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In this study, we apply a mean field theory to the neural nekweodel with two periodic inputs in order to
clarify the conditions of synchronies. This mean field tlyegelds a self-consistent condition for the synchrony
and enables us to study the effects of synaptic connectartbé behavior of neural networks. Then, we have
obtained a condition of synaptic connections for the symapmwith the cycle timel’. The neurons in neural
networks receive sensory inputs and top-down inputs froteide of the network. When the network neurons
receive two or more inputs, their synchronization dependthe conditions of inputs. We have also analyzed
this case using the mean field theory. As a result, we clarifiedollowing points: (1) The stronger synaptic
connections enhance the shorter synchrony cycle of neuf@)d'he cycle of the synchrony becomes longer
as the cycle of external inputs becomes longer. (3) Theioakttips among synaptic weights, the properties of
input trains, and the cycle of synchrony are expressed byequoation, and there are two areas for asynchrony.
In association with the third point, the yielded equatiosassimple for calculation that they can easily provide
us feasible and infeasible conditions for synchrony.

I. INTRODUCTION synchronized firings, its stability cannot be discusserthftioe
view point of this mean-field theory, because we do not take
Neurons in neura| networks interact by Synaptic Conneclnto account the transient to the Steady state. Th|S IS Oﬂ'EEOf

tions. These complex networks, even if they consist of thdimitations of the method.
integrated-and-fire models or the extended models, are very Biologically, accompanied with visual perception or motor
complicated to deal with directly. Up to now, many studiescontrol, coherent oscillations have been reported in the co
of the neural networks treat the inputs from another neuroiices [18+25]. The oscillations are thought to play an impor
as a stochastic process [1:-13]. Because the stochastic pri@nt role in the information processing in the cortices 21,
cess under random noises (namely Langevin forces) is weffor example, precise synchronization among cortical areas
studied [14], the behavior of a neuron’s membrane potentiaguggest visuomotor integration [28]. On the other hand; bot
is well analyzed using the Fokker-Planck equatlon [15] as afeedforward and feedback anatomical projections exisbin ¢
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process [16]. Essentially, howehasé  ticocortical connections [29]. The pyramidal neurons @& th
stochastic input models approximate the network as a singleuperficial layer project to the middle layer of the higherdu
neuron model|[148]. Thus, it is difficult (but not impossi- tional region, whereas the ones of the deep layer projedt bac
ble [9-:12)]) to introduce synaptic connections approplyate to the superficial and deep layers|[30]. Thus cortical areas a
into the distribution functions of random inputs. reciprocally connected by feedforward (bottom-up) andifee
Recently, Chen and Jasnow [17] introduced the mean fieltback (top-down) pathways. The bottom-up signals usually
theory to study the synaptic plasticity. In this theory wede originate from sensory information. Consequently, sonre co
to introduce the “effective input” as a mean value of inpots t tical regions receive both bottom-up (sensory) and toprdow
a population of several neurons, namely cluster neuromisy fr  signals|[31].
outside of the cluster neurons. Especially, They [17] have f  According to the modeling study using a population of neu-
cused this virtue of the mean field theory on the behavior ofons that receives bottom-up and top-down periodic inputs
neural networks driven by Poisson noises with fixed mean frewith different periods|[32], the synchrony of firing oftenlco
quency for all neurons. And they have clarified the relatien b |apses. In other words, the loss of synchronized firings re-
tween the mean firing frequency (or the mean firing rate) andjuires remarkably different cycles of inputs. When thetiff
the mean synaptic weight using the self-consistent camtliti ences of the cycle times are small, the loss of synchrony does
obtained from the mean field thedry[17]. Because the meaRnot occur. When the neurons receive independently fixed pe-
field theory can reduce many synaptic connections to one contiodic inputs, what determines critically if the firings symo-
nection, it enables us to analyze the effects of many symaptinize or not? Itis expected that the strength of synaptic eonn
connections in neural networks with ease. When there are #ons have great effects on synchrony because numerickl stu
lot of neurons with connections and the input trains are staies showed that synaptic plasticity evokes synchrony [dR, 3
tionary, it is reasonable to apply the mean-field theory ® th Taken together, generally, synchrony depends on the sgnapt
system[B]. However, the mean field theory is not applicablezonnections as well as the periods of inputs.
when the variance of the values is so large and/or the popu- Thys the purpose of our study is to understand the effects of
lation size of the variables (synaptic connections per our input trains such as amplitude and period, and synaptic con-
for example) are so small that the mean value cannot be r'gjactions on the synchrony of neural networks, using the mean
garded as representative. In addition, when we focus on thgg|q theory. For convenience of applying this framework, we
E— regard the state in which two neurons fire with the same pe-
riod as synchronous in this paper. Thus, although this syn-
* Y.H.jhashizume@rs.tus.ac.jp; O/A. brainics@rs.kaguac. jp chrony does not require simultaneous firings, so-called syn
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chrony never occurs if this synchrony does not occur. Before@eset potential after firing take the same valué)ofin our

