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Abstract

Neural coding is a field of study that concerns how sensoyrinétion is represented
in the brain by networks of neurons. The link between exiesti@ulus and neural re-

sponse can be studied from two parallel points of view. Tls¢, fireural encoding refers
to the mapping from stimulus to response, and primarily $eston understanding how
neurons respond to a wide variety of stimuli, and on consitrgenodels that accurately
describe the stimulus-response relationship. Neuraldiegpon the other hand, refers
to the reverse mapping, from response to stimulus, wherehléenge is to reconstruct
a stimulus from the spikes it evokes. Since neuronal regisrgochastic, a one-to-one
mapping of stimuli into neural responses does not existsiogua mismatch between
the two viewpoints of neural coding. Here, we use these twsgaetives to investigate
the question of what rate coding is, in the simple setting single stationary stimu-

lus parameter and a single stationary spike train repredét a renewal process. We
show that when rate codes are defined in terms of encodingthieestimulus parame-

ter is mapped onto the mean firing rate, the rate decoder dyepike counts or the
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sample mean, does not always efficiently decode the ratescbdecan improve effi-
ciency in reading certain rate codes, when correlationkiwig spike train are taken

into account.

1 Introduction

Sensory and behavioral states are represented by neussmpinses. Determining
which code is used by neurons is important in order to undedshow the brain car-
ries out information processing (Dayan & Abbott, 2001; Riekal., 1997). Coding
schemes used by neurons can be divided approximately ida@ategories. In rate
coding, the stimulus is mapped onto the firing rate, definethagverage number of
spikes per unit time. A variation in the number of emittedkspiin response to the
same stimulus across trials, is then considered noisenipdeal coding, on the other
hand, the stimulus is encoded in moments of the spike patetrhave higher order
than the mean (Theunissen & Miller, 1995).

While neural codes are characterized in terms of these eangeotews (i.e., how
the neurons map the stimulus onto the features of spike ngsgd, these are often in-
vestigated and validated using decoding. From the decodévgpoint, rate coding is
operationally defined by counting the number of spikes ovperod of time, with-
out taking into account any correlation structure amongespi Any scheme based on
such an operation is equivalent to decoding under the statjoPoisson assumption,
because the number of spikes over a period of time, or thelsamgan of interspike
intervals (I1SIs), is a sufficient statistic for the rate paeter of a homogeneous Poisson
process. In this manuscript, a decoder based on countingutinder of spikes, or on
taking the sample mean of ISIs, is labeled as “rate decod&rilarly, temporal cod-
ing can be defined by decoding the stimulus using a statistiodel with a correlation
structure between spikes (such as the Ml model, introduetmW). If such a decoder
improves on the performance of the rate decoder, it indscétat significant informa-
tion about the stimulus is carried in the temporal aspecpddestrains [(Jacobs et al.,
2009; Pillow et al., 2005).

A simple statistical model with a correlation structure bagn introduced in the



literature, taking the intensity function of a point prosés be a product of two factors:

AL, 5.(t)) = o(t)g(t — s.(t)), 1)

wheres, (t) represents the last spike time precedingd his statistical model with the
intensity function[(ll) has been called the multiplicatim&einsity (MIl) model by Aalen
(1978) and the multiplicative inhomogeneous Markov inkémodel by Kass & Ventura
(2001).¢(t) is the free firing rate, which depends only on the stimulud,@h— s..(t))

is the recovery function, which describes the dependentyeolfast spike time preced-
ing t and hence allows the MI model to have a correlation strudbeteveen spikes.
Note that Eq[(ll) becomes the intensity function of an inhgem@ous Poisson process
if the recovery function is constant in time. It has been regggbthat the MI model
enhances decoding performance in real data analysis @atah, 2009), which en-
courages use of the Ml model to test temporal codes.

