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Abstract

This chapter first presents a rather personal view of sonfieréift aspects of predictability,
going in crescendo from simple linear systems to high-dsm@ral nonlinear systems with
stochastic forcing, which exhibit emergent propertieshsas phase transitions and regime
shifts. Then, a detailed correspondence between the preraaygy of earthquakes, finan-
cial crashes and epileptic seizures is offered. The predestatistical evidence provides the
substance of a general phase diagram for understandingating faccets of the spatio-temporal
organization of these systems. A key insight is to orgartizeevidence and mechanisms in
terms of two summarizing measures: (i) amplitude of disootéheterogeneity in the system
and (ii) level of coupling or interaction strength among #ystem’s components. On the ba-
sis of the recently identified remarkable correspondentedsn earthquakes and seizures, we
present detailed information on a class of stochastic gmiotesses that has been found to
be particularly powerful in describing earthquake phenoohegy and which, we think, has a
promising future in epileptology. The so-called self-éxgj Hawkes point processes capture
parsimoniously the idea that events can trigger other syant their cascades of interactions
and mutual influence are essential to understand the belailoese systems.

chapter in “Epilepsy: The Intersection of Neuroscienceatiidmatics, and Engineering” ,Taylor & Francis
Group, Ivan Osorio, Mark G. Frei, Hitten Zaveri, Susan Arfieds (2010)

1 A brief classification of predictability

Characterizations of the predictability (or unprediclifi of a system provide useful theoretical
and practical measure of its complexity [9,] 72]. It is alsorailgn epileptology, as advanced

warnings by a few minutes may drastically improve the qualftlife of these patients.

1.1 Predictability of linear stochastic systems
Consider a simple dynamical system with the following lin@ato-regressive dynamics
r(t) = Brit—1) +€(t), 1)

where0 < < 1is a constant and(t) is a i.i.d. (independently identically distributed) ranao
variable, i.e., a noise, with varian@é. The dependence structure between successive values of
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r(t) is entirely captured by the correlation function which isweero only for the time lag of one
unit step (in addition to the zero-time lag of course). Irjeke correlation coefficient between the
random variable at some time and its realization at theuiatig time step is nothing byt. Corre-
spondingly, the covariance oft — 1) andr(t) is 3 x o2, wheres? = 2 /(1 — 3?) is the variance of
r(t). More generally, consider an extension of expresdion ¢b)arlinear auto-regressive process
of larger order, so that we can consider an arbitrary coneeamatrixC'(t,t') betweenr(t) and
r(t') for all possible instant pairsand¢’. A simple mathematical calculation shows that the best
linear predictom, for r(¢) at timet, knowing the past history, 1, r;_2, ..., s, ... iS given by

my = B(i 5 X Bt 2)

i<t

where B(i, t) is the coefficient(i, t) of the inverse matrix of the covariance mat€ixt,t'). This
formula [2) expresses that each past valyésipacts on the future; in proportion to its value with
a coefficientB(i, t)/B(t,t) which is non-zero only if there is non-zero correlation betw the
realization of the variable at timeand timet. This formula [2) provides the best linear predictor
in the sense that it minimizes the errors in a variance seAsmed with this prediction, useful
operational strategies can be developed, depending orottiext. For instance, if the sét:(¢)}
denotes the returns of a financial asset, then, one couldigsprediction[(R) to invest as follows:
buy if m; > 0 (expected future price increase) and sethif < 0 (expected future price decrease).
Such predictor can be applied to general moving average atiodregressive processes with
long memory, whose general expression reads [41]

(1 — zp:qﬁiLi) (1—L)r(t) = (1 + zq:Hij) e(t) , (3)
= =1

whereL is the lag operator defined biyr(¢t) = (¢t — 1) andp, ¢ andd can be arbitrary integers.
Such predictors are optimal or close to optimal as long a®tiseno change of regime, that is, if
the process is stationary and the coefficigis} and{6,} and the orders of moving averaggeof
auto-regressiom and of fractional derivatiom do not change during the course of the dynamics.
Otherwise, other methods, including Monte Carlo Markov iBhaare needed [41]. In the case
where the initial conditions or observations during thersewf the dynamics are obtained with
noise or uncertainty, Kalman filtering and more generalliadessimilation methods [58] provide
significant improvements in predicting the dynamics of tystam.

1.2 Predictability of low-dimensional deterministic chadic systems

There is an enormous amount of literature on this subjectesihe last 1970s (see for instance
[6l [74,[72,/89)] 125] and references therein). The idea of hmwevelop predictors for low-
dimensional deterministic chaotic systems is very naturabause of determinism, and provided
that the dynamics is in some sense sufficiently regular,ibet-gime evolution remembers the ini-
tial conditions, so that two trajectories that are found meahborhood of each other remain close
to each other for a timey roughly given by the inverse of the largest Lyapunov expanéhus, if
one monitors past evolution, however complicated, a fupath which comes in the vicinity of a
previously visited point will then evolve along a trajegt@hadowing the previous one over a time
of the order oft, [31),[127/108]. The previously recorded dynamical evohuth a domain over
some short-time horizon can thus provide in principle atstesm prediction through the knowl-
edge of the transformation of this domain.



However, in practice, there are many caveats to this idegkituation. Model errors and noise,
additive and/or multiplicative (also called “parametjiciomplicate and limit predictability. Model
errors refer to the generic problem that the used model isgttdnly an approximation of the true
dynamics, and more generally neglects some possibly impomgredients, making prediction
questionable.

In the simplest case of additive noise decorating detestiinchaotic dynamics, it turns out
that the standard statistic methods for the estimation efirameters of the model break down.
For instance, the application of the maximum likelihood moet to unstable nonlinear systems
distorted by noise has no mathematical ground solfar [98krf lare inherent difficulties in the
statistical analysis of deterministically chaotic timeisg due to the tradeoff between the need of
using a large number of data points in the maximum likelihaodlysis to decrease the bias and
to guarantee consistency of the estimation, on the one lzamdthe unstable nature of dynamical
trajectories with exponentially fast loss of memory of thigial condition, on the other hand. The
method of statistical moments for the estimation of the peter seems to be the uniqgue method
whose consistency for deterministically chaotic timeeseis proved so far theoretically (and not
just numerically) [[98]. But the method of moments is welblum to be relatively inefficient.

1.3 Predictability of systems with multiplicative noise

The presence of multiplicative (or parametric) noise makesdynamics much richer... and com-
plex. New phenomena appear, such as stochastic resond@jcedBerence resonance [97], noise-
induced phase transitions |57, 116], noise-induced tiemgf2] and its game theoretical version,

the Parrondo’s Paradox![1]. The predictability is then a-nmmmotonous function of the noise

level. Even the simplest possible combination of nonliitgand noise can utterly transforms the
nature of predictability. Consider for instance the bitinstochastic dynamical system, arguably
the simplest incarnation of nonlinearity (via bilinear dagence on the noise) and stochasticity:

r(t) = e(t) + be(t — D)e(t — 2) , 4)

wheree(t) is a i.i.d. noise. The dynamids](4) is the simplest impleragon of the general \Volterra
discrete series of the type

r(t) = Hy [e(t)] + Ha [e(t)] + Hs [e(t)] + ... + H, [e(t)] + .. 5)

where

Hyp[e()] = 1 =010 g = 07y (1, ooy in)e(t — j1)-e(t — i) - (6)

By construction, the time serids(t)} generated by expressidd (4) has no linear predictabiléyo(z
two-point correlation) but a certain nonlinear prediclio{non-zero three-point correlation) [99].
It can thus be considered as a paradigm for testing the egistaf a possible nonlinear predictabil-
ity in a given time series. Notwithstanding its remarkaliegicity, the bilinear stochastic process
(@) exhibits remarkably rich and complex behavior. In mattr, the inversion of the key nonlin-
ear parameteb and of the two initial conditions necessary for the impletagan of a prediction
scheme exhibits a quite anomalous instability: in the preseof a some random large impulse
of the exogenous nois€t), the ensuing dynamics exhibits super-exponential seitgifior the
inversion of the innovations [99].



1.4 Higher dimensions, coherent flows and predictability

Going bottom-up in the complexity hierarchy, we have lomdnsional chaos» spatio-temporal
chaos[[19]— turbulence([3D]. It turns out that, contrary to naive exp#on, increasing dimen-
sionality and introducing spatial interactions does naessary destroy predictability. This is due
to the organization of the spatio-temporal dynamics inated “coherent structures”, correspond-
ing to coherent vortices in hydrodynamic flows [8]. It hasebown that the full nonlinearity
acting on a large number of degrees of freedom can, paraalyxienprove the predictability of
the large scale motion, giving a picture opposite to the angely popularized by Lorenz for low-
dimensional chaos. The mechanism for improved predidtaislithat small local perturbations can
progressively grow to larger and larger scales by nonlirgaraction and finally cause macroscopic
organized persistent structures [1100].

