of the methaalhave run the previous
benchmark considering potentials with all monomial of @egless or equal to 1, and
less or equal to 2, at a various ranges, with various numifengurons. Here we
have choseT = +o and used the same potential for the prefix-tree generatidn an
for the parameters value estimation. The computation téweported in Tablel1 and
the numerical precision in Tablé 2, fofR < 16. This benchmark allows us to verify
that there is no “surprise” at the implementation level: pomation time increases in a
supra-linear way with the potential size, but, thanks todhesen estimation method,
remains tractable in the size range compatible with aviglatemory size. This is
the best we can expect, considering the intrinsic numecimaiplexity of the method.
Similarly, we observe that while the numerical precisiooréases when considering
large size potential, the method remains stable. Herehastbeen conducted using the
standard 64-bits arithmetic, while the present implent@maan easily be recompiled
using higher numerical resolution (e.g. “long double”)afjuired.

A step further, this benchmark has been used to explore ffexatit variants of
the estimation method discussed in the previous sectiaridisng some RPF eigen-
element’s calculation, using other approximations of thedfvergence criterion, ..)
and fix the details of the proposed method.
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Table 1:Cpu-time order of magnitude in secongs{ng Pentium M 750 1.86 GHz, 512Mo of mem-

ory), for the estimation of a potential with all monomial of degress or equal to 1, fg¥; and less or equal

S0 A @ (0) + 315 S5 T r A (0)wy (1)) at
a rangeR = 2T+ 1 with N neurons. We clearly observe the exponential increase afdhmputation time.

to 2, for y,, (i.e., Y1 (w)

=3sN A @(0), Yy(w) =

Note that the present implementation is not bounded by thgotation time, but simply by the exponential
increase of the memory size.

Y1 | R=1 R=2 R=4 R=8 R=16 ¢, | R=1 R=2 R=4 R=8 R=16
N=1 | 2.0e-06 3.0e-06 8.0e-06 7.8e-05 2.9e-0IN=1 | 4.5e-16 4.0e-06 4.0e-06 7.2e-04 3.7e-02
N=2 | 4.0e-06 1.0e-06 3.0e-05 6.7e-02 N=2 | 3.0e-06 5.0e-06 4.0e-04 1.1e+00
N=4 | 1.3e-05 3.8e-05 8.3e-02 N=4 | 1.9e-05 1.2e-03 3.6e+00
N=8 | 2.4e-03 3.2e-01 N=8 | 6.6e-03 6.2e-01

Table 2: Numerical precision of the method _using synthetic datattierestimation ofy; and,, at a

rangeR with N neurons. The Euclidean distande— )\\ between the estimated parameter's valuand the

true parameter’s valug is reported here, when thg’s are randomly drawn ifi-1,1]. We clearly observe

the error increase, but the method remaining numericadlylst
Yy | R=1 R=2 R=4 R=8 R=16 ¢, | R=1 R=2 R=4 R=8 R=16
N=1 | 5.0e-09 2.2e-02 6.3e-03 1.3e-02 6.9e-ON=1 | 1.1e-10 1.9e-02 7.2e-03 4.8e-03 9.2e-02
N=2 | 1.1e-08 1.3e-02 9.2e-03 5.2e-03 N=2 | 1.1e-09 4.8e-03 3.7e-03 2.3e-03
N=4 | 8.0e-09 8.5e-03 6.8e-03 N=4 | 3.7e-08 2.6e-03 5.8e-02
N=8 | 3.8e-08 5.1e-03 N=8 | 6.0e-06 2.4e-02

4.2 More general tests: applying the method

4.2.1 Test framework.

In order to test more general potentials foe= 2 neurons we explicit here the forms

@, 38), ), wherék € N:

Ising: Y(w) =

RPTD—k: ¢(w) =

PTD—

kK:¢(w

A1 (0) +2A2a(0) +

Z/\lwl

i=—k

A101(0) +A20%(0) + Az wi(0) w2(0).