we try to achieve this aim, we discuss two more fundamenstudy, using the integrate-and-fire model, we assume tkat th
tal cases, that is, connected neurons without input traidsaa membrane potentials reset their potentiglt) andV;(t) for
single neuron receiving periodic inputs. the reset potentidly = 0 after firings immediately.

In sectiori1l, we apply the mean field theory for the simplest
neural network without external inputs. We assume that this
network can be represented by a cluster consists of only two
integrate-and-fire model neurons. This analysis clarifies t
the stronger synaptic connections enhance the shorteg cycl
synchrony cycle of cluster neurons. In section Ill, we con-
sider the cycle of synchrony when one periodic externaltinpu
is provided to a neuron. The result shows that the cycle of
the synchrony becomes longer as the cycle of external inputs
becomes longer. In sectignllV, we describe that the network
receiving two different cycle inputs (supposed to be bottom
up inputs and top-down inputs) show the loss of synchronies
in certain conditions.

Cluster
Il. MEANFIELD THEORY WITH EFFECTIVE INPUTS

In this section, using our formulation, we discuss a pedodi
synchronized firing of neurons located in the same cortical
region. At first, to simplify many neurons connected compli-
catedly, we assume that two particular neurosdj with
a synaptic connection fromto i represent “cluster neurons”.
The membrane potentials are denoted’gg) andV;(t), re-
spectively. The neurop receives inputs from other neurons
located outside the cluster. The effective value (meanejalu
of the inputs is assumed to be an “effective inplgf. This .
approximation is illustrated in Fig.1. After the firings afun- Iog
ron j, the neurorni receives the output of the neurgthrough
the synaptic weightv;;. Thus, we can obtain the effective
equations of the membrane potenti&l$t) andV;(¢) as fol-

Self-consistency (Eq.(7))

lows: IQU_t @ Wi Ie_ff
d
T—Vi(t) = =V;(t) + Iet (1)
dt’ J € Cluster
and
J c . Ieff
T Vilt) = ~Vi(t) +;Twij2kjé(t—tj>, 2)

where the parameters c, andt;? denote the time-constant,

the number of connections, and theh firing time of neuron

j, respectively. Here, we assumed thatis constant, because

the number of inputs from outside of the cluster is so largé th FIG. 1. (Color online) We show the essential figure to clatifg
the time average corresponds to the population average. =~ meaning of effective inputs. In our study, inputs from odésof the

From Eq. 1), the membrane potentiglt) is obtained as cluster neurons andj (whose membrane potentials are denoted as
' Vi(t) andV;(t)) are assumed to be the effective inplgs We focus

V;(t) = egr(1 — e—t/f). (3) on the neurong andj with Iex. The self-consistency EQI(7) requires
the correspondence between output signals of the neufmamely
Then we obtain the firing timeg? = kTj using the effective  Iou) and input signals to the neurgn(namely Ieir). Consequently,
input I as the self-consistency requires the global transition sytrynef the
I p neural network. This approximation is one of the mean fietwtiz.
eff —