1.5 Fundamental limits of predictability and the virtue of coarse-graining

Algorithmic information theory[[76] combines informatidheory, computer science and meta-
mathematic logic. In the context of system predictabilitysas profound implications. Indeed, a
central result of algorithmic information theory obtairasia synthesis of the efforts of R. Solomonoff
[126], A. Kolmogorov, G. Chaitin[[11], P. Martin-Lof, M. Bgin and others states roughly that
“most” dynamical systems evolve according to and/or predugputs that are utterly unpredictable.
Here, the term “most” in “most dynamical systems” mean that property holds with probability

1 when choosing at random a dynamical system from the spadepafssible dynamical systems.
Specifically, the data series produced by most dynamicsssshave been proved to be computa-
tionally irreducible, i.e. the only way to decide about tharolution is to actually let them evolve
in time. There is no way you can compress their dynamics amdetsulting information into gen-
eration rules or algorithms that are shorter than the outpelf. Then, the only strategy is to let
the system evolve and reveal its complexity, without anyehoppredicting or characterizing in
advance its properties. The future time evolution of mostgiex systems thus appears inherently
unpredictable. This is the foundation for the approach ggoad by S. Wolfram [162] to basically
renounce the hope to get mathematical laws and predidtalgitid replace them by the search for
cellular automata that have universal computational tésli(like so-called Turing machines) and
can reproduce any desired pattern.

Such views are almost shocking to most scientists, whosésjitd find patterns that can be
captured in coherent models that provide a reduced encaditige observed complexity, in direct
apparent contradiction with the central result of algamith information theory. Israeli and Gold-
enfeld have provided an insightful and elegant proceduseeth on renormalization group theory,
to reconcile the two view point$ [60, 61]. The key idea is tk asly for approximate answers,
which for instance makes physics work, unhampered by ccatipotl irreducibility. By adopting
the appropriate “coarse-grained” perspective of how tdystihe system, Israeli and Goldenfeld
found that even the known computational irreducible catlidutomaton (rule 110 in Wolfram’s
classification[[16/1]) becomes relatively simple and pridiite. In physics, this comes as no sur-
prise. Each trajectory of the approximatély?® molecules in an office room each follows an utterly
chaotic trajectory, which loses predictability after a fter-molecular collisions. But the coarse-
grained large-scale properties of the gas is well-captbsethe law of ideal gagV = nRT, or
van der Waals’ equation if one wants a bit more precision, re/pds the pressure in the enclo-
sure of volumel” at temperaturd’, andn is the number of moles of gas, while R is a constant.
Thus, but asking questions involving different scales, potationally irreducible systems can be
predictable at some level of description. The challenge f&nd how to coarse-grain, what is the
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optimal level of description, and what effective macroscapteractions and patterns emerge from
this procedure. There are promising developments in théction to elaborate a general theory of
hierarchical dynamics [84, 30, 24], using the renormallimaroup as a constructive meta-theory
of model building [[160].

1.6 “Dragon-kings”

Predictability may come from another source, that is, diyeitom specific transient structures
developing in the system, that we refer to as “dragon-kif@87,/117].

The concept of dragon-kings has been introduced as a frraftahl to the claim that “black
swans” characterize the dynamics of most systéms [155]oritg to the “black swan” hypothe-
sis, highly improbable events with extreme sizes or impasthought to occur randomly, without
any precursory signatures. “Black swan” events are thot@gbe events of large sizes associated
with the tail of distributions such as power laws. Becaussstime power law distribution is thought
to describe the whole population of event sizes, includimgy“black swans” of great impact, the
argument is that there are not distinguishing featuresHesd “black swans”, except their great
sizes, and therefore no way to diagnose their occurrencehviange. In this story, for instance,
a great earthquake is just an event that started as a smhltjeake... and did not stop growing.
Its occurrence is argued to be inherently unpredictablaulmee there is not way to distinguish the
nucleation of the myriads of small events from the rare ohaswill grow to great sizes by chance
[35].

In contrast, the “dragon-king” hypothesis proposes théteexe events from many seemingly
unrelated domains may be plausibly understood as part dfematit population than that compris-
ing the large majority of events. This difference may refalin amplifying mechanisms, such as
positive feedbacks, which are active only transientlydie@ to the emergence of non-stationarity
structures. The term “dragon” refers to the mythical anithat belongs to a different animal king-
dom beyond the normal, with extraordinary characteristidse term “king” had been introduced
earlier [75] to emphasize the importance of those eventéchadire beyond the extrapolation of
the fat tail distribution of the rest of the population. Tigsn analogy with the sometimes special
position of the fortune of kings, which appear to exist baytme Pareto law distribution of wealth
of their subjects[137]. The concept of dragon-kings hasla#gued to be relevant under a broad
range of conditions in a large variety of systems, includimg distribution of city sizes in certain
countries such as France and the United Kingdom, the disiitb of acoustic emissions associ-
ated with material failure, the distribution of velocityciements in hydrodynamic turbulence, the
distribution of financial drawdowns, the distribution oéthnergies of epileptic seizures in humans
and in model animals, the distribution of the earthquakegieg and the distribution of avalanches
in slowly driven systems with frozen heterogeneities (863 117] for a detailed presentation of
these various examples and the related bibliography).

1.7 A Landau-Ginzburg model of self-organized critical avdanches coexisting with
Dragon-kings

The following model([36] provides a quite generic set-uptf@ emergence of dragon-kings under
wide parameter conditions, coexisting with a self-orgedizritical regime under different param-
eter conditions. This model is relevant to a large numbeysiesns, including systems of coupled
neurons. Consider an extended system, whose local statsitibp+ and timet is characterized
by the local order parametef(r,t). The order paramete§ is zero in absence of activity and
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Figure 1: Bifurcation diagram in the positive domain> 0 of the normal form[{I7) plotting the
amplitude|.S| as a function of the control parameter

non-zero otherwise. Its amplitudgr, t) quantifies the level of activity atand timet.

The simple and general dynamical equation that capturegrduess of jumps between a zero
to a non-zero activity state consists of the normal form efgbb-critical pitchfork bifurcation of
co-dimension: Py

o =X (us +285% — 55) . 7)
The parametey sets the characteristic time scadléx of the dynamics of5. The parameteg is
taken positive, corresponding to the sub-critical pitckfbifurcation regime. In absence of the
stabilizing —S° term, the non-zero fixed points (for the relevant regime: 0) given by S% =
++/—u/2p are unstable, while the fixed poist = 0 is locally stable. These two unstable fixed
points correspond to the dashed line in figure 1. The ternaflgtreflects the fact that a sufficiently
large perturbation that pushésabove S’ or below S* will be amplified leading to a diverging
amplitude|S| at long times. In the presence of thes® term, two new fixed point exist, which are
stable. They correspond to the upper solid line in figure le Bifurcation diagram of these fixed
points as a function ofi shown in figurd 1l is similar to the bifurcation diagram of thedgkin-
Huxley model, for which the transmembrane voltage is theeomhrameterS and the external
potassium concentration is the control paramgter

Now, imagine that the normal form(7) describes the locakstdr, ¢) at and timet, which
may be different from point to point because the control pester ., is actually dependent on
position and timet. We thus have as many dynamical equations of the fbfm (7)ess tire points
7 in the system. For each point the local control parameter(7, ¢) is assumed to be an affine
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Figure 2: Distribution of flux amplitudes at the open bordithe one-dimensional system obeying
the dynamics described by expressiéns|(1,8]19,10). Thdatdmeviatiorm of the noise term(r, t)
is equal ta0.01 (small driving noise regime). Reproduced from Refl[36].

function of the gradient of a local concentratibn

p(r,t) = ge — % - (8)

We consider a cylindrical (or one-dimensional) geometntlsi a single spatial coordinateis
sufficient (and we can drop the arrow 8n Here,g. is the critical value of the gradient at which
the zero-fixed poin5; = 0 becomes linearly unstable. The model in Refl [36] assumdidlatly

2
different technical formg(r,t) = g.— (%) ), which does not change the main regimes and results
described below.
Because we think of(r, t) as a diffusing field, its equation of evolution is generigall

oh
— = t). 9
o o ) (©)
This equation expresses that the rate of chandgei®gqual to the gradient of a flux that ensures the
conservation of the concentration, up to an external fldimanoisen(r, t) acting on the system.

The last ingredient of the model consists in writing that flln& is proportional to the gradient of

the field:
F <S, @> =—aS5? O , (10)
r or
where« is another inverse time scale controlling the diffusiore rat the field within the system.
The proportionality between the fluX and the gradien%% of the field is simply Fick's law. The
non-standard ingredient stems from the fact that the caaitiof proportionality, usual defining
the diffusion coefficient, is controlled by the amplitudé of the order parameter. In absence of



activity S = 0, the local fluxF' is here zero and the field does not change, up to noise peftmrba
This corresponds to a strong feedback of the order pararoaterthe control parameter, which
has been shown to be one of the possible mechanism for thgenoerof self-organized criticality
[130,29[36]. Recall that standard formulations of the ayita and bifurcation patterns of evolving
systems in terms of normal forms assume the existence ofotqgrarameters that are exogenously
determined. Here, the order parameter of the dynamics hassemtial role in determining the
value of the control parameter, which becomes itself an gedous variable.

The analysis of the dynamics described by expressidn¥{IM,presented in Ref. [36] shows
that a self-organized critical (SOC) regime [5] appearseuride condition of small driving noise
and when the diffusive relaxation is faster than the infitgbjrowth rate: « > y. The SOC
dynamics can be shown to be associated with a renormalifiedidin equation at large scale with
an effective negative diffusion coefficient [36], expressthat small scale fluctuations are the most
unstable and cascade intermittently to large scale avadsncThis SOC regime is exemplified by
the power law distributions of avalanche sizes shown in &{@ifor y/a = 0.1 and1. More
interesting for our purpose is the fact that, when< y, characteristic large scale events appear,
which coexist with a crowd of smaller events themselves @pprately distributed according to a
power law with an exponent larger than in the SOC regime. Thgah-kings correspond to the
peak on the right of figurlg 2, associated with the run-awalaaches of size comparable to the size
of the system.