i=k _

i=k

5 A (O)w().

(37)

test 1 (estimation precision). Given a selected potential of forni_{37) we choose
randomly its coefficientd, from an uniform distribution ori—2,0] and we generate

a spike-train of lengtil = 4 x 10%. Then we construct a prefix-tree from a sample
of lengthTy < T (typically To = 107) taken from the generated spike-train. For each

sample of lengtiy we propose a randomly chosen set of “initial guess” coefiisie
used to start the estimation method, distributed accomﬁr}gfo
0.5)x/100), wherex is the initial percentage of bias from the original set of gyert-
ing coefficients andJ [0, 1] is a uniform random variable 0j0,1]. Call A; the values
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obtained after convergence of the algorithm. Results shaiv t

(i) the errorE(|A —/\_||) increases with the range of the potential and it decreases
with To;

(i) the error is independent of the initial bias percentégpe figs 4.2]1);

(iiiy h[y] = P[y]—n")(y) is fairly constant with respect to the lengh(not shown).

Test 2 (Models comparison). We select a potential fornp from those proposed in
(31); we choose randomly its coefficiemtsfrom an uniform distribution inf—2,0];

we generate a spike-train of lengih= 1-10® and we construct the prefix-tree with
the spike-train obtained. Using this prefix-tree we estarthe coef‘ficientsi\ime that
minimizes the KL divergence for several statistical modjgjsproposed in [(37). The
coefficientS/\i"”m andh = P[] — ") (Y, are averaged over 20 samples and error
bars are computed. Results show that :

(i) The 'best’ statistical models (i.e the ones with lowestan value KL divergence)
have the same monomials as the statistical model that gedeta spike-train,
plus, possibly additional monomials. For example, In] (3¥P,TD-1 contains
Ising, and also th&®TD-1 but notPTD-2. We choose the model with the minimal
number of coefficients in agreement with secfion 2.4.4.
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(i) The value of the additional coefficients of an over-eatatd model (corresponding
to monomials absent in the corresponding potential) ar@stimull up to the
numerical error.

(iif) For all the ’best’ suited statistical models (in thense of (i)), the criteriorﬁ[w]
(29) averaged over trials, is fairly equal for these mod@ltaia difference of
orderd ~ 109, and the difference with respect to other types of statistiodels
is at least of 4 orders of magnitude lower. We recall thatpediag to section
[2.4.8, the deviation probability is of order to €xpdT). After estimation from a
raster generated with an Ising model, the ratio of the dievigirobabilities [(3B)
between arsing and aRPTD-1 model is~ n = exp(0.0000115x 10%) , while
between thdsing and thePTD-3 ~ n = exp(0.00072x 10%) meaning that the
PTD-3 provide a worst estimation.

(iv) The predicted probability of words corresponds veryllwegith the empirical
value.

In order to extend the model comparison we introduce thevioiig notations: let
w be a word (encoding a spiking pattern) of lenBtHPs{(w) its mean probability over
trials calculated with the estimated potentid,(w) its mean empirical average over
trials (i.e average of forni{24) including a time averagé and a sample average,
where the samples are contiguous pieces of the raster dhigneg T), anddemgw)
the standard deviation &&mgw). We now describe the comparison methods.

We first use the box-plot methdd [25] which is intended to gieglly depict groups
of numerical data through their 'five-number summaries’ ahmthe smallest obser-
vation (sample minimum), lower quartile (Q1), median (Q®)per quartile (Q3), and
largest observation (sample maximifh) Figure[4.Z1L shows, in log-scale, the box-
plot for the distribution of the quantity defined as:

€(W) = | (Pest(W) — Pemp(W)) / Gemp(W)| (38)

that is taken as a weighted measure of the deviations. Wedumsdered this distri-
bution when it takes into account, either all the words up ¢ivan sizeRmay Or only
the words of that given size. There is no visual differengeRg.x= 7. The results
shows that only models containing the generating potehéaé the lower deviations
value with very similar box. On the other hand a “bad” stat&tmodel shows a much
more extended error distribution .