Ieff

with the threshold). Here, for convenience of calculations,
we use a simple condition that the resting potential and the The time dependence &f(¢) is derived from Eq.[(2) under

T, = —rlog 4)



3

the firing of j-neuron satisfying Eq[{4) as follows: there does not exist the spontaneous firing. On the other, hand
in the case o) < W, there exists the spontaneous firing.
Vi(t) = —et/7 s/T ) 5(s — t’“ Th|s_result is ;upported by the following physical phenomen
(1) = / Z T Z 5 that is, the firing frequency of neurons are enhanced by-effec
, tive inputs (from neighbor neurons) exceeding the thrakshol
_ 1—e /T (5) Meanwhile the spontaneous firing does not occur under the
1—e T/’ weak effective inputs.
where the parametdi” = > . w,;; means the total synaptic
weight. Then, we obtain the cycle-tin# of i-neuron’s fir- |, = g NGLE NEURON FIRING WITH A PERIODIC INPUT
Ings as TRAIN
0 —T5/7 : ; i i
T, =—7log |1 - W(l —¢ )| - (6) In this section, we consider the case of a single neuron re-

ceiving a periodic input train. This simple example may be
Now, we consider the self-consistenfy¢ = ot (The mean  useful to discuss the specific cases of the neural networks in
output of the neuronis denoted ag,, in Fig[d); cluding the connections and input trains. The membrane po-
. tential V;(¢) of neuroni is characterized as follows:

1 (T
Ieff:?o/ dsZTwijZ(S(s—tf) d
0 = =

T Vilt) = Vi) + 1(t), (10)
TO/Tl
To wa Z / dsd(s — kTy) where the input train$(t) is denoted by

Ti k: all past firings

This consistency assumes that the firings of neurons are pefiere the parametédf™ means the cycle time of periodic input
odic and synchronized. Thus the valuelgf should indicate  trains and\ means a firing phase (time lag). is the initial

the mean value of the periodic inputs. The formuldgfin  phase in a cycle so that the next firing time shifts linearlghwi
Eq.(7) looks plausible because it corresponds to the asbumeg,,

mean value of inputs with periodicity in the mean-field the- From the equationg (10) anf{11), the time dependence
ory of previous studies [10-12]. We assumed the hypotheticay, (t) is obtained as

cycle timeT; of the effective inputs. Then, if the periodic fir-

ings can occur, we can find the appropriate cycle timeBut ye T e AT
if there does not exist the cycle timg, the periodic firings Vi(t) = loe / 1 _ eTM/7 (t <Ty), (12)
cannot occur. This condition for thE; is expressed in the
self-consistency Eq.(7). whereT; denotes the firing cycle afneuron. Then the condi-
From Eqgs[(%),[(6), and7), we obtain the self-consistention for the firingV;(t) = 6 (¢ means the threshold) gives the

equation as firing cycleT = T; as

1(1_€7T/7-)7 b ’ (8) T=X—r1log 1+£(1—€Tin/7) . (13)

T S\w) Iy

where we have redefined = 7;. The cycle-timel’ of spon-  The derivativelT' /dT™ is derived as
taneous firing of the cluster neurons is given as a solution of

Eq.(8). The functionf(T/7) is defined as the left-side of dT g™/
Eq.(8), namelyf(T/7) = (7/T)(1 — e~T/7). The function AT T+ 0(1 — /T
f(T/7) can be expanded as ot (1 ¢ )
f(T/T) _ 1 (1 . e*T/T) e(Tc—Tin)/'r -1
. ~ T (14)
() ) .
= d1—-|1=(=)+=(Z=) =...
T T 2\ for the conditionT, ~ T™, whereT; is defined asl; =
1/T 7log(14-1y/6). Here the functiofl” of 7" is defined in the re-
=1- 5 (;) + (9) gion0 < T" < T¢ in Eq.(I3), so that the equatidn {14) shows