This constitutes an example of what we believe to be a gemefiavior found in systems
made of heterogeneous coupled threshold oscillators, asicandpile models, Burridge-Knopoff
block-spring models [120] and earthquake-fault modelgl[1415] 20]: a power law regime (self-
organized critical) (Figure_11, right lower half) is co-ersive with one of synchronization [153]
with characteristic size events (Figurel 11, upper left)haiffe discuss below this generic phase
diagram, in our attempt to compare the dynamics and regudtiatistical regularities observed in
earthquakes, financial fluctuations and epileptic seizures

1.8 Bifurcations, Dragon-kings and predictability

The existence of “dragon-kings” punctuating the dynamics given system suggests mechanisms
of self-organization otherwise not apparent in the distidn of their smaller siblings. Therefore,
this opens the potential for predictability, based on thpdtlyesis that these specific mechanisms
that are at the origin of the dragon-kings could leave panyrfingerprints usable for forecasts.

The dynamical systeni|(7[.8,9]10) presented in the previectsos shows an example in which
the dragon-kings appear in a large range of parameters iprésence small scale subcritical bi-
furcation dynamics, which are renormalized at large scalsa change of regime, a bifurcation
of behavior, more generally a transition of phase. In otherds, dragon-kings are commonly as-
sociated with a phase transition. If a phase transition eaddtected before it occurs, it may be
understood as an abrupt increase in the probability, oy oiskn extreme event. Practical examples
include ruptures in materials and bursting of financial betb

Mathematicians have proved [156, 4] that, under fairly gaheonditions, the local study of
bifurcations of almost arbitrarily complex dynamical ®rsts can be reduced to a few archetypes.
More precisely, it is proved that there exists reductioncpeses, series expansions and changes
of variables of the many complex microscopic equations ghah near the fixed point (i.e. for
small values of the order paramet®), the behavior is described by a small number of ordinary
differential equations depending only a few control parrs like ;. in expression[(7) for a sub-
critical pitchfork bifurcation. The result is non-triviaince a few effective numbers such @as



represent the values of the various relevant control viesabnd a single (or just a few) order
parameter(s) is(are) sufficient to analyze the bifurcaitistability. The remarkable consequence is
that the dynamics of the system in the vicinity of the biftima is reducible and thus predictable to
some degree. This situation can be described as a reduétiimensionality or of complexity, that
occurs in the vicinity of the bifurcation. Such reductioncoimplexity may occur dynamically and
intermittently in large dimensional out-of-equilibriunystems, such as in hierarchically coupled
Lorenz systems [78] or in agent-based models of financiaketauf2].

As an illustration, consider expressidn (7) whérés now assumed negative. Since the cubic
term2352 is now stabilizing, the quintic term S° can be dropped. An interesting so-called super-
critical bifurcation occurs at = 0, separating the regime for < 0 where the zero-fixed point
So = 0 is unigue and is stable, from the regime> 0 where two symmetric stable fixed points
appear atS} = +./u/2|3|, and the zero-fixed poinf, = 0 becomes unstable. Consider the
dynamics of such a system slightly perturbed by an extemwiabn (¢) with zero mean and variable

o2, so that its dynamics reads

% = uS —2|B|S3 +n(t) . (11)

For . < 0, the average valugS(t)) vanishes but its variance can be calculated explicitly ftben
solution of [I1). Indeed, to a very approximation, we campdatso the2|3|S3 term sinceS is
exhibiting only small fluctuating excursions aroutydor 1 < 0, according to

S(t) = /_ too eI (Ve | (12)

Its variance([S(t)]?) is then given by

0,2

"t
2y _ 42 =2plt-m) g — =
(S0P =o* [ e ar =5 (13)
This result [IB) shows that the variange(¢)]?) of the fluctuations of the order parameter di-
verges as the critical bifurcation point is approached fomtow: 1 — 0. ([S(t)]?) plays the role

of a susceptibility, whose divergence on the approach tatiieal point suggests a general pre-
dictability, for instance obtained by monitoring the grbveind correlation properties of the system
fluctuations. This method has been used in particular foen@tfailure (recording of micro-
damage for instance via acoustic emissions) [3| 34, 64] amuparturition (proposed recording of
the mother-foetus maturation process via Braxton-hickdraations of the uterus) [139, 138], fi-
nancial crashes (monitoring of bursts of price accelemasiod various risk measures via options)
[141,63] 65|, 134] and earthquakes (monitoring of precyrseismic, electromagnitic and chemical
activity) [147/66/ 10]. We believe that this phase transitapproach bears great potential to predict
catastrophic events, recognizing precursors in time sexésociated with finite-time singularities
[62, (115,59 37], hierarchical power law precursors [133ifical slowing down [[21] and other
types of precursors [136, 119].

2 Parallels between earthquakes, financial crashes and egjitic seizures

How can the concepts described in the previous section bedpp real systems, and in particular

to the prediction of epileptic seizures? To put this questipa broader perspective, we present in
this section an original attempt [91,192] to draw paralled¢wieen seemingly drastically different

systems and phenomena, based on both qualitative and tatigatevidence.
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Figure 3: Standard model of 12 major tectonic plates showedr relative motions (thick red
arrows), and the plate boundaries which concentrate afi@ggon of seismic and volcanic activity.
The three types of the place boundaries are also indicatie ilegend.

2.1 Introduction to earthquakes, financial crashes and epdptic seizures

Earthquakes occur mostly in the thin upper fragile layerhaf Earth, called the upper crust. A
complex system of slowly moving tectonic plate boundariglingate their most probable location,
as shown in figurg]3. Recent syntheses of compendium of gealand seismic data][7] suggest
that the system of tectonic plates covering the Earth sarrigc¢fractal” [146], i.e., composed of
a broad (power law) distribution of plates. Even more irgéng is the fact that, in broad region
around the tectonic plate boundaries, earthquakes arei@ddson networks of faults forming rich
hierarchical structures from the thousand kilometer stalthe meter scale and below [94], as
shown in figuré . At a qualitative level (and supported qitatitely by some models [144, 79]),
it is thought that the fault networks are self-organizedhsyrepetitive action of earthquakes.

Financial crashes occur in organized markets trading ssseth as equities of firms, com-
modities such as oil or gold, and bonds (debts of firms or ohti@es). By their varying and hetero-
geneous demand and supply, investors are responsiblecfabterved price variations. Investors
come in a very broad distribution of sizes (and thereforeketampacts), from the individual pri-
vate household to the largest pension and mutual funds, emwimg up to hundreds of billions of
dollars. These investors are interacting with other irussas well as with market makers, with
commercial and investment banks, as well as more recentlyseivereign funds. This variety of
sizes, needs and goals provides a fertile ground for riclabets, including systemic instabilities
and crippling crashes.

Epileptic seizures occur within what many refer exaggeitgtto as the most complex system
of this universe, the human brain. The human brain is orgahin an exceedingly rich set of
topographic and functional divisions at many scales, froenlbbes and complex folded structures
down to columns and to neurons (see fidure 5 for a partial sigthis rich organization). The
networking and function of these units reflect both encodmdklidpment programs as well as the
impact of learning and experience that feedback on the dpretnt processes.
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Figure 4: Example illustrating the hierarchical orgarnmatof faults from the 400 km scale (upper
left panel) down to the 1 meter scale (lower right panel). lBdpced from ref. [94].
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Figure 5: lllustration of the complex hierarchical netwatkucture of the brain. Left: fiber path-
ways of the human cerebral cortex; middle: network of cotioes in the human cortex, with
lines between brain regions indicating the strengths ofctivenections; right: location of highly
connected hub nodes forming the structural core. Reprabinom Ref. [40].

2.2 Common properties between earthquakes, financial cragls and epileptic seizures

Earthquakes, financial crashes and epileptic seizuresharaaterized by several strikingly similar
mechanisms and properties.

1. They occur on hierarchically organized structures, witiny inter-connected scales.
2. Their distribution in sizes are heavy tailed and extrewames are typical.

3. Thereis a strong entanglement between the growth aneiegpof the supporting structures
and the spatio-temporal organization of the events themsethe supporting structures and
the events inter-organize as in a chicken-and-egg probé&arthquakes occur on faults and
faults grow and form networks shaped by the repetition ofheaiakes; financial crashes
occur on financial markets acted by investors whose actiadsirapacts result from the
cumulative growth of their fortunes shaped by past finarmésformance, which feedbacks
on future performance. Young brains grow with epilepticimegs (e.g., “absence” seizures)
and there are many feedbacks between structures and fusmclibis suggests that a genuine
understanding of the generating processes and of the piesperf earthquakes, financial
crashes and epileptic seizures can only be obtained byistudye joint organization of
these events and their evolving self-organized carryingcgires. The basis (bases) for this
important statement is (are) not well developed for segure

4. Past earthquakes trigger future earthquakes: it is attonthat between 50% to close to
100% of earthquakes are triggered by past earthquakes ¢anasnthe aftershocks). This is
illustrated by the concept that earthquakes have “contiensd, similarly to the exchanges
between different areas of the brain when developing civgnitisks (see figurlgl 6). Most
of the volatility of financial markets is probably the resaftendogenous amplification of
past returns on future returns rather than the direct examgeaffect of external news, as for
instance exemplified by the so-called “excess volatilitffeet. The concept that seizures
beget seizures has a long history and new recent empiriciéree supports the rational to
revisit this hypothesis [91, 92].
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Summary of neuroanatomical
structures involved in social
cognition.