Finally ax? estimation is computed a& = ﬁ S wE(W)2 whereg(w) is given
by (38). Values are reported in tablés 3, using all words dy trose of sizeRmax
Since the number of words is high, it is clear that the lower ¢hror, the lower the

25 The largest (smallest) observation is obtained using petemdependent bounds, or “fences”, to filter
aberrant uninteresting deviations. C8l= Q3 — Q1 and letk denote the parameter value, usually between
1.0 and 20. Then the bound correspond @3+ kS for the largest observation (and for the smallest one to
Q1—kpB). A point x found above (below) is called “mild-outlier” 3+ k < x < Q3+ 2k (respectively,
Q1—2kB < x < Q3—Kkp) or extreme outlier ik > Q3+ 2k (respectivelyx < Q1 — 2kf3). We have used a
fence coefficienk = 2.0 to look for outliers.
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Figure 5: The box-plot (in log-scale) of the distributions of weigthtdeviations of word’s probability
versus their empirical probability, for several statigtimodels, using a generating potential of the form
(left) RPTD-2 and(right) PTD- 3. Midliers Outliers (see footnofe P5) are shown by red dots extreme
outliers by green dots.

x? estimated value. Note thaf test assumes Gaussian fluctuations about the mean
value, which are satisfied for finite-range Gibbs distribug, as can be easily seen by
expanding the large deviations functipin (32) up to the second order in However,
when comparing two different Gibbs distributions it migletthat the deviations from
the expected value of one Gibbs distribution compared tcetpeected value of the
other Gibbs distribution is well beyond the mean-squardadien of the Gaussian
fluctuations distribution, giving rise to huge coefficients, as we see in the taldlés 3.

4.3 Spike train statistics in a simulated Neural Network

Here we simulate an Integrate-and-Fire neural network @lspgke train statistics is
explicitely and rigorously knowri [11] while effects of sypt& plasticity on statistics

Table 3:x2 coefficient calculated (left) with all words of size< 7; (right) with words of size 7 only. See
text for details.

| Estimating\Generating| RPTD-2 | PTD-3 || Estimating\Generating| RPTD-2 | PTD-3 |
Ising 135.427 415.965 Ising 121.825 347.502
PTD-1 3146.17 564.396 PTD-1 2839.36 468.763
PTD-2 3319.75 290.93 PTD-2 2537.39 229.255
PTD-3 2533.35 | 0.0571905| PTD-3 2053.72 0.057065
RPTD-1 13.9287 274.773 RPTD-1 11.6167 218.458
RPTD-2 0.0607027| 223.516 RPTD-2 0.0605959| 176.598
RPTD-3 0.0556114| 0.0539691| RPTD-3 0.0553242| 0.0541206
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have been studied ih [12].

4.3.1 Network dynamics.

The model is defined as follows. Denote Yythe membrane potential of neuron
andW; the synaptic weight of neurojover neuron, I an external input on neuron

i. Each neuron is submitted to noise, modeled by an additiopat, ogB;(t), with

os > 0 and where thd;i(t)’s are Gaussian, independent, centered random wariable
with variance 1. The network dynamics is given by:

vi<t+1>:yvi<1—zm<t>1>+%vv.jzwja)wlfxwasa(t); i—1..N, (39)
=1

wherey € [0,1] is the leak in this discrete time modegl£ 1 — %). Finally, the func-
tion Z(x) mimics a spike:Z(x) = 1 if x> 6 = 1 and 0 otherwise, wher@ is the
firing threshold. As a consequence, equation (39) implesneath the integrate and
firing regime. It turns out that this time-discretisatiorttoé standard integrate-and-Fire
neuron model, which as discussed in el.g! [33], provides ghrtout realistic approxi-
mation of biological neurons behaviors. Its dynamics hanldally characterized for
og = 0 in [10] while the dynamics with noise is investigated(in][1its links to more
elaborated models closer to biology is discussed in [13].

4.3.2 Exact spike trains statistics.

For og > 0 there is a unique Gibbs distribution in this model, whosteptal is ex-
plicitely known. It is given by:

(40)
u? _ (%)

whereni(x) = - [~ 7 du, w = w L, Ci(w) = 57, Wjx; (@) + 1#4 1

X1 (0) = 3 () V'@ (1), 07(@) = 0FEEL " Finally, T(w) s the last time,

beforet = —1, where neurom has fired, in the sequence (with the convention that
Ti(w) = —oo for the sequences such tha(n) = 0,¥n < 0). This potential has infinite
range but rangR > 1 approximations exist, that consist of replacing- w-2 by oojé

in (40). The KL divergence between the Gibbs measure of tipeoxpmated poten-
tial and the exact measure decays ljke Finite range potentials admit a polynomial
expansion of form{5).