that the firing cyclel” diverges exponentially with increase of
with respect toT'/7. Then, the functionf(T/7) has the T™. From the above discussion, the firing cycle depends on
asymptotic valuel in the case ofl’ — 0 (namely the fre- the cycle time of input trains as a monotonically increasing
quencyr = 1/T — oo). Consequently, in the case®f> W,  function.
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IV. LOSSOF SYNCHRONY WITH TWO EXTERNAL These inputs are received by the cluster neuicarsd j as
INPUTS a total external input
In the previous discussions in sectiopns Il and I, the J(t) =pJi(t) + (1 — p)Ja2(t). (16)

stronger synaptic connections yield the synchrony with

shorter cycle while the longer cycle input train yields the The parametep denotes the rate of the inpui (¢), which
longer cycle synchrony. Thus, one can predict catastrophémplies the balance ratio (relative strength) of the twauitsp

of synchrony if periodic spikes with longer (or shorter) pe- For example, in the case of = 0.5, both two inputs/; (¢)

riod are input to the neurons with stronger (or weaker) synapand.J,(t) have the same intensity of the input current. When
tic weights. This is the reason why the relationship betweem > 0.5, J;(t) has the stronger intensity than(t).

the synaptic connections and cycle of inputs under the con- From the above discussion, we obtain the effective equa-
dition of synchrony in the neural networks is not so simple.tions of motion about the cluster neurons as follows:

In this section, we examine the neural network receiving two

external periodical inputs. To clarify this condition aret r d
lated phenomena analytically, we apply the mean field theory Tt
to the cluster neuronsand; in the network with two exter-

nal inputs, namely/; (¢) and J»(¢). These two external in- and

puts.J; (t) andJo(t) have the independent cyclé" and 7",

respectively, and the time dependence of these inputs are eXTiVi(t) = —Vi(t) + Zﬂ”i' Z S(t —t*)+ J(t). (18)
pressed as dt - ’ !

Vit) = =V;(t) + lett + J (1) (17)

th<t
_ in _
(t) =71 Z ot = (A+KT"), (1=1,2). (15) We assumed thaky is constant because a large number of
k synaptic inputs to each neuron will cancel out the peritglici

Here.J, means the strength of inputs. In this study, we assum&f input signals except the external inputs. From Eq] (1), t
that the two external inputs have common strength. These if"eémbrane potentidl;(¢) is obtained as

put trains are constructed by independent Poisson pragesse . .

whose mean interstimulus intervalis For the convenience —t)r —t)r s/T

of analysis, these input trains are averaged over the period Vi(t) = Len(1 —e / )+ ¢ / /0 T(s)e 7ds - (19)
fromt¢ = KTJ" (or kT tot = (k + 1)T" (or (k + 1)Ti).

This averaging procedure does not lose the periodicity -of inwith using the effective inpufe#. The integration shown in
put trains. the second term of Eq.(1L9) is performed as follows:

t t t
/ J(s)e*/"ds =pJo Y / e/76(s — (A + kT{"))ds + 7(1 —p)Jo Y / e78(s — (A + K'Ti)ds
0 ket 0 i <0
i J
t—=X\)/7 _ (t—=N\)/7 _
_ TPJO Z e()‘+kT|1n)/T + 7_(1 _ p)Jo Z e(>\+k/Tén)/T
k=0 k=0

1— e(tf)\)/‘r

1—el3/m

e 1— e(tf)\)/‘r

= 1pJoe +7(1 = p)JoeNT™ (20)

1— M/
Then the condition to determine the firing cy@lgof the neurory is obtained as

0 = Len(1 — /7)) — Jolpg(T1") + (1 = p)g(T3)(1 — e~ H=/T) (21)

with the negative functiom(t) = 1/(1 — e!/7). The time  dependence bf(t) is derived from Eq.[(T8) as follows:

L—et/m 1 .,
g _ - = - —t/T s/T
Viit) =W T + e /0 J(s)e*’Tds.  (22)