Figure 6: Left panel: cover picture of the Scientific Amerigaurnal in with R.S. Stein [152]
reviews the evidence for “earthquake conversations”,ithéihe predominant hypothesis that earth-
quakes trigger earthquakes. The right panel outlines aeveportant structures involved in social
cognition and interactions (ventromedial prefrontal ergreen), amygdala (red), right somatosen-
sory cortex (blue) and insula (purple)). Reproduced frorh [2€).

5. Within a coarse-grained approach to the modeling of tegstems, they can be represented
as made of coupled threshold oscillators of relaxation§agoing to rupture, investors going
to investment decisions, neurons going to a firing state).

6. There is some evidence that these three systems are tehizet by the coexistence of scal-
ing (power law distribution of event sizes) and regimes Watige characteristic events [137].

7. Finally, there is a lot of interest in our modern societ@sliagnose and predict large catas-
trophic events, to help alleviate the damage associatddeaithquakes, the losses of finan-
cial crashes and to help patients recover normal lives iptesence of intermittent seizures.

Figure[7 summarizes the main statistical laws that have deeamented in seismology (see
Ref. [129] and references therein).

1. The Gutenberg-Richter law describes the probabilitysiefunction (pdf) of earthquakes of
a given energy, as being a power law with a small expongnt: 2/3.

2. The Omori law states that the rate of aftershocks follgvein earthquake (usually improperly
referred to as a “main shock”) exhibits a burst immediatéigrahe main shock and decays
slowly in time afterwards as the inverse of time raised toxgyoaentp, which is close ta
for large earthquakes.

3. The productivity law describes how the average numberigi¢red earthquakes depend on
the energyFE of the triggering earthquake: the larger an earthquakemtbie earthquakes it
triggers, according to a power law with an exponepirobably slightly smaller thaf [46].

4. Because earthquakes occur on faults, and faults grow tlggeakes, it is important also
to characterize the properties of fault networks. It is vdgltumented that the probability
density distributionP (L) of fault lengths in a given area is described by a powerk\&) ~
1/Lf with exponentf not far from2.
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Figure 7: Survey of the major statistical laws in seismicifire color code allows for comparison
with the statistical laws in finance markets and in epilepéizures documented in figuiés 8 and 9.

5. Several studies have documented that fault networkdbigxhactal, multifractal or better
multi-scale hierarchical properties [94].

6. Earthquakes result from deformations that produce cexrgitess fields, which are one of the
important fields at the origin of the nucleation of earthqsaghe distribution of water (brine)
in the crust is also thought to play a crucial role, albeit \@eehonly indirect and incomplete
information, see Refs. [131, 132] for a review). The disttibn of stress amplitudes have
been documented from the focal source mechanism of eakbgua be close to a Cauchy
distribution, i.e., with a power law tait 1/s2% ands small [69].

7. The distribution of waiting times between earthquakes giiven region is also characterized
by a fat tail, approximately quantified by a power law, indiiea of a broad range of inter-
event intervals. However, recent studies suggest thatdhefgnter-earthquake intervals has
several regimes (see Ref. [111, 113,]149] and referencesirthand may not be describable
by a simple power law.

8. The distribution of seismic rates (humber of earthquglezsinit time) in fixed regions is also
well-described by a power law function [109].

Figure[8 presents the most important statistical laws thatacterize the regularities found in
financial time series of returns.

1. The distribution of financial returns (or relative pricariations) is fat-tailed, with a tail ap-
proximately described by a power law, but the exponent ifénrange2 — 4 and thus much
larger than for earthquake energies (whose exponent 233). Hence, the returns have a
well-defined and variance.

2. The relaxation of the level of activity of price fluctuai(called financial volatility) after a
burst is also found to decay approximately as a power [[aw142], similarly to the Omori
law of earthquake aftershocks.

14



*Omori law and Long-memory of volatility
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*Distribution of inter-shock times
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Figure 8: Survey of the major statistical laws in financialrkeés. The color code allows for
comparison with the statistical laws in seismicity and ifleggiic seizures documented in figutds 7
and9.

3. The analog of the productivity law of earthquake is thecgimpact function” which relates
the price change to the volume of stocks of a given trangactite larger the demand for a
stock, the more the price is pushed up.

4. Prices fluctuate because investors place orders. Theokite orders play in important
role, as just said. The sizes of orders are obviously relatede “sizes” of the investors: a
large mutual fund managing0 billion dollars has much more impact on the market that an
individual managing a modest portfolio. The size distridmtof individuals’ wealth, of firm
sizes, of mutual fund portfolios, or university endowmeats all found to be power laws.
Characterizing the distributions by the probability dgn$iinction (pdf), it is found of the
form ~ 1/W/ with exponent close t@, which corresponds to Zipf’s lavi [107]. For such
exponents, the mean is either not defined or converge paotyypical statistical estimations.

5. The size distribution of portfolios plays a role similarthe fault distribution in earthquakes:
portfolio sizes impact the size and nature of orders thatenyices; reciprocally, the cu-
mulative effect of price moves controls the performancengéstment portfolios, and thus
whether the size increases or decreases. We encountertlgainicken-and-egg structure.

6. There is also ample evidence that financial time seriestafnis are characterized by multi-
fractal scaling.

7. The analogy of stress would be news but we are only staingderstand what is a “news”
size and how to quantify it via the response function of daoéworks (seel[104, 23, 135,
18]).
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*Productivity law?
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Figure 9: Survey of the major statistical laws known in guitdogy. The color code allows for
comparison with the statistical laws in seismicity and irafioial markets documented in figufés 7
and$.

8. The distribution of time intervals between high levels/ofatility has a similar structure as
the inter-earthquake time distribution.

9. The distribution of limit-order sizes, analogous to th&ribution of seismicity rates, is also
a power law/([38],_32].

10. However, the so-called “leverage effect”, in which passes (large negative returns), tend to
increase future volatility (and not reciprocally) [96],etonot seem to have any counterpart
in seismicity.

Figure[9 reviews a number of statistical laws that have beemd to characterize “focal”
seizures in humans and generalized seizures in animalS291,

1. The analogy with earthquakes is particularly strikingtfee Gutenberg-Richter distribution
of event sizes, the Omori and inverse Omori laws, and thallision of inter-event intervals,
as shown in figure10.

2. While these events occur in drastically different systetimey may nevertheless be described
at a coarse-grained level by similar models of coupled bgtareous threshold oscillators of
relaxation: this provides an inspiration to investigake plssible existence of other statistical
laws, such as productivity. One can suspect that the tiiggability of a seizure to promote
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Figure 10: Upper left panel: Empirical probability dendityction (pdf) estimates of seismic mo-
ments (SCSN catalog; 1984-2000) (blue curve) and of seizneegies of 60 human subjects (red
curve) originating from different epileptogenic regioridpper right panel: empirical probability

density function estimates of the inter-event times betwegrthquakes (blue circles; blue lower
left scales) and seizures in humans (red circles; red upgler scales). Lower panel: superim-
posed epoch analysis of seizures (red line) and earthqiibkesline) to test for the existence in

seizures of “aftershocks” (Omori-like behavior) and “felnecks” (inverse Omori-like behavior).

Reproduced from Ref. [92].
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another future seizures [91,192] might depend on its duradmplitude and/or energy. This
remains to be tested.

3. We have already mentioned the hierarchical structurkeobtain, as the structure supporting
the spatio-temporal organization of brain activities ahe $eizures. But it is not known
whether it can be characterized with multifractal promerti

4. The analog to stress sources in earthquakes would beettteé@turrent field within the brain
or gaba or other chemical compound concentration fieldenins to be quantified whether
these fields present interesting statistical propertied,rhay be used to better constrain mod-
eling and perhaps be used for diagnostic.

5. The distribution of seizure rates has neither yet beentdigal in a systematic manner.

6. And there is no obvious analogy with the leverage effedtriance. It is possible that for
similar asymmetric dynamical effects exist, which woulde@ at a collective level the asym-
metry between excitatory and inhibitory processes in tlanbr

2.3 Rationals for the analogy between earthquakes, finandiarashes and epileptic
seizures

The previous section has documented (and also extendeglctamgs on) a number of quantitative
and qualitative correspondences between earthquakesciftharashes and seizures. It is perhaps
a priori counter-intuitive to compare earthquakes, finalrftiictuations and seizures (the events), or
fault networks, financial markets and neuron assembliesdlents’ supporting structures), due to
the systems’ large differences in scales and in their doesti matter. However, the proposed cor-
respondence may be motivated and at least partially exqglain the grounds that these phenomena
occur in systems composed of interacting heterogeneoeshbid oscillators.

Consider first the textbook model of an earthquake represesingle fault slowly loaded by
cm/year tectonic deformations until a threshold is reacteehich meter-scale displacements occur
in seconds. This textbook model ignores the recent remlizahat earthquakes do not occur in
isolation but are part of a complex multi-scale organizatiowhich earthquakes occur continuously
at all spatio-temporal scales according to a highly intéent, frequent energy release process
[70,[95]. Indeed, the Earth crust is in continuous jerky motlmost everywhere but due to the
relative scarcity of recording devices, only the few sufitly large ones are detected, appearing
as isolated events. In this sense, the dynamics of earthgualsimilar to the persistent barrages
of subthreshold oscillations and of action potentials inroas, which sometimes coalesce into
seizures.