Although neural codes can be defined in terms of either engaati decoding, the
resulting codes generally differ from one another. Here,investigate the relation
between the two viewpoints of neural coding in terms of ratd seemporal coding
schemes. Specifically, we consider, for the sake of analftiactability, a simple set-
ting of a single stationary stimulus parameter and a sinigigosiary spike train rep-
resented by a renewal process, and investigate the extevitibhh decoders of each
scheme decode neural codes that are defined in terms of egcadur main claim is
that when rate codes are defined in terms of encoding, i® sttmulus parameter is
mapped onto the mean firing rate, the rate decoder does naysabificiently decode
the rate codes, whereas the temporal decoder can improsieedfy in reading certain
rate codes.

In order to deduce our results, we develop, in sedtion 2 tesstal theory based on
asymptotic estimation, i.e., inference from a large nunafé¢8ls. However, care must
be taken when results based on asymptotic analysis ardatf@t&to non-asymptotic
cases, which are certainly relevant in more realistic apdiontexts. This will be ad-
dressed in sectidd 3.



2 Theory

2.1 Definition of encoding and decoding

We suppose, for simplicity, that neural spikes are desdrlipe a stationary renewal
process. The response of single neurons is then describad Byl densityp(z|0),
wherez € [0,00), andf € © C (—oo,00) is a one-dimensional stimulus parameter.
The renewal assumption is not exactly true for actual nedaéd, but often provides
a reasonable approximation (Troy & Robson, 1992). Let FE(z|0) be the mean
parameterF(-|0) being the expectation with respectita:|6).

Consider first the rate encoding scheme. Since the earlyeidérian & Zotterman
(1926), there has been a search for a functional relatipristiveen stimulus parame-
ters and the average firing rate, which is often describedfasaion of the stimulus
parameters. This motivates us to formulate rate encodiagrag-to-one mapping from
0 to (0). The variation inz around the meap is then regarded as noise. In short, the

rate encoding scheme can formally be defined as follows:

Definition 1 If there exists a one-to-one and differentiable mapgings> p(0), the

scheme is rate encoding.

The assumption of differentiability ip(6) with respect ta is required for analytical
purposes, but is also reasonable physiologically becagbtews that a small change in
0 results in a small, smooth changei(?).

Temporal encoding, on the other hand, intuitively meansttigestimulus is encoded
in statistical structures of I1SIs beyond the firing rate.c8iit allows for many alterna-
tives, we do not explicitly define temporal encoding herd,ibstead give an example
below. Letp(z|u, x) be a dispersion model, whegrds the mean and is the dispersion
parameter that characterizes moments of the ISls of higider than the mean. If the
stimulus parameter is mapped onto the dispersion paranfeter x(6), this scheme
can be categorized under temporal encoding (Kostal, LagkdRgkora, 2011).

For decoding, we assume an ISI densityy|¢), ¢ € & C (—oo,c0), which is
chosen according to the decoding schemes introduced b&¥evsuppose that decod-
ing is performed by the maximum likelihood estimation (ML&ith ¢(z|¢). In rate

decoding, one usually counts the number of spikes over agefitime, without taking

4



into account any dependency among spikes. This is equivieletecoding under the
Poisson assumption, because the number of spikes is aesniffitatistic for the rate pa-
rameter of a homogeneous Poisson process. Tiwl) is taken to be the exponential
distribution,q(z|¢) = ¢ exp(—¢x), for rate decoding.