The time dependence & (¢) yields the condition to deter-
mine the firing cyclél; of i-neuron as



1—e T/m i ; (T o) /7
0= W7~ — Jolpg(T1) + (1 = p)g(T(1 — V7). (23)
From solving the Ed.(21) with respect 1) and inserting to Ed.(23), when the cycle tifie= T; satisfies the self-consistent
condition [T), namelyles = 7W/T;, the cluster neurons show the synchronized firings. Thecsel$istency is transcribed in
more details as

ajz — j(TP, T e
14+ (TP, T)(1 — M)

l=a(l—e™) —J(TP T (L = N7, (24)

wherea = W/6, (T, T = [pg(TM +(1—p)g(TiN]Jo /0  5(TI", Ti") (longer cycle of external inputs), the shorter cycle
andx = T/7. These parameters are normalizedébgr 7. synchrony enhanced by strong synaptic connections canflict
The function;j (7", Ti") takes negative value for arfj” and  with the longer cycle of external inputs. We call this region
Tin, and tends to zero for &" or 70" tends to infinity (Fig.2).  “Region 1”. Second, in the region of smalle{weaker synap-
The important parameters of input trains, namely the streng tic connections) and large(T}", 73"), the cycle time of the

of inputs.J, and the input balance as well as7}" and7¥",  synchrony increases exponentially with increasing cyiohet
are included in the functiof(7i", T7i"). Then the behavior of of inputs. We call this region “Region 2”.

this parameter express the property of input trains; toeeef The limiting cases of Eq.[[24) clarify the “Region 1” and

we treat the parametg(7}", Ti") as a continuous real num- “Region 2 in Figl3. In the case af — 0, Eq. [23) yields the
ber defined in the regiofi-oo, 0) for characterizing the input  o|ation

trains. The parameterin Eq. (24) corresponds to the cycle
time of synchrony of cluster neurons. Unfortunately, oneca
not solve the condition Eql_(R4) rigorously with respectto j(Ti”, T2i”) =
Then we have solved it numerically as shown in[Big.3.

As are shown in Fiff]3, there are two typical anomalies of
synchronies, where the value ofcannot exist. First, in the On the other hand, in the casewof- oo, Eq. [24) yields the
region of larger (stronger synaptic connections) and largerrelation

l—«

Y = ho(a, A\, 7). (25)

T = - 2 = hoo(a, A 7). (26)

2+ (a—1)eM™ + \/[4a + (o —1)2eM 7] eM7

Then, in the Region 1, parametei@", 74") and o satisfy V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION
the inequality

We have shown that the synchrony of neurons depends

j(T{”, T2i”) > ho(a, A\, T), (27)  on the conditions between the cycle times of inputs and the

amount of strength of synaptic connections, and that the syn

while, in the Region 2, they satisfy the inequality chrony collapses _When they_ (the cycle time. of inputs anq_the
amount of synaptic connections) do not satisfy the comulitio
j(T{anQin) > hoo (@, A, 7). (28) In order to obtain the conditions for synchronized firings, w

have used the mean field theory. The solution of the self-
consistent conditions corresponds to the cycle time of syn-
rony. When the conditions are constructed by indetermi-
te equations, such parameter regions show the loss of syn-
chronies. As a result, there are two critical cases for syn-
chrony:

Using Egs[(2l7) and (28), we obtain the phase diagram
Fig[4. The phase boundaries are expressed by[E{s.(25) ap
(28). As is shown in Fi@l4, the synchrony occurs only in the
outside of the Region U Region 2. This simple conditional

equation can provide us with feasibility of synchrony. From
the derivation of Eqd.(25) and_(26), it is clearly understoo (1) When the synaptic connections are weaker enough and
that there are two types of loss of the synchrony, that is, the  the cycle times of external inputs are longer enough, the

firing cycle vanishes (Region 1) and the firing cycle diverges frequency of synchronized firings becomes too small to
(Region 2). In the intersection region of Region 1 and Region observe.