Market investors continuously place limit and market osderith buyers (respectively sellers)
tending to push prices up (respectively down). Early onayaku et al.[[154] noticed that trading
strategies lead to dynamics belonging to the larger clagsre$hold dynamics with mean-reversal
behavior, akin to the outcome of coupled threshold osoiltabf relaxation. Traders and investors
enter and exit financial markets at many different time sgdtfem milliseconds for the most mod-
ern electronic automatic platforms to years for investoith ¥ong horizons. The evolution of their
impact is on the order of years, which is the time scale fomtiar decay of fortunes. Furthermore,
market rules and regulations, such as the Glass-Steagafl 5832-33 or the Sarbanes-Oxley act of
2002, appear as reactions to extreme market regimes suctaasiéil crashes (the 1929 crash and
ensuing depression for the former and the accounting stsarelaealed by the collapse of market
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capitalization of new technology firms in 2000), illustregianother process for the evolution of
supporting structures co-evolving to the dynamics of event

The separation of time scales in epileptogenic neuronanasiies is similar (milliseconds to
years) to financial markets (milliseconds to years), butllemthan in fault networks (fraction of
seconds to millenia), but the organization of coupled thotss oscillators is not very sensitive to
the magnitude of the separation of time scales, as long asithene, a property that characterizes
relaxational processes.

The term “relaxational process” is here applied to phen@ameith a disproportionately long
(hours to years) charging/loading process vis-a-vis thg sieort (seconds to minutes) discharge of
the accumulated seismic energy, money/assets or neur@mbrane potentials. For instance, in
the case of earthquakes, the slow motion of tectonic plategpeal velocities of a few cm/year
accumulates strains in the core of locked faults over hutsdre thousands of years, which are sud-
denly relaxed by the meter-size slips occurring in secoadasinutes that define large earthquakes.
Thus, one fault taken in isolation is genuinely a singlexafi@n threshold oscillator, alternating
long phases of loading and short slip relaxations (the qastkes). While less well studied than
earthquakes, the long (hours to years) interval betweenrgs and their short duration (rarely over
2 min) interpreted in light of the fact that the brain is corapd of relaxational threshold oscillators
(neurons) supports the notion that seizures too are alagat@nal phenomena. The relaxation
nature of investment dynamics can be seen as the result obthpetition between different strate-
gies available to each investor and their collective outphts is particularly evident for first-entry
games([101] and minority games [12, 16], in which agents Wwidhnded rationality are continu-
ously oscillating between different strategies, creatinfiectively large market price fluctuations
and crashes.

2.4 Generic phase diagram of coupled threshold oscillatorsf relaxation

It is well-known in statistical physics and in dynamical tgyas theory that ensembles of interacting
heterogeneous threshold oscillators of relaxation gealtyiexhibit self-organized behavior with
non-Gaussian statistics [105, 164/ 73]. The cumulativdeae presented in figures[7, 8 and 9
provides a strong case for the dynamical analogy betwedhgemkes, financial fluctuations and
seizures, i.e., the existence of an underlying universgdrization principle captured by the sand
pile avalanche paradigm and the concept of self-organizddadity [5].

A generic qualitative phase diagram (Figlré 11) depictsntlaén different regimes found in
systems made of heterogeneous coupled threshold osa|latech as sandpile models, Burridge-
Knopoff block-spring models [120] and earthquake-fauldels [144/, 145, 20]: a power law regime
(probably self-organized critical) (Figutell1, right lawealf) is co-extensive with one of syn-
chronization [[158] with characteristic size events (Fedlil, upper left half). This phase diagram
embodies the principal qualitative modes that result from“competition” between strong cou-
pling leading to coherence and weak coupling manifestingasherence. Coupling (or interaction
strength) is dependent, among others, upon features suble dsstance between constituent ele-
ments (synaptic gap size in the case of neurons), their x@tétory or inhibitory) and extent of
contact (humber of synapses and their density), the existand size of delays in the transmis-
sion of signals as well as their density and flux rate betwemstituent elements. Heterogeneity,
the other determinant of the systems organization, may démept in the natural frequencies of the
oscillators (when taken in isolation), in the distributiohthe coupling strengths between pairs of
oscillators, in the composition and structure of the sabstfearth or neuropil) and in their topology
among others. As shown in Figurel 11 for very weak couplinglarge heterogeneity, the dynamics
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Figure 11: Qualitative phase diagram illustrating theafté changes in coupling strength (y-axis)
and heterogeneity (x-axis) on the behavior of systems (ssctihe brain) composed of interact-
ing threshold oscillators. Marked increases in excitatwypling drives the system towards the
synchronized regime. Slight increases in coupling driveesystem towards the power law regime
indicative of self-organized criticality. Reproducedrfrdref. [92], itself adapted from Ref, [145].
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are incoherent; increasing the coupling strength (andéorehsing the heterogeneity) leads to the
emergence of intermediate coherence and of a power law eg@eff-organized criticality (SOC));
further increases in coupling strength (and/or decreasheterogeneity), force the system towards
strong coherence/synchronization and periodic behavior.

The specific boundaries between these different regimesndiepn the system under study and
on the details of the constituting elements and their iotéoas. In addition, these boundaries
may have multiple bifurcations across a hierarchy of pliytisynchronized regimes within the
system. The diagram of Figurel11 is adapted from the studysgéem of coupled fault elements
subjected to a slow tectonic loading with quenched disoirdéne rupture thresholds [145]. In the
SOC regime, the extreme events are not different from smatles, making the former practically
unpredictable or at most very weakly predictable [155].dnteast, in the synchronized regime, the
extreme events are different, i.e., they are outliers aagdn-kings” [75, 137] occurring as a result
of some additional amplifying mechanism; these outlierskarthose in the SOC regime, have a
degree of predictability [133], as we discuss below.

The model described in sectibn1l.7 constitutes a nice exaof@ system that can be described
by the phase diagram shown in figré 11. The correspondendes as follows:

e The heterogeneity dimension corresponds to the amplittitteeanoisen defined in equation

©.

e The coupling strength is quantified by the ratief the instability growth rate divided by the
diffusive relaxation rate.

A large ratiox corresponds to a large coupling strength because the lodeit paramete6(r, ¢)
then exhibits large fluctuations because the full amplitoel@veen the two branches of the subcrit-
ical pitchfork bifurcation can be sampled, and these langetdlations have proportionally a strong
influence on neighboring locations. This rationalized #wuits that dragon-kings emerge only for
relatively small noise levels and large ratiost.

3 Self-excited Hawkes process for epileptic seizures

The analogy with earthquakes and financial fluctuationsjrapdrticular the evidence that seizures
may trigger other seizures (inverse and direct Omori lavesvshin figure[10), motivates the pre-
sentation of a class of stochastic processes that is spdlgifiormulated to account for triggering,
also called “self-excitation.” But, before diving in therfealism, some caveats and definitions must
be addressed.

3.1 “Particles” versus “waves”

While clinical seizures are rather unambiguous objectdetbasis of the often dramatic observable
symptoms, continuous voltage recordings directly frombreins of human subjects (electrocor-
ticogram, ECoG) show the existence of many so-called sinizal seizures[[93, 90], i.e., ECoG
patterns that are undistinguishable from their clinicalisgs (except perhaps for their durations
and extend of spread) but without obvious manifestatiomgextbooks, “ictal” events are classified
as having clinical manifestations and interictal eventtaaking visible behavioral changes. not,
in the usual sense of clinical manifestations. But the didimiand characterization of relevant
patterns that can be used for diagnosing incoming cliniegluses remains elusive. For instance,
the above textbook concepts of “ictal” and “interictal” et®turn out to be quite fuzzy, given the
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demonstration that their durations do not form two welleseped classes (long durations for ictal
events and short duration for interictal events) but a conitin better characterized by scale-free
power law statistics [91, 92]. In addition, so-called iit&al events comprise additionally what
have been coined as “spikes” and “bursts of spikes”. Fig@esHows a trace of a continuous
recording from the brain of a rat which received injectiofissa@onvulsant. One can observe at
the top a pattern that qualifies as an epileptic seizurepvi@tl by bursts of spikes or by single
spikes. In some cases, interictal spikes appear to arige drdifferent location (in a given brain)
from the site of seizure initiation, which has led some tgppise that they are quite distinct mech-
anistically. As better recording methods are availablelander time series of ECoG provide data
for more sophisticated statistical analyses, understgntlie relationship between spikes, bursts
and seizures is highly relevant, given the growing redbredf the fuzziness of past classifications
based mainly on clinical criteria. Moreover, one should exatlude the possibility that spikes and
bursts could be relevant diagnostics or even precursonakigannouncing clinical seizures, since
they also constitute signatures of the excitatory actioftthe brain.

In the following, we formulate a model of self-excitationathremains as general as possi-
ble, keeping open the possibility for interactions betwspikes, bursts and seizures. Similarly to
earthquakes or financial crashes, the key idea is to view dtigite of a brain, as measured by
electrocorticograms, as a wave-like background on whictigbelike structures appear and possi-
bly interact. We refer to this view as the “particle” apprbaas opposed to the “wave” approach.
The “wave” approach consists in viewing the ECoG as a coatiawsignal and then apply various
signal analysis techniques, for instance derived from tieery of dynamical systems and chaos
[82]. In contrast, the “particle” approach assumes thaeoaht structures or patterns exist on the
noisy “wave” background, allowing to treat them as indidthuor events. The formalism is then
constructed to describe the relationships between thesestk events.

3.2 Brief classification of point processes

When using the “particle” point of view, the relevant matlatital language is that of so-called
point processes (also known as shot-noise in physics or jomogesses in finance). Daley and
Vere-Jones provide a rigorous development of the theoryioft processes [22].