In temporal decoding, on the other hand, where a temporardgmcy of spike
timing relative to the last spike is considered, we take¢) to be the Ml model. Here,
the ISl distribution of the MI model is constructed as follwsince we only take into
account stationary renewal processes, the rate factor.{@)Hg reduced to a constant,

and then the intensity function(x), of the Ml model becomes

AMx) = dg(x),

where¢ € [0, c0) is the free firing rate and(x)(> 0) is the recovery functio@. The
ISI distribution of the MI model is then obtained as

q(x|¢) = dg(x) exp|—oG(x)], (2)

where

In order for the MI model to be well behaved as a decoder, wenagghat the variance

of G(x) is finite. It is obvious from the factorization theorem (Sehgh,|1995) that
G(z) is a sufficient statistic fop. Note that EqL(2) becomes an exponential distribution
with firing rate¢ if g(x) = 1, x > 0. The two decoding schemes are summarized as

follows:

Definition 2 In rate decoding is decoded withy(z|¢) being the exponential distribu-
tion via the MLE. In temporal decoding,is decoded withy(z|¢) being the MI model
via the MLE.

We use the MI model in temporal decoding for the followings@as. First, the
inhomogeneous version of the MI model given by Elqg.(1) is wisief practice, as it

can be easily fitted to data by well-established statisticathods [(Kass & Ventura,

1 Since the units of(x) are those of firing rate (i.e., spikes per unit time), by conivm, we lete
also have units of firing rate, leavigx) dimensionless (Kass & Ventuira, 2001).
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2001; DiMatteo et all, 2001). In fact, Jacobs etlal. (2009 alestrated the importance
of temporal coding by using this model. Second, generalimezhr models (GLMSs)
(McCullagh & Nelder, 1989; Paninski, 2004; Paninski et2007; Truccolo et al., 2005),
which have been used extensively for statistical analyflsieoral data, include the Ml
model as a special case. Specifically, the GLM corresponttsetl model when the
spiking history term contains only the last spike and a log-function is used (e.g.,
soft-threshold integrate-and-fire models (Paninski g28i08)).

In order to investigate the extent to which decoders of eabkrae decode neural
codes that are defined in terms of encoding, in settidn 2.2ntseduce a correlation

quantitypz given by Eql(#), which measures decoding performance (ithy).

2.2 Correlation quantity

We shall assume that(z|0) andq(z|¢) satisfy the traditional regularity assumptions
needed for standard asymptotics (Schervish, 11995). WealBifgte a correlation quan-

tity that measures a “similarity” between two models. Let

sp(x,0) = %%W
and
01
sa(a,0) = TR

be the score functions @i x|0) andq(z|¢), respectively. For a givefy, the parameter
of the decoder modet;, is taken to be a function(#) of 6 satisfying

Elsq(z, 9(6))]6] = 0. 3)
We define the square correlation coefficightis

o
T @

2 Covlsy(z,0), sq(x, $O)I0]* _ Elsp(x,0)s,(x, $(6)
" Varfs,(, 0)[0]Var[s,(z, 6(6))|0] JoElsq(x, $(0))?|



whereVar|-|0] andCov]|-|¢] represent, respectively, the variance and the covariaithe w

respect tg(z|0), and.J, is the Fisher information defined by
Jo = Els,(x,0)%|0).

Note that we used[s,(z,6)|d] = 0 in deriving the right-hand side of EQl(4). The
square correlation coefficiepf is related to the coefficient of determinafi®, used in
a simple regression analysis (Rawlings et al., 1998).

pz has the following geometrical property. In a linear spacsapfare integral func-

tions, the inner product and norm are defined to be
(Sps 800 = E(spsql0),

Isllo = (s, )y = E(s7(6)'*.
The square correlation coefficient is then rewritten as

p2 — < Sp(x>9) Sq(xv¢(9))
T sp(a, O)II7 NIl 9(9)) ]

) = cosp, ()

wherey is the angle betwees),(z, §) ands, (x, ¢(0)) with respect td, )y. Thus,p; = 1

if s,(x, #(0)) is parallel tos,(z, 0), while p7 = 0if s,(x, #(0)) is orthogonal tes,,(x, 6).
In the following, we will give two interpretations ¢f, in terms of statistical infer-

ence (Lemmal3) and information theory (Lemimha 4), which widiypde useful insights

for translating the meaning @f into the context of neural decoding.