4.3.3 Numerical estimation of spike train statistics

Here we have considered only one example of mddel (39) (memeed simulations
and results will be provided elsewhere). It consists of 4roes, with asparsecon-
nectivity matrix so that there are neurons without synaptieractions. The synaptic
weigths matrix is:
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0 -0568 177 0
By a 16 0 -0.174 0
W_< 0 0.332 0 —0.351 )’
0 141 —0.0602 0

while y=0.1,0g = 0.25,18* = 0.5.

First, one can compute directly the theoretical entropyieihodel using the results
exposed in the previous section: the entropy of the rdRgpproximation, that can be
computed with our formalism, converges exponentially feish R to the entropy of
the infinite range potential. For these parameters, the pi®tio value ish = 0.57.

Then, we generate a raster of length= 10 for the 4 neurons and we compute the
KL divergence between the empirical measure and severahpals including:

e (i) The rangeR approximation of[(40), denotegR. Note thatp® does not
contain all monomials. In particulat,does not have the Ising term (the corre-
sponding coefficient is zero)

(i) A Bernoulli model g®e";

(iii) An Ising model ¢'S;
(iv) A one-time step Ising Markov model (as proposed in [44YfPF 29 ;

(v) A rangeR model containing all monomiatg?''.

Here we can compute the KL divergence since we known the ¢tieal entropy.
The results are presented in the table (4). Note that thematsd KL divergence of
range-1 potentials slightly depend Brsince the RPF operator, and thus the pressure,
depend orR.

Table 4: Kullback-Leibler divergence between the empirical measafra raster generated Hy {39) (See
text for the parameters value) and the Gibbs distributionséveral statistical models.

| (p(R) (pBer (pls (pMEDF (pall

1| 0.379 0.379 0.312 1.211 0.309
2] 0.00883 0.299871 0.256671 0.257068 0.0075
3| -0.001 0.250736 0.215422 0.200534 0.0001

R
R
R

We observe that our procedure recovers the fact that theedapgtential R is
the best to approximate the empirical measure, in the séasét tminimizes the KL
divergence and that it has the minimal number of terp® does as good ag® for
the KL divergence but it contains more monomials whose awmefft (almost) vanish
in the estimation).

260r equivalently, &RPTD-1 from [37)
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4.3.4 Synaptic plasticity.

Here the neural network with dynamics given iy 1(39) has babmgtted to the STDP
rule (33). The goal is to check the validity of the statidticedel given by [(3b),
predicted in[12]. We use spike-trains of length= 10’ from a simulated network
with N = 10 neurons.

Previous numerical explorations of the noiseless aase; 0, have showri [10, 13]
that a network ofN such neurons, with fully connected graph, where synapses ar

taken randomly from a distribution (0, CWZ), whereC is a control parameter, exhibits
generically a dynamics with very large periods in determirsgions of the parameters-
space(y,C). On this basis, we choos®& = 10, y = 0.995 C = 0.2. The external
currentl ¥ in eq. [39) is given by = 0.01 while gg = 0.01. Note that fixing a
sufficiently large average value for this current avoidg@aasion where neurons stops
firing after a certain time (“neural death”).

We register the activity after 4000 steps of adaptation ti€hSTPD rule proposed
in @4). In this context we expect the potential for the whodgulation to be of the
form (38) and for a subset of the population of the form] (3&)efefore, we choose
randomly 2 neurons among thieand we construct from them the prefix-tree. Then, for
the 2 neuron potentials forms froni_({37), we estimate thefoiefts that minimizes
the Kullback-Leibler divergence.The probability of worlsdifferent sizes predicted

by several statistical models froni_{37) versus empiricabpbility mg)(w) obtained
from a spike train and the correspondimgalue of the estimation process for a fixed
pair of neurons are shown on figute (413.4).

Results depicted on figure(4.8.4) show, on one hand, thadttiistics is well fitted
by (38). Moreover, the best statistical models, are thoskidting rate terms (the
differences between their KL value is two orders of magrétsdhaller that within
those not disposing of rate terms). We also note that for thielsywith the smallest
probability values, the potential do not yields a perfectahiang due to finite size
effects (see fig (4.3/4)). Especially, the small number eihes due to low firing rates
of neurons makes more sensitive the relation between tigghef observed sequences
(word size) and the spike-train length necessary to prawvigeod sampling and hence
a reliable empirical probability.