The (conditional) rate\(¢| H;) (also called “conditional intensity”) of a point processlefined

by

1
KPr(event occurs in [t,t + A||Hy) , (14)

where P(X) means “probability that evedf occurs.” The symboH; represents the entire history
up to timet, which includes all previous events. This definition is igfiniforward to generalize
for space-dependent intensitid&, £|H;) and to include marks such as amplitudes or magnitudes
(see below). The Poisson process is the special case suck(tf¥d;) is constant. Recall that the
simplest point process is the memoryless Poisson progesd)ich events occur continuously and
independently of one another. The term “conditional” refer the fact that, in general, the rate
A(t|Hy) is not constant but may depend on the past history, i.e., @sphcific realization of past
events.

Let us definef (t| H;) as the probability density function (pdf) time until the hexent (possi-
bly dependent on more than just the last event, when the gganenon-Markovian) and’(¢|H;)
as the corresponding survivor function (or complementampwaative distribution function). The

A(t|Hy) = lima_so
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Figure 12: Continuous voltage recorded directly from thairbof a rat which received injections
of an epileptogenetic substance.
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relationship between the conditional intensity and theseduantities is given by

Nl = (15)

The probability of an event in the time interval, ¢t. + s] is given by

te+s
Pteslt) = 1-exp (= [ Mult )du) (16)
te

When an event occurs, the histaly changes and thereford¢| H;) may change abruptly, as it is
defined as a piecewise continuous function between evenisthar useful relationship relates the
pdf f(¢;| H) for thei-th event to the conditional density, by differentiationegfuation[(16):

f(ti|He,) = \(ti|Hy,) exp <— /ti )\(u]Hu)du> Z(ti —ti—1), a7)

ti—1

whereZ(-) is the Heaviside step function.

e Renewal processesRenewal processes constitute the simplest class of paiepses. A re-

newal process is a particular class of temporal point psoitewhich the probability of occurrence
of the next event depends only on the time since the last eV pdf of the waiting time from

the (i — 1)-th event to the-th one is defined by

F(ti|Hy, = f(tltio1) = f(ti — tim1) Z(ti — tiz1) , (18)

expressing the fact that the histak, is reduced to the knowledge tf ;. Renewal processes are
to point processes what are Markov processes to generabstic processes.

One can equivalently defined renewal processes by the fatthhir conditional intensity at
timet > t;, wherei is the index of the last event, depends only on the occurrémeeof the last
eventt;:

Ati|Hy,) = At — ;) . (29)
The Poisson process is the simplest renewal process, am$gonds to the specification
fPoisson(T; )‘) =A exp(—)\T) s (20)

where we noter = ¢ — t;, the running time since the last eventThis exponential form of the
Poisson process is uniquely associated with its memoryegserty, which can be quantified by
asking for instance “what is the average remaining waitimgtat present time, given that a time

t — t; has passed since the last event?” It turns out that the Pggscess is the only process such
that the average remaining time remains equal/toat all timest. The conditional distribution of
the remaining time, conditional on having already waitihg timet — ¢; since the last event also
remains unchanged in the form {20). Sornette and Knopof lodfered a systematic classification
of renewal processes into three classes|[142].

1. When the pdff (7) has a tail decaying faster than exponential, the longeritthe $ince the
last event, the shorter the average remaining waiting tilitéé next event.

2. When the pdff(7) has an exponential tail, the average remaining waiting tiththe next
event is independent of the time that has elapsed since shevant (this is the Poisson
process).
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3. When the pdff (7) has a tail decaying slower than exponential, the longerithe since the
last event, the longer the average remaining waiting tiththé next event.

These statements can be made more precise by calculatiligjtgxthe full shape of the conditional
distribution of waiting time till the next event, conditiahon having already waiting some time;
since the last event that occurredtatSee Ref.[[142] for detailed information. Osorio et al. have
used this statistics as one of the diagnostics to charaetdré sequence of epileptic seizures and to
compare with earthquake sequences([91, 92].

e Clustering models These models capture the general observation for eafltbgudinancial
volatility and seizures that they occur in bursts, that@goading to patterns exhibiting much more
clustering or grouping than predicted by renewal processes

Clustering models are usually constructed from two praeess cluster center process, which is
often a renewal process, and a cluster member process. fedienms, the center events are main
events or sources, from which the member events derive. [listec member process consists of
events that are triggered by the cluster centers via a tilggéunctionh(t — ¢;, &), which usually
depends only on the time- ¢; since the occurrence tinigof the cluster center, and on a stochastic
amplitude y drawn from a distribution usually chosen to be invariantimet In other words,
cluster centers are parents and the cluster members arectimegsponding offsprings: a given
parent triggers only his cohort of offsprings and has no @rfte on the offsprings of other parents
(center sources).

An example is given by the simple aftershock model, whictsaters that there are main shocks
distinctly different from their aftershocks. The formereahe cause of the later, which cluster
strongly after them. Such aftershock model is the standadibdok model for main earthquakes
and their aftershocks. It consists in writing the conditibimtensity as

AHE,©) = A+ > h(t—1:,¢), (21)

ic‘tic<t

where Hf is the history up to time that needs only include information about the cluster asnte
{ti., Xi. h1<i.<n, as cluster members do not trigger their own events and dofhw¢nce the future.

In the specification(21), we have assumed for simplicity the cluster center process is a Poisson
process with constant rate. The triggering process from centers to members is desthipaghe
set of parameter® characterizing the kernél(t — ¢;, £) quantifying the ability of centers to trigger
their offsprings.

e Self-excited models These models were first introduced by Hawkes [44, 43] andkeavand
Oakesl[45]. They generalize the cluster models by allowaghevent, including cluster members,
i.e., aftershocks, to trigger their own events accordingoime memory kernél(t — ¢;,§).

A(t|H, ©) = Ao+ > h(t —1;,€) , (22)

Z'|t¢<t

where the historyd; = {t;}1<i<ny now includes all events and the sum in expressioh (22) rues ov
all triggered events. The teri. means that there are still external background sourcegraugu
according to a Poisson process with constant intensityut all other events can be both triggered
by previous events and can themselves trigger their offgpri This gives rise to the existence of
many generations of events.
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Figure 13: Typical realization of a sequence of events udiegeTAS model. The horizontal axis
is time and the vertical axis shows the magnituwdéor mark) of each event.

e Marked self-excited point processesThis class is a multidimensional extension of the former
self-excited process. The generalization consists incéating with each event some marks (pos-
sible multiple traits), drawn from some distributip(im ), usually chosen invariant as a function of
time:

A(t,m|Ht, ©) = p(m) (Ac + ) h(t— tn&”ﬁ)) ; (23)
it <t

where the markn; of a given previous event now controls the shape and pregedt the trig-
gering kernel describing the future offsprings of that évienThe history now consists in the set
of occurrence times of each triggered event and their matlks= {¢;, m;}1<i<n. The first fac-
tor p(m) in the r.h.s. of expression (P3) writes that the marks ofjgigd events are drawn from
the distributionp(m), independently of their generation and waiting times. Thia simplifying
specification, which can be relaxed. Inclusion of spatiah&kto describe how distance impacts
triggering efficiency is straightforward.

A particularly well-studied specification of this class ofrked self-excited point process is the
so-called Epidemic-Type-Aftershock-Sequence (ETAS) enh{ftl], 85]:

galmi—mo)
A(t,m|H;, ©) = p(m) ()\c+ Z k—) , (24)

et (t —t; + c)1t?

wherep(m) is given by the Gutenberg-Richter law with expon@ntliscussed already in section
[2.2. The memory kernel is chosen as the power law (called therOaw) with exponentl + 6.
The lower magnitude cut-offg is such that events with marks smaller thag do not generate
offsprings. This is necessary to make the theory convergetitwell-defined, otherwise the crowd
of small events may actually dominate. The time constagnsures normalization and finiteness
of the triggering rate immediately following any event. Bawent (of magnituder) triggers other
events with a ratev e, which defines the so-called fertility or productivity lavithe set of
parameters i® = {3, \., k,a,mg,c,6}. Figure[1B shows a typical realization of a sequence of
events generated with the ETAS model.

An observed “aftershock” sequence in the ETAS model is tme sfia cascade of events in
which each event can trigger more events. The triggeringga®may be caused by various mecha-
nisms that either compete with each other or combine. TheIghadel is parsimonious as it lumps
all the complications of physical and biological propestés well as geometric structural geometry
in a few key parameters quantifying the Omori law, the GuéegtRichter law and the productivity
law. This is particularly important as seismic as well agsa data is relatively sparse, has lim-
ited precision accuracy, and the characterization of tegmnties of these dynamical processes is
bound to be full of misleading paths if solid theoretical amalytical guidelines do not constrain
the research on empirical data.
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This class of marked self-excited point processes is nowidered as the benchmark that best
describes the statistical properties of spatio-tempaghgquake catalogs. In particular, the text-
book classification of foreshocks, mainshocks and aftetshis now considered obsolete by many
seismologists, due to the cumulative evidence that anheaake may trigger other earthquakes
through a variety of physical mechanisms but this does rotvabne to put a tag on them [26].
The textbook classification of foreshocks, mainshocks #&edstocks is essentially a human-made
construction that is open to revision as a function of theetigyment of the sequences of earthquake
magnitudes. For instance, if an aftershock happens to hiarger magnitude that the earthquake
that was qualified previously as a mainshock, it is reclassiis the new mainshock of the unfold-
ing sequence and the previous mainshock becomes one ofdashfick. The fact that many small
earthquakes occur after large mainshocks, and are thusfiddsas aftershocks, is simply due to
the fact that large earthquakes trigger many earthquakdsnast earthquakes are small. Thus, it
is improbable (but not impossible) that a large earthquakeliowed in close succession by still
larger earthquakes.