2.1 Asymptotic efficiency

Let z1, 29, ...,z, be independent and identically distributed random vagsliom
p(z]0), and¢, = ¢n(x1, s, ..., 2,) be the MLE ofq(z|¢) based oney, zs, . . ., z,.
Then, ¢, — () asn — oo, whereg(d) satisfies Eq.(3) (White, 1982). For the
inference ofY from ¢,,, we assume thai(6)/df +# 0. An estimator of) would, thus,
be transformed fromp,, asfd, = ¢ '(¢,). We also assume thé, is an unbiased
estimator of. The performance of the unbiased estimator is evaluatets lwariance,

and the ratio of it to its lower bound is called tk#ficiency(Schervish| 1995). The



following lemma holds under the above conditions.
Lemma 3 p; gives the asymptotic efficiencyéof

Proof: Under suitable regularity conditions, it is proven thatis asymptotically nor-
mal (White, 1982):

~

Vn(é, — ¢(0)) = N(0,v) in distribution,

where _2
= Bl o 0(0) o) 24520 o] ©)
99
By the delta method (Schervish, 1995), we obtain
Vvn(b, —8) — N(0,0/c*) in distribution,
where .
do(0 0 -
o= 200 — Bl (o 0)s . o) | 22O )

is derived by differentiating Ed.(3) with respect o Since the lower bound of the
asymptotic variance is given by the inverse of the Fisharmftion (i.e., the Cramér-
Rao lower bound), the asymptotic efficiency is defined by #teor?J, ! /v. Using
Eqgs.[6) and[{7), we obtait.J, ' /v = p2. O

2.2 Information-theoretic quantity

We next connecp to an information-theoretic measure. Consider a situatiavhich
a neuron is subjected to a stimulus chosen from a probaliiglyibution, p(#). In
information theory, the amount of information about thenstius transferred through a

noisy channel is quantified by the mutual information (Co%flomas, 1991):

R / ple) log pla)de + / / p(0)p(x|0) logp(x]@)db'dz.  (8)

The amount of information that can be gained by decodingmitpen the probability
distribution used in a decoder. In order to introduce thfsrmation, we revisit an

information-theoretic interpretation of the mutual infaation. Suppose that the neuron
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is subjected to a set of stimuli, and consider how many stican be encoded in its
response. If each stimulus is encoded in a sequeng&®f1) ISIs, the upper bound

on the number of stimuli that can be encoded almost errerige™ . In decoding, if

the true modelp(z|0), is used to build a decoder, the upper bound of the number of
stimuli that can be decoded almost freely from errors is Hreese™. If, on the other
hand, the inaccurate model,z|0), is used, then the upper bound is typically smaller,

e, wherel* < I was derived in Merhav et al. (1994) as

I"=1(") = — / p(z)log / p(0)a(z|6(0)” db'dz+ / / p(8")p(|6) log g(x|¢(¢'))”" df' dx,
9)

with 5* being the value that maximizé$(3). Thus, the normalized quantity; /1, is

regarded as an information gain obtained by using¢) in decoding. Sele Latham & Nirenberg

(2005);.Oizumi et al.[(201.0) for more details and usd oin the context of neural de-

coding. The following lemma connects/ I with p3.

Lemma 4 Suppose that the mean and variance/@f) are given by ande?, respec-

tively. Fore < 1, the information ratio is given by

*

LB+ 00. (10)

Proof: For an integrable functiory;(z), that is twice differentiable, it follows that

/f(x)p(@')d@' = f(0)+ f//2(9)€2 +O(€%).
By using this, we obtain
I*(B8) = BE[sp(x, 0)s4(x, $(9))|0)e* — %E[sq(:@ ¢(0))*[0)e* + O(e®).  (11)

The optimals* is obtained by maximizing EQ.(1L1) with respecti@as

Elsp(x,0)s4(x, 6(6))[0]

P = T B 00200

+O(e). (12)




Substituting EqL(12) into Ed.(11) leads to

Elsp(x, 0)s4(x, $(0))I0) ,

"= I8 = = o e+ O(é). (13)

In the same manner, the mutual informatibh (8) is evaluased a
1
I= §J9€2 +O(é%). (14)
From Egs[(1B) and (14), we obtain Eq.(10). 0

2.3 Properties ofp;

Lemma 5 p; has the following properties:
) 0<p2 <1.
i) pz achieves unity when the MLE @fz|¢) is a complete sufficient statistic féa.