4.3.5 Additional tests: the non-stationary case

Here we present results of the parameter estimation metpplied to a spike train
with statistics governed by a non-stationary statisticatled of range 1, i.e. with time
varying coefficients for rate or synchronization terms. c8ithe generation of spike-
trains corresponding to more general higher time-orderstationary process is not
trivial, these potentials with higher range values will belgzed in a forthcoming
paper.

In the following we use an Ising potential forrh_{37) with tiraarying coefficients
P = (w) = A1(t) wi(0) + Az(t) wp(0) + A3(t) wi(0) awp(0).. The procedure to generate
a non stationary spike-train of lengthis the following. We fix a time dependent
form for the 3 coefficients\(t). From the initial value of the\/s (say at timet) we
compute the invariant measure of the RPF operator. Fromul@giraw a Chapman-
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Fitfrom BMS activity after 4000 STOP steps
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Figure 6: The probability of words of different sizes predicted by esa statistical models from[_(7)

versus empirical probaQiIityvé,T)(w) obtained from a spike train generated by dynanficd (39) 4060
epochs of adaptation.ThHevalue [29) for each fitting model is shown inside the grapffifee potential is a
pair potential of the form[{36). Recall thRPTD Models include firing rates blRTD models do not.
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Kolmogorov equation [{20) with a time dependent RPF operedanputed using the
next coefficient valueg;(t + 1).

With the generated spike-train, we perform the parametanason, but comput-
ing the empirical average over an small fraction of it whichams a time window of
sizeTy = % << T. Then, we slide the observation window and estimate aga&n th
coefficients value. We have verified that estimation procedan recover correctly the
coefficient values, for several types of time dependenawjighed their variations be
not too fast, and that the sliding window size be not too lawifh respect tor. We
present the reconstruction of the parameters with a sidaktime-dependence given
by Ao(t) = 0.4+ 0.3sin(2%-).
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Figure 7: Estimation of coefficients on a Non-Stationary process geted by an Ising model and

sinousoidal time dependenceReal value(black) and estimated parameter with its eraos fgreen) com-
puted over 20 trials. The time shift is= 1 , Window size is fixed 1000, but oscillation period corrasi®
to 2000 (left) and 4000 (right).

5 Discussion and conclusion

5.1 Comparison with existing methods

Let us first summarize the advantages and drawbacks of ohoshebmpared with the
existing ones. For this, we list some keywords in the apgresacised by the commu-
nity and discuss the links with our own work.

e Maximum entropy. The formalism that we use corresponds to a maximum
entropy method but without limitations on the number or tgpeontraints. Ac-
tually, on mathematical grounds, it allows infinitely mampnstraints. Moreover,
we do not need to compute the entropy.
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e Markovian approaches. Our method is based on a Markovian approach where
the memory depth of the Markov chain can be arbitrary lontuglty the formal-
ism that we use allows to theoretically consider processsimnfinite memory,
calledchains with complete connections [43kel[[11] for an application to spike
train statistics). As we developed, the link between thepiidl extracted from
the maximum entropy principle, by fixingd hocobservables, and a Markov
chain is not straightforward, since a potential of this kimdot normalized.

e Monte-Carlo methods. Equation[(Z1L) allows us to generate spike trains Gibbs-
distributed with and arbitrary potential (hon normalizedhe convergence is
ensured by eq.[{14). We emphasize that we do not need to asietaited
balance. Instead, we impose a technical assumption (prityiof the Ruelle-
Perron-Frobenius matrix) which is more general than deddilalance. On the
opposite, if this assumption does not hold then the unidithe Gibbs distribu-
tion is not guarantee and, in this case, the determinati@pié® train statistics
from empirical data becomes even more cumbersome.

e Determining an effective synaptic connectivity between ngons. Interac-
tions between neurons occur via synapses (or gap junctidhis interaction
is not instantaneous, it requires some delay. As a matteaaf &stimating
the synaptic conductances via the spike statistics regjtherefore to consider
time-dependent potentials. Our formalism allows this.db@ining an effective
synaptic connectivity between neurons from spike trairisheithe subject of a
forthcoming paper.

e Boltzmann learning. Our approach can be viewed as “Boltzmann learning”
(as presented e.g. ih [61]) without restrictions on the etars that we learn,
without using a Monte Carlo approach (which assumes ddtaiédance), and
uses a criterion which is strictly convex.