Rather than keeping the textbook classification that farelsh are precursors of mainshocks
and mainshocks trigger aftershocks, the self-exciteds @émodels starts from the hypothesis that
a parsimonious description of seismicity does not requiieedivision between foreshocks, main-
shocks and aftershocks that are indistinguishable frorpaive of view of their physical processes
[26], [25] (it is however sometimes convenient to use the timeered foreshocks-mainshocks-
aftershocks terminology, as long as it is understood theattbdel refers only to events which may
trigger other earthquakes). But the story is not writtenrasently, some evidence of a difference
between spontaneous and triggered earthquakes was abfh6%].

We propose that a similar approach may be a useful startiimg po epileptology. Single
epileptiform discharges (spikes), bursts of spikes armuses may not be, as often claimed, distinct
phenomena but simply reflect the heterogeneous manifassatif processes governed by the same
mechanisms or laws while having a self-triggering capamitglegree of “fertility.” This seemingly
radical shift in conceptualization may provide a deepermode fruitful insight into the dynamics
of ictiogenesis.

The ETAS model and other related models developed on similaciples are popular with
statisticians interested in the characterizations of demppatio-temporal patterns (in particular
with applications to seismicity) [68, 83, 102,186, 14, 168,/88,[87[ 167], using maximum likeli-
hood methods for parameter estimations and residual and8/%[88] for the detection of devia-
tions from normal seismicity. We believe that these statistechniques could be usefully applied
to seizure time series.

A detailed understanding of the observable propertiesenfithrked self-excited point processes
has been developed in the last decade, that we briefly suzaraiow.

3.3 Main properties of the ETAS model

We stress that the advantage of the ETAS model is to offer v parsimonious description of
the complex spatio-temporal organization of systems chariaed by self-excitation of “bursty”
events, without the need to invoke ingredients other thanwtbll-documented stylized facts re-
ported above: distribution of event sizes, Omori law andipobivity law. An important insight is
that the Omori law may come in different forms, which can beveel from the same model only
via the change of a crucial parameter, the branching ratithe parameten is defined as the mean
number of events of first generation triggered per eventndJie notation of expression_(24), the
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branching ratio is given by

n:K%, WhereK::H—lze. (25)

The variability of the apparent Omori's exponenis then obtained as a result of the relative im-
portance of cascades of aftershocks, of aftershocks akhtieks, and so on over possibly many
generations[[80]. The branching ratiocan vary with time and from location to location. In the
context of epileptic seizures, it can be used as a diagnofsttie susceptibility of the brain to trigger
epileptic seizures.

While the results summarized below pertain to earthquakeanethod used to obtain them can
be applied to seizure time series as well as financial fluctisi(for an early attempt in this later
domain, see Refi_[13]).

3.3.1 Subcritical, critical and supercritical regimes

Precise analytical results and numerical simulations sti@yvexistence of three time-dependent
regimes, depending on the “branching ratioand on the sign of. This classification is valid for
the range of parameters < 3. When the productivity exponentis larger than the exponept

of the Gutenberg-Richter law, an explosive regime occuadifey to stochastic finite-time singu-
larities [140], a regime that we do not consider further elout which is relevant to describe the
accelerated damage processes leading to global systalaiedan possibly many different types
of systems[[133].

1. Forn < 1 (sub-critical regime), the rate of events triggered by @gishock decays according
to an effective Omori power law, characterized by a crosstreen an Omori exponent =
1—6fort < t* to alarger exponent= 1446 for ¢t > ¢* [128,51], whereg* is a characteristic
timet* ~ ¢/(1 — n)'/?, which is controlled by the distance fromto 1.

2. Forn > 1 andd > 0 (super-critical regime), one finds a transition from an Ondecay
law with exponenp = 1 — 4 at early times since the mainshock to an explosive exparenti
increase of the seismicity rate [128) 51, 114].

3. Inthe casé < 0, there is a transition from an Omori law with exponént |#| similar to the
local law, to an exponential increase at large times, wittoasover time- different from the
characteristic time* found in the casé > 0.

These results may open the road for the discovery of new tgpssizure precursors. These
could include (i) variablg-values, in particular the suggestion that a smalhlue may be a precur-
sor of a large event, (ii) relative seizure quiescence inessspatial domain preceding the occurrence
of large seizures, (iii) exponential increase in seizute&ig in some other spatial domains preced-
ing large events.

3.3.2 Importance of small events for triggering other everd of any size([46] 47]

In the context of earthquakes for which the productivity @xgnta is estimated smaller than, but
close to, the Gutenberg-Richter expongnsmall events have been found to provide a dominating
contribution to the overall activity, as their number mdnart compensates their relatively smaller
individual impact. This is due to the structure of the modhelihich all events can trigger other
events. This realization comes as a big surprise to expanshave been accustomed to the concept
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that only large and great earthquakes needed to be corsisiae they overwhelmingly dominate
the overall release of energy in the Earth crust. But not @ofHe triggering ability, as is now
understood. Can there be a similar situation for epilemizwses, for whom the myriad single
spikes, bursts of spikes and subclinical seizures play @oitant role in the triggering of clinical
seizures?

3.3.3 Effects of undetected seismicity: constraints on th&ze of the smallest triggering event
from the ETAS model [151]

The mechanism of event triggering together with simple mggions of self-similarity, as captured
in the simple ETAS specification, make obligatory the existeof a minimum magnitude,, below
which events do not or only weakly trigger other events. iigLout to be possible to estimate an or-
der of magnitude ofn by noting that the magnitude,; of completeness of empirical catalogs has
no reason to be the samerag, and by using diverse empirical data based on maximum tiket
inversions of observed aftershock sequences of real gatalith the ETAS model. The obtained
constraintmg ~ —1 =+ 2 is loose and reflects the many uncertainties in the moddiradilbns and
model errors.

3.3.4 Apparent earthquake sources and clustering biased hyndetected seismicity([150, 110]

In models of triggered-seismicity, the detection thredhal; is commonly equated to the magni-
tudemg of the smallest triggering earthquake. This unjustifiediagsion neglects the possibility
that shocks below the detection threshold may trigger obabée events. Distinguishing between
the detection thresholah,; and the minimum triggering earthquake, < mg 4, and considering the
branching structure of one complete cascade of triggereatgyan apparent branching ratipand
an apparent background sourggecan be determined from the exact calculation of the sequeince
observed triggered events with marks above the detecti@stibldm,. The presence of smaller
undetected events that are capable of triggering largensi® the cause for the renormalization.
One could imagine that triggering between seizures coulsirhgarly renormalized when not tak-
ing into account of structures such as spikes and burstsikéssff the later have some triggering
effects on seizures.

3.3.5 Cascades of triggered events

By comparison between synthetic catalogs generated watBETAS model and real seismicity, it is
now understood that a surprisingly large fraction of earti@s in real seismicity are probably trig-
gered by previous events. Recent conservative lower bosumglsest that at lea60%, and perhaps
up to 99% of earthquakes are triggered by previous earthquaked BB,/ 150, 80]. This frac-
tion is nothing but the so-called average branching rat@r mean number of triggered event per
earthquake, averaged over all magnitudes [53]. In additiginin the picture that earthquakes can
trigger events which themselves trigger new events and sxoording to the same basic physics,
then, most triggered events within a sequence should kgeteg indirectly through cascades|[53].
Therefore, previous observations that a significant foaotif earthquakes are triggered earthquakes
imply that most aftershocks are indirectly triggered byrtanshocks. In the class of ETAS mod-
els, this has the implication that the observed Omori lanbigined from a renormalization of the
direct Omori law (describing the direct interactions betweriggering and triggered earthquakes)
to the global law with different exponepf128,[51]. The cascades of secondary triggering provides
a mechanism for slow aftershock sub-diffusion! [50, 49] dod/goreshock migration [56, 52].

29



3.3.6 Other results available for marked self-excited poihprocesses

A number of other interesting mathematical and statistiealllts have been derived for the ETAS
model, which show that the model has non standard propeesedting from the interplay between
the triggered cascades and the two power laws charactgtizendistribution of sizes and the pro-
ductivity process. These results have been obtained byotigomathematical derivations using
probability generating functions:

e non-mean field anomalous exponents for the distributionchister” sizes due to the in-
terplay between cascades of generation and the power lawsodfictivity and of marks
(magnitudes)[106];

e non-mean field distributions of lifetimes and total numbkgenerations before extinctions
of aftershock sequences emanating from isolated main st&6&];

e the distribution of waiting times between events in a givegion is characterized by an
approximate power law [111, 1113, 149];

e stochastic reconstruction of the genealogy of the casaaiteigigered events [166, 167,180,
148].

3.4 Forecasts using self-excited marked point processes

The understanding of the importance of cascades of triggegesmicity has led to important im-
provements of existing methods of earthquake forecasis péked on variations of the ETAS
model, by taking into account the cascades of secondawyetiing [54/ 48, 157].