Proof: i) is obvious from Eq[(5). To prove i), let = ¢(z) denote the MLE ofj(z|¢).
Let f,(¢) and f»(¢) be unbiased estimators @f Then, we have?|f; (¢) — f2(¢)[6] = 0
for all # € ©. Since¢ is a complete statistic, it follows tha (¢) = f2(¢), a.s. bl
for all 4. Thus, all unbiased estimators @éfwhich are functions of, are equal, a.s.
[pe]. Now, suppose that there is an unbiased estimatoy of 0 with finite variance,

and define
0 = E[f(x)]0, 9], (15)

which forms an estimator of, since¢ is sufficient ford and thus the conditional ex-

pectation giver does not depend oh 4 is unbiased because
E(010) = E[E[f ()0, ¢]6] = E[f(x)|6] = 6.

Thus, § defined by Eq{T5) is equal with the one defined in Leniina 3, fug. It

2 statistic¢ is completef for every measurable, real-valued functibnE|[f(¢)|6] = O forall 0 € ©
implies f(¢) = 0 almost surely with respect tg(|0) (denoted by ‘a.s.ffy]’) for all 6. An interpretation
of completeness for a sufficient statistic is that it makesahcillary part of the data independentgof

(Lehmanh, 1981).
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follows that

Var(4l6) = E[(6 —6)°|6]
E[(E[f(x)]8, 6] — 6)*6]
E[E[f(x) — 016, 9]*|6]
E[E[(f(x) — 6)]6,4]|0]
E[(f(x) — 0)%|0]
Var(f(x)|6],

I

where the inequality follows from Jensen’s inequality. tRatarly, if we takef(x) to
be an asymptotically efficient estimator (e.g., the MLEp@f|0)), Var|[f(x)|0] achieves
the lower bound,/, !, which completes the proof of ii) becausggives the asymptotic

efficiency ofé. O

From the interpretations and properties given in Lemfids &nel5, p3 can be
used as a measure of decoding performancegdf)) when the true model is given by
p(z|0). We say that(z|¢) efficiently decodegif p7 = 1. If p7 > 0, 6 is asymptotically
decodablewith ¢(z|®), whereas ifp? = 0, 6 is not decodablevith ¢(z|®).

2.3 Results

By usingp? defined in Eq[(4), we now investigate the extent to which theoders of

each scheme decode rate and temporal codes.

Theorem 6 In rate encoding, if the sample mean is a complete suffictatissc for
1, the rate decoder efficiently decode§.e., p7 = 1 with ¢(x|¢) being the exponential
distribution).

Proof: Sinceu(#) is a one-to-one mapping, the sample mean is sufficienf.fadn
the other hand, the MLE of the rate parameter of the expaaledistribution is given
by the sample mean. Therefore, the theorem follows from LafBn). a

Theorem 7 Let ¢(z|¢) be the MI model given by](2). Either in rate encoding or in

temporal encoding,
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i) 0 is efficiently decoded (i.ep2 = 1) if G(z) is a complete sufficient statistic for
0.

ii) 0 is asymptotically decodable (i.g3 > 0) if 221G o ¢,

Proof: From Eql2), the MLE ofy(z|¢) is given by¢ = G(z)~'. Thus, i) follows

from Lemmd’5 ii). For the proof of ii), we rewrité](4) as follew

Elsy(a.Osqfo.0)l0) = [ ZEI 0, o)ptalo)a

~ o [ siwomalo

0

= %E[SQ(‘/L’? ¢)|9]