e Performances.At its current implementation level, the proposed methémiad
us to analyze the statistics of small groups (up to 8/12) ofores. The para-
metric statistical potential of Markov processes up to eah6/20 is calculable,
thus considering up to?2 states for the process. The implementation considers
several well-established numerical methods, in order tagpdicable to a large
set of possible data. With respect to the state of the ag,ntt@thod allows us
to consider non-trivial statistics (e.g. beyond rate meadeid even models with
correlation), thus targeting models with complex spiketgrats. This method
is in a sense the next step after Ising models, known as bélega represent
a large but limited part of the encoded information (e.g.} [88]). Another
very important difference with respect to other currenthoes is that we per-
form the explicit variational optimization of a well definepiantity, i.e., the
KL-divergence between the observed and estimated distites The method
proposed here does not rely on Monte Carlo Markov Chain nustoit on a
spectral computation based on the RPF operator, providiact éormula, while
the spectral characteristics are easily obtained frondstamumerical methods.
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The main drawback of our method is thatldes not allow to treat a large num-
ber of neurons and simultaneously a large rangais is due to the evident fact
that the number of monomials combinatorically increasds,&growth. How-
ever, this is not a problem intrinsic to our approach but t@peetric estimations
potentials of the forn{6). We believe that other form of pai& could be more
efficient (seel[1ll] for an example). We also want to emphakiae when con-
sidering Ising like statistics our algorithm lsss performanthan the existing
ones (although improvements in speed and memory capaeitks$hto the use
of parallel computation algorithms remain an open and aatlgveloppement
path), for the simple reason that the latter has been deselapd optimized us-
ing the tremendous results existing in statistical phy$arsspins systems. Their
extensions to models of the general fofh (6) seems rathatiel as suggested
by the nice work in[[44] where extension between the 1-stepkMacase is
already cumbersome.

Mean-field methods. Mean-field methods aim at computing the average value
of observables (“order parameters”) relevant for the attareation of statisti-
cal properties of the system. Typical examples are magtiigtisin ferromag-
netic models (corresponding to rates in spiking neuronsatspcbout more elab-
orated order parameters are known e.g. in spin glassés f4m]reeural net-
works [75]. Those quantities obey equations (usually daffeean-field equa-
tions) which are, in most cases, not explicitely solvableerEfore, approxima-
tions are proposed from the simplest (naive mean-field é&nstto more com-
plex estimations, with significant results developed inr@m of spins systems
(Ising model, Sherrington-Kirckpatrick spin glass modél]). Examples are
the replica method [47], Thouless-Anderson-Palmer eqnatj79], the Plefka
expansion[[77], or more recently e.g. the Sessak-Monaggmoeimation[[70]
(for arecent review on mean-field methods seé [52]). Sinesdéminal paper by
Schneidman and collaboratofs [67] they have also beeneabi spike trains
statistics analysis assuming that neurons dynamics gesesaspike statistics
characterized by a Gibbs distribution with an Ising Hammiém. In their most
common form these methods do not consider dynamics (e.gdmrelations)
and their extension to the time-dependent case (e.g. dgnaedn-field meth-
ods) is far from being straightforward (see elg.] [76/ 755328!] for examples of
such developments). Moreover, exact mean-field equatimhtheir approxima-
tions usually only provide a probability measure at positiNstance to the true
(stationary) probability measure of the system (this distecan be quantified in
the setting of information geometry using e.g. the KL dis@(f]). This is the
case whenever the knowledge of the sought order paramsteos sufficient to
determine the underlying probability.