2, either type of the loss of synchrony can occur, which véll b

affected by the initial conditions, boundary conditionsiges, (2) The conflicts between stronger synaptic connections

or others. (which lead to the shorter cycle synchrony) and longer
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The parametg(7}", T3") divided by Jo /6 is
shown wherp = 0.8. 5(T1", T3") tends to zero a%y" or Ty tends to (87
infinity.

FIG. 4. (Color online) Phase diagram of synchrony: The ciordi
Region 1 obtained in Eqd.(27) and(8) is figured. The horizontal abds
notes the parameter while the vertical axis denotes the parameter
J(I",13"). Herel/r = 1.3. The Regions 1 and 2 correspond to
them in Fig3. In Region 1, the firing cycle vanishes, while fining
cycle diverges in Region 2.

Region 2

shown in Fid.l. If we assume three or more representative
neurons as the cluster, are the results in this study issil-
able? There are two factors to affect the availability. trirs
they may depend on the structure of synaptic connections be-
tween the neurons. When the neurons are fully connected
each other, the results will be similar because of homogene-
ity. However, other cases with some neurons with heteroge-
neous connections are too complicated to be analyzed by our
method. Secondly, when the ratio of the number of neurons to
the number of connections is larger, the synchrony becomes
FIG. 3. (Color online) The firing cycle of cluster neurons: eTfir- difficult to occur under the same condition. This is because
ing cyclez = T'/7 is shown in the(e, (11", T2")) space. The large the fluctuations of internal states of neurons become larger
J(T1", T2") corresponds to the long cycle input(s) as is shown ialFig2.consequently, our approximation is applicable when tHe rat
Region 1 shows that the synchrony does not occur becausestro ¢ the number of neurons to the number of connections is not
synapgc %onqi?ct|ons (Iqrg@) conth with the I.ong cycle inputs so large and the connections are homogeneous.
(largej (77", T3")). In Region 2, the firing cycle diverges exponen-
tially with increase ofj (71", T2"). HereA /7 = 1.3. Finally, we would like to discuss the correspondence be-
tween the mean field theory and Bethe approximation [35].
From the view point of statistical mechanics, Bethe approxi
cycle of external inputs make the loss of synchronizednation has been introduced to analyze magnetic matertals. |
firings of the cluster neurons. is very difficult to analyze the magnetization because many
spins interact each other in the magnetic materials. Bedbe h
The results mean that the synchronization in a populatiointroduced the effective theory to approximate in ordeino-s
of neurons will never occur when the parameters are in thelify the systems. In the Bethe approximation, we choose
critical regions. From the viewpoint of information proses some spins from huge spins and call the spins a “cluster”.
ing in the brain, this discussion suggests that a corticgbre  Then we ignore the spins on the outside of the cluster in spite
works when the synaptic structure matches the bottom-up anef introducing the effective field interacting with the balamy
top-down signals. Generally, this mean field theory is appli spins of the cluster. The intra-cluster interactions caarmse
cable to many neuron models (for example, Hodgkin-Huxleylyzed rigorously since the cluster system is of finite sizered
model as is suggested by Chen and Jasnow [17]). Because thie effective fields are determined by the self-consistehey
this universality of the mean field theory, the same resuétg m is, the bulk system corresponds to the surface system. While
be obtained from other neural network models. Bethe approximations are introduced in the equilibrium sys
In this study, we assume that a cluster of a number ofems, we or Chen and Jasnow used the mean field theory in
neurons can be stochastically represented as two neuronsthe neural networks as a nonequilibrium system. However



this mean field theory will lead to appropriate results even i the cluster neurons. This is the reason why it is useful te dis

the time-dependent systems as far as the effective ihpus

cuss the effects of synaptic connections. Using this mekh fie

appropriate. As is also discussed in Secfion I, this meadh fieltheory, one may be able to clarify the other phenomena and the
theory can treat the synaptic connections rigorously betwe effects of synaptic connections in the neural networks.
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