0
= —55ElG@)),
where we used EqI(2) to obtain the last equation. Insettirg ¢() into the above

equation leads to

Elsp(z,0)s4(x, ¢(0))[6] = —%E[G(x)lﬁ]- (16)
Through direct calculation, we also obtain
Elsy(z,6(0))%|0) = E{(G(z) — E[G(2)0])*|0} = Var[G (z)|0]. 17)

Substituting Eq.(16) and({17) into EJ.(4},is written as

 {pECWN)
Po = = JoVar[G(z)[0]

(18)

Therefore; > 0 holds if 221917 - ¢, O

The results and their consequences are summarized asgollow

1) In rate encoding, if the sample mean is a complete suftigttistic foru, the

rate decoder efficiently decodes the rate code.

2) If, on the other hand, the sample mean is not sufficient fiorrate encoding, but

G(z) is chosen so that the value gf for the temporal decoder is larger than that
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for the rate decoder, the temporal decoder can decode #headé with greater

efficiency than the rate decoder.

3) Intemporal encoding, i/(z) is chosen so thétZl%% - ¢ the temporal code
is asymptotically decodable with the temporal decoderti®aarly, if G(x) can
be taken to be a complete sufficient statisticfipthe temporal decoder decodes

the temporal code efficiently.

In the following, we will give three examples that illusteahe above consequences.
We first give an example illustrating consequence 2), whieeerate decoder is not
efficient for decoding a rate code, and the temporal decarleeees greater efficiency

than the rate decoder.

Example 8 Let p(z|u, k) be a log-normal distribution:

! (ogi +5) ] | (19)

T, k) = exp | —

p(x|p, k) — p[ o
See Levine (1991) for modeling the stochastic nature ofwsits the log-normal distri-
bution. Suppose that the stimulus is encoded, ine., rate encoding. The sample mean
IS not a sufficient statistic fou of the distribution, which implies that the rate decoder
does not decode efficiently. Indeed,for the rate decoder is derived in Appenflix’A.1

as
K

er —1°

po = (20)

ps — 0if Kk — oo, as the distribution becomes more skewed and has a longéeramnd
tail.
Instead of the rate decoder, consider using the temporat@eevith the Ml model’s

recovery function being
(ax/,]_)oc—le—ax/’r

9(x) = e, ax/7)

(21)

wherel'(«, z) is the incomplete gamma function:
Na,z) = / t*te~tdt.
In Eq.(21),a(> 0) determines the shape gfz) (i.e., g(z) ~ z*~! nearz = 0), andr
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Figure 1: (a) The shape of the recovery function (21)doe 0.8, 1, 3 and 10. (b)
pz of temporal decoding as a function of . in Example_1D. The value of the shape
parameter of the gamma distribution was taken ta:be 5. p2 reaches its maximum
whenu =~ 7.

represents the correlation timescale between successkess Figuré f1(a) depicts the
shape ofy(z) for several values af. It is shown in Appendik’A.R that for each> 0,

the temporal decoder with the recovery functibnl (21) actsey ~ 1 as closely as
possible by taking to be large enough andto be small enough, because the sufficient
statisticG(z) for the parametes of the Ml model approximates tlg =, which is a

sufficient statistic for the mean parameter of the log-ndrsribution. a

The next example illustrates consequence 1), i.e., a gituat which the sample

mean is sufficient for the mean parameter.