The present work can, in some sense, be interpreted in thra cfanean-field
approaches. Indeed, we are seeking an hidden Gibbs measuneénave only
information about the average value of ad hoc observabless, Tequatior (17)
is a mean-field equation since it provides the average vdlae observable with
respect to the Gibbs distribution. There are therefosech equations, whete

is the number of monomials in the potentigal Are all these equations relevant
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? If not, which one are sufficient to determine univoquely @ibbs distribu-

tion ? Which are the order parameters ? The method consistipgpviding a

hierarchy of mean-field approximations which starts wite Bernoulli model

(all monomials but the rate terms are replaced by a constdmah Ising (all

monomials but rate and spatial correlations are replacea tgnstant), while
progressively diminishing the KL divergence allows to aasthe question of
the relevant order parameters and can be interpreted asnvib# realm of in-

formation geometry. This hierarchical approach is a ssate cope with the
problem of combinatorial explosion of terms in the potdntiben the number
of neurons or range increases. But the form of potentialweatonsider does
not allow a straightforward application of the methods nitieel from statistical

mechanics of spin systems. As a consequence, we believiashedd of focus-
ing too much on these methods it should be useful to adophiexivased on
large deviations (which actually allows the rigorous futimaof dynamic mean
field methods for spin-glassés [3] and neural netwaorks [8), T his is what the

present formalism offers.

5.2 Conclusion and perspectives

The thermodynamic formalism allows us to provide closearfoalculations of inter-
esting parameters related to spectral properties of thedpeFator. We, for instance,
propose an indirect estimation of the entropy, via an eitgtiemula. We also provide
numbers for the average values of the related observaldbapility measure, etc..
This means that as soon as we obtain the numerical value® @ittbs distribution
up to some numerical precision, all other statistical pa@ns come for free without
additional approximations.

A step further, the non-trivial but very precious virtue loétmethod is that it allows
us to efficiently compare models. We thus not only estimatefitimal parameters of
a model, but can also determine among a set of models whiclelmmthe most rele-
vant. This means, for instance, that we can determine i€eithly rates, or rates and
correlations matters, for a given piece of data. Anothengxa is to detect if a given
spike pattern is significant, with respect to a model notgkhis pattern into account.
The statistical significance mechanism provides numbaeaitsatte clearly different for
models corresponding or not to a given empirical distritrutiproviding also an ab-
solute test about the estimation significance. These elsnpeish the state of the art
regarding statistical analysis of spike train a step furthe

At the present state of the art, the present method is linhiyeithiree bounds.

First of all, the formalism is developed for a stationaryksgirain, i.e. for which
the statistical parameters are constant. This is indeeagslimitation, especially in
order to analyze biological data, though several relatguagrhes consider the same
restrictive framework. This drawback is overcome at twelsvAt the implementation
level we show here how using a sliding estimation window sssliming an adiabatic,
i.e. slowly varying, distribution we still can perform somelevant estimation. In a
nutshell, the method seems still usable and we are now dlyriemestigating this on
both simulated and biological data, this being anotherystudits own. At a more
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theoretical level, we are revisiting the thermodynamigrfalism developed here for
time varying parameters (in a similar way as the so calledrmbgeneous Poisson
process with time varying rates). Though this yields navigtdevelopments beyond
the scope of this work, it seems that we can generalize treeptdormalism in this
direction.

Secondly, the present implementation has been optimizedifose statistical dis-
tributions, i.e., in the case where almost all possibleespimbinations are observed.
Several mechanisms, such as look-up tables, make thisimeplation very fast. How-
ever, if the data is sparse, as it may be the case for biolpgickual implementation
has to be provided using data structure, such as assodiaibles, well adapted to the
fact that only a small amount of possible spike combinatemesobserved. This com-
plementary implementation has been made available andiatall against the present
one. This is going to analyze sparse Markov processes umgenauch higher than
16/20. Again this is not a trivial subject and this aspect nfngsdeveloped in a next
study as well as the applicability of parallel computingeitatives ( e.g. sparse matrix
storage, parallel fast-eigenvalue algorithms, etc.).

Finally, given an assembly of neurons, every statisticalstavailable today pro-
vide only the analysis of the statistics a small subset oferes) and it is known that this
only partially reflects the behavior of the whole populatjd@l]. The present method
for instance, is difficult to generalize to more than 8/10mes because of the incom-
pressible algorithmic complexity of the formalism althygarallel computation tech-
niques might be helpful. However, the barrier is not at thplementation level, but
at the theoretical level, since effective statistical gaheodels (beyond Ising models)
allow for instance to analyze statistically large spikiragtprns such as those observed
in synfire chains[30] or polychronism mechanisms [54]. Thay be the limit of the
present class of approaches, and things are to be thinkiededifly. We believe that
the framework of thermodynamic formalism and links to Stital Physics is still a
relevant source of methods for such challenging perspestiv
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