As a quantitative theoretical check, the numbeaf earthquakes in finite space-time windows
is often taken as the target for forecasts: for instanceinvitte RELM (Regional Earthquake Like-
lihood Models: www.relm.org) project in Southern Calif@na forecast is expressed as a vector of
earthquake rates specified for each multi-dimensionalXG], where a bin is defined by an inter-
val of location, time, magnitude and focal mechanism andekelution of a model corresponds to
the bin sizes. The full theory of this observable within tHBAS model has been developed using
the formalism of generating probability functions (GPF¥dbing the space-time organization of
earthquake sequences [109,1112]. The calibration of tharythie the empirical observations for the
California catalog shows that it is essential to augment&HRAS model by taking account of the
pre-existing frozen heterogeneity of spontaneous eaatteygources. This seems natural in view
of the complex multi-scale nature of fault networks, on vidhéarthquakes nucleate. The extended
theory is able to account for the empirical observationsfattorily. In particular, the probability
density functionsPy.:.(r) of the numberr of earthquakes in finite space-time windows for the
California catalog, over fixed spatial boxgs< 5 km?, 20 x 20 km? and50 x 50 km? and time
intervalsdt = 1, 10, 100 and1000 days have been determined. One finds a stable power law tail
compatible WithPy,,(r) ~ 1/r1*®/®) [109,[112]. This result recovers previous estimates with
different statistical methods and for large space and tinmelows [17) 81, 118], while proposing
a simple and generic explanation in terms of cascades gfetriigg of earthquakes. This example
and others[[55] show the power of the simple concept of triggiseismicity to account for many
(most?) empirical observations.

The Working Group on Regional Earthquake Likelihood Mod&&LM) has invited long-
term (5-year) forecasts for California in a specific fornafacilitate comparative testing [27,128,

30



123,121 124]. Building on RELM’s success, the Collabanafor the Study of Earthquake Pre-
dictability (CSEP, www.cseptesting.org) inherited andaxded RELM'’s mission to regionally and
globally test prospective forecasts [124, 163,1159]. Mahthe competing models are based on
concept of earthquake triggering embodied in the markeeeselted conditional point processes.

New developments for point processes include the adaptaticdata assimilation methods
[158]. Recall that, in meteorology, engineering and corapstiences, data assimilation is rou-
tinely employed as the optimal way to combine noisy obs@matwith prior model information
for obtaining better estimates of a state, and thus bettecésts, than can be achieved by ignoring
data uncertainties. Earthquake forecasting as well aarsefgediction, too, suffer from measure-
ment errors and from model information that is limited, anayrthus gain significantly from data
assimilation. Werner et al. have presented perhaps thddilgtimplementable data assimilation
method for forecasts generated by a point-process miod8].[THe method has been tested on a
synthetic and pedagogical example of a renewal processwaasim noise, which is relevant to the
seismic gap hypothesis, models of characteristic earkeguand to recurrence statistics of large
quakes inferred from paleoseismic data records. In ordadtivess the non-Gaussian statistics of
earthquakes, it was necessary to use sequential Monte @attwds, which provide a set of flexi-
ble simulation-based methods for recursively estimatibgrary posterior distributions. Extensive
numerical simulations have demonstrated the feasibility benefits of forecasting earthquakes
based on data assimilation. The forecasts based on the @@ampling Importance Resampling
(OSIR) particle filter are found significantly better thandk of a benchmark forecast that ignores
uncertainties in the observed event times. We predict th&t dssimilation will also become an
important tool for seizure predictions in the future.

3.5 A preliminary attempt to generate synthetic ECoG with the ETAS model

The following is a modest example of how to generate syrthigtie series that look like electrocor-
ticogram (ECoG) using the ETAS model defined by the conditidntensity given by expression
(24). We imagine that the elementary events are “spikes”thatspikes can excite other spikes
following the ETAS specification. Sequences of closely odng spikes may then define bursts
and seizures can perhaps be observed when bursts are atlfficlastered.

The synthetic ECoG are generated as follows. For a givercehdfi the parameter sé& =
{A¢, B,n,a,mg, c,0}, we generate a time series of evefits m; }, in which each eventis charac-
terized by its occurrence timg and its markm;. Note that we use instead ofk, but the two are
related directly through expressidn [25).

Then, we assume that each eveistassociated with a “spike pattern” in a virtual ECoG reeord
ing given by

2
F(t —t;) = sign, - fi - \/2—%71'3(15 — 1;) exp <—M) ; (26)

2
27;

where
fi=fo-10°™ | 1 =15 10%m (27)

The signalF'(t — t;) is thus a derivative of a Gaussian function and shows a tiygipale structure
with a positive arch followed by a negative arch or vice-geidepending on the sign tersign,’
that is chosen here at random and independently for each &demmarkm; of eventi is assumed
to control the amplitudg; of the spike and its duratiory according to the expressions{27).
Figures[1# and 15 show two realizations with the same parmmetxcept for the memory
exponentd) = 0.5 in the former andd = 0.05 in the later. The comparison between the two
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Figure 14: Synthetic electrocorticogram constructed whil ETAS model and using the spike
pattern given by expressioh (26) wifh {27) for the followipgrameters{\. = 1,5 = 2/3,n =
0.5,a = 0.2,mg, ¢ = 60,6 = 0.5,a = 0.001,d = 0.001}.
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Figure 15: Synthetic electrocorticogram constructed wlith ETAS model and using the spike
pattern given by expressioh_(26) wifh {27) for the followipgrameters{i. = 1,5 = 2/3,n =
0.5,a = 0.2,mg,c = 60,6 = 0.05,a = 0.001,d = 0.001}.

figures illustrates the impact of the memory in the trigggriri spikes by previous spikes. Figure
[14 corresponds to a shorter lived memory and a more spikyneegiompared with figuife 15.

Figure[16 shows a synthetic electrocorticogram obtainechiayging the branching ratio from
a low valuen = 0.1 to a large value: = 0.9 abruptly in the middle of the graph. Far= 0.1,
the cumulative effect of ten spikes is needed on averagedottyi trigger an additional spike. For
n = 0.9, each spike triggers directly an additional spike almositésif. This corresponds to a
much more intense activity, with more correlations and tiness. Seizure-like patterns can be
obtained by decreasing. and increasing further the value oftowards the critical valué.

4 Concluding remarks

The inherent value of predicting seizures has led to margrtefto fulfill this aim, efforts that to
date have been unsuccessful. In particular, from our pdivieas, an acute limitation is the absence
of understanding of the spatio- temporal behavior of sewand the absence of corresponding
models. While the reasons behind this state of affairs aléptaj there has been progress, if only
in recognizing the challenges (after a first wave of overroigin) as well as the need for rigorous
testing procedures and for new approaches.

The task of predicting the occurrence of recurrent apesiedents such as seizures would ben-
efit from development of models that recognize the value oltiracale approaches , aimed at
excluding features that unnecessarily increase algoiGtimomplexity and the danger of compu-
tational irreducibility and its associated unpredictiépil This chapters central predicates are that
seizures may be statistically predictable and that agjmicaf tools from statistical physics such
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Figure 16: Synthetic electrocorticogram constructed wlith ETAS model and using the spike
pattern given by expressioh (26) wifh {27) for the followipgrameters{i. = 1,5 = 2/3,n =
0.1 = 0.9,a = 0.2,mg,c = 60,0 = 0.05,a = 0.001,d = 0.001}.

as renormalization group theory may facilitate identifimatof the scale of observation (likely to
be coarse-grained) that is the most informative. Througtesyatic quantitative comparisons with
earthquakes, conceptual groundwork (neurons and fadttreated as coupled threshold oscilla-
tors of relaxation) is laid out that allows epileptology tioat approaches with potential usefulness
from the more mature fields of seismology and finance. Amoagetapproaches briefly presented
in this chapter, self-excited marked point processes mami opinion, worthy of investigation.

The perspectives we provide in this chapter and the appesaale propose are intended to
stimulate new research directions to increase the knowleflgpilepsy dynamics and, with it, the
likelihood of predicting seizures in a manner that improgaality of life of those to which they
afflict.

5 Glossary

Coarse-graining The procedure that removes “uninforreat{for the task at hand) degrees of freedom to
obtain a description of a system at a more integrated and at@tignally manageable level.
Coarse-graining provides a range of techniques to bridgégap” between the microscopic
and macroscopic levels.

Renormalization group The meta-theory developed by L. KatfaM. Fisher, K. Wilson and many others, which
allows to construct macroscopic theories of critical phmeana at the macro-level, from the
knowledge of constituents and interactions at the micnoisdevel.

Bifurcation The phenomenon in which a change in a so-calledeér parameter” causes a qualitative
change (from one regime to another) in the systems’ dyndrbiglaaviors. The theory of
bifurcations has led to a classification of regime changésglwturn out to be reducible to
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a limited number of cases. The mathematical descriptionhifuacation is called a nhormal
form, which is a differential equation representing thesetiavolution of the order parameter,
given the value(s) of the control parameter(s).

Self-organized criticality A conceptintroduced in 1987m\Bak, C. Tang and K. Wiesenfeld, according to which many
out-of-equilibrium dynamical spatio-temporal systemsiich are slowly driven and which
exhibit threshold-like responses, tend to self-organiza tlynamical state characterized by
a broad range of avalanche sizes quantified by a power lavibdigbn. A sub-class of self-
organized critical systems can be shown to be made of sydtemsoning at or close to a
standard critical point (in the sense of phase transitiorstatistical physics). It is the non-
standard type of slow driving of the “order parameters” tleaids to the attraction of the
dynamics to the usually unstable critical point.

Point process In the field of stochastic processes, one riatistgiish between two broad classes: (i) Con-
tinuous or discrete time processes and (ii) point procegsegxample of the former class is
for instance the so-called random walk (or Wiener processdthematical parlance). Point
processes generate events that are distinct from “backdtaactivity. In other words, the
value of a point process is zero, except when “the event”’rscdn contrast, in the first class
of processes, the activity is present at all time or occuroittinuing steps. Point processes,
also called shot-noise in physics and jump processes indinamne thus particularly suitable
to describe and model system dynamics characterized byctherence of events, such as
earthquakes, financial crashes and epileptic seizures.
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