Example 9 Suppose thap(z|u, ) is a gamma distribution with the meanand the

shape parameter.
Klnxn—le—/@x/u

pel(k)
wherel'(k) is the gamma function. The gamma distribution has been wsddsdcribe

p(|p, k) = (22)

the stochastic nature of ISls, and its information-theonetoperties have been stud-
ied (lkeda & Manton [(2009) and references therein). Als@psse that the stimu-
lus is mapped onte (i.e., rate encoding). It is easy to see that the sample ngan i
a complete sufficient statistic for, and thus the rate decoder efficiently decodes the
stimulus g3 = 1), regardless of the value ef Note that the variance of the sample

mean achieves the Cramér-Rao lower bound even with a fenitgke size, because the
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gamma distribution is an exponential family distributi@chervish, 1995). Thus, nei-
ther the temporal decoder nor the gamma distribution {he.tfrue model) is necessary

for efficient decoding even with a finite sample size. O

The last example illustrates consequence 3).

Example 10 Consider that the true ISI distribution is given to be the gendistribu-
tion (22), and that the stimulus is encodedkifi.e., temporal encoding). For temporal
decoding, let us take the recovery function of the Ml moddéledcq.[(21). From a direct
calculation (Appendik’/Al3)y3 is expressed as

2
P {B%E[log F(a,a%x)\m]}
* JVarllog(a, akz)|k] ’

(23)

where E[-|x] and Var[-|x] are taken with respect to(z|x = 1,x). Note thatp? is a
function of the dimensionless parametefs. p3 was numerically computed for each
value of the parameterss, 1/7). The value ofx was taken so as to maximizg for
each value of parameters. Figlie 1(b) depigtas a function of-/u. It is seen from
this figure thap? takes its maximum near/u ~ 1, which indicates that the Ml model
decodes best when the mean ISl of the true mgdehatches the correlation timescale
of the Ml model,r. 0

3 Discussion

Our main results are summarized as follows. First, the rateder efficiently decodes
rate codes if and only if the sample mean is a sufficient si@fs the mean parameter
of the true model. Second, the temporal decoder improveb@pérformance of the
rate decoder by a) decoding temporal codes that the rateleetals to read, and b)
achieving greater efficiency in decoding certain rate codes

These results suggest that rate codes in stationary spikes twhich are defined
as the mapping from the stimulus to the mean firing rate, cethdube divided into
two subcategories when the concept of sufficiency is takendansideration: one is a
“strong” rate code, in which the sample mean is a sufficieatisttc for decoding, and

the other is a “weak” rate code, in which the sample mean isufbicient. We should
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notice that spike count decoding matches the strong formtefancoding, but not weak
form.

How can decoding results inform us whether or not rate codibging used? In or-
der to answer this question in the context of neuronal dedéyais, one may decode the
stimulus with rate and temporal decoders, and compare deewding performances
(Jacabs et al., 2009). This procedure tells us whether otheosample mean is suffi-
cient for decoding the stimulus: if the rate decoder perasn well as the temporal
decoder, then the sample mean is sufficient; if it does net the sample mean is not
sufficient. In terms of the original question of whether reteling is being used, only
in the former case can we translate the decoding result sitorig” rate encoding; in
the latter case, we cannot conclude which scheme, “weak”@atoding or temporal
encoding, is being used.

The key quantity in our theoretical analysis is the squameetation coefficient,
pz, which quantifies neural decoding performance. It is wortinting out that the

unnormalized quantity of:

Elsp(x, 0)sq(x, (0))16]*
Elsq(z,¢(0))%10]

Jg = pgjg =

can be regarded as a generalization of the Fisher informafjo in the sense that;
becomesJ; if q(z|¢) = p(x|). J; has similar properties tdy; (i) J; ' gives the
asymptotic variance of the MLE aof(x|¢) (LemmalB) as/, ' gives that ofp(z|6)
(Schervish, 1995), and (iiJ; appears in the leading term of the informatiéh, of the
decoder withy(z|¢) (Lemma4), as/y does in the mutual information with the limit of
small input power/(Kostal, 2010). A% has been used to measure encoding accuracy
(for review, see Dayan & Abbott, 2001, chap. 3),is used to measure the performance
of neural decoders.

It must be noted that our analysis is based on asymptoticythetich assumes a
large sample size. The inverse of the Fisher informationiargeneralization/;, give
the lower bounds of the variance of unbiased estimatorsgénérally do not corre-
spond to the mean squared error of the estimators with a fiaitgple size, except for
special cases of exponential family distributions. This,results based on asymptotic

analysis may not be justified for non-asymptotic cases.h@=eet al.|(2002) examined
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this point in the context of population coding.) Especiallgcoding using the “wrong”
model may severely compromise the accuracy of decoding masgmptotic cases.
One therefore has to check carefully whether analysis ysgimpgovides correct results
in terms of minimum mean squared error when the asymptdaidteare translated into
non-asymptotic cases.

Our simple setting of stationary and renewal assumptioes dot account for two
aspects of neuronal spikes that are relevant for neurahgodirst, actual spike trains
exhibit nonstationarity due to both, the dynamics of thestus and the nature of the
neural encoding processes such as adaptation. Rate egéodihis case is generalized
to the scheme in which the stimulus is mapped onto a timerukp# firing rate, or, the
marginal intensity function. Then the question we woulcelio address is whether
reasonable estimates of the firing rate (e.g., based orespladels or histograms), are
asymptotically sufficient for decoding the stimulus, whitlay require more mathe-
matically careful treatment to be proven. Second, higindeioserial dependencies in
sequences of ISIs, for which the MI model (1) can not accouatild certainly be rele-
vant for neural coding. Accordingly, temporal encodingesgralized to the scheme in
which the stimulus is mapped onto the higher-order seripéddencies. For temporal
decoding, the MI model can be generalized by taking the mgofunction to depend
on the whole spiking history, rather than simply on the lgstes Taking into consid-
eration these two extensions, we suspect that our resuttmauzed at the beginning
of the Discussion still hold. It would be interesting to exaaithe relation between en-
coding and decoding in a more realistic setting, for instamdth biophysically realistic

neuron models.

A Appendix: details of derivations

A.1 Derivation of equation (20)

Taking the parameter = p(6) and insertingG(z) = =z into (I8), p2 for the rate
becomes )
REE0)
o= "7 Var(z]0)
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For the log-normal distribution (19), we ha¥&z|0) = p, Var(z|0) = p?(e” — 1), and

2
1
J,=—-FE {a—logp(xm, K) 8] - —.

o K2

Using these, we obtain EQ.(20).

A.2 Temporal decoding for the log-normal distribution

Here, we show that the temporal decoder with recovery fand@1) can achievg; ~

1 as closely as possible in Example 8. Taking the parameten.(d) in (18), we have

 {zEC@N)
Po= "] Var[G(z)]0]

where
T axr
G(z) = E{ logT'(«r) — logF(a, 7)}
~ logT(a) ~ &2 4 oty
gL ['(a)Te 4 ’
for 7 > 1. Then,
OE[G(x)|0] a*"t OB (x%)0) I
o ()™ op O,
A similar calculation leads to
VarlG@)0] = (2} Var(al6) + O(r221)
ar T = F(a)Ta ar(xr T .

For the log-normal distributior (19), we also havge = 1/(ku*) and E(z™]0) =

peRm=m/2 Ly s 0, Thus, we obtain

2 -1
=———+0 :
Po ora® _ | +0(17)

Thereforelim, .. o0 p3 = 1, thatis, we can achievg ~ 1 as closely as possible by

taking to be large enough andto be small enough.
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A.3 Derivation of equation (23)

Eq.(21) is rewritten as

Then, we get

G(z) = /xg(u)du = I[log I(a) —log 'y, /7)),
0 o
where we used'(«,0) = T'(«). Takingx = () in Eq.(18), we obtain

, {#Ee@n} (2 Eog e, ar/mie)?

P INalG@)l] T JeVarllog (e, ax /)0

Thus, the scaling property of the gamma distribution leadsd.[23).
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